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Lesson 2 – Contending with Other Worldviews 

“From barbarism to civilization requires a century; from civilization to barbarism needs but a day.”

     --  Will Durant, Historian

Chapter 3 – Worldviews in Conflict. The world is divided not so much by geographic boundaries as by people’s most deeply held beliefs – their religious and cultural traditions – their worldviews.  The major conflict in worldview today in America is Biblical Theism (the belief in a transcendent God) versus Naturalism – the belief that Nature is all that exists; hence God is unnecessary.  Naturalism is the belief that Nature is our creator with life arising through the chance collision of atoms.  We are cosmic accidents that arose from the primordial slime and became human through an evolutionary process.  Christianity, on the other hand, teaches that there is a transcendent God who existed before time began and is the ultimate origin of everything.  God sustains His creation through providential governance and care.  The modern philosophies that have grown out of Naturalism and that control our cultural elitist institutions today include:

Moral relativism – “If there is no God then everything is permissible,” wrote Dostoyevsky.   Since there is no transcendent standard of moral truth, we construct our own morality.

Multiculturalism -- This is not just about treating other cultures with respect.  This is about treating all cultures as morally equivalent.  Since there is no transcendent basis for moral values, i.e., no Holy Creator who alone establishes what is “good,”  then everyone must find his or her identity in their gender, race, ethnicity, or whatever group they identify with.  Each group (tribe) decides what is “good” to them, and with no debate as to what is True, Good or Beautiful.

Pragmatism – Since there is no “True, Good or Beautiful,” there is no quest for the values they engender.  Hence, whatever works best at the moment is the right thing to do.  By contrast, the Christian judges actions not by what works, but by what ought to be based on objective principles as revealed by God.

Utopianism – Human nature is basically good, not inherently evil as Christians say.  Hence Naturalists are always striving to usher in a new age of harmony and prosperity with the utopian view in mind of producing heaven on earth.  Christians know better.

Secularism – Christians see things from an eternal perspective, secularists see things only from a “this world” and “this time” perspective. 

Existentialism – Since nobody knows what is True, life becomes meaningless and absurd.  So in order to have purpose and meaning in life, each of us must create our own meaning by making individual choices.  “Choice” is raised to the paragon position of ultimate good.

Postmodernism – The modernist’s viewpoint for seeking truth (from the 18th century Enlightenment to the 1960’s) was based on rational thinking and objective analysis.  It was Western society’s dominant way of thinking.  Today’s post-modernist, however, now believes that there is no objective Truth since all truths are equally valid.  It is a small step then to believe that all viewpoints, lifestyles, beliefs, behaviors are equally valid.  Tolerance to all viewpoints becomes of such critical important that no exception is ever tolerated!

Christians must be ready to respond to these worldviews. The Christian has his or her belief firmly grounded in the transcendent, sovereign and loving Creator.  On the other hand, all today’s philosophies are ultimately doomed since they are grounded only in wishful thinking or despair.  What a wonderful opportunity for Christians to advance God’s Kingdom.  Also, we have a responsibility to defend the Christian world from attack by these false belief systems.  To accomplish both, however, requires us to understand what others believe and why, and then contrast it to what we believe and why.  Only then can we present the gospel in language our opponents will understand.  Only then can we defend the truth with “gentleness and respect” (I Peter 3:15).

Chapter 4 – Christian Truth in an Age of Unbelief.  Colson tells his story of witnessing to the Bulgarian Marxist Minister of Justice, giving the example of how we can witness to someone with a strong opposing naturalistic worldview.  Marxist assumptions are based on Naturalism in which human beings are merely a complex form of matter.  Human identity lies in the way we shape and make material things -- the means of production.  Colson didn’t (couldn’t) start his witnessing with biblical concepts.  First he engaged in “pre-evangelism.”  In many ways the church today has to learn, once again, how to pre-evangelize -- much like the first century church when they were witnessing to the Greeks who had no understanding (as the Jews did) of a transcendent Creator God.  When Paul witnessed to the Greek philosophers on Mars Hill, he had to pre-evangelize them before he could give the gospel by first laying down a foundation -- the doctrine of creation.  Only after establishing who God is and why we are morally responsible to Him did Paul talk about repentance and Christ’s resurrection.  Today so many people are unfamiliar with basic biblical concepts that we must find ways of talking to them in their own “language” -- much like foreign missionaries do.

Today a Christian must engage in Christian apologetics (Greek -- “answer” or “defense”).  We need to offer answers to the objections raised to Christianity and be able to give reasons for our own beliefs.  It is exciting to learn how to do this as the claims of the Bible are so well supported by reason and evidence.  In fact, as we study other worldviews we will find that they are irrational, whereas the Christian worldview is completely rational. We have a mighty case to make!

God not only cares about redeeming souls but also restoring his creation.  Our job is not only to be agents of God’s saving grace and build up His church, but also agents of His common grace to build up society – all to the glory of God.  All citizens live better in a world that more closely conforms to the created order.  We need to show the culture, by patient persuasion in public discourse, that the common good for all of society is best served if it based on Godly principles.

God has called us to love Him with all our minds as well as our heart and soul.  In general, evangelicals have not taken the mind part seriously and have not developed a distinctly “Christian mind” about all of life.  It is especially crucial today to cultivate the mind in order to expose the false values of our modern culture.  We must become men and women who dare take Christianity out of its fortress mentality -- its sanctuary stronghold -- and once again establish it as a wonderful life system and cultural force it was designed to be – pointing to the Creator who is sovereign over all.  That is the only hope for the world.

BIBLE STUDY:  Ps 24:1; Is 42:5; Gen 1:27-28; Ps 14:1-3; 2 Cor 10:5; 2 Cor 4:4; Jude 3; Mt 22:37-40

QUESTIONS:

1. What is the Christian worldview and why is in conflict with society’s worldviews?

2. What are some of the major worldviews of our time?  How would you argue against them?

3. Why do Christians need to embrace pre-evangelism and apologetics?

4. Do you think the Church is doing a good job in developing “Christian minds”?  How are you doing in developing yours?
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