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There are'many things that
are knowable by means of
our natural faculties (our
senses and our'intellects)
with which'God has
createdius:

You don‘t'lhave to be an
astronomer to know when
the sun'is shining or a
botanist to know' a flower
when you see’one.
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But the in-depth analysis of
certain aspec?s of reality
requiremore deliberate
attention to a given discipline
aimed at theraspect.

LY

A child can know what a flower is.

She knows that a flower is
not a human.
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L

However, to delve deeper into the
physical nature of a flower, one
would need to understand botany.

L Y

To delve deeper s:till, one would
need to understand chemistry (to
understand, e.qg., photosynthesis).
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And to delve deeper till, one
would need to understand
physics.

By parallel, d"r?e{leed 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).
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Nevertheles‘é,\a\t some point
where certain things need a
deeper analysis or nheed to be
defended against'critics, one
will need to utilize'sound

philosophy.

Suppose we wanted to account
for a number of other aspects of
the plant and the human.
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What makes a plant a plant and what
makes a human a human are their
respective natures.

Metaphys:cs

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

Epistemology




7/11/2026 9:31 PM

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

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

Ethlcs

10
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We insist that others value the human
over the plant and hold them
accountable when they do not.

Polltlcal Phllosophy

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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Jsht Philob Spht
.an Enemg?

- 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

12
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“It seemed like a good idea at the time.” That's a popular postmortem for a plan A A RESET
that has gone horribly wrong. In fact, well-intentioned ideas are behind almost

every financial shipwreck, abandoned project, and foreign policy failure that

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

phenomena of existence, thought, ethics, behavior, aesthetics, and so on.

In Paul's time “everything that had to do with theories about God and the world and the meaning of human life
was called ‘philosophy’ . . . not only in the pagan schools but also in the Jewish schools of the Greek cities.” I The
first-century Jewish historian Josephus adds that there were three philosophies among the Jews: the Pharisees, the

Sadducees, and the Essenes. [2]
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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

v'Is Paul talking about
philosophy as we use
the term todayZeN, 4
s 2

v Slippose, forithé

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

The Apostle Paul

17



“Beware lest anyone
cheatiyou through
philesophy and empty
deceit, according to the
tradition of men,
according to the basic
principles of the world,
and nmotaccording to
Christ."

The Apostle Paul
Epistlelto the Colossians

“Beware'lest anyone
cheatiyou through
philosephy and empty
deceit;according to the
tradiftion of men,
according to the basic
principlesiof the world,
and net-according to
Christ."

Tihe Apostle Paul
Epistle to the Colossians

7/11/2026 9:31 PM

v.Though infectious
diseases are not'torbe
trifled with, we are
grateful that
physicians learn about
them in order to help
us avoid getting sick
ortorhelp us get
cured:

18



“Beware lest anyone

cheat you through
philesophy and empty
deceitiaccording to the
tradition of men,
accornding to the basic
principles of the world,
and not according to

PR "
Christ.
The Apostle Paul
Epistlelto the Colossians

"Good phiIoég‘pJny
must exist; ififordno
other reason,
because bad

philosophy needs
to be answered.' &

o,
["Learning in War-Time"in THe Weight.oaG/ory: A ,_,Q,Qj[_ect’fqh o
arperCollins,
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v/.By:analogy, evenif

Paul'was warning‘us
to avoid philesophy,
we can be grateful
that Christian
philosophers learn
about philosophy in
orderito help us avoid
gettingi‘sick orto
helprustget “cured-*

19
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“But seeing that a teacher s ; .
of sacred Scripture mustat\" =
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

g | " ESSThomas Aguinas
2‘.'- i %
Uoo i AR

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

rm n GGISler ‘ [Norman L. Geisler, "Beware of Philosophy: A Warning to Biblical
Scholars," Journal of the Evangelical Theological Society 42/1 (March
982-2019 1999): 3-19 (18)]
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"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

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

the term today. '
L 4
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"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
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Another way. toliranslate the
Greek could be¥the philosophy
which is emptyideceit."”

Josephus usedithe 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 an 'OMM
form of piety but was uselessyin

developing an inward character
of righteousness.

22
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B &, THEORIES
OF TRUTH (i}

"1t |s ra|n|

"Is that‘

27



7/11/2026 9:31 PM

R

Whatever you are‘ sa ;u '
about the stat 0 :

“l [/ gk
errilen

: —

when you say that
itis true’ |sd.y®u
| theory of truth ' i

How you kni\ﬁl'
is ralnlngi

test for. t it
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osTest for Truth==

L?D@W M iib@ how. one ClISEEE
termsktruefandktruthi® whether a statement is

] true, regardless of

one's theory of truth

THEORIES
OF TRUTH

29



Correspondencer ~===

Coherence

Functional

Pragmatic
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 THEORIES OF _

WARNING!

diruthlisicorrespondenceitolreality:

-alhisisaysithatiaistatementisitruelinias
muchiasiiticoniespondsitolrealityX

- Aihus sthelstatement¥itlisirainings:

30
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would beatru'cre i l ni
statement,if |t |sr|n, ,lf f
fact ralnlng b 1} L
in realltyz‘r‘l RS T

|

TR bs reiming’

would be a false
statement if it is in
fact not raining =
in reality.
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"To say ofiwhatiis}
that it is not;lorHof
what is not; thatliflis}
is false, whileltorsay,
of what is; thatlitlis
and of whatlisinot}
that it is not) isitrUeXs
e e o A P A

5 L 1941). 10 pev yap Aéyev 1016V pnevailiTolu Vel VBT, 16 6 10
OV eival Kai TO un OV un €ival aAnBEg.

SOCRATES: But how about truth,
then? You would acknowledge that
there is in words a true and a false?

HERMOGENES: Certainly.

SOCRATES: And there are true and
false propositions?

HERMOGENES: To be sure.

SOCRATES: And a true proposition
says that which is, and a false
proposition says that which is not?

HERMOGENES: To be sure. r ’t -

' |
[Cratylus, 385b, trans. Benjamin Jowett in Edith Hamilton and Huntington Cairns, . ] .mat"ce
eds. Plato: The Collected Dialogues Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1961, _\(42@-{348 BC)

423]
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STRANGER: Then what sort of character
can we assign to each of these
[statements]?

THEAETETUS: One is false, the other true.

STRANGER: And the true one states about
you the things that are as they are.

THEAETETUS: Certainly.

STRANGER: Whereas the false statement
states about you things different from
the things that are.

THEAETETUS: Yes.

[Sophist, 263b, trans. F. M. Cornford in Edith Hamilton and Huntington Cairns, eds.
Plato: The Collected Dialogues Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1961, 1010]

OthegRhilo'sophersiVheliiolditoythie
ConrespondenceNihe ool

' 7 ' .

Pl !") Augustine®
Y

(428-248'BC) ; (854-430 BC)

7/11/2026 9:31 PM

33



"Though you do not trust the
senses and can reply that
you do not know whether it is
a tree, at least you will not
deny, | suppose, that if is
truly a tree if it is a tree. For
that is a judgment not of the
senses but of the
intelligence. If it is a false
tree it is not a tree."

[The Soliloquies, |, 28, Augustine: Earlier Writings, trans. John H. S.
Burleigh, The Library of Christian Classics: Ichthus Edition (Philadelphia:
Westminster Press, 1953), 40]

"All things are true, in
so far as they have
being, nor is there any
falsity, except when
that is thought to be
which is not."

[Confessions, VII, 15, (21), The Confessions of St. Augustine, trans.
John K. Ryan (New York: Image Books, 1960, 174]
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Augusting s
(354-430)

Augusting s
(354-430)
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OthegRhilosophersiholtolditokthe
CollespondenceNiheonydo iilith)

m— ‘
Augustine* - Anselm’
(854-430 BC) - {o3%109)

"Now, in some statements thesektwo;
truths, or correctnesses; are
inseparable, as when we's
an animal’ or ‘A man'is not

signifies that what-is'is,
negative statement alway.

[De Veritate, 2, in Complete Philosophicaltandiliheol
Anselm of Canterbury, trans. Jasper Hopkinsiand
(Minneapolis: Arthur J. Banning Press, p. 168, ava
https://www.faculty.umb.edu/gany. zabel/€Courses/S
ate.pdf, accessed 06/05/24]
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>lat Augustine* f nselm \ B Aqumas
(428248 BC) ; (854-430 BC) : s 109 NN (1225:1274)

gliruthiis defined by
conformity of
intellect and thing;
hence to know
thisiconformity is to : § St
know. truth."” ,’ e ¥

W
Sure Thsalegleo b @ 15 O ~Thomas Aqumag
1225:1274 |

36



7/11/2026 9:31 PM

Emhelknowledge which we
havelby:natural reason
contains twoithings:
derived from the
sensiblelobject; and the
UB@@F&W intelligiblelight,
enablmg us'to abstract
mithem)intelligible

conceptions.” ¢ m———p =
(iomess Aquies: ST b6 {2 e AL v Thomas'/Aguinas

1225= 1 274

P[ﬁ)ﬁm@ﬁ@h
@fﬁ’mm/ﬁ?a

——
al Augustine*
(428548 BC) . (854-430/BC)

37



7/11/2026 9:31 PM

“Of course it is possible
to explain the meaning of
the word to someone who

does not know the
language, and tell him
that the word ‘truth’, in
the strict sense, denotes
the conformity of thought
with its object ...”

[René Descartes Letter to Mersenne, Oct. 16, 1639,

D eS Ca rteS https://archive.org/stream/the-philosophical-writings-of-descartes-v-

3/The%20Philosophical%20Writings %200f%20Descartes %20V.3_djvu.tx,

(1596-1660) accessed 06/18/26]

OthegRhilo'sophersiVheliiolditoythie
ConrespondenceNihe ool

.—-'-. 3
“Rlat Augustine*
(428-248 BC) (854-430 BC)

Locke
(1632-1704)

v J@:
) | *\(
(

e { |
o k_‘ . " -:_' i ' 5

o
~r ‘\ =4

éhserkﬂ. \ Aqtiigs Deseartes)

|

103%109) W S (1225-1274) (1596-1660) &
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“Truth then seems to
me, in the proper import
of the Word, to signify
nothing but the joining
or separating of Signs,
as the Things signified
by then, do agree or
disagree with one
John Locke another.”

John Locke An Essay Concerning Human Understanding, IV, v, §1
(1632-1704) [ % 2 ol

P[ﬁ)ﬁm@@@m
@if‘mﬁiﬁ)

"\
£ ‘
. *
=y \x L Eis [ —l >
Augustines Anselmis = '+ Aquinas Deseartes)
:11('033‘21109,

(428 248 BC) (854-430 BC) (1225-1274) (1596-1660) ‘&

.
o

Locke Leibniz
(1632-1704) (1646-1716)
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“It were then better to
place truths in the
relation between the
objects of ideas which
causes the one to be or
not to be included in
the other.”

GOttfrled Wl I hel m Le | bn |Z [Gottfried Wilhelm Leibniz, New Essays on Human Understanding, Bk.

IV, Chap, V, §2, trans. Alfred Gideon Langley (New York, Macmillan,

(1646-1716) 1896) , 451]
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“Truth or falshood [sic]
consists in an agreement
or disagreement either to
the real relations or ideas

or to real existence and

matter of fact.”

[David Hume, A Treatise of Human Nature, Bk. IIl, Pt. I, §1.]

“Truth or falshood [sic]
consists in an agreement
or disagreement either to
the real relations or ideas

or to real existence and

matter of fact.”

[David Hume, A Treatise of Human Nature, Bk. lIl, Pt. I, §1.]

7/11/2026 9:31 PM

David Hume
(1711-1776)

For Hume, ‘Relations of
ideas’ and ‘matter of fact’
roughly track the distinction
between logical truths
(2+2=4; All bachelors are
unmarried) and other types
of truths (e.g., It is raining
in Pretoria).

41
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- » For Hume, ‘Relations of
“Truth or falshood [sic] ideas’ and ‘matter of fact’

consists In an agreement roughly track the distinction

or disagreement either to between logical truths
the real relations or ideas (2+2=4; All bachelors are
unmarried) and other types

or to real existence and of truths (e.g., It is raining

matter of fact.” in Pretoria).

[David Hume, A Treatise of Human Nature, Bk. lIl, Pt. |, §1.] ThIS |S picked up Iater by
Kant as his ‘analytic’ vs.
‘synthetic’ distinction.
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1q Augustine* Ansel [ Aqumas DeSeartes)
(428943 BC) (854-430/BC) :1?('033?1109; S (1225:1274) (1596-1660) &

¢ ?

) | |

Locke Leibniz Hume
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Kant :

‘(1724 1804)
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Immanuel Kant
(1724-1804)

(428248 BC)

Locke
(1632-1704)

7/11/2026 9:31 PM

“What is truth?2 Tihe
nominal definitioniof
truth, that itis
agreement of:
knowledge withlits;
object, is assumed,
as granted.*

[Immanuel Kant, Critique of Pure Reason, A58/B82; tré’g
Smith (New York, St. Martin's Press, 1965), 97 ]
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Bert"a

7/11/2026 9:31 PM

“Thus although truth and falsehood
are properties of beliefs, yet they
are in a sense extrinsic properties,
for the condition of the truth of a
belief is something not involving
beliefs, or (in general) any mind at
all, but only the objects of the belief.
A mind, which believes, believes
truly when there is a corresponding
complex not involving the mind, but
; ’ only its objects. This
: : correspondence ensures truth, and
its absence entails falsehood.”
nd Russe” [Bertrand Russell, The Problems of Philosophy (New York: Oxford

‘]»8’2 1 97’0) University Press, 1959), 129]

T — ST

| e/ conseRt in (e mind | ) | thinginjreality)

Cornrespondence
Theory of Truth

l

e | thinglinireality,

Form in the intellect Yicenityl Form in the sensible object
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—

The term 'Form® here is a reference to a philosophical doctrine in the
metaphysics of Aristotle and Aquinas. It stands in contrast to ‘Matter:.

‘Form’ is that metaphysical aspect of a sensible thing that makes the
thing the kind of thing that it is.

‘Matter'is that aspect of a sensible thing that makes it an individual
member of the kind.

One can talk about dogs as a kind (e.g., “Dogs are mammals") and
talk about an individual dog (e.g., “My dog is a Great Dane*)

In the thinking of Aristotle and Aquinas, every real, sensible thing is
composed of Form and Matter.

—_— e ol

Form in the intellect Yigeniityd Form in the sensible object

MENY
0P

METAPHYSICAL

Mortimer I§AdIen MORAL
T OBJECTIVE
: CATEGORICAL
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Mortimer $§Adles

&e02-2001)

Mortimer d§Adles

(

el02-2001)

"To avoid a confusion
that runs through
philosophical
controversiestabout truth
it must'be remembered
that th' e correspondence

‘theory of truth is not itself:
a testiofitruth. It merely;
state%edeﬁnitien (o)
truth—whatit is. This

undetlies all empirical
and pragmatlc tests of

“The logical test of truth,
such as coherence or the
absenceiof intrinsic
contradic-ti.q theony,
do not presuppose'the
realist's definition of truth

as agreement or

fact are. That is why
idealists tend to define
truth entirely. m terms of

i Metaystal Moral Object/ve

ical (New i BikaNacMillan, 1993); 2‘

7/11/2026 9:31 PM
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-
What'does it mean.to

corresponditoireality ?

-

liruthiisswhen a’proposition
corresponds toireality:

But therelarelalnumberiof ways
that a proposition can
correspond.torreality:

47
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Ways a Proposition Can
Correspond to Reallty

Allegoncally AN e ._Similarly

(allegory) _ - o - Lo (simile)

\: ,i"‘r- \ "

Analogically : Symbollcallyw Hyperbohcaily Phenomegologically
(analogy) = & e ﬁymbol) ‘4 ‘_‘_‘_. : Ls.ﬁ..-(h perbore.) " (a.k.a., language of appearance)

ISR

ASynecdo ch|caliy \ ) Metonymmally
(syraicdoche' e ‘ (metonymy) ‘f ’
§ of «.L , 4

o

el &dby the Sea of'
M"." Simoin’and: Andrewv)
, as_tmg_a,n_et mto the

/L
~ =~
T '.‘—"i"\"

/ o Mark'1 1 )
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s

) Allegc)ry

"But.helwhoil was of the bondwoMan was

*

bo\(;qi.____accor@ng{o the flesh, and he of the

fre eewoman through promise, v%hlch things
are stboIlc “Gal. 4: 23-24a #

AAARY oups\m

B
-"7 ¢ "*'-« 3\_

5 their hands.”
~ Isa 55:12
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“For we walk by
faith, not by

sight.”
2 Cor. 5:7
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S y b ol -
)
the!l.-,l,olylSp*Lrl,tg‘lndlcatlng this, that the way
mto the'Holiest of éll was not yet made mamfest . 4
whilejthe flr\sg@b rnacle was!still staﬁng{m’gilt fé.:“.
was symbohc*forfhe present.time. in\which both |
glfts and. sacrlflces are. offered Wthh cargnot
make hlm“!'who performed the service peg!fect in
7/

| regy‘at; djto the consc:ence—" Heb. 9:7:9

" \
.
i ’ o
- i T
A ’ '
1
1

e‘rhole

“Now; the Mldlanltes and Amalekltes?all.‘- )
,_:p‘e_oﬁ 'ej-’of the East were Iy:%g’*m the 'valley

oo aga B

R

, were*w:theut“numberzas the sand by thge“"*y__;
se§shore ’;n multltude 2 Uudges 7: 1 2
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Phenomepologically
" .. for He makes His sun

rise on the evil and on the
good, ..."Matt. 5:45

Phenomenologically

"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
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2 .\-_O_f !the W@E@ s:x‘ m"
usa *d»flgve hundred% 1difi

-.-,;:; s . 'aﬁ?’" '\

"And Méé“e \said. ¢Tiher [

-\-,_

Né us ‘i\'hlS day our;daiqu

- i ([} /
| «‘bread Matt. 6 11 o
ﬁ(? . !x' %ﬁ

b}

e,

o

%wmw\%

i

53



7/11/2026 9:31 PM

ok Metonymy s

“For it happened when Dawd was m f‘
4\ Edom, and Joabi\the commandergof
the army had gone up.to bury the
w’sIaln after he hadkilled every male.

in Edom" 1 Kings 11:15 ’:’

|\/| t } |
"After these things Jesus "Therefore when the»-l:ord
and His disciples came into ® knew that the Pharlsees
the land of Judea, and had heard that Jesus] made
“gwere He remained with # and baptized more
d'them and baptlzed " John - dlsc1ples than Johngt
| " #(though Jesus Hlmself ©[[o}

not baptize, but HIS
dlsc1ples) “John 4 1-2

&£
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Metonyy n

‘3‘ a \
And when John had heard in Notice that two went to |
prison about'the works of speak t

Christ he sent W@ of his P ° Jesus

dlSClpIes {3} and said tg Him, ’
Are You the Coming Oney V@l? (’Bﬂ@ [?D@@ @

#1do we look for another?” (4% glthadthe
j ﬁejus answered and said to tW,0) W@
I88them, "Go and tell John the Nestistaslifdittiwasiests

tl;“':ngs which you hear and M theltalking?
see:" Matthew: 11:2-4 :

Metonymyn -
"The centurlon answered” .= "... the centurlonféent ,’i(
and said, ‘Lord,  am not frlends to Him, saymg {0)
&orthy that You should' 'Him, 'Lord, do not trouble
‘come under my roof. ..." Yourself for I am Not
' worthy that You shPuId

= enter under my roof""

‘ Luke 7:6 ° !
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m

I\/Ietqnymy

"',t\&fter these things Jesus = *“'Therefore, whehn thel-l:'orjé |
and His disciples came into ® knew that the Pharls\gesf
\the land of Judea, and had heard that Jesus MELL

‘Wthere He remained with # and baptized more

\ them and baptized." John - dlsc1ples than John
3:22 " #(though Jesus Hlmself%hd

qut baptize, but HIS

disciples),” John 4 1 2

rd

Ways a Proposition Can
Correspond to Reallty

Allegoncally
(allegory)

. ?ﬂﬁﬁ;y.‘{?' -y w v
Analogically . 3) ) /g Phenomeneloglcally
(analogy) e il ! )N (a.k.a., language of appearance)

ASynecdo chicallyw \® y ) Metonymlcally ,,

‘(sy lecdoch'é)( ~ (metonymy) - ~
rf' X Ky ¢ f = A

o
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*What about the other
theo riusaftru'th-?

> Definition: A statement is true
when it coheres with or is
consistent with a body of other
statements.
Coherence
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A BRIEF
HISTORY OF
TIME |

__FROM| °

BLACK
HOLES

A i
9

7% Ay
. & )

Stephen\W. Hawking . -y
j (1942-2018) . - STEPHEN
- WHAWKING

Yn'a?h‘erfnatical model

we make to describe
our observations: it

only exists in our
minds. ... It is simply
, a matter of which is

) the more useful

\ ,‘-“‘-?ﬁb = H [[]

— g & description.
Stephen W. Hawking ==,

[Stephen W. Hawking, /A Biief HistolonTimes Fronithe)
¥ Pt "

(1 942-201 8) .. Big Bang to Black: Piolos (Torontc’éantam Books)! 1?:5?

W HAWNKING
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The
Resurrection

of Theism

Prolegomena
to Christian Apology

ks series

“Mani... must come to'a
comprehension of the
conditions,which.make

knowledgelitselfipossible:

= This possibility:of

knowing depends upon
aniinnate’structure of

rationality: with which the

mind approaches and.
understandsithe datalof

experience.: Such an
epistemologyifis] called,

rational.empiricism:*

[The!Resurrection:of Theism: RProlegomena; to.
Christian Apology, 223 ed. (Grand Rapids: Baker,
1982),:24]
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‘Eitherwe must be
skeptics aboutithe
knowledgelof things:as
they:exist
independently:orwe
must maintain that true
knowledge of such
entities'istpossible by,
the systematic
correlation oflour
various experiencesiinto
a selfzconsistentwhole.

“Since ... skepticism'Is
self-contradictory; the
second. alternativeiwill
necessatrily:be
maintained: Butithe
theory that the test of
truth consists'in'such a
sy Stematiciconsistency
of ideas is a logically,
coherentwhole'is
preciselyithe'coherence
theory.ofitruth.*

[The!Resurrection’of Theism: Prolegomena: to

Christian Apology, 22 ed. (Grand Rapids: Baker,
1982),:38]

7/11/2026 9:31 PM
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“Since'the position
involves epistemological
dualism, it necessitates
an'espousal ofithe
coherenceltheoryiof
truth.*

[The!Resurrection of Theism: Prolegomena to
Christian Apology, 229 ed. (Grand Rapids: Baker,
1982),:38]

“Epistemologicalidualism
ISithe doctrinelthat the
immediateiobject; present.
to'thermind.is:notithe
independentlyiexisting
reality—say.a box: or what
have you—buta
representative idea of this
object. All'themina.
knows. directly.arelits
ideas'and nothing else.*

[The Resurrection’of Theism: Prolegomena: to
Christian! Apology, 223 ed. (Granad Rapids: Baker,

1982),38] Stuart C: Hagek

A
~
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The |
Reconstruction

of the Christian
Revelation
Claim

A Philosophical
~ and Critical Apologetic

rrrrr

> Definition: A statement is true
when it coheres with or is
consistent with a body of other
statements.

Coherence > Truth cannot merely be

coherence because by this
theory, even a fairy tale could be
“true."

> Every theory of truth, including
coherence, requires the
correspondence theory of truth
to define itself.
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Functional TH EORIES OF : ‘

fﬂTRUTHj_

~ WARNING!

> Definition: A statement is true in
as much as it fulfills its intended
purpose.

> It is sometimes known as the
Functional intentional theory of truth.

»> Truth cannot be merely function
because it needs the
correspondence theory to define
itself.
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Pragmatic

> Definition: A statement is true in
as much as it works or is
practical.

> The pragmatic theory gives rise
to the notion that something can
be “true for you but not true for
me."

Pragmatic

65



"For pragmatists, the desire for
objectivity is not the desire to
escape the limitations of one's
community, but simply:the

desire for as much intersubjectivels
agreement,as possible;-the desire
to extend the reference of ' us as
far as we can.'

[Richard Rorty; "Solidarity or. Objectivity,™in

Objectivity, Relativism, and Truth: Philosophical

Papers Vol: 1, (Cambridge: Cambridge

University: Press, 1991), as cited in Lawhead,
The Voyage of Discovery, 563-564]

Richard Rorty
(1931-2007)

"For pragmatists, the desire for
objectivity is not the desire to
escape the limitations ofione's
community, but simply. the

desire for as much intersubjectivels
agreement as possible;-the desire
to extend the reference of ' us as
far as we can.'

[Richard Rorty; “Solidarity or Objectivity:™in

Objectivity, Relativism, and Truth: Philosophical

Papers Vol 1, (Cambridge: Cambridge

University. Press, 1991); as cited in Lawhead,
The Voyage of Discovery, 563-564]

Richard Rorty
(1931-2007)

7/11/2026 9:31 PM
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Ron‘y h‘ad /n m/nd or Was 'h'op/ng for

Bllt N“[ :
e Rop Vg”
PAUL GOPAN
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" “TRUE FOR YOU

cLoisiztati EIRLL
NOT FOR ME"

Overcoming Objections
to Christian Faith

PAUL COPAN

own mouth, to burn
the queen of heaven andpoln

‘heryas

fathers, our kings a
princes, in the cities:
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& Jeremiah 44:17:1/8f=

"For then we had' plentylofi
food, were well-off,;andisawino
trouble. But sincelwe
burning incense!'to thelqlieen

of heaven and pouring:out
drink offerings to herwelthave,
lacked everything and‘have
been consumed b
and by famine:

> Definition: A statement is true in
as much as it works or is
practical.

> The pragmatic theory gives rise
to the notion that something can
be “true for you but not true for
me."

Pragmatic

> Every theory of truth, including
pragmatic, requires the
correspondence theory of truth
to define itself.
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" THEORIES OF

W wa, ; ‘N
o NSRS ‘ =,
! A

WARNING!

> Definition: Discussions and
disputes over truth are
fundamentally struggles over
political power.
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> Definition: Discussions and
disputes over truth are
fundamentally struggles over
political power.

> Social elements justify their
control over and suppression of
others elements in society by
framing their political status as
being grounded in objective
truths about reality.

againithat by truth"?l;dom@t Ny
mean‘the'ensemble

truths which: areltolber
" discoveredand |
W accepted, but rather the

L § ensemble of rules according, |

' to which the true and.the
false are separated and
specific effects of power:

attached to the true,’
i

A
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‘it beinglunderstooalalsolthatlitiss
almatternotiofiatbattleson
behalf ofitheltruthyblitiofia
A battlelaboutthelstatisiof
truth and the economic
and political role it plays-*

[Michel Foucault;' Foucault'ReadersAntintroductionito;
Foucault's' Thoughtiwith: Major New:Unpublished:

Material, ed. PaullRabinow! (New/York: Rantheon
Books, 1984), 74]

MiChe_,,I&FoucauIt <
((1926-1984)

FEMINIST STANDPOINT THEORY
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"Feminist standpoint theory is one of
three alternatives to traditional
philosophy of science proposed by
Sandra Harding in her 1986 The
Science Question in Feminism.
Feminist standpoint theory has its
roots in Marxism and takes as a
starting point the idea that people in
different social/political locations
(different classes in its Marxist
version) sometimes have access to
information that those in more
socially/politically privileged
positions do not.”

[Sharon Crasnow,"Feminist Standpoint Theory," in Nancy Cartwright

S h aron C rasnoew and Eleonora Montuschi, eds. Philosophy of Social Science: A New

Introduction (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2014), 146]

Communication Theory
giihelstandpointitheonylisialpost
Imedernisticlapproachlonipeople’s
The Standpoint Theory m m howithelday-

I alters or.

FEMINIST STANDPOINT THEORY nﬂﬂm @ person ”op’n’ons.

) GenerallyXalstandpointiarises
whenipeopleliecognizelthelvalue
ofipowerdwhichlcreatesidifferent
withinfsociety:sTihe
focuses on
andlgives
tolfeministiviewpoints.*

Intinsvvadcommunicationtheopyforgitheistar 4poIn Siheony/raccessed
O7114428)
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e -

One should ask “when people
recognize the value of power
which creates different groups
within society” whether their
recognition and “opinions" are
themselves altered by their
own “day-to-day experience”.

If the answer is 'no’, then
standpoint theory is not true.

If the answer is ‘'yes’, then why
should anyone take their
recognition and opinions to be
objectively the case?

glhelstandpointitheonylisialpost
approachlonipeople’s
ﬂ?siM' the day-
experiencelalters or
ﬂ@lﬂm a persons opinions.

whenip recogmze the value
@?mwﬁﬁd}] creates!different
withinfsociety: The
0C
lgendedperceptiontandigives
toffeministiviewpoints:*

[T -ps/‘/www.@rg/thes amdgdi:ht_—theory/, accessed
O 425

G. [Flowe, [Ph.D.

IL. Ceidler Clelr ef Clrisitn ApelogEies
Preitasser o [Plilleseyly enel ApelerEies

EVangelicalkSeminans
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Laws of
Logic
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~The Laws' of: gggic@

v_ The Lawiof Non-Contradiction

va'The'Law of ExclidediMiddle

v TLhe L’av&f Identity;

- B

~The Law of\Non-Contradiction-<

pg5eNce » A thingleannot be both 'A' and*non-A' at thel
same'time and in thelsame. sense™

tencer~'A thing .cannot bothfexisifand not exisffatithe
exis . :
SEIMEUMCERENR (he seme SR

ruth v@ A statef‘m@‘rmt cannotibelboth true and'notitiue at
the same timeiand in the same sense.
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~(x - ~X)
It's not only a good
idea, it's the law.

"Those who deny a first
principle should be beaten
and burned until they admit
that to be beaten is not the

same as to not be beaten
and to be burned is not the
same as not to be burned.”

Metaphysics |
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“As for the obdurate, he must be
subjected to the conflagration of

fire, since ‘fire’ and ‘not fire’ are
one. Pain must be inflicted on him
through beating, since ‘pain’ and
‘no pain’ are one. And he must be

denied food and drink, since eating
and drinking and the abstention
from both are one [and the same].”

[Metaphysics of Healing |, 8, §12. Trans. Michael E. Marmura (Provo: Brigham Young
University Press, 2005), 43]

"But we have now.posited it s

impossible for anythinglat time;

to be and not to be, and bysthistmealns;

have shown that thisiis
indisputable of all principles: incdeed]
demand that evenithis

demonstrated, but this theyideltheugn
want of education, for not o ofwhat
things one should dem d.rmnﬁn
and of what one should'netya E/Milmif

absolutely everything ""-‘re M@uﬁ@’ [@@ Eln)
infinite regress, so. that'therelwouiakstilfve]
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Now the'serpent was :: or ! _cunnm g than any beast of

the field Wthh the L@RD %)bd hadamade And he said to
l..

I/,I(g;may. eatthe frult of the trees @t’?‘

fdthe}frurbof the; tree WCh‘*lS (lb@'

n:G b*'d 1e2idl) Zﬂ‘aﬂ@ﬂ@-w
i o Nt d

A>T

e
v O-a,“‘ m,‘{

lyknw

o e " [ 0 G
thatiin the day you eat ofiit your \Iﬂﬂ
and .VOUJWIII Ilke God»-knowmg

y
-d . v, J
. -
. /
/

“~ et h
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aThe Law of Excluded Middle~<

pssence == A thimglisteither "A’ or ‘non-A.’

fee-rA thingleither exist

xiste :
& exist

ruth v@ A statem.e‘pt Is eithe@trlie’or not true”

7/11/2026 9:31 PM
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#The Lawlof Id&ntity@

essence ~Ifia thinglis'A" then it is ‘A’

a thers me

,7.', \"""ﬁ-k -
\,. £ A -
Gods
. 1

i &

g,

Il -,

,.'_
>
.-v'--_ Py
o,
a7

y " . "T' o " "".
AN has sent ime) Ez@ yoL -...;,“ ,
/ ¥ " o ..: A:- .._: ‘
& :‘,‘;-\ t:“-_‘_::.

-

-
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——

~~The relationshf logic andreailityoe.»

The laws efflogic are undeniably.true.
v ,h elhas to'use logic inleraegteldeny logic}

Reality isjknowable

vaiTo claim thatéreality iSfipknewable' is to claimitolknow.
‘omethmg apoeut reality:

ok

Objections
fo

Logic

82



Salc

{54

hn

7/11/2026 9:31 PM

4

ab ol

Lo
s o
S

83



7/11/2026 9:31 PM

& |Isaiah 55:8 &

{8} "For Mz thoughts arelnotiyeumthoughts, noria&i
your waystiVizways," says thellORBDRILFor as'the
heavensarelhigherthan the eanthitsolarelViiaways
higher than'your'waysitand My tholghtskthankyous
thoughts.* L .

.

& |saiah 55:8 ~&
{8} "For My. thoughts are net_thoughts NOR are

higher'than your ways and My thbughtsy@ur

thoughts:* .
-
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& Isailah 55:6-9 &

{6} Seek the LORD while .He may %
be found, Call upon Him'while He is
near. {7} Let the|wicked|forsakelhis|
way And the ETPICSETTEED My,

Let himi retunn to thee

LORD, And He will have mercy on

him; And to our God, For He will .
abundantly parden. {8} “For ¥}
[Retehtsyare not your thoughts, nor

are yourways|My ways|" says i)
®ORPB! {9} "For as the heavens are

higher than the earth, so are My

ways higher than your ways, and

My thoughts than your thoughts."

7/11/2026 9:31 PM
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., RerE s e diferenceseiween. e orezel
® @ ¢ ElONUERO éﬁ: o

. 2 N ~ S . = |
= : h@;lﬁﬁ% S i .
T l — L I

There is a difference between "the order of
knowing" and "the order of being"

1@ mep [$ frstin e ereer o KneWIhg.
SES [siistin he order o [0Eing.
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Aren t{’we’
pu*ﬁlng OUR

og&‘c Je lefore
G@@I w %

» response: It is netizeur" logiet

> Logiclis antexpression of the nature of Ged

Himsel.
o1
® 4

®
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't%G@

@l

@rea tes

> response: Logic wasfnot CreatedMGod. @

expression ofiGed. (like goodness)

. '<‘.
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> response: There is nothingin thé%ctrine OfRthERT rinity;

(or any: otherpbiblical doctrine) that is illogical®

> Therelis a difference betweenisomethingibeingibeyond
easentand something beingiagainst reasen?
e !

.
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If Ioglc IS sp h%@g@m
cangs uch a great logician,
as tlg ‘a}the Bhilosepher

‘ra,nd Russe.ll o]2) se far

@m the truth7

L)

- o~

> response: If you stantfafrace faci’ﬁﬁhe wron.girection

then the fastegyou can'run, the quicker you™will*be ini
getting farthemfiem the finish line.

. '<‘.
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11th August, 1918
It is quite true what you say, that you have never expressed yourself
who has. that has anvthing h age ave are

O _CXDIEs gs on

Even when one feels nearest to other people,
something in one seems obstinately to belong to God and to refuse to
enter into any earthly communion — at least that is how I should ex-
press it if I thought there was a God. It is odd isn’t it ? I care passion-
ately for this world, and many things and people in it, and yet . . . what
is it all ? There must be something more important, one feels, though I
don’t believe there is. I am haunted - some ghost, from some extra-
mundane region, seems always trying to tell me something that I am to
repeat to the world, but I cannot understand the message.

The outcome is that one is a ghost, floating through the world with-
out any real contact. Even when one feels nearest to other people,
something in one seems obstinately to belong to God and to refuse to
enter into any earthly communion — at least that is how I should ex-
press it if I thought there was a God. It is odd isn’t it ? I care passion-
ately for this world, and many things and people in it, and yet . , . what
is it all ? There must be something more important, one feels, though I
don't believe there is. I am haunted - some ghost, from some extra-
mundane region, seems always trying to tell me something that I am to
repeat to the world, but I cannot understand the message, But it is from

listeni the ghost that comes to feel oneself a ghost. I feel I
Bertrand Russe” shmt;le;uthonmydwthme bedcan:besumuneudcdbypeopletoo
(1 872-1 970) stupid to understand - fussing about medicines instead of searching

OppeSEd 1o
.‘fai o %
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Norman L. Geisler Chair o

Southern fg
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gs@urlknowledge, taking
its¥start from things,
proceeds in this order.
Eirst, it begins in
sense; second, it is
completed in the
intellect.”

§; i th 545 trans. Mulligan, 48, in Truth (3 vols), vol. 1

; (Ch g Henry Regnery, 1952); vol. 2 trans.

nn cago: Henny/Regnery, 1953); vol. 3. trans. Robert
; He nry/Regnery, 1954). The three volumes were

] dianapolis: Hackett, 1994)]

:"f sg
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Thomas Aqumas

(122551274)
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"We must getiour

hermeneutics
from the Blble

otherwise we’re

lost in
relativismi®

(caller tolradioktalkgshow)
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slowe, Ph.D.

©
Southern Eva}n’gelical Seminary

Thomas

ECTIVITY

INTERPRETATION

FOREWORD BY DR. NORMAN GEISLER
72

OB]

- THOMAS HOWE

i
§
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ROBERT R. REILLY

JV USLIM
MIND
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Wi costribations by ._ ARy : -!'-
A ik
TR | P

.
fean &, Padoeit ‘

witise. Faith and Reason
THREE VIEWS

-
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tiris.baliaving in somethinsawheh
o sense tells you'r

"I really: wasnitisurelwherelto;
turn. Wherelscience

exciting proofsloflitsiclainsh
equations, visible

siallof

demanding. Iticonstantly,
me to accept everythingfonkfaith?
As I'mi sure youirelawareXfaith
takes a fair'amountiofiefforti

’
Dan Brown
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S NCEAYES ISV WER (@
turn Where science offere

Do we as
Christians
maintain that
Christianity (as a

religion) wants

one to “accept

everything on
faith"?

Dan Brown

takes a fair amouht @ﬂm

| 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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TRREOR,

AND THE
BEE OF REASON
Flavia wrlren whoe o slsabls msber of w think,
o e e willlng b wan®
WITH A NEW AFTERWORD

important book. . . .

FAITH
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=
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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: \W2\W. 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]
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“Faith'is an evil
precisely
because it

requires no

Justification
and brooks no

argument.”

[Richard Dawkins, The God Delusion (Boston:
Haughton Mifflin, 2006), 308]
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Bertrand
Russell

WhylAm Not
a Christian

Bertrand Russell
(1872-1970)
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SASHL [F@] of

belieffitlisthought

WB[F(EM@M@ ame Famt-h—

be shaken by contiany
evidence. Or, if‘contraiy,
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,

York S|mon and Schuster, 1957), from the : Bertrand RUSSG“
e (1872-1970)

ISN\

THE CASE
AGAINST

GOD

BY GEORGE H. SMITH

George H. Smith
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George H. Smith

Peter Boghogsian
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"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 Boghogsian

Neil deGrasse Tyson
on Religion and Faith
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https://youtube.com/watch?v=7danfOYkEGOm accessed 02/09/22

“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?"

N\
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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
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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
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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 .




Neil deGrasse Tyson

Neil deGrasse Iyson

7/11/2026 9:31 PM

“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.'
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Neil deGrasse Tyson

Neil deGrasse Iyson
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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
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Neil deGrasse Tyson

/——

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.

7/11/2026 9:31 PM

“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.

“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.
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Neil deGrasse Tyson

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.

7/11/2026 9:31 PM

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.”

“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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' ‘Natural
 Theology

Comprising “Nature and Grace”

by Professor Dr. Emil Brunner & y

and the reply “No!" g |
$ 1

by Dr. Karl Barth .
G- 4 &

Natural
 ‘Theology

Comprising “Nature and Grace”
by Professor Dr. Emil Brunner &

and the reply “No!* 3 #}
> & "

by Dr. Karl Barth

53 &
.9

]

¢
|
5

(1886-1968) Emil Brunner & Karl Barth
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Karl arth
(1886-1968)

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
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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 its soi-disant data
derived from reason;
nature and history. ... 2""

N@ “’ﬂﬂ:]m WEraenke intNatial

' %ﬁmm@@m@“‘&y

@rEmIiﬂi@&ay
@Jz,l.’(@fﬂ lid ((E : 6| Sfeclz 2002),
PR
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"Natural Theology does
not exist as an entity
capable of becoming a
separate subject within
what | consider to be real
theology—not even for
the sake of being
rejected.

"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.

7/11/2026 9:31 PM
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NaturalTheeI’og.y arises from

God's GeneralfRevelation.

“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 ultimate through His taking 6.m_

does not want to fall. human nature in.the
’In‘earnatq -.

"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 with it ... "

[Karl Barth, "No!" trans. Peter Fraenkel, in Natural Theology:
Comprising "Nature and Grace" by Professor Dr. Emil Brunner
and the Reply "No!" by Dr. Karl Barth (Eugene: Wipf and Stock:
2002), 75]
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Cornelius Van Til \‘
(1895-1987) Y
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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

(1|;r;|g|)ps1t;|.]1rg Presbyterian and Reformed Publishing, ‘ Cornel | us Van TII k’
(1895-1987) Y

WHY | BELIEVE IN

GOD

121



"Often enough we [who
believe.in"God] have
talked'with you [who

do not believe in God]

about facts and sound

reasons as though we
agreed withyyou on

what these really are.

“In"our arguments for
the existence of God
we have'frequently
assumed that you and
we together have an
area of knowledge on
which wejagree.

7/11/2026 9:31 PM
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“But we'really do not
grantthat you see any
factin'any'dimension
of life truly. We really
think you have colored
glasses on your nose

when you talk about
chickens and cows, as
well as when you talk

about the life
hereafter."

[Why | Believe in God (Philadelphia: Westminster
Theological Seminary, n.d.), 9]

“But we really do not
grant'that you see any
fact in.any dimension
of life truly. We really
think you have colored
glasses on your nose

when you talk about
chickens and cows, as
well as when you talk

about the life
hereafter."

[Why | Believe in God (Philadelphia: Westminster
Theological Seminary, n.d.), 9]

7/11/2026 9:31 PM
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AN INTRODUCTION TO

SYSTEMATIC
THEOLOGY

CORNELIUS
o, o,

|

CORNELIUS

VaN'T1L

EpiTep BY Wirriam EDGAR

"WeraiewellRawarelofitheliact
thals mz@[fy=©m@8 l}v@v@ a reat

goes That is, there is a sense in
whiich we can and must allow for

relatiemte ra
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"Wekaiehwellkawaieroftheliact
tha m@zm:@mzmg ﬁ@v@ &) reat

goes. That is, there is a sense in
which we can and must alloy for

CHiistiansSlihisihas @M@y@ Been
a diffictitpeintyidisterteniinefone
great SOM eroficonfusionienithe
questiontentaithkamelits;
relationtolicason.
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1 A

o SR
| submit that this is not

at all a difficult point
for the Classical
apologist and Classical
empiricist philosopher
i.e., the Thomist .

How (o | Know that | Kaow?

Classical Empiricism, Presuppositionslism, sad the Psevdo-Chslleage of 7ie Mairix®

Richard 6. Howe, Bh.0.
Souvthera Evaagelicsl Seminsry
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dason Lisle Reae’ (Jescaries
Asteophysicist / Father of Modera Philosophy /
Presuppositionslist Oritical Reslist

goes. That is, there is a sense in
whiich we can and must alloyy for

CHistianNnislhas @Iway§ een
a diffictltpeintpliisieiteniinelone
cattsourceiof.confusionienithe
qUestiopreittait haaneits;
relation,tolie ason.
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"Weraiehellkawaielofitheltact
thatinenzChigstians; l%n@vn ela reat

goes. That is, there is a sense in
which we can and must alloyy for

ChigistianstiiSyiastaliwaysiveen

a diffictitpeintldissericniinesone

greattselrcesoficonfusionienlithe
@ﬁz@m @f ia th @lfid &S

"Wieksheulekaemit ﬂh?@ﬁ wexeamnot
GvEramy; W/}D@ﬂliy @-t@ry

a@tually obtams A// thatiwe
can do with this quest/on as with
many. other quest/ons in

iflﬁ)@ﬁ i) llies mﬂhﬁm &l
centai ii@

elitis Van'Til; Comimon
itegloYAK. Scot umu ﬁwf’ =
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i A

W NN
Further, | submit that

there no confusion for
the Thomist about the
relationship of faith

and reason.
w
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"Wekshollakadmitgthaiveseainnot
elive ey Wh@ﬂliy @@@sfaci@

it[h)@ﬁ Lt l]ﬁ@@ Wﬁﬁ]ﬂl@ &l
celtaln f@

€elitis Van Til, Common'Gra e
edite@ Iafﬂ oft Jm 0 :?}‘ Rb rr%

I _—

: /
"Wessholldkadmifitnanweseannot - Last, without taking the
clive ey Wh@/fﬂy S@@Sf'@ﬁ@ time here to make my
A argument, | would
contend that it is
precisely because of his
Presuppositionalism that
Van Til is not able to

ﬂm@ﬁm m mfmm 8 “give a wholly

centain g@ satisfactory account of
the situation as it actually

an Til, CommontGrace and .
,._?Ug}mwlmm Rub rlw ) Obtains.”

— ‘

can do with this quest/on a S with
many. other quest/ons in

edite GROVAES
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i ()1 IHIR

ORLDV[E“ S

PowerFUL ANSWERS For AN “EvoLuTioN1zZeD” (

HAM | HODGE | KERBY | LISLE | McKEEVER

"We, all have, the same
evidence; but |n|or~der 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; “@am 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]
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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,”
Jason L**sle

\ [ -tt pSH/QnSWeErSINgeNe SISt org/apologet|cs/fa|thvsreason/

O8/22)
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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

Eislelistconfusing

confldence-ln-them-ls~a-type

-:un —of‘f ith.™

e gen €S faihaysaic
-H@m - —
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= 3
: L ’ ¥
With contibutons by JAR o % ,ﬂv <

~_ !
Craig A. Boyd A N/
N
Alan G. Padgett “

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 we

take your statement to be
objectively true?
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Stanley J. Grenz
(1950-2005)
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“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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A PRIMER ON |J
POSTMODERNISM |

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

"Inicontrast to the: modern
ideal of the dispassionate
observer, we affirm the
postmodern discovery
that no observer can stand
outside the historical
process. Ner can we
luniversalyecultinallys
Inettrall as
luncenditioneafspecialistsi
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)

Y P
"Onithe contrary, we are
‘ participants iniour
historical and cultural
context, and all our
intellectual endeavors are
Unaveidablyd
by that participation.”
[Stanley. modernism (Grand R:

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
Unayveidabily
by that participation.”

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

/ Ififalllourintellectual.

endeavorsi are
sunavoidablyiconditioneds
then Grenz'sifownistatement
istitselfszunavoidably,
conditioned:

Butiifthisistatementiis
sunavoidablyiconditioned;s
theyawhyishouldiweltakelit

EXS @) o] XN UAEY
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Medium

Truth and Postmodernism

g Dan M. - Follow
Smintesd - Mar 25,2017

Tinitially thought this was a parody of conservative thinking, but on second
reading, Trealized that it was a genuine (albeit likely willful) fack of
understanding of postmodernist thinking. Thus, there are some critiques the

discussants should consider,

First, postmodernism (and epistemology generally) distinguishes between
subjective truths and objective truths. The former are statements about one's
individual experience of the world, while the latter comprise propositions

supported either inductively or deductively.

For example, the colour red contains hoth objective and subjective truths.
Objectively, ‘red’ is the term given to light in the visible spectrum with
wavelengths around 650 nm. However, seeing the colour is a subjective
experience that happens within the brain of each observer. Thus, my

experience of seeing red need not be identical to yours.

The discussants might still object to the existence of subjective truths, saying

“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]
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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.”

Reloer E: WiElsloer
(1938-2007)
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-

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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Reloert = Wicsloer
(1938-2007)

Reloert =8 WiElsloer
(19382007)
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“In the twenty-
first century
world ... theinew.
attitude ... isithat
the uselof reason
and science to
prove o
disprove a fact is
questionable. ...

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

/E,
. (1e88-2007)

“Meaning i mately determined by,
how. th cate 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

circumstance:

“In contrast to the modern
ideallof the dispassionate
observer, we affirm the
postmodern discovery
that no observer can stand
outside the historical
process. [Ny camn we el
[universa/dcultisgallys
[ineonditionedispecialistsh
‘Stanley J. Grenz
(1950-2005)
|
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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?

"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.”

“This ... points
... toithe
postmodern
conclusionithat
we deallwith
linterpreted
facts.”...

1‘@
~ (fe88-2007)

2
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M self-refuting statements

L

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-voli 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

Robert E. Webber

Other Homiletics
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Preaching Is an Incarnational Event
; rd Ward

Jesus and the Consumerist Culture
iyler Wigg Stevenson

Taking God to Work —
David Miller

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
Family® —

Barbara Carnal
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Homiletics: So then, the Traditional
Evangelicals function within a modern
worldview that is rationalistic, and
propositional.

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.
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142



7/11/2026 9:31 PM

Earlier, Webber accused
"Traditional Evangelicals" as
functioning within "a modern
\ebberiihatprobablyisHheosh worldview that is rationalistic and

distinguishing feature of the propositional.”

Traditionalists. They've been shaped 2 3 :
by the Enlightenment. So they work I submit for your consideration

with modern philosophy, a modern (without argument at this point) that

understanding of science, history, Webber characterizing this

sociology. They're modernist, and so rldvi "sh d bv th

they interpret the Christian faith W.O e as" SIS _y e_

through these modern categories. Enlightenment” and working with
"modern philosophy” through

“"modern categories” is misleading

at best and a misreading of the

history of ideas at worst.

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]
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Classical View of Faith and Reasen

Faith

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

demonstration. authority.

144



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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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 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’ 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 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 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. Au gu S t|me
What Augustine Says (Grand Rapids: Baker Book House, 1982), 13] Prsapls
(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]

&y
% &
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Augustmg_.,ms

(354-430)

‘A‘ugu stine
4’%5,4;430)
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ZThoselthings are said to be
lpresentito thelunderstanding
whichidornotiexceed its
capacityisoithat'the gaze of
understanding may be fixed

them" For'a person gives
assentito'suchi things
becaluselofithe witness of his
understanding and not
becauselofisomeone else’s

testimony. Thomas qumas
' (1225~ 1274)

gThoselthings, however,
whichlarelbeyond. the power
offourkunderstanding are said
tolbelabsent!from the senses
ofithelmind.  Hence, our
understanding cannot be
fixedlon them.

?

Lo
Thoma»s qumas
(1225= 1274)
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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;,«

ll\‘ u WJJ.* -.‘v
—~Thomas' mqumas
(1225:1274)

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

‘:‘ 3 ™ A4 . J;f' o
d@es notsee. (g mesg v'
P .
l
%ﬁ;es%l]y transs JamesiVA McGlynn (Indianapolis: - Th Oma'S (“qUIn

(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
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known lth certainty, through hlS ,works by the

ofte obs uré d, "nd’dlsi;l ured"f‘
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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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"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, is
still adornedland
_ invested with
admirable,gifts fromlits
. . I b Creator.”
John Calvin
( 1509-156 4) institutesiofithe' Christian, Ré‘_ligion,2.2.15, transt

HenmyBeveridge (Grand|Rapids: WilliamiB:
Erdmans)} 236] y

THE
WORKS OF
JOHN OWEN

John Owen
(1616-1683) volume four
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John Owen
(1616-1683)

CLASSIC REGRUNT SERIES
Discourses UproN
THE EXISTENCE
AND ATTRIBUTES
ofF Gop

hp
tephen Charnock

7/11/2026 9:31 PM

"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."

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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Stephen Charnock
(1628-1680)

Stephen Charnock
(1628-1680)
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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 | 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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ANNOTATED REFERENCE

Finis Jenigings Dake

"God has a personallspiritibody;
);

12:8), lips and tongue’ (Isa®30:27)%feets
(Ezek. 1:27; Ex. 24:10); eyes)(PsS k4
18:24; 33:18), ears| (Ps!18:6)Fhairihead”
face, arms (Dan. 7:9-14;10:5-19;]ReVA
5:1-7; 22:4-6), and otherlbodilylpantsts

[Dake's Annotated! Reference! Bible: (LawrencevilledDakelBiblelSalesH968) SNTH - 97
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\(2an!
)

7:9-14; 10:5-19)
(Phil. 2:5-7)
(Gen. 1:26; 9:6; Ezek*1:26-28;MECor
11:7; Jas. 3:9)

(Ex%33:23) N (Gen®
6:6; 8:21)

PX) (Isa30:27)
(Ezek. 1:27; Ex.24:10) (PSHIREAS
18:24; 33:18) (Ps:18:6)

Finis Jenglings Dake 5:1-7; 22:4-6)
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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]
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