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There are many things that
are knowable by means of
our natural faculties (our
senses and our‘intellects)
with which Godfhas
created us:
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You don‘tihave to be an
astronomer to know when
the sun'is shining or a
botanist to know a flower
when you'see one.

But the in-depth analysis of
certain aspects of reality
requireimore deliberate
attention to a given discipline
aimed at the'aspect.
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A child can know what a flower is.

She knows that a flower is
not a human.

However, to delve deeper into the
physical nature of a flower, one
would need to understand botany.
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To delve deeper é:till, one would
need to understand chemistry (to
understand, e.g., photosynthesis).

L Y

And to delve deeper still, one
would need to understand
physics.
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By parallel,; oneyneed not be a
philosopherin order to know
certain things about God's
existence, God's"attributes,
God's creation; and God's
truths (i.e., theology).

Neverthelessitat some point
where certain things need a
deeper analysis or. need to be
defended against'critics, one
will need to utilize’'sound
philosophy.
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Suppose we wanted to account
for a number of other aspects of
the plant and the human.

What makes a plant a plant and what
makes a human a human are their
respective natures.

Metaphys:cs
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We can know that one is a plant and the
other is a human by our senses.

Epistemology

We value the human over the plant
because of the different kinds
of things they are.
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We value the human over the plant
because of the different kinds
of things they are.

Ethlcs

We insist that others value the human
over the plant and hold them
accountable when they do not.

PoIiticaI Philosophy

10
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We know that neither the plant nor the
human can account for their own existence
but are created by God.

Phllosoph y of Rellglon

11
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- What is human nature?

AR

~ What is a "nature"?

A
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There are two great
philosophical traditions
in Westernitholught that
have enduredisiince the

ancient Greeks.

= Aristotler’

(384-322 BC)

18
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Continental Rafionalist liradition

René Descartes Baruch Spinoza Gottfried-Wilhelm, Leibniz
(1596-1650) (1632-1677) (1646-1716)

British Empiricist Tradition

JO?][‘ Locke George Berkeley Dayid H}jr_“e
(1632-1704) (1685-1753) (1711-1776)

& :
Immanuel Kant
(1724-1804)
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- 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

23
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10. Really this is just the first part of a look at verses 8-15, which should be taken as a composite. You might

with in this passage. The word philosophy which appears in verse 8, “Beware lest any man spoil you through

nhilosophy” the word philosophv is from two Greek words phileo and sophia Phileo means to love and sophia

title our discussion tonight, our study tonight, Philosophy or Christ, because really that's what Paul is dealing
jp— o - <

GR(ACE Unleashing God's Truth, One Verseat a Time o | |s1en Now. W 0 %, 800-55-GRACE letters@gtyorg @ LogIn

m(gml Since 1969

ABOUT v BROADCASTS v RESOURCES STORE DEVOTIONALS SERMONS DONATE v Q, SEARCH

Christ Plus Philosophy

GRACE crvore/sloc THE QUEST FOR SOMETHING MoORE
072

24



7/21/2025

GRACE  Unieashing God's Truth, One Verse at a Time e NOW
7 196 e B ) 55+ = rs@gty.or,
WZol  Since 1969 1] W 0 % 80055GRACE 4 letters@gtyorg @ Logln

ABOUT ~ BROADCASTS ~ RESOURCES STORE BLOG DEVOTIONALS SERMONS Q SEARCH

Christ Plus Philosophy

# PRINT
by John MacArthur Wednesday, April 10, 2019 ®, Comments (11)
PDF
“It seemed like a good idea at the time.” That's a popular postmortem for a plan A% A RESET & SuEscRIBE
that has gone horribly wrong. In fact, well-intentioned ideas are behind almost
every financial shipwreck, abandoned project, and foreign policy failure that & VIEW ARCHIVE

happens in this world. And yet the quest for better ideas and fool-proof

philosophies continues unabated—even making incursions into the church.

Our English word “philosophy” is a transliteration of the Greek word philosophia, which literally means “the love of Blog Guidelines

human wisdom. In its broad sense it is man’s attempt to explain the nature of the universe, including the Respectful

phenomena of existence, thought, ethics, behavior, aesthetics, and so on. We value your comments, even your
disagreements, as long as you are
courteous and respectful. We'll remove
In Paul's time “everything that had to do with theories about God and the world and the meaning of human life anything unwholesome.

was called ‘philosophy’ . . . not only in the pagan schools but also in the Jewish schools of the Greek cities.” I The o
elpfu

first-century Jewish historian Josephus adds that there were three philosophies among the Jews: the Pharisees, the
We appreciate comments that are on

Sadducees, and the Essenes. [2] topic and contribute to the discussion;
expressing appreciation is also welcome.
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Yyohnson

Jefitey D. Johnson

INowsavailable in the
ChiistianfApologetics Journal

VOLUME 15, NO. 1 / FALL 2020

|
'l SE | CHRISTIAN

| Apologetics Journal

W ga iln g N a t ura l e Lol ot ol
ikhi€ology, from Jeffrey .7 ol

26



& Isalah 55:6-9 &

{6} Seek the LORD while.He may.
be found, Call upon Him while He is
near. {7} Let the for?@@l
way And the SEOITEBVETERAED My,

Let himi return to the
LORD, And He will have: merecy on

him; And to our God, For He will"

abundantly pardon. {8} “For [¥I})
etgnsare not your thoughts, nor

are yourr waysiMy ways!" says e
®EORP! {9} "For as the heavens are

higher than the earth, so are My
ways higher than your ways, and

My thoughts than your thoughts."

7/21/2025
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s 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

v'Is Paul talking about
philosophy as we use
the term today 28\ 4

v Stippose, for:thé

el sake of argument
Christ. that he is ...

The Apostle Paul

lest/anyone
cheatiyoulthrough
philosophy;and empty
according to the
tradition of men,
accordinglto the basic
principlesiofithe world,
notfaccording to

hrist.*
The Apostle Paul

Epistle to the Colossians

28



sBewarellest anyone

cheatiyou through
philoesephy/and empty
according to the
radition of men,
accondingito the basic
principlesiofthe world,
notlaccording to

The Apostle Paul
Epistle'to the Colossians

sBewarellest anyone
@Ih@@:ﬁ youlthrough

ian to the basic
principlestofthe world,
notfaccording to

The Apostle Paul
Epistle to the Colossians
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viThough infectiots
diseases are not'telbe
trifled with, we are
grateful that
physicians learn about
them in order to help
us avoid getting sick
ortorhelp us get

cured.

v/By:analogy, eventif
Paul'was warning‘us
to avoid philesophy,
we can be grateful
that Christian
philosophers learn
about philosophy in
order:to help us avoid
getting, “sick or.to
helprustget “cured.*

29



"Good philo#hy
must exist;if forno
other reason,
because bad
philosophy needs
to be answered.",

["Learning in War-Time" in The Weightoi€le 'A_‘_lelef;h (©)
Lewis's Most Movigg Addressess(seRdopdiateeicollins,
2013), 59] -

7/21/2025

“But seeing that a teacher ,_
of sacred Scripture must at ;

4

times oppose the

philosophers, it is

necessary for him to maker
use of philosophy.*

[Thomas Aquinas, Commentary on the De Trinitate of Boethius, Q. 2, art. 3.6, publishedfas!
Faith, Reason and Theology: Questions I-1V of His Commentary. on the Defirinitatelof:
Boethius, trans. Armand Maurer (Toronto: Pontifical Institute of Medievall Studies; {198i7)}ip:
48]

(1225-124

4); )

¥

i f
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Edward EesertiihelMetaphysics ofif€onsenvatism®
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=“There is no one as
dogmatically
beholden to a
metaphysic as the
man who denies
that.he has one.’

Edward|Feser

"We cannot
properly [bewere
of philosophy
unless we
ewelre of

phllosophy

Is-GelsIer Norm sophy: A Warning to

N@rma cho I " Journal of the Evangelical Theological Society 42 1 March
\W =
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"Beware lest anyone
cheat you through .
philosophy and empty
deceit, according to the
tradition of men,
according to the basic

v'| do not believe that
Paul had philosophy
in mind as we use

principles of the world,
and not according to
Christ.”

The Apostle Paul
Epistle to the Colossians

"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
Epistle to the Colossians

the term today. '
L 4

Another way. t@trrans/ate the
Greek could be¥the philosophy
which is emptyideceit."”

Josephus usedthe term
'philosophyteirefer to the
doctrines of the Jewish sects.

The context is a warning about
an insidious legalism that
threatened the Colossians'

liberty in Christ.
This legalism had anleUtwaie
form of piety but was useles'stin

developing an inward character
of righteousness.

32
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Geocentric model|

33
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p
Heliocentrism

Robert Gardinal Bellarmine ~ $8&'  Galilegg&alilei
ik i
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Q’detlll ¥

9

“Then Joshua spoke to the LORD in the
day when the LORD delivered up the
Amorites before the children of Israel, and
he said in the sight of Israel: ‘Sun, stand
still over Gibeon; And Moon, in the Valley
of Aijalon.’ So the sun stood still, and the
moon stopped, till the people had revenge

upon their enemies."”
Joshua 10:12-13 NKJV

35



Phenomenological
Language
a.k.a.,
Language of
Appearance

"The sun shall be turned into darkness, and the moon
into blood, before the coming of the great and
awesome day of the LORD." Joel 2:31

7/21/2025
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What discipline of study
Is relevantito the
question'of geocentrism
vs. heliocentrism?

ASTRONOMY

Can youksee how
astronomy corrected our
misunderstanding of
Joshua 10:12-137?

37
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Might'therefbe questions
and issues the debate of
which'involves the
discipline of

PHILOSORHY?

Mightflitsabe that
philosophy can guard our
interpretations of certain

verses;of Scripture?

38
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of Scr*lp‘rurae.d‘A
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Hominids (Family Hominidae)
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Some Voiees from
Christian tlistory
on Philesephy
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A PLEA FOR THE
CHRISTIANS

ATHENAGORAS OF ATHENS

"Since, therefore, the unity of:
the Deity is confessed by.
almost all [of these
philosophers], even against
their will, when they come!to
treat of the first principles: of:
the universe, and we in our
turn likewise assert that He
who arranged this universe
is God —

» \
Athenagoras of Athens
(133-190)

» \
Athenagoras of Athens
(133-190)

7/21/2025
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why is it that they can say:
and write with impunity what
they please concerning the
Deity, but that against us a
law lies in force, though we
are able to demonstrate what
we apprehend and justly.
believe, namely that there'is
one God, with proofs and
reason accordant with
truth?"

[ A Plea for the Christians, 7, http://www.newadvent.org/fathers/
0205.htm, accessed 07/24/23]

|
Athenagoras of Athens
(133-190)

MISCELLANIES
(STROMATA)

CLEMENT OF ALEXANDRIA

7/21/2025
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“There is thenlin
philosophy;ithotgh
stolen as thelfirelby,
Prometheus, a'slenden
spark, capableofibeing,

fanned into flameiya
trace of wisdomiandian,
impulse from\Gods

[The Stromata, |, 17, http://www:newadventiorg/fathers/024(0Ehtm*
accessed 02/23/24]

CHRISTIAN
DOCTRINE

St. Augustine

Augustih,%w;.-b
(354-430)

7/21/2025
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"Moreover, if those who are
called philosophers, and
especially the Platonists,

have said aught that is true
and in harmony with our

faith, we are not only not to
shrink from it, but to claim
it for our own use from
those who have unlawful
possession of it."

[Augustine, On Christian Doctrine, trans. from Select Library of Nicene
and Post-Nicene Fathers, Book 2, Chap. 40, §60.

From http://www9.georgetown.edu/faculty/jod/augustine/ddc2.html,
accessed 02/21/22]

. tﬁi
Peter MartyriV/ y’

ermig|i
(1499-1562) /

Augustin,%‘k‘
(354-430)

I'HE PETER MARTYR LIBRARY
VOLUME FOUR

PETER MARTYR VERMIGLI

PHILOSOPHICAL
WORKS

O the Kelation of Philosophy to Theology

FRANSLATED & EDITED BY

JOSEPH € McLELLAND
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=
Peter Martyr®Vermigli
(1499-1562)

.
Peter Martyr®Vermigli
(1499-1562)

Sy

/

/

"With such words [from Col. 2:8] he seems
to frighten Christians away from the study
of philosophy. But | am sure that if you
properly grasp the meaning of the
Apostle's statement you will not be
disturbed. Since true philosophy derives
from the knowledge of created things, and
from these propositions reaches many.
conclusions about the justice and
righteousness that God implanted
naturally in human minds, it cannot
therefore rightly be criticized: for it is the
work of God, and could not be enjoyed by
us without his special contribution."”

[Peter Martyr Vermigli, Introduction to the Commentary on the
Nicomachean Ethics, in Philosophical Works: On the Relation of
Philosophy to Theology. This is vol. 4 of The Peter Martyr Vermigli
Library, trans. and ed. Joseph C. McLelland (Moscow: The Davenant
Press, 2018), 13-14]

"The goal of philosophy is that
we reach that beatitude or
happiness which can be acquired
in this life by human powers,
while the goal of Christian
devotion is that the image in
which we are created in
righteousness and holiness of
truth be renewed in us, so that
we grow daily in the knowledge
of God until we are led to see him
as he is, with face uncovered."

[Peter Martyr Vermigli, Introduction to the Commentary on the
Nicomachean Ethics, 15]

7/21/2025
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e exitéfnce of God and other like

homas A‘qumas
(1225:1274)

&The ex:stence (o) God and other like

thelancient
ledge; even as grace ﬁg
es nature, and perfection mm
' ofi
vy @
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"In contemporary theories that
restrict science to the domain of the
measurable or of the verifiable,
there can hardly be any regret at
excluding metaphysics from
scientific status. ... Concern about
scientific status for metaphysics,
then, can hardly have any serious
import within the comparatively.
recent restriction of the notion
'science' to the realm of the
measurable.

(1908-2005)

"The relevance of the question lies
rather within the centuries-long
western tradition that goes back to
Plato and Aristotle. In this tradition,
'science’ has a much wider and
richer meaning than it has in the
popular understanding of the word
today. It means knowledge of a
thing in light of its causes.

(1908-2005)

47
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"It extends to any kind of
explanation of things through the
causes that account for their nature,
their origin, and their function,
whether the causes are in the
sensible or the supersensible realm.

In this tradition 'science’ or 'scientific
knowledge' includes mathematics,
philosophy of nature, metaphysics,

logic, and ethics, as well as the
experimental sciences."
Joseph Owens Procaao" Medasial Sudén 25 1968 83108 (G15D)

(1908-2005)

ahe! word¥science' comes from the Latin ‘scientia’. On
eccasiontonly (1 Tim. 6:20), the King James Version
thelGreekiyvwosne (gnoseos, the Attic form of the
genitivelofbwwelsl(@nosis) meaning "knowledge) as 'science’. It
Waslpennapsiinflienced by the Bishop's Bible (c. late 1560s)
andithelGeneyvalBiblel(NTF 1557), which in turn were perhaps
byathelltatin Vulgate that translates the Greek as
iscientiaeMVlostimodenn English translations | have consulted
translateyoocne (gnosess) here as 'knowledge'. In English
(imcludingithe Bishop's, the Geneva, the KJV, and
thelNKUV)Netherdoccunrences where the Latin has scientia are
translatedifiromithelGreek as 'knowledge' including Luke 1:77;
(ME522Rom: 15:14: 1 Cor. 1:5; and 2 Peter 1:5.

48
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[OHN CALVIN

[NSTITUTES of the

CHRISTIAN RELIGION

John Calvin
(1509-1564)

"But if the Lord has been
pleased to assist us by the
works and ministry of the
ungodly in physics, dialectics,
mathematics, and other similar
sciences, let us avail ourselves
of it, lest;by neglectingithe
gifts ofiGod sgontaneously
offeredito us;iwe bejjustly.
punished for our sloth-*
. [John CaIvih‘ﬁﬁstituYt_és_toYf the Christian Religion, 2.2:16%2 vols-itrans.
JOh N Ca|V| N Henry Beveridge (GrandiRapids: WmiBSEerdmans; :975),wvol, pp:
236-237] &
(1509-1564) r
N




John Calvin
(1509-1564)

John Calvin
(1509-1564)

7/21/2025

"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 from its
originaliintegrity;iiststill
adornediand j_mvested with
admirable gifts fromlits
Creator."

%

a 4
[Institutes ofithel Ch‘ristla‘é‘n Religion, 2.2.15, trans. Henny/Beveridge,
(Grand Rapids: WilliamiB* Eerdmans)ro!. 1, p. 236]

-

"Shall we say that the
philosophers, in their exquisite
researches and skillful
description of nature were
blind? ... Nay, we cannot read
the writings of the ancients on
these subjects without'the
highest adgmraﬂon.

[Institutes of the) ChristianiReligion, 2:2:15; trans! HenrylBeveridge,
(Grand RapidsaWillianiBYEerdmans);ivol. 1, p. 236]

ii‘

Wi,
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THE
WORKS OF
JOHN OWEN

volume four

N

"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®weny&nhel

Jelin O, Vel 4,
s 001967420

Yohn Owen
(1616-1683)

Yyohn Owen
(1616-1683)

7/21/2025
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FRANCIS

Translated by
George Musgrave Giger
Edited by

Francis*Turretin James T. Dennison, Jr.
(1 623-1 687) VOLUME TWO: ELEVENTH THROUGH SEVENTEENTH TOPICS

"They sin in defect;who
hold that philosophy is
opposedito theology
and should therefore
be altogether separated
from it, not only as
useless, but also as
positively hurtful.”

[Institutes of Elenctic Theology, First Topic: Theology, Q. XIlI, trans. by

FranCISL-I:u rretl n George Musgrave Giger, (Phillipsburg: P & R; 1992 vol. 1, p. 44]
(1623-1687)

52
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"Philosophy. ... has
many andivarious uses
in theology'which must

be accurately
distinguished from its
many abuses."

[Institutes of Elenctic Theology, First Topic: Theology, Q. XIlI, trans. by
George Musgrave Giger, (Phillipsburg: P & R, 1992, vol. 1, p. 44]

Francis"'l’urretin
(1623-1687)

"Philosophy'is used ...
properly and in the
abstract/for the
knowledge of things
human and divine (as
far as they can be
known by the light of
nature) ... It uses are

Francis*Furretin LR

(1 623_1 687) [Institutes of Elenctic Theology, First Topic: Theology, Q. Xlll, trans. by
George Musgrave Giger, (Phillipsburg: P & R, 1992, vol. 1, p. 44-45]
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CLASSIC REPRINT SERIES

Discourses UrpoN
THE EXISTENCE
AND ATTRIBUTES

ofF Gop

hp
Stephen Charnock

"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), 27]

7/21/2025

5
€.

Stephen Charnock
(1628-1680)

5
M,

Stephen Charnock
(1628-1680)
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"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
powerand 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]

SYSTEMATIC
THE ;}EJC‘Y

VOLUME ONE
INTRODUCTION

Part I
THEOLOGY

CHARLES HODGE

7/21/2025
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R 7

Stephen Charnock
(1628-1680)

Charles Hodge

. ,.,‘(r1'797—.]18 W
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#lihe Scriptures clearly
recognize the fact that the
works of God reveal his being

andiattributes. This they do not
only by frequent reference to
thelworks of nature as
manifestations of the
perfections of God, but by
idirect assertions. ... The sacred N
awritersiin contending with the A
Iheathen appeal to the evidence - il (8
\whichithe works of God bear to Charles Hodge

his perfections. ... ,%,(.;1579‘7::1;%’7%')’

4

“Iticannot, therefore, be
reasonably doubted that not
lonly/the being of God, but also
lhis'eternal power and Godhead
lare’so'revealed in his works, as
tollay a stable foundation for
natural theology."

l[Chailesibiodge; Systematic Theology, 3 vols. (Grand Rapids: Wm. B.
Ectdman:syd97s)) I 11,83, p: 24']

%
A

Charles H/éftfle'ge
MAT79751878
IR

/. VU '\
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ABSTRACT
SYSTEMATIC
_THEOLOGY

.

By
James P. Boyce

EReason involves all the cognitive
powers of man, which are the
faculties through which the mind
attains knowledge. These faculties
are not separate, and independent,
but'are merely the instruments of
the mind. The mind is not itself an

riginal source of knowledge, like
the Scriptures, but is merely an
instrument by which the man
attains knowledge through the
exercise of its appropriate
faculties. There is no such thing as
innate ideas. ...
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EThe means by which the mind
attains knowledge in the exercise

of its faculties, are five. 1.
Consciousness ... 2. Observation
222 3. intuitive conceptions, 4. The

dispositions, instincts and

tendencies of our natures ... 5. The
course of events in nature, as
tending to good or evil ....

“Itis'manifest that the knowledge
obtained from these various
sources must be abundant to
teach man the simple facts upon
which rests his duty to God;
namely, that there is a God to
whom he owes existence, and
consequent reverence, service and
love, and whose greatness and
goodness enforce this obligation;
"also to show him that that duty
has not been discharged ..."

[YamesiRetigrulBoyce, Abstract of Systematic Theology (Philadelphia:
AmericaniBaptistiPublication Society, 1887), 47]
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~ Revelation -5

God making known to mankind
His divine person and divine
truths that would otherwise be
unknown; to unveil

Revelation is God making
known to mankind His divine
person and divine truths that

would otherwise be unknown. It
means "to unveil.”
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General Revelation is God
making known to mankind
through His creation His
existence, attributes,
and goodness.
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General Revelation is God
making known to mankind
@nrougln [nis creaiomn His
existence, attributes,
and goodness.

General Revelation is God
making known to mankind
through His creation His
existence, attributes,
and goodness.

7/21/2025
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area‘clearly 5@2@ e :
| y , o e

| % , .4'«:

;‘ | ‘ ‘ underst(aod by th“’e~thmgs th

| - ‘arefniadeNevenyHis: e‘tﬁernazla
power and Godhead..

. 116 ?" %; Romll :20a d

Many people have been
able to have sound
understand of God's
existence and attributes
merely by observing the
wonders of God'’s creation.
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The heavens declare

the glory of God and

the flrmament shows
HlS handlwork

Psalm191 : _*

The heavens declare

HlS nghteousness

and all the peoples
see HlS g lory

Siof Psalm 97 6
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‘l g the Iaw are=

a Iayv to themse.llvs .whoxshow
| the wrk @lf thellawlwiitten

ln thell

I ’%')

| l
'it%

Iﬂe

{ll Rom*2:514=15 00

\ GAelchlses the‘f‘ rassito growfor the catt/e '
ogetationiforthe service ofiman,
5 ffood from #zg;ke eart“é;;, :
and.wine that makes glad’ the ‘heart of mg*é; "
01/ to make his face shine, and bread.which

strengthens man's heart.
. 5 Psalm 104:14-15
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N o Weeeweare mnummnt

tUnnifromitheselUseless|
Wlhr@ made thelhea

Mn@tlleave Hlmself WIthOUt'_ 1es
| that’He did'good’ gavelusirainif
and fruitfullseasons, filling e U
foodiandigladnesss

But as more toxic philosophical
voices have fogged the conversation
throughout history, the need has
arisen to appeal to deeper issues in
philosophy to demonstrate God's
existence and attributes "through the
things that are made"” (Rom. 1:20).
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IES Example

INSPECTION BY THE DEPARTMENT OF LABOUR

Q R Employment
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Special Revelation is God making
known to mankind through His
prophets, apostles, and His Son His
nature and will that could not
necessarily be known through
General Revelation.
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“... knowing this first, that no
prophecy of Scripture is
of any private interpretation,
for prophecy never came
by the will of man, but holy
men of God spoke as
they were moved by
the Holy Spirit."

2 Peter 1:20-21

All Scripture is given by inspiration of God,

and is profitable for doctrine, for reproof, for

correction, for instruction in righteousness,
that the man of God may be complete,

thoroughly equipped for every good work.
2 Timothy 3:16-17
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All Scripture is given by inspiration of God

and is profitable for doctrine, for Lepmo‘f “For

correction, for instruction in-righteousness,
that the man of Goed'may be complete,

thoroughl.y—e'm)ed for every good work.
2 Timothy 3:16-17
BeomvevoTog (theopneustos) = God breathed
Beo¢ (theos) - God

TVED, nvevpo (pneo, pneuma) - | breathe, breath, spirit

ﬂﬂ; hn"m. MM@ ékakaﬂél.,ﬂw @ﬁ @1‘@(@1’1@@, Mm,errﬂ
P&ﬂﬂ.ﬂ&ﬂ@@@ﬂnﬂ 16-17; P, 1€e1; Ps. €726 ﬂ@ 1218 2 Tinm. 16

Biblical Theology.
Sound/reason’s attendance to Scripture:

' 4

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

7/21/2025
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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

GenerallRevelation @[@@@ﬁ&[ Rcmﬂaﬁ@m

[Rerm. 71205 (R, 2:14=165 A 14173 @mm,emﬂmmmm
Ps. 1047418 Cell. 1216-17; Ps. 1€E1; PR S7E6 eldhm V52065, 1612185 2 Tim. $£16

4

INaturalifiheology, Biblical Theology
'Sound|reason;siattendanceltolcreation Sound reasonis attendanceito Scripture

gy W
m, Systematic Theology
Apologetics
7\

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

Now a certain Jew named Apolles, 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.

Special Revelation

God making known to mankind throtugh His
- XIS e prophets, apostles, and His Son His nature and
goodness whichk enable us to dlstmgwsh in will' that could not necessarily: be known
Scripture: properivs:. flgurat/ve languagel ofiGod. through General Revelation

w2 [imothy 3:16-17 <

Fon At ENCHE ;i . SiblelX i Alll Scriptureiis given by inspiration .of God, and.is

ale clearly seen be/ng u erstood e th/ngs thatlare profitableifor doctrine; for reproof, for'correction; for

made’yeven HisteternallpowerandiGodheadysolthatitheys  instruction in righteousness, thatthe man of God may be
arelwithoutiexcuse: complete, thoroughly equipped for every good work:

Book of Scripture: propositional
Biblical Theology.
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General'Revelation Special Revelation

Given threugh' creation Given through Prophets and Apostles
(kmownithroughtisimpletapprehensiontofithelsensibleiworld) (read by their writings, a.k.a., the Scriptures)

RevealstGod's'existence and attributes Reveals God's gospel and will
Given TO!all people Given FOR all people
Allf peoplerhaverit Not all people have it
Some accept, some reject Some accept, some reject

Sufficient to'condemn; if rejected Sufficient to save if accepted

Acceptance’istnecessary. butnot Acceptance is necessary and
sufficient for eternal’life sufficient for eternal'life
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15040

ANNOTATED REFERENCE

Finis Jenpings Dake

"God has a personal splrlt body

(Ezek. 1:27; Ex.'24:10); eye > 11%E
18:24; 33:18), ears (Ps:18:6 irghead?
face, arms (Dan: 7:9-14;:10 @5
5:1-7; 22:4-6), and!other, bo’di

[Dake's Annotated Reference Bible, (lLawrencevilleDake|BiblelSales! ﬂm NI, - €7
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Finis Jenn}ngs Dake

7:9-14; 10:5-19)
(Phil. 2:5-7)

11:7; Jas. 3:9)
(Ex=33:23)
6:6; 8:21)
Heb. 1:10; Rev: 5:1-7)

“;‘"'=um.

12:8) (Isas30:217)

(Ezek. 1:27; Ex-24:10)
18:24; 33:18) (Ps:18:6)

(PsH1E4;

(Dan. 7:9-14;110:5:19;

5:1-7; 22:4-6)

7/21/2025
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"Scripture also frequently
depicts God as
experiencing regret ...
disappointment,
frustration, and
unexpected outcomes ...
suggesting that the future
is to this extent
composed of possibilities
rather than certainties.

“It is, | submit, more
difficult to conceive of
God experiencing such

things if the future is

exhaustively settled in his
mind than if it is in part
composed of
possibilities.*

[Gregory A. Boyd, "Neo-Molinism and the Infinite Intelligence of God,"
Philosophia Christi 5, No.1, (2003):192]

7/21/2025
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"Anditheylheardithe sound of
the LORDIGodiwalking in the
gardenlinithelcool of the day,

and/Adamiand!his wife hid
themselvestfrom the presence of:
the LORD God amongfthe trees
of the garden." Gen. 3:8

=Godlis Spirit; and those
whoiworship'Him must
worshiplin spirit and truth.*

John 4324

.

7/21/2025
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. 9°2 ng eI I 4-7 <)

iBuJ/t happen‘ed that nightithatgthelweraler the LORDcame
to.Nathan, sayings{5}.:Go and tell My"iavant Davidy'Thus
saysithe EORBPFIWould y%l.bu:ld alheuse. for Meito dwell
in?2 {6} Fo‘( I havernefaweltiin athouse since the time thatJI
S “brought the'children of Israel upsfrem Egypt even *to this
day; bltthave moved ab@utgn a tent and.in‘a tabernacle {7}
Wherever | haves l{poved about withiall the children oft Israel,
ha\’e I'ever %poken a wordito anyo'n’e‘from theitribes of
lsrael whom [.commanded-to shepherd My people Israel,

>

saying, 'Why have you not built Me a house of.cedar?" "

Uy
- Galatians 6:1.=<4

7/21/2025
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Philosophyiand The

Aifribufestof God

- Fer yeu @hal[l: fouBWithtjoy
befled out tiwith peace ...
and'all the trees of the field
pitheir hands."
g Isa 55:12

e
3
e
g
7
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“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." __
Rom. 1:20a %

“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."

Rom. 1:20a & : s

7/21/2025
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“For since the
creation of the world
His invisible attributes

are clearly seen, being
understood by the
exeqgesisfofkScriptie}
even His eternal

power and Godhead." __
Rom. 1:20a 8 k

“For since the
creciinon of the wor!
His inv.cihle attri/dr.es
are clean, s<e’7 seing
understoc¢ -« the
EXEYESISKOLES b Ul e
evers .S etern

powZi and Godheac'. "’
Rom. 1:2u:

7/21/2025
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gEvenithough revelation
elevates us to know
something of which we
should'otherwise be
ignorant, it does not
elevatelus to know. in any
dwayithan through

ens:ble things.

[Commentaryion
Vaurersihe;
[Pom

IDeRTrinitatelofBoethius, QVI; art. 3, trans. Armand
ndiMethods ofithe'Sciences, 4™ rev. ed.
utelofiVediaevallStudies; 1986), 84]

7/21/2025

ex Sajjersis
From 'ex' (¢£) "out'ofand 'agd' (oyo) "I
lead;" literally™te lead out"

The excavating of truthifrom Scripture
by a close and carefullfexamination of
the text, taking in censideration a
number of factors including: Iexigrﬁhﬁy,
(word usage), syntax (word
arrangement), grammar, principles of
hermeneutics, the immediate context,
the broader context (the beok and®
authorin which a passagefoceurs),
and his%orical context:

P
f
R "‘E
~Thomas Aqumas

(12251274)
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£God, although
incorporeal, is

named:in Scripture
metaphorically by
corporeal names."

(ST, [, ©0; &t i)

ef‘ s
\-
ﬁ‘ Lo

Thomas Aqumas
(1225-1274)

gENowiwhat\we have said
ISetslaside the error of
certaintdews who attributed
anger, sadness,
iepentance; and all such
passions!in their proper
senselto God, failing to
distinguishiwhat in Sacred
Scripturelis said properly
what!metaphorically."

[ses; I, &, S]]
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So Where Does
the Philosophy
Comesln?

“There are
certainly
passages in the
Bible that are
figurative and
portray God in
human terms.

7/21/2025
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"You can
recognize them
because what is

said about God is
either ridiculous if
taken literally ... or
because the genre
ofitheypassageiyis
poetic-+

What if the cm%u
Theist said thatit’is
ridiculous to think®that

God.changesi Hissmindjeid
feqguetsicentain ‘élecisions
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Christian Apologetics Journal. Volume 6. No. 1. Spring 2007
@ by Southern Evangelical Seminary 2007

DOES GENRE DETERMINE MEANING?
©2007 Thomas A. Howe, Ph.D.

FROM THE BEGINNINGS of the develops of the critical methodol

ogy. as it was being applied to the study of the Bible, understanding
the Bible as literature has become more mmportant and more central to
hermeneutics. As Jeffrey Weima remarks. “The past few decades have
witnessed a paradigm shift taking place in biblical smdies. The old
perspective that viewed Scripture as primarily a historical or theologi-
cal document has been replaced by a new conviction that the Bible is
literature and as such ought to be interpreted from a literary perspec-
tive ! It is notoriously difficult to identify what constitutes literature
After a lengthy consideration of several attempts at developing a defi-

nition of “literature,” one theorist concluded.

A piece of writing may start off life as history or philosophy
and then come fo be ranked s literature; or it may start off as
literature and then come to be valued for its archacological
significance. Some texts are born literary, some achieve

Thomas A. Howe Is Professor of Bible and Bidlical Languages at
Southern Evangelical Seminary in Charlotte, NC.

1

“There'is'nothing
ridiculous or poetic
about the way the Bible
repeatedly speaks about
God changing his mind,
regretting decisions, or
thinking and speaking

about the future in terms
of possibilities. These
passages usually occur
within the historical
narrative sections of;
Scripture:*

[Gregony! A Boyd, Godlofithe! Possible FABiblical;
Introduction:to.the ®@pen View, ofiGodl(Grand
Rapids#BakerBooks;2000),118]

7/21/2025

Thomas' Howe

Southern Eva}ﬂ‘gelical Seminary
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“There'is'nothing
ridiculous or poetic
about the way the Bible
repeatedly speaks about
God changing his mind,
regretting decisions, or
thinking and speaking
about the future in terms
of possibilities. These
passages usually occur
within the historical
narrative sections of
Scripture.”

[Gregonry AN Boydy Godlofithel PossibleFAYBiblicalt
Introductionito.the.@pen ViewoflGodl(Grand
Rapids#BakenBooks2000)1i8]

“They:only!striket'some
as ridiculous because
these readers @
theptextal
eRAwWhal
must @ [k@. Once
one is free from this
preconception, these
passages contribute to
the exalted portrait of
thellovinglyisovereign
GodlinithelBible"*

[GregoryANBoydiGodlofithelRossiblesAlBiblical
Introductionitolthel @pentViewlofiGodl(Grand
Rapids:#BakerBooks;2000) 11819 emphasisfin
original]

7/21/2025

Why should one think that the
passages occurring "within
the historical narrative
sections of Scripture™ have
anything to do whether there
is anything "ridiculous or
poetic” about how the Bible is
speaking about God?

After all, the Genesis 3 and
the 2 Samuel 7 passages are
both within historical
narrative sections of
Scripture.
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“Theylonlyistrike'some
as ridiculous because
these readers [ing) ©
thejtextia
efAwhal
GodimustbelikeXol I«
one is free from this
preconception, these
passages contribute to
the exalted portrait of
thellovinglyisovereign
God.inithelBible™

[GregonyfASBoydNGodlofitherRossibleAlBiblicall
Introductionttolthel@pentViewiofiGodl(Grand
Rapids:#BakerBooks}2000); 118119 emphasisiin
original]

“Theylonlyistrike'some
as ridiculous because
these readers [oing) (@
the}texial
eRAwWhal
must @ [k@. Once
one is free from this
preconception, these
passages contribute to
the exalted portrait of
thellovinglyisovereign
God.inithelBible™

[GregonyfANBoydiGodlofithelRossiblesAlBiblical,
Introductionitolthel@peniViewlofiGodl(Grand
Rapids?BakerBooks)2000); 11821k9emphasistin

original]

GUILTY AS
CHARGED!

But, from where
might one get such a
‘breconception of
what God must be
like*that he could
bring to the text?

A

7/21/2025
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The heavens declare

the glory of God; and

the firmament shows
His handiwork.

gave us¥a s
i seasons, filling our heaﬁfsﬁ th foaame

L. e

Acts 14:17

“They:only!striket'some
as ridiculous because
these readers bring to
the text a
preconception of what
God must be like.
iSkfree this]
[preceneEien, these
passages contribute to
the exalted portrait of
thellovinglyisovereign
God.inithelBible™

[GregonylAYBoydiGodlofithelPossiblezAlBiblicall
Introductionitoithel@peniView ofiGodl(Grand
Rapids:#BakerBooks;2000) 11819 emphasisfin
original]

The heavens declare
His righteousness,
and all the peoples

see His glory.

Psalm 976,

themselvési ho}show.

' the ork of rheﬂlaw wntren
t "’e’ﬁ’i’ |!
gmw r’or the,cattle,

i h,
and wine rimr ‘makes glad the hieant T8l
oil to.make his face shine, at%d Whlc’?

srrengthens man’'s heart.
Psalm 104:14-15

il

Given that this
‘preconception of what
God must be like”* comes
from our encolnter with
God's creation before we
read Scripture, how.is: it
possible for'one’torget
‘freel from this
preconception?

L AU

7/21/2025

> )
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" When one looks to'thetheavens and sees God
handiwork and righteousness, they are not
thereby "doing” philosophy:

s Because ofithe increasinglyideleterious effects
that bad philesephy is having, it sometimes
takes rigorous and. soundsphilesephical thinking
to rebut the erroneous views:and demonstrate
the truth about God's existence and attributes.

“My‘fundamental
thesis is that the
classical theological
tradition became
misguided when,
under the influence
of Hellenistic
philosophy, it
defined God's
perfectioniinistatic;
timelessiterms:*

[Gregony ay BoydNGadlorithel PossibleaAlBiblical
Introductionttoithel@pentView!ofiGodl(Grand
Rapids:BakerBooks)i2000): 7]
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“Doesn’t'every’'page
of the Bible paint a
portrait of God who
experiences things,
thinks things, and
responds to things
sequentially? Every
verb applied to God
in_the Bible testifies
to this'

YGodlofithe P SibledAlBiblical
elOpen\View/of Godl(Grand
00ksS

2000) &1 132]

7/21/2025
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poes god ever change uis mind?
oF THEPOSSIBLE

GBEGORY A. BOYD

author of best-selling Letters from a skepti

*He'says here'[Jer."18:8,
10] (and many other
places), 'l change my

mind." How could he say
it any clearer? If this

passage doesn't teach us
that God can truly
change his intentions,
what would a passage
that did teach this look
like?

7/21/2025
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*I"'suggest'that if this text
isn't enough to convince
us that God's mind is not
eternally settled, then our
philosophical
presuppositions are
controlling our exegesis
to a degree that no text
couldiever teach us this.
People who affirm the
divine,authority. of
Scripture do not wantito
be guilty of this'charge.*

Gregony AT BoydrGodlofithelRassibleiDees
God!EverChangelklisiMind2(GrandiRapids:
Baker, 2000); 78"

"God has a personallspiritibody;
7:9-14; 10:5-19); shape’ (Yn% )
(Phil. 2:5-7); image andilik
man (Gen. 1:26; 9:6; Ezek*
Cor. 11:7; Jas. 3:9): Helhasibo

-~

»

g of
Einis Jennin}s Dake Rev. 5:1-7; 22:4-6), and othé,
parts'

.

Dake, NT, p. 97.

7/21/2025
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o |sa 30:27 <=

Behold, the name of the LORD comes
from afar, Burning with His anger, And
His burden is heavy; His lips are full of
indignation, And His tongue like a
devouring fire.

"I'suggest that if this text
isn't enough to convince
us that God has lips and

a tongue, then our
philosophical
presuppositions are
controlling our exegesis
to a degree that no text
couldiever teach us this.

People who afflrm the
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APOLOGETICS

BY
CORNELIUS VAN TIL, Th.M., Ph.D.

PROFESSOR OF APOLOGETICS
WESTMINSTER THEOLOGICAL SEMINARY
CHESTNUT HILL, PHILADELPHIA, PA.

“A truly Protestant view of the
assertions of philosophy and
science can be self-
consciously true only if they:
are made!in light of the
Scripture’ Scripture!gives
definite information of a most
fundamental character about

all the facts and principles with
which philosophy:and: science
deal. For philosophy/or
science to'reject or even. to
ignore this information is to
falsify the picture.it gives of:
the field with whichit deals.*

[Apologetics)i(Unpublishediversion), p26]

7/21/2025

95



g

-l

dialshtm

- e

dialshtm

- e

) Dt ST

B
4

Greg Bahnsen’
(1948-1995) » =

) Dt ST

B
4

Greg Bahnsen’
(1948-1995) » =

}
2lim

an Dooyeweerd
1894-1977

7/21/2025

96



7/21/2025

This is a troublesome
conception of Christian
philosophy. ... The
philosopher is placed in
the privileged position of
laying down for the
exegete how the Bible
may and may not be used,
how its teaching must be
broadly conceived, and
what the Bible can and
cannot say. ... Philosophy
is thereby rendered
rationally autonomous ...."

[Van Til's Apologetic: Readings and Analysis

R R 00‘“(Ali’lq

Greg Bahnsen’

(1 948-1 995) ko (Phillipsburg: P&R, 1998), 50]

vl SE g The deadly assumption
1B here is that some
philosophical reasoning is
possible or intelligible for
the unbeliever without
presupposing the
Christian worldview. That
makes philosophical
reasoning autonomous
after all, and the
apologetical case is lost
from the very start."

[Van Til's Apologetic, 50]

R R 00‘“(Ali’lq

Greg Bahnsen’
(1948-1995) » %
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£God, although
incorporeal, is

named:in Scripture
metaphorically by
corporeal names."

ST, , @0, e )

ef‘ s
\-
ﬁ‘ Lo

Thomas Aqumas
(1225-1274)

eNowhwhat we have said
Isetsiaside. the error of
certaintdews who attributed
anger sadness,
repentance; and all such
passions'in their proper
senselto God, failing to
distinguish;whatin Sacred
Scripturelis'said properly
what'metaphorically."

[SCERNoRSiIe]
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"We must getiour
hermeneutics
from the Bible

otherwise werre
lostiin .:
relativism!*=

(caller tolradioktalkgshow)

- a
FOREWORD BY DR.NORMAN GEISLER

OBJECTIVITY

7z %{/é/{ffl//
INTERPRETATION

RS

THOMAS HOWE

e

P D]

Thom%% Howe

Southern Evaﬁfgelical Seminary

7/21/2025
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Uses of the Teerm ‘Eaith’

COMMON: synonymous with the term
religion’, e.g., the Christian faith

THEOLOGICAL: theological'virtue, “... for by
grace are you saved through'faiths..." (Eph.
2:8)

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

ROBERT R. REILLY

Thle

O THE
MUSLIM
MIND

n Intellectual Suicide

101



7/21/2025

B L
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e
Wih expiraations by i

—

' \
A:L-I’-- 4 ™ "‘r 4 |‘

Craig A B f:“/ C%’I.QA. Boyd

r

N
féan &, Padgelt “

witise. Faith and Reason
THREE VIEWS
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1o scnse tells yo.

7/21/2025

"l really wasnit'surelwherie}te
turn. Wherelscience
exciting proofsiofiitsiclaims*
equations); visible
religion wasiallot
demanding. Iticonstantly;
me to accept everythinglonkfaith®
As I'm sure youirelawarefaith
takes a fair amountiofieffontss Dan Brown
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W NCEWVAYES I SV WNERE (o
turn Where science offere

Do we as
Christians
maintain that
Christianity (as a

religion) wants

one to “accept

everything on
faith"?

me to accept everythm.g on {?@ﬂ{ﬂ}n
As I'm surelyouirelawanesfaith
takes a fairfamountiofieffontis

| 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
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“Religious: faith
is the beliefin
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]

“Faith'is the mortar.
thatifills theicracks'in
the evidence and the
gaps in thellogic, and

thus it is faithithat

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

[Harris, The End. of Faith) 233]

7/21/2025
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“Faith'is an evil
precisely
because it

requires no
Justification
and brooks no
_ argument.”
Richard Dés Haughion Ml 2006) 308
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Bertrand
Russell

WhylAm Not
a Christian
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Bertrand Russell
(1872-1970)
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*As regards the kind of
belief: it is thought
virtuous to have Faith—
that is to say, to have a
conviction which cannot
be shaken by contrary.
evidence. Or, if contrary:
evidence might induce
doubt, it is held that
contrary evidence must
be suppressed.”

[Bertrand Russell, Why | Am Not a Christian and

@ther Essays on Religion and Related Subjects,

(New~York: Simon and Schuster, 1957), from the
preface, p. vi]

George H. Smith

Bertrand Russell
(1872-1970)

ISN\

THE CASE
AGAINST

GOD

BY GEORGE H. SMITH
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George H. Smith

Peter Boghossian

7/21/2025

"Reason,and faith

.[aﬂ'eY o‘rﬂps’i{e,’tﬁo

mutually exclusive
terms: therelisino
recongiliationior
common,ground.

Faith is belief
without, or.in . spite
of reason."

[George H. Smith, Atheism: The Case Against God
(Buffalo: Prometheus, 1979), 98]
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"Cases of faith
are instane:e S
- ndnir}g

something you
don't know."

Peter Boghossian

Neil deGrasse Tyson
on Religion and Faith
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“I love you. Quick
question: | have a question
about the fossil record.
. When people; when non-
believers try to attack the
A dating system they use for
fossils and whatnot; for
carbon dating and
whatnot, is there any
validity in that?"

\

"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?
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“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

y ?ﬂaking out on information.

"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.
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"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

R religious philosophy. So it
l \.._ requires blinders in order to
\

I
\willi

make that happen.”

Neil deGrasse Tyson
on God
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"Do you
believe in

Creator:?

source: https://www.youtube. comlwatcth-IOnXGOthDwﬁ =13s,

accessed 02/09/22

“Me?*So, the more I look at
the universe, just the less
convinced | am that there is
something benevolent going
on. ...
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“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.'

slvhave 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.

ez
&
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v“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
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slvhave 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.
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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.

“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.”

7/21/2025
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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.

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.

I'lhope 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.

7/21/2025

“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."”

“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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If one occupies oneself Naturalfiheology,arises from
withigealitiicology epesean God's'GenerallRevelation.
pass by so-called natural A
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 ultimate through His taking on
erropiby NaVISRNotaIngito human nature in the

” Inc-arnat-l

LS
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"For of what use would
be the purest theology
based on grace and
revelation to' me if | dealt
with the subjects of.
grace and revelation. in
the way in which natural
theology usually'deals
with it soi-disant data
derivedifrom reason,
nature and history....2""

N@ “’ﬂﬂ:]m dEiaenke MintNatiralk

' %ﬁm@v&@@‘"&y
@rEmﬂCmmmfﬂi@&y

(1886-1968) @;@,eﬁﬂm
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“For of what use would
be the purest theology

Proneuncediswardeszaun gassdjonjolaceiand
(ithsaying oneseln)itis revelation to'me if | dealt

2 " with the subjects of.
French forsoscalled: grace and revelation in
e the way in whichinatural
thealogy usually deals
with it soi-disant data
derivedifrom reason,
nature and history, ... 2"

el by
[Prreitesser o (Sl Brvmmer e e [Reply "Nel” 5y
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enedWipifandkStockd2002) 8]
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A

CHRISTIAN
THEORY

OF KNOWLEDGE

Cornelius Van Til'&"
(1895-1987) Y

CORNELIUS VAN TIL

"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

(1lzr;|g|)ps1%L]1rg Presbyterian and Reformed Publishing, ‘ Cornel | US Va n TII \‘
(1895-1987) Y
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WORLDVIEWS

PowerFUL ANSWERS For AN “EvoLuTioN1zZeD” (

HAM | HODGE | KERBY | LISLE | McKEEVER

"We, all h'av‘e‘th'e same
evidence; but inlorder to
draw conclusions about
what the evidence means
we use dﬁ?‘w@.\'/iew—

our most basic'beliefs

about the.nature of
reality. ’ Ultimately,
biblical creationists
accept the recorded
lhistory of the Bible as
th@' starting point™
[Jason Lislef€ankCreationists,Be 'Real'
Scientists?" in Gary*Vaterlaus;'ed., War of the
Worldviews: Powerful Answers for an

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

Bible

32 Apologecs  Fahvs Reason

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
Newsletter seamlessly to help us know and love our Maker.

en reason and faith. On the one hand, God
d reason for what we believe, and

e th other people (1 Peter 315). Sowe
attempt to show unbeli our belief in the Scriptures is reasonable, justified,
and logieally defensible. The Bible

/ Latest Answers

DATES %

ANSWERS UP! Stay up to date each week with top articles, blogs,
v news, videos, and more.

makes sense.

logiciwhich correctly
the) tichainlofi

Since laws of
logic cannotbe observed

with the senses, our
confidence in them is a type
of faith,”

-ttps #//anSWersingenesist org/apologet|cs/fa|thvsreason/

05109122
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BERaithiisia prerequisite’for™
Nreason. Inlorder to reason

abotiianything we must'have
:@ﬂb that there are Iaws of;

havingfaith that’Xfis
truelwith’Xtbeing self-
prescrlbe m@zm of

evidently orundeniably ™ RL
true. Since laws of
'-"Iégic cannot.be observed

‘ = with the senses, our
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wiisie . Faith and Reason
THREE VIEWS

, sy Steve Wilkens

“Faith, asiwell asiwhat 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]
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“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:

y IVP'Academic, 2014), 61, emphasis in original]
WRaschke b

If *“meaning is ultimately.

determined by now:intricate

structures of communication
work together in an overarching
T o mila manner* and that “it is up to the

i interpreter toiprovide ainew.
R L o s | framework of discourse,” then
ﬂ O S TESairat wnitten of spoken ca how are we to take the meaning

be fleshed out. The ‘truth® of a text .
can be discerned in its deployability, you were seek’ng to

within a particular set of life A
OGS communicate through your
statement here?

% Rvaschke & it T
: It the interpreter provides a new.
framework, then why should be

take your statement to be
objectively true?
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Stanley J. Grenz
(1950-2005)

7/21/2025

“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]

{L ot

- “lk

¥ i
|| r 3

A PRIMER ON |J
POSTMODERNISM |

I
e STANLEY ). GRENZ I
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Stanley J. Grenz
(1950-2005)

Y P
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Stanley J. Grenz
(1950-2005)
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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. Nor can we gain
universal, culturally
neutral knowledge as
unconditioned specialists.

“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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Stanley J. Grenz
(1950-2005)
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“In contrast to the:modern
‘ ideallof the dispassionate
observer, we affirm the
postmodern discovery:
that no observer can stand
outside the historical
process. Ner can e
universalgcultirallyd
Inettrall as
[UncenditioneafSpecialiStsh
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Stanley J. Grenz
(1950-2005)
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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)
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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]

“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]
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Stanley J. Grenz
(1950-2005)

4 Ifialllourintellectual

Il CENIRS Y EVAE

"Onithe contrary, we are "una VOidably Conditioned"
participants in.our

e BT then)Grenz'siown statement

context, and all our

intellectual endeavors are i S i ts el f "u na VOi da bl y

unavoidably conditioned

by that participation.” con dition ed. -

Butiifthisistatementiis
sunavoidablyiconditioned; &
theyiwhyishould:weltakelit

aslobjectivelyitrue?

"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'" doewnloaded from

https://medium.com/@danmcgee/truth-and-postmodernism-
816ea9b3007a, 05/09/22]

7/21/2025
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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.”

Reloert [E. Welsoer
(S8 2007)

7/21/2025

-

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

they mediate ANY knowledge”

(emphasis added), then this
would be true of Dan McGee
and the knowledge claim he is
making right here.

But if this is true of Dan
McGee's claim here, why
should we take his claim to be
objectively true?

Copyriliine Mo i

TA] hslpfal and thowaugh guidebook” — Pratiswess WEEKLY
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“In the twenty-
first century
world ... the new.
attitude ... is'that
the uselof reason
and science to
prove o
disprove a fact is
questionable. ...

“This' ... points
... to the
postmodenn
conclusion that
we deal with
‘interpreted
facts.' ...
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“This ... points
... to the
postmodern
conclusion'that
we deallwith
linterpreted
factst ...

Relbert [E. Welbloer

(16882007

4

Reloert [E. WiElloer

(S8 2007)
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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."

[Rebert EXWebber helYounger Evangelicals:
Facing the €hallenges ofithelNew: World (Grand
Rapids: Baker, 2002), 84]
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“Meaning isiultimately determined by
how thelintricate structures of
communication work togetherinan
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.”

AL

Stanley J. Grenz

(1950-2005)

"In contrast to the. modern
ideal/of the dispassionate
observer, we affirm the
postmodern discovery
that no observer can stand

outside the historical

7/21/2025

"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.”

and

“This ... points
... to the
postmodern
conclusionithat
we deallwith
linterpreted
facts.”...

N self-refuting statements
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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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LS ——————
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.

LS ——————
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.

7/21/2025
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Webber: “That probably:is'theimost
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.
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Earlier, Webber accused
"Traditional Evangelicals" as
functioning within "a modern

worldview that is rationalistic and
propositional.”

| submit for your consideration
(without argument at this point) that
Webber characterizing this
worldview as "shaped by the
Enlightenment"” and working with
"modern philosophy” through
“"modern categories” is misleading
at best and a misreading of the
history of ideas at worst.

141



7/21/2025

Classical View of Faith and Reason

Faith

Believing Believing
something on | something on
the basis of the basis of

demonstration. authority.

Consider
Fermat's
Last Theorem.

/

Plerre de Eepmat
- ‘(1601 1665) “‘
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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 quadratoquadratum in duos quadra-
toquadratos, et generaliter nullam in infinitum ultra quadratum
potestatem in duos cjusdem mominis fas est dividere: cujus rei
demonstrationem mirabilem sane detexi. Hanc marginis eziguitas
non caperet.

Pierre de Fermat

Introduction

An clliptic curve over Q s 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 sce 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 clliptic 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
been numerically verified in many cases, prior to the results described in this
paper it had only been known that finitely many j-invariants were modular.

In 1985 Frey made the r observation that this ji should
imply Fermat’s Last Theorem. The precise mechanism relating the two was
by Serre as the j e 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.

f Faith and Reason

Faith

Believing Believing

something on | something on
the basis of the basis of
demonstration. authority.
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Classical View of Faith and Reason

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.

[On the Predestination of the Saints, 5, as cited in Norman L. Geisler, ed. Aug US‘tl| me
What Augustine Says (Grand Rapids: Baker Book House, 1982), 13] et
(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." T
AUGUStINE swilie-

[Letter 120, in Letters 100-155 (Vol. 11/2), trans. Roland Teske (Hyde
Park: New City Press), p. 131] (354—430)

Wi
A'-':h >
-

“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]
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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, @ 9,vreply trans JamesiVA McGlynn (Indianapolis:
l‘r‘h@{@’fﬁ])},

J;/
l; \‘ W Pkg* :
& Thomas Aqumas
(1225=1274)

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

J;,«

3 O o
d@es notsee. [ g
%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.”

n'JiBourke; (Notre:Dame: University of

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

(1225 1274)
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[OHN CALVIN

[NSTITUTES of the

CHRISTIAN RELIGION

Ilght of human ;reag;,n,_gy,eﬂn lf thls knowledge[ l |
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"Therefore in reading
the profane authors, the
& admirable light of truth
- v displayed in them
m" \‘(‘ should remind us, that
. the human mind,
however much fallen
. and perverted fromlits
-y original integrity,lis still
adorned and invested
> withfadmirable gifts
i fromlits Creator.

linstitutesiofithelChristianiReligion, 2.2 154trans

John Calvin :
- veridge, (Gran pids: Willi E
(1509-1564) E:adn[;;g:)’ezstge (Grand!Rapids: William!B

THE
WORKS OF

JOHN OWEN

John Owen
(1616-1683) volume four
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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."

JOhn Owen srzvfo#(jtsf
(1616-1683) ‘

— r &
THEWORKS OF JOHN OWEN <7} ; g
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CLASSIC REPRINT SERIES

Discourses UrpoN
THE EXISTENCE
AND ATTRIBUTES

ofF Gop

hp
Stephen Charnock

"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),
27.]
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5
€.

Stephen Charnock
(1628-1680)

5
M,

Stephen Charnock
(1628-1680)
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"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.]

Stephen Charnock
(1628-1680)

7/21/2025
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It can be demonstrated | It had to be revealed to us
historically that Jesus Christ; what was'different about. His
was crucified. ! death from the other two
I men who died that day.

REASON__| " [FAITH

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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Philosophy Can Establish the Foundation of Theology

I. The Foundation of Truth
A. Theories of Truth
1. Correspondence
2. Coherence
3. Functional
4. Pragmatic
5. Power
B. Tests for Truth
1. Classical Empiricism vs. Modern*Empiricism
2. Foundationalism /Walrant
II. The Foundation of Logic
A. Laws of Logic
B. Objections to Logic
[ll. The Foundatien of Human Knewledge
IV.The Foundatien of Apologetics (Apologetic Methad)
V. The Foundation of Morality (Natural Law Theory; Objective Morality)
VI.The Foundation of God: His Existence (Theistic arguments)

7/21/2025
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Philosophy Can Clarify the Meaning of Theology.

|. The Meaning of 'Nature'
A. Nature vs. Function
B. Nature and Teleology:.
C. Human Nature
II. The Meaning of Flesh vs. Sprit
A. Flesh
1. as Material
2. as Moral
B. Spirit
1. as Immaterial
2. as Godly
IIl. The Meaning of Biblical Inerrancy
A. The Concept of Truth in the Inerrancy Debate
B. The Concept of Truthiinthe Inerraney: Debate, Revisited
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Philosophy Can Safeguard the Doctrines of Theology

I. The Doctrine of Natural Theology
A. Saving Natural Theology from Jeffrey Johnson
B. God Fading Away: Contending for Classical Attributes@@qd
1. Simplicity
2. Omniscience (Open Theism; Molinism)
3. Goodness (God and Morality)
Il. The Doctrine Faith and Reason
The Popular MisconceptioniofiFaith and Reason
Atheism's MisconceptionteffEaithiand Reason
Neo-Orthodoxy's Misconception ofiFaithiand Reasen
Presuppositionalism's Misconception of Faithiand Reason
Postmodernism's Misconception of Faith andiReason
The Classical View of Faith and Reason
IIl. The Doctrine Principles of Biblical Interpretation (Hermeneutics)
IVV. The Doctrine Miracles: A Philosophy, Theology, and Apologetic
V. The Doctrine of Faith: Refuting the Heresies of the/Word of Faith- Movement

159



-

Stephen Jay Gould Alister McGrath RichardiDawkins
(19%1-2002)8

Facts and the Relationship
of Science and Religion

Paleontologist, evolutionary
biologist, and historian of
science

Taught at Harvard and New

Stepﬁen Jay Gould York University
(16%1-2002)8 :
Famous for his theory of

punctuated equilibrium

Was very interested in the
relationship between science
and religion
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"We may, | think, adopt
this word and concept to

express the central point

Stephen Jay Gould

(81200214 of this essay and the
principled resolution of
supposed ‘conflict’ or
'warfare' between science
and religion.

"No such conflict should
exist because each
\ Ssubject has a legitimate
Ster isiagy magisterium, or domain of
teaching authority—




Stephen Jay Gould

(19%1-2002)8

Steph‘en Jay Gould

(1o%1-2002)8

"and these magisteria do
not overlap (the principle
that | would like to
designate as NOMA, or
‘nonoverlapping
magisteria’).”

"The net of science
covers the empirical
universe: what is it made
of (fact) and why does it
work this way (theory).
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"The net of religion
extends over questions of
moral meaning and value.

Stephen Jay Gould

(19%1-2002)8

"These two magisteria do
not overlap, nor do they
k encompass all inquiry
Step gy (consider, for starters, the
magisterium of art and the
meaning of beauty).

7/21/2025




"To cite the arch cliches,
we get the age of rocks,
: and religion retains the
Stepgeingy rock of ages; we study
how the heavens go, and
they determine how to go
to heaven."

[Stephen Jay Gould, "Nonoverlapping Magisteria," http://www.blc.arizona.edu/courses/
schaffer/449/Gould%20Nonoverlapping%20Magisteria.htm, assessed 10/20/21]

Stepk‘en Jay Gould

(16%1-2002)8

Non
Overlapping
Magisteria
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Iy

hen Jay Gould
(19%1-2002)%

N O MA

Science Religion

(Facts and (Moral Meaning
Theories) and Values)

Step

“-q

Alister McGrath

* Andreas Idreos Professorship
of Science and Religion at
Oxford University

Senior Research Fellow at
Harris Manchester College,
Oxford
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Alister McGrath

"There is, of course, a third option—that of
'partially overlapping magisteria’
(a POMA, so to speak),

Alister McGrath

"reflecting a realization that science and religion
offer possibilities of cross-fertilization on
account of the interpenetration of
their subjects and methods."

[Alister McGrath and Joanna Collicutt McGrath, The Dawkins Delusion? Atheist Fundamentalism and the Denial of the Divine (Downers
Grove, IL: 2007), 41
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Alister McGrath

Partially
Overlapping
Magisteria

Common factual claims
of science and religion

e.g., information
content in biclogical
systems

(Facts and | (GEESE)
S VEIES)




Former Charles Simonyi
Professor of Public
Understanding of Science,
Oxford University

Author of The Selfish Gene;
The Blind Watchmaker; The
God Delusion, and more

famous for his theory of
memes

outspoken atheist

N

| —
Richard}

Dawkins
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FLIGION

gether we can

find the cure,

FLIGION

find the cure,

gether we can
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The Bhnd
Watchpaaker

Why the evidence bf &Blution reveals
a universe witHB tde: sign

BY THE AUTHOR OF THE SELFISH GENE

"Unlike some of
his theological
colleagues, Bishop
Montefiore is not
afraid to state that
the question of
whether God
exists is a definite
question of fact."

[The Blind Watchmaker, 37-38]
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“ihelpresencelor;
absence of'a
creative'super-
intelligence is
unequivocally a
scientific question,
even if it is not in
practice—or not
yet—a decided
one."

[The God Delusion, 58-59]

7/21/2025
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“Mhelpresenceror
absence of'a
creative'super-
intelligence is
unequivocally a
scientific question,

even |_f itis not in whether God
practice—or not

et—a decided exists is a definite
4 one." question of fact."

[The Blind Watchmaker, 37-38]
[The God Delusion, 58-59]

"Unlike some of
his theological
colleagues, Bishop
Montefiore. is not
afraid to state that
the question of

RichardlDawkine: q

et
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What methods for
answering questions
does Dawkins
propose?

diiherelisfanianswe@to
evenyisuchiguestion
[aboutiGediand miracles];
whetherernetiweican
discover it'in'practice, and
it'is a strictly scientific
answer.ilihe methods we
should use to settle the
matter, in the unlikely
event that relevant
evidence ever became
available, would be purely
and entirely scientific
methods."

[Richard Dawkins, The God Delusion, 59.]

SEE S el ESWELR 1)
evenyisuchiguestion
[aboutiGodiand miracles];
whetherernotiweican
discover it'in practice, and
it'is a strictly: scientific
answer. lhe methods we
should'use to settle the
matter, in the unlikely
event that relevant
evidence ever became
available, would be purely
and entirely scientific
methods."

[Richard Dawkins, The God Delusion, 59.]
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According to
Dawkins, should
scientific methods be
used only for certain
kinds of questions or
for every kind of
question?

Is this statement
here provable by
“purely and entirely
scientific methods"?

7/21/2025

[aboutiGod and miracles];
whetherlornetiweican
discover it'in practice, and
it'is a strictly scientific
answer. llhe methods we
should'use to settle the
matter, in the unlikely
event that relevant
evidence ever became
available, would be purely
and entirely scientific
methods."

[Richard Dawkins, The God Delusion, 59.]

evenyssuchiquestion
[aboutiGod and miracles];
whetherlernetiwelcan
discover it'in practice, and
it'is a strictly scientific
answer. llhe methods we
should'use to settle the
matter, in the unlikely
event that relevant
evidence ever became
available, would be purely
and entirely scientific
methods."

[Richard Dawkins, The God Delusion, 59.]
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. - Mherelistanfanswerto
Since Dawkins' evenlsuchlquestion

[aboutiGediand miracles],

Sta tement iS nOt whetherornotiwelcan
provab[e by "purely discover it in'practice, and

itis a strictly scientific

and entirely answer he methods we

should'use to settle the

scientific matter, in the unlikely
methods.” what event that relevant
J

evidence ever became

kind of method available, would be purely

and entirely scientific

must be used? methods."

[Richard Dawkins, The God Delusion, 59.]




BhilloseophicaliMethed!

Why can’t that
method be used for
questions about
miracles?

diiherelisfanianswe@io
evenyisuchiguestion
[abouttGediand miracles];
whetherernetiweican
discover it'in practice, and
it'is a strictly scientific
answer.ilihe methods we
should'use to settle the
matter, in the unlikely
event that relevant
evidence ever became
available, would be purely
and entirely scientific
methods."

[Richard Dawkins, The God Delusion, 59.]
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Completely
Overlapping
Magisteria

Science
(REGSIECAVEIES))

RicharalDawkins

Ric'h;%(;lTﬁawkins
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FOREWORD BY DR.NORMAN GEISLER

OBJECTIVITY
2z ;)/))7/// ca /
INTERPRETATION

Ebpwarp FESER
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ThomasiA. Howe

Southern Eval_g*elical Seminary
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Scholastic Metaphysics

A Contemporary Ini roduction

Edward Feser

Aristotle's Revenge

rhe Metaphysical Foundations of

Physical and Biological Science
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Etienne Gilson

Etienne Gilson
(1884-1978)

E D WA R D FoE e cE R

FelPava b
PR BEES

OF THE EXISTENCE
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Aquinas’s Way to God

I'he Proofin De Ente et Essentia

]AMES E DOLEZAL

CALL THAT
IS IN GOD
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A BELIEVER AND AN ATHEIST DEBATE

-~

Antony Flew
(1923 - 2010)

TERRY MIETHE AND ANTONY FLEW

5 RE W R B Y
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MAITd ANOLNYV

DUTW STIY PIZUBYD
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S, DTIOM 33Ul MOYH

a9 q/ﬂ SI oo Antony Flew

‘%’ 1923 - 2010

JP MORELAND AND
KAI NIELSEN

with Contributions by: N
* Peter Kreeft * Antony Flew *

J. P. Moreland | «WilliamLaneCraig* | Kai Nielsen
* Keith Parsons = Dallas Willard » |
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