Gospel Reset
Discussion 9: In the beginning….

Intro: Last time we developed an easy example of how we could open a conversation about God using probability. What did you take away from that session and how could you use it?

This session will offer a group of common observations that everyone is familiar with which could be used to open a conversation about God. The scientific reference is the Second Law of Thermodynamics.

I. In the beginning…. Which takes more “faith,” belief in the Biblical account of Creation or belief in the “big bang,” “evolution,” or any origin theory that is based on natural processes?

· What is the foundational statement of each position?

· Creation, Genesis 1:1, “In the beginning God created the heaven and the earth.”

· Natural Processes, Name of some man or group of men, “In the beginning……”

· What is the difference in the premise of those statements?

· Source
· Span of Authority
· Observation

· Does the debate about “faith” really come down to where each explanation starts?

· Do both parties have access to the same facts/evidence and the problem is they are reaching different conclusions?

II. The primary argument offered by those who base their origin theories on observable natural processes is that their theory is based on empirical, proven science and the only way a person can believe in a creation theory is to ignore science and exercise “blind faith” in religious ideas that man has developed himself. How should we respond?

· Last week  - With enthusiasm and vigor, Let’s “do the math.”
· This week – With enthusiasm and vigor, Let’s talk about the “Second Law of Thermodynamics” or maybe we should say, Let’s talk about the tendency of natural processes to move from order to disorder.  Which is always true unless some outside force with design intent acts on them.”  Might also call this the Law of Decay.






· What do you think about the “Law of Decay” in the context of opening a conversation about God, creation?

“The 2nd Law of Thermodynamics describes basic principles familiar in everyday life. It is partially a universal law of decay; the ultimate cause of why everything ultimately falls apart and disintegrates over time. Material things are not eternal. Everything appears to change eventually, and chaos increases. Nothing stays as fresh as the day one buys it; clothing becomes faded, threadbare, and ultimately returns to dust.2 Everything ages and wears out. Even death is a manifestation of this law. The effects of the 2nd Law are all around, touching everything in the universe.
Each year, vast sums are spent to counteract the relentless effects of this law (maintenance, painting, medical bills, etc.). Ultimately, everything in nature is obedient to its unchanging laws.”
III. How can these verses help either directly or indirectly in the discussion:

· Genesis 1:26-28

· Genesis 2:7

· Psalm 8

· Psalm 19:1-6

· Psalm 139:1-18

· Ecclesiastes 12:1-7

· I John 2:15-17



IV. Genesis 2:7, Psalm 139:1-18, Ecclesiastes 12, I John 2:15-17


Creator:
Gen 1:1
Nehemiah 9:6
Job 26:7
Psalm 102:25
Acts 14:15
Hebrews 11:3
John 1:3
I Corinthians 8:6
Ephesians 3:9
Colossians 1:16
Hebrews 1:1-2
Creator of Man
Genesis 1:26; 2:7; 5:2
Deuteronomy 4:32
Job 33:4
Psalm 8:5; 100:3
Isaiah 51:13
Malachi 2:10
Acts 17:28

Universal law of decay, probability (objective, subjective)


The forest example.

See if you can obtain origin statements from “Science.” 

If the natural processes that have led some Scientists to conclude the universe and the earth have existed for billions of years….

God says: In the beginning God created the heaven and the earth. Genesis 1:1
What other verses do you want to use for creation?

I can’t accept what the Bible says because there is too much evidence that contradicts its conclusions.  I can’t even be sure there is a God.

What is the probability that even one miracle described in the Bible could have happened?

What does 2 to the 100th power actually mean?

Man says: In the beginning there was a big bang
Origin of life: In the beginning there were inanimate materials that were acted upon by an unknown force that caused them to form a single cell that evolved into everything we observe today.

Why don’t people who believe in the big bang, evolution, and other theories based on observable natural processes “do the math?”

What is the real difference in those statements?

God said
Man says (that man may be scientist, a philosopher, 

Wait how do you know God said that?
How do you know there is a God?

The fool hath said in his heart there is no God.



Intro: Witnessing to a person who does not hold a Biblical worldview is always a challenge.  Bro. Ken Ham illustrates it like this. What would a person, who builds houses for a living, do if he or she was given a set of blueprints to build the house, arrived at the building site, and discovered the foundation was already prepared but it was the wrong foundation?

The wrong foundation scenario described above has much in common with our task to witness to a person who does not hold a Biblical worldview.  We know how to present the Gospel to them by sharing our testimony and using scriptures to explain how they can be saved but the person doesn’t even know what we are talking about. Their “foundation” is based on man’s word and wisdom instead of God’s.

I. The Romans Road is a very popular witnessing approach, and many have been led to the Lord using it; especially in earlier times in our nation’s history. Consider this simple modification and its impact on a discussion with a lost person who doesn’t believe or even really know much about the Bible.

Point 1: God created all things!  Genesis 1:1

Point 2: God created everything perfectly; there was no illness, violence, suffering or death. Genesis 1:31

Point 3: Man came to know and experience death because he willingly chose to disobey God. In fact, all of creation was impacted by man’s fall from innocence. Genesis 3:17-19

Point 4: Every person that has ever lived descended from Adam and Eve and as a result of Adam’s disobedience all people inherited and commit sin. Romans 5:12

Point 5: We all need to realize and admit we are sinners. Romans 3:23

Point 6: We all need to understand eternal life is a gift and cannot be earned. Romans 6:23

Point 7: We must trust in Jesus as Savior to be saved and become a Christian. Romans 10:9-10
· Why is Point 1 an essential foundation to the Gospel message?

· If the person you are witnessing to doesn’t at least accept Point 1 as possible, is there any point in moving to the points that follow?

· If the person you are witnessing to isn’t willing to accept the authority of God and the scripture, what should you do?

· What does Point 2 absolutely rule out?

· How would a person come to understand the sin nature without Point 3?

· Why must Points 4 and 5 be connected to the first three Points?

· Is Point 5 a good topic to open a discussion with someone if they are concerned about all the crime, wickedness, and dysfunction they observe in our country today? How would you Point 5 to start the discussion and where should you go next?

· Realistically, how much time, how many sessions might be needed to proceed from Point 1 to Point 7?

· Do all witnessing conversations have to start with Point 1? Why or Why not?

· Do you see how you could actually start with any of the Points and back up to Point 1 to make sure the right foundation is present?

· Can we count on the Holy Spirit to help us set the proper foundation and lead someone through all 7 points?

· How will you know if the person is actually being influenced by the Holy Spirit?
II. I’m persuaded that our witnessing should not only be focused on the “lost.” What would you say to a person who is a professing Christian who makes a statement similar to the following?

I believe the Bible is God’s Word. God’s Word is perfect with respect to its principles and teaching on sin, salvation, moral values, and how a Christian is to live as a disciple of Jesus Christ.

· What important characteristic of the Bible has this person left out of the statement?

· Does the Bible have credibility on “spiritual” things like defining sin, explaining salvation, and establishing moral values to live by if it is not credible from a historical and scientific perspective?

· Why would someone say the creation account in Genesis, the “miracles” of the Old and New Testaments, the references to historical events and figures, and the evidence of scientific related information may not be technically accurate, but it is authoritative from a “spiritual” perspective?

· I Corinthians 2:1-15 (emphasis on verse 14)
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