Here is an outline of Chapter 1. Note at least one point (something you learned, something that made you question, something that gave you an “ah-ha” moment…) in each section. We’ll go through the chapter section by section based on how it spoke to us. I will include relevant verses at the start of each chapter outline since there aren’t many verses in the text. If you think of related verses that supplement the study, bring them on Sunday. Each chapter guide will have question included that came from an online short study guide. Any blue highlights will mark text from the book. (Page numbers may or may not match your book.)


INTRODUCTION
Early on, Timothy Keller states that nonbelievers are not people without beliefs, they are people whose beliefs vary from orthodox Christian teaching. As you begin your discussion of The Reason for God, it would be interesting to have each person summarize his or her basic beliefs as they relate to God, spirituality, and faith. 

In the Intro, the author endorses the importance of doubt, saying one’s doubts “should only be discarded after long reflection” (xvii). Would you agree that a loosely held doubt is as pointless as loosely held religious faith? Keller continues: “Every doubt … is based on a leap of faith” (xviii). How do you feel about his implication that even doubt is a type of faith? Discuss some of the questions and doubts you would like to explore as you read this book. 

Mark 9:17-25 And one of the crowd answered Him, “Teacher, I brought You my son, possessed with a spirit which makes him mute; 18 and whenever it seizes him, it slams him to the ground and he foams at the mouth, and grinds his teeth and stiffens out. I told Your disciples to cast it out, and they could not do it.” 19 And He *answered them and *said, “O unbelieving generation, how long shall I be with you? How long shall I put up with you? Bring him to Me!” 20 They brought the boy to Him. When he saw Him, immediately the spirit threw him into a convulsion, and falling to the ground, he began rolling around and foaming at the mouth. 21 And He asked his father, “How long has this been happening to him?” And he said, “From childhood. 22 It has often thrown him both into the fire and into the water to destroy him. But if You can do anything, take pity on us and help us!” 23 And Jesus said to him, “‘If You can?’ All things are possible to him who believes.” 24 Immediately the boy’s father cried out and said, “I do believe; help my unbelief.” 25 When Jesus saw that a crowd was rapidly gathering, He rebuked the unclean spirit, saying to it, “You deaf and mute spirit, I command you, come out of him and do not enter him again.”



CHAPTER 1 There Can’t Be Just One True Religion
What makes us different?
Verses:
Acts 17:24-29 (Paul speaking to the men of Athens) The God who made the world and all things in it, since He is Lord of heaven and earth, does not dwell in temples made with hands; 25 nor is He served by human hands, as though He needed anything, since He Himself gives to all people life and breath and all things; 26 and He made from one man every nation of mankind to live on all the face of the earth, having determined their appointed times and the boundaries of their habitation, 27 that they would seek God, if perhaps they might grope for Him and find Him, though He is not far from each one of us; 28 for in Him we live and move and [a]exist, as even some of your own poets have said, ‘For we also are His children.’ 29 Being then the children of God, we ought not to think that the Divine Nature is like gold or silver or stone, an image formed by the art and thought of man.
Hebrews 11:6 (Importance of faith) And without faith it is impossible to please Him, for he who comes to God must believe that He is and that He is a rewarder of those who seek Him.
Romans 3:23 for all have sinned and fall short of the glory of God,
Romans 6:23 For the wages of sin is death, but the free gift of God is eternal life in Christ Jesus our Lord. 
Romans 10:9-10 that if you confess with your mouth Jesus as Lord, and believe in your heart that God raised Him from the dead, you will be saved; 10 for with the heart a person believes, resulting in righteousness, and with the mouth he confesses, resulting in salvation.
Introduction: The Problem
I’ve heard arguments that Christianity is too “exclusive.” How can we say that a belief in Jesus as the Christ and confessing him as Lord is required to go to heaven? And yet, the definition of God in the world religions is VERY different. They can’t all be right.

Most of the following arguments have inherent contradictions. To make the argument requires assumptions refuted by the argument itself.
Three Worldly Approaches to Dealing with Divisiveness of Religion
1. Outlaw Religion
Religion cannot be outlawed. Even in the “enlightened” world of today robust religious beliefs dominate. Conservative Christianity is growing in Korea and China with belief in miracles, scriptural authority, and personal conversion. In Korea, we visited a BIG church that had a missionary outreach. In China, we learned that the conversion rate is equal to the birthrate and there is a problem finding men to be pastors to meet the need. In “The Insanity of God,” a church in China was filmed praying for other Christians around the world. Talk about an emotional prayer meeting!!
2. Condemn Religion
Can’t we just educate people, teach them that each religion is just one equally valid path to God?
All Religions Are Equally Valid and Teach the Same Thing

Addressing the argument that all religions are equal and there can’t be just one true faith, Keller asks: “Do we really want to say that the Branch Davidians or religions requiring child sacrifice are not inferior to any other faith?” (p. 7). How would you respond to his question? Do you agree that most people rank religions qualitatively, even if outwardly they insist that all religions are equal? Discuss your responses. 

The doctrinal beliefs of the various religions ARE important. They define who we are. Very few people, if any, would say the Branch Davidians were right. Because of the diversity of belief, for someone to say that all religions are equally true requires that person to assume something about the nature of God. That is itself a doctrinal statement. All beliefs concerning God are based on an underlying (doctrinal) belief about God.
Each Religion Sees Part of Spiritual Truth…
For someone to use the elephant and the blind men to relativize all religions, that person can only make that argument if he/she sees the complete elephant, has the “superior, comprehensive knowledge of spiritual reality.”
Religious Belief Is Too Culturally Conditioned…
“All moral and spiritual claims are the product of our particular historical and cultural moment, and therefore no one should claim they can know the Truth, since no one can judge whether one assertion about spiritual and moral reality is truer than another.” [p 9-10]
While it is true that our beliefs are often conditioned by our environment, we cannot say that therefore all truth is relative. The person who says that religious beliefs are too culturally conditioned to know which is right falls under the same argument; his/her beliefs have been culturally conditioned as well. Therefore, every person must weigh the truth claims of various beliefs and determine which is right.
Arrogant to Insist We’re Right
This argument says that once we learn that other intelligent folks hold opposing views to ours and have no intention of changing their minds, then it is arrogant to proceed in efforts to convince them otherwise. Yet, most anyone holding a view that their beliefs are RIGHT will not agree with this argument. So, isn’t it arrogant to make the argument in the first place? “We are all exclusive in our beliefs about religion, but in different ways.” [p 14]
3. Keep religion Completely Private
“A Declaration in Defense of Science and Secularism” (2006) – I can send text and URL to those interested. Religion is OK, just keep it private and out of the public sphere.
Religion – “It is a set of beliefs that explain what life is all about, who we are, and the most important things that human beings should spend their time doing.” [p 15] 
Secular concepts such as “self-realization” and “autonomy” are impossible to prove and are [impediments to a free public square] as much as appeals to the Bible.” [p 16]
“Ironically, insisting that religious reasoning be excluded from the public square is itself a controversial sectarian point of view.” [p 18]
My view: the scientific method should be taught. But religious beliefs concerning the world are just as relevant/valid to consider as secular beliefs.
Christianity Can Save the World
“…within Christianity—robust, orthodox Christianity—there are rich resources that can make its followers agents for peace on earth. Christianity has within itself remarkable power to explain and expunge the divisive tendencies within the human heart.” [p 19]
“The Biblical doctrine of universal sinfulness also leads Christians to expect believers will be worse in practice than their orthodox beliefs should make them. So there will be plenty of ground for respectful cooperation.” [p 19]
“Most religions and philosophies of life assume that one’s spiritual status depends on your religious attainments. This naturally leads adherents to feel superior to those who don’t believe as they do. The Christian gospel, in any case, should not have that effect.” [p 20]
Historically, Christians reached out to those holding opposing views. We have cared for those who would not care for their own.


CHAPTER 2 – How Could a Good God Allow Suffering?

Review
Roleplay the argument: “There can’t be just one true religion!”

Introduction (State the argument)
There are "triple constraint" models used in various areas of the business world. I read a Christian author who developed one for suffering and God. The three constraints are 
1) God is good
2) God is all powerful
3) Suffering exists
It goes like this:
If God is good and suffering exists, then God is not all powerful.
If God is all powerful and suffering exists, then God is not good.
 
It states an argument from the world's perspective by making the assumption that, if God is good and God is all powerful, then there should be no suffering.

Evil of all sorts, including the disasters of nature, result in suffering. Many people see the suffering as an argument against the existence of a good God.
Evil and Suffering Isn’t Evidence Against God
Keller responds to the contention that a loving God could not allow suffering. He states: “Just because you can’t see or imagine a good reason why God might allow something to happen doesn’t mean there can’t be one” (p. 23). Do you buy the argument that the absense of a clear answer doesn’t rule out the possibility that a plausible — but hidden — explanation exists? Why or why not? Do you feel that claiming that God has reasons for his actions that are beyond human reasoning is a cop-out? Or is this a valid argument when the topic is God and his transcendent ways of doing things?

Evil and Suffering May Be (If Anything) Evidence for God


As he continues to examine the problem of pain, Keller writes: “… though Christianity does not provide the reason for each experience of pain, it provides deep resources for actually facing suffering with hope and courage rather than bitterness and despair” (p. 27 28). Have you ever experienced the hope and/or courage that he refers to? If so, describe your experience to others in the group. 

Paraphrasing C.S. Lewis, the author states: “… modern objections to God are based on a sense of fair-play and justice. People, we believe, ought not to suffer, be excluded, die of hunger or oppression. But the evolutionary mechanism of natural selection depends on death, destruction, and violence of the strong against the weak — these things are all perfectly natural. On what basis, then, does the atheist judge the natural world to be horribly wrong, unfair, and unjust” (p. 26). How would you respond to Keller’s question? Does an allegiance to the laws of natural selection and survival of the fittest contradict human values that oppose suffering, discrimination, and the victimization of the poor and powerless? Why or why not? 


Comparing Jesus to the Martyrs
The martyrs suffered all kinds of painful, terrible torture and death. Yet many of them met it courageously and without agony of expectation. Why? In Matthew 27:46, he cries out that God has forsaken him.
The Suffering of God
John 1:18 – Jesus exists and existed in the bosom of the Father. What an intimate description!
John 1:1-4 In the beginning was the Word, and the Word was with God, and the Word was God. 2 He was in the beginning with God. 3 All things came into being through Him, and apart from Him nothing came into being that has come into being. 4 In Him was life, and the life was the Light of men.

Jesus was with the Father in the beginning. From then till his death on the cross, He enjoyed existence “in the bosom of the Father.” No wonder this infinite separation from the Father was an agony near to death as His death on the cross approached.

Redemption and Suffering
“The physical pain was nothing compared to the spiritual experience of  cosmic abandonment.” [p 30]

If we embrace the teaching that Jesus is God, and that He died on the cross, “we can know that God is truly Immanuel—God with us—even in our worst sufferings.” [p. 31]
Resurrection and Suffering

Revelation 21 – new heaven and earth…the new Jerusalem comes down from heaven.
Matthew 9:28 And Jesus said to them, “Truly I say to you, that you who have followed Me, in the regeneration when the Son of Man will sit on His glorious throne, you also shall sit upon twelve thrones, judging the twelve tribes of Israel.

In addition to knowing God is with us in our suffering, “we also need hipe that our suffering is ‘not in vain’.”
“The Biblical view of things is resurrection—not a future that is just a consolation for the life we never had but a restoration of the life you always wanted.” [p. 32]
“Everything sad is going to come untrue and it will somehow be greater for having once b een broken and lost.” [p 33]
C.S. Lewis quote on page 34.


CHAPTER 3 – Christianity Is a Straight Jacket
Introduction: The Problem
Absolute truth is the enemy of freedom.
“True freedom is freedom to create your own meaning and purpose.” [p 36]
Scripture Teaches
“In many ways and at different times a believer yields to temptation. But sin does not have dominion over him. He has the God-given ability not to sin. By grace he can effectively counteract his own inner tendency to idolatry and selfishness. The battle to love God above all else and one’s neighbor as oneself is never finished in this life. But the objective of nothing less than Christlike holy love motivates the Christian to employ every available resource to the progressive development of holiness in character and conduct.” [Decide for Yourself, Lewis, p. 124]

If perfection is impossible, does that give Christians license to persist in sin? Does the liberty of the Spirit, or of love, result in lawlessness? Why might the world see this as a straight jacket?
John 14:23-24 Jesus answered and said to him, “If anyone loves Me, he will keep My word; and My Father will love him, and We will come to him and make Our abode with him. 24 He who does not love Me does not keep My words; and the word which you hear is not Mine, but the Father’s who sent Me.
John 15:14 You are My friends if you do what I command you.
Romans 6:1-4 What shall we say then? Are we to continue in sin so that grace may increase? 2 May it never be! How shall we who died to sin still live in it? 3 Or do you not know that all of us who have been baptized into Christ Jesus have been baptized into His death? 4 Therefore we have been buried with Him through baptism into death, so that as Christ was raised from the dead through the glory of the Father, so we too might walk in newness of life.
Romans 6:12-18 Therefore do not let sin reign in your mortal body so that you obey its lusts, 13 and do not go on presenting the members of your body to sin as instruments of unrighteousness; but present yourselves to God as those alive from the dead, and your members as instruments of righteousness to God. 14 For sin shall not be master over you, for you are not under law but under grace.
15 What then? Shall we sin because we are not under law but under grace? May it never be! 16 Do you not know that when you present yourselves to someone as slaves for obedience, you are slaves of the one whom you obey, either of sin resulting in death, or of obedience resulting in righteousness? 17 But thanks be to God that though you were slaves of sin, you became obedient from the heart to that form of teaching to which you were committed, 18 and having been freed from sin, you became slaves of righteousness.
Romans 6:22 But now having been freed from sin and enslaved to God, you derive your benefit, resulting in sanctification, and the outcome, eternal life.
Romans 8:2-4 For the law of the Spirit of life in Christ Jesus has set you free from the law of sin and of death. 3 For what the Law could not do, weak as it was through the flesh, God did: sending His own Son in the likeness of sinful flesh and as an offering for sin, He condemned sin in the flesh, 4 so that the requirement of the Law might be fulfilled in us, who do not walk according to the flesh but according to the Spirit.
Romans 13:8-10 Owe nothing to anyone except to love one another; for he who loves his neighbor has fulfilled the law. 9 For this, “YOU SHALL NOT COMMIT ADULTERY, YOU SHALL NOT MURDER, YOU SHALL NOT STEAL, YOU SHALL NOT COVET,” and if there is any other commandment, it is summed up in this saying, “YOU SHALL LOVE YOUR NEIGHBOR AS YOURSELF.” 10 Love does no wrong to a neighbor; therefore love is the fulfillment of the law.
1 John 3:9-10 No one who is born of God practices sin, because His seed abides in him; and he cannot sin, because he is born of God. 10 By this the children of God and the children of the devil are obvious: anyone who does not practice righteousness is not of God, nor the one who does not love his brother.
1 John 5:3-4,18 For this is the love of God, that we keep His commandments; and His commandments are not burdensome. 4 For whatever is born of God overcomes the world; and this is the victory that has overcome the world—our faith…. 18 We know that no one who is born of God sins; but He who was born of God keeps him, and the evil one does not touch him.

Truth Is Unavoidable
Argument: All truth is a power-play.

“If you try to explain away all assertions of truth as one or the other or something else, you find yourself in an untenable position.” [p. 37]
C.S. Lewis on the top of pg 38, says that seeing through everything is the same as not to see.

The danger of the argument: “There is a thought that stops thought. That is the only thought that ought to be stopped.” [p 37]
Community Can’t Be Completely Inclusive

In chapter 3, Keller responds to criticism of absolute truth. He contends that in opposing the validity of a claim of absolute truth, the critic is necessarily making a truth claim of his own. As an example, Keller points to democratic values. “Western society is based on shared commitments to reason, rights, and justice even though there is no universally recognized definition of … any of these” (p. 39). Do you agree that the values of Western democracy constitute a type of secular absolute truth, and that adhering to the rightness of those values is no different than a Christian holding to the truth claims of Scripture? Why or why not? 

Every community is based on its own set of values. That’s what defines who constitutes the community. For example, the values of a western society are not compatible with authoritarian societies like Muslim. The values determines who will be part of the community. A community with no values basically says that all values are acceptable. Yet some values are incompatible. 
Christianity Isn’t Culturally Rigid
Argument: Christianity is a cultural straight jacket.

Christianity is unique among the religions of the world. Where other religions are essentially regional, Christianity is adopted by societies. These cultures adopt the truth claims of Christianity maintaining their character. Historically, Christianity explodes in cultures around the world. “Christianity helped Africans become renewed Africans, not remade Europeans.” [p 42]

“Through Christianity, Africans get distance enough to critique their traditions yet still inhabit them.” [p 43]

When China was closed off to the world, Christianity flourished, even under persecution. 

[P 43] Is there any place we cannot go…anyone we cannot reach for Christ. In your opinion, do most churches today fit in with the description Keller gives of his church in the 2nd paragraph on page 43?

Music is a good example of how the Christian faith uses the existing culture. Scripture tells us to sing but does not say how.

Isaiah 60:3-4 “Nations will come to your light, And kings to the brightness of your rising. 4 “Lift up your eyes round about and see; They all gather together, they come to you. Your sons will come from afar, And your daughters will be carried in the arms.

Revelation 21:23 And the [new Jerusalem] has no need of the sun or of the moon to shine on it, for the glory of God has illumined it, and its lamp is the Lamb. 24 The nations will walk by its light, and the kings of the earth will bring their glory into it.

Revelation 22:1-2 Then he showed me a river of the water of life, clear as crystal, coming from the throne of God and of the Lamb, 2 in the middle of its street. On either side of the river was the tree of life, bearing twelve kinds of fruit, yielding its fruit every month; and the leaves of the tree were for the healing of the nations.

“Every human culture has (from God) distinct goods and strengths for the enrichment of the human race.” [p 45]
Freedom Isn’t Simple
Argument: Christianity limits personal growth and potential because I constrains our freedom to choose our own beliefs and practices.

If someone said to you, “Freedom to determine our own moral standards is a necessity for being fully human!” how would you answer?

In life we all have constraints of one kind or another. “In many areas of life, freedom is not so much the absence of restrictions as finding the right ones, the liberating restrictions.” [p 47] These allow us to flourish. If I have perfect pitch and weigh 120 pounds, perhaps I will flourish more in music than as a football lineman. To give a fish freedom by setting it on the grass, free from the confines of its water will not work.

Likewise, in the spiritual realm, should we not be seeking create spiritual reality; “shouldn’t we be seeking to discover it and disciplining ourselves to live according to it?” [p 47]

Love, the Ultimate Freedom, Is More Constraining Than We Might Think
“What is the environment that liberates us if we confine ourselves to it, like water liberates the fish?” [p 48]

Why does Keller say, “Love is the most liberating freedom-loss of all.”?
Agape love requires that I be concerned with the other person. I cannot attain the intimacy of love without giving up self. We only become ourselves when we love. See the C. S. Lewis quote on the bottom of page 49.

For those who read the 5 Love Languages, how might those apply in this section?

A successful love relationship requires that both parties feel fulfilled. “How full is your love tank?” That requires learning what fills someone else’s love tank…and it may not be what comes natural to you. I must give up some of who I am.

“For a Christian, it’s the same with Jesus. The love of Christ constrains. Once you realize how Jesus changed for you and gave himself for you, you aren’t afraid of giving up your freedom and therefore finding your freedom in him.” [p 51] 

John 3:16

Romans 5:8 

Philippians 2:1-8 

Song of Solomon has the 3 phases of love
2:16 – My beloved is mine and I am his
6:3 - I am my beloved’s and my beloved is mine
7:10 - I am my beloved’s, And his desire is for me





CHAPTER 4 – The Church is responsible for so much violence
In this peculiar way, Christianity is internally consistent — the church is full of sinners because in order to be a Christian a person has to admit that he or she is a sinner. In other words, it is not really a surprise that Christians sin, that there is an inconsistency between what they say and what they do, because the Bible explains again and again why people’s hearts are drawn toward selfishness and pride and so on. The Bible says “this is how you should live if you believe this” but it also says “you can’t, and you won’t” and provides a solution to that problem in Jesus. Christianity, unlike other religions or self-help programs, acknowledges it cannot be followed perfectly. [Zondervan. The Reason for God Discussion Guide: Conversations on Faith and Life (p. 65). Zondervan. Kindle Edition.]
Introduction: The Problem
State the problem as posed by Keller at the start of the chapter.
People feel that they cannot identify with an institution such as the church or with Christian individuals when they see such an appalling record of injustice and hypocrisy. [Zondervan. The Reason for God Discussion Guide: Conversations on Faith and Life (pp. 65-66). Zondervan. Kindle Edition.]
Scripture
A few of the many verses that speak about hypocrisy:

 Psalm 5:9 There is nothing reliable in what they say; Their inward part is destruction itself. Their throat is an open grave; They flatter with their tongue.
Psalm 55:21 His speech was smoother than butter, But his heart was war; His words were softer than oil, Yet they were drawn swords.
Proverbs 26:20-23 For lack of wood the fire goes out, And where there is no whisperer, contention quiets down. 21 Like charcoal to hot embers and wood to fire, So is a contentious man to kindle strife. 22 The words of a whisperer are like dainty morsels, And they go down into the innermost parts of the body. 23 Like an earthen vessel overlaid with silver dross Are burning lips and a wicked heart.
Isaiah 1:14-17 “I hate your new moon festivals and your appointed feasts, They have become a burden to Me; I am weary of bearing them. 15 “So when you spread out your hands in prayer, I will hide My eyes from you; Yes, even though you multiply prayers, I will not listen. Your hands are covered with blood.
         16 “Wash yourselves, make yourselves clean; Remove the evil of your deeds from My sight. Cease to do evil, 17 Learn to do good; Seek justice, Reprove the ruthless, Defend the orphan, Plead for the widow.
Isaiah 29:13 Then the Lord said, “Because this people draw near with their words And honor Me with their lip service, But they remove their hearts far from Me, And their reverence for Me consists of tradition learned by rote,…”
Isaiah 65:5 “Who say, ‘Keep to yourself, do not come near me, For I am holier than you!’ These are smoke in My nostrils, A fire that burns all the day.
Isaiah 66:3-4 “…He who burns incense is like the one who blesses an idol. As they have chosen their own ways, And their soul delights in their abominations, 4 …And they did evil in My sight
And chose that in which I did not delight.”
Romans 2:3 But do you suppose this, O man, when you pass judgment on those who practice such things and do the same yourself, that you will escape the judgment of God?
Romans 2:23-24 You who boast in the Law, through your breaking the Law, do you dishonor God? 24 For “THE NAME OF GOD IS BLASPHEMED AMONG THE GENTILES BECAUSE OF YOU,”
1 Corinthians 13:1 If I speak with the tongues of men and of angels, but do not have love, I have become a noisy gong or a clanging cymbal.
2 Timothy 3 2-5 For men will be lovers of self, lovers of money, boastful, arrogant, revilers, disobedient to parents, ungrateful, unholy, 3 unloving, irreconcilable, malicious gossips, without self-control, brutal, haters of good, 4 treacherous, reckless, conceited, lovers of pleasure rather than lovers of God, 5 holding to a form of godliness, although they have denied its power;

Hypocrisy (From Judge For Yourself) (See above verses):
· Do we profess to be loving, but lack a visible compassion for others.
· Do we professes orthodoxy but, in his practical concern for men, deny the realities of a personal God, his enfleshment of deity, or the Scriptures as God’s faithful word?
· Are we preoccupied with mere words, substituting them for the realities they designate.
· Do we profess loyalty to the Father’s will and then go our own way?
· Do we substitute religious rituals for vital experience of the Father?
· Do we defend the status quo in order to avoid taking any risks in serving others?
· Are we servants not of people but of mere institutional interests?
· Do we play church, accepting the privileges but refusing the obligations of hour faith?

What about Jesus? Does he display any of these?

Matthew 6:1–6, 16–18 [Jesus said] “Beware of practicing your righteousness before men to be noticed by them; otherwise you have no reward with your Father who is in heaven. 2So when you give to the poor, do not sound a trumpet before you, as the hypocrites do in the synagogues and in the streets, so that they may be honored by men. Truly I say to you, they have their reward in full. 3 But when you give to the poor, do not let your left hand know what your right hand is doing, 4 so that your giving will be in secret; and your Father who sees what is done in secret will reward you. 5 When you pray, you are not to be like the hypocrites; for they love to stand and pray in the synagogues and on the street corners so that they may be seen by men. Truly I say to you, they have their reward in full. 6 But you, when you pray, go into your inner room, close your door and pray to your Father who is in secret, and your Father who sees what is done in secret will reward you.”
16 “Whenever you fast, do not put on a gloomy face as the hypocrites do, for they neglect their appearance so that they will be noticed by men when they are fasting. Truly I say to you, they have their reward in full. 17 But you, when you fast, anoint your head and wash your face 18 so that your fasting will not be noticed by men, but by your Father who is in secret; and your Father who sees what is done in secret will reward you.”

Ephesians 2:8-9
Character Flaws
Common grace – James 1:17 – Every good and perfect gift comes down from above…” to all men. 

Christianity teaches that we are all sinners. To be a Christ follower means a person acknowledges that he/she is sinner saved by God’s saving grace. Eph 2:8-9.

“The Church is a hospital for sinners, not a museum for saints.” [ p 55]

How would you answer the charge that the church is judgmental and full of hypocrites? [Zondervan. The Reason for God Discussion Guide: Conversations on Faith and Life (p. 68). Zondervan. Kindle Edition.]

Acknowledge that this is sometimes the case. Sometimes this is because of a well-intentioned misunderstanding or misapplication of the Bible. Sometimes it is because Christians are sinners and are indeed judgmental and fail to live up to their standards. Sometimes it is through pure thoughtlessness. Even when Christians use phrases like, “Before I was a Christian I used to …,” they can come across as judgmental without meaning to come across in that manner. Dr. Keller on the video defined a hypocrite as “an inconsistent person, a person that says one thing; does another, and knows that they are doing something wrong but puts up a front.” Acknowledge that there are people like that in the church, just like there are everywhere else. But, then, there aren’t many people whose lives really match their rhetoric. None of us is as kind or patient or generous as we know we should be, or as we want to be.

R. C. Sproul says, “The Christian church is one of the few organizations in the world that requires a public acknowledgment of sin as a condition for membership. In one sense the church has fewer hypocrites than any institution because by definition the church is a haven for sinners. If the church claimed to be an organization of perfect people then her claim would be hypocritical. But no such claim is made by the church. There is no slander in the charge that the church is full of sinners. Such a statement would only compliment the church for fulfilling her divinely appointed task.” [Zondervan. The Reason for God Discussion Guide: Conversations on Faith and Life (p. 69). Zondervan. Kindle Edition.]

In chapter 4, the author looks at Christian hypocrisy and the problem it creates for those outside the church. The author agrees that people who do not claim to be Christians are often more ethical and more moral than those who attend church. Then he proposes an interesting explanation: churches might have a higher concentration of broken people, compared to the constituencies of other organizations, because people in need realize their condition and seek out assistance (see p. 53-54  54-55). Do you feel this explanation is too close to saying “don’t judge Christianity by its weakest representatives”? Do you agree with the criticism that if Christianity really does transform lives, that the behavior of Christians should surpass that of the average human? Discuss your responses. 

Religion and Violence
Some argue that organized religion leads inevitably to violence, and violence has been done in the name of Christianity. But is that what scripture really teaches?

Societies that have rid themselves of religion (communist countries) are just as oppressive as those that are steeped in religion. This implies that there is some violent impulse rooted deeply in the human heart.

In his book God Is Not Great, Christopher Hitchens addresses a hypothetical question he was asked on a panel with radio host Dennis Prager: If he were alone in an unfamiliar city at night, and a group of strangers began to approach him, would he feel safer, or less safe, knowing that these men had just come from a prayer meeting? Hitchens answers, “Just to stay within the letter ‘B’, I have actually had that experience in Belfast, Beirut, Bombay, Belgrade, Bethlehem, and Baghdad. In each case … I would feel immediately threatened if I thought that the group of men approaching me in the dusk were coming from a religious observance.” [Zondervan. The Reason for God Discussion Guide: Conversations on Faith and Life (p. 70). Zondervan. Kindle Edition.]

Fanaticism
Is being born again going off the deep end? People sometimes think that because many start condemning groups that don’t agree. We first must BELIEVE and ACKNOWLEDGE that we are saved solely by grace, not what we do. “Pharisaic people assume they are right with God because of their moral behavior and right doctrine.” [p 58] “The people who are fanatics then, are so not because they are too committed to the gospel, but because they’re not committed to it enough.” [p 58]

What is the difference between “pharisaism” (or moralism) and the gospel? [Zondervan. The Reason for God Discussion Guide: Conversations on Faith and Life (p. 75). Zondervan. Kindle Edition.]

Dr. Keller continued, “The difference between a Pharisee in the New Testament and a Christ-follower is not that the Pharisee and the Christian aren’t both trying to obey God, they actually are … but [the Pharisee] is doing it not only self-righteously and feeling superior to other people but when they do wrong they won’t admit it and so there is not this theme of humble repentance.” When Jesus preached what has become known as the Sermon on the Mount he gave a strong rebuke of religious hypocrisy or moralism. He criticized those who prayed, who gave their money to the poor, who obeyed the rules. Jesus was clearly not against those things, but he was pointing out that often people do those “religious” things in order to feel superior to others. Jesus understood that perhaps the chief danger of the kind of religious moralism in which a community felt they had earned God’s favor was that it would lead them to feeling that they deserved deference and respect from all other communities. 

Instead, Jesus taught that the “last will be first” (Matthew 19:30); that you find your life by giving it away (Mark 8:35); that “it is more blessed to give than to receive” (Acts 20:35); that no one is good enough to earn God’s favor (Luke 18:18 – 30). Jesus himself lived that out by sacrificing his life so that his followers could be reconciled to God. Christians follow someone who sacrificed everything to redeem and renew the world. At the heart of the Christian faith is a man who died a victim of injustice and who called for the forgiveness of his enemies. This is why the paradoxical symbol at the center of Christianity is not a great throne embossed with gold but a wooden cross stained with blood. It is weird that people walk around with crosses as jewelry — it is like having little electric chairs as earrings. But it is because at the center of Christianity is a God who surrendered his power so that others could live. [Zondervan. The Reason for God Discussion Guide: Conversations on Faith and Life (p. 75). Zondervan. Kindle Edition.]

Some would judge us on a spectrum from nominalism to fanaticism. They want us somewhere in the middle. While fanaticism as described above should be avoided, fanaticism in commitment to the Gospel is a good thing. Remember Not a Fan.
The Biblical Critique of Religion
The prophets saw the need for a deeper faith. And. in the Sermon on the Mount, Jesus does not criticize the irreligious people, but the religious ones. 


Luke 11 39-46
Luke 20:47
Isaiah 58:2-7

“…self-righteous religion is always marked by insensitivity to issues of social justice while true faith is marked by profound concern for the poor and marginalized.” [p 61]

In a related video, Keller shows someone saying, “I thought the point was really compelling — it actually struck me — trying to put yourself in the shoes of the person rather than interpret their actions through your own lens.” Do people you know generally behave like this? Why or why not? Why might it be important to do this?

Scripture tells us how we are to live and, in Jesus, we have the example. Therefore, scripture itself contains the standards for self-evaluation. And those standards are what the world is using to judge Christians. So, to give up Christian standards would be to give up the basis for criticism.

The answer, then, to this criticism, isn’t to abandon Christian values but to “move to fuller and deeper grasp of what Christianity is.” [p 62]



What do you tend to do when you read a text in the Bible that you do not immediately understand and whose meaning offends and/or upsets you?

What advice would you give persons who read a text in the Bible that they do not immediately understand and whose meaning offends and/or upsets them?

1. Consider the possibility that it does not teach what you think it teaches. 
In Luke 24:13 – 32 the Emmaus disciples are upset because they think the Scripture teaches something it does not. Jesus tells them they do not understand. Be patient with the text. Many of the things people find offensive can be cleared up with a decent commentary that puts the issue into historical context. The text may not be teaching what you think it is.
2. Consider the possibility that you are misunderstanding what the Bible teaches because of your own cultural blinders or the possibility that you may be offended by certain biblical texts because of an unexamined assumption of the superiority of your own cultural moment.
The Emmaus disciples misunderstood the prophecies about the Messiah because as Jews they were thinking of the redemption of Israel and not the redemption of the world. It is very easy to read a passage through cultural blinders and therefore misunderstand what the text actually teaches. 

Moreover, people may say a passage is regressive and offensive because it is a problem for their culture, but other cultures may think the same passage is perfectly acceptable. For example, in some cultures, what the Bible says about sex is a problem, but there are no issues with what it says about forgiveness. In other cultures, they like what the Bible says about sex, but what the Bible says about forgiveness is considered ridiculous. Why should one set of cultural sensibilities trump everybody else’s?

If the Bible really is the revelation of God and not the product of any one culture, why wouldn’t it offend some cultural sensibilities at some point? Consider that the problem with some texts might be based on an unexamined belief in the superiority of one historical moment over all others.
3. Distinguish between the major themes and message of the Bible and its less primary teachings.
If people say, “I can’t accept what the Bible says about gender roles, or politics,” ask them to keep in mind that Christians themselves differ over what some texts mean. However, Christians all agree that Jesus rose from the dead on the third day. People do not need to worry about gender roles until they have decided what they think about the central teachings of the faith. 

They may appeal, “But I can’t accept the Bible if what it says about gender is outmoded.” Respond to that with this question — “Are you saying that because you don’t like what the Bible says about gender roles that Jesus couldn’t have been raised from the dead? If Jesus is the Son of God, then we have to take his teaching seriously. If he is not who he says he is, why should we care what the Bible says about anything else?”
4. Remember that all of Scripture is about Jesus.
Remember that all of Scripture is about Jesus. they misunderstood the Scripture — Christ had to suffer these things. Why did they misunderstand? The key is Luke 24:27 — “And beginning with Moses and all the Prophets, he explained to them what was said in all the Scriptures concerning himself.” Jesus is saying, “Everything in the Bible is about me.” If you think the Bible is all about you — what you must do and how you must live — then you do not need Jesus. All you need are the rules. There are only two ways to read the Bible: you can read the Bible as if it is all about you and what you must do to please God and be a good person, or you can read the Bible as if it is all about Jesus and what he has done for you.
[Zondervan. The Reason for God Discussion Guide: Conversations on Faith and Life (p. 69-74). Zondervan. Kindle Edition.]
Justice in Jesus’s Name

Two examples of self-correction from Christian history 
1. African slave trade – William Wilberforce (England) and John Woolman (US) and others dedicated their lives to ending the slave trade. Christians took the lead in abolishing slavery.
2. The Civil Rights movement of the US. – Some historians say this was not a political movement, but primarily a religious and spiritual movement. White northern liberals were allies of the leaders of this  movement but were opposed to civil disobedience. They trusted in the goodness of human nature. Black leaders like Martin Luther King did not agree. He did not urge churches to become more secular, but he invoked God’s moral law, urging white Christians to be more true to their own Christian beliefs.
3. Other examples: Desmond Tutu in South Africa, Polish Priest Jerzy Popicluszko, Archbishop Oscar Romero of El Salvador, Lutheran martyr Dietrich Bonhoeffer,

On the video Dr. Keller quotes Martin Luther who said, “All of life is repentance.” Explain. [Zondervan. The Reason for God Discussion Guide: Conversations on Faith and Life (p. 74). Zondervan. Kindle Edition.]

Christianity is often equated with obeying the rules; being a morally superior person; having an unshakeable certainty of being right. Actually, most religions operate on this principle: “If I live as I ought, I will be accepted by God.” But Christianity has a completely different operating principle — “If I am accepted by God as a gift through what Christ has done, then I will try to live as I ought.” Christians are people who understand that they will always fail to live as they should, and that therefore they need forgiveness and grace. The prerequisite to becoming a Christian is admitting that you have this problem and that you need God’s help. So continual repentance should be a mark of a Christian’s life. Only people who rely on religious morality for their relationship to God instead of grace can maintain a sense of superiority toward those who do not believe and live as they do. Only people who do not routinely repent can be thoroughgoing hypocrites. [Zondervan. The Reason for God Discussion Guide: Conversations on Faith and Life (p. 74). Zondervan. Kindle Edition.]





CHAPTER 5 – How can a loving God sent people to hell?

Introduction: The Problem
People can accept the idea of a loving and forgiving God — but cannot accept a God who would knowingly send people to hell. Hell seems incompatible with the idea of a loving God. Some suggest that “any Christian who thinks that there are people bound for hell must perceive such people as unequal in dignity and worth.” [p 71] There are a number of beliefs hidden inside this idea. 
Scripture
Romans 2:5 – 8 Because of your stubbornness and your unrepentant heart, you are storing up wrath against yourself for the day of God’s wrath, when his righteous judgment will be revealed. God ‘will give to each person according to what he has done.’ To those who by persistence in doing good seek glory, honor and immortality, he will give eternal life. But for those who are self-seeking and who reject the truth and follow evil, there will be wrath and anger. 

Daniel 12:1 – 2 There will be a time of distress such as has not happened from the beginning of nations until then. But at that time your people — everyone whose name is found written in the book — will be delivered. Multitudes who sleep in the dust of the earth will awake: some to everlasting life, others to shame and everlasting contempt.

1 - A God of Judgment Simply Can’t Exist

According to C.S. Lewis, magic and science are “twins” that sprang from the same cause. What was that cause? Do you agree with him? (Refer to Romans 1:18-23)
According to C.S. Lewis, magic and science come from the same cause: a new approach to moral and spiritual reality. Originally (in ancient times), reality was a belief in a transcendent moral order outside of the individual, built into the fabric of the universe. To live outside that reality had consequences. Wisdom consisted in finding the way to live in harmony with that reality. “Modernity” sought to make a changeable malleable natural world the reality. The idea that we can control the physical world has led to a belief that we can control the spiritual as well.

Romans 1:18-23 For the wrath of God is revealed from heaven against all ungodliness and unrighteousness of men who suppress the truth in unrighteousness, 19 because that which is known about God is evident within them; for God made it evident to them. 20 For since the creation of the world His invisible attributes, His eternal power and divine nature, have been clearly seen, being understood through what has been made, so that they are without excuse. 21 For even though they knew God, they did not honor Him as God or give thanks, but they became futile in their speculations, and their foolish heart was darkened. 22 Professing to be wise, they became fools, 23 and exchanged the glory of the incorruptible God for an image in the form of corruptible man and of birds and four-footed animals and crawling creatures.

Whether we are offended by a forgiving God or by a God of judgement is determined by our cultural prejudice. There are cultures that are offended by each belief. AND if Christianity is NOT the product of a specific culture, but of God, then we would expect it to offend every human culture in some way. Perhaps for us it is the idea of divine judgement.

2 - A God of Judgment Can’t Be a God of Love
“…Anger isn’t the opposite of love. Hate is, and the final form of hate is indifference.” [Becky Pippert, p 76] God disciplines those he loves. It is a natural human response to lash out at those who hurt the ones we love, even when the perpetrator is the one we love.
Proverbs 13:24 He who withholds his rod hates his son, But he who loves him disciplines him diligently.

Hebrews 12:6 For those whom the Lord loves He disciplines, And He scourges every son whom He receives.”

What about the Bible’s portrayal of a God of love who also judges his enemies? In chapter 5, Keller defends belief in a God of love who also is a God of wrath and judgment. If God loves his creation, it’s understandable that God would oppose anything that does harm to his creation (see p. 73 75). Do you agree that God is big enough to encompass mercy and love, as well as judgment and wrath? Discuss your responses. 

Is it possible that a lack of belief in a God of vengeance secretly nourishes violence? It not only frees the individual to act however desired but it also opens up retaliation—two eyes for one. A belief in a God of vengeance will mitigate violence and will make it possible to settle accounts perfectly.

The real opiate of the people is a belief in nothingness after death. This brings a solace of thinking that our sins are not going to be judged. But all religions recognize that our deeds are imperishable. [p 78]

Some think that a belief in a God of judgement will lead to brutality. Yet communism and Nazism were godless and both led to BRUTALITY. “The doctrine of God’s final judgment is a necessary undergirding for human practices of love and peacemaking.” [p 78]

3 - A Loving God Would Not Allow Hell
Some people say they cannot reconcile the idea of a loving God sending people to hell. They picture God sending people who made the wrong choices to hell. They may cry for mercy, but he says, “Too late. You had your chance. Now you will suffer!” [p 79]

Find one verse or passage in the Bible about heaven and one about hell to share with the group. Summarize what you have learned from the verses.
1 Corinthians 15:49 Just as we have borne the image of the earthy, we will also bear the image of the heavenly.

Philippians 3:20 For our citizenship is in heaven, from which also we eagerly wait for a Savior, the Lord Jesus Christ;

Matthew 5:22 But I say to you that everyone who is angry with his brother shall be guilty before the court; and whoever says to his brother, ‘You good-for-nothing,’ shall be guilty before the supreme court; and whoever says, ‘You fool,’ shall be guilty enough to go into the fiery hell.

James 3:6 And the tongue is a fire, the very world of iniquity; the tongue is set among our members as that which defiles the entire body, and sets on fire the course of our life, and is set on fire by hell.

Luke 16:19-31 “Now there was a rich man, and he habitually dressed in purple and fine linen, joyously living in splendor every day. 20 And a poor man named Lazarus was laid at his gate, covered with sores, 21 and longing to be fed with the crumbs which were falling from the rich man’s table; besides, even the dogs were coming and licking his sores. 22 Now the poor man died and was carried away by the angels to Abraham’s bosom; and the rich man also died and was buried. 23 In Hades he lifted up his eyes, being in torment, and *saw Abraham far away and Lazarus in his bosom. 24 And he cried out and said, ‘Father Abraham, have mercy on me, and send Lazarus so that he may dip the tip of his finger in water and cool off my tongue, for I am in agony in this flame.’ 25 But Abraham said, ‘Child, remember that during your life you received your good things, and likewise Lazarus bad things; but now he is being comforted here, and you are in agony. 26 And [r]besides all this, between us and you there is a great chasm fixed, so that those who wish to come over from here to you will not be able, and that none may cross over from there to us.’ 27 And he said, ‘Then I beg you, father, that you send him to my father’s house— 28 for I have five brothers—in order that he may warn them, so that they will not also come to this place of torment.’ 29 But Abraham *said, ‘They have Moses and the Prophets; let them hear them.’ 30 But he said, ‘No, father Abraham, but if someone goes to them from the dead, they will repent!’ 31 But he said to him, ‘If they do not listen to Moses and the Prophets, they will not be persuaded even if someone rises from the dead.’”

How do you picture hell? How do people get there? 

Hell is the trajectory of a soul, living a self-absorbed, self-centered life, going on and  on forever. In the parable of Lazarus the rich man has the same self-absorbed self-centered life in hell as displayed in life. He wants looks at Lazarus as a servant who should come relieve his suffering. 

On the question of a loving God sending people to hell, Keller writes that God gives people free choice in the matter. “In short, hell is simply one’s freely chosen identity apart from God on a trajectory into infinity” (p. 78 80). Some Christians make the argument that nobody goes to hell unless they want to. Is this true? Explain.
People go to heaven because they love God and want to submit to him. People go to hell because they want to be away from God, because they do not want somebody telling them how to live their life. They want to live their own lives their way. (i.e. Lazarus & rich man and Romans 1) 

“There is increasing isolation, denial, delusion, and self-absorption. When you lose all humility you are out of touch with reality. No one ever asks to leave hell. The very idea of heaven seems to them a sham.” [p 81]

C.S. Lewis says that hell is “the greatest monument to human freedom.” There are 2 kinds of people in the world, those who say to God, “Thy will be done.” And those to whom God in the end says, “Thy will be done.”
Romans 1:24 - Therefore God gave them over in the lusts of their hearts to impurity, so that their bodies would be dishonored among them.

4 - Hell and the Equality of People
Some may think that those of us who believe in hell also believe that those destined to go there don’t deserve the same civil rights as we have. In some way we look down on them. 

But C.S. Lewis rightly says that, as we look over a crowd, we don’t know who truly is saved and who is not…or who may yet make a choice for God and become a convert.

Are we narrow-minded believing in the eternity of the soul and that some will spend eternity in hell? Is this somehow more narrow-minded than believing life, and its consequences, end at death? Keller uses the analogy of a cookie—one person sees it as poison, another as a fine dessert. Is the one who sees it as poison more narrow-minded because he sees more dire consequences?

You often hear people say things like, “Surely all good, decent people can find God and go to heaven.” How would you respond?
Premise: Good people find God and bad people do not. This implies no hope for bad people. Who of us is ”good”? For all have sinned… This implies trusting in self and that means being self-centered instead of God-centered. Would a self-centered person ever want to have an outside presence (God) telling you how to live?
5 - I Believe in a God of Love
Some people question the Christian faith because they don’t see how a God of judgment (hell, fire, and damnation) can be a God of love. They believe in a God of love.

What evidence is there that God is a God of Love? Other religions speak of God of war, one that brought the world into being in a battle. Others don’t see God as personal at all. Life in the world today with wars and divisions, natural disasters and disease, starvation and suffering, don’t demonstrate a love based framework.

“I must conclude that the source of the idea that God is Love is the Bible itself. And the Bible tells us that the God of Love is also a God of judgement who will put all things in the world to rights in the end.” [p 85]

How would you help someone to reconcile the fact that the Bible seems to be making 2 contradictory statements: that God is a God of love and a God of wrath?
The greater our love for someone, the greater our potential for anger at what is destructive in their lives.



Why might it be good to believe in judgment day?

When people get rid of the idea of judgment and hell to make God more loving, they end up making him less so. Do you think this is true or not? Discuss.
Friend paying my bill. My response depends upon the size of the bill. Unless you believe in hell, you will never know how much Jesus loves you and how much he values you.
Matthew 27:46 “My God my God, why have you forsaken me?” On the cross, when Jesus lost the eternal love of the Father, he experienced an agony, a disintegration, an isolation greater than we would experience in an eternity in hell.

Acts 17:31 “…because He has fixed a day in which He will judge the world in righteousness through a Man whom He has appointed, having furnished proof to all men by raising Him from the dead.”

Hebrews 9:27-28 And inasmuch as it is appointed for men to die once and after this comes judgment, 28 so Christ also, having been offered once to bear the sins of many, will appear a second time for salvation without reference to sin, to those who eagerly await Him.



CHAPTER 6 – Science Has Disproved Christianity

In 1993, archaeologists dug up the first outside-of-the-Bible reference to King David. Up until then, only the Bible talked about King David—there were no inscriptions, no archaeological digs, no other documents, nothing that ever mentioned David. Does that mean that Christians could not believe there was a David before 1993? It does not work that way. Christians believe there was a King David because the Bible is the Word of God.
Introduction: The Problem
You can’t be an intelligent scientific thinker and still hold religious beliefs.

“Is Dawkins right? Has science essentially disproved  Christian beliefs? Must we choose between thinking scientifically and belief in God?” [p 88]
Scripture
Genesis 1 and 2
Matthew 28:17
Ephesians 2:8-10
Romans 10:9-10

Aren’t Miracles Scientifically Impossible?

Many people say the Gospel accounts of Jesus’ life—his claims to be divine, the miracles he performed, his death on a cross, his rising from the dead—were written much later by church leaders who were trying to consolidate their power and build their movements, so they suppressed the evidence that the real Jesus was just a human teacher. How would you respond?

“Scientific mistrust of the Bible began with the Enlightenment belief that miracles cannot be reconciled to a modern, rational view of the world.” [p88]

Alvin Platinga: To say that the practice of science requires that one reject the idea of God raising someone from the dead is like someone who lost their keys saying the keys can’t be in the dark because it’s impossible to find them in the dark.

Matthew 28 – “But some doubted”  All the apostles ended up as church leaders but some had more trouble believing that others.
Isn’t Science in Conflict with Christianity?
The media likes controversy; that’s what they focus on.

In chapter 6, Keller looks at the argument that science has disproven such things as a creator, an afterlife, and supernatural intervention in the universe. To counter this argument, he writes: “When evolution is turned into an all-encompassing theory explaining absolutely everything we believe, feel, and do as the product of natural selection, then we are not in the arena of science, but of philosophy.” (p. 87 91). In other words, believing that evolution rules out God and his intervention in the universe is a departure from science, and instead a decision to substitute one belief (evolution) for another (faith in God). How do you respond to this argument? 

Thought: Once we acknowledge that miracles are possible, creation becomes tenable.

“Many creationists view of Genesis 1 makes any kind of evolutionary process impossible, while the philosophical naturalism of Dawkins makes religious belief totally invalid.” [p 91]

“…science and religious faith [should] recognize their respective spheres of authority” [p 92]

Not all scientists agree with Dawkins. Following are quotes of Albert Einstein whom some consider to be one of the most intelligent men of the 20th century.
1. "The highest principles for our aspirations and judgments are given to us in the Jewish-Christian religious tradition. It is a very high goal which, with our weak powers, we can reach only very inadequately, but which gives a sure foundation to our aspirations and valuations."
2. "When the solution is simple, God is answering."
3. "I want to know God's thoughts;...the rest are details." 
4. "God does not play dice with the universe."
5. "The eternal mystery of the world is its comprehensibility." 
6. "Any intelligent fool can make things bigger, more complex, and more violent. It takes a touch of genius—and a lot of courage—to move in the opposite direction."

An atheist must hold to “physical naturalism.” That belief says that everything, our emotions, our ideas of right and wrong, morality—it all can be explained by the laws that govern the physical world. Many hold that these things are not illusions but still cannot be defined by physical facts. [p 95]

“A majority of scientists consider themselves deeply or moderately religious—and those numbers have increased in recent decades. There is no necessary disjunction between science and devout faith.” [ p 95]

Can we trust science?
Thought: Science is always changing. What is fact today can be disproved tomorrow. Consider this... Science has developed various theories about how the universe was created. When I was growing up, the common idea was that it had always existed. Then, spectral shifts to the red portion of the spectrum were discovered in the light from distant stars and galaxies. The further the source, the greater the red shift. The universe was expanding, which meant it had to have a beginning, the Big Bang. But wait! The data did not support the Big Bang theory. Something else had to occur to account for the distribution of mass and energy. Inflation! That's the term for what happened in the first trillionth of a second, when a microscopic point of GREAT mass suddenly exploded and expanded to fill the known universe with all the energy and particles that would be required for what we see today. But wait! Further investigation showed that the expansion wasn't slowing down; it was getting faster—scientifically impossible. So, unless there is more mass somewhere, the universe will never come back together. But what causes this? Science has defined something that no one has yet detected...dark energy. It's the force that's pushing everything apart. But galaxies don’t behave as they should. So, science has defined something called dark matter. It is neither detectable nor directly observable. It provides the gravity that tends to hold galaxies in their relative positions. That implies there was a beginning. But wait! Maybe there are parallel oscillating “branes” (universes) that periodically smack into each other creating energy that is transformed into mass and dark energy so that the galaxies, stars, and planets are created in a continual repetitive process. But wait! What will science think of next?
Doesn’t Evolution Disprove the Bible?

How would you respond to someone who felt that evolution makes Biblical faith unacceptable?
What is meant by evolution? Our morality, our aesthetics, who we are? Or a biological process that explains how species have changed and adapted over the years. The first is a worldview that is a faith position. The second is a scientific hypothesis.
How do we interpret Genesis 1 and 2?


“The skeptical inquirer does not need to accept any one of these positions in order to embrace the Christian faith. Rather, he or she should concentrate on and weigh the central claims of Christianity. Only after drawing conclusions about the person of Christ, the resurrection, and the central tenets of the Christian message should one think through the various options with regard to creation and evolution.” [p 97]
Healing the World

Like pastor Tree said in his message…”When they saw Him, they worshipped Him; but some doubted.” [Matthew 28:17] We are not the first to face tests of belief. The purpose of miracles is to lead us to worship. Perhaps this is the true “natural” order and a sign of things to come when Jesus ultimately heals a broken world. 

From the magnitude of the universe around us to the wonder of the sub-atomic world, science seeks to understand what we see and provide a framework to more fully comprehend its nature. For some reason, God did not give all the details of his creation in His Word. Instead, He left it to us to search out answers. Therefore, we often see conflict between the Bible and the application of science. What we fail to see today is that science owes its beginnings to our God.




CHAPTER 7 – You can’t take the Bible literally
In 1993, archaeologists dug up the first outside-of-the-Bible reference to King David. Up until then, only the Bible talked about King David—there were no inscriptions, no archaeological digs, no other documents, nothing that ever mentioned David. Does that mean that Christians could not believe there was a David before 1993? It does not work that way. Christians believe there was a King David because the Bible is the Word of God.

Introduction: The Problem
“The Christian faith requires a belief in the Bible.” [Keller, p 102] Do you believe this? If so, why? If not, why not?

“People say that there are many good things in the Bible, but you should not take it literally; you must not insist that it is entirely trustworthy and completely authoritative because some parts of the Bible are wrong, historically unreliable, and culturally regressive.” [Keller]

Some people argue that the New Testament evolved from culturally flavored legends, that we can’t know who the REAL Jesus was. If this is true, then we couldn’t know Jesus’ teachings for certain. It would throw into question Jesus’ deity, atonement, and resurrection. 

The conservative resurgence in Southern Baptist Seminaries took place from the 1970’s through the 1990’s and resulted in a division in Southern Baptists. “The movement was primarily aimed at reorienting the denomination away from a liberal trajectory and towards an unambiguous affirmation of biblical inerrancy.” [Wikipedia] In 1990, 1900 churches broke away from the SBC and formed the Cooperative Baptist Fellowship which is a bit more liberal. However, the autonomy of the individual churches is still key. SBC churches can take a wide range of theological stands and still cooperate “functionally” by sharing resources for purposes of missions, evangelism, and Christian education.

Skeptical views promoted through movies like The Da Vinci Code.

Are people you know more troubled by the ethical aspects of the Bible or the historical? Why?
Scripture
Romans 3:21-25

The scientific argument was discussed last week in chapter 6. This we address the arguments that the Bible is historically unreliable and culturally regressive.
 “We Can’t Trust the Bible Historically”
Here “we will ask whether we can trust the gospels, the New Testament accounts of Jesus’s life, to be historically reliable.” Three reasons we can trust the Bible historically.
The timing is far too early for the gospels to be legends.
What are some of Keller’s arguments that Gospel timing support the historicity of the gospels?
· The canonical gospels were written at most 40-60 years after Jesus’s death.
· Paul’s letters were written 15-25 years after Jesus’s death.
· Luke got his account from eyewitnesses who were still alive at his writing. (Luke 1:1-4)
· In 1 Corinthians 15:5-6, Paul says, “…and that He appeared to Cephas, then to the twelve. 6 After that He appeared to more than five hundred brethren at one time, most of whom remain until now…”
· Also in John 19:35 and 1 John 1:1-4, the writer claims to have been an eyewitness.
· Witnesses still alive then. In Mark 15:21, reference is made to Alexander and Rufus, the sons of the man who carried Jesus’ cross. They were known by name.
· By 20 years after Jesus’s death, Christians were worshipping Jesus as God. [Phil 2]

The claims that Jesus was crucified, dead, and buried; and he rose again on the third day—and claims to the miracles testifying to who He was—all these claims had to be true or the witnesses would have discounted them and Christianity would never have gotten off the ground.

Why is this evidence of the fact that the gospels are not legend, but history?
· A fictional account would require that the eyewitnesses and their immediate descendants no longer be around to argue with the fictional account. [p 105] 

People often claim that the Gnostic gospels, which contradict scripture, are equally valid as the canon. 
The Gnostic Gospels are a collection of about 54 ancient texts based upon the teachings of several spiritual leaders, which were written from the 2nd to the 4th century AD. The sayings of the Gospel of Thomas [earliest of the these writings], [was] compiled circa 140...These gospels are not part of the standard Biblical canon of any mainstream Christian denomination, and as such are part of what is called the New Testament apocrypha. Recent novels, films, and video games that refer to the gospels have increased public interest.
The word gnostic comes from the Greek word gnosis, meaning "knowledge", which is often used in Greek philosophy in a manner more consistent with the English "enlightenment"...It is now generally believed that Gnosticism was a Jewish movement which emerged directly in reaction to Christianity. The name Christian gnostics came to represent a segment of the Early Christian community that believed that salvation lay not in faith in Christ, but in psychic or pneumatic souls learning to free themselves from the material world via the revelation. According to this tradition, the answers to spiritual questions are to be found within, not without. [Wikipedia]
The content is far too counterproductive for the gospels to be legends.
Some might say that the Biblical account of events is what the church leaders wanted to promote their own beliefs as well as convince people to believe. What are some of Keller’s arguments against this belief? But
· Circumcision – This was a major issue in the early church yet Jesus did not address it.
· In Matthew 26:39, Jesus says, “If it is possible, may this cup be taken from me.”
· He cried out the question as to why God had abandoned Him.
· The original witnesses were women, whose testimony was not valid in court at that time.
· Scripture shows the apostles were “12 ordinary men.”
· Gnosticism was attractive to the Greco-Roman world, not Christianity.

Divide into 2 groups and share thoughts on how you would respond to the objection:
1. The Gospels are full of contradictions.
a. In john 21:25 John says it would be impossible to put together a complete account of all Jesus’ teaching and acts. Writers selected and described events from his perspective.
b. If the writers were relying on eyewitness accounts (from Peter, John, Mark, or the women), each would have seen only part of the events.
c. Facts can be described in different ways
2. Why should a person believe the Old Testament is true?
a. Archeological support
b. Jesus believed in its entire inspiration and trustworthiness. (John 5:37-39, 46-47; 10:34-35; Matthew 5:17-19) If Jesus is who he said he was, we must accept the entire Bible as God’s Word.
c. In John 7:17 Jesus tells people to put the teachings of the Bible into practice if you want to see if it is true. 
i. If anyone chooses to do God’s will, he will find out whether my teaching comes from God or whether I speak on my own.”
The literary form of the gospels is too detailed to be legend.
What are some of the “unnecessary” details mentioned by Keller?
· Mark 4 – Jesus was asleep on a cushion in the stern of a boat.
· John 21 – Peter was a 100 yards out in the water when he saw Jesus on the beach
· ` Together they caught 153 fish
· John 8 – Jesus doodles in the dust

What is the literary argument made by C. S. Lewis supporting the authenticity of the Gospels?
Fiction of that time did not focus on details. Its form was not at all like that of the Gospels. Therefore, the Gospels are historical reporting from an eyewitnesses account.

We can expect more speculative fiction in the future.

Do you recall Keller’s statements about the validity of historical oral traditions?
In societies with oral traditions, they are handled differently from stories and are accurate. 
“We can’t trust the Bible culturally.”
The argument is that “outmoded and regressive teaching of the Bible…seems to support slavery and the subjugation of women.” [p 113]

According to Keller, we should slow down and try out different perspectives when a Scriptural text that appears objectionable or offensive to us. What are some of his suggestions?
· The passage that bothers us may not teach what it appears to us to be teaching. (Slavery)
· Our problem with some texts might be based on an unexamined belief in the superiority of our historical moment over all others. (Mark 14:62,71 – Peter denies Jesus. Mark 16:7 & John 21:15ff – Peter is forgiven.  Anglo Saxon vs. Contemporary British person)
· We should consider what teachings are major themes.
· The Bible is said to defend violence, to mandate puritanical sexual morality, and to maintain an antiscientific bias. Why, then, would anyone in the 21st century take it seriously? In chapter 7, Keller responds. “To stay away from Christianity because part of the Bible’s teaching is offensive to you assumes that if there is a God he wouldn’t have any views that upset you. Does that belief make sense?” (p. 112 116). Do you agree that we should expect God — in that he is not a mere human — to take stands and enforce rules that run counter to our sense of how things should be done? Why or why not? 
· Dive in where there is consensus—the deity of Christ, his death and resurrection. This must be the starting point before rejecting scripture based on some controversial teaching.
· Even conservative Christians differ over what some texts mean; yet we can all agree that Jesus was crucified, dead, buried, and rose on the third day. 
Pastor Mike and head coverings. 
A Trustworthy Bible or a Stepford God?
“If we let our unexamined beliefs undermine our confidence in the Bible, the cost may be greater than we think.” [p 117]

According to Keller, how is choosing what I want in God like the movie The Stepford Wives?


If you had to summarize the Bible from Genesis to Revelation in 3 minutes, what would you say? Try it. You may want to divide the group into pairs to do this exercise.
God’s kingdom was present in the Garden of Eden. When his people decided to be their own masters, and reject God’s authority, God’s lifht and glory withdrew. And the big issue, the question of the ages, and the question on which the plot of the Bible hinges is—will he ever be back? Will his light and glory ever be on the earth again? Moses and the tabernacle and God’s glory. Rebellious people. God withdraws. Jesus comes and the veil was ripped in half. Eventually this kingdom will cover the entire earth.

30-50% of each gospel is given to the last week of Jesus’ life. Why?





Intermission

Isaiah 1:18 “Come now, and let us reason together,” Says the LORD,

Sufficient grounds for believing Christianity—
· How do you define Christianity?
· How do you define sufficient?

Which Christianity?
Why do churches look so different?
· Integrated into cultures
· Great rifts

What are some of the divisions that have occurred in Christianity? (Keller mentions 2.)
· First division – East (Greek) and West (Roman) – Eastern Orthodox and Roman Catholic
· Roman Catholicism and Protestantism and Anabaptists and Anglicanism
· Arminianism and Calvinism
· Baptists

On page 121, how does Keller answer the question What is Christianity?
“…the body of believers who assent to these great ecumenical creeds.”
· The triune God created the world.
· Humanity has fallen into sin and evil.
· God has returned to rescue us in Jesus Christ.
· In His death and resurrection, Jesus accomplished our salvation for us that we can receive by grace.
· He established the church, His people, as the vehicle through which He continues His mission of rescue, reconciliation, and salvation.
· At the end of time, Jesus will return to renew the heavens and the earth, removing all evil, injustice, sin, and death from the world.
All Christians believe these, but none of us believe ONLY these.

Creeds vs God’s Word—Baptists in general and including the SBC, prefer t speak of confessions rather than creeds. In some groups the creed is equal to scripture. Our confessions are statements fo belief and are always open to change in light of scripture. [http://www.sbc.net/bfm2000/bfm2000.asp] 

“Despite the claims of many to be such, there are no truly “generic” nondenominational Christians.” [p 121]
Which Rationality?
Keller states that he wants to give sufficient reasons to believe Christianity.

On page 122, Keller mentions “strong rationalism” a position held by many secular scientists. Then he describes why even atheist philosophers have a problem with the idea. What is that philosophical argument?
· The “strong rationalism” “verification principle” states “no one should believe a proposition unless it can be proved rationally by logic or empirically by sense experience.” Philosophers tend to think that strong rationalism “is nearly impossible to defend… How could you empirically prove that no one should believe something without empirical proof? You can’t.”
· Empirical – experimentally or experientially demonstrated.

How do you think our commitments, experiences, and lifestyle (described on page 124) affect how we see God?
· Do we live as we do because God exists or do we want God to exist because we live as we do?
· Does atheists live as they do because no God exists or do they want no God because of how they live.
· Bottom line—we all have strong beliefs (an emotional investment) and they determine what we want to be true.

What is “critical rationality” (page 125) and what does it have to do with proving the existence of God?
· Critical Rationality “assumes that there are some arguments that many or even most rational people will find convincing, even though there is no argument that will be persuasive to everyone regardless of viewpoint. It assumes that some systems of belief are more reasonable than others, but that all arguments are rationally avoidable in the end. That is, you can always find reason to escape it that is not sheer bias or stubbornness. Nevertheless, this doesn’t mean that we can’t evaluate beliefs, only that we should not expect conclusive proof, and to demand it is unfair. Not even scientists proceed that way.” [p 125]
· No absolute proof, but that doesn’t mean we can’t evaluate beliefs.
· Empirical verification is not the same as proof.

“The view that there is a God…leads us to expect the things we observe—that there is a universe at all, that scientific laws operate within it, that it contains human beings with consciousness and with an indelible moral sense. The theory that there is no God…does not lead us to expect any of these things. Therefore, belief in God offers a better empirical fit.” [p 126]
God the Playwright?
What do Romans 1:19-20 and Acts 17:22-29 have to do with concept of God as the Playwright? 

Romans 1:19-20 because that which is known about God is evident within them; for God made it evident to them. 20 For since the creation of the world His invisible attributes, His eternal power and divine nature, have been clearly seen, being understood through what has been made, so that they are without excuse.

Acts 17:22-29 22 So Paul stood in the midst of the Areopagus and said, “Men of Athens, I observe that you are very religious in all respects. 23 For while I was passing through and examining the objects of your worship, I also found an altar with this inscription, ‘TO AN UNKNOWN GOD.’ Therefore what you worship in ignorance, this I proclaim to you. 24 The God who made the world and all things in it, since He is Lord of heaven and earth, does not dwell in temples made with hands; 25 nor is He served by human hands, as though He needed anything, since He Himself gives to all people life and breath and all things; 26 and He made from one man every nation of mankind to live on all the face of the earth, having determined their appointed times and the boundaries of their habitation, 27 that they would seek God, if perhaps they might grope for Him and find Him, though He is not far from each one of us; 28 for in Him we live and move and exist, as even some of your own poets have said, ‘For we also are His children.’ 29 Being then the children of God, we ought not to think that the Divine Nature is like gold or silver or stone, an image formed by the art and thought of man.

If God were a playwright and we his characters, we would only know him as he reveals himself in his writing. As we look for the evidence, we would find it in his creation. Likewise, arguments for Him would be based on what we observe. (The importance of scripture.)

According to Keller, this critical rationality is the way we should approach the question of God’s being and existence.
· C. S. Lewis – the analogy of the sun. The best way to view the sun is to see the world around us, to recognize how the sun sustains everything we see and enables us to see it.
· “We have a sense that the world is not the way it ought to be. We have a sense that we are very flawed and yet very great. We have a longing for love and beauty that nothing in this world can fulfill. We have a deep need to know meaning and purpose. Which worldview best accounts for these things?” [p 127]
· The playwright can only be known through personal revelation. Thus…the Bible.
· God wrote Himself into the play as the main character.



CHAPTER 8—The Clues of God
Dr. William Lane Craig said the following in a debate at Purdue University on February 1, 2013. “Two hikers come upon a ball in the forest. One wonders how it came to be there. The other says to just ignore it. It just inexplicably exists. He must be joking or just wants you to continue hiking. No one takes seriously that it just inexplicably exists. Increasing the size of the ball to the size of the universe does nothing to remove the need to explain its existence.”

How can we believe in Christianity if we don’t even know whether God exists?

To start this chapter, Keller says we should focus on the clues rather than a proof. He mentions a philosopher who says while there is no proof of God that will convince all rational people, there are 2 to 3 dozen very good arguments for the existence of God. If this is true, how does it make you feel? How might it affect how you talk about God with unbelieving friends?

What do we learn about creation from these verses?
Genesis 1:26-28 Then God said, "Let Us make man in Our image, according to Our likeness; and let them rule over the fish of the sea and over the birds of the sky and over the cattle and over all the earth, and over every creeping thing that creeps on the earth." God created man in His own image, in the image of God He created him; male and female He created them. God blessed them; and God said to them, "Be fruitful and multiply, and fill the earth, and subdue it; and rule over the fish of the sea and over the birds of the sky and over every living thing that moves on the earth."
Psalm 19:1-7 The heavens are telling of the glory of God; And their expanse is declaring the work of His hands. Day to day pours forth speech, And night to night reveals knowledge. There is no speech, nor are there words; Their voice is not heard. Their line has gone out through all the earth, And their utterances to the end of the world. In them He has placed a tent for the sun, Which is as a bridegroom coming out of his chamber; It rejoices as a strong man to run his course. Its rising is from one end of the heavens, And its circuit to the other end of them; And there is nothing hidden from its heat. The law of the LORD is perfect, restoring the soul; The testimony of the LORD is sure, making wise the simple.

The Mysterious Bang
Describe the Big Bang argument in your own words. And how might someone avoid buying into this argument?
All evidence points to there being a time where the universe was nothing and then a point of near infinite mass exploded from which time and creation began. Something outside of the context of the universe had to have been the cause for everything we see.

The Cosmic Welcome Mat
Describe the Cosmic Welcome Mat argument in your own words. And how might someone avoid buying into this argument?
The universe was created as if it were planned for us. There are 15 constants that, if they were off by one part in a million or, in some cases one part in a million millions, the universe would not have been able to form. Some of these constants are speed of light, gravitational constant, and various constant about the strong and weak nuclear force.

Someone could argue that we exist in a multiverse where there are an infinite number of universes and that we just happen to be in one that has all these forces line up.

The Regularity of Nature
What is the argument from the Regularity of Nature?
Inductive reasoning means that by observing a few cases we can extrapolate to a general rule. “Without inductive reasoning, we couldn’t learn from experience, use language, or rely on our memories.” Science cannot prove continued regularity of nature; it must be accepted on faith. The world around us is an orderly place because it was planned by a logical God, the Judeo/Christian God of the Bible.

The Clue of Beauty
What is the Clue of Beauty?
Life moves us and we don’t know why…unless it is part of God’s design. Beauty is really a longing or an appetite for something. Without God, beauty is not reality; it is illusion. All animals seek to feed their hunger. But man has a desire and appetite for more ethereal things like beauty, like words that move us. These show us made in God’s image.

Keller now begins to examine the primary bases for belief in God. In chapter 8, he refers to St. Augustine’s argument that human desires — and especially, desires that can’t be completely fulfilled — are clues to the reality of God. For example, he states: “… while hunger doesn’t prove that the particular meal [such as a steak dinner] will be procured, doesn’t the appetite for food in us mean that food exists? Isn’t it true that innate desires correspond to real objects that can satisfy them, such as sexual desire (corresponding to sex) … and relational desires (corresponding to friendship)” (pp. 134-135 139). He goes on to argue that the human longing for meaning, love, and beauty are strong indicators that God exists. Do you agree that universal human desires point to God, or might there be other explanations? Discuss your responses.
Yes, I agree, especially with regard to the longing for beauty, for things more ethereal in nature.

There are multiple kinds of love. For example, there is a love of water after a long run. But, once fulfilled, that desire ends. However, there is a love like that of a flower garden of which we never get our fill.
The Clue Killer
What is the Clue Killer? Why might this section be more of an argument to use against evolutionists?
Evolutionists will say that everything we believe about love, beauty, and religion is a result of natural selection. Holding certain beliefs, even though false, may have resulted in a stronger, better tribe. It, and therefore the beliefs, thrived where other beliefs and tribes succumbed. To believe this means that any belief we hold is questionable, including evolution.

The Clue Killer Is Really a Clue
How is the Clue Killer really a clue to the existence of God?
Start with the end point of the clue killer view, that if we can’t trust what we believe to be true then nothing we believe can be true, include evolutionary ideas. “If we believe God exists, then our  view of  the universe gives us a basis for believing that cognitive faculties work, since God could make us able to form true beliefs and knowledge.” This is a more reasonable explanation than saying all cognitive reasoning is untrustworthy.
Beyond the Clues
What’s coming in the next chapter?
“I want to demonstrate that you already know that God does exist.”
Another Plantinga Argument
“But again, there are properties, one wants to say, that have never been entertained by any human being; and it also seems wrong to think that properties do not exist before human beings conceive them. But then (with respect to these considerations) it seems likely that properties are the concepts of an unlimited mind: a divine mind.”  [TWO DOZEN (OR SO) THEISTIC ARGUMENTS, Lecture Notes by Alvin Plantinga]
Extra—The Earth: Unique in All the Universe
by Jerry Bergman, Ph.D.  Evidence for Creation 

The Scriptures declare that "God ... formed the earth ... to be inhabited" (Isaiah 45:18). An impartial study of the Earth soon convinces the student that there is a tremendous amount of meaning behind this simple statement. A year ago, a number of astronomers met at Uppsala University, created a compendium of terrestrial exoplanets, and determined that in all likelihood the earth is unique in the Universe. 
The Earth
The Earth is immense—8,000 miles in diameter and weighing roughly 6.6 x 1021 tons. If the Earth traveled much faster in its 292-million-mile-long orbit around the sun, centrifugal force would pull it away from the sun, and if too far, all life would cease to exist. If it traveled slightly slower, the Earth would move closer to the sun, and if it moved too close, all life would likewise perish. The Earth's 365 day, 5-hour, 48-minute and 45.51-second-round-trip is accurate to a thousandth of a second! If the yearly average temperature on Earth rose or fell only a few degrees, most life on it would soon roast or freeze. This change would upset the water-ice and other balances, with disastrous results. If it rotated on its axis slower, all life would die in time, either by freezing at night because of lack of heat from the sun, or by burning during the day from too much sun.
The Sun
If the Moon were much nearer to Earth, one result would be huge tides which would overflow onto the lowlands and erode the mountains (and with the continents leveled, it is estimated that water would cover the entire surface to the depth of a mile and a half)! If the Earth was not tilted 23° on its axis, but was at a 90° angle in reference to the sun, we would not have four seasons. Without seasons, life would soon not be able to exist here—the poles would lie in eternal twilight, and water vapor from the oceans would be carried by the wind towards both the north and south, and would freeze when close enough to the poles. In time, huge continents of snow and ice would pile up in the polar regions, leaving most of the Earth a dry desert. Eventually the oceans would disappear and rainfall would cease. The accumulated weight of ice at the poles would cause the equator to bulge and, as a result, the rotation of the Earth would drastically change.
The Miracle of Water
Another example which illustrates the rigidity of environmental variations for life to exist is that of water. The Earth is the only planet with huge bodies of water—70% of its surface area consists of oceans, lakes, and seas surrounding huge bodies of land. The few planets that have water contain only moisture floating as vapor on their surface, not large bodies of liquid water as on Earth.
Water is unique in that it absorbs large amounts of heat without much alteration in its temperature. Its absorption speed is extremely rapid—about ten times as fast as steel. During the day, the seas rapidly soak up a great deal of heat, thus the Earth stays fairly cool. At night, the oceans release the vast amounts of heat that they soaked up during the day, which combined with atmospheric effects, keeps the surface from getting too cold at night. If it were not for the tremendous amount of water on the Earth, there would be far greater day and night temperature variations. Many parts of the surface would be hot enough to boil water in the day and the same part would be cold enough to freeze water at night. Water is an excellent temperature stabilizer. The large oceans on Earth are a vital part of our survival!
The large amount of water on the Earth could create problems, though. If something is heated, it expands, and when cooled, contracts. Thus, given two objects of the same size and material, if one is cooler, it will be heavier. This may not seem like a problem, but in the case of water, it would be, if it were not for a rare anomaly. Water, as almost all other substances, contracts when cooled, but in contrast to virtually all other materials (there are very few exceptions, such as rubber and antimony), it contracts when cooled only until it reaches 4° Centigrade then it, amazingly, expands until it freezes. If water continued to contract when cooled, it would become heavier and thus sink to the bottom of the ocean. Further, when water turned to ice, it would likewise sink to the bottom of the ocean. One result of this is that the ocean bottom would be extremely cold—and many fish would die. In time, more and more of the ocean would become ice as more froze on the surface, sank, and accumulated at the bottom.
Thus, for much of the Earth, the ice that forms in seas, oceans, and lakes stays near the surface where the sun and the warm water below melts it in the summer. Water that is warmer than 4°, being heavier, sinks to the bottom and warms the depth of the oceans. This process of surface water warming and sinking to the bottom, plus the Coriolis effect produces ocean currents. These currents, among other things, insure that most of the ocean stays in a liquid form. Indeed, "The Lord by wisdom hath founded the earth; by understanding hath He established the heavens." Proverbs 3:19.
The Miracle of Air
On the land, the opposite happens. Air, after it is warmed, rises—and the air close to the surface of the Earth is heated via light energy from the sun. The air near the surface then rises upward. The result is that the air near the Earth's surface maintains a temperature in which life can exist. If air acted the same way that water did, the temperature on the Earth's surface would be unbearable—and life could not survive for very long. The temperature a few hundred feet above the surface, on the other hand, would be quite cold and, likewise, life could also not exist there. The only habitable region would be a thin slice of air, but even here life could not exist for long. Plants and trees which would be necessary to support the life in the atmosphere could not survive as they would be in the cold zone. Thus birds would have no resting place, or food, water or oxygen. But air rises when heated and thus life can exist on the Earth.
The movement of warm air from the surface rising upward creates air currents (wind) which are an important part of the Earth's ecological system. They carry away carbon dioxide from areas which overproduce, such as cities, and move oxygen to areas in need of it, as large urban population centers.
The mixture of gases usually found in the atmosphere, without man's pollution, is perfect for life. If it were much different (more oxygen, less carbon dioxide, etc., or the atmospheric pressure was much lighter or heavier), life would cease to exist on Earth.
If our atmosphere were thinner, many of the millions of meteors which now are burned up would reach the Earth's surface, causing death, destruction and fires everywhere.
Adaptation to Environment or Creation of Environment for Life?
If evolution works to evolve life to fit the existing environments, why has it not equally conquered all of the environments here and elsewhere? Earth is far better suited for life than any other planet, yet most of the environments even here, are either too hot or too cold, too far underground or too far above ground to support much life. In the several thousands of miles of changing environments from the center of the Earth to the edge of its atmosphere, there are only a few feet of habitable environment, and therefore almost all creatures are forced to live there. Although only the Earth was made to be inhabited (Isaiah 45:18) in our solar system, even on the Earth only a thin slice is ideally suited for life.
This thin section, though, is teeming with life. It is estimated that an acre of typical farm soil, six inches deep, has several tons of living bacteria, almost a ton of fungi, two hundred pounds of one-cell protozoan animals, about one hundred pounds of yeast and the same amount of algae.
Conclusion
The extremely fine line between an environment where life can and cannot exist is illustrated by the fact that it is estimated that a one-degree temperature change in the average worldwide temperature would, in time, seriously affect life on the Earth, and a two-degree temperature change could be disastrous to life. The tolerances are extremely small, and if there are any other planets in the universe, it is unlikely that any of them could have life, due to the extremely rigid conditions necessary for life to exist.
The chances of a planet being just the right size, the proper distance away from the right star, etc., are extremely minute, even if many stars have planets circling them, as some speculate. The mathematical odds that all of these and other essential conditions happened by chance are astronomical—something like billions to one!





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”?
The reason that undergirds a moral belief provides the foundation or floor upon which it stands. If there is no such principle or cause, then that moral belief becomes free-floating—the base may be placed anywhere or may not exist at all. Free-floating means it is baseless.

Why do human rights differ from that of animals? Why do we have a moral code that animals do not?
Genesis 1:26 Then God said, “Let Us make man in Our image, according to Our likeness; and let them rule over the fish of the sea and over the birds of the sky and over the cattle and over all the earth, and over every creeping thing that creeps on the earth.”
James 3:8-10 But no one can tame the tongue; it is a restless evil and full of deadly poison. 9 With it we bless our Lord and Father, and with it we curse men, who have been made in the likeness of God; 10 from the same mouth come both blessing and cursing. My brethren, these things ought not to be this way.
Proverbs 12:10 A righteous man has regard for the life of his animal…

Do you agree or disagree with Keller that a belief in human dignity does NOT require a conscious belief in God? Why?
The key here is the word conscious. Whether it is conscious or unconscious, I think that a belief in God is required. Otherwise, the belief becomes free-floating and baseless.


The Concept of Moral Obligation
How does Keller define Moral Obligation? 
“Moral obligation is a belief that some things ought not to be done regardless of how a person feels about them within herself, regardless of what the rest of her community and culture says, and regardless of whether it is in her self-interest or not.” [p 152]

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? 
In my opinion, a belief in absolute rights and wrongs implies an underlying belief in a god even though different cultures may not agree on the standard. Our God, as presented in scripture, defines our moral obligation, and we may cringe at what other cultures practice and even find it difficult to accept that they may believe as they do. From the perspective of conscious thought, I don’t think EVERYONE has a common sense of right and wrong. However, the whole point behind missions is that others can be brought to see that there IS an absolute right and wrong and that it is as taught and shown in the life and teaching of Jesus.

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?
1. Today we believe that sacrificing time, money, and even life for others not of our “tribe” is a good thing. Yet such a practice is not good for the evolutionary success of our tribe.
2. Supporters of an evolutionary view of moral obligation might say that altruistic behavior will bring reciprocal benefits from others. But, if the reciprocal benefits are the motivation for being altruistic, we need to know the cause and effect to promote the cause, the altruistic behavior. 

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

What is Cultural Relativism? 
“A view that all moral beliefs are culturally created ( that is, we believe them because we are part of a community that gives them plausibility) and that there is no basis for objectively judging one culture’s morality to be better than another.” [p 154]

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 this [some other] culture?” [p 155]

What are some contemporary examples of situations where this conundrum might exist?
· Cast system of India
· Women’s rights in Muslim countries
· Southeast Asia where children are sold

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?
Keller ends this section quoting Nietzsche and others who said that if God is dead, any and all morality of love and human rights is baseless. He also quotes Michael J. Perry, while “there is a religious ground for the morality of human rights…It is far from clear that there is a non-religious ground, a secular ground for human rights.”


What are problems with the following 2 arguments?
1. Human rights come from nature or what has been called “natural law.”
Nature thrives on violence and survival of the fittest. 

2. Human rights are created by us, the people who write the laws. 
The “people” could just as easily come to a place where they decide human rights are not a good thing and vote them out of the laws. (Which is why our founders began the Declaration of Independence as they did: “We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men are created equal, that they are endowed by their Creator with certain unalienable Rights, that among these are Life, Liberty and the pursuit of Happiness.”)

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”?
Childhood arguments often come down to the challenge, “Says, who?” The Grand Sez Who takes that argument to its ultimate end. “Either God exists or He does not, but if He does not, nothing and no one else can take His place….” [p 159, Arthur Leff] 

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. 

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.
Romans 14:17 for the kingdom of God is not eating and drinking, but righteousness and peace and joy in the Holy Spirit.
John 13:34-35 A new commandment I give to you, that you love one another, even as I have loved you, that you also love one another. 35 By this all men will know that you are My disciples, if you have love for one another.”
Luke 6:27-31 “But I say to you who hear, love your enemies, do good to those who hate you, 28 bless those who curse you, pray for those who mistreat you. 29 Whoever hits you on the cheek, offer him the other also; and whoever takes away your coat, do not withhold your shirt from him either. 30 Give to everyone who asks of you, and whoever takes away what is yours, do not demand it back. 31 Treat others the same way you want them to treat you. 

· The world is fallen, broken, and needs to be redeemed.
Genesis 3:17-18 Cursed is the ground because of you;
In toil you will eat of it
All the days of your life.
18 “Both thorns and thistles it shall grow for you;
And you will eat the plants of the field;
19 By the sweat of your face
You will eat bread,
Romans 5:12 Therefore, just as through one man sin entered into the world, and death through sin, and so death spread to all men, because all sinned—
Romans 12:2 And do not be conformed to this world, but be transformed by the renewing of your mind, so that you may prove what the will of God is, that which is good and acceptable and perfect.
1 Corinthians 11:32 But when we are judged, we are disciplined by the Lord so that we will not be condemned along with the world.
1 John 2:15-17Do Not Love the World ] Do not love the world nor the things in the world. If anyone loves the world, the love of the Father is not in him. 16 For all that is in the world, the lust of the flesh and the lust of the eyes and the boastful pride of life, is not from the Father, but is from the world. 17 The world is passing away, and also its lusts; but the one who does the will of God lives forever.

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





CHAPTER 10 – The Problem of Sin
Show the clip from Matrix where Neo is told that there is something wrong with the world.

In chapter 10, Keller delves into the issue of sin and its consequences. He begins by positing that we already know sin exists: “It is hard to avoid the conclusion that there is something fundamentally wrong with the world.” (p. 159 165). Do you agree that it’s valid to define what is broken in the world as sin? Why or why not? And given all the things that are broken in the world, what questions does that raise in your mind about God? 

Sin and Human Hope
How can hope spring from knowing that we are sinners? [p 166]
Because we are sinners, we aren’t simply helpless victims of psychological drives or social systems. We aren’t helpless because the gospel provides a solution.

Do you agree with Keller’s quote of Delbanco where he says that pride is the enemy of hope? [p 16]

The Meaning of Sin
Referring to Soren Kierkegaard, Keller says, “Sin is the despairing refusal to find your deepest identity in your relationship and service to God.” [p 168] How do many of us seek an identity apart from God?
This means God is not first in our lives. Does my job define me? Does my family, my talents, my whatever determine who I am? If I say I am defined by God, how is that evident in my life?

How does the first commandment address what sin is? [p 168]
Exodus 20:2-3 “I am the LORD your God, who brought you out of the land of Egypt, out of the house of slavery. 3 “You shall have no other gods before Me.

Anything that becomes a god in my life, supplanting God, is sin. This can be good things as well as bad things. Examples: family, sports, job, talents, …  C. S. Lewis in The 4 Loves says love can become a demon (replacing God) when we use it to justify actions that may be in opposition to God.

Where does your relationship with God rate with regard to other things? What is the evidence?
The Personal Consequences of Sin
What are some of the personal consequences of sin? [p 170-173]
Guilt
Bitterness
Insecurity
Addiction to God-replacements

The Social Consequences of Sin
Keller contrasts people who “cling to an optimistic belief in the civilizing influence of progress and enlightenment” with Christians “accustomed to the idea that there is a deep interior dislocation in the very center of human personality.” [p 174]

How does sin have a social consequence? [p 174-176]
Jonathan Edwards argues that human society is deeply fragments when anything but God is our highest love.
Keller says “If we get our very identity, our sense of worth, from our _____, then ______ is not really about ______, it is about us.” [p 175] Fill in the blank with whatever. The more we identify with something, the more it becomes a divisive thing.

Do you agree with Keller’s statement, “The real culture war is taking place inside our own disordered hearts…”?
The Cosmic Consequences of Sin
How does Keller contrast the Genesis creation account (Genesis 1 & 2) with all other accounts, including current scientific theories?
Creation was planned and orderly, teeming with life that is interwoven and interdependent. God called each step “good.” Outside of scripture, creation was often violent and chaotic.

“Shalom” is the Hebrew word that describes the nature of scriptural creation. Whereas our word for peace implies an absence of strife, Shalom is the nature of peace itself. [p 176-177] Does this description of a creation in a state of “shalom” change how you view the impact of sin?
Romans 8:18-22 For I consider that the sufferings of this present time are not worthy to be compared with the glory that is to be revealed to us. 19 For the anxious longing of the creation waits eagerly for the revealing of the sons of God. 20 For the creation was subjected to futility, not willingly, but because of Him who subjected it, in hope 21 that the creation itself also will be set free from its slavery to corruption into the freedom of the glory of the children of God. 22 For we know that the whole creation groans and suffers the pains of childbirth together until now.

What Can Put It All Right?
Recall our study of Not a Fan. As you read this section, how did the comments of C. S. Lewis parallel Idleman’s book?
God doesn’t want just part of us; he wants all of us. We have to be in the game.

On page 179, Keller says, “…if you don’t live for Jesus, you will live for something else.” What are some things that we might life for?






CHAPTER 11 – Religion and the Gospel
On page 180 Keller starts chapter 11 with the question, “Why must the solution be Jesus and Christianity?” His answer sets the foundation for this chapter. What’s his answer?
“…there is a profound and fundamental difference between the way that other religions tell us to seek salvation and the way described in the gospel of Jesus.” 

Two Forms of Self-Centeredness
When we talk with friends and family who don’t believe in the gospel message, they are putting self first in life. They usually hold one of two positions, both of which are self-centered. What are these two forms of self-centeredness? 
1. Self-aggrandizement (self-glory) is one. According to Keller, this is the main cause for many of the world’s miseries.  What does Philippians 2:3-7 say about that?
Philippians 2:3-7 Do nothing from selfishness or empty conceit, but with humility of mind regard one another as more important than yourselves; 4 do not merely look out for your own personal interests, but also for the interests of others. 5 Have this attitude in yourselves which was also in Christ Jesus, 6 who, although He existed in the form of God, did not regard equality with God a thing to be grasped, 7 but emptied Himself, taking the form of a bond-servant, and being made in the likeness of men.
2. Pharisaism is a second form of self-centeredness. We can focus on keeping rules and expectations and miss the relationship with Jesus. Do you agree that the devil would prefer Pharisees, like Keller says on page 184?
The Damage of Pharisaism
Pharisaism damages the inner soul. Why might a “Pharisee” develop despair resulting in anxiety, insecurity, and irritability? 
“They build their sense of worth on their moral and spiritual performance, as a kind of resume to present before God and the world.” [p 184] When their performance is lacking, they are failures.

How does pharisaism create social strife?
In order to build up their sense of righteousness, a Pharisee will despise and attack all who don’t share their doctrinal beliefs and religious practices. [p 185]

The Difference of Grace
These commonly held misinterpretations of what Christianity is cause confusion in the minds of many. Ephesians 2:4-10 tell us about the relationship between grace and works. 

Ephesians 2:4-10 But God, being rich in mercy, because of His great love with which He loved us, 5 even when we were dead [f]in our transgressions, made us alive together [g]with Christ (by grace you have been saved), 6 and raised us up with Him, and seated us with Him in the heavenly places in Christ Jesus, 7 so that in the ages to come He might show the surpassing riches of His grace in kindness toward us in Christ Jesus. 8 For by grace you have been saved through faith; and [h]that not of yourselves, it is the gift of God; 9 not as a result of works, so that no one may boast. 10 For we are His workmanship, created in Christ Jesus for good works, which God prepared beforehand so that we would walk in them.

Colossians 3:17 talks about being thankful as we “do” things for the Lord. 
Colossians 3:17 Whatever you do in word or deed, do all in the name of the Lord Jesus, giving thanks through Him to God the Father.

In this section, Keller describes differences between religion and the gospel. 
1. While the moralist is forced into obedience, motivated by fear of rejection, a Christian rushes into obedience, motivated by a desire to please and resemble the one who gave his life for us.
2. A second difference has to do with our identity and self-regard. Keller contrasts religion with the message of the Christian gospel. He points out that religion is a set of rules and standards that determine what a person must do to obtain divine approval and enter heaven. In contrast, he states, the gospel makes it clear that no human can measure up to God’s standard — which is perfection. That explains why God sent Jesus, his Son, to earth to die for the sins of humanity. The perfect God, in human flesh, was sacrificed for imperfect humanity. Keller writes: “The Christian gospel is that I am so flawed that Jesus had to die for me, yet I am so loved and valued … that Jesus was glad to die for me” (p. 181 187). 
3. “Religion and the gospel also differ fundamentally in how they treat the Other—those who do not share one’s own beliefs and practices.” [p 187]  Religionists will define themselves by pointing to those whom they are not. “A Christian’s worth and value are not created by excluding anyone—but through the Lord who was excluded for me.” [p 188]
4. “Religion and the gospel  also lead to divergent ways of handling troubles and suffering.” [p 188]  In this case, how does the gospel “make it possible for someone to escape the spiral of bitterness, self-recrimination, and despair when life goes wrong?”

How do you respond to Keller’s characterization of religion in contrast to the message of the gospel? How do you react to his summary of the meaning of the gospel?

The Threat of Grace
Here, Keller says grace (as in Ephesians 2:8-9) can be seen in a threatening way. Why might some see it like this?

“The most liberating act of free, unconditional grace demands that the recipient give up control of his or her life.” [p 191] Again, how is this like what Idleman says in Not a Fan.


“It is only grace that frees us from the slavery of self that lurks even in the middle of morality and religion.” [p 192]




CHAPTER 12 – The (True) Story of the Cross

Do you agree with Keller that, “Increasingly, what the Christian church has considered good news is considered by the rest of our culture to be bad news”? [p 193] (that Jesus had to die on the cross) Why do some liberal theologians believe that the cross should just be left out of the Christian message? Looks like divine child abuse.

Keller mentions 2 reasons the Cross MUST be included.

The First Reason: Real Forgiveness Is Costly Suffering

Keller uses the example of someone who borrows your car and then backs out of the garage and knocks down your garden gate. Someone must pay for it. Discuss the analogy. Then have the class put themselves in the role of the borrower. Most of us would want to pay for the fence; we would refuse to let the owner of the car and fence pay for our error. This points out one of the reasons this chapter is so relevant. In our culture, we learn to be self-reliant. Most of us don’t want a handout. Yet this is what God offers us in the substitutionary atonement of the Son.

Keller responds to the critique that “‘The Christian God sounds like the vengeful gods of primitive times who needed to be appeased by human sacrifice.’ Why can’t God just accept everyone or at least those who are sorry for their wrongdoings?” (p. 187 194). To answer this question, he compares God to a person who has been wronged by another person. The injured party can exact revenge by making the offender suffer, or the wronged party can instead take the difficult path of forgiveness.

Have you ever made someone pay? (How about your husband…your wife? How did it make you feel?) When wronged, have you been able to forgive? How?

When you forgive, you choose not to make the wrongdoer suffer for what he or she has done. The person who was wronged suffers instead. By forgiving the wrongdoer, Keller states, “You are absorbing the debt, taking the cost of it completely on yourself instead of taking it out of the other person. It hurts terribly. Many people would say it feels like a kind of death” (p. 189 196). Thus, God suffered the pain of his Son’s death in order to forgive the sins of humanity. And because he did so, the wrongdoers (humanity) are freed from the debt of their wrongdoing. 

How do you feel about Keller comparing the pain of human forgiveness to God’s act of sacrificing his Son to redeem humanity? 

“Getting even” can spread like a cancer as the GETTING-EVEN’s build one upon another. Have you found ways to avoid the “getting even” problem? Spouse counsel, friend counsel, take time (pray, go to scripture, write a letter) before responding…)

What should be our motivation for confronting wrongdoers? Should be out of love, to prevent future hurts, to repair broken relationships,… How does God confront our wrong doing? The Holy Spirit convicts us. Christian bros and sisters point it out—accountability.
Proverbs 27:17 Iron sharpens iron, So one man sharpens another.
2 Timothy 3:16 All Scripture is inspired by God and profitable for teaching, for reproof, for correction, for training in righteousness;
The Forgiveness of God
Keller uses Bonhoeffer’s example of forgiveness to give us a better understanding of God’s forgiveness. Do you agree with Keller’s statement that “On the Cross we see God doing visibly and cosmically want every human being must do to forgive someone, though on an infinitely greater scale.”? [p. 199] Forgiveness means bearing the cost instead of making the wrongdoer do it. How many of us see the cross in this light?

One of my pastors once gave an Easter sermon where he led us to the Pilates courtyard as Jesus and a criminal were presented to the people. Would we just stand by and be led by the crowd to yell for our Lord to be crucified? The pastor had us ready to stand  up and fight for Him. Then he said, “I’d be yelling as loudly as anyone to CRUCIFY HIM!” WHA…!?  That message brought home how little most of us understood the TRUE meaning of the Cross. This chapter helps bring that home.

How is Jesus’s death on the cross NOT like some primitive deity that demands our blood for his wrath to be appeased? Jesus is God. God absorbed the pain and hurts of the sinful; he didn’t demand another’s blood. It was his own.
Matthew 27:46 About the ninth hour Jesus cried out with a loud voice, saying, “Eli, Eli, lama sabachthani?” that is, “My God, My God, why have You forsaken Me?”
Matthew 26:39 And He went a little beyond them, and fell on His face and prayed, saying, “My Father, if it is possible, let this cup pass from Me; yet not as I will, but as You will.”
The Second Reason: Real Love Is a Personal Exchange
Keller says, “In the real world of relationships it is impossible to love people with a problem or a need without in some sense sharing or even changing places with them. All real life changing love involves some form of this kind of exchange.” [p 101] Can you think of examples where you have seen to be true…or perhaps not true? Experiencing the death of family member means you can empathize with those who experience the same. You have experienced the pain and can help relieve it in others. They are not alone.

“It’s the, or you.” Someone’s got to pay. For example, do we sacrifice for our children or do we not? How much?

On page 202, Keller says that if God is a God of love, he must suffer the same pains and griefs that we do. Christianity is the only major religion that claims that God does just that.
The Great Reversal

On page 203, Keller defines the Great Reversal as: “God, in the place of ultimate power, reverses places with the marginalized, the poor, and the oppressed.” 
Luke 1:52 He has brought down rulers from their thrones, And has exalted those who were humble.

He goes on to say, “On the Cross Christ wins through losing, triumphs through defeat, achieves power through weakness and service, comes to wealth by giving all away.” Do you find this challenging? If so, how? We are raised to believe WE determine our future; our success depends upon US. WE determine our professions often by income. Hard work is due $.

So, with this in mind, how would Christ have us deal with the ills of society? In the 19th century, the French diplomat Alexis de Tocqueville traveled throughout the US. He wrote about this unique country, and how, should one breakdown on a road, hundreds of people would come to  that person’s aid. Taxation is making people pay for what someone else thinks should be paid for. State welfare is like the Liberalitas of Rome as opposed to the selfless love of caritas. State welfare is by coercion, forcing people to meet the needs of someone else whether it is helpful or not. It is not selfless. Historically, giving aid was generally done expecting something in return (liberalitas), as an investment. Christ’s teaching is that this is an individual responsibility.


Keller ends this section with the statement: “To understand why Jesus had to die, it is important to remember both the result of the Cross (costly forgiveness of sins) and the pattern of the Cross (reversal of the world’s values).
The Story of the Cross

Did this section remind you of Fan or Follower? How so? [p 208]
We make resolutions to be better, do better, follow scripture more fully. Yet, relying on ourselves, these commitments usually fail. This is the fan, refusing to give God control of my life. The follower must consciously give each day, each hour to the Lord’s leading. Not easy.



Chapter 13 – The Reality of the Resurrection

Matthew 28; Mark 16; Luke 24; John 20 and 21

A while back, Cornerstone streamed the movie The Insanity of God that looked at persecution of the church. One of the points made was that, if the resurrection is true, it changes everything. In the introduction to this chapter, Keller says that the resurrection is much more than a philosophical or historical issue; “If Jesus rose from the dead, it changes everything.” [p 210] As a pillar of Christianity, how much importance would you place on the resurrection? 

Keller goes on to say that many people doubt the resurrection because they find it hard to believe. They find it more logical to think that cultures at the time of Christ believed in magical and supernatural happenings. Those who mourned the death of Jesus could easily be swayed to believe that he had risen from the dead. Some, who were moved emotionally, may have thought they had visions of him, similar to folks today who claim to have seen Elvis.

The rest of this chapter addresses this argument and presents evidence in opposition to it.
The Empty Tomb and the Witnesses
Keller says that, if the empty tomb and the eyewitnesses were fabrications, they would have been developed long after Jesus’s death. Why? What is his reasoning in opposition to this argument? 
People were alive who were witnesses of the empty tomb and the resurrected Lord.

Specifically, how can we use 1 Corinthians 15:3-6 as proof that the idea of the resurrection did not come about a long time after the death of Jesus? [p 212]
The resurrection is spoken of as an historical fact with eyewitnesses still alive to be questioned. 1 Corinthians was written about 25 years after the death of Jesus.

Therefore, the tomb must have been empty, or the decomposing body would have been presented. Also, there must have been multiple witnesses all confirming the authenticity of the claim of the resurrection. Keller says that the historical facts of the sightings of the resurrected Jesus and the empty tomb are both true. And this strengthens the argument FOR the resurrection.

Ancient cultures distinguished between fictional stories and historical accounts. (See also ch 6) The fact that women are the first witnesses adds to the credibility of the story since, had it been fabricated, women would not have been the first.

What is the importance of taking the empty tomb and the resurrection together as historically true? Had the tomb not been empty, the stories of a resurrected body would be obviously false. Had there been no verifiable accounts of a resurrected Lord, the empty tomb could just as easily have been due to the body being removed.

“Whatever else happened, the tomb of Jesus must have really been empty and hundreds of witnesses must have claimed that they saw him bodily raised.” [p 214]

Resurrection and Immortality
The worldly argument to these claims of resurrection are often hinged on the idea that, if the tomb was empty, the body of Jesus must have been stolen. Jesus’s followers would have wanted so much to believe that he was not dead that they easily would accept the claim that the empty tomb confirmed the resurrection. What is Chronological Snobbery? [p 214-215]
C.S. Lewis thought it snobbery to assume that today we are more sophisticated in our views of the world than ancient cultures…that ancient cultures would easily be swayed to believe magical things. In this case, it is chronological snobbery to think that the ancients could easily have believed in a resurrected body. 

On page 216, Keller summarizes this section’s arguments. How does he address each of these to claims?
· “Over the years, skeptics about the resurrection have proposed that the followers of Jesus may have had hallucinations, that they may have imagined him appearing to them and speaking to them. This assumes that their master’s resurrection was imaginable for his Jewish followers, that it was an option in their worldview. It was not.”

· “Others have put forth the conspiracy theory that the disciples stole the body and claimed he was alive to others. This assumes that the disciples would expect other Jews to be open to the belief that an individual could be raised from the dead. But none of this is possible.”
 
An extensive study by N. T. Wright shows “that the universal view of the people of that time was that a bodily resurrection was impossible.” [p 215]
Greeks held that death liberated the soul from the body. No one who died would want to return to flesh. Jews believed in a FUTURE bodily resurrection. Jesus’s resurrection would not have happened apart from that FUTURE one.

Of all the Messianic movements at that time, only Christianity claimed a risen savior.
The Explosion of a New Worldview
In this section, Keller says that such revolutionary ideas as claimed by the early Christians would historically have taken a long time to be accepted. It would require debate and evaluation over time. The immediate acceptance of the claims by hundreds of Jews is an argument for the authenticity of the resurrection. Yet in the 1830’s Mormonism exploded. Doesn’t this contradict Keller’s argument in this case?
Note that Mormonism was based on beliefs that were not so unique—secret tablets with writings, a man who could read them, fallacies of Christian teachings, polygamy.
The unique Christian worldview of the resurrection sprang up and was accepted almost immediately. No time was needed for a process to question and consider or develop the idea.

[image: ]
From https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/The_Church_of_Jesus_Christ_of_Latter-day_Saints_membership_history. 

This section ends with a note on the apostles. As we learned in 12 Ordinary Men, all the apostles but John were killed as martyrs. Not many people will die a torturous death for a lie.
The Challenge of the Resurrection
“If you don’t short-circuit the process with the philosophical bias against the possibility of miracle, [of all the things we know about first century history and culture] the resurrection of Jesus has the most evidence for it.” [p 319]
“The only way anyone embraced the resurrection back then was by letting the evidence challenge and change their worldview, their view of what was possible.” [p 220]

What do you think about miracles? If the resurrection is real, it provides infinite hope. 

How can we share the importance of the resurrection with our friends?

“Take away Easter and Karl Marx was probably right to accuse Christianity of ignoring problems of the material world. Take it away and Freud was probably right to say Christianity is wish-fulfillment. Take it away and Nietzsche probably was right to say it was for wimps.” [p 221]

NEXT WEEK: The Dance of God – What does it mean to say God is a God of love? Can love be a characteristic of a single-person God? 



CHAPTER 14 - The Dance of God
Near the end of the book, the author concludes: “I believe that Christianity makes the most sense out of our individual life stories and out of what we see in the world’s history” (p. 213 222). Thus, he does not present watertight proof of God’s existence, but offers the message of Christianity as the most plausible explanation for the human condition and what we observe in the world around us. Do you feel Keller has made a compelling case? Why or why not? 

The Divine Dance
Now he’s going to begin to bring the threads of his narrative together and look at the storyline of Christianity as a whole.

According to Keller [pp 223-224], the singular, self-centered individual “will do things and give affection to others, as long as it helps us meet our personal goals and fulfills us.” How is this different that our triune God? 
John 1:18 No one has seen God at any time; the only begotten God who is in the bosom of the Father, He has explained Him.
16:14 He will glorify Me, for He will take of Mine and will disclose it to you.
17:4-5 I glorified You on the earth, having accomplished the work which You have given Me to do. 5 Now, Father, glorify Me together with Yourself, with the glory which I had with You before the world was.

Each person of the Trinity circles the other two, seeking to glorify them. How would you answer the question asked at the bottom of page 223? “What does it mean, then, that the Father , Son, and Holy Spirit glorify one another.” Each is circling the others pouring love, delight, and adoration into them. Kind of like a dance.

This is a class addressing to some extent, the Trinity. “The doctrine of the Trinity overloads our mental circuits. Despite its cognitive difficulty, however, this astonishing, dynamic conception of the triune God is bristling with profound, wonderful, life-shaping, world-changing implications.” [p 225]
The Dance of Love
What do you think most people mean when they say “God is love.”? Love is important to God and He wants us to love others. According to Keller, why is this dance of the Trinity required if we are to ascribe LOVE as an essential part of God’s character?
A “unipersonal” god existing alone from eternity can neither demonstrate love nor receive love.

Many religions and much of the new age movement stress the importance of becoming one with an ubiquitous god. That individual personality really needs to be overcome in deference to god. Christianity is different, says Keller. “Ultimate reality is a community of persons who know and love one another.” [p 226] Thoughts?

Does this understanding of the Trinity affect how you might see Mark 8:35?
Mark 8:35  For whoever wishes to save his life will lose it, but whoever loses his life for My sake and the gospel’s will save it.
God wants a lifestyle change in us. He wants us to join His dance.

Does this understanding the Trinity affect how you understand Genesis 1:26 Then God said, “Let Us make man in Our image, according to Our likeness;…”?

The Dance of Creation
We were created in His image. If He finds infinite happiness in an “other orientation,” doesn’t that imply the same for us? Keller asks the following question: Why did God create us? How would you answer this after reading this chapter?

What does John 17:20-24 add to our understanding of why God created us?
John 17:20-24 “I do not ask on behalf of these alone, but for those also who believe in Me through their word; 21 that they may all be one; even as You, Father, are in Me and I in You, that they also may be in Us, so that the world may believe that You sent Me. 22 The glory which You have given Me I have given to them, that they may be one, just as We are one; 23 I in them and You in Me, that they may be perfected in unity, so that the world may know that You sent Me, and loved them, even as You have loved Me. 24 Father, I desire that they also, whom You have given Me, be with Me where I am, so that they may see My glory which You have given Me, for You loved Me before the foundation of the world.
Keller has the following quote on page 228. “The ultimate end of creation, then, is  union in love between God and loving creatures.”

“God did not create us to get the cosmic, infinite joy of mutual love and glorification, but to share it. We were made to join in the dance.” [p 228]

Losing the Dance
Being self-centered and self-seeking is trying to get God to orbit around us. When man refused to serve God, we lost the dance. Jesus came to begin a new humanity, one with a God-centered life, one able to dance again. Thoughts on this section?
The first Adam was tested with a tree as was the last Adam. See John 17:22.

Returning to the Dance
In this chapter, Keller talks about the dance of God and our part in it. How are we invited to the dance? Jesus’s death on the cross is an invitation for us to join. Salvation is our agreeing to join the dance. But we need to learn the steps. We must learn to focus on Him and not ourselves.

“From the highest to the lowest self exists to be abdicated and, by that abdication, it becomes more truly self, to be thereupon yet the more abdicated, and so forever.” [p 231] Do you find this a difficult statement? Do you agree with it? 


The Future of the Dance
Keller starts this section reiterating one of the difference between Christianity and other world religions—that at the end of time, “we see heaven descending into our world to unite with it and purify it of all its brokenness and imperfection.”

Nature will be restored to its full glory in its own dance with God. Look at the following verses and consider what they say about that. Do you have other verses?
Psalm 65:9-13 You visit the earth and cause it to overflow;
You greatly enrich it;
The stream of God is full of water;
You prepare their grain, for thus You prepare the earth.
10 You water its furrows abundantly,
You settle its ridges,
You soften it with showers,
You bless its growth.
11 You have crowned the year with Your bounty,
And Your paths drip with fatness.
12 The pastures of the wilderness drip,
And the hills gird themselves with rejoicing.
13 The meadows are clothed with flocks
And the valleys are covered with grain;
They shout for joy, yes, they sing.

Romans 8:21 that the creation itself also will be set free from its slavery to corruption into the freedom of the glory of the children of God.

“Glory to God in the highest goes with Peace on Earth.” {last line of this section]
The Christian Life
One of Keller’s main points is that Christianity is more than getting our sins forgiven. Discuss this idea.

He asks some good questions in the middle of page 234.
What does it mean, then, to become part of God’s work in the world? What does it mean to live a Christian life?
“God made us to ever increasingly share in his own joy and delight in the same way he has joy and delight within himself.” [p 234]
How do we share His joy?
As we give Him glory focusing on Him rather than ourselves.
Honoring and serving others made in the image of Gods glory. (Mark Ludy-overcoming pornography)
As we cherish His derivative glory in the world of nature.
“We glorify and enjoy Him only as we worship him, serve the human community, and care for the created environment.” [p 234]



Epilogue – Where Do We Go from Here
One of the purposes Keller had in writing this book was to show that Christianity is more plausible than other worldviews…than the religions of the world. Did he accomplish that in your way of thinking? 

Now that we have completed this study, he wants us to do some personal introspection, to ask ourselves a number of questions.
Examining Your Motives
Have you examined your motives for turning to Christ? For attending Cornerstone? For participation in this study? For whatever?

It is important to move toward a commitment to Christ. But it is also important to determine what is the motivation. “Are you getting into Christianity to serve God or to get God to serve you?” [p 238]

Almost all of us begin our journey toward God because we want something. Like the Rich Young Ruler (Matthew 19:16-22) who wanted eternal life, what we want sometimes comes at a cost. Yet he went away sad, which is a good sign. He was considering the cost.
Counting the Cost
Have you considered, as we learned also in Not a Fan, that to become a follower of Christ means we let Jesus change who we are at our core? How much control of your own life have you abdicated, turning it over to Christ? 

Luke 9:23 - If anyone wishes to come after Me, he must deny himself, and take up his cross daily and follow Me.

The seeker must ask the question, “Who is Jesus?” Keller mentions the U2 singer Bono who asked if a deranged man on the order of Charles Manson could have affected the world the way Jesus did. The only alternative to this is that Jesus is who he said he was and for us to center our lives on Him. Watchman Nee and C.S. Lewis also gave similar argument based on 3 possibilities.

In the mid-nineteenth century the Scottish Christian preacher “Rabbi” John Duncan (1796-1870) formulated what he called a “trilemma.” In Colloquia Peripatetica (p. 109) we see Duncan’s argument from 1859-1860, with my numbering added:
Christ either [1] deceived mankind by conscious fraud, or [2] He was Himself deluded and self-deceived, or [3] He was Divine. There is no getting out of this trilemma. It is inexorable.

In 1936, Watchman Nee made a similar argument in his book, Normal Christian Life. A person who claims to be God must belong to one of three categories:
First, if he claims to be God and yet in fact is not, he has to be a madman or a lunatic.
Second, if he is neither God nor a lunatic, he has to be a liar, deceiving others by his lie.
Third, if he is neither of these, he must be God.
You can only choose one of the three possibilities.
If you do not believe that he is God, you have to consider him a madman.
If you cannot take him for either of the two, you have to take him for a liar.
There is no need for us to prove if Jesus of Nazareth is God or not. All we have to do is find out if He is a lunatic or a liar. If He is neither, He must be the Son of God.

C. S. Lewis, speaking in 1942 (and published in Mere Christianity in 1952), gave the argument its most memorable formulation:
I am trying here to prevent anyone saying the really foolish thing that people often say about Him: I’m ready to accept Jesus as a great moral teacher, but I don’t accept his claim to be God. That is the one thing we must not say. A man who was merely a man and said the sort of things Jesus said would not be a great moral teacher. He would either be a lunatic—on the level with the man who says he is a poached egg—or else he would be the Devil of Hell. You must make your choice. Either this man was, and is, the Son of God, or else a madman or something worse. You can shut him up for a fool, you can spit at him and kill him as a demon or you can fall at his feet and call him Lord and God, but let us not come with any patronising nonsense about his being a great human teacher. He has not left that open to us. He did not intend to. . . . Now it seems to me obvious that He was neither a lunatic nor a fiend: and consequently, however strange or terrifying or unlikely

“Christians are people who let the reality of Jesus change everything about who they are, how thy see, and how they live.” [ 241]

Taking Inventory
Have you considered the basic tenets of our faith and determined if you are committed to them?

On page 242, Keller provides questions for a person who is not ready to commit.
Content Issues: Are there any part s of the Christian message—creation, sin, Jesus as God, Cross, Resurrection—that you don’t understand or agree with?
Coherence issues: Are there still doubts and objections to the Christian faith that you cannot resolve?
Cot issues: Do you perceive that a move into full Christian faith will cost you something dear? What fears do you have about commitment?

Once deciding for Christ, it is important to join with others on the same pilgrimage. Join a local church.

To things are required to connect or reconnect with God

Making the Move
Have you “made the move” by REPENTING and BELIEVING?

We must turn from those things we treat like gods in our lives. And we must believe as in Romans 10:9-10.

Keller uses the analogy of falling from a cliff and reaching out for branch. Do I see it as strong but fail to grasp it? Or perhaps I see it as weak yet reach out and take it.

Committing to Community
Have you become fully committed member of a body of believers—if not Cornerstone, then somewhere)?

“Two things and a third.” What is the third?  We “should confirm and seal that personal commitment through public, communal action in baptism and becoming part of the church. Hearts are unruly things, and to be sure that we have put our hearts trust in Jesus rather than in other things, we need to follow through and join a body of believers.” [p 247] Do you agree?
The Trauma of Grace
Do you understand that salvation is by the Grace of God and not anything we do? Have you answered in your own mind how GRACE plays into REMPENTING and BELIEVING?


Keller tells of a story where a woman must consider that she is both “Saved and warthog from hell at the same time.” This is grace.

[bookmark: _GoBack]He ends this section with: “During a dark time in her life, a woman in my congregation complained that she had prayed over and over, 'Go‘, help me find you,’ but had gotten nowhere. A Christian friend suggested to her that she might change her prayer to, ‘God, come and find me…’” Like the good shepherd.






CLOSING
As a final discussion point, talk about how your views have changed as a result of reading The Reason for God. If you were skeptical about God when you started reading the book, are you less skeptical today? If you began this discussion as a believer, are you more confident now in what you believe? As you discuss your answers, consider any other areas you might like to explore with members of your reading group. 
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