Apologetics and Spiritual
Skirmishing

Kyle Skaggs urges Christians to use the spiritual armor of
Ephesians 6 in engaging in apologetics.

As I was working towards my degree at Dallas Baptist
University I did volunteer work with an online ministry.
There, I encountered people from all walks of life; all of
them having questions about Christ and Christianity. For a
while, I was doing well. I found joy in encouraging and
counseling other believers. I also learned to tell the
difference between non-believers who were willing to listen
and those who were only there to argue.

Around a week from graduation I logged to the ministry’s
website feeling confident. I’'d spent hours reviewing various
arguments and counterarguments, I was certain I would use what
I had learned over four years to lead the conversation to the
Gospel. This was not what happened. Instead, the people I
talked to became either confused or frustrated before leaving.
Figuring I was just having one of those bad days, I thought
nothing of it. The same thing happened the next day. Now I was
conflicted. I wondered why I was ineffective, because
everything I said was supported by Scripture, so I logged off
and puzzled over what I was doing wrong. While I was lost in
my thoughts, a very clear voice in my head said, “You cannot
lecture people into the Kingdom of God.” I had forgotten 1
Peter 3:15; “Always be prepared to give an answer to everyone
who asks you to give the reason for the hope that you have.
But do this with gentleness and respect..” That rebuke from the
Holy Spirit sent me on a journey of reflection on the
spiritual skirmishes that we so easily lose sight of in our
daily routine.
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Spiritual Warfare

“Enemy-occupied territory—-that 1is what this world is.
Christianity is the story of how the rightful king has landed,
you might say landed in disguise, and is calling us all to
take part in a great campaign of sabotage.” {1} Our
adversaries are the rulers, authorities, and the powers of
this dark world. (Ephesians 6:12) Every ideology, philosophy,
and worldview not of the Gospel is controlled by the spiritual
forces of darkness.

The devil knows his time is short (Revelation 12:12), so he is
intent on dragging as many souls down with him as he can. To
his annoyance, if you have already been saved by grace through
faith, and are now saved, you are called to make disciples of
all nations (Matthew 28:19). He is resourceful, and if he
can’t stop you from having a relationship with God, then he
will use every trick to make you as ineffective as possible in
your walk with Christ, and in evangelism.

The Devil and his forces are relentless. Whenever we attempt
to evangelize, every gap in our defenses can and will be
exploited. How are we Christians to contend with these forces
of darkness? Paul tells us to put on the full armor of God so
that we can take our stand against the Devil’'s schemes. Let’s
take a look at the parts of the spiritual armor God provides.



The Belt of Truth

First, we must remain grounded in the truth. Ephesians 6:14
refers to the Belt of Truth, which holds our equipment within
easy reach. When we face an enemy whose only weapons are lies
and deceptions, we have the advantage. We have nothing to
hide! All we need to do is tell the truth!

To wear the belt is to be ready. There has been increasing
pressure to ignore fundamental Christian teachings for the
sake of convenience. Do not do this. Know your scripture and
gird yourself in the truth of the Gospel.

The Helmet of Salvation and the
Breastplate of Righteousness

Second, we must wear the helmet of salvation (Ephesians 6:17)
and the breastplate of righteousness (6:14) to turn aside any
attacks that slip through our defenses. In those days, just as
it is now, the helmet and breastplate are essential equipment
to protect the head and the heart, and just one of the things
separating the true soldier from the levy and the ad hoc
militia.

In the same way, the certainty of our salvation and the



righteousness of Christ are key pieces of our armor. As I have
said before, Satan is ruthless. He will use every sin you have
committed to shift your focus away from those who need Christ,
and onto yourself. Being assured of our salvation and our
righteousness before God is our greatest defense against these
attacks.

The Gospel of Peace

What made the Romans such a formidable
force? Discipline and adaptability.
Being able to march long distances and
maneuver across a variety of terrain.
Timing and distance determine the
victor of any confrontation. To do
this, they needed shoes that were
durable and able to grip the ground
firmly.

With the readiness that comes from the Gospel of Peace
(Ephesians 6:15), we can rapidly move to where the Lord needs
us. “[God’s Soldier’s] movements are dictated by the needs of
the Gospel witness.”{2}

The Shield of Faith

We are also told to take up
the Shield of Faith
(Ephesians 6:16) to
extinguish the flaming
arrows of the evil one. The
favored shield in the time
Ephesians was written was
the Roman scutum, a large
shield that protected most




of the soldier’s body,
enabling the Romans to protect both themselves and each other
in tight formations without sacrificing their defense when
fighting in looser formations. Most deaths in ancient battles
occurred after, during, and after a rout. Therefore
projectiles were used to disrupt and to instill fear before
the two sides met in melee. Standing firm against hails of
projectiles was key to surviving the battle.

It is the same with all believers. Our faith is our primary
defensive and offensive tool. People who have faith in Christ
are willing to risk being made to look foolish. They are
confident in the hope they have in Christ, and are therefore
enabled to do great things. People who act out of faith
inspire others to do the same. Qur faith also protects us from
the feelings, falsehoods, and ideas the Devil likes to use to
discourage us. If we are discouraged from our walk, then we
have already lost.

The Sword of the Spirit

Finally, Ephesians 6:17 refers
to the Sword of the Spirit, or
the word of God. In conjunction
with the scutum was the gladius,
a short sword primarily used for
thrusting and short cuts. It was
the legionary’s primary weapon.
After throwing their pila
(specialized javelins) to
disrupt the enemy formation, the
Romans drew their swords and
closed the distance to engage 1in
hand-to-hand fighting. Their armor and discipline enabled them
to weather the brutal melee far better than their opponents.
Ideally, this caused the enemy to rout.

There is a good reason the word of God is described as a sword



in other passages. It is absolute truth. Revelations 9:15 and
Hebrews 4:12 describe God’'s word as a double-edged sword. In
Hebrews, Paul says “it penetrates even to dividing soul and
spirit, joints and marrow; it judges the thoughts and
attitudes of the heart.” Like a sword, learning to use God'’s
word effectively requires constant training. Christians should
therefore study and seek to live according to the word so they
can stand firm when confronted by the Enemy.

By being willing to close in, to deliver the word of God
straight into the heart of the matter, shrewdly providing an
answer for our faith with gentleness and respect, we can
establish common ground with those who do not know Christ,
thus opening the way for them to hear the gospel. We do this
knowing full well that friends and even family may hate us for
confronting the world. Because we are willing to push through,
we are able to form relationships with people and show what it
means to walk with Christ! As with Roman equipment in Jesus’
day, the armor of God is tailor made to allow us to safely
close the distance with the enemy, and with the word of God,
drive them from the field.

All we have to do is put it on.

Notes

1. Lewis, C.S. Mere Christianity, 1952.

2. Ellicott, C. J. (1970). Ellicott’s commentary on the Whole
Bible Volumes VII-VIII: Acts to Revelation. Zondervan
Publishing House. 1959.
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The Professor: Why Are You a
Christian? — When Challenged,
Can You Defend Your Faith 1in
Christ

Are our adults ready to give a defense of the gospel? When
challenged, can they give a reasonable explanation of their
faith? Dr. Bohlin presents a sobering view of this question
based upon years of experience questioning high school and
college-age students on the basis for their belief in Christ.
By exposing their lack of cogent answers to questions they may
be asked, he challenges them to spend time exploring the
questions and developing biblical worldview-based answers.

The Professor

Over the last ten years, I have used a very effective
technique to help teens realize their unpreparedness for the
step toward college. It seems our young people are heading
into public and even Christian colleges thinking they are
ready for the challenge to their faith that higher learning
can be.

= Probe Ministries has sponsored a college prep conference
since 1991 that was designed to help young people gain some
insights and even some knowledge on how to address the
intellectual challenges that college will provide.

If you remember the thousands of college radicals who
protested and picketed in the ‘60s and ‘70s, they found their
push for change was not very effective. Instead, many of them
stayed in college, obtained Masters Degrees and PhDs. After
all, it was easier than getting a real job! As a result, they
are now your children’s professors!
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The college campus was an anti-Christian breeding ground
several decades ago and now it is even worse. Christianity 1is
not so much openly mocked as it is marginalized and deemed a
false and mischievous mythology.

If you haven’'t already heard some of these statistics, you
need to hold onto your hat.

In 2007, LifeWay surveyed 23- to 30-year-olds and found that
seventy percent had taken at least a one year break from
church during their college years.{1} Now, almost two-thirds
of these return to some level of church attendance, but mainly
to please family or friends who encouraged them to return.
That means that most of our churched youth are making many of
their life decisions, including marriage and career, apart
from a church context. Even many who return carry numerous
scars from bad choices during those years.{2}

With this statistical background, it’s plain our young people
need some preparation before going on to college or the
military. But as most parents of teens know, just telling them
they need this is less than likely to be convincing.

Enter the Professor. The technique I mentioned at the
beginning is to impersonate an atheistic college professor
doing research on the religious beliefs of young people.
Sometimes the students know I am playing a role with them, but
occasionally I play the professor and the students are none
the wiser.

A Simple Question

When I step to the front of the room, I introduce myself as
Professor Hymie Schwartz (a name borrowed from my late
colleague Jerry Solomon who played this role far better than I
do). I tell the group that, since I am conducting research on
the religious beliefs of young people, their youth pastor,
counselor, principal, teacher—whatever, has allowed me to



visit with them.

I begin the conversation something like this: “Since this is a
church or Christian school I presume you are all Christians.
Is anyone not a Christian?” Of course no one raises their
hand. But I am always aware that some may indeed not be
believers and may not appreciate my questioning so I am always
paying attention.

At this point I simply call on someone, usually someone who
isn’t really paying attention or is engrossed in conversation
with a neighbor. “You! Are you a Christian?” No one has ever
answered no. Upon receiving an affirmative answer, with hands
casually stuck in my pockets, I demand, “Why?”

Students are paying attention now. This 1is for real. Now
consider my question for yourself. If Peter warns us to always
be ready to give an answer to anyone who asks to give a
defense for the hope that we have, this is a pretty basic
question. In our highly secular culture, if someone finds out
you’'re a Christian, they may indeed ask you why. Peter says
you ought to have an answer.

But this simple question why is usually something our young
people, and even their parents, have never really considered.
Their Christian faith is certainly something they would claim
is central to their lives, but the dumbfounded looks on their
faces tells me repeatedly that this question is a new one.

It's usually about this time that any parents sitting in the
back are suddenly quite relieved I'm not talking to them!

By asking such questions, I can get them pretty riled up and
confused. The point is not to have fun but to help them see
that they need to be prepared and think a little about why
Christianity is important to them and why they think it’s
true.



“I Asked Jesus into My Heart!”

Having their Christianity questioned usually comes as a
surprise and even shock. Rather than directly answering the
question, they try to tell me how they became a Christian. It
usually takes the form of confidently saying they asked Jesus
into their heart.

The professor quickly fires back, “You asked Jesus into your
heart?! That sounds pretty gross, really. What’s he doing in
there with all that blood? Yuck!” That always gets a surprised
reaction and a little befuddlement. The student typically
tries to recover by saying something like, “No, I mean it's
like I trusted Jesus as my Savior.”

Again the professor will fire back quickly with a question
like, “Why did you do that?” or “Savior? What did you need
saving from?” I think you can see where this is going. It
really is not difficult to pick something from what he or she
said and challenge it. I either pretend I don’t understand
what they said, forcing them to better explain themselves
(which is rare), or I deliberately ask them why they think
that way, or how they know that.

In answer to “How do you know that?” I am often told that “It
says so in the Bible!” They usually can’t tell me where the
Bible says that. I also ask if the Bible is true, and they say
it is. But when I ask, “How do you know it’s true?” the blank
stare reemerges.

Sometimes a student will say, “Because it’s the word of God!”
Now I can really dig a little deeper. In response to further
questioning, they usually can’t tell me where the Bible says
it’s the Word of God nor can they tell me why the Bible 1is
different from The Book of Mormon or the Qur’an. If there is a
youth pastor or chaplain present there is wusually an
embarrassed look on their face or a head buried in their
hands.



By this time the class is very tense and full of nervous
laughter. When I reach a dead end with a student—for instance
when they say, “I don’t know” with a very resigned and
defeated voice-I look for one of the laughing students and
ask, “What about you?” Of course that gets everybody’s
attention again and off we go.

While I admit I have a little fun playing this role, it never
ceases to break my heart at how ill-prepared our young people
are to follow Peter’s advice to always be prepared with an
answer. I have yet to find a student in ten years who 1is
willing and able to go toe-to-toe with the professor.

“You're a Narrow-Minded, Self-Righteous
Bigot!”

Here are three other directions our conversations have
frequently taken.

When I have challenged students to tell me why they think or
believe Christianity is true, some will turn to their own
subjective experience. Technically, there is nothing wrong
with this, specifically when speaking to a Christian audience.
But someone who doesn’t even believe in God will frequently
find ways to truly make fun of this element.

A student may describe that Jesus speaks to them in their
prayer time, to which I quickly ask what His voice sounds like
or how they know it was Jesus and not indigestion. The blank
stares usually resume at this point. We have become so
comfortable in our Christian bubble sometimes that we
frequently don’t see how unintelligible our language is to
those outside the community of faith. It’s tough to share the
gospel that way.

Sometimes a student will interject that they believe in Jesus
because that’s what their family has taught them or it’s what



they learned in church. I wusually pounce on that pretty
quickly and repeat that this student believes Christianity is
true because their parents told them so. The student usually
agrees. After commending them for honoring their parents I
tell them that’s really pretty stupid. Pausing a second for
the shock to register, I go on about the boy raised in India
whose parents are Hindu and he respects his parents and
believes Hinduism is true, so the boy in India and this
student are both headed to heaven because they trusted their
parents!

One time a student stammered around and eventually agreed with
my statement as his youth pastor put his head in his hands.

Finally in talking about salvation I ask what happens to those
who don’t believe in Jesus. Most will hesitatingly say they go
to hell. The professor predictably rants, “Just because I
don’t believe the same fairy tale as you, I'm going to hell?”
When they predictably shake their head yes, I get down eye to
eye and spit out, “You’'re a narrow minded, self-righteous
bigot!”

Always Be Ready to Give an Answer, with
Gentleness and Respect

Students enjoy the interactive nature of this routine even
though they are routinely embarrassed by their inability to
handle the challenge. When Peter admonished all of us to
always be ready to give an answer to everyone who asks us for
a reason for the hope that we have, yet with gentleness and
respect (1 Pet. 3:15), they fail miserably. Perhaps as a
parent, you may be glad that I don’t do this with adult
groups.

Often students will try to turn the conversation in their
favor by asking the professor a question. I quickly dismiss
that idea by simply answering that I’m asking the questions.



But when we’re done, if time allows I attempt to leave them
with hope by quickly summarizing how I, Dr. Ray Bohlin, Vice-
President of Probe Ministries, would answer the same question.

Here’s the outline of my response. In a calm voice I quickly
assert that I know there is a God. As a scientist I look
principally at how marvelously our universe, galaxy, solar
system, and planet are designed for complex life here on
earth. The number of highly improbable coincidences rules out
chance and strongly implies design. This is reinforced by the
evidence from biology of the incredible complexity of life,
particularly the coded information in DNA. This remarkable
molecule with its accompanying system of transcription and
translation screams for intelligence.

The fact that all people have some sense of right and wrong,
even though we may disagree sometimes, tells us we are
comparing our morality to some invisible standard outside
ourselves that must come from a supreme Law Giver. I am
convinced there is a supernatural God.

If this God exists, then has He spoken to man? I quickly tell
about the uniqueness of Scripture, written by forty authors
from eight countries over fifteen hundred years in three
languages and all with a consistent and unique message of a
God of love who ransomed us from our sins. Where we have
archaeological evidence it consistently confirms the accuracy
of biblical events. I am convinced the Bible is the true and
unique Word of God.

The Bible throughout is about Jesus, who repeatedly claimed to
be the unique divine Son of God and offered his death and
resurrection on behalf of mankind as proof. That Jesus bodily
rose from the dead is the only rational conclusion of the
evidence of the empty tomb. On top of that, my personal
experience of the last thirty-seven years has shown me again
and again the unique love and power of God.



So what about you? Why are you a Christian?
Notes

1. “LifeWay Research Uncovers Reasons 18 to 22 Year 0lds Drop
Out of Church,” 2007, www.lifeway.com/article/165949/,
accessed May 15, 2010.

2. Youth Transition Network has researched this problem over
the last ten years and has excellent resources, videos,
research, and books and DVDs for purchase. Take a look at
www.ytn.org.
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Reasonable Faith - Why
Biblical Christianity Rings
True

Dr. Michael Gleghorn briefly examines some of the reasons why
noted Christian philosopher William Lane Craig believes that
Christianity is an eminently reasonable faith.

Reasonable Faith

One of the finest Christian philosophers of our day is William
Lane Craig. Although he ha[Js become very well known for his
debates with atheists and skeptics, he’s also a prolific
writer. To date, he has authored or edited over thirty books
and more than a hundred scholarly articles.{1} His published
work explores such fascinating topics as the evidence for the
existence of God, the historical evidence for the resurrection
of Jesus, divine foreknowledge and human freedom, and God's
relationship to time. In 2007 he started a web-based


http://www.lifeway.com/article/165949/
http://www.ytn.org/
https://probe.org/reasonable-faith-2/
https://probe.org/reasonable-faith-2/
https://probe.org/reasonable-faith-2/

apologetics ministry called Reasonable Faith
(www.reasonablefaith.org). The site features both scholarly
and popular articles written by Craig, audio and video
recordings of some of his debates, lectures, and interviews,
answers to questions from his readers, and much more.

But before he launched the Reasonable Faith Web
site, Craig had also authored a book by the same
title. One of the best apologetics books on the
market, a revised and updated third edition was
recently released. His friend and colleague, the
philosopher J. P. Moreland, endorsed Craig’s ministry with
these words:

It is hard to overstate the impact that William Lane Craig
has had for the cause of Christ. He is simply the finest
Christian apologist of the last half century, and his
academic work justifies ranking him among the top one
percent of practicing philosophers in the Western world.
Besides that, he 1s a winsome ambassador for Christ, an
exceptional debater, and a man with the heart of an
evangelist. . . . I do not know of a single thinker who has
done more to raise the bar of Christian scholarship in our
generation than Craig. He is one of a kind, and I thank God
for his life and work.{2}

Although the book has been described as “an admirable defense
of basic Christian faith,”{3} many readers will find the
content quite advanced. According to Craig, “Reasonable Faith
is intended primarily to serve as a textbook for seminary
level courses on Christian apologetics.”{4} For those without
much prior training in philosophy, theology, and apologetics,
this book will make for some very demanding reading in places.
But for those who want to seriously grapple with an informed
and compelling case for the truth of Christianity, this book
will richly repay one’s careful and patient study.

Although we cannot possibly do it justice, in the remainder of
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this article we will briefly consider at least some of the
reasons why Craig believes that biblical Christianity is an
eminently reasonable faith.

The Absurdity of Life Without God

Imagine for a moment that there is no God. What implications
would this have for human life? Science tells us that the
universe is not eternal, but that it rather had a beginning.
But if there is no God, then the universe must have come into
being, uncaused, out of nothing! What'’s more, the origin of
life 1is nothing more than an unintended by-product of matter,
plus time, plus chance.{5} No one planned or purposed for life
to arise, for if there is no God, there was no one to plan or
purpose it. And human beings? We are just the unpredictable
result of a long evolutionary process that never had us in
mind. In fact, if one were to rewind the history of life to
its beginning, and allow the evolutionary process to start
anew, it’s virtually certain that none of us would be here to
think about it! After all, without an intelligent Agent
guiding this long and complicated process, the chances that
our species would accidentally emerge a second time 1is
practically zero.{6}

Depressing as it is, this little thought experiment provides
the appropriate backdrop for Craig’s discussion of the
absurdity of life without God. In his view, if God does not
exist, then human life is ultimately without meaning, value,
or purpose. After all, if human beings are merely the
accidental by-products of the unintended forces of nature,
then what possible meaning could human life have? If there 1is
no God, then we were not created for a purpose; we were merely
“coughed” into existence by mindless material processes.

Of course, some might wonder why we couldn’t just create some
meaning for our lives, or give the universe a meaning of our
own. But as Craig observes, “the universe does not really



acquire meaning just because I happen to give it one

for suppose I give the universe one meaning, and you give it
another. Who is right? The answer, of course, is neither one.
For the universe without God remains objectively meaningless,
no matter how we regard it."”{7}

Like it or not, if God does not exist, then the universe[land
our very lives[Jare ultimately meaningless and absurd. The
difficulty is, however, that no one can really 1live
consistently and happily with such a view.{8} Although merely
recognizing this fact does absolutely nothing to show that God
actually exists, it should at least motivate us to sincerely
investigate the matter with an open heart and an open mind. So
let’s now briefly consider some of the reasons for believing
that there really is a God.

The Existence of God

In the latest edition of Reasonable Faith, Craig offers a
number of persuasive arguments for believing that God does, in
fact, exist. Unfortunately, we can only skim the surface of
these arguments here. But if you want to go deeper, his book
1s a great place to start.

After a brief historical survey of some of the major kinds of
arguments that scholars have offered for believing that God
exists, Craig offers his own defense for each of them. He
begins with a defense of what is often called the cosmological
argument. This argument takes its name from the Greek word
kosmos, which means “world.” It essentially argues from the
existence of the cosmos, or world, to the existence of a First
Cause or Sufficient Reason for the world’'s existence.{9} Next
he defends a teleological, or design, argument. The name for
this argument comes from the Greek word telos, which means
“end.” According to Craig, this argument attempts to infer “an
intelligent designer of the universe, just as we infer an
intelligent designer for any product in which we discern



evidence of purposeful adaptation of means to some end
(telos).”{10} After the design argument, he offers a defense
of the moral argument. This argument “implies the existence of
a Being that is the embodiment of the ultimate Good,” as well
as “the source of the objective moral values we experience in
the world.”{11} Finally, he defends what is known as the
ontological argument. Ontology is the study of being, and this
much-debated argument “attempts to prove from the very concept
of God that God exists.”{12}

Taken together, these arguments provide a powerful case for
the existence of God. As Craig presents them, the cosmological
argument implies the existence of an eternal, immaterial,
unimaginably powerful, personal Creator of the universe. The
design argument reveals an intelligent designer of the cosmos.
The moral argument reveals a Being who is the transcendent
source and standard of moral goodness. And the ontological
argument shows that if God’s existence is even possible, then
He must exist!

But suppose we grant that all of these arguments are sound.
Why think that Christianity 1is true? Many non-Christian
religions believe in God. Why think that Christianity is the
one that got it right? In order to answer this question we
must now confront the central figure of Christianity: Jesus of
Nazareth.

The Son of Man

When the previous edition of Reasonable Faith was published in
1994, most New Testament scholars thought that Jesus had never
really claimed to be the Messiah, or Lord, or Son of God. But
a lot has happened in the intervening fourteen years, and “the
balance of scholarly opinion on Jesus’ use of Christological
titles may have actually tipped in the opposite
direction.” {13}



For example, we have excellent grounds for believing that
Jesus often referred to himself as “the Son of Man.”{14}
Although some believe that in using this title Jesus was
merely referring to himself as a human being, the evidence
suggests that he actually meant much more than that. Note, for
example, that “Jesus did not refer to himself as ‘a son of
man,’' but as ‘the Son of Man.'”{15} His use of the definite
article is a crucially important observation, especially in
light of Daniel 7:13-14.

o

In this passage Daniel describes a vision in which “one like a
son of man” comes before God with the clouds of heaven. God
gives this person an everlasting kingdom and we are told that
“all peoples, nations and men of every language worshiped him”
(Dan. 7:14). It’s clear that Daniel’s “son of man” is much
more than a human being, for he’s viewed as an appropriate
object of worship. Since no one is worthy of worship but God
alone (see Luke 4:8), the “son of man” must actually be
divine, as well as human.

According to Mark, at Jesus’ trial the high priest pointedly
asked him if he was the Christ (or Messiah), “the Son of the
Blessed One.” Jesus’ response is astonishing. “I am,” he said,
“And you will see the Son of Man sitting at the right hand of
the Mighty One and coming on the clouds of heaven” (Mark
14:61-62). Here Jesus not only affirms that he is the Messiah
and Son of God, he also explicitly identifies himself with the
coming Son of Man prophesied by Daniel.{16} Since we have
excellent reasons for believing that Jesus actually made this
radical claim at his trial, we’re once again confronted with
that old trilemma: if Jesus really claimed to be divine, then
he must have been either a lunatic, a liar, or the divine Son
of Man!

Now most people would probably agree that Jesus was not a liar
or a lunatic, but they might still find it difficult to accept
his claim to divinity. They might wonder if we have any good
reasons, independent of Jesus’ claims, for believing his



claims to be true. As a matter of fact we do!

The Resurrection of Jesus

Shortly after Jesus’ crucifixion, on the day of Pentecost, the
apostle Peter stood before a large crowd of people gathered in
Jerusalem and made a truly astonishing claim: God had raised
Jesus from the dead, thereby vindicating his radical personal
claims to be both Lord and Messiah (see Acts 2:32-36). The
reason this claim was so incredible was that the “Jews had no
conception of a Messiah who, instead of triumphing over
Israel’s enemies, would be shamefully executed by them as a
criminal.”{17} Indeed, according to the 0ld Testament book of
Deuteronomy, “anyone who is hung on a tree is under God’s
curse” (21:22-23). So how could a man who had been crucified
as a criminal possibly be the promised Messiah? If we reject
the explanation of the New Testament, that God raised Jesus
from the dead, it’s very difficult to see how early
Christianity could have ever gotten started. So are there good
reasons to believe that Jesus really was raised from the dead?

According to Craig, the case for Jesus’ resurrection rests
“upon the evidence for three great, independently established
facts: the empty tomb, the resurrection appearances, and the
origin of the Christian faith.”{18} He marshals an extensive
array of arguments and evidence in support of each fact, as
well as critiquing the various naturalistic theories which
have been proposed to avoid the resurrection. He concludes by
noting that since God exists, miracles are possible. And once
one acknowledges this, “it’s hard to deny that the
resurrection of Jesus 1is the best explanation of the

facts.”{19}

This brings us to the significance of this event. According to
the German theologian Wolfhart Pannenberg:

The resurrection of Jesus acquires such decisive meaning,



not merely because someone

has been raised from the dead, but because it is Jesus
of Nazareth, whose execution was instigated by the Jews
because he had blasphemed against God. If this man was
raised from the dead, then . . . God . . . has committed
himself to him. . . . The resurrection can only be
understood as the divine vindication of the man whom the
Jews had rejected as a blasphemer.{20}

In other words, by raising Jesus from the dead, God has put
His seal of approval (as it were) on Jesus’ radical personal
claims to be the Messiah, the Son of God, and the divine Son
of Man! This forces each of us to answer the same haunting
question Jesus once asked his disciples, “Who do you say I
am?” (Matt. 16:15).

Notes
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Defending Theism: A Response
to Hume, Russell, and Dawkins

T.S. Weaver looks at anti-God arguments from three prominent
philosophers, showing why belief is God 1Is more reasonable
than their objections to His existence.

Theism, broadly defined, is the belief in the existence of a
supreme being or other deities. Believers in Jesus Christ
would say we follow Christian Theism, believing in and
trusting the one true God who has revealed Himself through His
word and through His Son Jesus. In pursuit of the defense of
theism and answering profound antagonists to the faith, I will
engage with some of the objections raised by three prominent
thinkers: David Hume, Bertrand Russell, and Richard Dawkins.
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David Hume

David Hume (1711-1776) was a Scottish philosopher who is often
considered the best philosopher to have written in the English
language. Although he was wary of metaphysical things like
God, he was very fascinated by religion. He 1is widely
considered to be an atheist, but we do not know for certain
whether he was atheist [one who denies that God exists],
agnostic [one who is not sure if God exists], or deist [one
who believes God created the universe but then let it run
according to natural laws without divine intervention] by the
time of his death. Regardless, his more prominent work 1is
Dialogues Concerning Natural Religion. In it he presents
classical challenges to theism.

The strongest challenge to theism Hume presents in Dialogues
is the problem of evil and God’'s moral nature. His view 1is
that with the amount of evil in the world, we cannot consider
God as morally sensible, morally great, and powerful. His
assumption is that if God were to exist, He does not care to
solve the problem of good and evil. While this is the toughest
intellectual challenge a theist has to answer, I believe there
is an answer.

When God created, He gave humans the ability to make free
decisions. If this ability were denied, our love (the supreme
ethic) for Him would not be a choice and thus coerced. As a
result, it would not be real love. Church Father Augustine
(354-430) commented on this in his book On the Free Choice of
the Will, by arguing that free will is what makes us human.
God made us that way so we could freely choose to venerate,
trust, and follow Him. So built into love, veneration, trust,
and obedience was the ability to make free decisions.
Consequently, certain choices are going to be terrible or evil
(e.g., Adam and Eve'’s disastrous disobedience in the Garden of
Eden). As a result, the only way to eradicate evil 1is to
eradicate free will. Hence, evil is merely the consequence of



the free will of humanity. John Stackhouse rearticulates this
case:

God desired to love and be loved by other beings. God
created human beings with this in view. To make us capable
of such fellowship, God had to give us the freedom to
choose, because love, though it does have its elements of
“compulsion,” 1is meaningful only when it 1is neither
automatic nor coerced. This sort of free will, however,
entailed the danger that it would be used not to enjoy God’s
love and to love God in return, but to go one’s own way in
defiance of both God and one’s own best interest. This is
what the story of Adam and Eve in the Garden of Eden

portrays.{1}

It is not that God 1is insensitive to evil (Proverbs 6:16,
15:26; Psalm 5:4), but that moral and natural evils are the
cause of the sin (free choice to disobey God) of man.

Bertrand Russell

Shifting gears, Bertrand Russell, (1872-1970) a famed agnostic
philosopher, argued against theism with a famous view that
everything on this globe is the result of “an accidental
collocation of atoms.”{2} Thus, there is no real aim for which
we were produced. I believe this view is both incredibly
depressing and incredibly wrong. If one were to take what
Timothy Keller would call a “clue of God” like beauty and
think this through, it would have serious implications. If
this were true, as Keller put it in The Reason for God,
“Beauty is nothing but a neurological hardwired response to
particular data.”{3} Conductor Leonard Bernstein once spoke of
the effect of the beauty of Beethoven’s music:

Our boy has the real goods, the stuff from Heaven, the power
to make you feel at the finish: Something is right in the
world. There is something that checks throughout, that
follows its own law consistently: something we can trust,
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that will never let us down.{4}

Does that sound like a “neurological hardwired response to
particular data”? Or is Beethoven’s music beautiful? As a
seminary student, I often yearn for an excellent night of
sleep. The thought is beautiful to me. Augustine in his
Confessions arqgued that yearnings like this were clues to the
existence of God. While my tiredness does not prove that my
desire for an excellent night of sleep will happen tonight, it
is correct that native yearnings like this link to actual
substances that can fill them. For example, sensual yearning
(linking to sex), hunger (linking to food), tiredness (linking
to sleep), and interpersonal yearning (linking to
relationship). We have a desire for joy, love, and beauty that
no quantity or condition of sex, food, sleep, and relationship
can satisfy. We hope for something that nothing on this globe
can satisfy. Do you think this is a clue? I assert this
unpleasing yearning is a deep-rooted native longing that is an
undeniable clue not only for the existence of God, but also
that God is the only one who can satisfy that yearning. C.S.
Lewis wrote in Mere Christianity, “If I find in myself a
desire which no experience in this world can satisfy, the most
probable explanation is that I was made for another world.”{5}
(Please also see Dr. Michael Gleghorn’s article “C.S. Lewis
and the Riddle of Joy” at probe.org/c-s-lewis-and-the-riddle-
of-joy/) Tying all this back to Russell’s famous view, it
makes sense that if there were a God who can satisfy that kind
of yearning, this God likely made us, not by accident, but
with a purpose. That is worth investigating.

Richard Dawkins

Now I turn to Richard Dawkins (1941- ), who I think is best
described as a militant atheist scientist. He writes in his
book The God Delusion, describing God:

The God of the 0ld Testament is arguably the most unpleasant
character in all fiction: jealous and proud of it; a petty,
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unjust, wunforgiving control-freak; a vindictive,
bloodthirsty ethnic cleanser; a misogynistic, homophobic,
racist, infanticidal, genocidal, filicidal, pestilential,
megalomaniacal, sadomasochistic, capriciously malevolent

bully.{6}

Tell us how you really feel, Dawkins. Although there is a lot
said here, what is most obvious 1is his portrayal of God as
immoral because of what God displayed of Himself in the 01ld
Testament. These acts are perceived to undermine his morally
perfect nature. Although this will not be my main response, I
want to highlight that for Dawkins to grumble that God has
perpetrated immoral acts, he acknowledges there 1is an
objective moral law. In a separate argument, I could go from
here to make the case that for there to be an objective moral
law there must be an objective moral law giver (God). However,
I instead want to concentrate on “the God of the 01ld
Testament.”

The 0ld Testament passage found in Deuteronomy (7:1-5;
20:16-18) tends to be the most cited in an argument against
God such as Dawkins’s quote above. In this passage, God
instructed the Israelites to destroy the Canaanites living in
a specific region: “[T]lhen you must destroy them totally. Make
no treaty with them, and show them no mercy” (7:2), and “[D]o
not leave alive anything that breathes” (20:16). This passage
bothers many (including myself) and may be an example of where
Dawkins got his characterization. It is understandable to
wonder how a good and loving God could instruct this.

To make sense of a tough passage like this one must understand
the context, starting with who God is. God is not like any
earthly ruler. He’s not like Trump. He’s not like Biden. He is
Creator of all things and King of the Universe. That said, He
supplies life, and He can take life when He chooses, however
He chooses. The next step is to think through whether His
instruction was justified (as if it were up to us to define
justice). There are occasions when we as humans may feel it is
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justified for people to take another’s life, as in self-
defense, to safeguard others, or in a just war. What we must
understand about the Canaanites in this passage is that this
was not some illogical imperative for them to be murdered. The
Canaanites were malevolent. In their obscene paganism, they
were spiritually dangerous. They were unspeakably wicked. God
said to the Israelites, “It 1is not because of your
righteousness or your integrity that you are going in to take
possession of their land; but on account of the wickedness of
these nations” (emphasis mine) (Deuteronomy 9:5).

The worst example of their wickedness 1is child sacrifice.
Apologist Timothy Fox informs us, “They would burn their
children alive in a fiery furnace as a sacrifice to the god
Molech. Just that one act alone would be justification for
their complete annihilation.”{7} I wonder what Hume, who
raised the problem of evil, would have to say to Dawkins about
God dealing with and judging evil. One of the explanations God
provided for wrecking the Canaanites was so that Israel would
not embrace their malevolent ways. Dawkins may still object
though and say, “What about the kids? How could a loving God
instruct the Israelites to destroy harmless kids?” I do find
this troubling as well, but as shown above, God can take life
when He chooses, however He chooses. No one is promised a
lengthy, peaceable life and to perish of old age. Furthermore,
what if God saw that if these children were to mature, they
would be just as evil and corrupt as their parents? What if
ordering the death of children infected by their parents’
wickedness is similar to an oncology surgeon cutting out small
cancer cells along with the full-grown cells? That is a
possibility. In addition, God does not appreciate the murder
of the evil but patiently waits for repentance of sins
(Ezekiel 18:23). In the case of the Canaanites, we see He will
only allow wickedness for so long though.

Another objection Dawkins has to the existence of God 1is
science. His view is that you can either be scientific and



sensible, or religious. He 1is either ignoring, or ignorant of,
the fact that modern science arose out of a biblical
worldview. Christians are responsible for developing the
scientific perspective and method. Francis Bacon, astronomers
Kepler and Galileo, and the brilliant mathematician and
physicist Isaac Newton all believed in God. They all helped
shape the development of modern science; they believed that
since God was a God of order, they expected nature to be
orderly. They also understood that one man’s opinion could be
faulty because of sin, and therefore others needed to verify
what any one scientist said. Kepler even characterized his
scientific perspective as “thinking God’s thoughts after Him.”

Dawkins thinks God and science do not mix. Yet two legendary
experiments performed in 1916 and 1997 reveal this view is not
as widely held as Dawkins and others make it seem. In 1916,
American psychologist James Leuba conducted a study asking
scientists if they believed in a God who actively communicates
with humanity, no less than via prayer. 40 percent confirmed
they did, 40 percent confirmed they did not, and 20 percent
were not confident either way. Edward Larson and Larry Witham
duplicated this study in 1997 using identical queries with
scientists. They discovered the figures had not altered
substantially. Even atheist philosopher Thomas Nagle disagrees
with Dawkins’s view of reality. Nagle even questions whether
atheist naturalists think their moral instincts (yes morality
has come up again), for example the belief that genocide is
morally incorrect, are true instead of just the consequence of
neurochemistry hardwired into humans. He writes:

The reductionist project usually tries to reclaim some of
the originally excluded aspects of the world, by analyzing
them in physical-that is, behavioral or
neurophysiological—terms; but it denies reality to what
cannot be so reduced. I believe the project is doomed-that
conscious experience, thought, value, and so forth are not
illusions, even though they cannot be identified with



physical facts.{8}

Science cannot explain all and can be consistent with
religious faith. Therefore, it 1is unreasonable to think that
an individual can only be a believer of science or a believer
of God. It is also irrational to believe we came into the
world by accident, or that because of the presence of evil in
the world theism is not workable. In short, it is more
reasonable to believe in theism than not to.
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Probe Survey Report #4:
Witnessing to Your Faith and
the Response

Steve Cable continues to explore Probe’s 2020 survey on
religious beliefs and practices, examining how people witness
to their faith or not, and reasons for both sharing and for
not trusting Christ.

1. How Often Do You Witness to Your
Faith?

Let’s consider the topic of witnessing or sharing your faith
with others. In our 2020 survey we asked two questions about
this topic. The first question was: How often do you engage
in intentional spiritual conversation with non-believers about
your faith with a desire to see them accept it for themselves?
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With this question, we wanted to avoid casual mentions of your
faith and discussions with no intent at conversion. The
results as shown in the chart below are surprising.

Among Americans ages 18 through 39 who profess an affiliation
with some religion, we find that less than 1 out of 5 (20%) of
them strongly disagree with the statement that Muhammad,
Buddha and Jesus all taught valid ways to God. Yet at the same
time almost 6 out of 10 (60%) of them state that they share
their faith with an unbeliever at least once a year with the
intent of converting them to their belief.

So the majority of American believers (of any faith) must
believe that at least for some people with different religious
beliefs, it would be better for them to turn from their
current belief and accept the tenets of my faith. They want to
do this even though they believe that there are multiple ways
to God not beyond just their faith.

Looking at the Figure 1 Witness with a Desire to See Conversion
detailed

results, all
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except the
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monthly and

about half witnessed at least yearly. So, it would appear that
there is a lot of witnessing going on with very few
conversions.

Table 1 below shows several estimates as to how many people
are the recipients of these “intentional spiritual



conversations” in a given year. The different levels shown are
based on different assumptions as to how often they share with
the same person and how many people they share with in a year
consistent with the responses to the survey. More details are
provided in the endnotes.

Table 1 Potential
Number of People Shared with by American Adults Ages 18 through 55

Religious Potential number of individuals shared
Affiliation with in one year
of Person
: - Nominal
Sharing with | 5 estimate ectimate  1gh estimate
Intent t0  (pillions){1} ... (millions){3}
Convert (millions){2}
B Agai
orn Again 7 56 118
Protestant
Other
24 50 106
Protestant
Catholic 25 51 108
Oth
e 15 31 65
Religion
Unaffiliated 12 25 52
Total 103 212 449

These results amazed me. If the nominal estimate was truly
happening almost 60% of the population would have someone
attempting to convert them every year. This topic deserves
additional related questions to determine what level of
sharing with the intent of conversion is actually happening in
America. It may be that most people answering this question
are only sharing with one or two family members such as their
teenage children or a sibling. Or perhaps, many people think
they would do this, but really they do not.

What makes this especially surprising is that Other
Protestants and Catholics have a lot more people witnessing



than they have holding a Basic Biblical Worldview or actually
being involved in their religion. While only about one in ten
(10%) strongly disagree with the statement that Mohammed,
Buddha and Jesus all taught valid ways to God, over half (50%)
of them are sharing their faith with the intent to convert at
least once a year. And, one in five (20%) are sharing monthly
or more. If you think that there are multiple ways to heaven,
why would you want to go out of your way to convert someone to
your religion. Of course, you could be sharing with an
Unaffiliated person who needs to choose a valid religion.

Only 4.6% of Other Protestants and 0.7% of Catholics have a
Basic Biblical Worldview, but almost half of them say they
intentionally witness to their faith at least yearly. When
they engage in a conversation with the intent of having this
other person accept their faith for themselves, WHAT IS THIS
FAITH THEY ARE TRYING TO GET THE OTHER PERSON TO ACCEPT? These
results do suggest that most people desire more people to
think like them when it comes to religion.

In a similar vein, less than 1 in 10 (10%) Catholics and Other
Protestants say they pray daily, attend church at least
monthly, read the Bible weekly and say their faith 1is
important in their daily life. So, the question remains, “What
are they witnessing to???”

In contrast, only 29% of Born Again Christians have a Basic
Biblical Worldview while well over half of them report
intentional witnessing at least once a year. But at least
BAC's have something to witness to. Those Born Again
Christians with a Basic Biblical Worldview report that almost
two thirds (63%) of them share their faith at least once a
year. This level 1is only a few percentage points higher than
that for Born Again Christians as a whole.

How Should We Respond?

If the number of people sharing their faith 1is actually



consistent with the answers to this question, then we know
that the percentage of people actually converting as a result
of their witness is very small. Otherwise, we would have many
people toggling back and forth between different professed
religions.

Among Born Again Christians, we project they are sharing their
faith with between 25 million and 100 million nonbelievers.
However, they are sharing ineffectively with the number being
shared with far exceeding the growth rate of evangelicals in
America. So, pastors and parachurch organizations need to up
their game in training their people to share the good news of
Christ. BAC’'s need to understand and practice the following:

1. Bathe their unsaved acquaintances in prayer asking God to
bring to a clear feeling of need

2. Recognize their call to effectively share the gospel
looking for opportunities to share

3. Understand how to build bridges spanning the gaps of
understanding for those with different worldviews

4. (Clearly explain the wonderful gift purchased for us
through Jesus’ death and resurrection

5. Unapologetically ask for a response to the good news
shared with others

6. Realize that they should not be discouraged by a lack of
interest of the lack of a positive response

2. What Keeps You From Communicating Your
Religious Belief?



We also
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“When I
refrain
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communicati
ng my
religious
belief with

80%

60%

40%

20%

Figure 2 Reason for Refraining from Witnessing

Americans 18 through 39
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usually
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because:"{4
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1. They can get to heaven through their different religious
belief. [Pluralism]
2. We shouldn’t impose our ideas on others. [Pluralism]

3. The Bible tells us not to judge others. [Pluralism]

4. It just doesn’t seem to be that important and I don’t
want to risk alienating them. [Not confident]

5. I'm not confident enough in what I believe. [Not

confident]

6. I'm waiting for a better opportunity. [Hesitant]

For the chart in Figure 2, we grouped these responses into

three sets:

e Pluralism — There are other ways besides my way and I
don’t need to impose my way on others (responses 1, 2 and 3)
* Not confident — Not confident that what I have to share is
important to them and/or not confident that what I believe
is true (responses 4 and 5)

» Hesitant — No rush, I can probably find a better time
(response 6)

As seen in the chart, the level of respondents selecting each



set of reasons for refraining are consistent across all
religious beliefs. At first glance, this may seem surprising.
But in a culture where pluralism is a dominant part of all
religious groups, it begins to make sense. And the pluralistic
reasons were dominant, attracting around two thirds of the
population across all religious groupings.

For Born Again Christians, lack of confidence in what they
believe is less of an issue than for other groups. And we see
that the Unaffiliated are much less likely to be hesitant
waiting for a better time at around 5% of all Unaffiliated.
But note that most of the other groups had less than 25% say
that they were hesitant.

Looking at both of the charts, we see that (even with a lot of
people saying they sometimes used excuses to avoid the
subject) a majority of people of any religious group (not
including the unaffiliated) share with someone with a desire
to recruit them at least once a year. I would suspect that
most of these people are sharing with a family member or close
friend. However, we did not ask the question so that is only
reasonable speculation.

How Should We Respond?

If you are a church leader or a person who desires to see
Christians sharing the good news of Jesus with those who need
to know, how should you respond to this data on self-
identified barriers to sharing with others?

On the most common reasons (which indicate a belief that other
people don’t really need to know about salvation through faith
in Jesus), we need to make the exclusive role of Jesus Christ
in any hope of salvation a recurring and prominent theme in
our teaching. This 1is not a topic to tiptoe gingerly around.
Rather, we need to boldly proclaim, “There is salvation in no
other name under heaven other than the name of Jesus Christ.”
God would not have planned from before the beginning of time



to sacrifice himself on the cross for our salvation if there
were any other means to reconcile sinful men and women to
Himself. God will not force reconciliation on us. We can
choose to reject His grace. But as Paul tells us in Romans,
“How are they to believe in one they have not heard of?” If we
think we can slough off our responsibility to tell others, we
do not understand the grace of God and our role as citizens of
heaven living on this earth.

For those who do not feel confident in their ability, we need
to provide training and practice environments for them to
learn to share their faith experience. You are telling someone
about the most important element of your life; the process
that brought you out of death into true life. Help prepare
them and put them in a position to share the good news with a
mentor alongside them.

3. Why Have You Not Believed In Salvation
Through Jesus Christ?

Finally, we wanted to know why people have not accepted the
gift of salvation through Jesus Christ. This is really a
question on the other side of witnessing. I am including it
here, but it could easily be a separate topic.

The question asked was as follows: What keeps you from
believing that salvation is by faith in Jesus Christ alone?

The following options were given to select from:

1. Don’'t believe that God would take upon Himself the
penalty for my sin.

2. Salvation is not a gift, it must be earned.

3. I am clearly as good as Christians I know so I should be
accepted by God if they are.

4. There is no personal, creator God.

5. Another answer not listed here.

6. Never gave the question any thought.



7. Not applicable, I do believe.

The table below captures the range of answers to this
question.

Ages 18 — 39

Born Again Other Catholic Other Unaffiliated

Protestant | Protestant Religion
Don’t believe that God 4.1% 13.7% | 16.3% | 10.6% 5.9%
would take the penalty
for my sin
Salvation is not a 15.7% 20.1% | 23.8% | 22.0% 8.0%
gift, it must be
earned
I am clearly as good 11.9% | 10.6% | 16.2% | 12.9% 8.1%
as Christians I know
There is no personal, 1.0% 2.8% 2.7% | 5.8% 23.9%
creator God

Another answer not 6.9% 9.9% 9.3% | 21.9% 28.2%
listed here
Never gave the 15.0% 29.7% | 16.3% | 12.7% 13.5%

question any thought
Not applicable, I do 45.4% | 13.3% | 15.5% | 14.1% | 12.5%
believe

The first thing to notice in this table is that less than half
of Born Again Protestants selected “Not applicable, I do
believe.” This result is odd since one of the questions
required to be considered a Born Again Protestant is “The
statement that best describes you own belief about what will
happen to you after you die is ‘I will go to heaven because I
confessed my sins and accepted Jesus Christ as my savior.'”
Perhaps some of the Born Agains thought we wanted to know what
was keeping them away before they surrendered to the lordship
of Jesus Christ. Perhaps this is because some of them consider
“confessed my sins and accepted” as something they did to earn
their salvation. In that case, one could possibly consider
answers 2, 5, 6 and 7 as consistent with Born Again




Protestants. Although that would be somewhat of a stretch.
That assumption still leaves 17% of BA Protestants whose
answers are clearly inconsistent.

Other Protestants are most likely to say, “I never gave the
question any thought” or “Salvation must be earned” with only
13% saying they do believe the statement about salvation
through faith alone. Catholics are about the same as Other
Protestants in saying they believe in salvation through faith
alone. The more frequent answers for Catholics being “it must
be earned”, “I am clearly as good as Christians I know”, and
“never gave the question any thought.”

The most common answer from the Unaffiliated is “another
answer not listed here” followed by “there is no personal,
creator God”. Those who claim that most “nothing in
particulars” are really Christians find little support in that
only one in five (20%) say that they do believe in salvation
through faith in Jesus.

4. Christianity and Other Major World
Religions

One of the things that drives our attitude toward and our
approach to witnessing to our faith 1s how we think
Christianity relates to other world religions. In part 2 of
this series, we looked at some questions that dealt with
believing that multiple religions could offer a workable road
to an eternity with God. In this part we will look at what
people believe distinguishes Christianity from other world
religions if in fact anything does.

We asked our respondents the following question: “How does
Christianity relate to other major world religions?” The
respondents selected from the following choices:

1. Serves the same function with only minor differences
2. Focuses on living after the example of Jesus Christ



3. Teaches that reconciliation with God is a gift of God
accessed by faith not by works

4. Promotes love for other people more deeply than other
religions

5. Differs based on misconceptions about God and/or history
6. Not sure how it relates

Note that answers 1, 5 and 6 indicate an ignorance about the
tenets of Christianity and/or the tenets of other major world
religions. As noted earlier, Christianity teaches a way to
reconciliation that 1is very different from other world
religions and is not compatible with the reconciliation
stories of those other religions.

Answers two and four reflect potential differences between
Christianity and other world religions. We do want to follow
Christ’s example and other world religions would not teach us
to do that. Other religions could not promote loving other
people more deeply that Christianity does, but some of them
might argue that they also promote love for others.

Teaching that reconciliation is a gift of God accessed by
faith alone not through works is the greatest substantial
difference between Christianity and other world religions.
This teaching is significantly

different than the teachings of Islam, Hinduism, Buddhism,
Judaism, and others.
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that only about 30% of Born Again Protestants selected
‘reconciliation is a gift’ while 40% selected following Jesus’
example or love others more deeply. As noted above, this
second answer 1is not inconsistent with the concepts of
Christianity but is not as fundamental as the first. However,
selecting this answer over reconciliation is a gift’ 1is
consistent with what we saw earlier: 70% of Born Again
Christians are not exclusivists.{5}

Other Protestants and Catholics have less than one in five
that selected ‘reconciliation is a gift’ and the total
selecting answers 1 and 2 is slightly over one half. Thus,
almost half of them selected answers showing ignorance of or
disbelief in the basic tenets of Christianity.

The results for the Unaffiliated shows their total disregard
for salvation by grace and any substantial difference between
Christianity and other religions.

5.Summary of Key Results

Among Americans ages 18 through 39 who profess an affiliation
with some religion, we find that less than 1 out of 5 (20%) of
them strongly disagree with the statement that Muhammad,



Buddha and Jesus all taught valid ways to God. Yet at the same
time almost 6 out of 10 (60%) of them state that they share
their faith with an unbeliever at least once a year with the
intent of converting them to their belief.

So the majority of American believers (of any faith) must
believe that at least for some people with different religious
beliefs, it would be better for them to turn from their
current belief and accept the tenets of my faith. They want to
do this even though they believe that there are multiple ways
to God beyond just their faith.

We also discovered that Born Again Christians are not really
more likely that other religious groups to share their faith
with the purpose to convert. Born Again Christians with a
Biblical Worldview are only marginally more likely to share
with the purpose to convert at least yearly as Born Again
Christians as a whole (63% vs. 57%).

Amazingly, one could project that nominally about 212 million
Americans a year would be the recipients of these spiritual
conversations with the intent to convert. However, if almost
all of these

conversations were with the same person it might represent as
few as 34 million Americans which could be primarily the
children and relatives of the person sharing their faith. We
cannot know for sure without asking more questions.

Conversely, when asked what makes them refrain from sharing
their faith, almost 70% of Born Again Christians selected a
reason that indicated they believed that the other person did
not really need to know; a universalist belief where all
religious beliefs lead to heaven.

About one out of seven (14%) of adults under age 40 who are
not Born Again Protestants believe that salvation is by faith
in Jesus Christ alone. This small number is true for Other
Protestants, Catholics and Other Religions. This same group of



religious affiliates has about 1 in 3 who belief that
salvation is a result of good works and is earned or rewarded
on a curving scale.

Less than one in three, Born Again Christians selected the
redeeming work of God through faith as the key difference
between Christianity and other religions. And less than one in
five Other Protestants and Catholics selected that answer.
Instead, about three out of four (75%) selected love deeply,
obey Jesus or Christianity is basically the same as the
message of other religions.

Notes

1. Low Estimate: Calculated assuming that those sharing at
least monthly on the average shared their faith 12 times per
year and those sharing at least yearly but less than monthly
shared on the average 1 times per year AND that they shared on
the average with the same individual four times.

2. Nominal Estimate: Calculated assuming that those sharing at
least monthly on the average shared their faith 18 times per
year and those sharing at least yearly but less than monthly
shared on the average 2 times per year AND that they shared on
the average with the same individual three times.

3. High Estimate: Calculated assuming that those sharing at
least monthly on the average shared their faith 24 times per
year and those sharing at least yearly but less than monthly
shared on the average 4 times per year AND that they shared on
the average with the same individual two times.

4. Although most people selected only one answer, on this
qguestion they could select multiple answers

5. Exclusivists are those who believe that their religion 1is
the only source of correct teaching concerning our
relationship with God. When I get time, I will check out the
relationship between those who are exclusivists and those who
selected ‘reconciliation is a gift’

©2021 Probe Ministries



Atheism 2.0? Talking Back to
a TED Talk

In 2011, atheist Alain de Botton gave a now-famous TED talk
“Atheism 2.0.” As part of a seminary class on apologetics,
Probe intern T.S. Weaver was assigned to write a response to
it, which we are honored to publish. First, here is a video of
that TED talk:

Dear Mr. de Botton,

First, I want to say I admire your courage to share these
ideas publicly and I do think you are a gifted orator. I am a
Christian seminary student and have both many things I agree
with and disagree with from your talk. I will try to touch on
them in the order you bring them up in your talk.

To start with when you say, “Of course there’s no God
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now let’s move on. That’s not the end of the story. That’'s the
very very beginning,” I can respect that because I agree that
a truth claim regarding the existence of God is just the
beginning. This truth claim informs our entire worldview and
how we live. To me, knowing there is a God (the same
conclusion to which avowed atheist Sir Antony Flew came) gives
me meaning, purpose, knowledge of where we came from, where we
are going, and how to live. I wonder from your perspective,
though, how without a God, any of these key issues in life can
be addressed. Without a God, where do we come from? What does
life really mean? How do we differentiate between good and
evil? What happens when we die?

Going further in your talk, I must say I too love Christmas
carols, looking at churches, and turning the pages of the 0ld
Testament. We have common ground here, so again, we do not
disagree on everything.

However, evaluating your view again, I do not see how you can
be attracted to the “moralistic side” of religion without the
existence of God. You say you are “stealing from religion;”
that I agree with as well. I wonder if you have thought, if
you are truly an atheist, how can there even be such things as
morals? How can you define good? In relation to what? Where
does this come from? If there is some moral law, have you
thought about where it comes from? Do you think that implies
there must be some sort of law giver? In the atheistic
worldview what is the moral law and who is the law giver?

You go on to say, “There’s nothing wrong with picking out the
best sides of religion.” That sounds nice, but I disagree. You
must either adopt it all or nothing, otherwise you do not have
a worldview that makes sense. There will be self-
contradictions all throughout your view. A perfect example as
I touched on above is your idea of “Atheism 2.0."” It 1is
impossible to adopt a moralistic side because without God
there are no morals. There is no reason to have a moralistic
side. This is a contradiction. Have you considered this?
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As your talk goes on, you say some remarkably interesting
things I have not heard before, even from an atheist. Your
claim the church in the early nineteenth century looked to
culture to find morality, guidance, and sources of consolation
is new to me. I would like to know how you came to this
conclusion. Which denomination? Which church? What was your
source of information? It is noticeably clear to me that the
practice of the (Christian) church is to find all those things
from Scripture and God. In fact, the Bible tells us in several
places not to conform to culture. Here is one example from my
favorite verse: “Do not conform to the pattern of this world,
but be transformed by the renewing of your mind.” (Romans
12:2) So, your claim is the exact opposite of what I as a
Christian know presently and have learned about church
history.

Furthermore, does not this refute how you opened your talk
when you said, “We have done secularism bad”? You even say the
church replacing Scripture with culture is “beautiful” and
“true” and “an idea that we have forgotten.” This is the very
description of how atheists “have done secularism,” is it not?
From my understanding, atheism replaces Scripture with
culture. Is this true, or am I missing something? If it 1is
true, you have already done the reflection on how it 1is
working and concluded it is “bad.” Yet you want to “steal from
religion.” So, if your claim about church history is true,
this is how it falls out: You think secularism has been done
bad and want to instead steal morality from religion. And yet,
religion (according to you) has gotten morality from culture
(i.e., secularism). So, the very thing you would be stealing
is what you yourself already called bad and would end up stuck
with in the end anyway. Nothing has changed. Do you see how
this is incoherent if it were true? Have you thought about
this?

I do like your thoughts about the difference between a sermon
(wanting to change your life) and a lecture (wanting to give



you a bit of information). I also agree we need to get back to
“that sermon tradition,” and we are in need of morality,
guidance, and consolation, because like you said, “We are
barely holding it together.” And I do mean “we” to cover both
the atheist and the Christian alike. This is exactly what
Christianity is about. We cannot “hold it together” on our
own. That is why we have a Savior, and we live dependently on
God, the moral law giver. Now again, you cannot have morality
without the moral law giver. Furthermore, if you get guidance
from atheists preaching sermons are you not facing the same
problem I wrote of in the earlier paragraph? Where is the
guidance coming from? Culture? Have you considered this to be
the blind leading the blind?

I also agree with your point about the value of repetition. I
have so much information coming at me so fast that if I do not
revisit it enough, almost none of it sticks. That is another
reason I am repeating some of my points.

Now you mentioned one of the things you like about religion is
when someone 1is preaching a rousing part of a sermon, we shout
“Amen,” “Thank you Lord,” “Yes Lord,” “Thank you Jesus,” etc.
Your idea of atheists doing this when fellow atheists are
preaching passionate points is both clever and funny. However,
as Rebecca McLaughlin (a Christian) pointed out in her book,
Confronting Christianity, your examples of secular audiences
saying, “Thank you Plato, thank you Shakespeare, thank you
Jane Austen!” falls flat because of the examples you chose.
McLaughlin writes, “One wonders how Shakespeare, whose world
was fundamentally shaped by Christianity, would have felt
about being cast as an atheist icon. But when it comes to Jane
Austen, the answer is clear: a woman of deep, explicit, and
abiding faith in Jesus, she would be utterly appalled.”

Your point on art is amazingly fascinating. You say if you
were a museum curator, you would make a room for love and a
room for generosity. While this sounds beautiful, there is a
problem. This will sound repetitive (helping us both learn and



remember), but it is just like the morality dilemma you have
presented earlier. If no God exists, what is love? What 1is
generosity? How do you define it? Where does it come from? Why
is it valuable? Why is anything valuable?

To beat the dead horse one more time (apologies) . . . In your
closing statements you again you say all these things are
“very good.” Well, what is good? How do you define it? In
relation to what? Where does it come from? How do you know
that? As you earlier confessed, you are stealing from
religion. These stolen values have no grounding if atheism is
true.

I know some of the issues I raised were not necessarily the
purpose of your talk, but in all, I wonder if you have
considered how the facts and implications you presented
correspond to reality. Do you think all the assertions you
made cohere? Do you find your idea of Atheism 2.0 logically
consistent and rational? If you could give a follow up talk,
could you offer any way to verify your claims empirically?
Could you supply answers to the questions of origin, meaning,
morality, and destiny?

Sincerely,

A Christian — T.S. Weaver

God Questions From Little
Kids
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Recently I asked some of the
mamas of littles in our church,
“What God questions are your
kids asking?” While not
definitive, here are some
answers I trust you'’ll find
helpful.

Who made God?

God has always existed. No one made God. Everything that has
been made, has been made by someone or something else.
Eventually, when we go back far enough, there has to be a
Someone or a Something that is eternal-that was not created.
Smart thinkers called philosophers call this an “uncaused
cause.”

How do we know this? Because there are some things we can’t
figure out on our own, so God tells us in His word. Especially
where Jesus is talking to His Father:

“So now, Father, glorify me in your own presence with the
glory that I had in your presence before the world existed.
Father, I desire that those also, whom you have given me,
may be with me where I am, to see my glory, which you have
given me because you loved me before the foundation of the
world.” (John 17:5, 24).

How do we know the Bible is true?

The biggest way we can know is fulfilled prophecy. (Prophecies
are a special kind of promise.) That means that God gave
prophets information about the future that only He could know
because He knows everything, and then the prophecies came true
in even the smallest detail. This means that the Bible is a
supernatural book because it is from God, who had human
helpers to write down what He wanted written down.



We also have evidence supporting our belief that the Bible is
a supernatural book:

Unity: The Bible’s books were written over 1500 years, by 40
different authors, on three different continents. But there 1is
one consistent, big message from beginning to end: God loves
us and has a big plan and purpose for His creation.

Bibliographical Evidence: The reason we have a Bible at all is
that the original texts were copied many times over. There are
25,000+ handwritten copies of New Testament documents, with
many variations. These variations allow us to see where errors
and changes (such as spelling which does not change the
meaning of a word) crept into the copying. There are no
variations that question essential Christian beliefs.

Concerning the 0ld Testament: the Dead Sea Scrolls were
discovered between 1949 and 1956-thousands of fragments from
every book of the 0ld Testament except Esther, including a
complete copy of Isaiah. These fragments had been stored since
300-100 B.C. The book of Isaiah had not been changed in that
entire time except for a few spelling changes. The scribes
were exceedingly careful in copying God’'s word.

Archeological Evidence: Archeology, which is the study of old
buried stuff, also supports details in the Bible. Not
everything in the Bible has archeological support, but no
archaeological findings have ever contradicted biblical
details.

The evidence for both the 0ld and New Testaments shows that
what we hold in our hands today is the same as what was
written by the original authors.

How can Jesus be God but also God’s Son? (In other
words, how does this Trinity thing work?)

First of all, it’'s a hard idea that nobody fully understands
because our minds are just too puny and small. It’'s okay not



to get it. This truth is called a mystery, and nobody will
understand it until heaven.

Here are three very important truths about God:

1. There is one God.
2. God 1is three distinct Persons.
3. Each Person is fully God.

The three equal Persons are the Father; the Son, Jesus; and
the Holy Spirit. The Father is not the Son or the Spirit, the
Son 1s not the Father or the Spirit, and the Spirit is not the
Father or the Son. But all three Persons are still one God.
Yes, it’s confusing! Here’s a hint: often when people refer to
God they mean the Father. For example, when considering the
question, “How can Jesus be God but also God’s Son,” we can
say that Jesus is divine, meaning He is God, but He is the
Father’s Son. He’'s not the same as the Father.

So when we’re talking about God it is helpful to refer to
either the Father, and Son or the Spirit.

We can see all three Persons of the Trinity at the baptism of
Jesus. (Matthew 3:13-17)

Why can’t we see God?

We can’'t see God the Father because He is spirit. That's like
invisible energy, like sunlight. Or wind. And the Holy Spirit
is, well, spirit. Jesus became a human being just like us when
He left heaven to live on earth, but we can’t see Him because
He’s back in heaven now. God is still on earth because God is
everywhere, but He’'s invisible.

I know you’'d like to see God, and you know what? So would I!
Jesus knew we’d feel that way, which is why He said, “Blessed
are those who believe without seeing Me.” (John 20:29) But if
you trust in Jesus, one day you will see Him very plainly in
heaven.



Where is heaven?

Heaven is a spirit place. It’s not like our house or our
church or the park where we go, that you can find on a map or
by walking there. I can tell you that when Jesus left the
earth and went back to heaven, He went UP, and the Bible talks
about Him coming back DOWN to earth. But it’s not in the sky
like the moon. When astronauts went up into space they didn’t
find heaven because heaven’s not a place we can touch or see.

Why can’t I hear God’s voice? When I say, “Hello,
God,” why doesn’t He talk back?

God doesn’t speak to us the same way people do. That's because
He is spirit. But Jesus taught us, “My sheep hear my voice,
and I know them, and they follow me.” (John 10:27) So hearing
His voice 1is different from hearing Mommy or Daddy’s voice.
You hear His voice with your heart. (Matthew 13)

We recognize God’s voice from reading and hearing His word in
the Bible. Everything God says lines up with what He tells us
in His word, so we can learn to tell the difference between
His true voice and our imagination. We have to practice
listening. It’s not easy, and we have to know what He says in
His word in order to know what His voice sounds like.

If everything God makes is good, why did He make
Satan?

Satan did not start out as an evil creature. God made him a
beautiful, powerful, good angel. The good angel decided to
become a bad angel by trying to become like God instead of
being content with how God made him as a good angel.

Some people have asked why God made angels and people who
could choose to disobey. That'’s because God wanted angels to
CHOOSE to obey Him, and He wanted people to CHOOSE to love
Him. Without the ability to choose, it wouldn’t be real
obedience or real love.



How will I know how to get to heaven when I die?

Getting to heaven from earth is like stepping from one room
into a hallway or another room. Very simple, right? And you
will probably have angels with you as well. Jesus will make
sure to bring you to Himself, so you don’t need to worry about
it.

Before I was in your tummy was I in heaven with
God?

No, you didn’'t exist before you were in my tummy. God knew you
in His mind and in His heart, but He didn’t create you until
just the right time to form you inside my body. The only
person who was in heaven with God the Father before He became
a tiny baby was Jesus.

This blog post originally appeared at blogs.bible.org/god-
questions-from-little-kids/
on October 15, 2019.

What Is Apologetics?

Four Probe staffers answer the question, “What 1is
apologetics?’ from their own experience and understanding.

Apologetics is the defense of the Christian faith, generally
speaking. That’s the definition of the word. But, that’s about
the extent of the agreement among Christian apologists. From
this point on begin many differences.

Many well informed Christians define apologetics
differently. When it comes to how we defend the
faith, there is a lot of discussion on the best
method. When it comes to why we do apologetics many
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disagree. Thoughtful Christians do not agree on the

best place from which to begin defending our historic
Christian faith, and we certainly don’t all agree on who
apologetics is for, that is, who is the intended recipient or
beneficiary of our defense of Christianity.

However, as we begin a discussion on these questions, it is
important to keep in mind these differences occur among
faithful Christians, sincere believers, and are well intended.
So these differences are not a salvation issue—that’s about
faith in Christ. Airing out these differences then, 1is a
fulfillment of Proverbs 27:17, “As iron sharpens iron, so one
man sharpens another.” It is our hope and expectation as the
writers therefore, that all Christians will be edified by this
discussion whether they have walked with Christ for thirty
years or thirty days.

In this article, we’re going to hear from several Probe
staffers answering the question, “What is apologetics?”

So, you Probe fans are going to get to know us Probe staff
better. First-time readers, I hope you consider a perspective
you may not have considered before. And for all of us, I hope
that by considering these different perspectives, we all grow
in the way we defend our faith, and carry out the charge from
1 Peter 3:15. That’s the passage of Scripture from which we
derive our English word “apologetics.” It says, “But sanctify
Christ as Lord in your hearts, always being ready to make a
defense to everyone who asks you to give an account for the
hope that is in you, yet with gentleness and reverence.”

Regardless of how we define apologetics, we are all still
called to defend our faith. The point of this discussion 1is
not the discussion itself. The point is to equip us by the
Spirit in the action of defending our faith, as we obey the
call of our one common Lord Jesus Christ.
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In this article you will become well-acquainted with the idea
that apologetics basically means defending the gospel or
defending the faith. That is how I have always understood
apologetics. But in my nearly forty years with Probe
Ministries I wunderstand that my “defense” goes in two
directions and I believe that to be the case for every
believer.

Apologetics was instrumental in my initial profession of faith
while a college student at the University of Illinois. Though
I was raised in a religious home, it was primarily a religion
of duty and performance. But in my second year of college I
became aware that there was real evidence that the gospels
could be trusted and that Jesus was a real person who lived
and died in early first century Israel. That made a huge
difference in my willingness to consider Jesus that was never
there before.

That was just over forty years ago, and evidences for the
truth of the history of the Bible have always held a unique
place in my thinking. As one trained as a scientist, I learned
that data or evidence meant everything. Ideas are fine in
science but if you can’t support your ideas with evidence,
you're wasting your time. Therefore, finding real evidence for
my faith put my own thoughts on solid ground. So it can be for
every believer. We all struggle with trust in God and in His
love for us. But if we are able to see that God fulfills
prophecy, that His Word is trustworthy in every respect, then
we find it easier to trust Him with our lives.

The other direction for my defense of the faith is outward to
other believers who have real questions and find themselves
stuck in their walk with God. Their mind is full of doubts
about God, Creation, and redemption. While I make it clear
that I cannot prove that God exists, I can string together



evidences from science and philosophy to demonstrate that
belief in God as Creator is quite reasonable. And if the best
evidence demonstrates that Jesus physically and historically
rose from the dead, then everything He said can be trusted as
well.

This also applies to unbelievers who come with honest
questions. Those outside the church have many reasons for not
believing that this rather fantastic story is true. Especially
when it all happened two thousand years ago! There are
definitely some unbelievers who ask their questions only to
avoid getting down to business about Jesus. But initially, we
can’'t judge a person’s heart or motive. When we take those
questions and doubts seriously and respond with gentleness and
respect, both our manner and our answers can be used by the
Spirit to draw someone to the Father.

@1! Dr. Lawrence Terlizzese
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Apologetics is the most misunderstood word in the Church
today! Average church-goers relegate it to a side category of
their minds as a hobby horse for those “smart” Christians who
are too cerebral and not practical enough. Apologetics appears
to them as the playground of theologians, far removed from the
lay Christian who thinks the true gospel ministry consists of
“just preaching the Word” irrespective of the Church’s
cultural setting.

Theologians contribute to the popular aversion to apologetics
through misrepresenting the discipline as a branch of theology
that seeks to give a rational justification to the claims of
Christianity that is theoretical in nature as opposed to
practical. Others separate apologetics entirely from theology:
“If theology is the queen of the sciences, apologetics 1is her
handmaid.” This is the Rationalist approach.



All theology is apologetics. The term apologetic theology
distinguishes it from the Rationalist approach. It stresses
the relevance of the gospel to the philosophical needs of a
given culture, creating a synthesis. One definition states
that “systematic theology is ‘answering theology.’ It must
answer the questions implied in the general human condition
and special historical situation. Apologetics, therefore, 1is
an omnipresent element and not a special section of systematic
theology.” Apologetic theology supplies answers from
revelation to the ultimate questions of a given social
context, such as “What is the meaning of life?”

Apologetic theology maintains the integrity of the two poles
of message and audience. It must never compromise the
essential meaning of the gospel, nor can it neglect the
spiritual needs of the society it wishes to reach through
ignoring or ridiculing whatever wultimate questions it
presents.

All theology is apologetics, and by extension all that the
Church does 1is apologetically oriented. The adaptation of
contemporary music in the worship service demonstrates an
apologetic theology that takes the traditional message of the
gospel of Jesus Christ and makes it resonant with the cultural
needs of the younger generation. The same may be said with the
use of film or any artistic, religious or philosophical
expression. For example the 2013 Superman movie Man of Steel
retells the story of Christ in modern allegory in the context
of American individualism. It asks the question, can
individuals practice personal freedom and exercise the self-
restraint necessary for a democratic society to survive?
Revelation answers that in Christ personal freedom is rooted
in the love of God that provides necessary restraint.

As its task, apologetic theology answers the world’s questions
with the Bible and proves practical and accessible to all
Christians, trained in theology or not. It stresses the
Bible’'s universal relevance to every individual, group and



circumstance or philosophical system.
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In 1 Peter 3:15 we're told to “give a defense to anyone who
asks you for a reason for your faith.” The roots of Peter’s
exhortation can be found in Isaiah 8 where God warns His
people to stand firm when the enemy attacks, and in Luke 12
and 21 where Jesus tells His disciples what to do when
persecutions come. In both passages in Luke, Jesus uses the
word that is translated “defense” in Peter’s epistle. In Luke
21:13 he says something interesting: “This will be your
opportunity to bear witness.” I see two main exhortations
here: faithfulness and witness. Elaborate arguments and
evidences can serve that. But defense ought to be conducted
for the purpose of proclaiming Christ and winning the lost,
not merely to prove Christianity true. That is too low a
target.

Apologetics with non-Christians can include the defense of
Christian doctrines, challenges to other beliefs, and
persuasion. To be done well, these require knowledge of at
least basic Christian doctrines and the ability to
discriminate between the true and the false. That skill can be
applied in a variety of areas such as theology, philosophy,
history, culture, and the broader human experience.

If we should attempt to persuade someone by making a case for
the faith, where do we begin? In one respect, we should begin
with questions that are being asked rather than with our own
pet arguments. But in another respect, we should begin as
Christians, thinking and speaking within the context of
Christian beliefs, rather than attempting to stand on some
neutral ground with unbelievers to look at evidences together.

One mistake younger apologists can make is deciding to find



some non-Christians and “do apologetics” with them. This 1is to
focus on the arguments and not on the listeners. Apologetics
provides tools for Christians to use along with the tools of
proper Bible interpretation, counseling, practical hands-on
help, and other things as needed in the context of proclaiming
the gospel of Jesus and drawing people to Him.

Apologetics serves not only non-Christians but Christians by
clarifying the differences between Christian and non-Christian
beliefs and by showing why our beliefs are intellectually
credible. This should serve to strengthen our faith.

%.;—,ea Paul Rutherford

When I tell someone I meet at church that I'm into
apologetics, the most common response, I get is, “Huh?” After
I tell them what it means, perhaps the next most common
response is, “What are you sorry for?”, inferring from the
similar sound of the word “apology” that I must be apologizing
for something.

While the root word in Greek is the same for both
words—apologia. these words in English have rather different
meanings. So, I will begin my turn at defining apologetics by
clarifying what it is not.

Apologetics is not being sorry for Christianity. Let’s make
that clear right now. I am not sorry I'm a Christian. On the
contrary, Christ is the source of all my boasting. He is the
source of my joy in my life. It is Christ who gives me
purpose, meaning, even significance. No, apologetics is not
being sorry for Christianity.

Years ago I had lunch with a friend one Sunday after church
and explained to him what I do—apologetics. After using 1
Peter 3:15 to define it as making a defense for the faith, he
responded by saying our faith should not be defensive, but



offensive. My friend got one thing right—our faith does have
an offensive component.

But, my friend also got one thing wrong. The command to defend
our faith does not describe the entirety of our experience as
a believer. This passage does not mean that our faith should
be entirely defensive, or even primarily defensive. We should,
however, have the capacity to defend our faith.

To conclude my definition and this series, I will share a
recent change in my perspective over the years. When I first
began studying apologetics years ago, I did it to seek
affirmation of my convictions. To be honest, I studied not to
“show myself approved” (2 Timothy 2:15), but rather to satisfy
a sense of self-righteousness. I did apologetics in order to
show others I was right and they were wrong. Scripture calls
that pride. And, although that’s no longer my primary
motivation, the struggle remains today.

It’s not that I no longer think I'm right. I do think the
positions I hold are right, but as an apologist my goals have
changed. I no longer expect others to take the same positions
I do. Now, I desire others to think more biblically than they
did before.

My hope for you reading this article is that your reasons for
defending the faith are motivated more by Christ than by
culture, and that by considering what it means to defend your
faith you are now a more confident ambassador for Christ.

©2014 Probe Ministries



How I Know Christianity Is
True — A Defense of the
Gospel

Dr. Zukeran presents five major reasons to believe
Christianity 1is the truth. He begins with the Christian
worldview and goes on to the authority of the Bible, Jesus’
confirmation of His claims to be God, the resurrection of
Jesus, and Pat’s personal experience as a follower of Jesus
Christ.

Because Christianity Teaches the Correct
Worldview

Among all the religions and philosophies, how do we know
Christianity is true? While there are many ways to address the
question, let’s begin by saying that Christianity makes sense
of the world around us. In other words, it presents the most
correct worldview based on the world in which we live. There
are three worldviews that lie at the foundation of all
religions and philosophies: theism, naturalism, and pantheism.
Theism teaches there is a personal God who created the
universe. Naturalism teaches there is no divine being and that
the universe is the result of time and chance. Pantheism
teaches that the universe is eternal and that the divine 1is an
impersonal force made up of all things. All three worldviews
cannot be true at the same time and if one of them is true,
the other two must be false.

The evidence from our study of the universe points to theism.
Unfortunately, time will allow me to go over only three lines
of evidence.

The first is the argument from first cause or the cosmological
argument, which states if something exists, it must have
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either come from something else, come from nothing, or have
always existed. What is the most reasonable conclusion of the
three for the existence of the universe? Scientists confirm
that the universe has a beginning. Many call this the “big
bang.” Since the universe assuredly has a beginning, the
worldview of pantheism bears the burden of proof. Second, to
say the universe comes from nothing goes against responsible
scientific inquiry and human logic. For example, any invention
in human history is not brought about from nothing. It comes
from materials and ingenuity that existed before its
inception. Therefore, the naturalist worldview has no logical
ground to stand on. The best conclusion is that the universe
is the result of a cause greater than itself. That cause is
God.

Second, we have the proof of design or the teleological
argument. Complexity and design point to a designer. For
example, although all the parts of a watch are found on the
earth, no one would assume it evolved as the result of
natural, unguided actions of chance. Why would we conclude
otherwise when we look at the human brain or the human
anatomy, which is much more complex? The more we discover
about the universe and nature, the more we realize how
unlikely it is that this could have all happened by accident.
Therefore, the burden of proof is on the worldviews of
naturalism and pantheism, which hold to a position of
evolution.

Finally we have the moral argument. All people have a sense of
right and wrong. In every culture, adultery, murder, and
stealing are wrong. Where does that universal sense of right
and wrong come from? A moral law code requires a moral
Lawgiver who is personal and reflects the moral law in His
character. Since we are made in God’s image, we reflect His
moral law. C.S. Lewis stated, “As an atheist my argument
against God was that the universe seemed so cruel and unjust.
But how had I got this idea of just and unjust? A man does not



call a line crooked unless he has some idea of a straight
line. What was I comparing this universe with when I called it
unjust?”{1} Naturalists and pantheists have difficulty
accounting for the human conscience.

For these reasons, theism is the only possible worldview that
can remain true to scientific and philosophical scrutiny.{2}

Because the Bible 1is God’s Word

Among all the books written by man, none have the credentials
that equal the Bible. The second evidence for Christianity is
the Bible, which proves itself to be true and divinely
inspired.

The Bible proves itself to be true because it 1is a
historically accurate document. Thousands of archaeological
discoveries confirm its historical accuracy. Numerous
civilizations, rulers, and events once thought legendary by
the skeptics have been confirmed by archaeology. Even
miraculous geographic events in Sodom and Gomorrah, Jericho,
and Sennachareb’s defeat in the 7th century B.C. have passed
the test of archaeological scrutiny.

Another proof of the Bible’s truth is in historical records
outside the Bible. Numerous historical records from ancient
civilizations confirm the historicity of the biblical
accounts. Dr. William Albright, who is still respected as
probably the foremost authority in Middle Eastern archaeology,
said this about the Bible: “There can be no doubt that
archaeology has confirmed the substantial historicity of the
Old Testament.”{3} The historical evidence upholds the premise
that if an ancient historical work proves to be accurate again
and again in its detail, we can be confident that it 1is
accurate on the material we cannot confirm externally.

The Bible’s divine inspiration is attested to in its unity.
Although the Bible is written over a 1500 year period, written



by over forty different authors from different backgrounds,
and covers a host of controversial subjects, it maintains a
unified theme and it does not contradict itself in principle
from beginning to end. This indicates that a divine author
supervised the entire process and guided each writer.

Second, we have the remarkable record of prophecy. Hundreds of
detailed prophecies are written years before the event takes
place. For example the prophet Ezekiel in chapter 26 describes
accurately how the city of Tyre will be destroyed years before
it occurs. Daniel predicts the empires of Babylon, Persia,
Greece, and Rome. Prophecy shows the divine hand of God
because only an eternal being could have inspired the writers
to leave such a legacy.

Finally, the Bible answers the major questions all belief
systems must answer. Where did we come from? What is the
nature of the divine? What is our relationship to the divine?
What is the nature of man? How do we explain the human
predicament? What is the answer to the human predicament? What
happens after death? And how do we explain evil? Any system
that does not answer these questions is an incomplete system.
The Bible gives the most complete and accurate answers to the
truly important questions of human existence.

No other book ever written has these credentials. A book
written by God would have the fingerprints of God all over it.
The Bible alone has His fingerprints.{4}

Because Jesus Confirmed His Claims

How do I know Christianity 1is true? Another source of
confirmation comes from the person of Jesus Christ. Among all
men who ever lived, Jesus stands apart from each one.
Throughout the gospels, Jesus claimed Himself to be God. He
claimed to have authority over the law, creation, sin, and
death. John 10:30-33 states,



“‘T and the Father are one.’ Again the Jews picked up stones
to stone Him but Jesus said to them, ‘I have shown you many
great miracles from the Father. For which of these do you
stone me?’ The leaders replied, ‘We are not stoning you for
any of these but for blasphemy because you a mere man, claim
to be God.'”

The Jewish enemies of Christ clearly understood His claims and
it is for this reason they killed Him. His disciples also
understood His claim and presented it in their message. Not
only did He make an extraordinary claim; Jesus confirmed it.
There are numerous ways in which Christ proved His claims. I
will cover only four.

The first confirmation of Jesus’ claims is His sinless life.
Jesus’ most intimate companions stated He committed no sin
that He needed to repent of. Paul writes of Christ, “God made
Him who had no sin to be sin for us, so that in him we might
become the righteousness of God.” (2 Cor. 5:21) It would have
been hypocritical of Jesus if He had indeed sinned and never
repented, for He taught all men this principle. Even His
enemies could find no sin in Him. Pontius Pilate, after
examining Jesus, stated to the angry mob, “I find no basis for
a charge against him.” The Bible declares God is holy and
Jesus showed Himself to be holy as well.

The second confirmation is the impact of Christ on mankind.
More schools and colleges have been built in the name of
Christ than any other man. More hospitals and orphanages are
built in the name of Christ than any other person. More
literature and music are written about Christ than any other
person. More laws and ethical codes are built on His teachings
than any other man. He has had a tremendous impact on every
area of culture like no one else.

The third confirmation is the miracles He performed. God’s
existence makes it reasonable to assume He would use miracles
to confirm His message and messenger. Miracles are a powerful



confirmation because it authenticates the creator’s authority
over His creation. Christ’s miracles over nature, sickness,
spiritual forces, sin, and death displayed this authority over
every realm of creation.

The fourth confirmation is the fulfilled prophecies. Before He
set foot on the earth, there were over seventy specific
prophecies made by the 0ld Testament writers about the
Messiah. The prophecies included the city of birth, His method
of execution, His betrayal, the date of His death, etc. Jesus
fulfilled each of these. The probability of His fulfilling
just eight of these by chance 1is very close to a mathematical
zero.

No one has both made the claims of Christ and confirmed them,
as He did. His life is another proof Christianity is true.{5}

Because of the Resurrection

Jesus further confirmed His claims to be God by rising from
the dead. Jesus openly proclaimed that as God He had authority
over life and death. He states in John 11:25, “I am the
resurrection and the life. He who believes in me will live,
even though he dies; and he who believes in me will never
die.” The resurrection is proof that His claim is true.

Many skeptics have presented alternative theories to the
resurrection. Some of the most famous include: the theory that
the disciples stole the body, the disciples went to the wrong
tomb, the disciples hallucinated the resurrection, Jesus did
not die but went unconscious on the cross, and the most recent
theory is that wild dogs ate the body of Jesus.

However, these arguments have been shown to be severely flawed
and could not account for all the facts surrounding the events
of the resurrection. Many have done detailed analysis of the
evidence and have concluded that the resurrection must be a
historical event. The late Simon Greenleaf, the former Royal



Professor of Law at Harvard, performed one of the most famous
of these studies. In his book, The Testimony of the
Evangelists, the Gospels Examined by the Rules of Evidence, he
concluded,

They had every possible motive to review carefully the grounds
of their faith and the evidences of the great facts and truths
which they asserted; . . . It was therefore impossible that
they could have persisted in affirming the truths they have
narrated had not Jesus actually risen from the dead, and had
they not known this fact as certainly as they knew any other
fact.

As an atheist, lawyer and journalist Lee Strobel did a two-
year investigation on the resurrection interviewing some of
the great scholars on both sides. He finally concluded in his
book The Case for Christ,

In light of the convincing facts I had learned during my
investigation, in the face of this overwhelming avalanche of
evidence in the case for Christ, the great irony was this,
it would require much more faith for me to maintain my
atheism that to trust in Jesus of Nazareth.{6}

No one has been able to conquer death by raising himself or
herself from the dead. Jesus by His resurrection proves He is
God. For only God, the giver of life has the authority over
life and death. Since Jesus substantiates His claims, we
conclude He is divine and what He teaches is true and
authoritative.

Jesus also taught the Bible to be God’s Word. Therefore, the
Bible is the foundation for all truth to all of mankind in
every culture and for all time. Any teaching that is contrary
to those of Jesus and the Bible are false.{7}



Because I Have Experienced It

Jesus Christ and the truths of the Bible are not simply facts
to be stored in our minds, they are truths that we are invited
to experience in a personal way. God invites us to a personal
relationship with Him. The evidence points convincingly toward
Jesus Christ. After reviewing the evidence, we each must make
the decision to move in the direction the evidence 1is
pointing. It is then that we experience the reality of God in
our lives. Although an individual’s experience is a subjective
thing, it is part of the proofs that authenticate faith.

When I first heard that the God of the universe loved me and
desperately wanted a relationship with me, I thought it was
the greatest news I ever heard. As I began to share my
newfound discovery, I met scholars who seemed to have
convincing proof that this was all a religious fantasy.

As I searched for answers I came across several Christian
scholars who were able to defend the authority of the Bible
and the claims of Christ. As I weighed the arguments and
questioned men and women on both sides, I could not deny the
overwhelming evidence that supported the Bible and the claims
of Christ. Eventually I came to the conclusion that Jesus
Christ is Lord.

I then realized it was time for a decision. Often we do not
have all the answers, but we move in the direction in which
the evidence is pointing. For example, many of us do not
really know for sure if the person we are marrying is the
right one. However, we make our decision based on the evidence
we see at the time. If I find that I can communicate with my
fiancée, our personalities are compatible, and that we share
the same values, we move in the direction in which the
evidence is pointing. When we make the commitment to marry,
then our decision is confirmed definitively. Till we make the
commitment, we base our decision on the evidence at hand. The
same is true with becoming a Christian. Although we do not



have all the answers, we can have enough faith to make a
decision. When we commit our lives to Christ, we then
experience the fullness of a relationship with the risen
Savior.

It was then that I made the conscious decision to believe in
Jesus Christ. I asked Christ to forgive my sin and invited Him
to be the Lord of my life. Although nothing dramatic happened,
I knew I had changed. I experienced the peace that comes from
knowing your sins are forgiven. I experienced the joy of
knowing I was placed here with a purpose and that there is
meaning to my existence. Although I still had some questions,
sins that I struggled with, and difficult trials, I had an
ever-abiding peace and joy I had never had before.

The more I studied the Bible, the more the world around me
began to make sense. I gained a new understanding in all my
academic studies. The complexity of life on earth, biological
organisms, and planets reflected the <character and
intelligence of a loving Creator who wants us to enjoy His
creation.

My struggles in relationships were the results of selfishness,
and a sinful attitude in my heart. Once I began to follow the
principles of Christ’s love, my friendships became much more
meaningful and joyous, not competitive. I experienced freedom
from living up to others’ expectations because the God of the
universe loved me just for who I was.

I experienced the reality of the Bible promises as I applied
them to my life. My faith continues to grow each time I see
that God’s truth works in every day life. The more time I
spend with God in prayer, in study, and in worship, the
stronger my faith becomes.

How do I know Christianity is true? The facts behind it along
with my experience of God’'s promises confirm it.

Notes
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