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Timothy Keller, the founding pastor of Redeemer Presbyterian Church in New York City, addresses the frequent 

doubts that skeptics and non-believers bring to religion. Using literature, philosophy, anthropology, pop culture, and 

intellectual reasoning, Keller explains how the belief in a Christian God is, in fact, a sound and rational one. To true 

believers he offers a solid platform on which to stand against the backlash toward religion spawned by the Age of 

Skepticism. And to skeptics, atheists, and agnostics he provides a challenging argument for pursuing the reason for 

God. 

 
 

Discussion Questions:  

 
1. Early on, Timothy Keller states that nonbelievers are not people without beliefs, they are people whose beliefs 

vary from orthodox Christian teaching. As you begin your discussion of The Reason for God, it would be 

interesting to have each person summarize his or her basic beliefs as they relate to God, spirituality, and faith. 

 

2. In the Intro, the author endorses the importance of doubt, saying one’s doubts “should only be discarded after 

long reflection” (xvii).Would you agree that a loosely held doubt is as pointless as loosely held religious faith? 

Keller continues: “Every doubt…is based on a leap of faith” (xvii). How do you feel about his implication that 

even doubt is a type of faith? Discuss some of the questions and doubts you would like to explore as you read 

this book. 

 

3. Addressing the argument that all religions are equal and there can’t be just one true faith, Keller asks: “Do we 

really want to say that the BranchDavidians or religions requiring child sacrifice are not inferior to any other 

faith?” (p. 7). How would you respond to his question? Do you agree that most people rank religions 

qalitatively, even if outwardly they insist that all religions are equal? Discuss your responses. 

 

4. In chapter 2, Keller responds to the contention that a loving God could not allowsuffering. He states: “Just 

because you can’t see or imagine a good reason why God might allowsomething to happen doesn’t mean there 

can’t be one” (p. 23). Do you buy the argument that the absense of a clear answer doesn’t rule out the 

possibility that a plausible but hidden—explanation exists?" 

 

5. As he continues to examine the problem of pain, Keller writes: “…though Christianity does not provide the 

reason for each experience of pain, it provides deep resources for actually facing suffering with hope and 

courage rather than bitterness and despair” (p. 28). Have you ever experienced the hope and/or courage that he 

refers to? If so, describe your experience to others in the group. 

 

6. Paraphrasing C.S. Lewis, the author states: “…modern objections to God are based on a sense of fair-play and 

justice. People, we believe, ought not to suffer, be excluded, die of hunger or oppression. But the evolutionary 

mechanism of natural selection depends on death, destruction, and violence of the strong against the weak—

these things are all perfectly natural. On what basis, then, does the atheist judge the natural world to be horribly 

wrong, unfair, and unjust” (p. 26). How would you respond toKeller’s question? Does an allegiance to the laws 

of natural selection and survival of the fittest contradict human values that oppose suffering, discrimination, and 

the victimization of the poor and powerless?Why or why not?" 

 

7. In chapter 3, Keller responds to criticism of absolute truth. He contends that in opposing the validity ofa claim 

of absolute truth, the critic is necessarilymaking a truth claim of his own. As an example, Keller points to 

democratic values. “Western society is based on shared commitments to reason, rights, and justice even though 

there is no universally recognized definition of…any of these” (p. 39). Do you agree that the values of Western 

democracy constitute a type of secular absolute truth, and that adhering to the rightness of those values is no 

different than a Christian holding to the truth claims of Scripture? Why or why not? 

 

8. In chapter 4, the author looks at Christian hypocrisy and the problemit creates for those outside the church. The 

author agrees that people who do not claim to be Christians are often more ethical and more moral than those 



who attend church. Then he proposes an interesting explanation: churches might havea higher concentration of 

broken people, compared to the constituencies of other organizations, because people in need realize their 

condition and seek out assistance (see p. 53). Do you feel this explanation is too close to saying “don’t judge 

Christianity by its weakest representatives”? Do you agree with the criticism that if Christianity really does 

transform lives, that the behavior of Christians should surpass that of the average human? Discuss your 

responses." 


