PAGE  
10

Open 21

RR 

Everybody Believes in God

Close 15

Everybody Believes in God.
As we begin this year I again want to start with some Christian basics.
To illustrate what those might be, I want you to think about the following questions.

How do we know God exists?

What evidences do we have?

Nature.  Can often be cruel.
People.  Do I need to go there?

Inspiration?  Well what is inspired?
We begin today, where any Christian should begin.  That is with God.  Now it is the epitome of stupid to think that we can know God in his fullness, but today I am more interested with the discussion "Is there such a thing as God?"
After a lecture on cosmology and the structure of the solar system, William James was accosted by a little old lady.
"Your theory that the sun is the centre of the solar system, and the earth is a ball which rotates around it has a very convincing ring to it, Mr. James, but it's wrong. I've got a better theory," said the little old lady.
"And what is that, madam?" Inquired James politely.

"That we live on a crust of earth which is on the back of a giant turtle,"

Not wishing to demolish this absurd little theory by bringing to bear the masses of scientific evidence he had at his command, James decided to gently dissuade his opponent by making her see some of the inadequacies of her position.

"If your theory is correct, madam," he asked, "what does this turtle stand on?"

"You're a very clever man, Mr. James, and that's a very good question," replied the little old lady, "but I have an answer to it. And it is this: The first turtle stands on the back of a second, far larger, turtle, who stands directly under him."

"But what does this second turtle stand on?" persisted James patiently.

To this the little old lady crowed triumphantly. "It's no use, Mr. James – it's turtles all the way down."

— J. R. Ross, Constraints on Variables in Syntax 1967[8]
Turtles or stars, how this universe got started is not just an exercise in semantics.  Because origins is not  just about dirt and stars and the universe.  It has to do with who we are, why are we here, and where are we going.

Christians profess "In the beginning, God."  

Some profess in the beginning "Bang."
Some say that they believe that in the beginning nothing.

And some say in the beginning turtles.

As Christians we have a stake in the outcome of these studies.  As one apologist said"
By classical logic, Christianity is either absolutely true or absolutely false; there is no in between.  Truth is not personal, situational, relative or unknowable; it is absolute.  Good hunting!  http://christianapologetic.org/
He goes on to say

Given any thesis and its antithesis, one is true, the other is false and the decision must be based on evidence.  http://christianapologetic.org/
Vital to any discussion of God is the issue of origins, and vice versa.  And that discussion must be based on evidence.

There are many that look at the evidence and say, because of what they see in nature, "God does not exist."  They will give their reasons and logic to prove that God is not needed in nature, because in essence nature is God.

Others will deny that there is a God because God must be loving, kind, and benevolent.  

Others will look at the evil in the world is the result of a lying evil god.

Now these are not insignificant issues, and many have not addressed them.  

Paul Copan wrote: 
"The problem of evil presents a question not only for the person trying to give an answer to the problem, but also for the questioner. 
If you have the real existence of evil and no God, since evil disproves God then how can you have an objective human-mind independent moral law? 
When you define evil you can define it in a couple of ways: it is either (1) The absence, lack or corruption of goodness or (2) a departure from the way things ought to be. 
The problem is that (1) presupposes a standard of goodness, and that (2) presupposes a design plan. If true, these objections then both point to God whose character is the very standard of goodness and who is the designer of the universe."
Paul Copan, That's Just Your Interpretation (Grand Rapids: Baker, 2001) and used by kind permission of the author.

In other words, If there is evil, but no God, how can we really call it evil?  Because by definition, evil is the opposite of good.  If you take the argument to it's limits, since there is no good, there can be no evil.  The only good becomes what helps the individual realize whatever goals, desires, cravings, that that individual has.  Otherwise known as the survival of the fittest.

Darwin, who studied to be a minister, admitted that one of his theological struggles was with the reality of evil in the world.  Pain, suffering, and death.  Many other evolutionists use the same arguments.
However, as an atheist argues against the God of the Bible, they frequently do so without taking into consideration what the Bible says about God.

Again quoting

"However, in reality, atheists produce generic arguments against a generic God whose characteristics and creation do not match those that are described in the Bible. Atheists may not accept what the Bible says, but they cannot say the God of the Bible cannot logically exist and then ignore what the Bible has to say about the characteristics of God. If the atheist states that the God of the Bible is logically impossible, he cannot pick and choose which arguments from the Bible to accept in order to "prove" his point. Let's formalize the atheist's arguments:

1. God is all-powerful, loving, and perfect.

2. A perfect, loving God would create a universe that was perfect (e.g., no evil and suffering).

3. The universe is not perfect but contains evil and suffering.
4. Therefore, God does not exist.

http://www.godandscience.org/apologetics/evilandsuffering.html

It does not take much time to realize how important the understanding of origins is to the discussion of God, because it hinges on the ability to create, and the nature of what was created.
The question "Why is there anything at all?", or, "Why is there something rather than nothing?" has been raised or commented on by philosophers including Gottfried Wilhelm Leibniz,[4] Martin Heidegger − who called it the fundamental question of metaphysics[5]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Problem_of_why_there_is_anything_at_all" \l "cite_note-6" [6]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Problem_of_why_there_is_anything_at_all" \l "cite_note-7" [7] − and Ludwig Wittgenstein.[8]
A major argument for creatio ex nihilo, the first cause argument, states in summary:[citation needed]

1.  everything that begins to exist has a cause

2.  the universe began to exist

3  therefore, the universe must have a cause

An expansion of the first cause argument says

1. Everything that begins to exist has a cause

2. The universe began to exist

3. Therefore, the universe has a cause.

4. If the universe has a cause, then an uncaused, personal creator of the universe exists, who without the universe is beginningless, changeless, immaterial, timeless, spaceless, and enormously powerful.

5. Therefore, an uncaused, personal creator of the universe exists, who without the universe is beginningless, changeless, immaterial, timeless, spaceless, and enormously powerful.

Biblical scholars and theologians within the Christian tradition such as Augustine (354–430),[14] John Calvin (1509–1564),[15] John Wesley (1703–1791),[16] and Matthew Henry (1662–1714)[17] cite Genesis 1:1 in support of the idea of Divine creation out of nothing.

Some of the early Christian Church Fathers with a Platonic background argued that the act of creation itself involved pre-existent matter, but made that matter in turn to have been created out of nothing.[18]   
Georges Dicker produced a slightly different version

A. The world ... shows amazing teleological (exhibiting or relating to design or purpose especially in nature) order.

B. All Objects exhibiting such order ... are products of intelligent design.

C. Probably the world is a result of intelligent design.

D. Probably, God exists and created the world.[89]
I believe that the conservative Christians of today would tend to stay fairly close to these arguments.
Now in no way am I discounting the Biblical record here.  I am pointing out how this can be approached from a logical manner, which is where you need to start sometimes.

Swinburne writes: "the existence of order in the world confirms the existence of God if and only if the existence of this order in the world is more probable if there is a God than if there is not. ... the probability of order of the right kind is very much greater if there is a God, and so that the existence of such order adds greatly to the probability that there is a God."[87] Swinburne acknowledges that his argument by itself may not give a reason to believe in the existence of God, but in combination with other arguments ..... he thinks it can.
Antony Flew, who spent most of his life as an atheist, converted to deism late in life, and postulated "an intelligent being is involved in some way in the design of conditions that would allow life to arise and evolve."[92] He concluded that the fine-tuning of the universe was too precise to be the result of chance, so accepted the existence of God. He said that his commitment to "go where the evidence leads" meant that he ended up accepting the existence of God.[93] Flew proposed the view..... that the universe is too young for life to have developed purely by chance and that, therefore, an intelligent being must exist which was involved in designing the conditions required for life to evolve.[92]
Would you not say to yourself, “Some super-calculating intellect must have designed the properties of the carbon atom, otherwise the chance of my finding such an atom through the blind forces of nature would be utterly minuscule.” Of course you would… A common sense interpretation of the facts suggests that a superintellect has monkeyed with physics, as well as with chemistry and biology, and that there are no blind forces worth speaking about in nature. The numbers one calculates from the facts seem to me so overwhelming as to put this conclusion almost beyond question.[94]
— Fred Hoyle, Engineering and Science, The Universe: Past and Present Reflections
Flew also said: "My one and only piece of relevant evidence [for an Aristotelian God] is the apparent impossibility of providing a naturalistic theory of the origin from DNA of the first reproducing species... [In fact] the only reason which I have for beginning to think of believing in a First Cause god is the impossibility of providing a naturalistic account of the origin of the first reproducing organisms."[41]
One month later, Flew told Christianity Today that although he was not on the road to becoming a Christian convert, he reaffirmed his deism: "Since the beginning of my philosophical life I have followed the policy of Plato's Socrates: We must follow the argument wherever it leads."[50]
In late 2006, Flew joined 11 other academics in urging the British government to teach intelligent design in the state schools.[51]
In 2007, in an interview with Benjamin Wiker, Flew said again that his deism was the result of his "growing empathy with the insight of Einstein and other noted scientists that there had to be an Intelligence behind the integrated complexity of the physical Universe" and "my own insight that the integrated complexity of life itself – which is far more complex than the physical Universe – can only be explained in terms of an Intelligent Source." 
It is noteworthy that Flew, while giving in to the logic that there must be intelligence behind creation, did not become a Christian, but considered himself to be a Deist, a believer in a rather generic intelligent God. 
Now in all fairness, we need to recognize two things.  First, we can find evidences for God, but we cannot prove his existence without faith.  Secondly we need to admit that Christians and atheists both believe that everything was created from nothing.  The difference is that Christians do not believe that things were created BY nothing.
So what picture of  God does the Bible give?  Is it loving, angry, vindictive, benevolent, or.......

And do we see the same picture of God in the Old Testament as we do in the New Testament?   
If we accept the Bible as God's word, how does he describe himself to humanity.
I believe that the most important thing to remember is that we are humans seeking to know things that are well beyond our comprehension.  But we do have glimpses of the divine to help us understand aspects of his character.

One of the first clues that we have is the various names that God is referred to in the Bible. 

Elohim: The plural form of EL, meaning “strong one.

El Shaddai:“God Almighty.”

El Elyon: “The Most High God.”

El Olam: “The Everlasting God.”

Yahweh (YHWH): Comes from a verb which means “to exist, be.” (I AM)

Yahweh Jireh (Yireh): “The Lord will provide.”

Yahweh Nissi:“The Lord is my Banner.”
Yahweh Shalom:“The Lord is Peace.”

Yahweh Sabbaoth:“The Lord of Hosts.”

Yahweh Maccaddeshcem: “The Lord your Sanctifier.”

Yahweh Ro’i: “The Lord my Shepherd.”

Adonai: Like Elohim, this too is a plural of majesty.

Yahweh Tsidkenu: “The Lord our Righteousness.”

Yahweh Shammah: “The Lord is there.”

Father
And these do not take into account the names for Jesus in the New Testament.

Then we have the proclamations that God made about himself most notably in:

Exodus 34:5-7 (KJV) 
5  And the LORD descended in the cloud, and stood with him there, and proclaimed the name of the LORD. 
6  And the LORD passed by before him, and proclaimed, The LORD, The LORD God, merciful and gracious, longsuffering, and abundant in goodness and truth, 
7  Keeping mercy for thousands, forgiving iniquity and transgression and sin, and that will by no means clear the guilty; visiting the iniquity of the fathers upon the children, and upon the children's children, unto the third and to the fourth generation.

In describing himself to Moses he first called himself LORD. The I AM,  the self existent one, the eternal one.

Then he called himself the LORD God, the eternal I AM.

Then he describes his attributes.  Some of which we may like more than others.  He is the eternal merciful one.  He is the eternally gracious one.  He is the eternally longsuffering one.  He is abundant in goodness and truth.  Then he repeats that he keeps mercy for thousands.  He forgives iniquity, transgressions, and sin. 

BUT, he will not clear the guilty, etc.  What does that mean?
God is all of the positive (to us) attributes, but he must be more than that.   If God fails to uphold his justice, there can be no mercy. For example, if God is to be merciful to the downtrodden, he has to bring judgment on those who are doing the oppressing.  

David reflected this principle in the Psalms many times when he begs for the justice of God.  But he also recognizes his mercy.  
So the argument that there cannot be a God because evil exists, destroys itself, because it does not reflect what God says of himself in the Bible, and presumes that evil can exist without good.  

But without good, evil has no definition. 

So everyone believes in God. Some believe in a God that is beyond themselves. Some believe that nature somehow has the characteristics of God.  And some just worship themselves as God.  

The bottom line is this.

If you have not really tried Jehovah, Eloheim, God, how can you know whether or not he exists?
Unfortunately, many Christians claim to believe that he exists, but live like they do not believe in a Biblical God.

Saying that you do not believe in God, and living like you do not believe that there is a Biblical God are no different.

Keep that in mind.  But that is for another sermon.
3 last texts.

Isaiah 40:25-28 (NKJV) 
25  "To whom then will you liken Me, Or to whom shall I be equal?" says the Holy One. 
26  Lift up your eyes on high, And see who has created these things, Who brings out their host by number; He calls them all by name, By the greatness of His might And the strength of His power; Not one is missing. 
27  Why do you say, O Jacob, And speak, O Israel: "My way is hidden from the LORD, And my just claim is passed over by my God"? 
28  Have you not known? Have you not heard? The everlasting God, the LORD, The Creator of the ends of the earth, Neither faints nor is weary. His understanding is unsearchable. 

As we close, I want to let God give his own appeal through his servant David.
Psalm 37:3-5 (NLT) 
3  Trust in the LORD and do good. Then you will live safely in the land and prosper. 
4  Take delight in the LORD, and he will give you your heart’s desires. 
5  Commit everything you do to the LORD. Trust him, and he will help you. 

Psalm 34:8 (NKJV) 
8  Oh, taste and see that the LORD is good; Blessed is the man who trusts in Him! 
What do you say?
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