Witnessing for Christ in a Religiously Pluralistic World:
Confronting Cults and False Religions
Unit 6: Unitarian Universalism - They are numerically very small.  We are talking about them because they have influence on American society way out of proportion with it’s size.  It’s general mindset is shared across an enormous amount of American society.  Because, of that, I think it would be helpful to go through it.  The western mindset used to be a clearly theistic and spiritual.  Then it secularized.  Now it’s moving back to spirituality, but in a very different way.  It’s a vague undefined spirituality.  There is not sense of what it means.  That is closely reflected in what’s going on in Univeralist circles.

Let me recommend reading Allen Gomes’ Unitarian Universalism.  But also I recommend reading books on Hinduism and Buddhism, because so much of the current spiritual trend comes from these religions.

1. Name and History
a. Name:

i. Unitarian - stresses the contrast with Trinitarian.  They wanted to make it clear that they deny the Trinity.

ii. Universalist - means they deny the existence of hell.  If anyone is saved, everyone is saved.  If there is an afterlife, everyone will be in pleasure.

b. Roots in radical Reformation in Poland and Transylvania- radical meaning there was a group of people who just didn’t care with the religious leaders - the Magistrate - thought.  They were going to do and preach what they wanted.

i. Early Continental

1. Michael Servetus (1511–1553): denied Trinity, original sin, atonement, and salvation; burned in Geneva for heresy; built sympathy because persecuted.  In fact, many are misinformed and think that John Calvin, who was the pastor in Geneva at the time, was the monster who had him burned at the stake.  In reality, Calvin wrote Servetus many times pleading with him not to come to Geneva.  He told him that if he came to preach what he was preaching elsewhere, he would be burned at the stake because that was standard procedure.  Servetus was set on coming.  When he did, he was arrested and sentenced.  John Calvin actually visted Servetus in jail and shared the gospel with him in hopes that he would change his thinking.  When he didn’t, Calvin pleaded with the Magistrate to give a more human sentence, but they didn’t.

2. Faustus Socinus (1539–1604) and “Polish Brethren: denied Trinity, as well as the substitutionary atonement.  Instead he taught “moral governmental” theory of atonement.  God needed to vindicate himself as moral governor of the universe.  After all, if he allowed any sin to happen it was a blot on his character.  So he demonstrated that he hates sin through the death of Christ, but our sin was not atoned for in that demonstration.  Therefore we are in danger of judgement if we do not repent.

ii. Early British 17th century- Unitarianism began to get more popular.

1. John Biddle (1615–1662)

2. Theophilus Lindsey (1723–1808): Anglican clergyman but a trinitarian.

a. Friends with Joseph Priestley (below)

b. Benjamin Franklin often attended his church

3. 1825, British and Foreign Unitarian Association formed

4. 19th century: tilted more to rationalism, abandoning Biblical authority.  This was largely due to the loss of their public debates with Trinitarian.  They realized that the Bible just didn’t teach their position so they either had to abandon the Bible or abandon their Unitarianism. Alienated from Bible).  

iii. Early American Unitarianism started in the congregational churches.  Because they were not accountable to any denomination, they were attractive to those that wanted to move people away from Trinitarianism.

1. Congregationalism particularly infected

2. Jonathan Mayhew (1720–1766), West Church, Boston, preached against the Trinity in 1753

3. King’s Chapel (Episcopal), Boston, first American church to become officially Unitarian, 1785

4. Joseph Priestly (1733–1804): theologian and scientist, most influential Unitarian of the time, friend of Washington, Jefferson, Adams, and Franklin

5. First Parish, Plymouth, founded by Pilgrims in 1620, converted to Unitarianism in 1802

6. Harvard College, founded by Puritans in 1635, became largely Unitarian in early 19th century, targeted by Unitarians, beginning with Henry Ware, appointed chair of divinity in 1805—prompted founding of Andover Seminary as conservative alternative in 1808.

7. William Ellery Channing (1780–1842), greatest light of American Unitarianism and also a widely read literary figure:

a. Christ more than man but not God

b. Trinity is unscriptural and irrational

c. Actively engaged in social issues moving Unitarianism in a benevolence approach to religion and away from theology.

8. American Unitarian Association: founded 1825 by recent Harvard graduates

9. Transcendentalism is an offshoot of Unitarianism.

a. Ralph Waldo Emerson (1803–1882) and Henry David Thoreau (1817–1862)—early environmentalists though that term wasn’t coined at that time.

b. Emphasized religious intuition over reason

c. Tended toward pantheism - God is everything

d. 1838 Emerson Harvard address: bemoaned that few churches existed where “man [is] made sensible that he is an infinite Soul; that the earth and the heavens are passing into his mind; that he is forever drinking the soul of god.”

e. Emerson imported Eastern, Hindu mysticism and was attacked by both orthodox and Unitarian Christians—but his views prevail more today than the rationalist views of the Enlightenment and early 19th century.

10. Free Religious Association founded 1867: more radical among Unitarians, abandoned allegiance to Jesus Christ.  The New Thought and Free Thought movement came out of this.

Universalism:
iv. American Universalism in 18th and 19th centuries

1. Generally separate from Unitarians.  Two of it’s more prominent pastors were:

2. John Murray (1741–1815), First Universalist Church in America

3. Hosea Ballou (1771–1852), pastor of Second Universalist Church in Boston 1817–1852

a. converted to Universalist in 1789, abandoned Bible’s teaching on original sin, Trinity, substitutionary atonement, and hell.

b. Tireless advocate, prolific author, editor of two magazines

v. Rise the movement of Humanism among Unitarians in the late 19th century

1. John H. Dietrich (coined term humanism) and Curtis W. Reese: founders

2. Similar to “religion of democracy”:

a. People are rulers of their own affairs.

b. People must solve their problems without divine assistance.

c. Human welfare trumps divine glory.  The Protestant thought is that man’s end is to glorify God and enjoy Him forever is not their end.  They would say that man’s end is human welfare.

d. Religion should focus on this world, not next.

e. Liberals needn’t care whether God really exists.

3. Controversy between humanist and theist Unitarians, 1918–1937.  Towards the end of that time period, they put their differences to rest and started to get along.  Out of that came;

4. Humanist Manifesto I, 1933

a. Half signers, and first four presidents of American Humanist Association (founded 1943), were Unitarian ministers.

b. Supported by John Dewey. A philosopher from Columbia.

c. Tenets:

i. Universe self-existing.

ii. Humans part of nature, product of evolution.

iii. Science and reason, not revelation, explain nature and guide human action.

iv. Values can’t be derived from God but arise from human communities.

v. Highest value is realization of human personality self-realization and quest for “good life” in present.

5. Theists and atheists coexisted within Unitarianism. By this time Unitarianism wasn’t even necessarily theistic.

a. Two groups “Religious” versus “Secular” Humanism.  Secular Humanism went to court to be recognized as a religion so that their counselors could take advantage of the Social Security tax exemption available to clergymen.

i. Edwin Wilson, Unitarian Minister who founded AHA, considered himself “religious” rather than “secular” humanist: retained “God” and “religion” and “religious” in his own language.

ii. Others rejected such language.

iii. 1980, Council for Democratic and Secular Humanism founded to distinguish from religious humanism.

b. 1989: Unitarian Universalist Association membership survey shows at least two-thirds of all members considered themselves some type of humanist.

c. American Universalist Association and Universalist Church of America merged in 1961 to form Unitarian Universalist Association, headquartered in Boston.

i. Until 20th century Unitarian Universalists generally claimed to be Christian; today’s Unitarian Universalist Association doesn’t.  So in that regard, it deviates from my definition of a cult.

ii. Trending increasingly liberal:

1. 1970: ordains homosexuals

2. 1984: performs “ceremonies of union” for homosexuals

3. 1985: removes sexist and patriarchal language from hymnbook

4. 1988: adopts “right to die” resolution

5. 1996: advocates legalizing same-sex “marriage”

If you think about the changes that have happened in 17 years, pretty much all of them were influenced by the agenda Unitarian Universalist Association. 

iii. Statistics
1. 211,600 registered members of UUA, 204,000 in U.S. (very indigenous), 34,700 in Massachusetts, 1,034 congregations worldwide.  That’s official membership, but more than twice as many consider themselves part of that group.

2. About 500,000 Americans consider themselves Unitarian Universalists

3. High social status: employment, home ownership, education, median family income: tops among religions in America (followed by Disciples of Christ, agnostics, Congregationalists, and Episcopalians; Jehovah’s Witnesses last).

a. 49.5% college graduates - highest in America of any group.(Jewish 46.7%; Roman Catholics 20%; Mormons 19.2%; Baptists 10.4%)

b. Median household income second only to Jewish.

c. Disproportionately influential in U.S. institutions:

i. Benjamin Rush, signer of Declaration of Independence

ii. Five Presidents: John Adams, John Quincy Adams, Thomas Jefferson, Millard Fillmore, William Howard Taft.  Think about the fact that they are such a small goup, yet so influential that there were FIVE Unitarian presidents.

iii. Famous literary figures: Longfellow, Emerson, Melville, e.e. Cummings, William Cullen Bryant, Hawthorne, Greeley, Thoreau

iv. Eight U.S. Supreme Court Justices including Oliver Windle Holmes

v. Architect Frank Lloyd Wright

vi. Famous women: Louisa May Alcott, Clara Barton, Julia Ward Howe, Florence Nightingale, Susan B. Anthony  - women’s liberty movement.

d. Related organizations:

i. Church of the Larger Fellowship (1944)

ii. Unitarian Universalist Service Committee (1939)

iii. Unitarian Universalist Women’s Federation

iv. Covenant of Unitarian Pagans (1985): Neo-pagan, earth-centered spiritiuality within UUA

v. Friends of Religious Humanism (1963)

vi. Interweave (UUs for Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, and Transgender Concerns)

vii. Unitarian Universalist Christian Fellowship

e. Dominance in educational institutions:

i. Harvard Divinity School, Yale, Columbia

ii.  Meadville/Lombard Theological School (at U. Chicago Divinity School)

iii. Starr King School for the Ministry

f. Current trends

i. Active evangelism - perhaps we should call it proselytizing.  They do not have a gospel.

ii. Reacted strongly against Religious Right - they saw it as being such a threat to themselves, they increased their efforts to bring people in.

iii. Increase in “Spirituality”: decrease of Humanism and increase in “Spiritual” Interest among UUs

1. New Age

2. Neo-paganism

3. Radical Feminism

iv. Social activism - very active which makes sense since they think man’s end is human welfare.

1. Homosexual rights

2. Abortion rights

3. Doctor-assisted suicide

4. Feminism

2. Theology
a. Sources of Authority
There is no authority above the individual.
i. Not creedal: moving target

ii. More negative (rejecting historic Christianity) than positive (affirming particular doctrines) agreement

b. Religious freedom, tolerance, and pluralism

i. “Faith stances” among UUs:

1. Liberal Christian

2. Non-Christian theism

3. Pantheism

4. Atheist humanism

ii. Boundaries: No racism or genocide - or anything that they think is intolerant.

iii. Critique:

1. Confuse right to believe with others’ duty to validate their beliefs.  If one criticizes another’s belief, they are violating their right to religious freedom.  Of course, the same logic and thinking could be coming from the other person as well.  It’s an inherently inconsistent belief system.

2. Attack on exclusivist beliefs is self-refuting. It’s inconsistent with their belief in tolerance.

3. Exclusive truth claims don’t entail arrogance or lack of humility.  It should not be considered arrogant to say that 2+3=5.  It’s the difference between telling the truth and not telling the truth.  

4. Many UUs are intolerant of liberal UU “Christians”—and certainly intolerant of orthodox Christians

5. Internal inconsistency: theism and atheism.  How can they be part of the same group.

6. Some UU faith stances explicitly celebrate irrationality: neo-paganism.  Saying we don’t need logic.

7. Attack on “creeds” as irrational is self-refuting.

8. Wrongly think orthodox Christians don’t think for themselves.

9. “Christianity” embraced by some UUs is counterfeit and cultic

a. Anti-Trinitarian

b. Humanitarian

c. Denies original sin, sometimes all sin

iv. Biblical view of religious freedom, pluralism, and tolerance

1. God does not tolerate religious falsehood.

a. He judged both Israel and Gentile nations for idolatry and other sins.  God is not terribly tolerant except that in his patience he waits. 2 Peter 3.  Paul is talking about God’s patience.  He is patient in his judgement. Not tolerant of sin.

b. Christ is the only way of salvation: John 14:6; Acts 4:12.

c. Only Christians will be in heaven.

2. The Christian faith has objective, essential content

a. Trinity

b. Deity of Christ

c. Bodily resurrection of Christ

d. Original sin

e. Atoning work of Christ

f. Salvation by grace alone through faith alone in Christ alone

3. Distinction between religious and civil rulers

a. Freedom of religion

b. Limits on freedom of religion

As a society, we do not realize how much of western culture and civilization is rooted in Christianity.  We would find out very quickly if we truly were to embrace a pluralistic or universal theology.  Everything from our governments to our culture has Christian foundations.  We are at risk for losing western civilization as we know it in the worst way possible.  

c. Divine revelation and the Bible
i. Summary

1. Reason, conscience, and personal experience are the final judges of all religious truth claims.

2. The Bible is just one of many sacred books that may reveal divine truth.

3. No book is infallible, however sacred. 

4. Many UUs find inspiring truths in the Bible; many don’t.

5. The Bible is not to be interpreted literally.

ii. Response

1. Christianity affirms reason—indeed, it argues that reason depends on revelation from God.  Reason reflects God.  We were created in his image.  Reason and logic are from him.

a. Many of the greatest philosophers, scientists, and other scholars in history have been Christian theologians and Bible scholars.  The founders of modern science were Christians.

b. Christian doctrine displays great rationality.

2. “The Bible alone and the Bible in its entirety is the Word of God written …

3. … and is therefore inerrant in the autographs.”  

a. Alleged contradictions have been reconciled many times. (John W. Haley, Alleged Discrepancies of the Bible, 19th century)  For centuries people have been answering the same questions about contradictions in the Bible and proving that there are none.  All it takes from skeptics is some self discipline to go find out if someone has answered these questions.

b. Alleged moral errors faults are not faults.

i. Critics lack objective standard for judgment.

ii. God defines right and wrong.

c. UUs criticism of the Bible is difficult to reconcile with their appeal to it to justify their own beliefs.  When they want to justify something, they will appeal to the Bible.

4. The Bible is outstanding literature and shows great wisdom even to nonbelievers, but of the noetic effects of sin, only the regenerate can believe its saving message, the gospel.

5. The Bible is to be interpreted literally—i.e., according to the genre of the particular portion being read.

a. Note: rejection of all literal interpretation of all language is self-refuting.  Post modernism says that language has no meaning.  So, either that phrase either has no meaning, or it is false.

Break

d. Unitatiran and Universalist Theology of God  (or non-God)
i. Summary

1. UUs tolerate wide diversity of opinions about God/gods.

2. Some UUs don’t believe in God/gods at all.

3. Others define God as a higher power or “divine spark” in man.

4. Some believe “God” is the term for the self-ordering principle of nature (near-pantheism or panentheism)

5. Process theology is popular - seeing God and the universe as evolving. Everything isn’t God now, but it will be in the end.

6. Neo-paganism (especially goddess worship) is becoming popular among UUs.  Tends to teach that all life is of equal value and equal sacredness.  As a result various countries have now recognized plant rights and even ecosystems rights - rules about harvesting crops in a way that keep their dignity.

a. Note: Rejecting the true God of Scripture puts one on the road to absurdity.

7. All UUs reject the doctrine of the Trinity.

ii. Response

1. Both the Bible and much of the most respected philosophy affirm that God is real.

2. God is not a vague “higher power” or “divine spark” in people.

3. God is a

a. Triune

b. Spirit

c. Infinite, eternal, and unchangeable in his

i. Wisdom

ii. Power

iii. Justice

iv. Holiness

v. Goodness

vi. Truth

4. There is only one God, Yahweh.

5. God is distinct from His creation.

e. UU view of Christ
i. Summary

1. Jesus was not divine in any special sense not shared by all other humans.

2. Although Jesus attained great heights of spirituality or maturity, others can do as well.

3. Jesus’ miracles, virgin birth, and bodily resurrection didn’t occur.

4. Jesus was not an infallible teacher.

5. Many UUs regard Jesus as one of the world’s great ethical teachers.

6. Some UUs reject Jesus even as an ethical teacher or model.

ii. Response

1. Jesus is God

2. No one else will ever equal Him.

3. His miracles, virgin birth, and resurrection actually occurred.

a. Eyewitness testimony.  There have been a number of lawyers that set out to disprove the resurrection, and ended up being persuaded that it is true.

b. Eyewitness testimonies were confirmed by voluntary submission to persecution and martyrdom.

4. Jesus’ teachings are infallible

a. He is “the way, the truth, and the life.”

b. He claimed absolute authority for His teachings.

i. Matthew 7:24-29: “’Everyone then who hears these words of mine and does them will be like a wise man who built his house on the rock.  25 And the rain fell, and the floods came, and the winds blew and beat on that house, but it did not fall, because it had been founded on the rock.  26 And everyone who hears these words of mine and does not do them will be like a foolish man who built his house on the sand.  27 And the rain fell, and the floods came, and the winds blew and beat against that house, and it fell, and great was the fall of it.’  28 And when Jesus finished these sayings, the crowds were astonished at his teaching,  29 for he was teaching them as one who had authority, and not as their scribes.”

ii. Matthew 24:35  Heaven and earth will pass away, but my words will not pass away.

iii. Matthew 28:19: “All authority in heaven and earth has been given to Me.”

iv. More: Matthew 9:6; Mark 1:27; 2:10; Luke 4:32, 36; 5:24; John 5:27; 10:7–9; 12:48; Revelation 2:27; 12:10.

c. Jesus’ own self-assessment is incompatible with the belief by some UUs that He was a great moral teacher and model but not uniquely divine.

i. He declared Himself God.

ii. He claimed absolute authority.

d. Those UUs who reject Jesus as a teacher and moral model are more consistent than those who accept Him as such but deny His deity: C.S. Lewis: “I am trying here to prevent anyone saying the really foolish thing that people often say about Him: I’m ready to accept Jesus as a great moral teacher, but I don’t accept his claim to be God. That is the one thing we must not say. A man who was merely a man and said the sort of things Jesus said would not be a great moral teacher. He would either be a lunatic — on the level with the man who says he is a poached egg — or else he would be the Devil of Hell. You must make your choice. Either this man was, and is, the Son of God, or else a madman or something worse. You can shut him up for a fool, you can spit at him and kill him as a demon or you can fall at his feet and call him Lord and God, but let us not come with any patronizing nonsense about his being a great human teacher. He has not left that open to us. He did not intend to.”

f. UU Doctrine of Man and sin
i. Summary

1. UUs affirm the dignity and worth of all human beings.

2. UUs teach that human beings are products of evolution. This is interesting because evolutionary thinking suggests that there is nothing special about humans.  We are no different or more valuable than the animals that evolved along with us.  We have no more worth or dignity than any other living thing.

3. UUs deny the doctrine of original sin.

4. UUs emphasize human ability to do good.

5. UUs promote “humanitarianism” (term originating in rejection of deity of Christ, teaching He was solely human, now meaning simply benefactor).

ii.  Response

1. Humans are created in God’s image (Genesis 1:26–28; Psalm 8).

2. Adam was the direct creation of God, and Eve from him (Genesis 1–2).

3. Adam sinned and endowed all his posterity with sin (original sin) (Romans 5:12–19).

4. Although unregenerate humans can do “civic righteousness,” they cannot do true good, which requires the intent to glorify the true God (Romans 1:18–3:21).

5. The Bible and Christianity require love of neighbor (Leviticus 19:18; Matthew 22:39). Love is the fulfillment of the law.  The definition of love is found in the ten commandments.  We need a clear standard for what love is because so many people talk about how important love is, but don’t ever define what it is they are talking about.

g. Salvation
i. Summary

1. All people are “children of God” or have the “divine spark” or simply are equally sacred/accepted [by whom?].

2. UUs see no need for salvation from sin in the Biblical, Christian sense.

3. UUs call Jesus “savior” only loosely—an honorific title.

4. Claiming that Jesus is the only way of salvation is arrogant and narrow-minded.

5. “Salvation” consists in making this present world a better place.

6. Humans don’t need grace but can “save” themselves by cultivating moral character.

ii. Response

1. Only those God regenerates are His children

a. John 8:44  You are of your father the devil

b. Ephesians 2:1-5  And you were dead in the trespasses and sins  2 in which you once walked, following the course of this world, following the prince of the power of the air, the spirit that is now at work in the sons of disobedience-  3 among whom we all once lived in the passions of our flesh, carrying out the desires of the body and the mind, and were by nature children of wrath, like the rest of mankind.  4 But God, being rich in mercy, because of the great love with which he loved us,  5 even when we were dead in our trespasses, made us alive together with Christ

2. Universal sin entails universal need for salvation

a. Ezekiel 18:4  the soul who sins shall die

b. Romans 6:23: “The wages of sin is death.”

3. Jesus is literally the Savior of sinners.  

4. Asserting that Jesus is the exclusive Savior is neither arrogant nor narrow-minded; it is simply either true or false.

5. Salvation consists in reconciliation with God through the atoning work of Christ received by faith.

h. UU Understanding of Heaven, Hell, and Afterlife
i. Summary

1. Most UUs believe humans cease to exist at death and therefore also heaven and hell.

2. Some are agnostic about afterlife.

3. Some believe in afterlife or think it likely.

4. All UUs deny bodily resurrection. [Note: Platonist/gnostic roots.]

5. A God of love would never send anyone to hell.

ii. Response

1. The Bible teaches that all will be raised from the dead, some to everlasting life in joyful fellowship with God and others believers, others to everlasting punishment under the wrath of God with no joy of any kind but only suffering.

a. Jesus’ resurrection is the harbinger of ours: 1 Corinthians 15.

b. Revelation 20:11-15   Then I saw a great white throne and him who was seated on it. From his presence earth and sky fled away, and no place was found for them.  12 And I saw the dead, great and small, standing before the throne, and books were opened. Then another book was opened, which is the book of life. And the dead were judged by what was written in the books, according to what they had done.  13 And the sea gave up the dead who were in it, Death and Hades gave up the dead who were in them, and they were judged, each one of them, according to what they had done.  14 Then Death and Hades were thrown into the lake of fire. This is the second death, the lake of fire.  15 And if anyone's name was not found written in the book of life, he was thrown into the lake of fire.

I believe that “the dead” are the unsaved.  The saved are not called the dead because they are alive.  So this is referring to the resurrection of the lost.

2. The moral argument for punishment after death: If none, then justice is never satisfied, and there is no incentive to do good. Immanuel Kant. 

3. Some people have died and come back to life: the son of the widow of Zarepath; the son of the widow of Nain; Lazarus; Jesus; perhaps some in recent times.

4. While Christians seek to make this world a better place—to love their neighbors as themselves—they recognize that it will be perfected only in the eschaton and therefore are not utopians.  UU, Secular, and Marxist thought have a tendency toward utopianism - we can acheive perfection.  If you are in the way of that achievement, what happens to you?  This is the dangerous model we’ve seen in history that resulted in tragedies when people tried to achieve perfection.

5. God’s love is compatible with His condemning the unregenerate wicked to hell.

a. While God is love (1 John 4:8, 16), He is also a holy and righteous judge (Romans 2:5; 2 Thessalonians 1:5–6; Revelation 16:7) and must punish sin.

b. If people are unwilling to receive Christ freely offered to them in the gospel (2 Corinthians 5:21), they choose to pay for their sins themselves. 

c. Jesus often affirmed the reality of hell (e.g., Matthew 25:41).

d. Compensation for sin doesn’t always occur in this life.

3. Witnessing tips
a. Understand the UUA’s attraction: upscale, educated, liberal, tolerant, antiauthoritarian.

b. Treat each UU as an individual—find out his beliefs and reason with him as Paul did with the people of his day.

c. Be prepared to discuss the exclusive truth claims of Christianty: learn general apologetics (philosophical, historical, scientific, moral). Clark, Christian View of Men and Things
d. Turn the argumenta round on them.

i. Point out the self-refuting nature of relativism.

ii. Point out the self-refuting nature of anti-exclusivism.

iii. Point out their lack of standard for criticizing Christian morals.  What standard do they have?  How can you have a standard for morals if everything came from nothing?

e. Ask them key questions:

i. Why do you think there are many roads to God? What would lead you to conclude that? What happens if you’re wrong?

ii. What reason do you have for thinking all truth is relative?

iii. How do you justify thinking you should trust your own moral judgments above the morality of Jesus Christ?

iv. If you think Jesus was such a profound moral teacher, why do you dismiss out of hand so many of His teachings—particularly about God - about Himself?

f. Learn logic so you can recognize and point out the weaknesses of his answers.

g. Don’t be afraid to use Scripture. Most of them will say that the Bible is full of good teaching, but many of them have never even read it.

h. Be friendly.

i. Serve.

j. Pray for these people.  This is spiritual warfare. You have a common enemy.  The UU is not your enemy. 

Question and Answer:

Q: Can you add to this video lecture why you do not include “being”.

A: So when I get to question 4 of the Westminster Catechism, I just take out “being” because it doesn’t add anything to who or what God is.  Being is not an attribute or predicate.  It doesn’t define anything.  If you read Gordon Clark’s Introduction to Christian Philosophy, it explains the philosophy of logic very well.  The root of “being” is “be”.  Suppose I said that God is a mental construct of some deranged minds.  You would not be satisfied with that as proof of his existence.  That would mean he just an idea.  That doesn’t mean that the idea is not real.  Ideas are real.  God is not just an idea.  He is one who HAS ideas.  If I were to say that God is a Triune spirit, the “to be” verb “is” doesn’t add anything.  Everything “is” in one way or another.  If it is a dream, a scientific idea, or a fact, it “is”.  That’s good solid philosophy of logic.   

Q:  What is one the one valid proof that God exists?

A: The Ontological argument is inescapable.  The essence of that argument is that we define God as, “That than which no greater can be conceived.”  Suppose that He exists independently in reality.  That is, that He is not just an idea in our minds.  Now suppose for a moment that He is not an independent thing, and He only exists in our minds. Which is greater?  To exist independently and everything else depends on you?  Or to exist only as an idea?  To exist independently.  Can you conceive of God existing independently?  Yes, you can.  But if God is “that than which no greater can be conceived” but only exists in our minds and not in reality, then it is possible for you to conceive of something greater than “that than which no greater can be conceived” which is a contradiction.  Contradictions are necessarily false.  So by sheer force of logic, God must exist not only in the mind, but also in reality.  The reason that argument is so sound is that it doesn’t depend on any empirical observation.  It depends on pure reason alone.  I like that so much because God is pure reason.  It’s a poetic argument and it’s a soundly logical argument. 

