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Preface:  This book was written as a seminary text on apologetics. It is structured by the loci of systematic theology.   Contemporary theology has become quite fideistic, and apolgetics is not offered much in seminary. Two areas the book doesn’t cover: The History of Apologetics: see Dulles, A.1971 and the approaches of evangelical apologetics: see Boa, K and Bowman, R. Faith Has its Reasons. 2001 p.12 
Introduction:  He notes several purposes of apologetics: 1. Loving God with our minds, as is true of studying theology in general  2.to show unbelievers the truth, 3. to strengthen the faith of believers, 4. to show the connection between Christian doctrines and other truths.p15  Ap. Can also do the following: 1. Shape the culture: For many reason and science and faith represent a dichotomy.  For a secular person believing in Jesus and the Bible is like believing in fairies and a fairytale.  Europe has become very secular, and the US is heading down the same road.p16  Thus apologetics can create a climate in which the gospel can be heard as an intellectually viable option for thinking people. Apologists should present their message with gentleness and respect as in 1Pet. 3:15-16. 2. Strengthen Believers: In speaking to churches he has heard people tell him 
: “If only you had come before and spoken to our youth, our sons and daughters, they are now lost.” Unfortunately churches toady focus too much on entertainment, devotions and activities and little on the intellectual armor they will need in the world.  They need armor for the anti Christian world views of naturalism and humanism. This is one of the main reasons for the loss of youth form the church. He gave and an example of a college student who told him after one of his debates, that if he had not heard the debate and the logical arguments  given he would today be lost from the faith. After that he decided to go to seminary and become a minister.p20  He also noted that while some professors are good at beating up intellectually Christian students, they don’t do very well against Craig ion a debate. Christian students often remain quiet and don’t witness much to other students because, they are not prepared with good arguments and are easily beaten down. 3. Evangelize unbelievers:  It has been said many times “No one comes to Christ by arguments of a believer”.  This is not true. The early apostles gave arguments, and Paul did: Acts 17:2-3,17; 19:8; 28:23-4; 14:15-18.  They made rational arguments with both Jews and pagans. For the Jews they talked about prophecy fulfilled and the resurrection of Jesus. For the pagans they went back to creation and traced some history.p21  It is somewhat true that Christian apologists are missionaries to a select group of intellectuals. But why are intellectuals any less valuable than some remote tribe? Every soul won is precious to the Lord.  Some great minds have been won by arguments. C.S. Lewis was, he was formerly an atheist.  Engineers, people in medicine, and lawyers are good candidates for these apologetic arguments. When won, they can and have become very powerful assets for the Lord. p22  Lee Strobel has said he known many people who point to coming to Christ from his books. Craig has seen some come to Christ from hearing the Kalam cosmological argument.
Two types of Apologetics: offense and defense positive and negative arguments: In Positive there is Natural theology and Christian evidences.  Examples; natural theology: Ontological, cosmological, teleological and moral arguments. Christian Evidences: Fulfilled prophesy, historical reliability of bible.  Defensive: answering the questions of evil and God, questions of biblical criticism, and modern science conflicting with the bible.p.24
Chap. 1 How do I know Christianity is true? p.29-60 Augustine held that then main ground for faith was divine authority and cooperation. However he also held that reason cooperated with this in bringing a person to faith(p.30).  Divine miracles and prophecies add to faith by history in the Bible(p.31).  Plantinga held that belief in God is both rational and warranted wholly apart form any evidential foundations(p.39). The reformed tradition had objected to natural theology solely, preferring fideism. Theological rationalism is at the other pole, believing because of reasons. Craig says Plantinga was correct in that the primary way we know Christianity is true is by the self-authenticating witness of God’s Holy Spirit. The experience of the HS is veridical (truthful) though not necessarily irresistible for him who has it. As in Gal. 3:26 God has sent the Spirit of his Son into our hearts, crying Abba Father;  Rom. 8:15-16 The Spirit bears witness to our spirit that we are children of God; Col. 4:12 The believer has knowledge of truth as result of the Spirit’s work. Thes. 1:5; Rom. 4:21; Col. 4:12; 1John 2:20,27 (p.44).  Thus evidence and arguments may support the believers faith they are not the primary basis of it(p.46). Thus we must distinguish between knowing and showing Christianity is true(p.43). The knowing is by the HS. The HS role for the nonbeliever follows: John 16:7-11 He will convince the world concerning sin and righteousness; 1Cor.2:14 The unbeliever can’t understand spiritual things; they are folly to him. Rom 8:7 He does not submit to God’s law. So in the final analysis he does not accept God because he prefers darkness. John: 6:44 No one comes to God unless the father draws him. What is the role of arguments and evidence then?  Martin Luther termed two kinds of reason: Magisterial (where it trumps the gospel) and Ministerial (it cooperates and servers the gospel). As Anselm put, it reason helps us understand and defend our faith. Thus we have a dual warrant to believe, the HS and reason. This can strengthen our faith and help us share more boldly.  The HS is still primary and the Magisterial view is not favored(p.46).  Examples follow: Say we are talking with a Jewish or Mormon believer and they also say they have the guidance of the HS. How can we convince them that their view is wrong? Here we need to use reasons and arguments.  There are limits to arguments of man. If our arguments are wrong or not convincing enough, it is still the believer’s responsibility for his belief. If one believes the magisterial role is primary, then their belief is dependent on our arguments being true(p.50).  Nevertheless, Craig states he has met many non-Christians who came from a conservative Christian background, but were turned off to the gospel by being told just to believe and not ask rational questions.  By giving some rational arguments and answering their troubling questions, they made decision for Christ. In summary, success in evangelism is simply communicating Christ, and arguments if needed, in the power of the HS and leaving the results to God. Effectiveness in using apologetics requires study and practice.  One must determine if the non-believer is throwing up an intellectual smoke screen or has true questions. The arguments given need to be tailed to their true questions.p.60. pg 58 quote is good. Their are two types of arguments: inductive and deductive(p.52). Bayes’ theorem is used to calculate the probability of inductive arguments.p53  Inductive arguments are good when they provide the best explanation. Apologetics shows Christianity is probably true. When using expert testimony we should use neutral or anti- Christian persons.p56  The HS can work through both preaching and rational arguments. Both Paul and the other disciples use arguments. 1Pet. 3:15;  he primary purpose of evangelism is to present Christ. We only use arguments when we need them. With the Jews they used fulfilled prophecy and the miracle of the resurrection. With pagans they talked of the existence of God through his handiwork in nature.  M. Green’s book Evangelism in the Early Church describes this more.p57
Chap. 2 The absurdity of life without God: there are disastrous consequences for humans and society if there is no God. Both Pascal and Schaeffer assert that, if life has not meaning or purpose, men try to ignore this and escape into non reality to life. It is to discouraging to life without these.p65-7  They then pursue trivialities and distractions. Pascal says man, without God is a mere speck, a thinking reed. It is only his thinking and questions that sets him apart. S. Kierkegaard proposed we live lie on 3 planes: Aesthetic, ethical and religious.  The aesthetic leads to boredom, and has no meaning. The ethical provides a leap to meaning and values. The religious is the final leap of faith and only here does man find true purpose.p 70 L. Eiseley said man is cosmic orphan; He asks the questions why, and who am I. With no God life, becomes absurd. Paul Tillich called this the threat of non-being, which is a fear we have. Science says ultimately man, the whole human race and the universe faces destruction and heat death. What difference does our brief life make if there is no propose? Thus man has no more significance than a swarm of cosmic mosquitoes. Why do good then if these all come to nothing? The plays Waiting for Godot by S. Beckett and No Exit by Sartre portray this.p74  There is no ultimate value and purpose without immortality. Good quote on p.77 Madman seek God. If God is dead so is man. Most men can’t live a truly consistent atheism and some atheists like B. Russell admit this. They leap to made up values and purposes. Love and brotherhood?  Many evils become Ok with atheism:  The torturing of prisoners, the dissection of pregnant mothers  and torturing of babies by Dr. Mengele in the death camps, ethnic cleansing by murder,  the Hindu, practice of suttee (burning widows alive on the funeral pyres of their husbands). Good quote from Dr. Rue on the Noble lie of humanists where each can make up his own values and meaning.p.85 Craig has found the moral and values argument very effective with college students. If values are relative and vary with culture, it is difficult to set any true values.p.88
Chap. 3. Existence of God 1:p.93-127 Conventional wisdom is that it’s impossible to prove God; but recently there has been a remarkable resurgence in natural theology. This is resurgence is also occurring in philosophy and astronomy-cosmology.  The ontological argument by Anselm: If God is conceivable he must exist. P.95 The cosmological argument has 3 forms: The first is the Kalam of Al-Ghazali:  Every being which begins has a cause for its beginning; now the world is a being which begins; therefore it posses a cause for its beginning. Also anything which begins. The 2nd is of T. Aquinas: It seeks a fist cause in rank. 3 parts: 1 Movement of objects has a cause and first cause. 2. Causes are ordered in a series; The first cause is uncaused and God. 3. The necessity of being from the existence of contingent beings.p98  3. The third is of Leibniz: why dies the universe exist? The reason can’t be found in any single think in the universe, for each is contingent itself and does not have to exist. Therefore the reason must be found outside of the universe, in a being whose sufficient reason is self contained.p.99. Another form of it  follows:1. Anything that exists has an explanation of its existence, either in the necessity of its own nature or in an external cause. 2. If the universe has an explanation of its existence, that explanation is God. 3. The universe exists, 4.therefore, the universe has an explanation of its existence from (1,3) 5. Therefore, the explanation of the existence of the universe is god.(from 2,4)p106 He provides much detail on the cosmological argument. He notes that the standard inflationary big bang model has survived many challenges and has considerable confirmation now.p.140  The 2nd law of thermodynamics argues for a beginning and running out of  free energy. At 1030 yrs. there would be 90% dead stars.p.143  It is logical that there should be a first cause outside of the universe as space and time were then created.p.152
The teleological argument is from design. Plato and Aristotle favored this as did Aquinas and Paley.p99 The moral argument: Ultimate goodness is associated with God and goes back to Plato, Aquinas and W. Sorley. P105 Aquinas held that there is a gradation of goodness with the highest being God. Sorely argues that moral values are eternally valid and thus can’t reside in temporary finite persons. For good debate on moral values see:http://truthbomb.blogspot.com/2011/04/dr-william-lane-craig-goes-head-to-head.html  Here Craig debates S. Harris. Harris held that morals can be accounted for by what is good for our human well being and health. Craig said this is different than morals(right and wrong) and doesn’t answer the should-ought question. Harris acknowledged human consciousness, and questioned God’s goodness in the Old Testament (ordering killings), and the disasters that kill people. He also noted that theism includes Islam which can be violent. Why would all moral Muslims and babies be killed?  He questioned the divine command idea-that anything God does is good, even killing whole cities. 
Chap.4. The existence of God 2.p157-99 The teleological argument is from design and fine tuning. Many physical constants are fine tuned for life, as is the universe expansion from the big bang. The entropy per Baron is also very low. The formal argument: 1. The fine-tuning of the universe is due to physical necessity, change or design. 2. It is not due to physical necessity or to chance. 3. Therefore it is due to design. S. Hawkins argued it is not a physical necessity.p162
The moral argument: 1. If God does not exist, objective moral values and duties do not exist. 2. Objective moral values do exist, 3. Therefore, God exists.p172  The Holocaust was wrong, even if the Nazis said it was right and even if they took over the world and killed of objectors to it.  The humanists treat humans as special relative to other species, but there is no good reason to do so. That shows specie-ism and unjustified bias to one’s own species. Animals rape and kill one another all the time and it is not considered wrong. Some claim a herd morality which functions for preservation of the species. Others claim that is good which contributes to flourishing of the species.p.177 Plato asserted objective morals do exist. There is still no reason or obligation to follow them from atheism. Plato’s dialog Euthyphro asserts that either something is good because God wills it or it is just good in itself.  God provides divine commands and this establishes duties. They are and expression of his just and loving nature. God by definition is the greatest possible goodness.p182  
Plantinga’s Ontological Argument: 1. It is possible that a maximally great being exists. 2. If it is possible that a maximally great being exists, then a maximally great being exists in some possible world.(description of reality) 3. If a maximally great being exists in some possible world, then it exists in every possible world. 4. If in every world then in the actual world. 5. If in the actual world then the being exsits.p.185  The Kalam arguments is useful and is a link to Muslims. Few people really understand the big bang theory and that it was the start of space and time. For the moral argument we should say objective morals not absolute standards. They can say there are exceptions to absolutes. The moral argument is really good because if affects people directly while the Cosmo. and design do not.  Today people are taught moral relativism, and situation-ethics. Slavery being OK changed with time. Sometimes they bring up God not being moral in ordering the Canaanites killed. This presupposes they know all the details, and more justice than God. It challenges biblical inerrancy. They may think morals come from nature and nurture. p194 Disasters can follow natural laws.  Insert from AIG book Why Does God’s Creation Include Death and Suffering? (p. 325).  Mitchell (pp.328-30) points out this is a result of the original fall, and the curse. Also God may use suffering as a reminder that sin has consequences and as a call to repentance.  Newman (5) gave some other advice and answers.  Try to find out what is behind the questioners words. Are they angry and hurt?  Are they antagonistic?  Are they philosophical?  The answer given would vary with the individuals need.  For some one who is hurt, find out about their hurt and show empathy.  For someone antagonistic ask “Do you really think anyone knows why such things happen?”  Let’s say someone could answer your question. Would that really help?”  Answers in scripture include:  Man was given free will and can sin or be evil:  God is sovereign and no one knows all of His reasons.  Sometimes apparent evil works for good, later.  The fall, the curse and sin created continuing problems. Kennedy (1996 p. 173-4) added that God created the world good and Adam’s sin brought on suffering and the curse.  All are sinners are deserving of condemnation and it is only by grace that we are saved.  If God stopped all suffering, he would also stop all indicators that something was wrong in the world and would have to stop free will.
Chap. 5. Historical knowledge:p.207 Philosophers have noted Christianity involves history in addition to beliefs. Augustine and Aquinas held that miracles and prophecy in the Bible helped verify scripture.p209 During the medieval period the main scholars were in the church.  The reformers had an interest in history because they objected to some Catholic traditions as not scriptural.  Modern methods of viewing history developed more recently. The school of historical relativism recognized that all history has a subjective element as the writers have view point and are not completely neutral. The German historians started biblical criticism and this lead to also denying miracles. However other scholars noted that once one denies all miracles, much of the Bible history and of Jesus life is deleted. 217 Historians that believe in reconstructionism try alternate theories of events in history to see which are most plausible. Some writers have actually written events wrongly due to bias.p232  A historian C.B. McCullagh did a book Justifying Historical Descriptions, that  gives ways of weighing historical hypotheses. A good hypotheses must have the best explanatory power and scope to explain behaviors over other hypotheses.p.233  In this vein history records probable events, not absolutely certain ones. In court, decisions are make beyond a reasonable doubt but not beyond all doubt and most probable explanations are accepted. The problem of lack of neutrality of historians can be countered in 3 ways. 1. A common core of indisputable historical facts usually exists. 2. It is possible to distinguish between history and propaganda. 3.It is possible to distinguish good history from poor.p235-7 
The presupposition of naturalism can be interfering bias, in denying all miracles. This will often run counter to McCullagh’s book of the best explanatory power. For the resurrection of Jesus is a good explanation fitting many behaviors and facts of many authors. Alternate hypotheses like someone stole and hid the body, or he did not die, have very little support. One can’t easily prove God does not exist, and if he does exist, he could do miracles. That is logical.p240
