CHAPTER 9 – The Knowledge of God
In chapter 9, Keller states that the real challenge for believers is not to prove that God exists, but to recognize that people already suspect that God exists.

Many people today have a keen sense of tight & wrong. There is, however, a problem with their moral outlook.
Free-Floating Morality
What does Keller mean by “free-floating morality”?

Why do human rights differ from that of animals? Why do we have a moral code that animals do not?

Do you agree or disagree with Keller that a belief in human dignity does NOT require a conscious belief in God? Why?


The Concept of Moral Obligation
How does Keller define Moral Obligation? 


Here, Keller points to our sense that certain things are right and others are wrong. For example, protecting children from harm is right; ethnic cleansing is wrong. In light of these understandings, Keller writes: “…doesn’t that mean you do believe that there is some kind of moral standard that people should abide by regardless of their individual convictions?” (p. 146 151). How would you answer that question? Do you think all people have a common sense of what is right and what is wrong? 

The Evolutionary Theory of Moral Obligation
A socio-biologist or an evolutionary psychologist might say that our sense of moral obligation just evolved. What are a couple of problems with this view?

The Problem of Moral Obligation
Conundrum - a confusing and difficult problem or question

What is Cultural Relativism?

Why does cultural relativism present a conundrum to an evolutionary psychologist?

“If all cultures are relative, then so is the idea of universal human rights, so how can I decide to impose my values on [some other] culture?”

What are some contemporary examples of situations where this conundrum might exist?

The Difficult Issue of Human Rights
Keller talks about human rights as an illustration of a moral obligation.


Why might we want to use the idea of human rights when discussing the existence of God with unbelieving friends?


What are problems with the following 2 arguments?
1. Human rights come from nature or what has been called “natural law.”


2. Human rights are created by us, the people who write the laws. 


Keller mentions that Ronald Dworkin says that ”if we want to defend individual rights, we must try to discover something beyond utility [the usefulness of an idea] that argues for these rights.” [p 157]


The Grand “Sez Who?”
What is the Grand “Sez Who”?


The Argument for God from the Violence of Nature
Annie Dillard lived by a creek in the mountains to be inspired and refreshed by nature. What she saw was violence by the strong against the weak. 
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Keller says: “We can’t know that nature is broken in some way unless there is some super-natural standard of normalcy apart from nature by which we can judge right and wrong” (p. 155-156 161). And he ends this section with, “If you believe human rights are a reality, then It makes much more sense that God exists than that he does not.” [p 162] Find verses that support the following propositions.
· God is a God of peace, justice, and love.


· The world is fallen, broken, and needs to be redeemed.

The Endless, Pointless Litigation of Existence
Ponder the point of the “empty cosmic bench.”
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