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A World Without God

Good morning.  Welcome Bible Talk.

There are those today who call themselves “humanists.”  Their beliefs are stated in their Humanist Manifestos.  One was drafted in 1933.  Another manifesto was drafted 40 years later in 1973 call Humanist Manifesto II.  Humanist Manifesto III was written 30 years later in 2003.  Consider with me some random statements from Humanist Manifesto II.  
“As nontheists, we begin with humans not God, nature not deity.”

“But we can discover no divine purpose or providence for the human species.  While there is much that we do not know, humans are responsible for what we are or will become. No deity will save us; we must save ourselves.”     “We affirm that moral values derive their source from human experience. Ethics is autonomous and situational needing no theological or ideological sanction. Ethics stems from human need and interest.”   Also from Humanist Manifesto III it states, “The responsibility for our lives and the kind of world in which we live is ours and ours alone.”
And so humanism is a philosophy or outlook on life that is man-centered, not God centered.  Humanists believe that we live in a world without God who created us, and that man is the final authority concerning morals and values.  If man has problems, he will have to save himself, they say.   These people are trying to determine a new future for mankind without God, and without His word.
What I want to show today are the consequences of a world that refuses to acknowledge God.  If the humanists had their way, what kind of world would we live in?   I want to show today that a world without God is not a world any of us wants to live in, not even the humanist.
In Romans chapter 1 Paul shows the consequence of a world who refuses to acknowledge God.  He first shows that man who refuses to acknowledge God is without excuse.  In verses 19 and 20 Paul says, “because what may be known of God is manifest in them, for God has shown it to them.  For since the creation of the world His invisible attributes are clearly seen, being understood by the things that are made, even His eternal power and Godhead, so that they are without excuse,”
None of us have seen God, we did not see Him create the universe, but Paul is saying that the invisible things of God are clearly seen, being understood by the things that are made.  By looking at the world around us (what God has made) there is compelling evidence of His everlasting power and His divinity.  We call this the cosmological argument, reasoning from the existence of the cosmos and saying that every effect demands an adequate cause.  The universe in which we live and which we behold with our eyes is in effect manifesting marvelous design, orderliness of operation, and such precision that to behold it should cause one to recognize that it is preposterous to think of its being the result of chance.  In contrast, its existence must be credited to an intelligence and power far superior to man.
In Paul’s day there were those who refused to acknowledge this truth about God.  “Although they knew God, they did not glorify Him as God, nor were thankful….”  (v. 21)  Man is described here as making the error of having a wrong concept of God.  They “changed the glory of the incorruptible God into an image made like corruptible man--and birds and four-footed animals and creeping things.” (v. 23)  Or as stated later in the chapter,  “who exchanged the truth of God for the lie, and worshiped and served the creature rather than the Creator,” (v. 25)  The truth of God is that He is the Creator of all things, the One in whom we live and move and have our very being, and that He exists in His glory as the incorruptible God.  When man formed idols and images and called these his gods he had made a tremendous and disastrous change of concept as to the nature of God.  He was not glorifying God as God.  Man knew the truth about God, but refused to glorify Him as God, and in so doing he was without excuse.  While the humanist would scoff at the foolishness of the “heathen” in his making of images and worshipping them, the humanist is just as foolish and “without excuse” when he changes the truth of God for other lies, saying “there is no God who created,” and “man is just the result of chance and evolved through natural processes.”   When man looks at the world around him with all its intricate systems that sustain life, and how it works with precision and orderliness, and then says it all happened as a result of chance, he is without excuse.  He has abandoned reason.  
Paul goes on to say here in Romans chapter 1 that when man did not glorify God as God, nor were thankful, that he began a process of reasoning in which he professed himself to be wise, but as he turned from God, he was foolish indeed, and it was ultimately to be seen in moral corruption.  Verse 21 says, “because, although they knew God, they did not glorify Him as God, nor were thankful, but became futile in their thoughts, and their foolish hearts were darkened.”  Verse 24, “Therefore God also gave them up to uncleanness, in the lusts of their hearts, to dishonor their bodies among themselves.”   Verses 26 and following,  “26 For this reason God gave them up to vile passions. For even their women exchanged the natural use for what is against nature.  27 Likewise also the men, leaving the natural use of the woman, burned in their lust for one another, men with men committing what is shameful, and receiving in themselves the penalty of their error which was due.  28 And even as they did not like to retain God in their knowledge, God gave them over to a debased mind, to do those things which are not fitting; 29 being filled with all unrighteousness, sexual immorality, wickedness, covetousness, maliciousness; full of envy, murder, strife, deceit, evil-mindedness; they are whisperers, 30 backbiters, haters of God, violent, proud, boasters, inventors of evil things, disobedient to parents, 31 undiscerning, untrustworthy, unloving, unforgiving, unmerciful; 32 who, knowing the righteous judgment of God, that those who practice such things are deserving of death, not only do the same but also approve of those who practice them.”  
Three times Paul says, “God gave them up.”  This means that since they refused to acknowledge Him, He permitted them to continue traveling the depraved path to which their wicked hearts had led them.  He abandoned them to the consequences of their sins.  
While Paul here is giving a survey of the history of man in times past, as he refused to have God in his knowledge and turned to serve idols, as we read the list of sins springing from this course of action, the sad thing is, that this not only describes man in times past, but also sounds so very much like the reading of a present day news paper in a large city in Twenty-first century America.  The vile passions of homosexuality have certainly become rampant in our time, and have been given the stamp of approval by many in the media and even by those within our government.  Man today, is characterized by unrighteousness in his dealings as we see all kinds of dishonesty in business, and lying and corruption in government.  There is maliciousness of many kinds as we read of fightings, rape, and murder.  Sexual immorality (sexual relations outside of marriage)  is no longer viewed as evil as we see an increase in those couples living together outside of marriage.  The inevitable result of humanistic thinking is moral corruption.  
Now, the point we are making is that one’s views of all things, and how he lives his life, are ultimately determined by his views of the origin of man.  We are ultimately faced with one of two alternatives:  Either God is, or there is no God.  And there are ultimate consequences of each view.  If God is, there is the responsibility of man, the created being, to seek after and to please the Creator.  However, if man is simply the product of chance, the consequences are quite different.  If there is no God, man’s nature is that he is merely an animal, his destiny ultimately to die, his purpose in life is only that which he may determine for himself (whether others may think of his purpose as “good” or “bad”), and there is no absolute moral standard.  There would be nothing, and I mean absolutely nothing, that is wrong of and within itself, if there is no God.  The humanists may get together and agree to a moral standard that they believe all should live by, but if others choose to rebel against that standard, who is to say they are wrong?  If a ruler of a nation persuades his people to exterminate a whole race of people from their culture, who is to say they are wrong?  One may say they are hurting others, but they can respond by saying that it makes them feel good and that it is for the betterment of mankind.  And if there is no God and no ultimate judgment, who is to say they are wrong?  If there is no God, man will never have to stand before God in judgment, therefore, there is no absolute moral standard.  One may decide to do his own thing at the expense of the life even, or happiness of others and the humanistic thinking which makes man nothing more than an animal with autonomous morals cannot consistently condemn the individual as wrong, and the humanist’s right to protect himself is no greater than the other person’s right to kill the humanist.  Each can autonomously decide the matter.  Yes, man the animal, is simply back to the law of the jungle, and the survival of the fittest.
I’m not trying to may anyone angry, but I would like to register this one point.  If there is no God, you are an animal, an animal in a chance world, ultimately governed by the principles that each can do his own thing, and that might makes right, and if consistently followed makes the world in which we live a chaotic world.  If on the other hand, God is, man is responsible to God, man will ultimately be judged by God, and the moral standard by which man must live, ought to be that by which he will ultimately be judged by the God who made him.  This gives purpose in life to serve the God who made us.  

The humanist does not want the chaotic world that is the logical end of the presupposition that there is no God.  And yet, the humanist does not want the responsibility that comes from belief in God as the Creator and ultimate Judge.  Therefore, the humanist finds a place in between the logical consequences of these opposing views, and though he is altogether inconsistent, he wants some sense of moral standard for his own protection, without accepting the responsibility of serving God.  He is altogether inconsistent and I believe should be pushed to the logical end of his presuppositions to realize the chaos and horror of the view of man being a product of chance,  And if he will see this, he may perhaps be led to reconsider the magnitude of evidence about him that God is, and believing this to begin the process of seeking after God.

Our time is gone for today.  If you have a Bible question you would like for us to address on this program, or if you would like a free audio CD copy of today’s program or of any of our Bible Talk broadcast we would like to hear from you.  There are three ways you may send us your questions, or to make your requests.

You may email it in:  Our email address is  sjchurch@fidnet.com.  

You may call it in:  Our phone number is 573-265-8628.  If no one is there to answer, just leave you question on the answering machine.

Or you may mail it in through the US postal service:  The address is Bible Talk,  PO Box 308, St. James, MO 65559

