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Classical’Apologeticsiistaniapologetic
methodology/distinguishedifiomiother
apologetic methods'suchfas
Presuppositionalism, Evidentialism, and
Reformed Epistemology.

It'is characterized by an emphasis on natural
theology and the primacy of theism in
establishing the truth of the Christian faith.

Classical
Philosophy
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ClassicalRhilosophyigenerallyirefersitora
traditionlofiphiloseophyithatifindstitsinootsiin
ancient'Greekiphilosophy:;primarnilyithe
philosophiesiof Plato and Aristotle:

The phrase canisometimes include the
Scholastic tradition of Thomas Aquinas whose
thinking is build upon much of Aristotle's
albeit with significant qualifications
and augmentations.

Classical
Empiricism
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Classical empiricismiisitolbelcontrasted
withimodenrntandiconte mporanylempikicism:

Classicaliempiricismiregandstallltknowledgeras
beginning in'sensory experience;butiis
completed in the intellect.

As'such, classical empiricism can give rise to
knowledge of non-physical truths such as
logic, metaphysics, ethics, and theology:while
modern empiricism (and some contemporarny.
empiricism) expressly cannot.

Classical
Realism
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Eorseomertimesthes€lassical
modelhiastbeen knowimkasithe
‘twe step” method.
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Archlbald' Alexander Hodge

'(.1823-1 886)

Archibald‘AIexander Hodge

'(.1 823-1886)

Benjamin Brecklnrldge Warfleld

s (1851-1921) /

Archibald A. Hodge
Renjamin B. Warfield

Introduction by Roger K. Nicole




zinidealing with,
skepticslitlis'not
‘properitolbegin with
thelevidence which
Yimmediately.
establishes.inspiration,
but we should first
establish theism; then
the historical credibility,
Benjamin Brecizinriqge Wari Of‘the Script_ure;s_, and
(1851-1921) / = " thengtheldivinelorigin
. ofiChristianity:

n’d Benjamin B. \Warfield,

onl(Grand : Baker Book Kouse,

zinidealing with,
skepticslitlis'not
properitolbegin with
thelevidence which
Yimmediately.
establishes.inspiration,
but we should.first
establish theismjithen
the historical credibility.
'Benjamin Brecizinriqge Warﬁl O_f‘the Scriptures.’ and
(1851-1921)" / % | thentheldivinelorigin
) '__f Christianity*

: n'd Benjamin B. \Warfield,

Archibald Alexander Hodge

'(-1 823-1886)

i
Archibald Alexander Hodge

'(-1 823-1886)
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mt — These two moves
el were generally
: @ counted as the
o3 2 one step of
Fisary gt demonstrating
N | - the truth of

'A

ﬁm G ChriStianity.

To el _ Thus, Warfield
and Hodge are
affirming the
o] | a8 “two-step”
Benjamin BreZﬁnriqg Do I il methOd Of
U ofchistiani Classical
R S [
Pl Apologetics.
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God

Withitherincreasinglinfliuence
of'bad philosophyyitthas

become necessary to add
an additional'step at
the beginning.

10



God

Foundation

Historicity,
andlinspiration
ofithelBible
Uniquenessiofi€hrist

Christianity

Arguments for God's existence
Supernaturalism vs. Naturalism
Theism vs. Atheism vs. Pantheism
Possibility of miracles

God

First principles of metaphysics
Foundational elements of thought and reason
The nature of meaning and language
What it means for a statement to be true
How truth is known

Foundation
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The breadestadelinitionien
€lassical/Apologetiecsyisithat
system o Christian apologetics
that appeals to naturalitheology.

The dectrneloriNatdral
Theologyiarises otifeorthe
theological doctrines ofthe
General Revelation and
Special Revelation.

12
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The. thegologlcal

¥ "'Dof’c’rr*lnes ol Ay
2 Ge*neﬁm Rev ‘Iatlon__ ‘a
and
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Revelation is God making
known to mankind His divine
person and divine truths that

would otherwise berunknown. It
means "to unveil."
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Revelation Inspiration

Godimakinglkneownitos God.transterring to.mankind
mankindtHiskdivine His divine Person and
Person and divine truths: divine truths through'human

that'would otherwise agency.into written
be unknewn language form for mankind

to understand
Givingrefithertrith Recording of the truth

Genemajl'l U

4
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;&%’

/.

My

15



8/28/2025

General Revelation is God
making known to mankind
@nireugln s creaiemn His
existence, attributes,
and goodness.

By observing the wonders of
God's creation, people have
been able to come to a basic
and relatively;sound
understanding of God's
existence and attributes:

16
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The application of sound
reasoniin understanding
God's revelation of Himself
through creation gives rise to
Natural Theology.

17
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The application of sound
reasoniin understanding
God's revelation of Himself
through creation gives rise to
Natural Theology.

The truths knowable by
reason through General
Revelation constitutes what is
known as Natural'Theology.

18
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Natural theology is that body of
knowledge about God's existence
and nature that can be acquired
by natural human reason as it
attends itself to the sensible
world (i.e., things encountered by,
the senses) around us.

Natural Theology has been
widely embraced and celebrated
in. Christianity since the
Church Eathers.

19
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This celebration has continued
in both Catholicism and
Protestantism until today.

However, it is coming under
increasingly stark criticism in
certain contemporary
evangelical circles.
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This criticism is especially
directed at the thinking of
Thomas Aquinas.

21
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Special Revelation is God making known
to mankind through His prophets,
apostles, and His Son (the Lord Jesus)
His nature and will that could not
necessarily be known;through
General Revelation.

Special Revelation is what we' now know
as the Bible.

Cc;ntrﬁastmg

“ \\E “,,“eneral ‘l\i :
Re vela tl'o{g)‘ Wi th .

Spec I’?Re\”/'éf tio AL \ﬁ

é
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> Whereas General Revelation rests on
creation, Special Revelation rests on
re-creation.

Whereas General Revelation is sourced
in the created universe, Special
Revelation is sourced in'the Lord Jesus
Christ (the living Word) and the Bible (the
written Word).

23



The Nature of
General Revelation

1. It is based on the creation of both
the material (sensible) and
iImmaterial universe.

8/28/2025
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2. It is addressed to human beings
as intelligent creatures.

** not necessarily addressed to
human beings as regenerate

“* in light of the ability.of humans to
have knowledge (which begins in
senses and is completed in the
intellect) of the creation

3. It is accessible to all men.
> No person has a more privileged
access to the creation because of
his geography (where he is).
*» No person has a morelprivileged
access to the creation because of
his chronology (when helis).

25
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The Apologetic
Value of General
Revelation

General Revelation enables
Christians to demonstrate the
existence and certain
attributes of God.

26
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We can appeal to aspects of
reality that point to God that
are knowable by any human
by virtue of being human
(senses and intellect).

The Content of
General Revelation:
Natural Theology

27



1. God's existence, deity, and power
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1. God's existence, deity, and power
2. God’'sigoodness
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<l.‘Fe heavenstheleanthiithe
ingsithatiaretinktheniwhoesin

land fruitful'seasons, fillinglour hearts\with
‘!‘ foodiandigladness:

Acti4:1165178

1. God's existence, deity, and power
2. God'sigoodness
3. God's providence

8/28/2025
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| § if{elcauses; the‘rass to grow for the catt/e ,
‘ e‘iserwce of maniithat

Psalm 104:14-15

God's existence, deity, and power
God'sigoodness

God's providence

God's sustaining power.

31
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& (Colossians 1:16-17 «&

”f: or'[7 f’]’/m all tﬁmgs were created that are in heaven and that are on
cart/1 v151[7/c and in v151[7/c w/m t/n:r t/7roncs or dommlons or Iormaloaﬁt/cs

or powers. A// i'/nngs were created t/7r0u h /’]’/m and for f’]’lm And f’]’c
is before all tﬁ/ngs, and in /"//m all t/ungs consist.”

«9» nehemlah 9 6 o33

¥0U alone are ’rhe LORD ¥ou have made
"heaven, the heaven of heavens with all
’rhelr‘ host, ’rhe ear"rh"7=‘a3'nd evergfhmg on it,
’rhe seas and aII;’r ‘ "|\s_’|n ’rhem and You
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. God's existence, deity, and power
. God'sigoodness

. God's providence

. God’s sustaining power.

. God's glory and handiwork

The heavens declare

the glory of God and

the flrmament shows
HIS handlwork

Psalm191 &
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. God's existence, deity, and power
. God'sigoodness

. God's providence

. God’s sustaining power.

. God's glory and handiwork

. God's righteousness and glory

The heavens declare

His nghteousness

and aII the peoples
see HIS glory

Vg Psalm 97 6
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Natural Theology
Ké\l{lses. from
Geneggal fﬂ

- Re vela tllo’“

F‘h w.‘

By observing the wonders of
God's creation, people have
been able to come to a basic
and relatively:sound
understanding of God's
existence and attributes:

35



But as toxic philosophical voices have
foggedithe conversation throughout
history, the need arises at times to
reason from deeper issues in
philosophy to demonstrate God's
existence and certain attributes since
they are understood “by the things *

that are made"” (Rom. 1:20).

"Good philosg‘@‘hy
must exist; ififordno
otherreason,
because bad
philosophy needs i
to be answered."___' i

Addresses(Lo\nd@n EIPEF
Callinsy2013),459] + 8
o R —. R,

’
(==
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"But seeing that a teacher s
of sacred Scripture mustiat
times oppose the
philosophers, it is
necessary for him tormake
use of philosophy:*

[Thomas Aquinas, Commentary on the De Trinitate of Boethius, Q. 2, art: 3.6, publishedias’
Faith, Reason and Theology: Questions |-V of His Commentary. on the Defiinitatelof:
Boethius, trans. Armand Maurer (Toronto: Pontifical Institute of Medieval Studies; {1987); p:
48]

- Colossians 2:8 <

"Beware lest anyone
cheat you through
philosophy and empty
deceit, according to the
tradition of men,
according to the basic
principles of the world,
and not according to
Christ."

The Apostle Paul

"
5

8/28/2025
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"We cannot
properly [bewerre
of philosophy
unless we
ewere of
. == philosophy.”
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GenerallRevelation @[@@@ﬁ&[ Rcmﬂaﬁ@m

[Rerm, 71205 [Rem. 2:14=16% As 14973 @'fpi@ma, errﬂ
Ps. 1047418 Coll. 1216-17; Ps. 1€E1; PR E7E6 ﬁ]@ ﬂ%ﬁ]& &‘Tffm, S,Tl@

4

NaturaliTheology; Biblical Theology.
. Sound reasons attendance to Scripture

A" v 4
T ¥ 4 Systematic Theology
Apologetics
Ve

Pre-evangelism
for the lost
1 Peter:3:15

1
But sanctify the LQM‘God in your hearts,
and always be ready to give a defense to
everyone who asks 'you a reason for the
hope that is in you, with meekness and fear

39
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GenerallRevelation @[@@@ﬁ&[ Rcmﬂaﬁ@m

[Rerm, 71205 [Rem. 2:14=16% As 14973 @'fpi@ma, errﬂ
Ps. 1047418 Coll. 1216-17; Ps. 1€E1; PR E7E6 ﬁ]@ ﬂ%ﬁ]& &‘Tffm, S,Tl@

4

NaturaliTheology; Biblical Theology.
o Sound reasons attendance to Scripture

A" v 4
T ¥ 4 Systematic Theology
Apologetics
'\

Pre-evangelism Strengthening of:
for the lost the saved
1 Peter:3:15 Acts 18:24-28

& Acts 18324 27-28 «

|

Now a certain Jew named M)pllos born at Alexandria, an
eloquent man and mighty in the Scriptures, came to Ephesus.
.. {27} And when he desired to cross to Achaia, the brethren

wrote, exhorting the disciples to receive him; and when he

arrived, he greatly helped those who had believed through

grace; {28} for he vigorously refuted the Jews publicly,
showing from the Scriptures that Jesus is the Christ.

40
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GenernallRevelation Special'Revelation

Givenlthrotgh creation Given through Prophets and Apostles
(kmownkthrotghksimpletapprehensiontofithelSEnSIbIEAWor!d) (read by theirwritings, a:k.a., the: Scriptures)

RevealstGoadisiexistencerandiattribties Reveals God's gospel and will
Given Ol all people Given FOR all people
Allfpeoplerhavelt Not all people have it
Some’accept, somelreject: Some accept, some reject

Sufficient tolcondemnlifrejected Sufficient to save if accepted

Acceptanceristnecessany bunot Acceptance [s'necessary and
sufficientrer eternalllife sufficient for eternallife

.
Apolegists whe recognize the
viabllityder natural theology:
span a wide spegctrum of
B philesophical anditheolegical
perspectives.§ :

» 4
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; -
In this presentatlon [ will defend a
‘more narr@w version of Classical
apologetlc-s exempllfled by.those
thmkers who employ the

philosophical perspect/ve of s
ThemastAquinas such as P

L ] .
oA =L

A= i ’
4
il'homas Aqumas JohﬁGerstﬁer J Norman Geisler

N (225 (u74) (1,944‘9‘»'96) ( 932 2019)

i - —

Pet€ “;3t‘ﬁe-.'eft R. % Sproul V)\}med Corduan 71

(1989: -2017)
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& Uses'of the Term ‘Eaith’ &

¥
> COMMON: syn‘ony,:rr]ogs with the term
‘religion’, e.g., the Chri"stia;n faith

> THEOLOGICAL: theologicaltvirtue, "... for by
grace are you saved through faith ..." (Eph.
2:8)

» EPISTEMOLOGICAL: relevant to how we
come to know reality and hold certain beliefs

8/28/2025
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Wil conrbations frj

&
wie BB

Gl A Rasehie

Faith and Reason

THREE VIEWS
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ROBERT R. REILLY

How Intellectual Suicide
[ Iz"l"ﬁ'lr{'i':'l f.'ra‘{' 'lf{'f.“"l"i'?
Islamist Crists

44



8/28/2025

#m,Lscon‘ce '

-a»Fal’rkh ;@nd\*lﬂ

T anriabaliaving in somethinsneh

-y

comimen sense tells you natis.”
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S NCEAYES ISV WER (@
turn. Where science
exciting proofsiofiitsiclaims?
WIEERIWES Plieies;
equations, visiblelevidence?
religion was allot
demanding: It'constantly;
me to accept everythinglongfaith®
As I'm sure youirelawarefaith
takes a fair'amountiofieffontss Dan Brown

S NCENAYES 1 SV WIER (o

turn Where science offere Do we as

Christians

me to accept everyth fon ﬁ’@ﬂ{ﬂ}ﬂ
As I'mi sure youirelawareXfaith
takes a fair amountiofiefifo ith

Dan Brown

maintain that
Christianity (as a

religion) wants
one to “"accept
everything on

faith"?

8/28/2025
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Popular Misconception

Faith

truth opinion
facts values
outer inner
public private
rational emotional
thoughts feelings
objective subjective
science religion
true for all true for me

8/28/2025
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THE NEW YORK TIMES BESTSELLER

THE

q
Rericion,
TRREOR,
- AND THE
Furure or REASON
Thais is an important book. . .
Harvia wrives whie o d-nr—u-l'-lﬂs

o e e il o s

—Naiulin Angler, Koy Yok Tiwar Dowk Review

FAI'T H

SAM HBARRIS

“Religious: faith
is the belief'in
historical and
metaphysical

propositions
without sufficient
evidence.”

[Sam Harris, The End of Faith: Religion, Terror, and!
the Future of Reason (New:York: W2W: Norton,
2004), 232]
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“Faith'is the mortar.
thatfills theicracks'in
the evidence and the
gaps in thellogic, and

thus it is faithi that

keeps thelwhole
terrible edifice of
religious’ certainty.
still looming
dangerously over our
world. "

[Harris, The  End. of Faith); 233]

8/28/2025
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4 ; "Faith'is an evil
’/ =X precisely
| because it
requires no
Jjustification
and brooks no
argument.”

N "¢
a 2
S -3
) .
. i .
|
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Bertrand
Russell

Why | Am Not
a Christian

and other essays on religion and related subjects

thatlisktols ﬁ@ have a
nviction ﬂ@[hj @@m@&
be shaken by
evidence. Or, if contra
evidence might induce
doubt, it is held that
contrary evidence must
be suppressed.”
[Beitiand Russell, Why | Am Not a Christian and

Essays on Religion and Related Subjects,
[(NeWAYork: Simon and Schuster, 1957), from the

Bertrand Russell
(1872-1970)

Bertrand Russell
(1872-1970)

8/28/2025
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George H. Smith

George H. Smith

8/28/2025

ATHEISN\

THE CASE
AGAINST

GOD

BY GEORGE H. SMITH

"Reason.and faith
¢afre'&o€9§|{e,'tﬁo

mutually’exclusive
terms: therelisino
recongiliationtor
common ground.

Faith'is'belief
without, or.in spite
of reason.”

[George H. Smith, Atheism: The Case Against God
(Buffalo: Prometheus, 1979), 98]

52



Peter Boghosian 4.

Peter Boghossian

"Cases of faith
ances

are.insit %
tar dine

something you
don't know."

[Peter Boghossian, A Manual for Creating Atheists
(Durham: Pitchstone, 2013), 24]

8/28/2025
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Neil deGrasse Tyson
on Religion and Faith

“I love you. Quick
% question: | have a question
about the fossil record.

\ When people; when non-
g believers try to attack the
3 dating system they use for

fossils and whatnot; for
__carbon dating and
' awhatnot, is there any
\Vvalidity in that?"
https://youtube.com/watch?v=ﬂanfOYkF\GC)\m acce_s‘sed 02/09/22

8/28/2025
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"When you say ‘non-
believers' people who reject
science ... in favor of their

religious philosophies?

Right. So, these are people
who are apparently require
data to support their faith. |

> find that odd. Right?

\ Because, then it's not

faith, right?

“I mean, if you have
religious faith, then
whatever anyone says about
the world wouldn't matter to
you. If it does matter to you,
then that's a different kind of
contract that you're taking

v f\ out on information.

L 1)
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"And that contract is: there
could be data out there that
would conflict with your
religious philosophy and
then you'd have to go along
with it. But that's not what
actually happens.

"There's a pretense that
data matters and then they
filter it, reinterpret it, ignore
parts of it, slice and dice it

so that it all fits into the
religious philosophy. So it
requires blinders in order to

- f\ make that happen.”

L 1)
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Neil deGrasse Tyson
on God

"Do you
believe in
God;
Creator:?

J

M
source: https:/lwww.youtube.comlwatchwoimﬂgtp[fﬁéﬂ 3s,
accessed 02/09/22 .
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“Me2*So, the more | look at
the universe, just the less
convinced | am that there is
something benevolent going
(o]  J

“And'l just ask [about the
evil in the world] 'how do
you deal with that?* So
philosophers rose up and
said 'if there is a God, God
is either not all powerful or
not all good.'

ol
=

Bl
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“lvhave no problems if, as
we probe the origins of
things, we bump up into the
bearded man. If that shows
up, we're good to go. Not a
problem. There's just no
evidence of it.

“And'this is why religions
are called faith, collectively.
Because you believe_
something in the absence of
evidence. That's what it is.

That's why it's called faith.
Otherwise, we'd call all
religions ‘evidence’. But we
don't for exactly that
reason.”

alez

o 3 2
7 AN




4
Notice the ad hominem / straw
man fallacy. The argument
Christian apologists are making
has nothing to do with the
existence of any "bearded man."

Imagine how offended Tyson
would be if a Christian tried to
refute evolution with the silly
argument “if humans evolved
from monkeys, why are there still
monkeys!?*

Christians no more contend for
the existence of a "bearded man*"
than evolutionists contend that
humans evolved from monkeys.

Unfortunately Tyson may very.
well have engaged Christians who
have the view that the Christian
notion of ‘faith® means believing in
something in the absence
of evidence.

8/28/2025

“I'have no problems if, as
we probe the origins of
things, we bump up into the
bearded man. If that shows
up, we're good to go. Not a
problem. There's just no
evidence of it.

“And'this is why religions
are called faith, collectively.
Because you believe
something in the absence of
evidence. That's what it is.
That's why it's called faith.
Otherwise, we'd call all
religions ‘evidence’. But we
don't for exactly that
reason.”
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Granted Tyson may very well have
engaged Christians who'have the
view that the Christian notion of
‘faith’ means believing in
something in the absence
of evidence.

| hope to show that the classical /
traditional view of faith says no
such thing.

As a scholar, Tyson should have
taken the time to try to
understand the best and
strongest version of the Christian
notion of faith before he tried to
give any critique.

8/28/2025

“And'this is why religions
are called faith, collectively.
Because you believe
something in the absence of
evidence. That's what it is.
That's why it's called faith:.
Otherwise, we'd call all
religions ‘evidence’. But we
don't for exactly that
reason."

61



Natural

Theology,

Comprising “Nature and Grace”

by Professor Dr. Emil Brunner y
and the reply “No!* i i

by Dr. Karl Barth

Emil Brunner & Karl Barth

If one occupies oneself
with real theology one can
pass by so-called natural
theology only as one
would pass by an abyss
into which it is inadvisable
to step if one does not
want to fall. All one can do
is to turn one's back upon
it as upon the great
temptation and source or
error, by having nothing to
do withit ... "

[Karl Barth, “No!*trans. Peter Eraenkel, iniNatural.
Theology: €Comprising, “Nature .and Grace: by

Professor Dr. Emil'Brunner-and.the'Reply: “No!* by
Dr. Karl Barth (Eugene: Wipf and Stock: 2002), 75]

Natural Theol’og.y arises from
God:s GenerallReyvelation.

ultimate through His taking on
human nature in the

Inc-arnatil

8/28/2025
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"Reason and fact
cannot be brought
into fruitful union
with one another
except upon the
presupposition of the
existence of God and
his control over the
universe."

[Cornelius Van Til, A Christian Theory of Knowledge

(Phillipsburg: Presbyterian and Reformed Publishing,

1975), 18]

Jason Lisle
\
\L

Cornelius Van Til
(1895-1987) Y

i ()1 IHIR
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PowerrUL ANSWERS For AN "EvoLuTioNizen” C

HODGE | KERBY | LISLE | McK
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"We all have the same
evidence; but in'order to
draw conclusions about
what the evidence means
we use our worldview—

our most basic beliefs

about the nature of
reality. ... Ultimately,
biblical creationists
accept the recorded
history of the Bible as
their starting point.*
[Jason Lisle, “€an Creationists Be 'Real'
Scientists?" in Gary Vaterlaus, ed., War of the
Worldviews: Powerful Answers for an

"Evolutionized" Culture (Hebron: Answers in
Genesis, 2005) , 124, 125]

@ Answers

Bible
A

Newsletter

Faith vs. Reason

Some Christians have the idea that faith and reason are in confliet,
divided by some unbridgeable chasm. They think that one takes over
where the other leaves off. In reality, faith and reason work together
seamlessly to help us know and love our Maker.

Many Christians perceive a conflict between reason and faith. On the one hand, God
tells us to reason (Isaiah 118). We are to have a good reason for what we believe, and
we are to be always ready to share that reason with other people {1 Peter 3.15). Sowe
attempt to show unbelievers that our belief in the Scriptures is reasonable, justified,
and logically defensible. The Bible makes sense.

Latest Answers

Stay up to date each week with top articles, blogs,
news, videos, and more.
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“Faith, asiwell asi.what we call
reason, are not incompatible but
belong'to separate orders of
significance. ... Faith is neither
irrational nor suprarational. It has
nothing to do with ‘reason’ per se. ...
God does not speak in syllogisms or
make philosophical claims that
require the fallible human intellect to
demonstrate them."

[€anl'A. Raschke; “Faith and Philosophy in Tension," in Steve
Wilkins; ed., Faith and Philosophy: Three Views (Downers Grove:
IVR Academic, 2014), 63, emphasis in original]

“"Meaning isjultimately determined by.
how. thelintricate structures of
communication work togetherin an
overarching manner, and it is up'to
the interpreter to provide a new
frameworkiof discourse in which
what was first written or spoken can
be fleshed out. The ‘truth’ of a text
can be discerned in its deployability,
within a particular set of life

circumstances."”
[Carl A. Raschke, “Faith and Philosophy.in Tension," in Steve

Wilkins, ed., Farth and Philosophy: Three Views (Downers Grove:
IVP'Academic, 2014), 61, emphasis in original]
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*Meaning isiultimately determined by.

how. thelintricate structures of
communication work togetherin.an
overarching manner, and it is up to
the interpreter to provide a new.
frameworkiof discourse in which
what was first written or spoken can
be fleshed out. The ‘truth’ of a text
can be discerned in its deployability
within a particular set of life
circumstances.”

8/28/2025

If *“meaning is ultimately.
determined by now:intricate
structures of communication
work together in an overarching
manner* and that “it is up to the
interpreter to provide a new.
framework of discourse," then
how are we to take the meaning
you were seeking to
communicate through your
statement here?

It the interpreter provides a new.
framework, then why should be
take your statement to be
objectively true?

“Propositional logic, whether
exercised.for the clarification of
terms in a/formal argument or to

prove the validity of some simple
assertion, is inadequate to'make
sense outiof the 'revealed’ truth of.
Scripture for one compelling reason:
it speaks to the disinterested
intellect, whereas God through his
Word speaks to the whole person,
including the human heart and what
in both ancient Greek and later
Christian philosophy is known as

synderesis, or ‘conscience.™
[€arl A. Raschke; “Faith and Philosophy in Tension," in Steve

Wilkins, ed., Faith and Philosophy: Three Views (Downers Grove:
IVR'Academic, 2014), 61, emphasis in original]
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Stanley J. Grenz
(1950-2005)

Stanley J. Grenz
(1950-2005)
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A PRIMER ON |J
POSTMODERNISM |

I
e STANLEY ). GRENZ I

“In contrast to the modern
ideal of the dispassionate
observer, we affirm the
postmodern discovery
that no observer can stand
outside the historical
process. Nor can we gain
universal, culturally
neutral knowledge as
unconditioned specialists.
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“In contrast to the modern
ideal'of the dispassionate
observer, we affirm the
postmodern discovery
that no observer can stand
outside the historical
process. N camn e el
universaltectitially

Inevtrall as;
uneconditionedispecialists

If what Grenz says is true,
then his own statement itself
does not come from an
observer who stands
"outside the historical
process” and, thus, the
statement is not itself
“neutral knowledge” coming
from an "unconditioned
specialist.’

Since this is the case, why.
should we believe that it is
objectively true?
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Stanley J. Grenz
(1950-2005)

"Onitheicontrary, we are
participants in.our
historical and cultural
context, and all our
intellectual endeavors are
unavoidably conditioned

tha icij Y

Stanley J. Grenz
(1950-2005)
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“On the contrary, we are
participants in‘our
historical and cultural
context, and all our
intellectual endeavors are
unavoidably conditioned
by that participation.”

[Stanley J. Grenz, A Primer on Postmodernism (Grand Rapids:
William B. Eerdmans, 1996), 166]

4 Ififalllourintellectual

endeavorsi are
sunavoidablyiconditioneds
then Grenz'sifownistatement
istitselfszunavoidably,
conditioned:

Butiifthisistatementiis
sunavoidablyiconditioned;s
theyawhyishouldiweltakelit

aslobjectivelyitrue?
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"Postmodernism stresses the
distinction between objectivity of
facts, versus objectivity of
knowledge or people. It accepts
the possible existence of facts
outside human context, but
argues that all knowledge is
mediated by an individual and
that the experiences, biases,
beliefs, and identity of that
individual necessarily influence
how they mediate any
knowledge."

[Dan McGee, "Truth and Postmodernism" downloaded from
https://medium.com/@danmcgee/truth-and-postmodernism-
816ea9b3007a, 05/09/22]

o

If "all knowledge is mediated”
and the individual has "biases”
“Postmodernism stresses the that "necessarily influence how

distinction between objectivity of

facts, versus objectivity of they mediate ANY knowledge”
knowledge or people. It accepts . .
the possible existence of facts (emphaSlS added), then thlS
outside human context, but

argues that all knowledge is WOUId be true Of Dan MCGee

mediated by an individual and

that the experieree NEEeER and the knowledge claim he is
beliefs, and identity of that making right here.

individual necessarily influence
how they mediate any

knowledg But if this is true of Dan
McGee's claim here, why

should we take his claim to be
objectively true?
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“This ... points
... to the
postmodern
conclusion'that
we deallwith
tinterpreted
facts. ...

* Relert [, Welbber
—  (49882007)

“This ... points
... to the
postmodern
conclusion'that
we deallwith
tinterpreted
facts. ...

* Relert [, Welbber
—  (49882007)

8/28/2025

Again, if we deal with
“interpreted facts," then
what does that say about
Webber's statement
itself?

Again, if we deal with
“interpreted facts,” then
what does that say about
Webber's statement
itself?

Is his claim here merely
an “interpreted fact?”
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Again, if we deal with
“interpreted facts," then
what does that say about
Webber's statement
itself?

Is his claim here merely
an "interpreted fact?”

If so, they why should we
take it as objectively
true?

“Ini the
postmodern
world, both

believers and
nonbelievers are
people of faith."

[IRebert EXWebberiihelYounger Evangelicals:
Facing the €hallenges ofithelNew: World (Grand
Rapids: Baker2002);:84]
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Saturday, 10 March 2018

ONLINE

Home

HOMILETICS INTERVIEW: Robert E. Webber

What Younger Evangelicals Want—and Are
Getting!

Robert E. Webber is the William R. and Geraldyn B. Myers Professor of Ministry at Northern
Seminary in Lombard, Illinois, one of the only seminaries in the country that offers a Master’s
and a Doctorate in worship and which has intentional studies that integrate worship and
spirituality into the program. He is also the President of the Institute For Worship Studies
which offers a MWS (Masters of Worship Studies) and a DWS (Doctor of Worship Studies). He
is also Professor of Theology Emeritus at Wheaton College, Wheaton, Illinois.

Dr. Webber has lectured on worship in nearly every denomination and fellowship, and has
authored or edited more than 40 books on hip including the eight-vol work, The
Complete Library of Christian Worship. His most recent books include: Planning Blended
Worship (Abingdon, 1998), Ancient-Future Faith (Baker, 1999), and Journey to Jesus
(Abingdon, 2001).

His latest book, The Younger Evangelical (Baker, 2002), is attracting broad attention and
interest because of its incisive look at a new emerging leadership in the church, while at the
same time pausing to look at the leadership models of the 20th-century church.

Dr. Webber was scheduled to speak at a conference in Grand Rapids, Michigan, on Radical
Orthodoxy, where Homiletics was to meet up with him for this interview. But he called a few
days before the conference to say that he had had back surgery and wouldn’t be there. So we
met with him in his home in Wheaton, where in the kitchen, and in a straight-back chair, he
gladly and graciously discussed his observations about a church that is in the midst of change
and the Younger Evangelicals who are leading the way.

Homiletics: To start, we should probably clarify the categories you develop for evangelicals in the 20th
century and the early 21st century. You identify traditional, pragmatic and Younger Evangelicals. What
defines these groups?

Webber: The underlying idea of these three groups is that evangelicalism seems to follow the curvature
of culture and reflects culture. And if you look back over the last 50-60 years, culture has actually gone
through three very distinct groupings: Boomers, Gen-Xers and now Millennials. It seems to me that as
evangelicalism encounters each cultural shift that each cultural shift as they integrate with it gives a
different shape and form, not so much to the message, but to the way in which the message itself is

e —

Robert E. Webber

Other Homiletics
Interviews:

Preaching Is an Incarnational Event
;ichard Ward

Jesus and the Consumerist Culture
iyler_Wigg Stevenson

Taking God to Work —
DEVIT

Why Things Are the Way They Are
Paul Shepherd

Let’s Try to Keep the China on the
Table —
N.T. Wright

Stitching Together the Patchwork
Famil)
Barbara Carnal

Homiletics: So then, the Traditional

Evangelicals function within a modern

worldview that is rationalistic, and

propositional.
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Webber: "That probably is the most
distinguishing feature of the
Traditionalists. They've been shaped
by the Enlightenment. So they work
with modern philosophy, a modern
understanding of science, history,
sociology. They're modernist, and so
they interpret the Christian faith
through these modern categories.

Webber: "And what’s very interesting
about Traditional Evangelicals is that
the categories through which they
interpret the Christian faith are almost
regarded as sacred, almost as sacred
as the Christian faith itself. So if you
say, 'Well, | don’t believe in evidential
apologetics,' there’s something wrong
with you."

[http://www.homileticsonline.com/subscriber/interviews/webber.asp, accessed 09/05/20]

8/28/2025
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Classical View of Faith and

Believing
something on
the basis of
demonstration.

Believing
something on
the basis of
authority.
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Consider
Fermat's
Last Theorem.

Pieﬁr}e de Fegmat

i

(1601-1665)
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y
Pythagorean Theorem

x2+y2=zz
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Annals of Mathematics, 142 (1995), 443-551

Modular elliptic curves
and
Fermat’s Last Theorem

By ANDREW WILES*

For Nada, Clare, Kate and Olivia

Cubum autem in duos cubos, aut quadratoguadratum in duos quadra-
toquadratos, et generaliter nullam in infinitum wultra quadratum

potestatem in duos cjusdem mominis fas est dividere: cujus rei /
demonstrationem mirabilem sane detexi. Hanc marginis exiguitas \ .
non caperet.
Pierve de Fermat / / )
By & J ¥
’ X’ . « %,

Introduction

An elliptic curve over Q is said to be modular if it has a finite covering by
a modular curve of the form Xo(N). Any such elliptic curve has the property
that its Hasse-Weil zeta function has an analytic continuation and satisfies a
functional equation of the standard type. If an elliptic curve over Q with a
given j-invariant is modular then it is easy to see that all elliptic curves with
the same j-invariant are modular (in which case we say that the j-invariant
is modular). A well-known conjecture which grew out of the work of Shimura
and Taniyama in the 1950's and 1960’s asserts that every elliptic curve over Q
is modular. However, it only became widely known through its publication in a
paper of Weil in 1967 [We] (as an exercise for the interested reader!), in which,
moreover, Weil gave conceptual evidence for the conjecture. Although it had s e
been numerically verified in many cases, prior to the results described in this . — *(‘_-\_ oy
paper it had only been known that finitely many j-invariants were modular. - 'ﬂ’

In 1985 Frey made the remarkable observation that this conjecture should
imply Fermat’s Last Theorem. The precise mechanism relating the two was
formulated by Serre as the s-conjecture and this was then proved by Ribet in
the summer of 1986. Ribet’s result only requires one to prove the conjecture
for semistable elliptic curves in order to deduce Fermat’s Last Theorem.

*The work on this paper was supported by an NSF grant.
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Classical View of Faith and

Faith

Believing Believing
something on | something on
the basis of the basis of
demonstration. |Divine authority.

“For who cannot see
that thinking [reason]
is prior to believing
[faith]? For no one
believes anything
unless he has first
thought that it is to be
believed.

[A Treatise on the Predestination of the Saints, 5: “To Believe is to Think Aug US‘t'I ne
with Assent" https://www.ccel.org/ccel/schaff/npnf105.xxi.i.v.html,

GS|
d 09/30/22] (354-430)
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"Heaven forbid, after all, that
God should hate in us that by
which he made us more
excellent that the other
animals. Heaven forbid, | say,
that we should believe in
such a way that we do not
accept or seek a rational
account, since we could not
even believe if we did not
have rational souls."

[Letter 120, in Letters 100-155 (Vol. 11/2), trans. Roland Teske (Hyde
Park: New City Press), p. 131]

“In certain matters, therefore,
pertaining to the teaching of
salvation, which we cannot
grasp by reason, but which
we will be able to at some
point, faith precedes reason
so that the heart may be
purified in order that it may
receive and sustain the light
of the great reason, which is,
of course, a demand
of reason!”

[Letter 120, Teske, p. 131]

9=_q!mm&mn~
Augusting s
(354-430)

Augustine
. 4@54%30)
7 & 4
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ZThoselthings are said to be
lpresentito thelunderstanding
whichidornotiexceed its
capacityisoithat'the gaze of
understanding may be fixed
onlthem’ For'a person gives
assentito'suchi things
becaluselofithe witness of his
understanding and not
becauselofisomeone else’s

testimony. Thomas Aqumas
' (1225= 1274)

gThoselthings, however,
whichlarelbeyond. the power
offourkunderstanding are said
tolbelabsent!from the senses
ofithe!mind: Hence, our
understanding cannot be
fixed'on them.
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EA'SY: a result we cannot
them on our own

witéss, but on that of
someoneielse: These things
arelproperly:called the
objects of faith.

T, @X'IV, reply trans: JamesiVa McGlynn' (Indianapolis:
hacketti1994)%

=
"; \‘ Himpkl, <!
& Thomas Aq inas
(1225=1274)

£@nelwho believes
lite¥yhasifaith] gives
assentito things that
arelproposed to him
bysanother person,
andiwhich he himself

J;,«

7 ”
d@es notsee. [ g, (O
%ﬁ;es%l]y transs JamesiVA McGlynn (Indianapolis: o Thomas thInaS

(12251274)
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ESincelman,canionly know the
thingsithat heldoes not see
himselfibyitaking/them from

holdoes see them, and

ISincelfaithlislamong the things

weldolnotisee; thelknowledge of
the) oef_cts of.faith. must be
dlonlbylone\who sees them
ow, this one is God,
ectly.comprehends
FRand. naturally sees His
essence.”

rmon JiBourke; (Notre' Dame: University of
DamelRr

e'some intelligible truths to
fficacy of the agent intellect
eithe principles we naturally
thelconclusions we deduce from
rto'know.them we do not
ntellectual light; the light
nature suffices. There are
‘however, which do not come
nge of these principles, like
faith, which transcend the
on; also future contingents
natters of this sort. The human
nnotitknow,these without being

gy Questions [-I\V.of His Commentary on the
anstArmand Maurer ({loronto: Pontifical

(1225 1274)
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[OHN CALVIN

[NSTITUTES of the

CHRISTIAN RELIGION

John Calvin
(1509-1564)

Ilght of human ;reag;,n,_gy,eﬂn lf thls knowledge[ l |
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John Calvin
(1509-1564)

THE
WORKS OF
JOHN OWEN

volume four

8/28/2025

"Therefore in reading
the profane authors, the
admirable light of truth
displayed in them
should remind us, that
the human mind,
however much fallen
and perverted fromiits
original integrity,lisistill
adorned and invested
= withfadmirable gifts
i friomlits Creator.

[lnstitutes oftl_ig Christian Religion, 2.2 154 trans:
Henny Beveridge, (GrandiRapids: William!B*
Erdmans), 236]

John Owen
(1616-1683)
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"There are sundry cogent
arguments, which are
taken from external
considerations of the
Scripture, that evince it
on rational grounds to be
from God. ... and ... are...
necessary unto the
confirmation of our faith
herein against
temptations, oppositions,
and objections."

[Johni®@wen, “lihe Reasoniof Eaith#in The Works of:
Johnl@wen, vol- 45 (Edinburgh:The'Bannerof Mruth
Mrust, 196i7), 20]

CLASSIC REPRINT SERIES

Discourses UroN
THE EXISTENCE
AND ATTRIBUTES

orF Gop

hp
stephen Charnock

Yohn Owen
(1616-1683)

oy

Stephen Charnock
(1628-1680)
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"Men that will not listen
to Scripture ... cannot
easily deny natural
reason .... There is a
natural as well as'a
revealed knowledge,
and'the'book of the
creatures is legible'in
declaring the being of a
God ...."

[Stephen Charnock, Discourses upon the Existence
and Attributes of God (Grand Rapids: Baker, 1979),
271]

"God in regard of his
existence is not only the
discovery of faith, but of

reason. God hath revealed
not only his being, but
some sparks of his eternal
power and godhead in his
works, as well as in his
word. ... It is a discovery
of our reason ... and an
object of our faith ... it is
an article of our faith and
an article of our reason.”

[Stephen Charnock, Discourses upon the Existence
and Attributes of God (Grand Rapids: Baker, 1979),
27.]
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I Am Put Here
for the Defense of
the Gospel

edited by
Terry L. Miethe

defending the Handmaid
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It can be demonstrated
historically that Jesus Christ; what was'different about.His
was crucified. ! death from the other two
men who died that day.
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The truth that Jesus died for. our sins had
to be revealed to us by God. But notice
that it is'-no less a FACT than the fact that
he died. They are.both facts. The
difference is how we discover them.
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