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Atheism
Meditation: 

God is close to all that call on Him sincerely. He fulfills the desires of those who reverence and trust Him. He fills our lives with good things. Let us be sheltered by You, O Lord, who is above all. 

Objective: 

· To know what atheists believe
· To learn how to answer them and give them proof of God‘s existence
Memory verse: 

“Seek the Lord while He may be found. Call upon Him while He is near” (Isaiah 55:6). 

References: 

· “Christian Apologetics,” Norman Geisler
· “Evidence of God in Human Physiology,” Phillip Bishop
· http://www.suscopts.org/messages/lectures/theologylecture2.pdf 

Introduction: 


The word “atheism” comes from the negative “a” which means “no” and “theos” which means “god.” Hence, atheism in terms means “no god.” Basically, atheism is the lack of belief in a god and/or the belief that there is no god. 

Lesson Outline: 


David the psalmist calls anyone a fool who says in his heart, “There is no God.” (Psalm 14:1), and behaves accordingly; “They are corrupt, they do abominable deeds, there is none that does good.” He condemns the wicked man who in his proud countenance does not seek God; God is in none of his thoughts” (Psalm 10:4). 

I. Some Basic Beliefs of Atheism 
· There is no God or devil. 

· There is no such thing as sin. 

· The universe is materialistic and measurable. 

· Evolution is a scientific fact. 

· Ethics and morals are relative. 


Atheists do not deny God‘s existence because they really do not feel He exists, but instead they DO NOT want God to exist. Atheists do not want God to exist because God does not approve of their sinful actions from which they receive pleasure. So atheists say God does not exist to deceive others into thinking they have the freedom to sin. 

Atheists have a very limited scope of knowledge since they only accept things which they can see with their dim eyes. If things point to God, they claim that there is something out there that will prove it by additional experiments or testing, like the presence of extraterrestrials (which of course does not exist). 


Atheistic scientists use all their advanced technological equipment to probe space and to send out powerful signals hoping to find any trace of intelligent life on other planets. Most already have the inclination that there are other rational creatures other than just humankind. This disposition is absent of any kind of proof, yet atheistic scientists are willing to believe it. On the contrary, atheistic scientists do not, and will not, even develop the inclination that angels and demons exist. If someone merely informed scientists that some intelligent life was found, they would believe that lie before they believe God exists. Atheistic scientists believe intelligent beings in outer space exist without factual evidence but reject the overwhelming proof of the existence of God. 

II. Evidence of God’s Existence 

A. “Just Right” universe 

Our Earth is perfectly designed for life. It‘s the “just right” size for the atmosphere we need. Its size and corresponding gravity hold a thin, but not too thin, layer of gases to protect us and allow us to breathe. When astronaut John Glenn returned to space, one of the things that struck him was how thin and fragile our atmosphere is (only 50 miles above the Earth). Earth is the only planet we know of that contains an atmosphere that can support human, animal, and plant life. The fact that we live on a “just right” planet in a “just right” universe is evidence that a loving God created it all. 

B. Moral values 

Certain values can be found in all human cultures, a belief that we act in certain ways because it is the right thing to do. Murdering, lying, cheating and stealing are wrong. Where did this universal sense of right and wrong come from? If we just evolved from the apes, and there is nothing except space, time, and matter, then from where did this moral sense of right and wrong arise? 


A moral sense of right and wrong is not connected to our muscles or bones or blood. The reason all human beings start out with an awareness of right and wrong, the reason we all yearn for justice and fairness, is that we are made in the image of God, Who is just and right. The reason we feel violated when someone does us wrong is that a moral law has been broken -- and a moral law could not have existed without a moral lawgiver. 

C. Evidence of design implies a designer 

William Paley, the English theologian, made a compelling argument years ago that the intricacies of a watch are so clearly engineered that it cannot be the product of nature: a watch demands a watchmaker. In the same way, the more we discover about our world and ourselves, the more we see that like an expertly-fashioned watch, our world and we ourselves have been finely crafted with intentional design. And design implies a designer. 

Probably the greatest evidence of design in creation is the DNA, the material of which our genes are made, as well as the genetic material for every living thing on the planet. DNA is a highly complex informational code, so complex that scientists struggle hard to decipher even the tiniest portions of the various genes in every organism. DNA conveys intelligent information; in fact, molecular biologists use language terms -- code, translation, and transcription - to describe what it does and how it acts. Communication engineers and information scientists tell us that a code could not have existed without a code-maker, so it would seem that DNA is probably the strongest indicator in our world that there is an intelligent Designer behind its existence. 

Those who deny the evidence of a designer are a lot like the foolish fisherman. If he fails to catch a fish, he says, “Aha! This proves there are no fish!” He does not want to consider the possibility that he might be an inept fisherman. Since science cannot measure the intangible or the supernatural, there are many people who say, “Aha! There is no Creator.” Foolish fishermen deny the evidence that God exists, although He has left His fingerprints all over creation. 

D. The reliability of the Bible 

Every religion has its own holy book, but the Bible is different from all the others. It is to be the very Word of God, not dropped out of the sky but God-breathed and infused with His power as He communicated His thoughts and intent through human writers. 

About forty different writers, on three different continents, wrote the Bible over a period of 1500 years. They addressed a wide variety of subjects, and yet the individual books of the Bible show a remarkable consistency within themselves. There is a great deal of diversity within the Bible, at the same time displaying an amazing unity. It presents an internally consistent message with one great theme: God‘s love for man and the great lengths to which He labors to demonstrate that love. 


One other aspect of the Bible is probably the greatest evidence that God exists and that He has spoken to us in His Holy Book: fulfilled prophecy. The Bible contains hundreds of details of history, which were written well in advance of their fulfillment. Only a sovereign God, who knows the future, can write prophecy that is accurately and always - eventually - fulfilled. Fulfilled prophecy is just one example of how God shows He exists and that He is not silent. How else do we explain the existence of history written in advance? 

The Existence of God
“And God said to Moses, ‘I AM WHO I AM’”(Ex 3:14)

The relation of faith and reason is often discussed in terms of whether God‘s existence can be proved and whether such proof would be adequate to bring a non-believer to faith. Although reason alone may not bring individuals to faith in God, believers are nonetheless able to give rational reasons for their faith in God. 


Our knowledge of God and the certainty of His existence comes through the personal experience of Him in our lives. Rational reasons can help us to appreciate the reality of God. It is hoped that the following reasons will enhance the faith of those who already know God and worship Him in their lives. It is also hoped that these reasons will help those who are still searching. 

The Three Types of Atheists: 
1. The Absolute Atheist: This is one who denies the absolute existence of God. 

2. The Providential Atheist: Also called a “Deist.” The term “deism” (from the Latin deus, ‘god’) is often used in a general sense to refer to that view of God which maintains God‘s creatorship but denies a continuing divine involvement with, or special presence within, that creation. They deny God‘s providential dealings and care for the world. It is often contrasted with “theism” (from Greek Theos, ‘god’), which allows for continuing divine involvement within the world. 

3. The Practical Atheist: This is a group that does not deny the being of God, but by their actions and lifestyle, by their evil and neglect of God, they act as though there’s no God. 

They profess to know God, but in works they deny Him, being abominable, disobedient, and disqualified for every good work” (Titus 1:16). 


In every atheist, there is a moral twist; “The fool has said in his heart, ‘There is no God.’ They are corrupt, they have done abominable works, there is none who does good” (Ps 14:1). They deny God because they want freedom from any responsibility for their sins. They are like those who do not want to come to the light because their deeds are evil (Jn 3:19-20). 

1. Pascal’s Wager: 

Blaise Pascal (1623- 62) was a French philosopher, scientist, and mathematician who argued the existence of God in terms of a wager. He based his wager on the fact that a normal, rational person when given two possible choices will choose the one with the best chance of obtaining a reward. For instance, if someone says that your house is on fire, it could be or it could not. The cost of finding out if it is, such as looking to see if it is, is small compared to the potential loss of not bothering to look and finding it burnt down. It would be utter foolishness for you not to take that look to see if your house is on fire. 

In the same manner, God either exists or He does not. 

· If we believe in God, are faithful to Him, and He exists, we will receive eternal reward in heaven. 

· If we believe in God and He does not exist, then at worst all we have lost is a few sinful pleasures. 

· If we do not believe in God and He does exist, we will face eternal damnation. 

· If we do not believe in God and He does not exist, then our sins will not be punished. 


So if we believe that God exists and we were right, we win everything. In the same way, if we believe that God exists and we are wrong and He does not exist, we have lost nothing. 


But if we believe that God does not exist and are right, then we win nothing. In the same way, if we believe that God does not exist and are wrong, then we lose everything. 


Would any rational gambler make a bet where he/she wins nothing and may lose everything? Therefore, the only sensible wager is the bet that God exists. With such a wager, we have everything to gain and nothing to lose. Holy Scripture says, “The fool has said in his heart, ‘there is no God’” (Ps 14:1; 53:1). 

2. The Argument from Motion: 


The world is not static but dynamic. Rain falls from the sky, stones roll down valleys, the earth revolves around the sun, etc… But how did nature come to be in motion? Why isn‘t it static? 

· For every motion, there is a cause. Things don‘t just move – they are moved. 

· Each cause of motion must have a cause, and that cause must have a cause as well. 

· There must be a single unmoved cause right at the origin of the series. From this original cause of motion, all other motion is ultimately derived. This first unmoved mover is God. 

3. The Argument from Causation of Existence: 


Common sense observation tells us that no object creates itself. In other words, some previous object had to create it. Ultimately, there must have been an uncaused first cause (God) who began the chain of existence for all things. When a child comes home with a black eye, we know and believe that there had to be a cause for it, and we will not accept an explanation that “it just happened.” When we apply the same reasoning to the universe, we can see that, like the black eye, it did not just happen but had a cause and that cause was God. 

Definition: 

The second law of thermodynamics states that the amount of energy in a system that is available to do work is decreasing. Entropy increases as available energy decreases. In other words, the purely natural tendency of things is to move toward chaos, not order, and available energy necessary for work is lost in this process. Eventually, the universe will run down and all life and motion will cease. This is the natural tendency of all things. Batteries run down, machines break, buildings crumble, roads decay, living things die, etc. Left to the natural state, all things would eventually cease to function. 

· The universe is not infinitely old because it is not in a state of entropy. 
a) If the universe were infinitely old, it would have reached the state of entropy long ago. 

b) Since we are not in a state of entropy, therefore the universe must have had a beginning. 

· Because the universe has had a beginning, it is not infinite in size. 
a) It would require an infinite amount of time to become infinite in size. Since the universe had a beginning, it has not had an infinite amount of time to expand; therefore it is finite in size. 

· All events have causes. 
a) There cannot be an infinite regress of events because that would mean that the universe were infinitely old. (If it were infinitely old, the universe would be in a state of entropy, which it is not and it would be infinitely large, which it is not.) 

· Since the universe is finite and had a beginning and there cannot be an infinite number of regressions of causes to bring it into existence, there must be a single uncaused cause of the universe. 
a) A single uncaused cause of the universe must be greater in size and duration than the universe it has brought into existence. (Otherwise, we have the uncaused cause bringing into existence something greater than or equal to itself.) 

b) Any cause that is natural to the universe is part of the universe. (An event that is part of the universe cannot cause itself to exist. Therefore, there must be an uncaused cause outside the universe.) 

c) An uncaused cause cannot be a natural part of the universe, which is finite. (An uncaused cause should be infinite in both space and time since it is greater than that which it has caused to exist.) 

· This uncaused cause is supernatural. 

a) Supernatural means that it is completely “other” than the universe. This would make the uncaused cause supernatural. 

b) This uncaused cause is God. 

4. The Argument from Contingent & Necessary Objects: 


There are two types of objects in the universe: contingent beings and necessary beings. A contingent being is an object that cannot exist without a necessary being causing its existence. In other words, the world contains beings (such as human beings) that are not there as a matter of necessity. The fact that we are here needs explanation. Why are we here? What happened to bring us into existence? The existence of contingent beings ultimately necessitates a being, which must exist for all of the contingent beings to exist. This being, called a necessary being, is what we call God. 

5. The Argument from Human Values: 


Where do human values such as truth, goodness, and nobility come from? What causes them? There must be something that is in itself true, good, and noble which brings into being our ideas of truth, goodness, and nobility. God is the original cause of these ideas. Also, for any given quality (e.g. goodness, beauty, knowledge), there must be a perfect standard by which all such qualities are measured. These perfections are contained in God. Moreover, we all know that it is right to do good and wrong to do evil. Even in a society that is materialistic and humanistic, almost all people, Christians or atheist, have a sense of obligation towards doing good. This sense of obligation is only logical if there is a fundamental morality (God) that transcends human existence and which has the power and right to demand moral obedience. 

6. The Argument from Intelligent Design: 


If you found a clock and examined the mechanism within it, you would probably think that this intricate mechanism was not the outcome of mere chance, that it had been designed. No rational person seriously believes that great art such as Michelangelo‘s David or Beethoven‘s symphonies arises as the result of a random series of hammer blows or a randomly produced sequence of notes. We simply know from experience that these beautiful creations are the result of an artist and could never come into being randomly or by chance. Now look at the universe; is it possible that such an intricate mechanism, from the orbits of planets round the sun to the cells in your fingernails could have happened by chance? Surely, this enormously complex mechanism has been designed, and the being that designed it must be God. If a person does not believe in God as the Creator, that person has to then believe that the scientific laws governing the universe are only the result of a chance occurrence. The probability of such a random occurrence actually happening is so infinitely small as to defy all reason. 

· Human artifacts are products of intelligent design. 

· The universe resembles human artifacts. 

· Therefore, the universe is a product of intelligent design. 

· But the universe is complex and gigantic in comparison to human artifacts. 

· Therefore, there is a powerful and intelligent designer (God) who created the universe.
Applications: 


Look around you and meditate on the many evidences you find that prove God‘s existence. 

Conclusion: 

· God exists. He made a just right universe that is stamped with the fingerprints of its Maker. 

· People have a strong moral streak because we are made in the image of a moral God. 

· The evidence of the design of our bodies, our world and the universe is a signpost pointing to a loving, intelligent Designer behind them all. 

· The unity of the Bible and the hundreds of fulfilled prophecies in it show the mind of God behind His creation. 

· Jesus Christ is the clearest evidence of all that God does exist. 


What makes Christianity right?
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Responding to an Atheist’s Question
By Juan Valdes, Reasons for Hope
Q. What makes Christianity right? 

There are 100′s of religions, why is Christianity as a religion right. I talked to him about how as a historical account it is backed up by current research. What he wants to know is how it’s right. 

I assume that by “right” we are referring to what makes Christianity true as opposed to the other worldviews.  
 First, we need to address the nature of truth before we can evaluate the truthfulness (or not) of Christianity. Truth is best defined as that which corresponds with reality.  Truth is a property of propositions that correspond to the way things are. In other words, reality just is and we can evaluate statements or truth claims based on whether or not they correspond to reality. Truth in this sense is objective, that is, is independent of human preference and desire. Our feelings cannot alter or change truth. It is also important to note that Objective Truth is absolute in nature. Truth of this type is true at all times and in all places, regardless of the number of people who believe it or accept it. Ex: 2 + 2 = 4 is Absolutely True across the globe and throughout all of history. It just is. Even if 1 billion people don’t believe it or don’t like it - it’s still true. Even if you were never born - it would still be true. But how do we know which truth claims are absolute - especially in light of the fact that all religions make truth claims?
There are several tests in logic that we can apply to a truth claim to ascertain if it does in fact correspond to reality. There are three major tests: 1) Test of Correspondence; 2) Test of Coherence; 3) Test of Pragmatism.  
Test of Correspondence

If I make the truth claim that “My car is in the parking lot.” When is this statement true? It is true when my car is in fact in parking lot.  How would you test the claim? You go outside and see if my car is there or not.  Or consider the following statement, “The square root of the hypotenuse equals the sum of the squares of the two sides of a right triangle.” 
How would you test this truth claim? You would apply the claim to a right triangle and if the hypotenuse does equal the sum of the squares of the two sides than it is true. 
Please notice that truth claims that are confirmed as true via the test of correspondence can be categorized as objective truth - not a matter of opinion.
Test of Coherence

Sometimes the test of correspondence is not available. Imagine a wife who is told that a small plane her husband was flying crashed in the part of the Atlantic Ocean known as the Bermuda Triangle. After days of searching, the Coast Guard tells the woman it believes her husband is dead. But without a body, the test of correspondence is difficult to apply.
The Test of Coherence basically asks: does the information contained in the proposition fit with everything else that we know? In cases where it is impossible to demonstrate correspondence between a proposition and the reality it describes, we can test a proposition’s truth in terms of how well it coheres with all other relevant information available to us.  A life insurance company would want to establish the truthfulness of the claim before paying the poor widow what is due her.  So if they find debris of a plane crash, and they cease to see any activity on any of the credit cards that belonged to the husband, and their private investigator confirms that no communication has taken place between the husband and any of his family members, etc,… the claim is accepted as true and the insurance policy is paid.  Does that “prove” that the person actually died? No, but it’s the best we can do with the data we have.  There is obviously a weakness in this test. When coherence is used as the exclusive test for truth, it seems to equate falsity with incomplete knowledge. It also seems unable to provide adequate verification of specific empirical claims. Please note that the proposition may in fact be true.  Lack of evidence one way or the other does not disprove the proposition - the pilot is either dead or he is not.  What this shows is that often times we don’t have enough information to establish with 100% certainty the veracity of a truth claim.  It is establish only to a degree of probability. 
Test of Pragmatism

The theory of pragmatism (or practice) holds that the test of truth is whether a belief works. This is the weakest test because false propositions sometimes work while true propositions do not. For example - the great controversy over the nature of our solar system between the Ptolemaic and the Copernican models provides an interesting case.  The scientific and observational data seemed to fit the Ptolemaic model better than the data proposed by Copernicus, even though Copernicus was right - and his claims corresponded with reality.  The problem turned out to be that Copernicus initially believed the earth’s rotation around the sun was circular rather than elliptical. So the numbers he was getting didn’t seem to “work” with the observational data.  Once the correction was made and the system was calculated based on an elliptical orbit - the new data “worked” significantly better than the Ptolemaic Model. 
Testing Christianity’s Claim to Truth

Having established some basic elements of truth, we can now address the issue of comparative religions and the truthfulness of Christianity.  Please note that a systematic evaluation of the truth claims of every religion that has ever existed would be a herculean task that would take years and result in volumes of information - that’s not a practical approach.  However, we can still make a rational, reasonable, evaluation of Christianity’s claim and highlight the truthfulness thereof in comparison with specific conflicting positions of other religions.  
Yet another important clarification must be made at this point.  There seems to be a popular notion that all religions are the same foundationally and the differences are only superficial.  It’s the popular idea that all religions are different expressions of the same truth and all lead to God somehow. From a purely rational perspective, nothing could be further from the truth. The five major religions (Judaism, Islam, Hinduism, Buddhism, and Christianity) are fundamentally different with only superficial similarities.  They differ in their teachings on God, Jesus, the Nature of Man, Sin, Salvation, Heaven, Hell, Faith, etc. For example, Buddhism is an atheist religion (no god) while Hinduism is a polytheistic religion (many gods) and the other three are monotheistic (one god). The Law of Non-Contradiction states that contradictory propositions cannot all be true in the same sense and at the same time.  Either there is a God or there isn’t a God, but Buddhism and Christianity cannot both be true about this foundational claim. So let us begin there.
A Rational Argument for God’s Existence (Christianity vs. Buddhism)

Premise 1: Every design implies a designer. 
Premise 2: The universe has a great design.
Conclusion: The universe has a great designer.
This logical syllogism is called a Modus Ponens argument and it is deductive in nature. In other words, if premise 1 & 2 are true, then the conclusion MUST FOLLOW. Notice that both premise 1 & 2 can be and have been tested via correspondence and established as absolutely true.  
This argument establishes God’s existence and serves to lift Christianity as truth and Buddhism as false.  
PLEASE NOTE – I am keenly aware that the argument above does not point to the God of the Bible but rather to a god or gods. And thus only suits us to establish Buddhism’s claim that there is no god as false and at the same time establishes Christianity’s claim that there is a God as absolutely true. ALSO, it is important to understand that there are numerous other areas where the comparison of these two religions will weigh heavily in favor of the truthfulness of Christianity, but for the sake of brevity - I have chosen just one clear example.
Having established via the argument above, that there is a god; we must then address the question of god’s nature. Whose version of God is correct? Therefore, let us now consider a comparison regarding the nature of the God of Christianity vs. Islam and Hinduism.
An Abductive Argument for the God of the Bible  (Christianity vs. Islam/Hinduism)
What is Abductive Reasoning?  Abductive reasoning is a very commonly used tool in modern science, particularly the historical sciences (Geology, Paleontology, Anthropology etc.). It is very useful for explaining phenomena that happened in the past and is unrepeatable and unobservable.  A geologist has to try to figure out what happened in the past by observing the existing evidence - as does a paleontologist when examining fossil remains.  The method basically reasons back from the effect to the cause in search of the best possible explanation. This is an inductive approach, which by definition will not yield absolute proof - but rather proof to a level of probability.  
For example, if I step outside in the morning and the grass is wet and there are puddles in the street I can assume they are the effect of some cause.  Because I was sound asleep - all night, I did not witness the event that led to this effect and I must seek the best possible explanation for it.  What are the possible causes?  It could have been rain, or a broken water main, or a broken fire hydrant, or a broken sprinkler head, or a helicopter heading to towards a forest fire to dump water on it, but accidentally dropped it on my front yard, or any number of other “possible” explanations.  However, I can easily dismiss many of these “possible” causes by simply applying the correspondence test of truth. I can go outside and check for broken sprinklers, broken fire hydrants, and broken water mains, and determine that none of these were the case. I can apply the test of coherence and determine that because I don’t live anywhere near a forest, nor are there any active forest fires in my entire state the probability of the helicopter cause is slim to non-existent. Thus I have reasonably concluded - to a very high degree of probability - that it rained while I was asleep. 
In much the same way, we can observe the universe in which we live and make reasonable abductive arguments for the best possible cause. Since nobody was there to observe the beginning - it is the only logical approach to such a task.  
To follow is a list of observations about our universe and what each observation tells us, logically, about the cause of such effects.
	Observation→
	What it says about the Cause

	Time had a beginning
	The cause must exist beyond of the limitations of time (Eternal)

	Matter had a beginning
	The cause must exist beyond the limitations of matter (Immaterial)

	Space had a beginning
	The cause must exist beyond the limitations of space (Omnipresent)

	There is an enormous amount of energy in the universe.
	The cause must possess greater energy still (Omnipotent)

	There are natural laws that govern all physical, biological, and chemical functions.
	The cause must be organized and orderly (God of Order and Law Giver)

	There is an incredibly precise balance or fine tuning between the physical constants of universe.
	The cause must have a purpose in establishing such levels of precision and fine-tuning. (Purpose)

	There exists highly complex detailed information expressed in a unique chemical language imbedded in the DNA of all living things.
	The cause must possess intelligence beyond that of the effect (Omniscient)

	The natural world shows incredible diversity of design.
	The cause must be creative and value diversity (Creative)

	Humans, as part of the natural world, are personal beings.
	The cause must be a personal being (Personal)

	Humans intrinsically hold to an absolute set of moral codes.
	The cause must be hold to and value morality (Holy)

	Humans intrinsically have the ability to love unconditionally and altruistically.
	The cause must be loving. (Love)

	Earth exhibits numerous characteristics that must be present for the existences of life.
	The cause must have intended for Earth to be inhabited. (Planned Effect - Created)


These are just some of the more obvious connections between the Cause (God) and the Effect (The Universe).  The obvious question is: How do these connections establish the truthfulness of Christianity as opposed to Hinduism and Islam? 

A careful comparative analysis of the sacred writings of Hinduism (the Gitas, the Upanishads, etc,), of Islam (the Koran and the Hadith) and of Christianity (the Bible) reveals a startling yet predictable outcome.  The only sacred writing that reveals a god that fits EACH AND EVERY ONE of these necessary characteristics is the Bible. Thus, the God of the Bible is a perfect fit for the Cause of the Universe as we observe it.  Whereas neither Allah nor the thousands of deities of the Hindu religion come anywhere close to have such a list of characteristics.  
PLEASE NOTE that we can easily compare Christianity to Islam or Hinduism on MANY other points and we would find that the truthfulness of Christianity far surpasses either of these religions. 

That leaves us with Christianity vs. Judaism - since both are based at least partially on the same sacred text (The Old Testament).  In order to determine which of these religions presents the truth, we must consider the differences between the two as to the primary source of contention: JESUS. 
The Case for Jesus the Messiah (Christianity vs. Judaism)

Jesus either was the promised Messiah or he was not. Therefore, both Judaism and Christianity cannot be true (law of non-contradiction).  Nevertheless, the evidence is overwhelming as to the veracity of the claims of Christianity.  Consider the following lines of evidence:
1) There were hundreds of Bible prophecies that were fulfilled in great detail by the birth, life, death, and resurrection of Jesus.  Most of these prophecies were written between 400 and 1000 years prior to Jesus’ birth (some even earlier). The nature of most of these prophecies was such that Jesus had no control over the fulfillment (i.e., birth place, birth circumstances, betrayal price, etc…). Yet, the fulfillment was accurate and 100% complete.  This line of evidence alone was effective in the conversion of many Jews during Jesus’ day and even greater numbers during the last 2000 years. 
2) The wisdom and insight of Jesus’ teachings standout in history as unique and incredibly impacting.  What Jesus was able to do in 3.5 years of ministry is absolute breathtaking. Consider a couple of quotes:
a. The character of Jesus “has been not only the highest pattern of virtue but the strongest incentive to its practice; and has exercised so deep an influence that it may be truly said that the simple record of 3 short years of active life has done more to regenerate and to soften mankind than all the disquisition of philosophers, and all the exhortation of moralists.” W.E.H. Lecky Atheist Historian.
b. “That a few simple men [Matthew, Mark, Luke and John] should in one generation have invented so powerful and appealing a personality, so lofty an ethic, and so inspiring a vision of human brotherhood, would be a miracle far more incredible than any recorded in the Gospels.” Will Durant (Agnostic)
Please note that these are “hostile witnesses.” In other words, these are not Christians that are attesting to the virtues of Christ. When you add to this the attempt by most of the other religions to claim Jesus as one of their own - it speaks volumes. For example, Muslims claim that Jesus did not die on the cross - the Romans crucified the wrong man. Instead, Jesus fled Jerusalem and headed to the Arab Peninsula where he became a Muslim. 

3) Jesus predicted and later fulfilled the promise that he would rise from the dead. Jesus’ resurrection is not only attested to by eye witnesses in the Gospels and other New Testament writings, but it is also confirmed by other writings of the time - including historians that are held as reliable sources.  The evidence for Jesus resurrection has been laid out in many outstanding books that are readily available.
Therefore, the case for Jesus as the promised Messiah is overwhelmingly stronger than the weak arguments brought forth by Judaism. Christianity stands as true in its affirmation of Jesus, whereas Judaism stands as false.
IN CONCLUSION

By means of a deductive argument for God’s existence, Christianity is found to be TRUE as opposed to Buddhism. By means of an abductive argument from creation, Christianity is found to be TRUE as opposed to Hinduism and Islam. By means of a consideration of several lines of evidence that prove Jesus to be the promised Messiah, Christianity is found to be TRUE as opposed to Judaism. 
While none of these comparisons is exhaustive in nature, they are sufficient to establish the credibility and truthfulness of Christianity.

A Christmas gift for atheists - five reasons why God exists
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For atheists, Christmas is a religious sham. For if God does not exist, then obviously Jesus’ birth cannot represent the incarnation of God in human history, which Christians celebrate at this time of year.
 
However, most atheists, in my experience, have no good reasons for their disbelief. Rather they’ve learned to simply repeat the slogan, “There’s no good evidence for God’s existence!” 

In the case of a Christian who has no good reasons for what he believes, this slogan serves as an effective conversation-stopper. But if we have good reasons for our beliefs, then this slogan serves rather as a conversation-starter. 

The good thing is that atheists tend to be very passionate people and want to believe in something.

The atheist who merely repeats this slogan after having been presented with arguments for God’s existence makes an empty assertion.
 
So what reasons might be given in defense of Christian theism?  In my publications and oral debates with some of the world’s most notable atheists, I’ve defended the following five reasons why God exists:

1.  God provides the best explanation of the origin of the universe.  Given the scientific evidence we have about our universe and its origins, and bolstered by arguments presented by philosophers for centuries, it is highly probable that the universe had an absolute beginning. Since the universe, like everything else, could not have merely popped into being without a cause, there must exist a transcendent reality beyond time and space that brought the universe into existence. This entity must therefore be enormously powerful. Only a transcendent, unembodied mind suitably fits that description.

2.  God provides the best explanation for the fine-tuning of the universe. Contemporary physics has established that the universe is fine-tuned for the existence of intelligent, interactive life.  That is to say, in order for intelligent, interactive life to exist, the fundamental constants and quantities of nature must fall into an incomprehensibly narrow life-permitting range.  There are three competing explanations of this remarkable fine-tuning: physical necessity, chance, or design. The first two are highly implausible, given the independence of the fundamental constants and quantities from nature's laws and the desperate maneuvers needed to save the hypothesis of chance. That leaves design as the best explanation.



3.  God provides the best explanation of objective moral values and duties. Even atheists recognize that some things, for example, the Holocaust, are objectively evil. But if atheism is true, what basis is there for the objectivity of the moral values we affirm? Evolution? Social conditioning? These factors may at best produce in us the subjective feeling that there are objective moral values and duties, but they do nothing to provide a basis for them. If human evolution had taken a different path, a very different set of moral feelings might have evolved. By contrast, God Himself serves as the paradigm of goodness, and His commandments constitute our moral duties. Thus, theism provides a better explanation of objective moral values and duties.
 
4.  God provides the best explanation of the historical facts concerning Jesus’ life, death, and resurrection.  Historians have reached something of consensus that the historical Jesus thought that in himself God’s Kingdom had broken into human history, and he carried out a ministry of miracle-working and exorcisms as evidence of that fact.  Moreover, most historical scholars agree that after his crucifixion Jesus’ tomb was discovered empty by a group of female disciples, that various individuals and groups saw appearances of Jesus alive after his death, and that the original disciples suddenly and sincerely came to believe in Jesus’ resurrection despite their every predisposition to the contrary. I can think of no better explanation of these facts than the one the original disciples gave:  God raised Jesus from the dead.

5.  God can be personally known and experienced.  The proof of the pudding is in the tasting. Down through history Christians have found through Jesus a personal acquaintance with God that has transformed their lives.
 
The good thing is that atheists tend to be very passionate people and want to believe in something. If they would only put aside the slogans for a moment and reexamine their worldview in light of the best philosophical, scientific, and historical evidence we have today, then they, too, would find Christmas worth celebrating!


 NAME: ____________________________
first                                        last                                                       .
Atheism
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Verse to memorize: 
	Seek the Lord while He may be found. Call upon Him while He is near.

Isaiah 55:6


1. List 3 evidences of God’s existence found in the universe:
2. What are the 3 types of atheists?

3. Explain how it’s safer to believe that God exists than not to believe:
4. Mention 3 arguments to convince an atheist that God exists:

5. What is the difference between “contingent beings” and “necessary beings?”

6. Explain the Argument from Intelligent Design:

7. How can you use the Bible to prove to an atheist that God exists?
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