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  The Case for Faith,  Lee Strobel (2000)  

Faith is a rational response to the evidence of God’s 
self-revelation in nature, human history, Scriptures and his 
resurrected Son. The atheist says there is no God. The Chris-
tian and Jew say there is a God. The agnostic says, ’I cannot 
know’--not do not know, but cannot know. There are 8 conun-
drums—the Big 8: 

• If there’s a loving God why is there so much suf-
fering and evil?  

• If the miracles of God contradict science, how 
can a rational person believe they’re true? 

• If God created the universe, why does the per-
suasive evidence of science compel so many to 
conclude that the unguided process of evolution 
accounts for life? 

• If Jesus is the only way to heaven, then what 
about the millions who have never heard?  

• How can a morally pure God sanction the 
slaughter of innocent children, as the Old Testa-
ment says he did? 

• If God cares about people, how could he consign 
so many to an eternity of torture in hell? 

• If God is the ultimate overseer of the church, 
why has it been rife with hypocrisy and brutal-
ity? 

• If I’m still plagued by doubts, is it still possible 
to be a Christian? 

 The vastness of 20th century cruelty numbs our 
minds, but occasionally we come across a story that personal-
izes the horror and makes us shudder anew. What’s worse, it’s 
often the innocent who are victimized. The problem of pain is 
the single biggest obstacle for spiritual seekers. Does the pres-
ence of suffering mean the absence of God?  

But, how can a mere finite human be sure that infinite 
wisdom would not tolerate certain short-range evil in order for 
more long-range good that we couldn’t foresee? Only in a 
world where faith is difficult, can faith exist. Scripture de-
scribes God as hidden. You have to make an effort of faith to 
find him. If we had absolute proof instead of clues, then you 
could no more deny God that you could deny the sun. God 
gives us just enough evidence so those who want him can have 
him. Those who want to follow the clues will. The Bible says, 
Seek and ye shall find. It doesn’t say everybody will find him 
and it doesn’t say nobody will find him. Those whose hearts 
are set on finding him and who follow the clues, will. Augus-
tine put it ‘If there is no God, why is there so much good? If 
there is a God, why is there so much evil?’ Unlike reason, 
which bows to evidence, faith is prejudiced. Someone who 
knows God has evidence—and therefore prejudices based on 
that evidence—which someone who does not know God does 
not have.  

The evidence of evil and suffering can go both 
ways—it can actually be used in favor of God--the fact that 
someone uses the standard of good to judge evil; that he has a 

notion of what ought to be; that his notion corresponds to 
something real; and that there is, therefore, a reality called the 
Supreme Good--another name for God. If there is no God, 
where did we get the standard of goodness by which we judge 
evil as evil? Atheism cheapens everything it touches—look at 
the results of communism, the most powerful form of atheism 
on earth.  

Christians believe in 5 things: God exists; God is 
good, God is all-powerful; God is all-wise; and evil exists. 
How can all of these be true at the same time?  

Precisely because he is all powerful, he can’t do 
some things. He can’t make mistakes, including trying to cre-
ate a self-contradiction. He created the possibility of evil; peo-
ple actualized that potentiality. The source of evil is not in 
God’s power, but in mankind’s freedom. Even an all-powerful 
God could not have created a world in which people had genu-
ine freedom and no potentiality for sin. It also would have 
been a world without love, which is the highest value in the 
universe. That highest good never could have been experi-
enced. Real love—our love of God and our love of each 
other—must involve a choice. But with the granting of that 
choice comes the possibility that people would choose to hate. 
Creating a world where there’s free will and no possibility of 
sin is a self-contradiction. The overwhelming majority of pain 
in the world is caused by our choices.  

The very worst thing that has ever happened in the 
history of the world ended up resulting in the very best thing 
that has ever happened in the history of the world--the death of 
God himself on the cross. And if it happened there—if the ul-
timate evil can result in the ultimate good—it can happen else-
where, even in our own individual lives. At the time of the 
crucifixion the disciples couldn’t see how anything good could 
result. The fact that God deliberately allows certain things, 
which if we allowed them would turn us into monsters, doesn’t 
necessarily count against God. Dentists, athletic trainers, 
teachers, parents all know that sometimes to be good is not to 
be kind. We learn from the mistakes we make and the suffer-
ing they bring. The universe is a soul-making machine. The 
point of our lives in this world isn’t comfort, but training and 
preparation for eternity. Even Jesus ‘learned obedience 
through suffering’—and if that was true for him, why 
wouldn’t it be even more true for us? 

A world without suffering appears more like hell than 
heaven. Try to create utopia. But you have to think through the 
consequences of everything you try to improve. Every time 
you use force to prevent evil, you take away freedom to pre-
vent all evil, you must remove all freedom and reduce people 
to puppets, which means they would then lack the ability to 
freely choose love. You’ll lose the kind of world that a Father 
would want for his children.  

Justice delayed is not necessarily justice denied. God 
will settle accounts. Criticizing God for not doing it right now 
is like reading half a novel and criticizing the author for not 
resolving the plot. At what point does suffering disprove the 
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existence of God? Because we’re not God, we can’t say how 
much suffering is needed. One purpose of suffering in history 
has been that it leads to repentance. To quote CSLewis, ‘God 
whispers to us in our pleasures, speaks in our conscience, but 
shouts in our pain. It is his megaphone to rouse a deaf world.’ 
Suffering is compatible with God’s love if it is medicinal.  

There are no good people. Our good deeds are 
stained with self-interest and our demands for justice are 
mixed with lust for vengeance. We’re not just imperfect peo-
ple who need growth, we’re rebels who need to lay down our 
arms. Pain and suffering are frequently the means by which 
we become motivated to finally surrender to God and seek the 
cure of Christ. If we want to be with God, we have to be with 
suffering. We must go where he is and the cross is one of the 
places where he is. God-likeness of the soul emerges from suf-
fering with remarkable efficiency.  Mother Teresa said, ‘In 
light of heaven, the worst suffering on earth, a life full of the 
most atrocious tortures on earth, will be seen to be no more se-
rious than one night in an inconvenient hotel.’ 

 We look at pain as an observer, as a philosophical 
puzzle or theological problem. But that’s the wrong way to 
look at pain. The thing to do with pain is to enter it, be one 
with it, and then you learn something from it. In fact, most ob-
jections to the existence of God from the problem of suffering 
come from outside observers who are quite comfortable, 
whereas those who actually suffer are often made into stronger 
believers by their suffering, which is as likely to reinforce 
faith as to sow agnosticism.  

Job was wondering who God was. After God showed 
himself to Job he was satisfied—and that’s what’s going to 
satisfy us forever in heaven. God didn’t let Job suffer because 
he lacked love, but because he did love, in order to bring Job 
to the point of encountering God face to face, which is human-
ity’s supreme happiness. Job’s suffering hollowed out a big 
space in him so that God and joy could fill it. As we look at 
human relationship, what we see is that lovers don’t want ex-
planations, but presence.  

The answer to suffering is not an answer at all. It’s a 
person. If your friend is sick and dying, the most important 
thing he wants is not an explanation; he wants you to sit with 
him. When your world is rocked, you don’t want philosophy 
or theology as much as you want the reality of Christ. The ex-
istence of pain and suffering are powerful accusations against 
God. The question, however, is whether the evidence succeeds 
in convicting him. Suffering is the single greatest challenge to 
the Christian faith. Our sufferings become more manageable 
in light of his.  

Nuclear physicist Hugh Siefken said, ‘I believe in 
science, and I believe in God. I plan to continue testifying to 
both.’ A miracle is an event which is not producible by the 
natural causes that are operative at the time and place that the 
event occurs. They lie outside the province of natural sci-
ence—but that’s not to say they contradict science. Ethics is 
also outside the province of science. Science doesn’t make 

ethical judgments. The goal of science is to seek natural expla-
nations, and therefore miracles lie outside of the scientific 
realm.   

We find ‘irreducible complexity’ in nature—organ-
isms that could not have evolved step-by-step by a gradual 
Darwinian process of natural selection and genetic mutation. 
This gives a principled inference to an Intelligent Designer 
based on the evidence. 

The apostle Paul preserved a creed of the early 
church that was based on eyewitness accounts of Jesus’ return 
from the dead. Any probability that resides in the resurrection 
of Jesus is counterbalanced by the improbability of the empty 
tomb, Jesus’ resurrection appearances, and the sudden change 
in the first disciples taking place if there were no such event. 
As improbable as the Resurrection might seem to skeptics, this 
has to be weighed against how improbable it would be to have 
all of the various historical evidence for its occurrence if it 
never took place. If God really exists, then in what sense is it 
improbable that he would raise Jesus from the dead? Unlike 
the gospels, whose credibility has been greatly enhanced by 
archaeology, archaeological discoveries have repeatedly failed 
to substantiate the Book of Mormon. 

Miracles tend to cluster around great moments in sal-
vation history, like the Exodus or the ministry of Jesus, who 
saw his miracles as signs to the people of the inbreaking of the 
kingdom of God and his exorcisms as signs of his ability to 
destroy the powers of darkness. With respect to belief in God 
or miracles, many make that act of trust commitment after 
they have become convinced by the evidence that Christianity 
is true. Not everybody takes that route, but there are those that 
do. And that’s a logical and rational approach that uses reason 
rather than negates it.  

God makes sense of the universe’s origin. Since 
something cannot just come out of nothing, there has to be a 
transcendent cause beyond space and time which brought the 
universe into being. A proponent of the Big Bang theory, at 
least if he is an atheist, must believe that the universe came 
from nothing and by nothing.  

God makes sense of the Universe’s Complexity. In 
the last 35 years scientists have been stunned to discover that 
the Big Bang was not some chaotic, primordial event, but ra-
ther a highly ordered event that required an enormous amount 
of information. In fact, from the very moment of its inception, 
the universe had to be fine-tuned to an incomprehensible pre-
cision for the existence of life like ourselves. And that points 
in a compelling way toward the existence of an Intelligent De-
signer. Scientifically speaking, it’s far more probable for a 
life-prohibiting universe to exist than a life-sustaining one. 
Life is balanced on a razor’s edge. 

The odds against the initial conditions being suitable 
for the formation of stars is a 1 followed by at least a thousand 
billion billion zeroes. If the strength of gravity were changed 
by only 1/10 followed by a hundred zeroes, life could never 
have developed. There are about 59 constants and quantities—
for example the amount of usable energy in the universe, the 
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difference in mass between protons and neutrons, the ratios of 
the fundamental forces of nature, and the proportion of matter 
to antimatter—that must be balanced to a mathematically in-
finitesimal degree for life to be possible.  

Other theoretical universes are inaccessible to us and 
therefore there’s no possible way to provide any evidence that 
this might be true. It’s purely a concept, an idea, without sci-
entific proof. The very fact that skeptics have to come up with 
such an outlandish theory is because the fine-tuning of the uni-
verse points powerfully toward an Intelligent Designer. The 
concrete data point strongly in the direction of the God hy-
potheses. Those who wish to oppose it have no testable theory 
to marshal.   

God makes sense of objective moral values. Objec-
tive moral values are values. If there is no God, then moral 
values are merely the products of socio-biological evolution, 
as many atheists think. Since objective moral values cannot 
exist without God and they unquestionably do exist, then it 
follows logically and inescapably that God exists.  

God makes sense of the Resurrection. At least 4 
facts about the fate of Jesus are widely accepted by New Tes-
tament historians from a broad spectrum: 1) After Jesus was 
crucified, he was buried by Joseph of Arimathea in a tomb 
known to Jew, Christian, and Roman alike. There are no traces 
of any competing burial story. 2) Jesus’ tomb was found 
empty by a group of his women followers. The testimony of 
women was considered so unreliable that they couldn’t testify 
in Jewish courts. The only reason to include the highly embar-
rassing detail that women discovered the empty tomb is that 
the gospel writers were faithfully recording what really hap-
pened. 3) On multiple occasions under various circumstances, 
different individuals and groups of people experienced appear-
ances of Jesus alive from the dead. 4) The original disciples 
suddenly and sincerely came to believe that Jesus was risen 
from the dead despite their predisposition to the contrary. All 
of the old theories like ‘the disciples stole the body’ or ‘Jesus 
wasn’t really dead’ have been universally rejected by modern 
scholarship. When we’ve met God, all of the arguments and 
evidence for his existence take a secondary role.   

Evolution explains life, so God isn’t needed. Evolu-
tion is still, as in Darwin’s time, a highly speculative hypothe-
sis entirely without direct factual support and very far from 
that self-evident axiom some of its more aggressive advocates 
would have us believe. As far as Christianity was concerned, 
the advent of the theory of evolution was catastrophic. The de-
cline in religious belief can probably be attributed more to the 
propagation and advocacy by the intellectual and scientific 
community of the Darwinian version of evolution than to any 
other single fact. If Darwinism is true, then there are 5 ines-
capable implications: there’s no evidence for God; no life after 
death; no absolute foundation for right and wrong; no ultimate 
meaning for life; and people don’t really have free will. Are 
the sweeping conclusions of Darwinists really justified by the 
hard-scientific facts?     

 This is an issue of science versus science. The con-
clusion of intelligent design flows naturally from the data it-
self—not from sacred books or sectarian belief. The reluctance 
of science to embrace the conclusion of intelligent design has 
no justifiable foundation. We have even fewer examples of 
evolutionary transition than we had in Darwin’s time. What 
the fossil record does show is that in rocks dated some 579m 
years ago there is the sudden appearance of nearly all the ani-
mal phyla, and they appear fully formed, without a trace of the 
evolutionary ancestors that Darwinists require.  

There is a fundamental flaw in all current theories of 
the chemical origins of life. A living system must do at least 3 
things: process energy, store information, and replicate. A 
one-cell organism is more complicated than anything we’ve 
been able to recreate through supercomputers. There are an 
equal number of amino acids that are right- and left-handed, 
and only left-handed ones work in living matter. In living sys-
tems, the guidance that’s needed to assemble everything 
comes from DNA. Every cell of every plant and animal must 
have a DNA molecule. The making of DNA and RNA would 
be an even greater problem than creating protein. The synthe-
sis of key building blocks for DNA and RNA has never been 
successfully done except under highly implausible conditions 
with no resemblance to those of the early earth. The origin of 
life appears to be almost a miracle, so many are the conditions 
which would have had to be satisfies to get it going. Even so, 
scientists have tried to come up with creative theories to ex-
plain how biopolymers (such as proteins) become assembled 
with only the right building blocks (amino acids) and only the 
correct isomers (left-handed amino acids) joined with only the 
correct peptide bonds in only the correct sequence.  

The fact that scientists come up with outlandish pro-
posals shows that they just can’t imagine any way that life 
could have naturally developed on earth, and they’re right 
about that. Nobody pretends that any alternative to a reasona-
ble path of how life went unguided from simple chemicals to 
proteins to basic life forms. If there isn’t a natural explanation 
and there doesn’t seem to be the potential of finding one, then 
I believe it’s appropriate to look at a supernatural explanation. 
That’s the most reasonable inference based on the evidence. 
What I’ve found is absolutely overwhelming evidence that 
points toward an Intelligent Designer. Each cell in the human 
body contains more information than in all 30 volumes of the 
Encyclopedia Britannica. The origin of life is the Achilles heel 
of evolution (Dr. Walter L. Bradley). 

There are 2 issues—the character of God and the reli-
ability of the book that purports to tell us about him. This con-
fuses what the Bible records and what the Bible approves. For 
instance, the Bible records Satan’s lies and David’s adultery, 
but it doesn’t approve of them. The Amalekites were utterly 
depraved. Their mission was to destroy Israel, to commit gen-
ocide. Had some hardcore remnant survived, they might have 
resumed their aggression against the Israelites and God’s plan. 
They had been following the Israelites and slaughtering the 
most vulnerable among them—the weak, elderly, and disabled 
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who were lagging behind. God created life and has the right to 
take it. If you can’t creat life, you don’t have that right. People 
assume that what’s wrong for us is wrong for God. We tend to 
forget that God takes the life of every human being. It’s called 
death. The only question is when and how, which we have to 
leave up to him.  

Socially and physically, the fate of children through-
out history has always been with their parents, whether for 
good or ill. In a sense, God’s action was an act of mercy. If 
they had continued to live in that horrible society past the age 
of accountability, they would have become corrupted and 
thereby lost forever. If you take all of the Canaanites along 
with the Amalekites, they had 400 years to repent. In Joshua 6, 
where the Bible talks about the destruction of Jericho and the 
Canaanites, you’ve got the same pattern. This was a thor-
oughly evil culture, so much so that the Bible says it nauseated 
God. Rahab, who protected the Israelite spies, was not judged 
with the other people. And the people of Nineveh who re-
pented, God saved. God’s purpose was to destroy the corrupt 
nation because the national structure was inherently evil, not 
to destroy people if they were willing to repent. Under the 
rules of conduct God had given to the Israelites, whenever 
they went into an enemy city they were to first make the peo-
ple an offer of peace.  He’s not capricious, arbitrary, or cruel. 
His nature demands that he deal with corrupt people who will-
fully persist in their evil. God originally created animals and 
human beings to be herbivorous. Animal are to serve and help 
us, and it’s morally wrong to be cruel to them.  

There have been thousands of archaeological finds in 
the Middles East that support the picture presented in the bib-
lical record. The patriarchs—the narratives about Abraham, 
Isaac, and Jaco—are increasingly corroborated. The destruc-
tion of Sodom and Gomorrah was thought to be mythological 
until evidence was uncovered that all 5 of the cities were situ-
ated just as the Old Testament said. The world did have a sin-
gle language at one time. The site of Solomon’s temple is now 
being excavated; and on and on. For Acts the confirmation of 
historicity is overwhelming and any attempt to reject it must 
now appear absurd. The Bible is divinely authoritative because 
it has miraculous confirmation. The Bible is the only book that 
has precise, specific predictions that were made hundreds of 
years in advance that were literally fulfilled. When it has been 
proven to be accurate over and over again in hundreds of de-
tails, the burden of proof is on the critic, not the Bible. Except 
for the 10 commandments, the Bible wasn’t dictated. It’s not 
for a lack of evidence that people turn from God; it’s from 
their pride or will. Jesus is the only one who not only claimed 
to be God but proved to be God.  

Many consider it arrogant, narrow-minded and big-
oted for Christians to contend that the only path of God must 
go through Jesus. 2/3 of Americans now deny there’s any such 
thing as truth. The exclusivity claim of Jesus is among the big-
gest obstacles to spiritual seekers today. But Christianity is not 
the only religion that claims exclusivity. Muslims claim it—

not just theologically, but also linguistically. So does Bud-
dhism, Hinduism, and Baha’ism. The clear implications of Je-
sus saying he’s the way, the truth, and the life are that truth is 
absolute and knowable. But if truth is not undergirded by love, 
it makes the possessor of that truth obnoxious and the truth re-
pulsive. One cannot communicate the love of Christ in un-
loving terms. Nietzsche said, ‘I will believe in the Redeemer 
when the Christian looks a little more redeemed.’ Clannish 
and political conflicts aside, I know of no Christianized coun-
try where your life is in danger because you are from another 
faith. But today there are many countries—such as Pakistan, 
Saudi Arabia, and Iran—where to become a follower of Christ 
is to put your life and family at risk.  

Four questions every religion seeks to answer: 
Origin, meaning, morality, and destiny. Human depravity is at 
once the most empirically verifiable reality and most resisted.  
Christianity says morality is not culturally based but grows out 
of the character of God. Only someone who doesn’t under-
stand the world religions would claim they basically teach the 
same thing. There are aspects of truth in virtually all of the 
major religions. They contain some great thoughts and ideas. 
Jesus Christ made it clear that the eternal truths of God may be 
known. He is the centerpiece of the gospel, the sum total of 
truth.  

God doesn’t send anyone to heaven or hell; each per-
son chooses to respond to the grace or God or to reject it. We 
try desperately to claim goodness by comparing ourselves to 
others. But by the perfect moral standard of God, we all fail. 
We all need God’s forgiveness and grace. Hell is the absence 
of God. Any time grace is misunderstood, it leads to compari-
son and jealousy or discontent and the charge of inequity. No-
body will be in the presence of God apart from the fact that the 
person and work of Christ made it possible. God can reach 
into any cultural situation in response to those who want to 
know him. Virtually every Muslim who has come to follow 
Christ has done so, first, because of the love of Christ ex-
pressed through a Christian or because of a dream, vision, or 
some other supernatural intervention. No religion has a more 
intricate doctrine of angels and vision than Islam and God uses 
that sensitivity to the supernatural world to speak in visions 
and dreams and reveal himself. Every human being will know 
enough truth so that, if they respond to that truth, God will re-
veal more to them. John the Baptist came giving the law. Peo-
ple didn’t like it. Jesus came giving the message of grace and 
they said, ‘Why don’t you give us the firmness of the Law?’ 

God is compassionate but he’s also just, moral, and 
pure. So, God’s decisions are not based on modern American 
sentimentalism. People never had a difficult time with the idea 
of hell until modern times. People today tend to care only for 
the softer virtues like love and tenderness, while they’ve for-
gotten the hard virtues of holiness, righteousness, and justice. 

Hell is separation or banishment from the most beau-
tiful being in the world—God himself. It is exclusion from an-
ything that matters. It was not part of the original creation. 
Flames are a figure of speech. If hell is described as a place of 
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utter darkness and yet there are flames, how can that be? The 
flame imagery is a way of saying he is a God of judgment. It’s 
an expression of rage at realizing that one has made a huge 
mistake. The gnashing of teeth is an expression of the type of 
personality of people who will belong in hell. In all of the 
texts where children are used in regard to the afterlife, they’re 
used as pictures of being saved. There’s no case where chil-
dren are ever used as figures of damnation. People will be sen-
tenced in accordance with their deeds. It’s not eternal con-
scious torture; it’s eternal conscious suffering due to being 
sentenced away from God. The option of forcing everyone to 
go to heaven is immoral because it’s dehumanizing and treats 
people as a means to an end. Hell recognizes that people have 
intrinsic value. If God loves their intrinsic value, he has to be a 
sustainer of persons, because he is a sustainer of intrinsic 
value. He refuses to snuff out a creature that was made in his 
own image. So, in the final analysis, hell is the only morally 
legitimate option. It may be that he’s going to allow more peo-
ple who choose to go to hell to get a larger number of people 
who choose to go to heaven.  

God does everything he can to give people a chance, 
and there won’t be a single person who will be able to say to 
God, ‘If you had just not allowed me to die prematurely, I 
know I would have made that decision.’ God rewards those 
who seek him. The longer people live separated from God, the 
less likely they are able to exercise their free choice and trust 
him. This life is the incubation period for eternity. If people 
saw the judgment seat of God after death, it would be so coer-
cive that they would no longer have the power of free choice. 
God maintains a balance between keeping his existence suffi-
ciently evident so people will know he’s there and yet hiding 
his presence enough so that people who want to choose to ig-
nore him can do so. Hell will forever be a monument to human 
dignity and the value of human choice. It is a quarantine 
where God says ’I respect freedom of choice enough to where 
I won’t coerce people, and I value my image-bearers so much 
that I will not annihilate them.’ 

The early Christians said ’You can kill us, but you 
can’t hurt us.’ For much of their existence, many Christian 
churches have been in a minority situation and therefore not 
even in a position to persecute anyone. The inquisition is by 
far an exception in church history, not the norm. It was a 
Christian voice that silenced the madness of the Salem Witch 
Trials. Mercantilism was the belief that the country with the 
most gold would be the most powerful. The Spanish did horri-
ble things in Latin America, but much of it was instigated by 
adventurers and mercantilist types while many missionaries 
did praiseworthy things. Some of the native people were in 
dire physical and spiritual circumstance and the missionaries 
greatly helped them.  

It’s easy in talking about the sins of Christianity to 
forget the role of atheism in trampling human rights. Atheism 
sent tidal waves across Europe and beyond, accounting di-
rectly for the annihilation and butchering of more than 100m 
people this past century alone. 

The civilizing ideas of liberty, conscience, and truth 
can be traced to Christianity. Scientist more than anyone else 
glorified God in the pursuit of their tasks because it was given 
to them to interrogate God’s creation. Literary culture in Eu-
rope, much of Africa, and the Americas is inseparable from 
the culturally transformative power of Christianity. The birth 
of literacy and literature essentially coincides with the arrival 
of Christian missionaries.   

The struggle with God is not lack of faith. It is faith. 
A faith that’s challenged by adversity or tough questions or 
contemplation is often a stronger faith in the end. All unbelief 
ultimately has some other underlying reason. Abraham never 
gave up on his will to follow God. Faith is the will to believe. 
People really have to decide why they want to believe. Put 
faith-building materials into your mind. Get around people 
you respect for their life, their mind, their character, and their 
faith and learn from them. Watch their life. Clarify the object 
of your faith. The only object of faith that is solidly supported 
by the evidence of history and archaeology and literature and 
experience is Jesus. When we begin to do faith, God begins to 
validate it.  

A man rejects God because of a moral resistance that 
refuses to admit his need for God. This broad sweep of evi-
dence needs to be kept in mind as each individual objection is 
weighed.  

 
[There are 8 conundrums—the Big 8. Christians be-

lieve in 5 things: God exists; God is good, God is all-power-
ful; God is all-wise; and evil exists. The overwhelming major-
ity of pain in the world is caused by our choices. The universe 
is a soul-making machine. The point of our lives in this world 
isn’t comfort, but training and preparation for eternity. Suffer-
ing is the single greatest challenge to the Christian faith. We 
find ‘irreducible complexity’ in nature—organisms that could 
not have evolved. The origin of life is the Achilles heel of evo-
lution. God makes sense of the universe’s origin & complex-
ity, objective moral values & the Resurrection. People assume 
that what’s wrong for us is wrong for God. Every religion 
seeks to answer 4 questions: Origin, meaning, morality, and 
destiny.] 


