


the governing authorities in order to bring justice to those who
had poisoned his cattle. For God established authorities to
administer punishment on those who do evil.” And regardless
of whether those authorities will do God's work in this
situation, God will repay evildoers as the apostle Paul tells us:

Do not avenge yourselves, beloved, but give place to
God's wrath. For it is written, "Revenge is mine. | will
repay,” says the Lord. But if your enemy is hungry, feed
him. If he is thirsty, give him something to drink.

Do not be conquered by evil but conquer evil with
good.&

The principle for us to remember isiwe are to allowthe Judge
of the universe to do his job. Hewvill judge and punish evildoers
through the governing authorities'on earth or will do it himself
when they fail. But Jesus' followers are.not to take upon
themselves a responsibility God has not given them. Instead,
they are to love their€enemies and forgive them. Such
kindness may even lead theirenemies to turn away from
practicing evil and.follow Jesus. But if they do not repent and
follow Jesus, he will judge.andpunish them. This kind of
thinking—and the proper actions that conform to those
thoughts—does not come naturally or easily. Proper thinking
that comes. froma renewal of the mind requires a sustained
effort to'discipline how we think. Just as athletes exercise self-
control and.discipline their bodies to win, followers of Jesus
must discipline themselves in their spiritual walk so they will
win 81

Now take time as a team to discuss what stood out to you,
what you learned, or what challenged you the most.

7 Romans 13:4
80 Romans 12:19-21; Deuteronomy 32:35; Psalm 94:1; Proverbs 25:21-22; 1 Peter 3:12
811 Corinthians 9:24-27
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Daily Reflection

Think deeply about your day. Examine all you did, reflect on
those you met, ask what you want to take from today, and
test yourself on how you're feeling right now. Process.

ACTIVITIES...

What took place the last 24

hours? Anything stand out?

PEOPLE...

Who stuck out toyou today?
Why?
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MAIN TAKEAWAY...

What did you learn about
yourself today? How'd you
learn this?

| FEEL...

Use one word to describe how
you are feeling ‘about today's
experiences.
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Evening Prayer

Did you know prayer cannot be taken away from you? Most
of what we have can be stolen, but not prayer. Prayer is your
communication with God. Pray. Pray continually. Pray tonight.

Prayer of Thanksgiving

Take time tonight to write out in sentence and paragraph
form an in-depth prayer of thanksgiving to God. Be specific,
sincere and vulnerable. Pour out your thanksgiving to God.

God,

Thank you for

Amen.
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SECTION FOUR
TRIP DEBRIEF

TAKING YOUR EXPERIENCE HOME

Your Apologetics Immersive Experience has come to an end;
however, what you learned about God, yoursélf, others, and
what you believe and why you believe it can stickdwith you for
the rest of your life. The experience will live on'if you take time
now to intentionally revisit your trip jeurnal to thoreughly
understand what God did.

Use these five tools to help you reflect on your experience.

e Feeling Word Summary: Goback. Catalogue your feelings
from each day. What do you find?

e Main Takeaway Summary: Rewind. List each main
takeawaymyou wrotes What themes do you see?

e Ten-Year Takeaway Summary: Use the themes found in
your takeaways to find one long-lasting takeaway.

e Two-Minute Story: Sharing your story from this trip will
keep.itdlive. Write out your story.

e Action Items: Don't stop. Keep pursuing truth, seeking
goodness, and creating beauty as you get home. How
might you do that?

Let this Apologetics Immersive Experience be a launching pad
into your next season with God. Go home. Make the changes
you need. Find the answers you didn't get. Seek God. Share.
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Feeling Word Summary

What were you feeling throughout your trip? Go back now to
your evening reflections from each day and write down your
feeling words. Sit with each feeling for a second before
moving on to the next one. Why did you feel that way?

Feeling Words...

o pg. 114
o pg. 120
o pg. 129
o pg. 137
o pg. 146
o pgd 155
o Pg. 162
o pg. 170
Your Analysis...

Study your feelings as ‘@ whole

from the week. What sticks.out?

Why? Is there a'theme? Put'a

P next to each pasitive feeling.
Place an#/next to each

negative feeling. Does this tell

you anything? Write 'your

insight here. Be honest. Be real.

What do you'see?
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Main Takeaway Summary

What were your main takeaways from each day? Did you
learn a lot of new things? Were your takeaways practical,
spiritual, or both? Go back and organize each main takeaway
sentence below. Sit with each one as you write it down.

Main Takeaways...

o pg. 114
o pg. 120
o pg. 129
o pg. 137
o pg. 146
o pg. 155
o pg. 162
o pg. 170
Your Analysis...

Educate yourself on your list

above. What dowyou see?

What do you learn? Write

aboutit:
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Ten-Year Takeaway

Ten years from now what do you want to remember from this
Immersive Experience? Not memories per se, but what
takeaway do you want to hang onto over the next decade?
Maybe it's " Truth exists”or "God wants me to be concerned
about what [ eat”or a million other things. Write around the
box your thoughts, and then when you're ready writesdown in
one sentence one takeaway from this trip you want to stick
with you forever.

My Ten-Year Takeaway...
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Two-Minute Story

Debriefing Your Apologetics Immersive Experience
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Introduction

Two-Minute Story

Experiences are created as a vehicle for building memories, or
another way of putting it - creating stories with God. Stories
are powerful as we use these to share what God has done in
our lives during your Immersive Experience. When you get
home from the Apologetics Immersive Experience what's the
first question your parents, grandparents, friendsgteachers, or
your dog asks you?

‘How was the Immersive Experience? Tell me all about/it?"

Sometimes this question is energizing, but many times it is
overwhelming, as it can be hardto articulate an experience
on the spot in a way a person can eonnect with. Often people
ask wanting to listen for only two minutes. Often my
responses are a simple, "“The trip was good. | had a lot of fun.”
Over the years, howeverpl.have beenchallenged that this
answer is not sufficient as.| lose.an opportunity to share with
another personawhat Godjust did in my life.

We can use Two-Minute Stories as an awesome vehicle to
easily and effectively share our God-stories from the
Immersive Experience, because soon we will be asked about
the experience. This time we'll have a heartfelt and God-
honoring story!

As your trip is coming to an end, take some time now to
prayerfully and thoughtfully think through a story you could
share with others, which would best sum up your experience.
Use the brainstorming sheet, outline template, and rough
drafts, to guide you through your Two-Minute Story creation
process. Have fun with this and make it your own.
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Instructions

Two-Minute Story

Follow these instructions as you shape your story.

1. Use a captivating opening sentence (a good hook).

Example: “This week was pretty bizarre. | finally spoke after a
whole year of silence, and | learned a really powerful lesson
from a weird source.”

Alyssa S., Biblical Immersive Experience 2017

2. Use scripture to support your main takeaway.

Example: "/ didn't change anyone's.minds or feelings about
Mormonism. | learned God usés each and-every conversation
for His own plan and purpose. Likedn Luke 5:712-15 when a man
with leprosy recognized¢hat by God's will only, he can be
healed. | may never know what will.happen to the people |
had conversationsswith onimy Biblical Immersive Experience.
But | know God used every word of mine to share love and
speak truth to others who have never heard truth.”

Michelle W., Biblical Immersive Experience 2017

3. Write a story which implicitly answers one question...

e [ What did God teach you about humility on this trip?

e What didyou learn about yourself? How did you?

e What did you learn about God? How did you learn that?
e Howdid God challenge you?

4. Consider the following tips when writing your story

e Give Specific Details — names, colors, feelings, etc.
e Be Personable — talk about what you learned.
e Finish Strong - tie your ending into your hook.
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Example Story

Two-Minute Story

God moved in me while at the Biblical Immersive Experience
in Utah. Through hearing the testimonies and ministries of
locals and transplants in Utah, God revealed to me the full
truth and validity of His word. Through conversations with
Mormons, God revealed to me the power of His gospel.
Through enjoying and resting in His nature, God révealed to
me His beauty and creativity.

Still, God had more of His Spirit that He mnade known tosmne
on the second-to-last night. | led our team'in a discussion of
how we, or they, were going to take'the lessons leafned
through the week and apply them in new, creative avenues at
youth group next year. That was onhe of the most incredible,
heart-breaking experiences of my life.

Spending the majority ofimy lifeiin youth group the past seven
years, watching new leadership.build upon everything | felt
such a personaldeennection to, brought up indescribable
feelings within me. Through my years in youth group, God built
me up as a leader, as'l prayed daily for God to grow me like
the Leyites described in Malachi 2, as a “priest who guards
knowledge,_and'a leader who people should seek instruction
from.”God used me in great ways, but now He has new plans
for me and.new/leaders in the youth group who are stronger
and better equipped than me.

My life is worth nothing to me unless | use it for finishing God's
work of telling others God's Gospel, and now | have a new
mission field in college. Although leaving my youth group is
hard, whatever happens, whether my heart or my flesh fails,
God is the strength of my heart and my portion forever.

Luke S., Biblical Immersive Experience, 2017
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Outline

Two-Minute Story

Use this outline as a tool to create your stories roadmap.

I. The Title of Your Story

Il. Opening Sentence (Hook)

Ill. BodyParagraphs

e What questionare you'implicitly answering?

e \What scripture reference are you sharing?

IV. ClosingSentence (Tie in Your Opening & Close Out Story)

Now go find a leader to read your outline to. Once they've
given input and approved it, go write your story!
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Rough Draft

Two-Minute Story

Title
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Give your rough draft to a student for another round of
thoughts and edits. Then write your final draft.
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Final Draft

Two-Minute Story

Title
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Full Name (Printed):

Congratulations! Now, go find your MAVEN Field Guide so
they can take a photo, which by doing you're giving them
permission to share, and use as they see fit. Now go share
your story with others.

187



Action Items to Consider

If you would like to continue sharing your faith and pushing
yourself in your spiritual walk here are some possible
challenges to help you along. Fill it out, share it with your
teammates for accountability.

Share the Truth with Your Friends...

e Regularly seek out spiritual discussions with non-

believers.
Read the Word...
e Read the Bible in one year.
e Read the Bible times per week.
e Read the Bible for minutes a day.

Be with God in Prayer...

e Pray every day/for minutes.
e Drive in silence times a week.
e Desire togrow in knowledge, wisdom, and character.
e Go on a PrayerWalk times a month.
Study...

e 'Read one or more of the books in the suggested
reading list and resource list.

e Listento one or more of the podcasts on the list of
resources.

e Read one or more of the blogs on the list of resources.
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Action Step(s)...

What action are you going to take? How are you going to
accomplish this?

189












SECTION FIVE
TRIP RESOURCES

HELPFUL TOOLS ON AND AFTER THE TRIP

In this section you will find a variety of helpful resources. Some
of these you'll be instructed to use as tools before the trip,
while on the trip, and for after the trip.

Here are the tools you'll find in this section...

e Packing List

e Guidelines & Expectations

e |Immersive Experience Jobs

e The After Survey

e Conversational Survey:on Religion and Morality

e Campus Conversational Survey on Life & Happiness

e Campus Prayer Guide

e [ Five Helpful Articles | Debating Atheists by Dan
Grossenbach

e Helpful Videos, Podcasts, Websites, & Books

You may get stumped. You won't have every answer. That's
okay. But, don't just leave it at that. Go find answers. Keep
studying.
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Packing List

What to Bring...

Important | Read this ‘what-to-bring” list with the mission
trip purpose at the forefront of your minds. And be
prepared to sacrifice your ‘personal rights” or desires for
the good of the group. MAVEN has a NO ELECTR@NICS
policy so please leave your phones and other eléctronic
devices at home.

Necessary Iltems

Look at the weather report before you paek. Considerhow
many days you'll be gone. Keep packing, simple. Use‘travel
size items when applicable.

1 Casual Clothing (Still keep nice though)

o Note to Girls: Pack respectfully. No low-cut shirts,
spaghetti straps, or tight'shirts — nothing that shows
cleavage or midriffs. You will have to “cover up” if
your shirt is considered too tight, low cut, etc.

o Note'to Guys: Do not dress sloppily (i.e. showing
your baxers; ripped clothing). Bring things like jeans,
shorts, polos, button downs, t-shirts, etc.

Grubby Clothes'(For hiking and working out in)
Sweatshirt or Jacket

Shoes: Walking or Hiking

Sandals

Towel: For showering, swimming, etc...

Bathing Suit — Please keep it modest

Toiletries: i.e. soap, shampoo, deodorant

Sleeping Bag & Pillow

Air Mattress or Sleeping Pad: We are sleeping on floors
Book 1: The Holy Bible: the actual book — no electronics
Book 2: 1 Don't Have Enough Faith to Be an Atheist

I s A A
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O O

Book 3: MAVEN's Apologetics Immersive Experience

Guidebook

Daypack / Backpack
Water Bottle
Meal Money ($20/day)

Optional

0 s o

Snacks

Sun Protection: Sunscreen, Hat, Sunglasses

Basketball Shoes

Flashlight

Camera: Phone cameras aren't allowed

Spending Money: For snack, souvenirs, etc...

Weather Dependent: Hat or beanie, gloves, ofrsweaters
Weather Dependent: Modest swimsuitspbug repellent,
etc...

What Not to Bring

0

0

Any Electronics: no DVD players, no iPods, no Video
Games.

Cell Phones: Leaveithese at home, but if you must bring
one it must'stay turned OFF during the majority of the trip.
If your leadership allews you to bring them, there will be
designated times to call your parents. We know from
years past that cell phones can be a HUGE distraction
from God's work on this trip.

Notes on Packing...

Everything but your sleeping bag must fit into ONE duffel bag
or suitcase. This suitcase CANNOT be huge—think small, think
reusable clothing, think about putting up with less than your
dream wardrobe. Remember, people almost never pack too
little; they pack too much! You may use a backpack to carry
non-clothes items like your Bible, apologetics books or
camera.
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Guidelines & Expectations

In order to get the most out of our time on the Immersive
Experience, it's important to get on the same page with some
important guidelines and expectations.

Please read through each expectation, checking the box to
indicate you've read and agreed to what's being asked of you.
If you aren't comfortable with an expectation, please come
talk to a group leader so we can get on the same page.

| AGREE TO...

Be Present: | understand that the,goalf this trip is to grow
my relationship and show others who Christ is through who
we are, what we do, and what we say. With that, | commit to
being present both physically and‘mentally.

Be Positive: | committe maintaining a positive attitude and
being flexible when things don't'go my way. | commit to not
gossiping or spreading. negativity through the group, but
rather will approach a'leader for guidance and counsel. |
commit_tosstriving for a Christ-like attitude in all that | do. | will
try my‘best to.not complain, murmur, or spread negativity
throughout the group.

Don't Be Messing Around: Messing around includes, but is
not limitedte: No Drugs, Vaping, Juuls, Alcohol, or Tobacco, or
anything of the sort | No Firearms, Fireworks, or Weapons of
any kind | No Wrestling or Horseplay | No Guys in the Girls'
room | No Girls in the Guys' room | No altering your physical
appearance | No Electronic Devices

Be Modest: Girls — No spaghetti straps, short shorts, bare
midriff. Guys — no short shorts or tank tops. | commit to never
being alone with someone of the opposite gender unless in

the open where others can see us.
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Clean Up After Yourself: Don't put things down but put them
away. Keep bathroom, meeting room, kitchen clean.

Sacrifice for Others: | understand that | will be asked to
sacrifice for others. | commit to making that sacrifice willingly.
Pursuit of Excellence: | commit to pursuing excellence in all
that | do (Colossians 3:23)

Protect the Team: | will keep all problems within the confines
of the team and commit to working them out in a Biblical
manner during Team Time (Matthew 18). | will not stuff but will
be honest about my feelings. | will seek out the guidénce and
help my leaders if need be.

Staying Safe: | commit to using wisdom and discernment
while traveling. | commit to staying with the group. I'’commit
to NOT wandering around and keeping the motte, “safe to be
safe” at the forefront of my mind. | understand that | must
have a buddy with me at all times and will not wander away
from the group alone at.dny point.

Pursuing Jesus: | commit to pursuing Jesus and trying to live
according to 1 Peter 1:16, "Be haly because | am holy." |
recognize I'm not perfeet, but | will strive to live like Jesus did.

| know thattheypoint is'net to achieve perfection or to be
made righteaus by mysworks or actions. However, my goal is
to strive.to be more like Jesus in all that | think, say and do.

| agreeto follow all guidelines and rules in order to take away
any distractions that may hinder me from growing in my
relatiofship with God and building a healthy community
during my time on the Immersive Experience.

X: X:
Signature Date

X:
Print Name
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Immersive Experience Jobs

One of the great parts of our Immersive Experience is we get
to work together in everything we do. This won't be a trip
where any of us are just going to be served, but we will all be
serving each other to ensure the trip runs smoothly.

You will be assigned to a specific job (possibly withiothers),
which is your responsibility to complete with excellencedduring
the trip. Below, is each job description. Mark yours.

Job Descriptions

[l Key-Bearer: You are in charge©f all keys. Whatever
vehicle you are assigned to will be the keys you keep track
of always. Collect each time youndrrive to a destination.

1 Morning Time with.God Lead: You are in charge of
facilitating devotions each morning for the group. You
don't need to teach but simply be a leader gathering
everyone together, entering the team into this time, and
closing out when ready.

1 Sous Chef: You'are in charge of putting out & cleaning up
the breakfast and lunch supplies each morning for
everyone (when necessary). You are also in charge of
making'sure the cooler(s) are packed & ready to go for the
day - safely placed in the room or vehicle it belongs in for
that day. You'll need to follow all directions from your Chef.

(1 Bell Hop: You are in charge of making sure all luggage is
packed and loaded in the vehicles each time we are
traveling. You will need to make sure everyone's luggage is
loaded and unloaded safely by the time of departure.
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(] Housekeeping: You and your team are responsible for
cleaning up the trash in the vehicles each night. You will
have trash bags to discard trash into each evening.

[l Paparazzi: Your job is to document the trip! You will use
the given camera to take pictures of the trip and make
sure we get a group picture at some point.

Tl Worship: Your job is to lead our team in Musical Worship

each night during our Reflection Time. You will bé'in
charge of 1-3 songs each night depending on®ur timing.

My jobis
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The After Survey

Before your first training you took 7he Before Survey to gain
insight for where you were. Now, with trainings, readings,
quizzes, and the trip over we want you to survey again to see
how far you've come.

Short Answers...

1. 'Why are you a Christian?

2. List three pieces of evidence, pointing to God's existence.

3. What is truth?

4. Why is the Bible trustworthy and authoritative?

5. In one to two sentences, explain what the gospel is.
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Rate Yourself
For the following questions, rate yourself using the following
scale:

1= Completely uncomfortable

2 = Not very comfortable

3 = A bit hesitant

4 = Fairly confident

5 = Completely comfortable & confident

6. How confident are you that Christianity is true?

7. How comfortable are you'standing up for Christian truth
and values with your close friends‘and family?

8. How comfortable.are youstanding up for Christian truth
and values in‘a publicsetting? For example, at school, at
work,.ema sports team, in a school club, etc...
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Conversational Survey on
Religion & Moradlity ...,

Instructions: Make sure you are in groups of two or three. Use
this survey to engage with people in enlightening
conversations about critical ideas and beliefs.

1. Do you believe in God or a higher power? Yes/ No
e Why or why not?
e What do you think'he, shejor it is like and why?
2. Do you believe objective truth'exists? Yes /No
e Why orwhy not?
e _How doessomeone come to know truth?
e Is there objective religious truth? How do we find it?
3. Do you believe there are moral facts (right and wrong)
everyone should follow? Yes /No

e Why or why not?
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Do you believe in an afterlife? Yes,/No

e Where do you get your views of the afterlife from?

e (If "yes") What do you think the afterlife is like?. Why?

. Who do you believe Jesus was?

e Where do you get your information about Jesus?

. What do you think about Christianity?

° V\/hy7

e What has given you this impression?

What one question would you like to ask a Christian?
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Conversational Survey on
Religion & Morality ...

Instructions: Make sure you are in groups of two or three. Use
this survey to engage with people in enlightening
conversations about critical ideas and beliefs.

1. Do you believe in God or a higher power? Yes/ No
e Why or why not?
e What do you think'he, shejor it is like and why?
2. Do you believe objective truth'exists? Yes /No
e Why orwhy not?
e _How doessomeone come to know truth?
e Is there objective religious truth? How do we find it?
3. Do you believe there are moral facts (right and wrong)
everyone should follow? Yes /No

e Why or why not?
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Do you believe in an afterlife? Yes,/No

e Where do you get your views of the afterlife from?

e (If "yes") What do you think the afterlife is like?. Why?

. Who do you believe Jesus was?

e Where do you get your information about Jesus?

. What do you think about Christianity?

° V\/hy7

e What has given you this impression?

What one question would you like to ask a Christian?
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Conversational Survey on
Religion & Morality ...

Instructions: Make sure you are in groups of two or three. Use
this survey to engage with people in enlightening
conversations about critical ideas and beliefs.

1. Do you believe in God or a higher power? Yes/ No
e Why or why not?
e What do you think'he, shejor it is like and why?
2. Do you believe objective truth'exists? Yes /No
e Why orwhy not?
e _How doessomeone come to know truth?
e Is there objective religious truth? How do we find it?
3. Do you believe there are moral facts (right and wrong)
everyone should follow? Yes /No

e Why or why not?
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Do you believe in an afterlife? Yes,/No

e Where do you get your views of the afterlife from?

e (If "yes") What do you think the afterlife is like?. Why?

. Who do you believe Jesus was?

e Where do you get your information about Jesus?

. What do you think about Christianity?

° V\/hy7

e What has given you this impression?

What one question would you like to ask a Christian?
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Conversational Survey on
Religion & Morality ...

Instructions: Make sure you are in groups of two or three. Use
this survey to engage with people in enlightening
conversations about critical ideas and beliefs.

1. Do you believe in God or a higher power? Yes/ No
e Why or why not?
e What do you think'he, shejor it is like and why?
2. Do you believe objective truth'exists? Yes /No
e Why orwhy not?
e _How doessomeone come to know truth?
e Is there objective religious truth? How do we find it?
3. Do you believe there are moral facts (right and wrong)
everyone should follow? Yes /No

e Why or why not?
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Do you believe in an afterlife? Yes,/No

e Where do you get your views of the afterlife from?

e (If "yes") What do you think the afterlife is like?. Why?

. Who do you believe Jesus was?

e Where do you get your information about Jesus?

. What do you think about Christianity?

° V\/hy7

e What has given you this impression?

What one question would you like to ask a Christian?
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Conversational Survey on
Religion & Morality ...

Instructions: Make sure you are in groups of two or three. Use
this survey to engage with people in enlightening
conversations about critical ideas and beliefs.

1. Do you believe in God or a higher power? Yes/ No
e Why or why not?
e What do you think'he, shejor it is like and why?
2. Do you believe objective truth'exists? Yes /No
e Why orwhy not?
e _How doessomeone come to know truth?
e Is there objective religious truth? How do we find it?
3. Do you believe there are moral facts (right and wrong)
everyone should follow? Yes /No

e Why or why not?
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Do you believe in an afterlife? Yes,/No

e Where do you get your views of the afterlife from?

e (If "yes") What do you think the afterlife is like?. Why?

. Who do you believe Jesus was?

e Where do you get your information about Jesus?

. What do you think about Christianity?

° V\/hy7

e What has given you this impression?

What one question would you like to ask a Christian?
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Campus Conversational
Survey on Life &
Happiness ...,

Instructions: Make sure you are in groups of two or three. Use
this survey to engage with people in enlightehing
conversations about critical ideas and beliefs:

1. Is there a meaning to life? Yes /No

If yes, what is it?

How did you.come to that answer?

Where does.meaning come from?

Is life's meaning merely subjective or is it objective?

2. What'is the deepest desire of the human heart?

e Are there desires of the heart shared by all humans?
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What is the key to human happiness?

e How did you come to that answer?

e Where should people look for an answer to this?

. Who is the most influential person who has ever livedrand
why?

What are the most serious problems theworld is facing?

e How did you come tothat answer?

How can we best fix the problems of the world?

e How do you wantte,contribute to the solution?

If you ceuld ask God one question, what would it be?

e How do you think He would answer?

. What questions (any) would you ask a Christian?
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Campus Conversational
Survey on Life &
Happiness ....

Instructions: Make sure you are in groups of two or three. Use
this survey to engage with people in enlightehing
conversations about critical ideas and beliefs:

1. Is there a meaning to life? Yes /No

If yes, what is it?

How did you.come to that answer?

Where does.meaning come from?

Is life's meaning merely subjective or is it objective?

2. What'is the deepest desire of the human heart?

e Are there desires of the heart shared by all humans?
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What is the key to human happiness?

e How did you come to that answer?

e Where should people look for an answer to this?

. Who is the most influential person who has ever livedrand
why?

What are the most serious problems theworld is facing?

e How did you come tothat answer?

How can we best fix the problems of the world?

e How do you wantte,contribute to the solution?

If you ceuld ask God one question, what would it be?

e How do you think He would answer?

. What questions (any) would you ask a Christian?
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Campus Conversational
Survey on Life &
Happiness ....

Instructions: Make sure you are in groups of two or three. Use
this survey to engage with people in enlightehing
conversations about critical ideas and beliefs:

1. Is there a meaning to life? Yes /No

If yes, what is it?

How did you.come to that answer?

Where does.meaning come from?

Is life's meaning merely subjective or is it objective?

2. What'is the deepest desire of the human heart?

e Are there desires of the heart shared by all humans?
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What is the key to human happiness?

e How did you come to that answer?

e Where should people look for an answer to this?

. Who is the most influential person who has ever livedrand
why?

What are the most serious problems theworld is facing?

e How did you come tothat answer?

How can we best fix the problems of the world?

e How do you wantte,contribute to the solution?

If you ceuld ask God one question, what would it be?

e How do you think He would answer?

. What questions (any) would you ask a Christian?
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Campus Conversational
Survey on Life &
Happiness ...

Instructions: Make sure you are in groups of two or three. Use
this survey to engage with people in enlightehing
conversations about critical ideas and beliefs:

1. Is there a meaning to life? Yes /No

If yes, what is it?

How did you.come to that answer?

Where does.meaning come from?

Is life's meaning merely subjective or is it objective?

2. What'is the deepest desire of the human heart?

e Are there desires of the heart shared by all humans?
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What is the key to human happiness?

e How did you come to that answer?

e Where should people look for an answer to this?

. Who is the most influential person who has ever livedrand
why?

What are the most serious problems theworld is facing?

e How did you come tothat answer?

How can we best fix the problems of the world?

e How do you wantte,contribute to the solution?

If you ceuld ask God one question, what would it be?

e How do you think He would answer?

. What questions (any) would you ask a Christian?
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Campus Conversational
Survey on Life &
Happiness ....

Instructions: Make sure you are in groups of two or three. Use
this survey to engage with people in enlightehing
conversations about critical ideas and beliefs:

1. Is there a meaning to life? Yes /No

If yes, what is it?

How did you.come to that answer?

Where does.meaning come from?

Is life's meaning merely subjective or is it objective?

2. What'is the deepest desire of the human heart?

e Are there desires of the heart shared by all humans?
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What is the key to human happiness?

e How did you come to that answer?

e Where should people look for an answer to this?

. Who is the most influential person who has ever livedrand
why?

What are the most serious problems theworld is facing?

e How did you come tothat answer?

How can we best fix the problems of the world?

e How do you wantte,contribute to the solution?

If you ceuld ask God one question, what would it be?

e How do you think He would answer?

. What questions (any) would you ask a Christian?
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Campus Prayer Guide

Instructions: Go to the campus you are ministering at and
pray over it by using the three steps below...

1. Read Ephesians 6:10-18: Let this passage be the guide to
your opening prayer.

2. Travel to Each Building: Find the buildings listed below, go
to them, read the associated verses when you get there,

and then spend time in prayer over each field of study.

Campus Buildings

e Science Building::Genesis:1, Psalm 8, Psalm 104,
Isaiah 45:18

e Philosophy Building:" Colossians 2:8, Romans 12:2,
Il Corinthians 10:3-5

e Theology Building: Colossians 2:2-3, Romans 11:33-36

e Psychology Building: Genesis 1:26-27, Psalm 119:13-18

e Art Building: Psalm 27:4, Psalm 50:2, Philippians 4:8

e Law Building: Micah 6:8, Psalm 119:1-24, Romans 2:14-15

3. Read Il Corinthians 10:3-5: Use this passage to guide your
final prayer over the campus, teachers, and students.
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Debating Atheists

Introduction (1/5) | By Dan Grossenbach

On November 27, 2016, | debated a local atheist leader, retired
podiatrist Dr. Gil Shapiro, the spokesperson of Freethought
Arizona.® |'ve blogged on general post-debate

thoughts here but now will cover a series of fivedconsecutive
blog posts covering each of the four arguments that.the
atheist couldn't answer. This is no credit to'my debating skills
or subject knowledge which are nothing special, but it does
show how classic arguments for the Christian worldview can
be powerful if we keep it simple. My hope is that this will serve
as a good outline to keep in mind when you engage with
skeptics in your own community, the water'cooler, or the next
family dinner table.

By far, the most difficult part'of debate prep was planning my
general approach: Knowing my opponent helped. In a story
by the local paper leadingwup to the event, the AZ Daily Star
quoted Dr. Shapiro saying, “There is the religious view and the
secular point of view, and there will be some things we can't
move on our position, but there will be some things that we
can. In"this spirit, | researched claims from renowned atheists
and non=Christians and arrived at four aspects of reality we
canallagree on even though we may come to different
conclusions:{ They are:

1) the arrival of the universe from nothing,

2) the arrival of biological information from dead matter,
3) the arrival of evil, and

4) the arrival of Jesus.

82 maventruth.co/FNO1
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This was a community event between two amateurs, so | had
to stick to the basics. As a fulltime detective, I'm not a biblical
scholar, scientist, or philosopher so | wasn't going to get
fancy. That's why | proffered four facts that enjoy the vast
consensus of scholars regardless of religious or non-religious
bias. | was also intentional on my topic selection. After all,
what could be more pressing for the Christian worldview than
creation, sin (evil), and the resurrection? | framed the debate
using only commonly accepted facts both Dr. Shapiro and |
could, in principle, agree on, and provided an explanatieh that
best fit the facts. If my logic was valid and the fagts true, the
conclusions | offered would remain standing as the most
reasonable. At the end of each of the folr separate
arguments, | told the audience | would wait to see what my
opponent would offer as a better explanation of these facts.
In his rebuttals, he gave a lot ofriticisms but never answered
my challenges directly. Not only was.my opponent silent in
presenting an alternative explanation for any of these four
facts, he didn't offer any explanation atall. So, if the
challenges | presented demand an explanation, the Christian
explanation won by default.

Christianity won because the evidence was better and the
reasoningrelearer than what my atheist friend offered. We all
know that debates'are won or lost by much more than the
content. lfd'came across condescending or frustrated, all the
evidence and logic in the world wouldn't have helped me.
Good manners and graciousness are critical. My goal was to
be bold and nice at the same time. While his arguments were
lacking, | owe thanks to Dr. Shapiro for keeping things cordial
as well. He's a gentleman.

A quick note about scholarly consensus is important. Few of
us have the time or training to master all the arguments so it

helps to stand on the shoulders of scholars who do. I'm not
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suggesting an appeal to authority or majority can replace
sound reasoning. Surely, scholarly consensus alone isn't an
argument. It would be fallacious to appeal to the majority
since the majority can be wrong and the number of noses is
irrelevant to the truth of a proposition. What this shows is that
each fact has been defended in published work and debated
among experts on all sides of the issue. When scholars
committed to a worldview contrary to Christianity concede
these facts, they do so in spite of their desires because of the
weight of evidence and because intellectualdhonestypcompels
them. That's what we want it to do for our unbkelieving friends
as well. We just need to point this out.

To show how this works, I'll release.four short blog posts [the
next 4 articles] to unpack eachfof these faets over each of the
next four weeks. When combined together, these four facts
make a cumulative, or "minimalfacts,” case we can use to
show our skeptical friends toiinfer important conclusions that
point us to God based on factsievenatheists grant. Inspired
by what Gary Habermes has done for the historical case for
the resurrection, these.factsican be extended into an overall
case for Chfistianity. The.compelling force of Habermas' work
is showing the mass eencession by scholars from non-
Christian, even hostile, worldviews on relevant facts
surfounding the death of Jesus. It's easy to point out Christian
scholarsfin support of our views, and there's nothing wrong
with'that, but citing a skeptic who is an authority on the topic
bluntsthedbias objection from the start.

It's not only skeptics who need to hear this. When | speak at
various Christian groups, I'm constantly surprised by how
many intelligent and faithful Christians don't know how widely
accepted these facts are either. Without the facts, they risk
being forced into defending ideas already settled among the
experts. To suggest that Jesus died by crucifixion, for example,
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might sound like a religious claim, not a Aistorical one. Once
we learn that the most skeptical scholars accept Jesus'
crucifixion, however, it should cause our skeptical friend to
question her own reasons for denying it. Many of the scholars
I'll cite are the same ones our skeptical friends are learning
from. So, if our friends are persuaded by atheist writings of
Dawkins, Shermer, Hitchens, Krauss, Erhman, Carrier, and
others, get ready to hear what they have to say now!
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Debating Atheists

Arrival of the Universe (2/5) By Dan Grossenbach

In the previous post of this short blog series [article 1], |
explained how four facts agreed upon by the majority of non-
Christian experts can be used to build a strong case for
Christianity. This is the approach | took when | debated
Freethought Arizona spokesperson Dr. Gil Shapifo in
November 2016. In this week's post, I'll cover the first.one.

#1 The Arrival of the Universe

Either the universe is infinitely old, orlit started at a finite time
ago at a certain point in time. There's no. third option unless
we deny the existence of the universe altogether as some new
age or eastern beliefs do. The cosmos has been the focus of
study as long as man hasiexistedsand some mysteries remain
yet unsolved. Nevertheless, that the universe had a beginning
is something we can say with relative certainty.

1. About 13.8 byathe universe came into existence where
energ@y,matter, natural laws, time, and space arrived on
the scene priornto which they were not there. ASU
astrophysicist and religion critic Paul Davies says "the
universe .can't have existed forever. We know there
must be an absolute beginning a finite time ago."®

Alexander Vilenkin, another skeptic of religion goes further
arguing for a finite starting point even with the possibility of
multiple universes when he said this in 2003:

8 Paul Davies, "The Big Bang-and Before," lecture at Thomas Aquinas College March 2002
quoted from ReasonableFaith.org.
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It is said that an argument is what convinces a
reasonable man, but a proof even an unreasonable
man. With the proof now in place, cosmologists can no
longer hide behind the possibility of a past-eternal
universe. There is no escape: they must face

the problem of a cosmic beginning.

The problem for Vilenkin and his non-Christian peerstis what
follows from a "beginning."#

In defense of this idea, outspoken religion skeptic and Arizonc
State University physicist Lawrence Krause said, “If you asked
me what | would bet, | would bet that our universe had a
beginning."® To see why scientists like'Davies; Krause, and
other skeptics consider the beginning of the universe a
problem, it's important to see what follows from another fact
we already know.

2. In uniform andd#epeated human experience, everything
that begins to exist hasia cause.

Sensing the pending consequences of these two facts, Dr.
Krause tries to showshow events can occur from "nothing.” The
troublefis, he defines nothing as something. You can see
Krause firstyroperly defines "nothing” as the “absence of
anything®but in the very next breath tells us his “nothing" of
the pre-beginning initial conditions of the universe contained
something, namely, lots of complex "stuff” and “particles”
interacting with each other.® Dr. Krause is a brilliant man and
must know better. For the stuff and particles, he just listed by

84 Alexander Vilenkin, Many Worlds in One p176, quoted from Common Sense Atheism blog
post "Craig on Vilenkin on Cosmic Origins” by Luke Muehlhauser

85 Paul Davies, "The Big Bang-and Before," lecture at Thomas Aquinas College,March 2002
quoted from ReasonableFaith.org

86 | awrence Krause, debate with William Lane Craig in Brisbane, Australia on August 7,
2013 transcript here
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default entails space, time, energy, matter, and abstract
objects like physical laws and logic which is all that's needed
to make up our entire physical universe. These things are not
only not "nothing” (no-thing) but are the very things scientists
tell us did NOT exist until they came into being at the
beginning of the universe, a beginning Dr. Krause would put
his money on. In fact, the universe itself is comprised of the
same things he attributes to as "nothing.” So, for Krause:
nothing = universe.

If these first two points hold true, as nearly all experts agree,
and the logic is sound, the following conclusion‘isiinescapable.

3. The universe had a cause:

This opens a whole other can ef worms. Who or what is the
cause? Well, we can infer afew things from this argument. The
cause must be supernatural, uncaused, spaceless, immaterial,
timeless, personalgpewerful, rational, and independent. This
list of attributes rules,outinearly every world religion except
monotheism.

e Uncaused - Gen 11, Ps 102:25-27, Jn 1:3, 1 Cor 8:6, Col 1:16,
Heb 1:2

e [ Spaceless -1 Kings 8:27, Isa 66:1-2, Acts 7:48

e Immaterial -1 Kings 8:27, Isa 66:1-2, Acts 7:48

e Timeless'— Ps 90:2, Job 36:26, Rev 1:8, Jn 8:58

e Personal - Gen 17:1, Rev 19:6, Ps 33:9, Rom 4:17

e Powerful - Gen 18:14, Jer 32:17, Job 42:1-2, Mt 19:26, Mk
14:26

e Rational — 1 Cor 14:33, Isa 1118, 2 Tim 2:13, Lk 10:27

e Independent — Gen 1:1, Ps 102:25-27, Jn 1:3, 1 Cor 8:6, Col
116, Heb 1:2
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We're not able to show the God of Christianity on this first
argument alone, but there's no better candidate than theism
to fit the bill. At the very least, the God of biblical Christianity
matches this description without a single miss and is among a
very short list of contenders. It's important to note none of the
rival atheistic theories fit these attributes for the universe's
initial cause. But before critiquing any rival options, | waited
for Dr. Shapiro to present another cause that better explains
the creation of the universe. He never did. And the options
offered by the atheists mentioned here start off.on falsetor
unfounded assumptions. Atheists might not like the Christian
explanation, but they seem to support the basis forit. and fail
to offer a better way. So, the Biblical account of the arrival of
the universe remains the best explanation available to us.
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Debating Atheists

Arrival of Biological Information (3/5) | By Dan Grossenbach

Fact #2: The Arrival of Biological Information

Information embedded inside all of life demands an
explanation. Virtually all agree that, at some point in earth's
early history, the first living being came about ffom non-living
(dead) material. Setting aside for the moment the incredible
principle of life arising from death, what we find .inside ofilife
gives us the greatest mystery of all. The information inside of
life is exactly what we see in high te¢h. computer engineering.
It's remarkably designed. Bestselling atheist writer and
evolutionary biologist RichardDawkins remarks on
information in every cell thistway:

The machine code of the genes is uncannily computer-
like. Apart from-differences in jargon, the pages of a
molecular biology journal'might be interchanged with
those of '@ computer engineering journal &’

Sogthe argument goes like this...

1. All life‘requires DNA/RNA.

Citing Richard Dawkins, “DNA code is universal among all
living things"e®

87 Richard Dawkins, River Out of Eden: A Darwinian View of Life, New York: Basic
Books/Harper Collins, 1995, p17

88 This fact is so widely assumed it was hard to find a direct quote. Richard Dawkins cited in a
news article - maventruth.co/FNO7
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2. DNA/RNA is information

What is information? By information, | mean the specification
of the amino acid sequence in protein...Information means
here the precise determination of sequence, either of bases of
the [nucleic] acid or in amino acid residue in the protein.

Christian skeptic and co-discoverer of the DNA structure,
Francis Crick: “Genes are information...a code...in
sequence...just like what a computer programmeér would do!"8®

Information requires a mind

In his debate with Christian apologist.Bavid\Wood last year,
leading atheist and editor of Skeptic Magazine Michael
Shermer explains it this way:

Is there some advanced intelligence,a designer, call it
whatever you want2zMaybe, How.do we know? Our
methodology is actuallypretty good for finding
out...[Y]ou know the SETI program has algorithms. They
grind through lotsief signals coming from space to
determine if it's random noise or if it's a signal.®

Shermer concedes that information implies an intelligent
cause and even offers a way to verify it. Ironically, his method
is the very same one offered by the ID advocates he's trying
to refute.

Therefore, life required a mind.

89 Richard Dawkins interview starting at 1:25 - maventruth.co/FNO8
90 Michael Shermer vs. David Wood debate on "Does God Exist" October 10, 2016, Kennesaw
State University
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This is why religion critics like Francis Crick®!, Richard
Dawkins®? and others propose the rarely accepted view of
panspermia, or the idea that intelligent alien life seeded the
early earth at just the right time for life to take root. In fact,
there's little discussed about origin of life at all. Normally, the
question skips the origin of life issue and goes right into the
evolution mechanism. Like all facts which lead us to
conclusions we don't like, it's much easier to simply ignore the
problem.

The arrival of biological information is an area evolutionary
biologists around the world are dealing with. In'Nov 2016,
scientists from around the world metiin London to discuss how
the neo-Darwinian mechanism fails to'@ccount fer the
complexity of life. Recordings of the lectures will be provided
on the Royal Society websité® soons What's'more, is that the
issue of information already in‘the cell before the first
organism ever existed is not.even a matter of evolution at all.

The reason | presented.this'as evidence for God is the same
reason atheist philosopherhomas Nagel and former atheist
Antony Flew saw purpose and design in biological life. Every
living cell requires something that is so particular that it
cannot,.in principle, be attributed to chance or natural causes.
The DNA molecule contains not only complexity — for it has
that. The complexity must also be arranged in such a way
that'it performs a specific function for the development of a
living arganism.

The specific complexity of this program is exactly like
computer software. In fact, the four fundamental nucleotide
base chemicals comprising the DNA molecule strands are not

9! Francis Crick, directed panspermia 1972, - maventruth.co/FN10
92 Richard Dawkins at the end of "Expelled" - maventruth.co/FN11
93 maventruth.co/FN12
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only similar to a computer program but they are the exact
same thing. The pioneer of modern software, Bill Gates, and
no friend to Christianity, recognized this when he said, "“DNA is
like a computer program but far, far more advanced than any
software ever created."*

The four chemicals abbreviated A-C-G-T are a four character
code much like the binary two character code of human
developed software consists of particularly placed.zeros and
ones. The only difference, is that whereas a slight computer
code error typically results in a minor disfunction, any
deviation from the DNA sequence most likely terminates the
organism and any future descendants.

This poses major problems for thedNeo-Darwinist theory of
random mutation but that's beyond ourimmediate scope.
Lest anyone be tempted to think time and chance under
natural laws can produce such a.function-based information
code, atheist paleontologist Stephen Jay Gould shows that
time is not available to us:

[Wile are leftwithivery little time between the
development'of suitablerconditions for life on the earth's
surfaece'@and the origin of life. Life is not a complex
acgident that required immense time to convert the
vastly-improbable into the nearly certain. Instead, life,
for all its intricacy, probably arose rapidly about as soon
as it could

%4 Bill Gates, The Road Ahead p228
9 Stephen Jay Gould, "An Early Start,” Natural History, February, 1978.
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Richard Dawkins goes further by ruling out chance a priori:

However many ways there may be of being alive, it is
certain that there are vastly more ways of being dead,
or rather, not alive. You may throw cells together at
random, over and over again for a billion years, and not
once will you get a conglomeration that flies or swims or
burrows or runs, or does anything, even badly; that
could remotely be construed as working tokeep itself
alive.®

Not only was there no time for the DNA/RNA to develop
naturally, there was also no known natural mechanism for it to
do so.

Atheist philosopher ThomasNagel agrees:

The more details we learn about the chemical basis of
life and the intricacy of the genetic code, the more
unbelievable the standard historical account [neo-
Darwinian evolution] becomes.®”

It is prima facie highly.implausible that life as we know it
is the result of a sequence of physical accidents
together with the mechanism of natural selection.®

Further:

I'realize that such doubts will strike many people as
outrageous, but that is because almost everyone in our
secular culture has been browbeaten into regarding the
reductive research program as sacrosanct on the
ground that anything else would not be science.®

% The Blind Watchmaker: Why the Evidence of Evolution Reveals a Universe Without
Design 1988, p9 The immediate relevance to this was pointed out to me by Douglas Axe.
97 Nagel, Thomas (2012). Mind and Cosmos: Why the Materialist Neo-Darwinian Conception of
Nature is Almost Certainly False. Oxford: Oxford University Press. p5
% ibid, p5
%9 ibid, p7
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And finally:

| believe the defenders of ID deserve our gratitude for
challenging a scientific world view that owes some of

the passion displayed by its adherents precisely to the
fact that it is thought to liberate us from religion.1%°

Whenever information is found, in uniform and repeated
human experience, it's been the product of an intelligent mind.

| left it to Dr. Shapiro to provide at least one piegé of evidence
to the contrary. He didn't.

100 Nagel, Thomas (2012). Mind and Cosmos: Why the Materialist Neo-Darwinian Conception
of Nature is Almost Certainly False. Oxford: Oxford University Press, p12
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Debating Atheists

Arrival of Evil (4/5) | By Dan Grossenbach

Understanding evil reveals an important part of reality. As
much as we try to avoid it, evil is part of the universal human
condition — something theists and atheists both have in
common. You may be surprised, however; that the way
atheists think about evil actually shows God exists. For the
previous post on [article 3], atheist arguments for the Arrival of
Biological Information. Unlike other points in this series so far,
probing evil touches the heart. It gets emotional The
argument I'm presenting, by contrast,isn't designedto
address the emotional part of the problem. There are volumes
dedicated to that. Rather, the point here isto reason through
three facts about evil that nearly all' people agree on and to
see what follows:

1. Evil exists:

This fact is so obvious,thatieven the argument of evil used
against God'relies on it. Readers have probably heard the
"oroblem of ‘evil" used.as @ critique against theism. This was
something | knew Dr. Shapiro would bring up in our debate,
sinee he brought it up in a prior encounter, so | decided to hit
it head en. As expected, Dr. Shapiro parroted the classic
criticism from 4% century BC philosopher Epicurus:

Is God willing to prevent evil, but not able? Then he is
not omnipotent. Is he able, but not willing? Then he is
malevolent. Is he both able and willing? Then whence
cometh evil? Is he neither able nor willing? Then why call
him God?10"

101 Classic argument for the “problem of evil” first attributed in this form to the Greek
philosopher Epicurus
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The question puts God in a dilemmai. Either he's not all
powerful (he can't stop evil) or not all good (he's unwilling to
stop it). Theists believe God is both all-powerful and all-good
and thus, find themselves having to eliminate one. | address
this later. What we must consider at present; however, is that
the objector assumes the existence of evil prior to the
objection. This is a huge assumption. Epicurus posed a fair
question to the Greek polytheists of his day but is it fair to
carry this over to God of the Bible? I'll address thatdater. The
immediate question is whether or not evil exists.at all and this
objection only works if it does. Put simply, if there's a
"oroblem” of evil, then evil exists.

Seeing the plain consequences of this fact, skeptics typically
fall into two groups: 1) ground goodness on something other
than God, or 2) deny good or evil exist at all.

The first group accepts value propositions as something real
(good and evil exist) but tries to aveid God. Freedom from
Religion founder and‘eresident Dan Barker says “Good' is that
which enhances life, and ‘evil"isithat which threatens it."192

Sam Harris defines mordlity as the “right and wrong answers
to the question of hew to maximize human flourishing in any
moment."% In my debate with Dr. Shapiro, he repeated the
secular hupaanist doctrine that value relates to the standard
of universal "well=being.”

The careful reader may see that they shifted the meaning of
good. Rather than goodness defined as ultimate moral
perfection, they see it as the best way to accomplish a goal.
Plenty could be said about this shift, but it doesn't really
matter for this part of my argument. Whether they ground

102 Dan Barker, Losing Faith in Faith, page 125
103 Sam Harris, bases his moral standard on what he deems human flourishing, -
maventruth.co/FN22
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goodness in human flourishing or not, they still have an
objective standard. They don't put it on God, but instead on
something else of objective and universal value. Sam Harris
urges, "we need some universal conception of right and
wrong."'* So, despite this shift in definition, they find
themselves in the same place in terms of establishing
objective goodness. For this purpose, we can join together in
agreement with atheists who agree objective goodness exists,
right?

Not so fast! Other well-known atheists dismiss,value
altogether. In Darwinian naturalism, there is no'way thihgs are
supposed to be. Dawkins puts this best:

In a universe of electrons and selfish genes; blind
physical forces and genétie replication, some people are
going to get hurt, otherpeoplé are going to get lucky,
and you won't find any.riyme or. reason in it, nor any
justice. The universe that weobserve has precisely the
properties we should.expect if there is, at bottom, no
design, no purpose,no evil, no good, nothing but pitiless
indifference.%

An_dbstract from Cornell University scientist William Provine's
second annual Darwin Day speech starts off this way:
"Naturalistic evolution has clear consequences that Charles
Darwin.undérstood perfectly” One of those consequences, he
suggests, is that "no ultimate foundation for ethics exists."%

If moral values aren't real, this disrupts my first premise. There
are plenty of reasons to reject the idea that moral values are

104 |bid

105 Richard Dawkins, River Out of Eden: The Darwinian View of Life, Basic Books, 1995, p133
106 William Provine, "Evolution: Free will and punishment and meaning in life" [abstract] from
speech given at the Second Annual Darwin Day Celebration, University of Tennessee —
Knoxville on Feb. 12, 1998 - maventruth.co/FN25
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a convenient social construct, but it's important to show where
this takes us if it were so.

It turns out the denial of moral value just exchanges one
problem for another. If the atheists who deny evil are right,
then the problem of evil goes out with it. If there's no evil,
there's nothing to complain about. Saying there's no evil is
different than living that way, however. For most people, this
isn't as far as most are willing to go. Our gut-wrenghing
feelings on the inside and our outward actions tell us that
everyone knows evil exists. In fact, even atheists'arguing this
objection often find themselves blaming God for the evil thiey
just told us doesn't exist. While the denidlof evil may e
something popular writers do, those dedicated to clear
thinking on this issue have come te a much different
conclusion. They know objectiveivalue is only possible with
God.

The philosopher who put this most poetically was one of the
greatest thinkers of the 19%. century who also happened to be
an ardent atheist, Friedrich Nietzsche. Nietzsche vividly
illustrates the absurdity of amoral laden world without God in
this passage from. 7he Joyitul Wisdomn:.

Where is God gone?!" he called out. ‘| mean to tell you!
We have killed him, — you and Il We are all his
murderers! Bdt how have we done it? How were we able
to drink'upthe sea? Who gave us the sponge to wipe
away the horizon? What did we do when we loosened
this earth from its sun? Whither does it now move?
Whither do we move? Away from all suns? Do we not
dash on unceasingly? Backwards, sideways, forwards, in
all directions? Is there still an above and below? Do we
not stray, as through infinite nothingness? Does not
empty space breathe upon us? Has it not become
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colder? Does not night come on continually, darker and
darker? Shall we not have to light lanterns in the
morning? Do we not hear the noise of the grave-diggers
who are burying God? Do we not smell the divine
putrefaction? — for even Gods putrefy! God is dead! God
remains dead! And we have killed him!"7

In our own time, atheist philosopher of science Michael Ruse
puts it this way, "The position of the modern evolutionist . . . is
that humans have an awareness of morality . . . because such
an awareness is of biological worth. Morality isia biological
adaptation no less than are hands and feet andteeth .. . .
Considered as a rationally justifiable'set of claims about an
objective something, ethics is illusory. | appreciate that when
somebody says ‘Love they neighbor as thyself,' they think they
are referring above and beyond themselves . . . . Nevertheless,
... such reference is truly without foundation. Morality is just
an aid to survival and reproduction,. . . and any deeper
meaning is illusory:18

The late atheist ChristopherHitchens conceded that it “could
be true, yes. Thatieould well be true,” that morality is a by-
product of sogial evolution without any objective
foundation.'® He adds, "one wants to think their love for their
fellow creature means more than that." No Christopher, they
don‘timerely want to think it, they actually do think it and for
good reason.

Nietzsche, Ruse, Hitchens, and other like-minded atheists may
not believe in God and many despise him. However, they
know that without him, they're posed with another problem

107 Friedrich Nietzsche, The Joyful Wisdom - maventruth.co/FN26

08 Michael Ruse, "Evolutionary Theory and Christian Ethics," in The Darwinian

Paradigm (London: Routledge, 1989), pp. 262, 268-269

109 Hitchens vs. Craig debate "Does God Exist," Biola University (La Mirada, CA), April 4, 2009,
at approximately 1:25 - maventruth.co/FN28
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worse than the first. Namely, they are unable to account for
the kinds of evil that we all know are real. Worse, they deny
the very evil that atheists typically point to as evidence
against God. This argument turns the challenge on its head.
We can only make sense of evil if God exists.

In my recent debate, my secular humanist opponent didn't
seem to grasp this. Instead, he doubled down. Dr. Shapiro
indicted God for allowing things he described as redl
examples of evil. The irony here was that he was‘provingsmy
point. If Shapiro is right that there are real unjustifiedevils that
God was allowing, he's granting that the first premise above.
It's as if he wants to argue "God exists and he's really bad so
he can't exist!" He can't have it both ways. Take it from the
atheists, either evil exists, or we need to act like.it does.

So, which is it? Do moral values exist.in something other than
God or are they useful illusions? We'veiseen how Darwinian
naturalism leads to a world without.value. On the other side,
we've seen God's crities condemn his acts as evil in no
uncertain terms. We've also seen that a world devoid of evil
can't condemn Gad, for something that doesn't exist. If true,
advocates of this view. don't point us to God nor do they
challenge.him, essentially making evil a non-issue. Those who
blameGod for realevil agree with us on this first point, but
how far willthey go?

2. Evil entails objective good.

By objective good, | mean absolute moral perfection by which
all things of value are measured. Evil isn't really a thing at all.
Rather, it's the absence of something — namely, something
good. Just as darkness isn't anything on its own without light
(dark = the lack of light rays), evil only comes about when
something good is taken away. For Harris, Barker, and Shapiro
evil is when human well-being doesn't go the way it should.
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Whether we base value on God or our own idea of human
flourishing, evil is when something goes wrong. It's not the way
things are supposed to be. This only makes sense if there's a
right way for things to be. Next, we see what kinds of things
come with objective goodness.

3. Objective good must transcend, precede, hold
accountable, and value humanity.

Transcending: First, goodness entails a mordl autherity which
crosses all times, places, and cultures. People groups can't
make up their own values. Instead, value applies to allpeople
regardless of what anyone thinks about it. That's what
philosophers mean by "mind-independent.” The Nazis can't be
just in doing what they did nosmatter how many people
agreed with it. Instead, goodness must extend beyond the
individual mind or community consensus in order to be the
standard by which ALL people and. cultures are compared.
The value inherent.in objective goodness must transcend
humanity in this way.

Preceding: Second, goodness cannot have been invented by
the first humans. Afterall, any values established by man can
be laterundone by men. It would be absurd to think the first
humans could come up with whatever value system they
wanted because they were first on the scene. It doesn't take
much effort to see the advantage of having lying or stealing
as virttes: No, that isn't an option available to us. Goodness
wasn't invented. It was already there.

Holding Accountable: Third, there is no objective goodness if
evil goes unpunished. As my friend Frank Turek puts it, where
there's no justice, there's no injustice. When people are
allowed to do bad things without any consequences, there is
no justice. Objective goodness demands justice. But there's
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not always justice in this world. The murderers of black
teenager Emmet Till in the 1950's rural Mississippi never faced
trial. The murderer of 6 year-old Adam Walsh admitted the
killing but was never charged. While in his 70's, Joseph Stalin
had already killed about 50 million people (not including war
casualties) and continued his genocidal orders from his
deathbed in a Moscow mansion. In a purely natural world with
no accountability for all people, there's no justice for all
people. If there's no justice for all people, there's nofustice at
all. If that's not good, then goodness must include universal
human accountability.

Value Giving: Fourth, objective goodness must include the
intrinsic value inherent in all human lifexBy intrinsic, ldmean
they all have equal worth just for being part of the species
and not for any act, experience; or. attribute they have or lack.
It would make no sense to viodlate the rights of a human being
if they aren't valued in the first place. Evil and suffering
experienced by humans only makesisense if the species has
worth beyond itself and that.their value is an objective fact of
reality.

4. Therefore, since evil exists, there is a transcendent,
authoritative; human valuing source of objective
goodness

Biblical Christianity's explanation offers a solution that
perfectly fitsthese facts:

e God transcends humanity — Job 12:10, Acts 17:25, 28,
Col 117, Heb 1:3, Eph 4:6

e God precedes humanity — Gen 1-2, Ps 90:2, Job 36:26,
Rev 1:8, Jn 8:58
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e God holds humanity accountable — Gen 3:24, Amos
9:1-4, Mt 6:20, 1 Pet 4:4-5, 2 Pet 3:9, Mt 25, Mk 9:43, Rev
14:9-11, 20:10

e God values humanity — Gen 1:.27, Ps 1611, 73:25-26, Isa
62:5, Zep 3:17-18, Jn 3:16, Eph 5:23-32, 1 Jn 4:19

e God is objective goodness — Gen 1:31, Ps 100:5, Lk 18:19,
Rom 12:2, 1 Thes 5:18, 1 Jn 4:8

As | said in the beginning of this post, it's harchtoseparate
emotion from logic when reflecting seriously ontevil. This was a
tough one to cover. On stage during the live debate, I had
three examples of human suffering.in my.slide shew but by
the third one | lost my composure and haditoskip it. | know |
was being overly emotionalin my appeal, but my unexpected
emotional response just @mphasized the point. Evil exists and
deep down we all know it. Christianity might not be what
people like, but it provides the best explanation. Dr. Shapiro
didn't think so, but he'missed the point entirely. This was most
evident during the Q&A when he said ‘| want to clear up
something redlly.fast. Christians always say if you don't
believe in God you can't say anything about morality. That's
nonsense!”

Nobody ever argued this and Dr. Shapiro is smart enough to
know better./The point he ignored that there is no objective
basis téxground moral values under atheism. I've had the
chance to meet with Dr. Shapiro since our debate and learned
he considers all morality as relative. So, even when he grants
the horrid act of abusing babies as objectively wrong, he still
considers it relative.

Strangely, Dr. Shapiro seems to embrace moral realism when
he condemns God's actions, or his failures to act. Shapiro can't
allow for any moral values as real and mind independent
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since it makes no sense under atheistic naturalism. In other
words, Dr. Shapiro might argue like this: Since God doesn't
exist, there are no moral values outside of the human mind.
Since there are no values outside human minds, all morality is
relative.

The trouble is, | don't think Dr. Shapiro has followed the logic
as far as it goes. As Dr. Shapiro said in his opening speech "It
just is what it is." At bottom, the universe has no meaning or

purpose outside of humanity, he said.

Christianity does offer it. It offers a basis for grounding valde
in the universe, a value of humanity andédolding people
accountable. Dr. Shapiro didn't understand the point.and
furthered the case for Christianity every time he complained
about evil. It's ironic, actually. The very person he blamed for
evil - God - is the one we can see much more clearly in
contrast to the evil we all know exists. The intellectual
dishonesty really showed in the incensistent demand Shapiro
and questioners put on Christianity. They tolerated, even
celebrated ignorance on eriging:of cosmos or biology but
demanded to khow.why God allowed evil. Even if they could
ground evil in somethingtranscendent and authoritative, why
not find ignorance on that just as “refreshing?”’ It gets worse.

This bringsus to .an important rule: the one who bears the
burden of proof is the one who makes the claim. It wasn't my
burden to refute my opponent's unsupported assertions, but
they are his to defend. | had to provide support for my
position, but so did he. No one gets a free pass here.

Dr. Shapiro is fully within his rights to criticize my ideas, but he
must do more than rely on emotional reaction and make a
compelling case for his view. He gave no case so there was
nothing to address. That's why | pointed out to the audience
that Dr. Shapiro depended on a “shock” factor in the absence
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of sound argument. In addition to pointing out this fallacy, |
gave three points that Dr. Shapiro needed to defend for the
Epicurean dilemma mentioned at the top of this post:

e God has no moral authority to do as he sees fit with his
creation.

e (God has no justification to accomplish a greater good
(and we have enough knowledge to determine this).

e God could have done otherwise to accomplish a better
result.

Even after pointing this out during my rebuttal speech, Dr.
Shapiro still failed to provide any good reasons to believe
these three hidden assumptions.implicit in his camplaint about
God. Instead of arguing it, the appeal was to'the heart, "How
could a good God allow this?!

As in the other points | made, | invited Dr. Shapiro to present
an alternative explanationforevil. Since he didn't do that, the
offer presented consistent with Christian theism remained the
best explangtion offered that day.

Theism offers the oestiexplanation, but it does more. It is so
obvieusithat there are things wrong with this world, that the
burden falls.on'those who deny it. Sitting on a comfy couch
with.my wife talking about our day is all it takes to bring this
reality homet As a federal agent and a nurse, the common
question*How was your day, honey?" makes this evident daily.
Regardless of where you are in life, I'm sure this could be true
for you too.

Christian theism not only explains evil in our world, but it's the

only one worldview offers a satisfying solution to it. The same

God of the Bible whose perfect nature sets the standard for

value also offers mercy to people who have violated it. In

perfect justice, the crimes against him are paid in full by the
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only one who can bear it, the God-man Jesus of Nazareth.
Clearly, this is something that atheists won't grant. But you
would be surprised what they do say about him. The question
of Jesus will take us to the fourth and final point in this short

§V
v
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Debating Atheists

Arrival of Jesus (5/5) | By Dan Grossenbach

#4 The Arrival of Jesus

Ancient history is a funny thing. We depend on the
information, but no one was there to see it. Historians meet
this challenge with the standard method of historiography.

Historiography is scientific in a sense, albeit different than the
hard sciences like physics and chemistry. In both'cases,
absolute certainty still evades us. Histarians seek.only to
identify what events are more likely than not te’ have
happened. Famous religion skeptic Bart Ehrman says human
events that occurred in the past are always a matter of what
probably did or did not happen.!®

History's witnesses contain lore 'dnd exaggeration but also
facts. It's inherently problematic that there's much about the
ancient wotddhwwe'll never know. In fact, an overwhelming
majority of events and people left without a trace. When it
comes to Jesus of Nazareth, however; there's little else we can
know so well.

Surprised? It turns out there are a few facts about his life,
death, andgost-death events that aren't even contested
among historians today. So, it's safe to say we can know with
relative historical certainty that these things actually
happened. Don't take our word for it, but see what the
scholars who reject Christianity say about him.

"0 Bart Ehrman quoted in How to Defend the Christian Faith: Advice from an Atheist By John
W. Loftus, Peter Boghossian viewed in Google Books preview
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Jesus died by Roman crucifixion in first century Palestine

"Jesus’ death as a consequence of crucifixion is indisputable.”
— Atheist Gerd Ludemann"

"The crucifixion of Jesus by the Romans is one of the most
secure facts we have about his life." — Atheist Bart Ehrman?'2

We can take it "absolutely for granted that Jesus was
crucified under Pontius Pilate” Skeptic John Dominic
Crossan'®

Jewish scholar Paula Fredrickson tells us "the crucifixion is‘the
single strongest fact we have about Jesus."!'"*

Even the radical and anti-superndtural Jesus Seminar claims
that the crucifixion is "one indisputablefact."" Finally, New
Testament scholar Marcus Borg articulates for us:

[Slome judgmentsiarerso probable as to be certain; for
example, Jesus really existed, and he really was
crucified, justias, Julius Caesar really existed and was
assassinated. ... Wesean in fact know as much about
Jesus as we can @bout any figure in the ancient world."®

With such strong endorsement by non-Christian scholars who
may otherwise be inclined to dismiss this fact, it seems as
though no one would oppose it. Nonetheless, there are a few
who do. Muslimns, of course, are theologically committed to

M Gerd Ludemann, 2004. The Resurrection of Christ. p50 quoted by James Bishop

"2 Bart Ehrman - maventruth.co/FN31

" John Dominic Crossan quoted by R. Stewart & Gary Habermas in Memories of Jesus. p282
quoted by James Bishop

"4 Paula Frederickson, remark during discussion at the meeting of “The Historical Jesus”
section at the annual meeting of the Society of Biblical Literature, November 22, 1999 as
cited at ReasonableFaith.org

"5 Robert Funk, Jesus Seminar videotape as cited by James Bishop

6 Marcus Borg, 1999. The Meaning of Jesus: Two Visions. Chapter 5: Why was Jesus killed? as
cited by James Bishop
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reject this fact at the outset. There are also a handful of
scholars who argue the crucifixion was an allegorical story
based on pagan mythology. An excellent rebuttal to this view
by Greg Koukl can be found here."” The interested reader is
encouraged to look into the reasons these scholars have for or
against all three of these facts about Jesus.!®

The point of this article is to show basic facts most non-
Christian scholars concede to when everythingds considered.
Surprising as it may be, non-Christian scholafs accept most of
Paul's letters and much of the gospel narrative as authentic.
Honest historians apply the same standard to the New
Testament as they give other available textual witnésses.
Almost all scholars give credit to Paul for at least /7 of his 12
letters which give us more than enough forallthree points in
this post by itself.

Even non-Christian historians don't.dismiss the gospels which
provide independent and earlysaccounts. It's important to
realize the passion ndrratives that provide an account of the
crucifixion have distinet differences even among the “synoptic”
gospels (Mdtthew, Mark, and Luke). This indicates the written
narrative comes froma unique prior source even when other
parts of the gospels may share a common tradition.
Additionally, the crucifixion is presumed as historical in non-
canoniedl material such as the Shepherd of Hermas and two
letters of Clement, Gnostic texts, and the writings of early
churchifathers.

Contemporary non-Christian sources help too. Admittedly,
some Christian apologists have overstated ancient witnesses
that mention Christ, but others have dismissed them too

7 Greg Koukl, Jesus Recycled Redeemer, Solid Ground, September 1, 2009 —
maventruth.co/FN36

"8 A great resource on the most current peer-reviewed literature on the topic is by Micheal R.
Licona, The Resurrection of Jesus: A New Historiographical Approach,IVP Academic, 2010
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quickly (the latter possibly due to the former). At the very least,
the extant material left from ancient writers who mentioned
Jesus relayed what they took to be contemporary common
knowledge. Non-Christians Tacitus, Lucian, Mara Bar
Serapion, and Josephus each have different reasons for
mentioning Jesus of Nazareth, but they all assume his
execution to be a fact taken for granted by their first century
audience. It is also worth noting that ancient writings of the
time confirm specific crucifixion details described in‘the
gospels and no ancient source contradict this wds Jesus'
fate. 11

Once again, this point can be made by those who wewould
expect to disagree. Mike Licona points outthat Jewish scholar
Pinchas Lapide in his work titled, 7he Resurrection‘of Jesus: A
Jewish Perspective, gives a case that the post-resurrection
appearances in the New Testament.ofiginate from the
apostles themselves.'?

Atheist New Testament seholar'Gerd Ludemann thinks the
appearance narratives were sonwell attested that Paul cited
them to support his,argument. Commenting on the famous
appearance narrative inhCor 15, Ludemann thinks Paul
referenced.the 500 witnesses to encourage his audience to go
interview them.'?! Skeptic Robert Funk reports the findings of
the hypercritical "Jesus Seminar” who believe the 500
witnesses actually had an appearance, albeit a visionary
one.'? From;this and many other passages, we know that the
followers sincerely believed Jesus appeared to them both
individually and in group settings — both to disciples who
knew him well and those who did not — both to friend and to

"9 Micheal R. Licona, The Resurrection of Jesus: A New Historiographical Approach, IVP
Academic, 2010, pp303-318

120 ibid, pp323-324 - citing Pinchas Lapide, The Resurrection of Jesus: A Jewish Perspective,
2002, p99

21 Gerd Ludemann, The Resurrection of Christ: A Historical Inquiry, 2004, p41

22 | icona (2010), p321 - citing Funk and the Jesus Seminar (1998)

254



foe alike. The accounts are so well attested one scholar who
even proposes the idea that Jesus never existed concedes this
point (yes, you read that right). The skeptic Richard Carrier
puts it this way..." Obviously, | also agree there were
appearances, but | argue the appearances were
hallucinations."'%

Here Carrier supports the most common critical view in
contrast to the resurrection hypothesis. His biased approach
of methodological naturalism rules out the existencerof God
thereby excluding the resurrection option from the start. He's
so committed to avoid the resurrection that he proposeés
contradictory theories and admits hé.doesn't intend to
provide a plausible alternative theory =enly something that's
possible. In his view (akin to Huime and Ehrman), miracles are
the least probable event regardlessof the evidence, so any
alternative to the resurrection‘issmore likely. The implicit
assumption is this: since God.isn't.an option, anything else will
work better. He can then lob spaghetti at the wall and take
whatever sticks because he took the supernatural noodles out
before the toss.

Hostile skeptics Paul and James changed from hostile
critics to teach the resurrection as their central message
and lived an increasingly hostile life of suffering and
ultimately faced a violent death for it.

James:

Admittedly the weaker of the "minimal facts" gleaned from his
exhaustive study, Dr. Gary Habermas cites the conversion of
James as a fact supported by the writings of a majority of
scholars who are published on the topic in English, French, or
German since 1975. In his book co-authored by Mike Licong,
he lists four reasons given by the skeptics:

123 Richard Carrier, March 18, 2009, Missouri State University debate with William Lane Craig
at approximately 47 min 23 sec - maventruth.co/FN42
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e James rejected Jesus' ministry (Mk 3:21, 31; 6:3-4; John
7:5)

e 1Cor15:3-7 believed by skeptics to be authentic lists
James as a witness to the risen Jesus

e James becomes a Christian leader (Acts 15:12-21: Gal
1:19)

e James died as a martyr for being a Christian leader
(Hegesippus and Clement of Alexandria)'?*

Flavius Josephus was a contemporary to both James and

Paul and was a Jewish historian financed by the Roman
Emperor. His familial heritage was of Jewish elite in the capital
city of Jerusalem where he lived whilethese events were
unfolding. If anyone would have khown aboutthe early
Christian movement, Josephus would. So, what he says about
James the Just, the brother of Jesus of Nazareth and leader of
the Jerusalem church carries some weight:

Having such a character, Andnius thought that with
Festus deadand Albinusistill on the way, he would have
the proper opportunity. Convening the judges of the
Sanhedrin, he

broyght before them the brother of Jesus who was
called the'Christ, whose name was James, and certain
others. He accused them of having transgressed the law
and delivered them up to be stoned.'

The testimony of James is affirmed by Christian and non-
Christian sources alike.

24 Gary Habermas and Michael Licona, The Case for the Resurrection of Jesus, (2004) Kregel.
Grand Rapids, MI. p68
25 Flavius Josephus, Antiquities of the Jews, 20:200
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Paul:

The fact that Paul was a skeptic who converted to Christianity
is so uncontroversial that we can take it directly from the
source, Paul himself. There's no need to do otherwise since the
non-Christian scholars endorse his authorship to his testimony.
According to skeptic John Dominic Crossan, Paul's personal
testimony exceeds even the events recorded in Acts.’?® Paul
writes of his personal conversion experience in Galatians, 1
Cor, Philemon, and 1 Timothy. It's also accounted for in a
separate source on two different occasionsfin the ook of
Acts, which ironically, is also the book that mestvividly speaks
of his prior violent opposition. Virtually no scholargoes
against the overwhelming majority consensus that Paul once
was a skeptic who became a believer. Given the drastic shift
in position, that is a tremendeus understatement. Even atheist
philosopher Michael Martin has concluded this.'?

Conclusion:

In closing, let's review.what'we ean know from these facts that
non-Christians support: )idesus was crucified, 2) apostles had
post-resurreetion appearances, and 3) hostile critics Paul and
James converted. Which explanation best accounts for these
three facts? Skeptics have offered a range of theories, but far
andiaway, the'most common naturalistic explanation offered
isgrief hallaeinations. This is the most common way to avoid a
supernatural explanation, but fitting the skeptic's prior
presupposition is where the advantages end.

Hallucinations fail to account for group appearances granted
as historical by skeptics and doesn't work for hostile witnesses
like Paul who didn't even know Jesus but wanted to kill his
followers. The best explanation is the one offered by

26 Gary Habermas "The Case for Christ's Resurrection” in To Everyone an Answer: The Case
for the Christian Worldview. "[W]e have only one contemporary eyewitness account of a
post-resurrection appearance of Jesus, namely Paul's.

27 Licona (2010),
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Christianity: that Jesus rose from the dead. The only reason to
keep it off the table is if you take God off the table before you
start looking.

Dr. Shapiro mentioned many things about the life of Jesus but
didn't face any of these three facts. Instead, he cited clearly
inaccurate information to lead the audience astray. For
example, he said Jesus may never have existed at.dll. To this
point, scholar and skeptic Bart Ehrman pulls no_ punchesiin a
friendly crowd, receiving an award from Freedomfrom
Religion Foundation president Dan Barker, Ehrman‘said:

There is so much evidence that....this is not even an
issue for scholars of antiquity..xI'heré'is no scholar in any
college or university in the western world who teaches
Classics, Ancient History, New [estament, early
Christianity, any related field who doubts that Jesus
existed...That is not evidence...but if you want to know
about the theory of evolutionvs the theory of
creationism and-every schelar in every reputable
institution in the worldBelieves in evolution. It may not
be evidence, but if you have a different opinion you'd
better have.a pretty good piece of evidence
yourself... The reason for thinking Jesus existed is
because he is abundantly attested in early
sources...Early and independent sources certainly
indicate that Jesus existed...One author we know
about, knew Jesus' brother...... I'm sorry, | respect your
disbelief, but if you want to go where the evidence
goes...l think that atheists have done themselves a
disservice by jumping on the bandwagon of mythicism,
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because frankly, it makes you look foolish to the outside
world.28

We need go no further than the peer-reviewed literature
published by skeptics who should otherwise be inclined not to
say such things. To be fair, these very same critics don't
conclude the resurrection best explains the facts, but
conclusions about things with such weighty implications don't
happen in a vacuum. All sorts of factors influence our
conclusions. Remember, history is a sciencefof discovering
what most probably happened so the urge is'strong to wedge
in other factors such as philosophical presuppositions; lifestyle
habits, emotional attachment, upbringing, social setting,
academic pressure, wealth, andaecognition. Nodnatter where
we fall on the resurrection question, a variety©f influences
come into play. It's at this point that we must part with the
skeptics cited above with whom we've agreed so far on key
matters of science, ethics, human experience, and history. For
those following their desires, justiabout any theory can be
made to fit. For the restiof us who go where the evidence
leads, there's the hopeeternal'in the resurrection of Jesus.

28 Bart Ehrman - Freedom From Religion Foundation Lecture in Raleigh, NC in 2014
First Q & A question at about 51 Min - maventruth.co/FN47
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Helpful Videos; Podcasts,
Books, & Online Resources

Keep Learning, Keep Reading, Keep Growing...
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Video Links

Use these video links to help you in your knowledge.

e Kalam Cosmological Argument
maventruth.co/Avid03

e Moral Argument
maventruth.co/Avid04

e Fine Tuning the Universe
maventruth.co/Avid05

T

Podast Links

Subscribe to these podeasts as a great way to keep learning.

e _Cold-Case Christianity
httpsi/coldcasechristianity.com/category/podcasts/

e Cross-Examined
https://crossexamined.org/category/podcast/
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Books

Add these books to your bookshelf.

e Is God a Human Invention? — Sean McDowell &
Jonathan Morrow

e Cold Case Christianity — J. Warner Wallace

Online Resources

Checkout these websites as you search for the answersto
your guestions.

e Stand to Reason | www.STR.org

e Cold Case Christiagnity | www.Celdcasechristianity.com

e Free Thinking Ministries [ www.freethinkingministries.com
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SECTION SIX
NOTES

WRITE, JOURNAL, DRAW, OR ...

Use the following pages to take notes while listening.to a
speaker, while having a conversation, for journaling during
trainings or just needing to remember something. Use these
pages however you want!

This guidebook is yours and it will beione of youdr great

treasures and souvenirs fromi'this trip. Use these blank pages
for whatever you need.
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Afterword

Around 2012, | met Brett Kunkle, who at the time was reaching
youth all over America through Stand to Reason. Brett and his
family began attending Grace Fellowship Church in Costa
Mesa, California, where | was the youth pastor between 2008
and 2019. Brett and his wife Erin quickly began involving their
five children in our youth ministry and started sharing their
giftings with our youth as well.

God brought me into youth ministry months after getting my
Bachelor of Arts from Oregon, where'l studied businéss
entrepreneurship and journalism. Lhad'no formakBiblical,
Worldview, or Apologetics training. Brett slewly took me under
his wing and began to mentor me. When Brett first invited my
youth group to attend amimmersive experience with him to
Salt Lake City, Utah, to talk with Mormons about their beliefs |
kindly rejected the offer. | told him it was because our
schedule was alréadyiset for.the next year and we wouldn't
be able to make the ehange.

Although this was indeed true, the real reason was because |
feared.to introaddce my students to something | myself was
unfamiliar withtand scared of. The next year | once again set
up our.schedule without an immersive experience included.

However it was that year | took my students to Hume Lake
Christian Camps, where Brett was teaching a breakout session
for high school students to ask any question they had about
God, faith, Christianity, or the Bible. This breakout session was
during our free time where I'd paid and signed our group up
for a high ropes course.

When Brett gave his seminar pitch during chapel that morning
a few of my students approached me asking if they could skip
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our high ropes experience to attend his Q&A. | thought | would
be sent to eternal damnation if | said no so | obediently told
them I'd be open to this but informed them we wouldn't get a
refund. This was my attempt of throwing on a little guilt.

When free time came, not one of my fifty students showed up
for our high ropes time together. All fifty went to sit in and
hear Brett's Q&A seminar where my students and many others
asked questions about sexuality, God, family, the Bible, and
more. Each question was real and was hard. | couldn't believe
Brett had the courage to put himself through thispbut' | soon
realized the Q&A wasn't difficult for him and he was well-
trained and equipped in understanding €ach argumentand
objection.

As | listened to the entire Q&A intently, I'had the epiphany my
high school students (and these fromother churches) really
wanted the church to answer the difficult questions they were
asking due to being raised in a non-Christian culture.

It was right after this seminar lfapproached Brett and shared
with him my epiphany andl was ready to introduce
apologetics andhis Immersive Experiences into my youth
ministry. Lwas readyto humble myself and journey with my
students in learning all we needed in order to appropriately
defend ourfaith .and converse tactfully and lovingly with non-
believers.

| began taking students on these trips in the summer of 2014
and have not missed a trip since. | began with the Biblical
Immersive Experience, then the Apologetics Immersive
Experience, and lastly the Worldview Immersive Experience.

It was after the Apologetics Immersive Experience when Brett
and | together created the Worldview Immersive Experience,
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which created a three-year immersive experience cycle |
continued with my students.

The youth ministry | served ran camps, retreats, events,
traditional mission trips, and more, but none were proven to
be more impactful than MAVEN's Immersive Experiences.

The Apologetics Immersive Experience, which you are
embarking on through this guidebook, has been a true gift to
students, and especially to my seniors as they get ready to
head off into colleges where their faith will beichdllenged to
new levels.

| am proud of you for attending this triprand for having the
courage to engage in an immefsive experience, which will
forever change you. You maly have pushback from your
church, parents, and/or peers butsstay strong, be prayerful,
and engage in this trip with everything you have.

Use this guidebook asia phenomenal tool as you prepare,
embark on, and debrief your trip. This guidebook has been
tweaked and'perfected since 2014 to help attendees get as
much out of this tripias possible.

My prayer is sincerely with you as you engage with skeptics.

Chad Merrihew
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