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Dear	Friend,

There’s	a	famous	Monty	Python	skit	featuring	John	Cleese	and	Michael	
Palin	that	starts	“I’d	like	to	have	an	argument,	please.”	It’s	corny,	but	clever	
at	the	same	time	(like	most	Monty	Python	offerings)	and—ultimately—very	
funny.

When	it	comes	to	serious	matters,	though,	arguments	are	serious	affairs.		
A	lot	rides	on	getting	the	right	answers,	and	arguments—not	quarrels,	mind	
you—are	one	of	the	principle	ways	we	discover	what’s	true	about	the	
world.

Use	arguments	well	and	truth	is	in	the	offing.	Use	them	poorly	and	things	
get	messy.		Unfortunately,	few	people	argue	well	because	they	simply	do	
not	know	how	arguments	work.		

What	I	offer	in	this	month’s	Solid	Ground	is	a	small	tutorial	on	the	art	of	
arguing.		A	solid	argument	can	be	built	just	like	a	solid	house:		walls	first,	
then	the	roof.		What	I	propose	here	is	a	building	plan.	I	also	note	three	ways	
arguments	collapse.

Reason	and	argument	are	tools	God	has	given	us	to	discover	truth.		Learn	
to	use	them	well,	especially	when	it	comes	to	eternal	matters.		Too	much	is	
at	stake	to	settle	for	sloppy	thinking.	Making	mistakes	about	eternity	is	no	
laughing	matter.

Each	month	I	communicate	the	need	that	STR	has	for	your	support.	
Often	I	construct	an	argument	that	since	you	have	received	training	and	
equipping	from	STR,	it	only	makes	sense	that	you	would	want	to	support	
STR’s	work.	It	is	a	reasoned	argument,	that	I	believe	is	solid.	

STR	is	now	in	its	twentieth	year,	through	God’s	grace,	and	the	gifts	of	
friends	like	you	are	vital	to	the	success	of	STR.	You	see,	from	the	very	first	
day	that	we	launched	STR,	almost	two	decades	ago,	we	have	depended	on	
you.	You	are	both	the	reason	and	the	fruit	of	why	we	labor	for	“Christianity	
worth	thinking	about.”

Your	gift	today,	made	in	appreciation	of	the	quality	content	that	STR	
provides	to	you	through	resources	like	this	edition	of	Solid	Ground,	will	be	
received	with	my	sincerest	gratitude.	

Faithful	to	the	truth,

Greg	Koukl

Author’s Foreword
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Cosmological	Argument,	and	the	second	is	an	
example	of	the	Moral	Argument:

•	 Everything	that	begins	to	exist	has	a	cause.

•	 The	universe	began	to	exist.

•	 Therefore,	the	universe	had	a	cause.

Or…

•	 If	God	does	not	exist,	then	objective	morals	
do	not	exist.

•	 Objective	morals	do	exist.

•	 Therefore,	God	exists.

The	goal	of	critical	thinking	is	to	look	at	any	line	
of	reasoning	and	test	it.		Are	the	walls	solid,	or	can	
they	be	knocked	down?	If	the	walls	go	down,	the	
roof	goes	flat	and	the	argument	is	defeated.

A House with No Walls
First,	an	observation.		Some	arguments	are	not	

really	arguments	at	all.	In	terms	of	our	house	
illustration,	people	sometimes	try	to	build	their	
roof	right	on	the	ground.	Instead	of	erecting	solid	
walls—the	supporting	ideas	that	hold	up	the	
conclusion—they	simply	assert	their	conclusion	
and	pound	the	podium.	

An	argument,	though,	is	different	from	an	
assertion.		An	assertion	simply	states	a	point.		
An	argument	gives	reasons	showing	why	
the	point	should	be	taken	seriously.	
These	reasons	become	the	
topic	of	mutual	discussion	
or	analysis.	If	there	are	no	
reasons,	there’s	little	to	
assess.	Opinions	are	
opinions,	not	proof.		A	
mere	point	of	view	
cannot	be	taken	
seriously	as	worthy	

“I’d Like to Have an Argument, Please.” 

By Greg Koukl

top 2

I	want	to	teach	you	how	to	assess	a	basic	
argument.	How	can	you	know	if	a	line	of	thinking	is	
a	good	one	or	not?

There’s	no	magic	to	this.		The	tools	of	thinking	
are	simple	ones.		Anyone	can	employ	them	
skillfully	with	a	little	practice.		If	you	have	the	right	
equipment	you	can	make	a	lot	of	progress	even	if	
you	don’t	consider	yourself	an	intellectual	whiz-kid.

Think	of	an	argument	like	a	simple	house,	a	roof	
supported	by	walls.		The	roof	is	the	conclusion	and	

the	walls	are	the	supporting	ideas.	In	the	lingo	of	
logic,	the	walls	are	called	premises	and	the	whole	
structure	of	the	building	is	called	a	syllogism.	

When	all	the	details	of	a	syllogism	are	in	proper	
working	order,	the	conclusion	can	be	trusted.		The	
walls	are	strong	enough	to	support	the	roof,	so	the	
whole	structure	is	reliable.	It	rests	securely	on	its	
supporting	foundation.

Here	are	two	well-worn	syllogisms	you	may	have	
heard	before:

•	 All	men	are	mortal.

•	 Socrates	is	a	man.

•	 Therefore,	Socrates	is	mortal.

Or…

•	 If	it’s	raining	outside,	then	the	streets	are	wet.

•	 The	streets	are	not	wet.

•	 Therefore,	it’s	not	raining	outside.

Here	are	some	popular	ways	those	two	
different	forms	of	argument	have	been	employed	
in	defending	theism.		The	first	is	called	the	

The goal of ciritical thinking is to look at 
any line of reasoning and test it.
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of	belief.		That	requires	reasons.

A	roof	is	useless	when	it’s	on	the	ground.	In	the	
same	way,	an	assertion	without	evidence	is	not	
reliable.	The	untutored	may	be	persuaded,	but	those	
thinking	more	carefully	will	not	be	swayed.

I	frequently	get	calls	on	the	radio	from	people	
who	think	they’re	giving	me	an	argument,	when	all	
they’re	doing	is	forcefully	stating	a	point	of	view.		
They	sound	compelling,	but	a	closer	look	reveals	
an	emperor	with	lots	of	attitude,	but	no	clothes.	My	
first	task	is	to	recognize	that	the	roof	is	laying	flat	on	
the	ground	and	simply	point	it	out.	The	caller	wants	
a	free	ride,	but	I	won’t	give	it	to	him.	He	must	ante	
up,	and	good	reasons	are	the	price	of	admission	for	
thoughtful	discussion.

If	you	find	yourself	stymied	in	a	conversation,	
you	may	be	looking	for	an	argument	that’s	not	
there.		Ask	yourself,	“Did	they	give	me	an	argument	
or	just	make	an	assertion?”	If	the	latter	is	true,	then	
say,	“That’s	an	interesting	opinion.	Now	I	have	a	
question:		How	did	you	come	to	that	conclusion?		
Why	should	I	believe	what	you	just	told	me?		Can	
you	give	me	any	good	reasons	for	your	view?		What,	
specifically,	is	your	argument?”	
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Dynamic, thought-provoking training ON VIDEO.
AND IT’S FREE!

Check out the STR Video Resource Library.

STR on Video

Don’t	let	challengers	flatten	you	by	dropping	
a	roof	on	your	head.	Make	them	build	walls	
underneath	their	roof.		Ask	for	reasons	or	facts	that	
support	their	point	of	view.		

Three Ways an Argument Can Go Bad
Any	real	argument—as	opposed	to	a	mere	

contention—has	three	elements.	First,	it	has	a	
particular	form.		Second,	it	makes	particular	claims.	
Third,	it	uses	particular	words	or	terms	to	make	its	
point.		When	an	argument	goes	bad,	the	problem	is	
with	the	form,	or	the	claims,	or	the	terms.

First, an argument’s form can be bad.		Take	
this	syllogism:		“All	men	are	
cheerful.		John	is	a	man.		
Therefore,	John	is	cheerful.”		
This	is	a	simple	argument	
containing	two	statements	
(premises)	and	a	conclusion.		
The	conclusion	is	dependent	
on	the	strength	of	the	first	two	
statements.	The	first	is	the	major	premise—all	men	
are	cheerful.	The	second	is	the	minor	premise—John	
is	a	man.	The	final	statement	is	the	conclusion—
John	is	cheerful.	

Notice	the	form	of	this	argument.	Given	that	
all	men	are	cheerful	and	that	John	is	a	man,	the	
conclusion	is	inevitable.	It	follows	from	the	premises	
because	the	form	is	correct,	in	this	case.	When	an	
argument	is	structured	properly	like	this,	we	say	the	
argument	is	valid.

An argument gives reasons showing why 
the point should be taken seriously.

Listen to Greg talk 
about this edition 
of Solid Ground.

A Piece of My Mind

or	subscribe	for	later
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non	sequitur,	Latin	for	“it	does	not	follow.”	Non	
sequiturs	cannot	be	trusted.		It	may	turn	out	
that	Jane	is	not	cheerful,	but	you	can’t	draw	that	
conclusion	from	the	argument	as	it	stands.

Even	when	the	form	is	right,	there	still	may	be	
problems.	Claims can also make an argument go 
bad. 	Accurate	form	(a	valid	argument)	does	not	
guarantee	that	the	statements	themselves	are	true.	
Following	our	house	illustration,	the	architectural	
structure	may	be	solid,	but	the	wood	itself	could	be	
rotten.	What	if	it’s	not	true	that	all	men	are	cheerful?	
Maybe	some	are	gloomy.		What	if	John	is	not	a	man,	
but	your	neighbor’s	pet	schnauzer?

Take	this	argument:		“All	unicorns	live	in	Ireland.		
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What	about	this	one:		“All	men	are	cheerful.		Jane	
is	not	a	man.		Therefore,		Jane	is	not	cheerful.”		A	
moment’s	reflection	shows	this	doesn’t	work.	Even	
if	it	were	true	that	all	men	are	cheerful	and	Jane	is	
not	a	man,	it	still	wouldn’t	follow	that	Jane	is	not	
cheerful.		Women	can	be	cheerful,	too.	This	form	is	
not	valid.

We	use	the	term	“fallacy”	to	describe	an	argument	
that	has	a	faulty	construction.	There	are	different	
types	of	fallacies	listed	in	logic	books,	and	I	won’t	
detail	them	here.		Many	of	them,	though,	are	obvious	
upon	careful	reflection.	

When	the	form	is	bad—when	the	conclusion		
does	not	follow	from	the	premises—it’s	called	a		

http://www.sccs.swarthmore.edu/users/08/ajb/tmve/wiki100k/docs/Non_sequitur_(logic).html
http://www.logicalfallacies.info/
www.reTHINKapologetics.com
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Pegasus	is	a	unicorn.		Therefore,	Pegasus	lives	in	
Ireland.”		Acknowledging	that	the	form	is	valid	(it	
is)	doesn’t	at	the	same	time	commit	you	to	the	
existence	of	unicorns	or	tell	you	anything	about	
where	they	live.		The	factual	questions	about	
unicorns	is	a	separate	issue.

If	the	claims	in	the	statements	are	false,	then	the	
argument	still	fails	even	though	the	form	is	right.		
Clear	thinking	requires	we	look	closely	at	the	claims	
as	well	as	the	form.		The	statements	themselves	must	
be	true.

The	following	argument	is	an	example	of	this	
mistake:	“When	an	alleged	historical	account	is	
similar	to	a	myth	that	came	before	it,	then	the	later	
account	is	also	a	myth.		Ancient	myths	of	dying	and	
rising	redeemers	are	remarkably	similar	to	the	Jesus	
story.		Therefore,	the	Jesus	story	is	also	a	myth.”

Though	the	argument	is	valid	(the	form	is	correct),	
it	fails	because	neither	of	the	premises	are	true.		
Myths	of	alleged	dying	and	rising	redeemers	that	
predate	the	time	of	Christ	bear	little	resemblance	to	
the	accounts	of	Jesus	we	find	in	the	Gospels.	Further,	
even	if	they	did,	this	wouldn’t	prove	the	details	
of	the	life	of	Jesus	were	fictions.		That	must	be	
determined	independently	on	historical	grounds.¹

The third way an argument can go wrong is 
in its terms.		The	same	words	may	mean	different	
things	in	different	parts	of	the	syllogism.	This	is	
called	an	“equivocation.”		Equivocation	means	a	
vagueness,	ambiguity,	or	uncertainty.	If	somebody	
states	her	opinion	very	clearly	and	then	under	
challenge	becomes	less	sure	of	her	position,	we	say	
she’s	equivocating.	She	waffles;	she’s	uncertain.

Sometimes	words	themselves	are	equivocal.		They	
have	multiple	meanings	that	become	confused	with	
each	other	in	the	discussion.	This	creates	problems	
for	an	argument.

Look	at	this	example:	“All	men	are	cheerful.		John	
is	a	man.	Therefore,		John	is	cheerful.”	The	form	is	in	
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order	and,	for	argument’s	sake,	let’s	stipulate	that	
the	claims	are	true.	Is	our	conclusion	reliable?	That	
depends.

What	if	it	turns	out	that	the	word	“man”	in	the	
first	premise	refers	to	grown	males,	while	the	same	
word	in	the	second	premise	refers	to	an	adolescent	
male?		Once	the	terms	are	clarified,	the	argument	
looks	like	this:		“All	adult	males	are	cheerful.	John	
is	an	adolescent	male.		Therefore,	John	is	cheerful.”	
See	the	problem?		This	argument	falters	through	
equivocation.	

Here’s	a	theological	example:		“Jesus	is	God.	Mary	
is	the	mother	of	Jesus.	Therefore,	Mary	is	the	mother	
of	God.”		

The	form	here	seems	correct—the	conclusion	
follows	from	the	premises.	It	also	seems	that	the	
individual	statements	are	true.	But	something’s	
wrong	here.		God	is	not	the	kind	of	being	that	has	a	
mother.		Where	did	we	go	wrong?

The	problem	becomes	more	obvious	when	we	
take	it	a	step	further:		“Mary	is	the	mother	of	God.		
God	is	a	trinity.		Therefore,	Mary	is	the	mother	of	the	
Trinity.”		This,	of	course,	is	patently	false.		But	why	is	
there	a	problem	if	the	form	is	sound	and	the	claims	
are	in	order?	

The	trouble	lies	with	the	terms.		There’s	an	
equivocation	here	on	the	clause	“Jesus	is	God”	in	
the	first	syllogism.		Jesus	is	a	very	unusual	individual.		
Yes,	He	is	God,	but	He’s	also	fully	human.		Jesus	is	
one	person	with	two	natures,	the	nature	of	God	and	
the	nature	of	man.	

When	we	say	Jesus	is	God,	we	are	not	saying	His	
humanity	is	divine.		That	would	be	a	contradiction.		
We	are	saying	He	is	God	in	that	He	has	a	divine	
nature.		Mary	is	the	mother	Jesus	in	the	sense	that	
she’s	the	mother	of	His	humanity.		She	is	the	mother	
of	His	human	nature,	not	His	divine	nature.

Equivocation—lack	of	clarity—on	these	terms	
makes	a	false	conclusion	seem	sound.		The	claims	
are	right.		The	form	is	right.	But	the	conclusion	
is	false	because	the	meanings	of	the	terms	are	
equivocal.

Once	I	took	a	call	on	our	radio	show	from	a	
Jehovah’s	Witness	who	argued,	“Jesus	is	God.	God	is	
a	trinity.		Therefore,	Jesus	is	a	trinity.”		The	argument	

“Are you saying that if Jesus doesn’t 
specifically condemn something, then  
He condones it?”

stand to reasonBLOGS www.str.typepad.com
www.strplace.wordpress.com

http://www.logicalfallacies.info/ambiguity/equivocation/
www.str.typepad.com
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was	valid	in	form,	but	since	the	conclusion	was	
clearly	false,	he	argued,	the	problem	must	be	in	the	
premises.

My	caller	thought	he	had	logically	disproved	
the	Trinity.		Either	Jesus	is	not	God	or	God	is	not	
a	trinity.		His	attempt	failed	through	equivocation,	
though,	but	the	problem	is	difficult	for	most	to	see	
at	first.		It	has	to	do	with	the	troublesome	word,	“is.”

There	are	at	least	five	meanings	for	the	word	“is.”

Resolving	the	equivocation	in	this	argument	
requires	distinguishing	between	the	“is”	of	
essential	predication	(“Aristotle	is	human”)	and	
the	“is”	of	identity	(“Aristotle	is	the	author	of	the	
Nichomachean Ethics”).		There	are	also	the	parts/
whole	“is”	(“Aristotle	is	skin	and	bones”),	the	“is”	of	
accidental	predication	(“Aristotle	is	white”),	and	the	
“is”	of	existence	(“Aristotle	is”).	

When	Christianity	teaches	that	Jesus	is	God,	
it	doesn’t	mean	that	Jesus	and	God	are	exactly	
identical.		Jesus	is	different	from	the	Father.	He	
shares	the	Father’s	essential nature,	but	He	is	
not	everything	that	God	is.	God	subsists	in	three	
persons;		Jesus	is	only	one	of	those	persons.²

The	missing	element	here	was	an	explanation	of	
terms.	Once	the	meanings	where	clarified—and	the	
equivocation	removed—this	attack	on	the	Trinity	
was	defeated.

Part	of	the	assessment	of	an	argument	is	based	
on	the	clarity	of	the	concepts	involved.		This	is	
why	precision	with	words	is	so	important	for	clear	
thinking.		

Invisible Walls
Sometimes	it’s	difficult	to	assess	an	argument	

because	the	full	form	of	the	argument	is	not	
stated.		The	elements	are	not	listed	one,	two,	three	
as	they	are	in	the	examples	above.		Some	of	the	
parts	are	taken	for	granted—“understood”	by	the	

participants—in	the	process	of	conversation.		This	
streamlines	conversation,	but	it	can	also	allow	faulty	
claims	to	go	undetected.		Let	me	illustrate.

Once	a	homosexual	said	to	me,	“Jesus	never	
condemned	homosexuality.”		Though	this	is	only	
a	single	sentence,	it’s	actually	a	full	argument	in	
shorthand,	streamlined	for	brevity.		The	conclusion	
didn’t	need	to	be	stated.	I	got	the	point.	I	was	wrong	
for	attacking	homosexuality	on	moral	grounds.	
Because	Jesus	never	condemned	homosexuality,	it	is	
therefore	morally	acceptable	behavior.		

Notice,	though,	that	the	conclusion	is	not	the	only	
thing	taken	for	granted	here.		The	minor	premise	is	
stated	and	the	conclusion	is	assumed,	but	what	of	
the	major	premise,	our	first	step	in	the	argument?	
The	unspoken	major	premise—the	invisible	wall	
holding	up	this	argument—contained	a	serious	flaw	
that	went	undetected.

We	can	determine	if	this	is	a	problem	by	asking	
what	kind	of	major	premise	is	needed	to	make	
this	argument	work.		The	full	argument	would	
have	to	look	something	like	this:		“Whatever	Jesus	
did	not	explicitly	condemn	is	morally	acceptable.	
Jesus	never	explicitly	condemned	homosexuality.	
Therefore,	homosexuality	is	morally	acceptable.”		

The	form	of	this	argument	is	good;	nothing	amiss	
here.		But	look	closer	at	the	major	premise.		It	seems	
this	statement	is	clearly	false.	It’s	not	true	that	
whatever	Jesus	didn’t	directly	condemn	is	morally	
acceptable.		Jesus	never	explicitly	condemned	
slavery,	child	abuse,	wife-beating,	or	even	gay-
bashing,	for	that	matter,	but	this	proves	nothing	
about	His	moral	opinion	on	those	issues.

Many	Christians	are	caught	flat-footed	here,	
sensing	something	is	wrong,	but	not	knowing	what	
it	is.	Sometimes	we	have	to	look	more	closely	to	
identify	the	unspoken	premise	before	we	can	see	
the	problem	clearly.		In	this	case,	that	can	be	done	
by	making	the	invisible	wall	visible.	
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http://vintage.aomin.org/trinitydef.html
http://www.str.org/site/News2?page=NewsArticle&id=10064
http://www.str.org/site/PageServer?pagename=Training_ABC
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Ask	a	simple	question:	“Are	you	saying	that	if	Jesus	
doesn’t	specifically	condemn	something,	then	He	
condones	it?”		When	they	back	off	(and	they	must,	
because	such	a	view	is	untenable),	you	might	ask,	“Then	
what’s	your	point?”		Don’t	get	into	a	fuss.		Just	ask	the	
question	calmly	and	directly.		The	silence	that	follows	
proves	the	game	is	up.	

A	Jehovah’s	Witness	once	called	me	and	said,	“The	
Trinity	isn’t	mentioned	in	the	Bible.”		The	unspoken	
conclusion	was	obvious:		The	Trinity	is	not	biblical.		
But	that	conclusion	depended	on	the	strength	of	an	
invisible	wall,	which	I	asked	about	next.	

“Are	you	saying	that	anything	not	specifically	
mentioned	in	the	Bible	cannot	be	truly	biblical?”	He	was	
in	trouble	here	because	lots	of	things	aren’t	mentioned	
specifically	in	the	Bible	that	still	find	support	in	
Scripture.		The	word	“monotheism”	isn’t	in	the	Bible,	for	
example,	but	clearly	the	idea	is	taught	there.			

“No,”	he	answered.	

“Then	what’s	your	point?”	I	responded,	and	the	
argument	was	over.

Often	the	flaw	in	an	argument	—	the	“fact”	that’s	
wrong	—	is	hidden	in	an	unspoken	assumption	your	
challenger	takes	for	granted.	Kick	the	invisible	premise	
into	the	open.	Often	it’s	all	that’s	needed	for	the	whole	
structure	to	come	tumbling	down.
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The Obligation of Reason
To	assess	a	genuine	argument	and	not	a	mere	

assertion,	examine	the	structure.	Observe	the	form	of	
the	argument.		Examine	the	claims.	Look	for	hidden	
statements	that	may	not	have	been	expressed.	Finally,	
examine	the	terms	to	see	if	there’s	any	equivocation,	
any	ambiguity	or	lack	of	clarity	that	might	influence	the	
outcome.

If	the	argument	is	sound—if	the	form	is	valid,	the	
claims	accurate,	and	the	terms	clear	and	precise—then	
the	conclusion	is	going	to	be	true.	Period.	In	fact,	the	
conclusion	is	irrefutable;	it’s	not	even	possible	to	be	
mistaken.		

This	demonstrates	the	compelling	nature	of	rationality.		
There	is	a	bomb-proof	quality	about	deductive	logic.	If	
one	is	faced	with	a	logically	valid	argument	with	clear	
terms	and	accurate	claims,	he	has	a	rational	obligation	to	
believe	the	conclusion,	even	if	he	doesn’t	like	what	he	
finds.		This	is	called	intellectual	honesty.

Rationality	has	nothing	to	do	with	what	we	like;	it	
has	to	do	with	what	is	true.		That’s	why	careful	thinking	
is	an	indispensable	tool	for	all	who	are	interested	in	
knowing	the	way	the	world	really	is,	for	those	who	
really	do	love	truth.

Endnotes

1.	 For	more	details,	see	Gregory	Koukl,	“Jesus,	the	Recycled	

Redeemer,”	Solid Ground,	September/October	2009,	str.org.

2.	 In	this	case	it	can	be	truly	said	that	the	outcome	of	the	

argument	depended	on	what	“is”	is.

Stand to Reason faculty members are available to speak and help you effectively engage the culture 
around you with knowledge, wisdom, and character. STR offers lectures and seminars geared towards 
helping Christians gain practical tools they need to make a difference in their world, giving them both 

the knowledge and confidence to be players in the world of ideas.

Contact STR today to schedule Greg, Brett or Alan for your conference, church service or special event.

Bring STR to Your Church, Your Group, Your School in 2012
Stand to Reason Speakers

http://www.str.org/site/News2?page=NewsArticle&id=7973
http://www.str.org/site/News2?page=NewsArticle&id=7973
http://www.str.org/site/News2?page=NewsArticle&id=7973
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•	 Think of an argument like a simple house, a roof supported by walls. The roof 
is the conclusion and the walls are the supporting ideas.

•	 Remember to determine a genuine argument and not just an assertion; 
examine the structure, observe the form of the argument, examine the claims, 
and look at the terms for clarity or ambiguity.

•	 When someone’s argument seems confusing look for hidden statements that 
may not have been expressed.

•	 Keep in mind that if the argument is sound – the form is valid, the claims 
accurate, and the terms are clear – the conclusion is going to be true.

Putting This Solid Ground into Action
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You Can Help Stand to Reason

As you read this issue of Solid Ground, I hope you’ll see how 
important your gift to us is this month to help keep STR financially 
strong. We want to continue producing the resources and tools 
Christians need to face today’s challenges—the tools you need to 
stand at the ready as a capable ambassador for Christ.

https://secure2.convio.net/str/site/Donation2?idb=541179460&df_id=1300&1300.donation=form1
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Ambassador’s Guide to Mormonism *NEW*
Brett Kunkle
65 Pages (BK364) $5.95
They believe in God.  They believe in Jesus. They read the Bible and attend church every 
week.  But are Mormons Christians?  It’s time for some clear thinking on this question 
and The Ambassador’s Guide to Mormonism provides just that.  This little tool will clarify 
the key issues and help you engage your Mormon friends and family with the truth.

How to Reach Your Muslim Neighbor *NEW*
Alan Shlemon, Audio CD (CD311) $7.95

Also	available	as	an	MP3	download.
Nearly 20% of the world’s population is Muslim. That’s a lot of Muslims. But sadly, 
few Christians are trying to reach those Muslims with the truth. Alan will teach you a 
powerful tactic to help reach your Muslim neighbor in a way that builds common 
ground, respects their faith, and uses their own scriptures to point them to the truth.

Come Let Us Reason *NEW*
Paul Copan & William Lane Craig, Eds.
336 Pages (BK365) $22.49
This volume of nineteen essays raises classical philosophical questions in fresh ways, 
addresses contemporary challenges for the church, and will deepen the thinking of the 
next generation of apologists. Packed with dynamic topical discussions and informed 
by the latest scholarship, these essays interact with the most current challenges facing 
Christians today, including Bart Ehrman’s assault on the historicity of Jesus’ resurrection, 
Christianity’s supposed connection to ancient pagan mystery cults (popularized in the 
internet movie Zeitgeist), and the ubiquitous atheist argument that the Old Testament 
endorses both slavery and genocide.

Contributors include J. P. Moreland (“Four Degrees of Postmodernism”), William Lane 
Craig (“Objections So Bad That I Couldn’t Have Made Them Up”), Gary R. Habermas 
(“How to Respond When God Gives You the Silent Treatment”), Craig Keener (“Gospel 
Truth: The Historical Reliability of the Gospels”), and Paul Copan (“Does the Old 
Testament Endorse Slavery?”).

Stand to Reason Resources...Be Prepared

Click here for Intrn’l purchase

Click here for Intrn’l purchase
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Click here for Intrn’l purchase

https://secure2.convio.net/str/site/Ecommerce/534588820?VIEW_PRODUCT=true&product_id=9302&store_id=1161
http://www.str.org/site/PageNavigator/sto_regions
http://www.str.org/site/PageNavigator/sto_regions
http://www.str.org/site/PageNavigator/sto_regions
https://secure2.convio.net/str/site/Ecommerce/2146975980?VIEW_PRODUCT=true&product_id=9241&store_id=1161
https://secure2.convio.net/str/site/Ecommerce/2071561466?VIEW_PRODUCT=true&product_id=9261&store_id=1161
https://secure2.convio.net/str/site/Ecommerce/1674703034?VIEW_PRODUCT=true&product_id=9301&store_id=1161
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http://www.str.org

Stand to Reason Speakers Near You

Alan Shlemon
July
• 4 Hume Lake Christian Camp, Hume, CA Time: 10:00am-3:00pm 

Topic: “Why Should I Trust the Bible”; “If God Is Good, Why Is 
There Evil & Homosexuality: Truth & Compassion” Contact: www.
humelake.org or (559) 305-7770

• 14-26 Middle East Focus on the Family, Cairo, Egypt  Topic: TBD 
Contact: Remon Shohdy, www.FocusOnTheFamily.me

• 29 Mandarin Baptist Church, Pasadena, CA Time: 9:30am-
12:30pm Topic: “Bad Arguments Against Religion & Making 
Abortion Unthinkable” Contact: Alex Chen, alex.chen2@yahoo.com

August
• 8 Hume Lake Christian Camp, Hume, CA Time: 10:00am-3:00pm 

Topic: “Why Should I Trust the Bible;” “If God Is Good, Why Is There 
Evil;” & “Homosexuality: Truth & Compassion” 
Contact: www.humelake.org or (559) 305-7770

• 4	5 Words Apologetics Conference, Snohomish, WA Time: 2:30pm 
Topic: “Why Should I Trust the Bible;” “If God Is Good, Why Is There 
Evil;” & “Homosexuality: Truth & Compassion” Contact: Nathan 
Hansen, djbecause@gmail.com 

Greg Koukl
July
• 6 Summit, Manitou Springs, CO. Contact: www.summit.org

• 13-14 Jersey Fire Conference, NJ 
Contact: http://www.strivingforeternity.org/

• 27 Summit, Manitou Springs, CO. Contact: www.summit.org

• 29 Faith Evangelical Free Church, Woodruff, WI  8:30 & 10:00am, 
6:30pm Topic: “No Other Name” 
Contact:  (715) 356-4311 or www.faithwoodruff.com

Brett Kunkle
July
• 1 Reece Prairie Baptist Church Topic: Utah Mission Trip 

Contact: www.rpbc.org

• 11,25 Hume Lake Christian Camp, Hume, CA Time: 10:00am-
3:00pm Topic: “Why Should I Trust the Bible;” “If God Is Good, Why 
Is There Evil;” & “Mormonism 101” Contact: www.humelake.org 
or (559) 305-7770

• 21 Reformation Lutheran, El Cajon, CA Time: 7:00pm Topic: 
“Why Should I Believe Anything at All” Contact: freelutheran.org

August
• 3 5 Words Apologetics Conference, Snohomish, WA Time: 6:30pm 

Topic: “God Is a Crutch and Other Common Atheist Objections” 
Contact: Nathan Hansen, djbecause@gmail.com

• 5-7 Grace Church of Overland Park, Kansas City Topic: “Who’s 
Waiting for Your Kids?”, “The Atheist Challenge”, “Tactics”, “Why 
I Am a Christian”, “Why I’m Not an Evolutionist” Contact: Josh 
Krzanak (913) 814-7223 or www.visitgracechurch.com

• 9-10 CrossExamined Instructor Academy, Matthews, NC Time: 
TBD Topic: “Truth Never Gets Old”, “Can We Be Good Without 
God”; “If God is Good, Why is There Evil & Suffering”, “Why I Take 
Students to Berkeley” & “What I’ve Learned” Contact: www.
crossexamined.org

• 12 Lake Norman Baptist Church, Huntersville, NC Time: TBD Topic: 
8:30am & 6:30pm Contact: www.lakenormanbaptist.com

• 15 Hume Lake Christian Camp, Hume, CA Time: 10:00am-
3:00pm Topic: “Why Should I Trust the Bible;” “If God Is Good, Why 
Is There Evil;” & “Mormonism 101” Contact: www.humelake.org 
or (559) 305-7770

To get information about inviting an STR speaker to your church,  
email Dawnielle@str.org for Brett or Alan, or Melinda@str.org for Greg.

Contact Us Today

(800) 2-reason
www.str.org

(562) 595-7332
www.strplace.org
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August
• 9-10 CrossExamined Instructor Academy, Matthews, NC Time: 

Contact: www.crossexamined.org

• 16	Summit, Manitou Springs, CO. Contact:  www.summit.org

• 19 South Valley Community Church, Gilroy, CA  8:45 & 10:30 a.m.  
Topic: TBD Contact: (408) 848-2363 or http://www.svccgilroy.com/

• 24 Credo House, Oklahoma City, OK  Topic:  “No Other Name” 
Contact: http://www.reclaimingthemind.org/

• 26 Crossway Community Church, Brea, CA  Time:  9:30 & 11:30 
a.m. Topic:  TBD  Contact: http://www.crossway-church.com/

• 24 Summit Ministries, Manitou Springs, CO  Time: 10:15am-
7:00pm Topics: “Tactics”, “Pluralism”, “Doubting Your Doubts Q&A”  
Contact: (866) 786-6483 or www.summit.org

• 29 Pacific Coast Church, San Clemente, CA Time: 7:00pm-9:00pm 
Topics: TBD Contact: www.pacificcoastchurch.org

http://www.str.org/site/Calendar/2123449946?view=Detail&id=113486
http://www.str.org/site/Calendar/2123449946?view=Detail&id=113603
http://www.str.org/site/Calendar/2123449946?view=Detail&id=113404
http://www.str.org/site/Calendar/2123449946?view=Detail&id=113487
http://www.str.org/site/Calendar/1468874317?view=Detail&id=113661
http://www.str.org/site/Calendar/1468874317?view=Detail&id=112989
http://www.str.org/site/Calendar/1468874317?view=Detail&id=113662
http://www.str.org/site/Calendar/1468874317?view=Detail&id=113666
http://www.str.org/site/Calendar/189271787?view=Detail&id=113482
http://www.freelutheran.org/Reformation_Lutheran_Church/Welcome.html
http://www.str.org/site/Calendar/2123449946?view=Detail&id=113406
http://www.str.org/site/Calendar/2123449946?view=Detail&id=113622
http://www.str.org/site/Calendar/2123449946?view=Detail&id=113412
http://www.str.org/site/Calendar/2123449946?view=Detail&id=113413
http://www.str.org/site/Calendar/2123449946?view=Detail&id=113484
mailto:Dawnielle%40str.org?subject=Speaker%20Request
mailto:Melinda%40str.org?subject=Speaker%20Request
http://www.str.org
http://www.strplace.org
http://www.str.org/site/Calendar/1468874317?view=Detail&id=113412
http://www.str.org/site/Calendar/1468874317?view=Detail&id=113663
http://www.str.org/site/Calendar/1468874317?view=Detail&id=113664
http://www.str.org/site/Calendar/1468874317?view=Detail&id=113681
http://www.str.org/site/Calendar/1468874317?view=Detail&id=113668
http://www.str.org/site/Calendar/2123449946?view=Detail&id=113523
http://www.str.org/site/Calendar/2123449946?view=Detail&id=113623
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Contact Us Today

(800) 2-reason
www.str.org

(562) 595-7332
www.strplace.org

Sign up to receive Greg’s bi-monthly mentoring 
letters. You can also choose to receive the Solid 
Ground print edition. Each month, Greg writes a 
personal letter covering a tactic or timely challenge 
to the Christian faith. By subscribing for free, 
you’ll also receive the monthly STR Suggests, 
which  highlights a new resource in the world of 
apologetics that we think is worthy of attention.

You’ll also receive a 
heads up when one of 
STR’s speakers will be 
speaking in your area.  

Subscribe	here.

STR, Building Ambassadors 
through Dynamic Content

Sign Up Today Share with a Friend

Share on Facebook or Twitter

We think the Enhanced Solid Ground is perfect 
for sharing with your friends, and it’s never been 
easier. Simply attach this pdf to an outgoing 
email. You can also forward the STR email 
containing the link to the Enhanced Solid Ground 
to anyone you’d like.  

If you are new to Stand to Reason, receive 
a FREE mp3 of “Ambassadors	for	Christ:	The	
Essential	Skills” by Greg Koukl.  Visit our online 
store and use this discount code at checkout: 
NEWREGGIFT.  

Please, only new friends.

We Hope You Do!

STR is now in its twentieth year, through God’s grace, 
and the gifts of friends like you are vital to the success 
of STR. You see, from the very first day that we launched 
STR, almost two decades ago, we have depended on 
you. You are both the reason and the fruit of why we 
labor for “Christianity worth thinking about.”

Your gift today, made in appreciation of the quality 
content that STR provides to you through resources like 
this edition of Solid Ground, will be received with my 
sincerest gratitude.

STR Depends on You

Would you like to play a strategic role 
in STR’s work? When you become a 
Strategic Partner and support STR with a 
monthly pledge, you join a special group 
of people who help to equip Christians to 
graciously defend classical Christianity 
and classical Christian values.

Get Strategic!

Strategic 
Partner 

Information

Your Support Is Needed

http://www.str.org
http://www.strplace.org
http://www.str.org/site/PageServer?pagename=monthly_letter_sign_up_2010
http://www.str.org/site/PageServer?pagename=Training_ABC
http://www.str.org/site/PageServer?pagename=Training_ABC
http://www.str.org/site/DocServer/StrategicPartner_2009.pdf?docID=4401
https://www.facebook.com/groups/2215430678/
http://twitter.com/#!/strtweets
https://secure2.convio.net/str/site/Donation2?idb=1028832911&df_id=1300&1300.donation=form1&JServSessionIdr004=yirdp7hfl3.app202a
http://www.str.org/site/News2?page=NewsArticle&id=9400
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