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Topics in Apologetics

Study Guide

Lesson 1: The Existence of God
Frame, Apologetics to the Glory of God, 89-118.

Frame, “Ontological Argument”


--, “Infinite Series”


--, “Do We Need God to be Moral?”


--, “Self-Refuting Statements”


--, “Transcendental Argument”

Bahnsen and Stein, The Great Debate, http://www.bellevuechristian.org/faculty/dribera/htdocs/PDFs/Apol_Bahnsen_Stein_Debate_Transcript.pdf. 
Keller, The Reason for God, 127-158.
Poythress, V., Redeeming Science, Chapter 1 (13-31). 
Key Terms

Person variable

Moral values

Transcendental argument

Blockhouse methodology

Agnostic

Behavior test

Norm

Moral argument
Epistemological argument

Metaphysical arguments

Teleological argument

Cosmological argument (Kalam 
form)
Cosmological argument (Aquinas)
Ontological argument

Absolute personality

Ultimate impersonality

Fine tuning argument
Anthropic principle

Regularity of nature

The clue of beauty

Blessed longing

Questions

1. Does Frame consider his argument “absolutely certain?” If not, how does he seek to avoid compromising the clarity of God’s revelation? 


2. Does a moral argument for God assume that moral values can be understood apart from God? Why or why not? 


3. Are there any agnostics? Why or why not? 


4. Is the unbeliever a theist or an atheist? Or both? Why? How is the “behavior test” relevant? 


5. “Moral values are rather strange.” How? 


6. Can we derive moral obligations from the consequences of human actions? Why or why not? Discuss Keller’s observations in his “Knowledge of God” chapter about evolutionary accounts of morality. 

7. Are moral values subjective feelings? Discuss Frame’s reply, and Keller’s critique of various views of the basis of human rights. 

8. Is truth itself an ethical value? Why or why not? 


9. “The assertion that ethical values are subjective is self-contradictory.” Explain, evaluate. 


10. “Ethical values are hierarchically structured.” Explain, evaluate. Do our ethical values ever change? Describe the Christian hierarchy of values. 


11. Is it possible for an impersonal structure in the universe to warrant moral obligation? Discuss. 


12. “What is there that is capable of imposing an absolute obligation upon human beings?” Answer the question and defend your answer. 


13. “If obligations arise from personal relationships, then absolute obligation must arise from our relationship with an absolute person.” Explain, evaluate. 


14. How does Frame show that the God of his moral argument is in fact the God of the Bible? What do you think? Compare Keller’s chapter on “The Knowledge of God.” 

15. “The argument, of course, does not prevent anyone from choosing unbelief.” Why not? 


16. “The choice is between God and chaos, God and nothing, God and insanity.” Explain, evaluate. 


17. Does evolution explain adequately the correlation between the human mind and the world? Discuss. 


18. “Truth is an ethical value.” Explain, evaluate. How does this affect the force of the epistemological argument? 

19. “Even logic itself is value based.” Explain, evaluate. 


20. “Intuitively, we feel the power of [the teleological argument].” Give some examples. 


21. “A perfect analogy between the world and objects of human design would actually be counterproductive to Christian apologetics.” Why? Evaluate. 


22. “In the teleological argument as well, it makes a difference when we are able to see truth and rationality as moral virtues.” Why, or why not? 

23. “The essential antithesis… between the two worldviews, absolute personality versus ultimate impersonality, eliminate consideration of Hume’s alternative explanations.” Give some examples of Hume’s suggestions, and show why this antithesis defeats them, or why it does not. 


24. Discuss the relation between causes and reasons. 

25. “The irrationalism that denies causation at some point in the world process is not so much a reasoned position as a failure of nerve.” Explain, evaluate. 


26. “The non-Christian rationalist is here in a quandary, for his motivations press him in two directions simultaneously.” What are those directions? Why is this important? 


27. “…if it is possible for God to be self-existent and self-explanatory, causeless, and an ultimate reason, why can’t the world be too? If we may end our causal inquiry with God, why not stop with the world and be done with it?” Give Frame’s answer and discuss. 


28. “The ontological argument makes a logical jump from concept to reality.” Explain and reply. 


29. “…the ontological argument proves the biblical God only if it presupposes distinctively Christian values and a Christian view of existence.” Explain, evaluate. 

30. Summarize and evaluate Bahnsen’s “transcendental argument for the existence of God.” 


31. How, precisely, was Bahnsen’s argument different from the arguments Stein was prepared to refute? 


32. Enumerate and discuss some of Keller’s “Clues of God.” What objections can be raised against these, and how does Keller reply? Evaluate. 

33. Some have used evolution to prove that the “clues” have no force. But Keller argues “not only that the clue-killer argument has a fatal contradiction in it, but that it actually points to another clue for God.” What is that clue? Evaluate his argument. 


34. Why must scientists believe in God, according to Poythress? Evaluate. 
Lesson 2: Proving the Gospel

Frame, Apologetics to the Glory of God, 119-147.

Keller, The Reason for God, 97-108, 159-242. 
Key Terms

Biblical criticism
Psychological realism
Thematic consilience

Archetypal quality

Diagnostic discernment

Historical centeredness
Johannine asides

Questions


1. Frame: “So our main task is to isolate the Bible’s own argument for the truth of the gospel message.” Wouldn’t it be better to argue for the truth of Scripture using extra-biblical evidence? Evaluate. 


2. Frame says that absolute-personality theism “creates an immense presumption in favor of the biblical tradition.” Why? Explain and evaluate. 


3. “One does not need to study every world religion and philosophy thoroughly. Only two are of any importance.” Why? Discuss. 


4. “Since there is no other logical candidate for a source of God’s words, we must hear and obey that message.” Explain, evaluate. 


5. Summarize Scripture’s own doctrine of Scripture. Why is this important to an apologetic argument? 


6. Describe the general views of liberal biblical critics, and their arguments for holding such positions. 

7. Describe and evaluate C. S. Lewis’s complaints against liberal Bible critics. 


8. “Since the mainstream Bible scholars reject biblical inerrancy, why shouldn’t I do the same.” Reply. 


9. Is Scripture’s teaching about its own authority credible? Why or why not? Is it likely that the gospels are legends? Discuss Keller’s argument on that. 

10. What is the “argument from prophecy?” How should we make use of it? 


11. How did people trained from their youth in Jewish monotheism come to believe that Jesus was God? 


12. “Miracles do have an epistemological function, even though they themselves will not convert an unbeliever.” Explain. 


13. Hume: “one should never accept testimony concerning a miracle, because it will always be outweighed by the evidence for a natural explanation.” Reply. 

14. Describe and evaluate the evidence for the Resurrection of Jesus Christ. (Frame, Keller)

15. Describe and evaluate attempts to refute the evidence for the Resurrection. (Frame, Keller)      

16. “One cannot deny (the Resurrection), save by a radical skepticism which calls all knowledge into question.” Explain, evaluate. (Frame; Keller’s “Challenge of the Resurrection”). 

17. “So, biblical religion alone, of all the religions and philosophies of the world, provides an authoritative answer to the question we most need to ask of God: How can my sins be forgiven?” Explain evaluate. 


 18. How does Keller define sin? What two kinds of sin does he distinguish in chapter 11? What would you say to someone who says he doesn’t believe in sin? 

19. How does Keller distinguish between “religion” and the Gospel? What is the difference between a life motivated by grace and one motivated by ambition for moral excellence? Why does he say that grace makes a higher demand on our lives? 

20. According to Keller, why must forgiveness be costly? Discuss. 


21. Keller: “Real love is a personal exchange.” Explain, evaluate. 


22. According to Keller, why did Jesus die?  


23. How does Keller relate the Trinity to the Christian life? Evaluate.


24. How does Keller motivate his readers to make a commitment to Christ? Discuss. 

Lesson 3: The Problem of Evil and Other Objections
Frame, Apologetics to the Glory of God, 149-190. 

Keller, The Reason for God, 22-34, 51-83. 
Key Terms

Problem of evil
Unreality of evil defense
Divine weakness defense

Best possible world defense

Free will defense

Character building defense

Stable environment defense

Indirect cause defense

Ex-lex defense

Greater good defense
Questions

1. Formulate the problem of evil as a series of logical syllogisms. 


2. Distinguish the logical from the emotional problems of evil. 


3. “Indeed, the Bible is preoccupied with the problem of evil.” Where? How?


4. Should we solve the problem of evil by revising the traditional doctrine of God? Why or why not? 

5. Respond to one of the traditional defenses against the problem of evil. 


6. “The unbeliever has no right to raise the issue of the problem of evil, for he has no means to distinguish good from evil.” Why? Explain, evaluate. Compare Keller’s argument, 25-28. 

7. “God is the standard for his actions.” How is this principle relevant to the problem of evil? Mention some Scripture references. 


8. Explain “the wait and the dialectic.” How is this relevant to the problem of evil? Compare Keller on “Resurrection and Suffering.” 

9. Describe and evaluate the greater good defense. 


10. Explain the bearing of Rev. 15:3-4 on the problem of evil. 


11. “Scripture gives us a new heart.” How is this relevant to the problem of evil? 


12. How does Keller show that evil and suffering are not evidence against God? 


13. How is the cross of Jesus relevant to the problem of evil, according to Keller? 


14. “The church has a history of supporting injustice and violence.” Give Keller’s reply, and your own. 


15. “So many Christians are fanatics.” Reply. 


16. Discuss and evaluate the difference between Christianity and “religion” according to Keller. 


17. How can a loving God send people to Hell? Answer with the help of Keller’s discussion. 


18. “In short, hell is simply one’s freely chosen identity apart from God on a trajectory into infinity.” Explain and evaluate. 


19. “Belief in hell is evidence of narrowmindedness.” Reply. 


20. “I believe in a God of love, not judgment.” Evaluate Keller’s reply. 

Lesson 4: Philosophy and Religion

Frame, Apologetics to the Glory of God, 191-217. 


--, “Greeks Bearing Gifts”


--, Problems of Apologetics Lecture Outline, 10-14. 

Key Terms

Atheism

Idolatry

Idolatrous atheism

Rationalism

Irrationalism
Fate (in Greek thought)
Questions


1. Are there instances of offensive apologetics in Scripture? Give examples. 


2. “Unbelieving thought is always a mixture of atheism and idolatry.” Explain, evaluate. 


3. Describe the relation between atheism and relativism. 


4. “Like atheism, idolatry can be either theoretical or practical.” Give examples of each. 


5. “The concept of evolution did not begin with Darwin.” Explain, evaluate. 


6. Describe and evaluate Frame’s view of the relation between Schaeffer and Dooyeweerd. 


7. Give some examples of how philosophers combine atheism-irrationalism with idolatry-rationalism. 


8. Present a general response to atheistic relativism. 


9. Present a general response to idolatrous rationalism. 


10. Present a general response to atheistic idolatry. 


11. Distinguish the “older Greek religion” from the “religion of the Olympic gods.” Show how each involves a rationalist and an irrationalist principle. 


12. How did Greek philosophy differ from earlier Greek religion? 


13. “Though the philosophers disagreed on much, they all agreed that​​​______________. Discuss the significance of this fact.


14. Describe rationalist and irrationalist aspects of the thought of some Greek philosophers such as the Milesians, Heraclitus, Parmenides, the Atomists, Pythagoras, the Sophists, Socrates, Plato, Aristotle, Stoicism, Plotinus. 

15. What would you say are the philosophical and theological weak points of Islam? 

Lesson 5: Science
Keller, The Reason for God, 84-96. 
Poythress, Redeeming Science, Chapter 19, 259-83. 
Frame, “Is Intelligent Design Science?

Key Terms

Intelligent design

Irreducible complexity
Methodological naturalism
Ontological or metaphysical naturalism

Closed regularity

Open regularity

Anomaly

Redundant complexity

Questions


1. “Science is religious.” Explain, evaluate. 

2. “Intelligent design is not scientific, because it is not based on observation and experiment.” Evaluate.


3. Should Intelligent Design be taught in schools? Why or why not? 


4. Does supernatural explanation bring an end to scientific exploration? Respond to Poythress’ comments. Does the distinction between primary and secondary causality help us here? 

5. “In sum, when confronting the challenge of the intelligent design movement, methodological naturalism decomposes into various alternatives, none of which offers a sound basis for excluding the hypothesis of design” (Poythress, 272). What are those alternatives? Why do they fail to exclude design? Evaluate Poythress’s argument. 


6. “Methodological naturalists might complain that when we invoke God, we mix causal levels, and so evade ‘scientific’ explanation” (Poythress, 280). Describe and evaluate Poythress’ reply.  


7. “…in my opinion, the predominant methodological naturalism in science needs to change…” (Poythress, 283). Why? Evaluate. 

8. Are miracles scientifically impossible? Discuss Keller’s reply. 


9. Why do so many scientists disbelieve in God? Should that trouble us? Why or why not? 

Lesson 6: Modern Culture

Frame, Christianity and Culture
Keller, The Reason for God, 109-114. 
Edgar, “No News is Good News”

Key Terms
Culture
Cultural mandate

Religion

Common grace

Special grace

Christ against culture

The Christ of culture

Christ above culture

Christ and culture in paradox

Two kingdoms

Christ the transformer of culture

World (two senses)

Nature and grace (Roman Catholic)

Natural reason

Earthly happiness

Supernatural end

Premodern

Modern

Postmodern

Paganism

Monism

Questions

1. Distinguish between creation and culture. 


2. Distinguish between dominion over the earth and exploitation of it. 


3. “Cultures always involve values.” Why? Give examples. 


4. Henry Van Til: “Culture is simply the service of God in our lives; it is religion externalized.” Explain, evaluate. 


5. Does Scripture teach that there are good elements in fallen culture? Give examples? If it does, what is the source of that goodness? 


6. Does God’s special grace make an impact on culture? If not, why not? If so, give examples. 


7. How does sola Scriptura impact Christian analysis of culture? 


8. “Christ against the world, yes; Christ against culture, no.” Explain, evaluate. 

9. Describe and evaluate “the Christ of culture.” Give some examples of people who have held this view. 


10. Same for “Christ above culture.”


11. Same for “Christ and culture in paradox.”


12. Same for “Christ, the transformer of culture.” 


13. Describe “God’s critique of culture.”


14. Describe and evaluate the critiques of culture by Francis Schaeffer, Os Guinness, David Wells, Ken Myers, Cornelius Van Til. 


15. What guidelines do you follow in deciding whether to see a particular film? 


16. What themes in films typically express non-Christian relativism? Dogmatism? 


17. What is postmodernism? Describe and evaluate. How is it a snare? How is it an opportunity for Christian witness? (Edgar; Pratt’s schema in C&C 3)


18. Reply to someone who thinks biblical teaching is culturally unacceptable, on account of its view of slavery or gender roles. Evaluate Keller’s response. 
