
Atheism 

Intro 

Apparently I have been given 2 Sundays to talk about this, so this is going to be my part 1, titled 
“Atheism and the Christian response”. In my part 2 which you may also be interested in, I will be 
covering Apologetics: Reasons to be a Theist and reasons to trust the Christian faith.  


The first question I would like to ask today is: Why does it matter? What I mean by that is: who 
cares about atheism or theism or christianity or islam or buddhism? Why can’t I just concentrate 
on myself and those whom I love and just enjoy my life whilst trying my best to not be a 
douchebag? 


Well, I would give this answer to that question: Because we are in a finite universe, with incredibly 
sophisticated minds capable of comprehending the world around us. And so the question that we 
really ought to ask ourselves next is: Where did it come from? Why is there something rather than 
nothing? Why does matter exist? Why do I exist and why can I comprehend any of this?


This is where we get into scientifically exploring what we observe around us in the universe and 
the issues and questions of deep philosophy. 


To put it simply and I agree with Socrates on this. Socrates was a Greek philosopher and one of 
the founders of Western Philosophy. One of his most famous quotes is this: The unexamined life 
is not worth living. 


Theism and Atheism are, in a way, merely attempts at examining this life in which we find 
ourselves. 


I have been tasked today with presenting to you: Atheism. 

_______________________________________________________________________________________


It is at this point that I must point out: I am not an expert on this subject, merely an enthusiast. I 
research this in my spare time for fun, and also out of curiosity. 


I watch multiple-hour-long debates and videos made by both theists and atheists, read books by 
both theists and atheists and I love it all! I am strongly considering going back to university to do a 
masters in christian apologetics at some point. 


I have based this talk off of my own research, what I know and what I have found up until this 
point. Most of what I say will be quoted things, with a little bit of my own input too. 


I am a theist (believe in God) and shan’t be making any claims on behalf of Atheism, when I talk 
about atheistic beliefs I shall first reference something that an atheist has said. 


I am also not just here to bash atheism. Too many of these debates become frustrating due to a 
lack of understanding of the other side.


I would actually like to bash some common theist misconceptions when conversing with an 
atheist! I hope that this talk will help us to bridge the understanding gap between both sides, so 
that we can all better navigate these issues in the future. 




I shan’t be regurgitating all of the information that I have found on this subject, as that would take 
hours to do. Instead, I have tried my best to optimise this talk to be as beneficial as possible.


Is this sermon Information or Revelation? I hope to bring both! 


The title of “Atheism” is complex and the Theism vs Atheism debate is a controversial, ongoing 
subject. Because of this, I have decided to make the structure of this talk extremely simple!


I have decided to explore 3 main things in this talk. Those 2 sections are: 

	 1. What is Atheism? (You’d be surprised!) 

	 2. What does the Bible say about it? And what is the Christian response to Atheism? 


_______________________________________________________________________________________


I would like to also say that I welcome your feedback! Regardless of whether you are a theist or 
atheist, if something I have said upsets you and you’d like to let me know, or if you’d like to 
discuss something with me further, I’d love to see you pop up in my inbox, so please send me an 
email if you’d like to. 


I would like to note however, that “Ethan, you are an idiot” is NOT a refutation to any argument 
that I will be discussing here today, and most of it isn’t even said by me! 


Plus if you open the ground to the realm of insults, you accept that it can also be used against 
you! And so then the quality of discussion just goes down the toilet doesn’t it… So without further 
ado, let’s have a polite, reasonable discussion, and let’s dive in…  



1. What is Atheism? 

As a good atheist friend said to Paul and I, atheism means different things to different atheists! 
Unfortunately, this is actually true, so we’ll have a look at that. 


	 What is Atheism? It seems that on both sides of the debate, there remains a constant 
struggle to define our terms. Even in the academic world the definitions are up for debate. It 
seems to me personally however that you have two nomenclatures here for Atheism, the old and 
the (relatively) new. 


Stanford University, which by the way, is ranked in the top 5 world universities for education 
publications and is considered number 1 in terms of web-published public-accessible information 
on philosophy, puts it this way, which I think can be agreed is the old nomenclature/definition of 
Atheism: 


• ‘Atheism’ is defined in terms of ‘Theism’.

• ‘Theism’ is best understood as a proposition that something is true or false. 


• In this instance, that proposition or assertion is “God exists”

• ‘Theism’ refers to the propositional content of a belief in God, not to the attitude or 

psychological state of believing. 

• This is why it makes sense to say that ‘Theism’ is either true or false, and then you can argue 

for ‘Theism’ or against ‘Theism. 

• If however, Atheism is defined in terms of Theism, and Theism is the proposition that God 

exists and not the psychological condition of believing that God exists, then it follows that 
atheism is not the absence of the psychological condition of believing that God exists.


• The ‘a’ in Atheism must be understood as a negation, instead of absence

• Therefore, in philosophy at least, Atheism must be construed as the proposition that God does 

not exist. 


_______________________________________________________________________________________


This is simply, in my mind anyway, a logical conclusion. Even Christopher Hitchens said in his 
debate with William Lane Craig “Atheism is the statement that a certain proposition isn’t true.” If 
that proposition is “God exists”, and Atheism is the statement that this proposition isn’t true, then 
this means “Atheism” means “God does NOT exist”. 


In making any proposition during a debate (especially the Atheism vs Theism debate), it is 
generally understood that a proposition must be supported with evidence. 


“God does not exist” is a truth claim, i.e. you are claiming something to be true. 


By his definition of Atheism therefore, Christopher Hitchens has the burden of proof to provide 
evidence and an explanation for his assertion that God does not exist. 


The problem with such a position as you can imagine, is that in this particular debate, Christopher 
Hitchens was asked by Dr William Lane Craig to defend his position, but Hitchens had none 
prepared! 


I’m not saying there aren’t reasons to be an atheist at all, Im simply saying that it’s difficult to 
assert that there is no God. I say this because even Dr Michael Shermer, a formidable renowned 



atheist and science writer says it’s incredibly difficult to defend a negative assertion that God 
does not exist. 


Unsurprisingly therefore, not many atheists hold this starting position. This is why what you may 
have heard called “New Atheism” is on the rise today. 


_______________________________________________________________________________________


Departing radically from the norm in philosophy, and I quote much of Stanford University’s study 
on Atheism in this section, but you may have heard this phrase used by an Atheist before: 


“I just lack a belief in God.” 

I.e. “I am not psychologically convinced that God exists.”


This is the modern, popular modern definition of atheism which many atheists are using today. A 
few philosophers and non-philosophers claim that “Atheism” should be defined as a 
psychological state and not a proposition, even if Theism is a proposition. 


This argument was made famous particularly by the philosopher Antony Flew. His argument is 
that this definition of Atheism can serve well as an umbrella term for a wide variety of positions 
that have been identified with Atheism. 


An atheist by name of Stephen Bullivant defended Antonys definition of atheism on grounds of 
scholarly utility. 


Namely, that with this definition scholars can then use terms like “strong” and “weak” to develop 
a taxonomy (naming system) that differentiates between different types of Atheism. 


Unfortunately, Stanford University notes, this argument overlooks the fact that, if Atheism is 
merely a psychological state, then no proposition can count as a form of Atheism, since a 
proposition is not a psychological state. 


This undermines the argument in defence of Flew’s definition, for this implies that “Strong 
atheism” (The assertion or belief that there is no God) is not really a variety of atheism at all. 


And I quote Stanford University again. Rather poetically, if Atheism is the proposed “umbrella” 
term, this leaves “strong” atheism out in the proverbial rain. 


_______________________________________________________________________________________


Now whilst there is this slight issue with defining Atheism in this way, it is certainly a legitimate 
definition, simply in the sense that such a significant amount of people use it in this way. 


Since so many people use the definition is this way, it seems reasonable to me to just let them 
have this definition.


I think that we should instead respond to people based on what they actually believe, rather than 
fussing about this which is rather trivial. 




But just incase you guys didn’t know, “Strong Atheism” means that you believe and assert there 
to be no God.


“Weak Atheism” is classified as somebody who sits neutral, and lacks a faith in God but doesn’t 
go as far as saying there isn’t a God.


And then I came across something else! You have some more abstract subcategories of Atheism 
like friendly and unfriendly Atheism. 


Friendly Atheism is the position that “Although God does not exist, people who do believe in God 
are justified in believing that God exists.” 


Unfriendly Atheism is the position that “Atheism is true and no sophisticated religion is justified.” 


Unfriendly Atheism however, despite it’s name, is a belief that could be held by some of the 
friendliest, open-minded people! It is purely a description for the belief and not the person. 


There are other types of Atheism too, for example “Pro-God Atheism” is usually ascribed to 
people who love the idea of God, and perhaps somebody who imagines all of the wonderful 
planets that God has created - but then observes the world in which we actually live and for this 
or other reasons does not believe in God. 


By contrast, an “Anti-God Atheist” believes that the very belief of God is offensive and hence not 
only believe but hope that no God exists. 


There is also such a thing as “Anti-Theism”, however I won’t be going into that today, as there are 
apparently many different senses in which this term is used. 


_______________________________________________________________________________________


What do the “4 Horsemen” of Atheism say? 

So, now that we’ve laid down some basic framework for the term “Atheism” it is a good moment 
to start looking at what some of the leading Atheists have to say. 


Which public figure do you personally think of when you think “Atheist”? Richard Dawkins? Sam 
Harris, Stephen Fry perhaps? 


You all may or may not be familiar with the self-proclaimed “4 Horsemen” of Atheism (being a 
reference of course to the 4 horsemen of revelation who God uses to bring about the end times). 


The self-proclaimed “4 Horsemen” of Atheism are: 

• Daniel Dennett - Cognitive Scientist and Philosopher 

• Richard Dawkins - Ethologist and Evolutionary Biologist 

• Sam Harris - Neuroscientist and Philosopher 

• Christopher Hitchens - Journalist and socio-political critic 


Now whilst these gentlemen have differing opinions on certain subjects, such as whether or not 
we have free-will when it comes to an atheistic worldview, they are some of the Pioneers of 



modern Atheistic thinking. Let’s look at some of the things that they have said when asked in 
interviews why they are atheists… 


Daniel Dennett:

• “The burden of proof is on the theists, and we have no good reason to believe in a God.” 

• “The problem of Evil.” 


Richard Dawkins:

• “Not all Religions can be right.”

• “There are no good scientific reasons to believe in a God”

• “Darwinian Evolution is the reason for this.”


• “Religious Faith is faith based upon no evidence, whereas faith in the scientific method is 
reasonable.”


• “In a frightening world it is tempting to put your faith in a supernatural being.” 


Sam Harris: 

• “Atheism freely admits that they don’t understand the universe. The Bible and the Quran know 

even less.” 

• “Atheism doesn’t make unjustifiable claims about the cosmos.” 

• “Spiritual experiences are had by Christians, Muslims and Atheists alike.” 


Christopher Hitchens:

• “Religion makes intelligent people say stupid things and good people do bad things.”

• “Atheism is the statement that a certain proposition isn’t true.”


	 I would encourage you all to do some research on these guys. I think if we are to be 
Theists, we should know why we are Theists. Listen to what these guys say and listen to what the 
popular christian apologists say too. I shan’t be answering all of these statements directly, so for 
the sake of time, I would like to just focus on a particular debate between Atheist horseman 
Christopher Hitchens and Dr William Lane Craig, a world-renowned Christian apologist, just to 
see what the kinds of things that the most well-renowned Atheists are saying. 


	 In 2009, William Lane Craig asks Christopher Hitchens in their debate “Does God exist”, if 
Hitchens would describe himself as an agnostic (Don’t know if God exists or not), an atheist (I 
assert that there is no God), or if he is the third option: a verificationist (It is a meaningless/
impossible question to answer). 


	 After dodging the question for few minutes and talking about something fairly irrelevant, Dr 
Craig presses Hitchens for an answer. To which he finally says that he “would go as far as to say 
that God does not exist.” Which is the primary topic of their debate in the first place. Hitchens 
obviously didn’t want to go here because such a statement that God doesn’t exist is difficult to 
defend. 


	 Then Dr Craig asks Cristopher Hitchens if he has any evidence to support the claim that 
God does not exist. To which question, Hitchens replies with the reverse argument, that there 
aren’t good enough reasons to justify the position that God DOES exist. 


	 Then William Lane Craig asks Hitchens “Would you agree that the absence of evidence is 
not inherently evidence of absence?” Hitchens agrees, and then says that “A claim so large as 



God existing and therefore having certain rules (morality) imposed upon us better have 
magnificent evidence.” 


	 The problem that I personally see with Hitchens’ argument here is that he does not have 
an argument - nor does he provide any evidence against God’s existence at all. His claims for the 
NEED of “magnificent” evidence is ironic, because Hitchens says the reason why the assertion 
that God exists is ridiculous because the consequences of this claim are that a certain morality or 
rule system is imposed on people. But Hitchens is known for trying to assert that Atheism is the 
true world-view, which is rather hypocritical because in saying that Atheism is the true world-view, 
he imposes this worldview upon everybody, when his own morality would suggest that imposing 
anything upon others is the reason why magnificent evidence is needed in the first place - which 
he has none of when it comes to atheism! And the sad part, I personally think, is that the positive 
evidence FOR God, upon which I personally base my own faith, actually is magnificent and 
fascinating. I will look at that in my next talk. 




2. What does the BIBLE have to say about Belief and 
Unbelief? How should Christians interact with Atheists? 

	 You may have heard it said by some atheists, namely Richard Dawkins that blind faith is 
the basis of any religion. I would like to respond to this by quoting Dr John Lennox, professor of 
mathematics of Oxford University and well-known Christian apologist. 


	 He says this: “The New Atheists of today are confused about the relationship between 
‘faith’, ‘reason’ and ‘evidence’. They claim that faith is a word we use when A: there is no 
evidence and B: we KNOW there is no evidence. This is false and they know it. In my first debate 
with Richard Dawkins I asked him “Had he any evidence that your wife has faith in him.” He 
immediately told me about those little things that go on between a wife and a husband that 
indicate to the husband that he can trust her. So he did, I submitted to him, believe in evidence-
based faith. Of course we all do. 


	 The word ‘faith’ comes from the latin “fides”. It’s basic meaning is trust, reliance, belief and 
belief-in. So if I say I have faith in something or someone, the next logical question to ask is this: 
What grounds do I have for that faith. People often say to me “I won’t believe it unless you prove 
it.” Well in that case you won’t believe anything, because in ordinary life or indeed in science you 
never get absolute proof. That belongs only to my own specialist field of pure mathematics. In 
ordinary life and in the rest of the natural sciences we can speak of evidence, pointers, indicators, 
reasons for believing and these can be so strong that you can commit your life to them - as I did 
when I stepped on the plane yesterday. 


	 Just think of the way faith, reason and evidence worked together to bring you here today. 
You would not be here if you did not believe this event would occur. Why did you have this faith? 
For some of you it was trust; faith in a friend who said she was coming and bought you a ticket. 
You believed her because she has a track record of reliability: that is there are reasons for your 
trust in her. Others of you believed a television, radio or press announcement about the event. 
And your faith was neither blind nor irrational for that. The new atheists claim that “all faith is blind 
faith” is simply a false claim. But ladies and gentlemen we can all agree that some faith is blind, 
and we can agree with the new atheists that blind faith can be very dangerous, as we saw on 
9/11. 


	 But I want to emphasise tonight that the christian faith is not blind. Indeed I have never 
met a thinking christian that believed their faith was blind. One of the central statements about 
faith in the fourth biography of Jesus that we call the ‘gospel of John’ goes like this: Many other 
things Jesus did in the presence of his disciples that are not written in this book, but these things 
are written that you might believe that Jesus IS the Christ, the son of God and that in believing 
you might have life in His Name. In other words, here is the evidence it says, upon which you can 
base your faith. Faith therefore, according to the new testament and far from being blind - is a 
response to evidence.” 


So the miracles and works of Jesus are included within the Bible as EVIDENCE to demonstrate 
that He was who He said He was - The Son of God. Jesus’ miracles were very intentional actually, 
demonstrating that He had power over nature when he calmed the wind and waves in the middle 
of the storm. He demonstrated that He had power over sickness when He healed the blind, the 
sick, the lame. He demonstrated that He had power over Satan when He resisted temptation in 



the desert. He demonstrated that He had power over lies and human deception when He 
outwitted and publicly shamed the Pharisees for their hypocrisy. He demonstrated that He had 
power over demons when He made them tremble and beg before Him before He cast them out 
without fear. And finally, He demonstrated that He had power over death when He was crucified 
for our sins and rose again from the dead. And if we look carefully, these are all of the things that 
bother and trouble us in life today. He demonstrated power over all of the things that harm us and 
hinder us from living life to the full, to show us that He is trustworthy to follow and that we can 
trust looking to Him for support from the troubles of life. 

_______________________________________________________________________________________


Here are just some other Bible Verses which I will skim over providing commentary. 


1 Timothy 2:1-4

• I urge, then, first of all, that petitions, prayers, intercession and thanksgiving be made for all 

people— 2 for kings and all those in authority, that we may live peaceful and quiet lives in all 
godliness and holiness. 3 This is good, and pleases God our Savior, 4 who wants all people to 
be saved and to come to a knowledge of the truth. 


The Lord WANTS everybody to be saved, but because He has given us free-will not everybody 
does accept Him. Furthermore, some people just haven’t received the answers that they need to 
believe in Him! 


It is at this point that I would say to Christians to stop saying these things to Atheists:


“You know deep down that God exists, you’re just rejecting Him.” 


“You’re just in a rebellious phase, you’ll grow out of it and come back to God eventually.” 


“You’re only a non-believer because you want to sin.” 


Now don’t get me wrong, it’s not like there are no people at all in the world who are Atheists for 
these reasons, but in general, they are awful things to say in conversation with an Atheist! 


Going back to the thing about Atheists just wanting to sin thing, we cannot hold them to a 
standard of morality that they don’t believe in. Pastor Rick Warren of Saddleback church says 
“Don’t expect somebody who isn’t a Christian to act like a Christian.” 


A piece of scripture relevant at this point is 1 Corinthians 2:14, which speaks about why we 
shouldn’t hold Atheists to our standards of morality. 


1 Corinthians 2:14

• The person without the Spirit does not accept the things that come from the Spirit of God but 

considers them foolishness, and cannot understand them because they are discerned only 
through the Spirit.


Bearing this in mind, its important to think about John 3:5, which says:


John 3:5

• Jesus answered "Very truly I tell you, no one can enter the kingdom of God unless they are 

born of water and the Spirit.”




So those who aren’t born of the water and of the Spirit through baptism and accepting Christ will 
never be able to understand or submit to God’s morality. As it says in Romans 8


Romans 8:7-8

The mind governed by the flesh is hostile to God; it does not submit to God’s law, nor can it 
do so. Those who are in the realm of the flesh cannot please God.


So Christians, I think it’s very clear that we should not have expectations of Atheists that they will 
never deliver upon. 

_______________________________________________________________________________________


Of course, on the note of “Atheists knowing God deep-down and reject Him yet secretly believe in 
Him” is not true for the majority of Atheists. 


A lot of Atheists have reasons or criticisms of religion that should instead be addressed, rather 
than spouting things about their beliefs that aren’t actually true. Let’s explore the verses that 
Christians use to justify this. 


Romans 1:18-25

18 The wrath of God is being revealed from heaven against all the godlessness and 
wickedness of people, who suppress the truth by their wickedness, 19 since what may be 
known about God is plain to them, because God has made it plain to them. 20 For since the 
creation of the world God’s invisible qualities—his eternal power and divine nature—have 
been clearly seen, being understood from what has been made, so that people are without 
excuse.

21 For although they knew God, they neither glorified him as God nor gave thanks to him, but 
their thinking became futile and their foolish hearts were darkened.


Now, certainly from these verses, it makes the case that from creation it should be obvious to 
people that there must have been a creator. After all, if there is no God, why is there something 
rather than nothing? I imagine what it means that people have no excuse, is that when we one 
day see God face to face, God will hold everybody to this standard - that we really had no excuse 
not to believe in Him. 


But for the Atheists who need a little bit more convincing than that, who maybe would believe 
God if their big questions were answered, surely it’s better as believers in God to actually help 
them explore the evidence for God and help them experience Him, rather than to be hostile 
towards them without having sufficiently discussed the matter. 


If Christianity is true after all, I am of the opinion that we should be wanting to help people be 
saved from the earthly human nature of sin! 


_______________________________________________________________________________________


It’s important to note as well that God is not all wrath. God is loving and He loves you and me. 
Hell only exists as a place where God will not be present. 


As Frank Turek puts it: Nobody will be in Hell who doesn’t want to be there.


What did Frank mean by that? Everybody in Hell just wants to experience eternal pain? No…


He puts it in the analogy of a boy who loves a girl, but the girl doesn’t love Him back. 


The most loving action that the boy can do, after trying and trying to win her love, is to let her go. 
That is exactly what is going to happen with the people who don’t make it into Heaven. 


_______________________________________________________________________________________




Finally, on the note of Hell… Please Christians, if you really love Jesus you will stop using Pascal’s 
Wager as your primary argument when discussing faith with an Atheist. 


For those of you who don’t know, Pascals Wager states “If I am wrong as a Theist, it doesn’t 
matter because there is no afterlife. If you are wrong as an Atheist, you risk going to Hell.” 


Now, don’t get me wrong, this argument has good intentions at heart, mainly that if Christianity is 
true, then Pascals Wager is true right? 


But the thing is, if that is your only reason for being a Christian, why not use Pascal’s Wager to it’s 
strongest form of the argument.


I.e. I shouldn’t risk believing in the Christian God, because what if there existed another God, 
whose Heaven is the best Heaven (perhaps you become God or something), and whose Hell is 
the worst Hell (maximum/infinite torture/pain). 


I do understand as well that as we Christians believe that Hell is the worst possible Hell anyway… 
Since if God is light, peace and goodness, we can expect Hell to be a place where there is an 
absence of light e.g. Darkness. And absence of Peace i.e. You will want to rest and never find 
rest. An absence of goodness, there will only exist evil and sin. You could take this further and 
assume that if God is the reason we draw breath and if life is in the blood and the blood supplies 
oxygen to our muscles so that we can walk and move, that Hell is a place where you are 
constantly grasping for breath and lack strength to even move. I would argue this is already a 
place not to risk going…


But anyway, it’s still not good to use this argument as your primary argument for believing in God. 
It also implies that you don’t really love God, since all you would do is believe based on the risks 
associated with unbelief. 


This wouldn’t allow you to live life to the full or receive any of the benefits of Christianity either, as 
Jesus said in John 14:15:


“If you love me, you will keep my commands.”


If you don’t love Jesus, you won’t keep His commands and find freedom from the flesh, you won’t 
please God and you won’t live life to the full. Because if you don't love God, the verse Romans 
8:28 doesn’t apply to you:


“And we know that in all things God works for the good of those who love him”


_______________________________________________________________________________________


One final thing. This is a typical Atheist saying: 

“There is no evidence for God. If there was then maybe I’d believe.” 


The problem for the Atheist here, is that even Jesus says an evidence-based non-believer won’t 
believe when they are shown evidence. Here is the story: 


19 “There was a rich man who was dressed in purple and fine linen and lived in luxury every 
day. 20 At his gate was laid a beggar named Lazarus, covered with sores 21 and longing to 
eat what fell from the rich man’s table. Even the dogs came and licked his sores.

22 “The time came when the beggar died and the angels carried him to Abraham’s side. The 
rich man also died and was buried. 23 In Hades, where he was in torment, he looked up and 
saw Abraham far away, with Lazarus by his side. 24 So he called to him, ‘Father Abraham, 



have pity on me and send Lazarus to dip the tip of his finger in water and cool my tongue, 
because I am in agony in this fire.’

25 “But Abraham replied, ‘Son, remember that in your lifetime you received your good things, 
while Lazarus received bad things, but now he is comforted here and you are in agony. 26 And 
besides all this, between us and you a great chasm has been set in place, so that those who 
want to go from here to you cannot, nor can anyone cross over from there to us.’

27 “He answered, ‘Then I beg you, father, send Lazarus to my family, 28 for I have five 
brothers. Let him warn them, so that they will not also come to this place of torment.’

29 “Abraham replied, ‘They have Moses and the Prophets; let them listen to them.’

30 “‘No, father Abraham,’ he said, ‘but if someone from the dead goes to them, they will 
repent.’

31 “He said to him, ‘If they do not listen to Moses and the Prophets, they will not be 
convinced even if someone rises from the dead.’”


Whether or not Lazarus and the Rich man was based on a true story or not is not the question. 
The point is that the Christian God requires us to believe in Him in order to reveal Himself to us. 

_______________________________________________________________________________________




In Summary 

In the interests of time I will end with this


In Jeremiah 29:13 God says this:

“You will seek me and find me when you seek me with all your heart.”


I would encourage those of you who haven’t yet searched for God with all of your heart to do so, 
because if God’s word is true, and in Luke 1:37 it says “No word of the Lord will ever fail”, then 
you will have all of the subjective proof that you need when Christ reveals Himself to you. 


I hope that this sermon has taught you a thing or two! I hope also that there is some more mutual 
understanding between Christians and Atheists. 


In my next talk I will be going over Apologetics, that is, reasons to be a Theist and a defence of 
the Christian faith. 


Let us pray. 
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