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Theology is the 
queen of the 

sciences.
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Theology is the queen 
of the sciences and 
Philosophy is her 

handmaid.

What do I mean 
by "needing 

philosophy"?
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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 
created us. 

You don't have 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 aspects of reality 
require more deliberate 

attention to a given discipline 
aimed at the aspect.

A child can know what a flower is.  

She knows that a flower is 
not a human.
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However, to delve deeper into the 
physical nature of a flower, one 

would need to understand botany. 

To delve deeper still, one would 
need to understand chemistry (to 
understand, e.g., photosynthesis).
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And to delve deeper still, one 
would need to understand 

physics.

By parallel, one need not be a 
philosopher in 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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Nevertheless, at some point 
where certain things need a 

deeper analysis or need 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.

Metaphysics

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

Epistemology
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We value the human over the plant 
because of the different 

of things they are. 
kinds 

We value the human over the plant 
because of the different kinds 

of things they are. 

Ethics
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We insist that others value the human 
over the plant and hold them 

accountable when they do not.

Political Philosophy

We know that neither the plant nor the 
human can account for their own existence 

but are created by God.

Philosophy of Religion
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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
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Jeffrey D. Johnson
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Is Paul talking about 
philosophy as we use 
the term today?

Suppose, for the 
sake of argument 
that he is ...

 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
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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 

Though infectious 
diseases are not to be 
trifled with, we are 
grateful that 
physicians learn about 
them in order to help 
us avoid getting sick 
or to help us get 
cured. 
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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 

By analogy, even if 
Paul was warning us 
to avoid philosophy, 
we can be grateful 
that Christian 
philosophers learn 
about philosophy in 
order to help us avoid 
getting "sick" or to 
help us get "cured."

C. S. Lewis
(1898-1963)

"Good philosophy 
must exist, if for no 

other reason, 
because bad 

philosophy needs 
to be answered."

["Learning in War-Time" in The Weight of Glory: A Collection of 
Lewis's Most Moving Addresses (London: Harper Collins, 
2013), 59]
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Thomas Aquinas
(1225-1274)

“But seeing that a teacher 
of sacred Scripture must at 

times oppose the 
philosophers, it is 

necessary for him to make 
use of philosophy.”

[Thomas Aquinas, Commentary on the De Trinitate of Boethius, Q. 2, art. 3.6, published as 
Faith, Reason and Theology: Questions I-IV of His Commentary on the De Trinitate of 
Boethius, trans. Armand Maurer (Toronto: Pontifical Institute of Medieval Studies, 1987), p. 
48]

Norman L. Geisler
(1932-2019)

"We cannot 
properly beware 

of philosophy 
unless we be 

aware of 
philosophy."

[Norman L. Geisler, "Beware of Philosophy: A Warning to Biblical 
Scholars," Journal of the Evangelical Theological Society 42/1 (March 
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 

I do not believe that 
Paul had philosophy 
in mind as we use 
the term today. 

"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 to translate the 
Greek could be "the philosophy 
which is empty deceit."

 Josephus used the term 
'philosophy' to refer 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 outward 
form of piety but was useless in 
developing an inward character 
of righteousness.

"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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Some Voices from 
Christian History 

on Philosophy 
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Robert MullerMatthew BarrettStephen DubyTravis CampbellDavid HainesJames Dolezal

Bernard James MauserBrian HufflingJ. Thomas BridgesThomas A. HoweNorman L. Geisler
(1932-2019)

What are some 
specific philosophical 

issues underlying 
theology?
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"What is truth?
Pontius Pilate, John 18:38
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"It is raining!"

"Is that true?"

"Yes!"
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Whatever you are saying 
about the statement 

'It is raining' 
when you say that 

it is true is your 
theory of truth.

How you know whether it 
is raining is your 

test for truth.
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how one defines the 
terms 'true' and 'truth' 

when saying that a 
statement is true

how one discovers
whether a statement is 

true, regardless of 
one's theory of truth

Theory of Truth Test for Truth
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Power

Pragmatic

Functional

Coherence

Correspondence  

Correspondence  Truth is correspondence to reality.

This says that a statement is true in as 
much as it corresponds to reality.

Thus, the statement 'It is raining.'  
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'It is raining'
would be a true 

statement if it is in 
fact raining 
in reality.

'It is raining'
would be a false 

statement if it is in 
fact not raining 

in reality.
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Aristotle
(384-322 BC)

"To say of what is, 
that it is not, or of 

what is not, that it is, 
is false, while to say 
of what is, that it is 
and of what is not, 

that it is not, is true."
Metaphysics, IV, 7, 1011b26-29 Translation by W. D. Ross in Richard 
McKeon, The Basic Works of Aristotle (New York:  Random House, 
1941). τὸ μὲν γὰρ λέγειν τὸ ὂν μὴ εἶναι ἢ τὸ μὴ ὂν εἶναι ψεῦδος, τὸ δὲ τὸ 
ὂν εἶναι καὶ τὸ μὴ ὂν μὴ εἶναι ἀληθές. 

Plato
(428-348 BC)

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.
[Cratylus, 385b, trans. Benjamin Jowett in Edith Hamilton and Huntington Cairns, 
eds. Plato: The Collected Dialogues Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1961, 
423]
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Plato
(428-348 BC)

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]

Russell
(1872-1970)

Kant
(1724-1804)

Hume
(1711-1776)

Leibniz
(1646-1716)

Locke
(1632-1704)

Descartes
(1596-1660)

Aquinas
(1225-1274)

Anselm
(1033-1109)

Augustine
(354-430 BC)

Plato
(428-248 BC)

Other Philosophers Who Hold to the 
Correspondence Theory of Truth 
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Augustine
(354-430)

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

Augustine
(354-430)

"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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Russell
(1872-1970)

Kant
(1724-1804)

Hume
(1711-1776)

Leibniz
(1646-1716)

Locke
(1632-1704)

Descartes
(1596-1660)

Aquinas
(1225-1274)

Anselm
(1033-1109)

Augustine
(354-430 BC)

Plato
(428-248 BC)

Other Philosophers Who Hold to the 
Correspondence Theory of Truth 

Anselm
(1033-1109)

"Now, in some statements these two 
truths, or correctnesses, are 

inseparable, as when we say 'A man is 
an animal' or 'A man is not a stone.' For 

the affirmative statement always 
signifies that what-is is, and the 

negative statement always signifies 
that what-is-not is not. Moreover, we 
cannot use the affirmation to signify 

that what-is-not is (for a man is always 
an animal); nor can we use the 

negation to signify that what-is is not 
(because a man is never a stone)."

[De Veritate, 2, in Complete Philosophical and Theological Treatises of 
Anselm of Canterbury, trans. Jasper Hopkins and Herbert Richardson 
(Minneapolis: Arthur J. Banning Press, p. 168, available at 
https://www.faculty.umb.edu/gary_zabel/Courses/Spinoza/Texts/DeVerit
ate.pdf, accessed 06/05/24]
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Russell
(1872-1970)

Kant
(1724-1804)

Hume
(1711-1776)

Leibniz
(1646-1716)

Locke
(1632-1704)

Descartes
(1596-1660)

Aquinas
(1225-1274)

Anselm
(1033-1109)

Augustine
(354-430 BC)

Plato
(428-248 BC)

Other Philosophers Who Hold to the 
Correspondence Theory of Truth 

Thomas Aquinas
1225-1274

"Truth is defined by 
the conformity of 

intellect and thing; 
and hence to know 

this conformity is to 
know truth."

Summa Theologiae I, Q. 16, art. 2.
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Thomas Aquinas
1225-1274

"The knowledge which we 
have by natural reason 

contains two things: 
images derived from the 
sensible object; and the 
natural intelligible light, 
enabling us to abstract 
from them intelligible 

conceptions." 
[Thomas Aquinas, ST, I, Q. 12, art. 13, p. 59]

Russell
(1872-1970)

Kant
(1724-1804)

Hume
(1711-1776)

Leibniz
(1646-1716)

Locke
(1632-1704)

Descartes
(1596-1660)

Aquinas
(1225-1274)

Anselm
(1033-1109)

Augustine
(354-430 BC)

Plato
(428-248 BC)

Other Philosophers Who Hold to the 
Correspondence Theory of Truth 
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René Descartes
(1596-1660)

Descartes
(1596-1660)

“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, 
https://archive.org/stream/the-philosophical-writings-of-descartes-v-
3/The%20Philosophical%20Writings%20of%20Descartes%20V3_djvu.tx, 
accessed 06/18/26]

Russell
(1872-1970)

Kant
(1724-1804)

Hume
(1711-1776)

Leibniz
(1646-1716)

Locke
(1632-1704)

Descartes
(1596-1660)

Aquinas
(1225-1274)

Anselm
(1033-1109)

Augustine
(354-430 BC)

Plato
(428-248 BC)

Other Philosophers Who Hold to the 
Correspondence Theory of Truth 
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John Locke
(1632-1704)

“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 

another.”
[John Locke An Essay Concerning Human Understanding, IV, v, §1]

Russell
(1872-1970)

Kant
(1724-1804)

Hume
(1711-1776)

Leibniz
(1646-1716)

Locke
(1632-1704)

Descartes
(1596-1660)

Aquinas
(1225-1274)

Anselm
(1033-1109)

Augustine
(354-430 BC)

Plato
(428-248 BC)

Other Philosophers Who Hold to the 
Correspondence Theory of Truth 



7/11/2026 9:31 PM

40

Gottfried Wilhelm Leibniz
(1646-1716)

“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.”

[Gottfried Wilhelm Leibniz, New Essays on Human Understanding, Bk. 
IV, Chap, V, §2, trans. Alfred Gideon Langley (New York, Macmillan, 
1896) , 451]

Russell
(1872-1970)

Kant
(1724-1804)

Hume
(1711-1776)

Leibniz
(1646-1716)

Locke
(1632-1704)

Descartes
(1596-1660)

Aquinas
(1225-1274)

Anselm
(1033-1109)

Augustine
(354-430 BC)

Plato
(428-248 BC)

Other Philosophers Who Hold to the 
Correspondence Theory of Truth 
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David Hume
(1711-1776)

“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. III, Pt. I, §1.]

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).

“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. III, Pt. I, §1.]
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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).

This is picked up later by 
Kant as his ‘analytic’ vs. 
‘synthetic’ distinction.

“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. III, Pt. I, §1.]

Russell
(1872-1970)

Kant
(1724-1804)

Hume
(1711-1776)

Leibniz
(1646-1716)

Locke
(1632-1704)

Descartes
(1596-1660)

Aquinas
(1225-1274)

Anselm
(1033-1109)

Augustine
(354-430 BC)

Plato
(428-248 BC)

Other Philosophers Who Hold to the 
Correspondence Theory of Truth 
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Immanuel Kant
(1724-1804)

“What is truth? The 
nominal definition of 

truth, that it is the 
agreement of 

knowledge with its 
object, is assumed 

as granted.”
[Immanuel Kant, Critique of Pure Reason, A58/B82, trans. Norman Kemp 
Smith (New York, St. Martin’s Press, 1965), 97]

Russell
(1872-1970)

Kant
(1724-1804)

Hume
(1711-1776)

Leibniz
(1646-1716)

Locke
(1632-1704)

Descartes
(1596-1660)

Aquinas
(1225-1274)

Anselm
(1033-1109)

Augustine
(354-430 BC)

Plato
(428-248 BC)

Other Philosophers Who Hold to the 
Correspondence Theory of Truth 
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Bertrand Russell 
(1872-1970)

“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.”
[Bertrand Russell, The Problems of Philosophy (New York: Oxford 
University Press, 1959), 129]

Form in the sensible objectidentityForm in the intellect

thing in realityconformityintellect

thing in realityidea / concept in the mind

realityproposition 

Correspondence 
Theory of Truth
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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.

Mortimer J. Adler
(1902-2001)



7/11/2026 9:31 PM

46

Mortimer J. Adler
(1902-2001)

"To avoid a confusion 
that runs through 

philosophical 
controversies about truth 

it must be remembered 
that the correspondence 

theory of truth is not itself 
a test of truth. It merely 
states the definition of 
truth—what it is. This 
underlies all empirical 
and pragmatic tests of 

truth. … 

Mortimer J. Adler
(1902-2001)

"The logical test of truth, 
such as coherence or the 

absence of intrinsic 
contradiction in a theory, 

do not presuppose the 
realist's definition of truth 

as agreement or 
conformity of our thinking 

with the way things, in 
fact, are. That is why 

idealists tend to define 
truth entirely in terms of 

coherence."
[Mortimer J. Adler, The Four Dimensions of 
Philosophy: Metaphysical Moral Objective 
Categorical (New York: MacMillan, 1993), 28]
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Mortimer J. Adler
(1902-2001)

What does it mean to 
correspond to reality? 

Mortimer J. Adler
(1902-2001)

Truth is when a proposition 
corresponds to reality. 

But there are a number of ways 
that a proposition can 
correspond to reality.
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(metonymy)(synecdoche)

(a.k.a., language of appearance)(hyperbole)(symbol)(analogy)

(simile)(metaphor)(allegory)

Ways a Proposition Can 
Correspond to Reality 

Literally 
"And as He walked by the Sea of 

Galilee, He saw Simon and Andrew 
his brother casting a net into the 

sea; for they were fishermen." 
Mark 1:16  
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Allegory
"But he who was of the bondwoman was 
born according to the flesh, and he of the 
freewoman through promise, which things 

are symbolic. ..." Gal. 4:23-24a 

ἀλληγορούμενα 

"For you shall go out with joy, and 
be led out with peace ... and all the 

trees of the field shall 
clap their hands." 

Isa 55:12 

Metaphor
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Simile
"So his heart and the heart of 

his people were moved as 
the trees of the woods are 

moved with the wind." 
Isa 7:2   

Analogy

"For we walk by 
faith, not by 

sight." 
2 Cor. 5:7 
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Symbol
"... the Holy Spirit indicating this, that the way 

into the Holiest of All was not yet made manifest 
while the first tabernacle was still standing. It 

was symbolic for the present time in which both 
gifts and sacrifices are offered which cannot 

make him who performed the service perfect in 
regard to the conscience—" Heb. 9:7-9

παραβολὴ  

Hyperbole
"Now the Midianites and Amalekites, all the 
people of the East, were lying in the valley 
as numerous as locusts; and their camels 
were without number, as the sand by the 

seashore in multitude." Judges 7:12  
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Phenomenologically
" ... 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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Informally
"... All who were numbered according to their 

armies of the forces were six hundred and three 
thousand five hundred and fifty." Num. 2:32 

"And Moses said, 'The people whom I am 
among are six hundred thousand men 

on foot; ...'" Num. 11:21  

Synecdoche
"Give us this day our daily 

bread." Matt. 6:11 
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Metonymy
"For it happened, when David was in 
Edom, and Joab the commander of 
the army had gone up to bury the 

slain, after he had killed every male 
in Edom" 1 Kings 11:15  

Metonymy
"After these things Jesus 

and His disciples came into 
the land of Judea, and 
there He remained with 

them and baptized." John 
3:22 

"Therefore, when the Lord 
knew that the Pharisees 

had heard that Jesus made 
and baptized more 
disciples than John 

(though Jesus Himself did 
not baptize, but His 

disciples)," John 4:1-2
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Metonymy
And when John had heard in 

prison about the works of 
Christ, he sent two of his 

disciples {3} and said to Him, 
"Are You the Coming One, or 
do we look for another?" {4} 
Jesus answered and said to 
them, "Go and tell John the 
things which you hear and 

see:" Matthew  11:2-4   

Notice that two went to 
speak to Jesus.

Yet the verb here is 
singular meaning that the 

two were speaking for 
Jesus as if it was Jesus 

Himself doing the talking.

Metonymy
"The centurion answered 
and said, 'Lord, I am not 
worthy that You should 

come under my roof. ...'" 
Matt. 8:8 

"... the centurion sent 
friends to Him, saying to 
Him, 'Lord, do not trouble 

Yourself, for I am not 
worthy that You should 
enter under my roof.'" 

Luke 7:6 



7/11/2026 9:31 PM

56

Metonymy
"After these things Jesus 

and His disciples came into 
the land of Judea, and 
there He remained with 

them and baptized." John 
3:22 

"Therefore, when the Lord 
knew that the Pharisees 

had heard that Jesus made 
and baptized more 
disciples than John 

(though Jesus Himself did 
not baptize, but His 

disciples)," John 4:1-2

(metonymy)(synecdoche)

(a.k.a., language of appearance)(hyperbole)(symbol)(analogy)

(simile)(metaphor)(allegory)

Ways a Proposition Can 
Correspond to Reality 
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What about the other 
theories of truth? 

Coherence

Definition: A statement is true 
when it coheres with or is 
consistent with a body of other 
statements.
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Stephen W. Hawking
(1942-2018)

Stephen W. Hawking
(1942-2018)

"A scientific theory 
is just a 

mathematical model 
we make to describe 
our observations: it 
only exists in our 

minds. ... It is simply 
a matter of which is 

the more useful 
description."

[Stephen W. Hawking, A Brief History of Time: From the 
Big Bang to Black Holes (Toronto: Bantam Books), 139]
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Stuart C. Hackett
(1925-2012)

Stuart C. Hackett
(1925-2012)

"Man ... must come to a 
comprehension of the 
conditions which make 

knowledge itself possible. 
... This possibility of 

knowing depends upon 
an innate structure of 

rationality with which the 
mind approaches and 

understands the data of 
experience. Such an 

epistemology [is] called 
rational empiricism."

[The Resurrection of Theism: Prolegomena to 
Christian Apology, 2nd ed. (Grand Rapids: Baker, 
1982), 21] 
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Stuart C. Hackett
(1925-2012)

"Either we must be 
skeptics about the 

knowledge of things as 
they exist 

independently, or we 
must maintain that true 

knowledge of such 
entities is possible by 

the systematic 
correlation of our 

various experiences into 
a self-consistent whole. 

Stuart C. Hackett
(1925-2012)

"Since ... skepticism is 
self-contradictory, the 
second alternative will 

necessarily be 
maintained. But the 

theory that the test of 
truth consists in such a 
systematic consistency 
of ideas is a logically 

coherent whole is 
precisely the coherence 

theory of truth."
[The Resurrection of Theism: Prolegomena to 
Christian Apology, 2nd ed. (Grand Rapids: Baker, 
1982), 38] 
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Stuart C. Hackett
(1925-2012)

" Since the position 
involves epistemological 
dualism, it necessitates 

an espousal of the 
coherence theory of 

truth."
[The Resurrection of Theism: Prolegomena to 
Christian Apology, 2nd ed. (Grand Rapids: Baker, 
1982), 38] 

Stuart C. Hackett
(1925-2012)

"Epistemological dualism 
is the doctrine that the 

immediate object present 
to the mind is not the 

independently existing 
reality—say a box or what 

have you—but a 
representative idea of this 

object.  All the mind 
knows directly are its 

ideas and nothing else."
[The Resurrection of Theism: Prolegomena to 
Christian Apology, 2nd ed. (Grand Rapids: Baker, 
1982), 38] 
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Stuart C. Hackett
(1925-2012)

Coherence

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

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.



7/11/2026 9:31 PM

63

Functional

Functional

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

 It is sometimes known as the 
intentional theory of truth.

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

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."
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Richard Rorty
(1931-2007)

"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 intersubjective 
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 of one's 
community, but simply the 
desire for as much intersubjective 
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]
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I suspect this is not the kind of 'us' 
Rorty had in mind or was hoping for.

Paul Copan
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Paul Copan

 Jeremiah 44:17-18 
"But we will certainly do 

whatever has gone out of our 
own mouth, to burn incense to 
the queen of heaven and pour 
out drink offerings to her, as 

we have done, we and our 
fathers, our kings and our 

princes, in the cities of Judah 
and in the streets of Jerusalem.
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 Jeremiah 44:17-18 
"For then we had plenty of 

food, were well-off, and saw no 
trouble.  But since we stopped 
burning incense to the queen 

of heaven and pouring out 
drink offerings to her, we have 

lacked everything and have 
been consumed by the sword 

and by famine." 

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."

Every theory of truth, including 
pragmatic, requires the 
correspondence theory of truth 
to define itself.
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Power

Power

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

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.

Michel Foucault
(1926-1984)

   "There is a battle 'for truth,' or 
       at least 'around truth'—it 

being understood once 
  again that by truth I do not 

mean 'the ensemble of 
       truths which are to be 
     discovered and 
  accepted,' but rather 'the 
ensemble of rules according 
 to which the true and the 
      false are separated and 

specific effects of power 
   attached to the true,'
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Michel Foucault
(1926-1984)

"it being understood also that it's 
a matter not of a battle 'on 
behalf' of the truth, but of a 

battle about the status of 
truth and the economic 
and political role it plays."
[Michel Foucault, Foucault Reader: An Introduction to 
Foucault's Thought with Major New Unpublished 
Material, ed. Paul Rabinow (New York: Pantheon 
Books, 1984), 74]
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Patrica Hill CollinsSharon Crasnow

"The standpoint theory is a post 
modernistic approach on people’s 
perception. It states how the day-

to-day experience alters or 
influences a person’s opinions.

Generally, a standpoint arises 
when people recognize the value 
of power which creates different 

groups within society. The 
standpoint theory focuses on 
gender perception and gives 

attention to feminist viewpoints."
[https://www.communicationtheory.org/the-standpoint-theory/, accessed 
07/14/25]
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"The standpoint theory is a post 
modernistic approach on people’s 
perception. It states how the day-

to-day experience alters or 
influences a person’s opinions.

Generally, a standpoint arises 
when people recognize the value 
of power which creates different 

groups within society. The 
standpoint theory focuses on 
gender perception and gives 

attention to feminist viewpoints."
[https://www.communicationtheory.org/the-standpoint-theory/, accessed 
07/14/25]

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?
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The 
Laws of 
Logic 
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The Laws of Logic

 The Law of Non-Contradiction

 The Law of Excluded Middle

 The Law of Identity

The Law of Non-Contradiction

  A thing cannot be both 'A' and 'non-A' at the 
same time and in the same sense.

  A thing cannot both exist and not exist at the 
same time and in the same sense.

  A statement cannot be both true and not true at 
the same time and in the same sense.
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"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 I

Avicenna
(980-1037)
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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 I, 8, §12. Trans. Michael E. Marmura (Provo: Brigham Young 
University Press, 2005), 43]

Avicenna
(980-1037)

Aristotle
(384-322 BC)

"But we have now posited that it is 
impossible for anything at the same time 
to be and not to be, and by this means 

have shown that this is the most 
indisputable of all principles. Some indeed 

demand that even this shall be 
demonstrated, but this they do through 

want of education, for not to know of what 
things one should demand demonstration, 
and of what one should not, argues want 

of education. For it is impossible that 
there should be demonstration of 

absolutely everything (there would be an 
infinite regress, so that there would still be 

no demonstration)." 
[Metaphysics, IV, 4, 1006a5-10.  Translation by Richard McKeon, The Basic Works of 
Aristotle (New York:  Random House, 1941)]
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Now the serpent was more cunning than any beast of 
the field which the LORD God had made. And he said to 
the woman, "Has God indeed said, 'You shall not eat of 
every tree of the garden'?" And the woman said to the 

serpent, "We may eat the fruit of the trees of the 
garden; but of the fruit of the tree which is in the midst 
of the garden, God has said, 'You shall not eat it, nor 

shall you touch it, lest you die.'" Then the serpent said 
to the woman, "You will not surely die. For God knows 
that in the day you eat of it your eyes will be opened, 

and you will be like God, knowing good and evil." 
Genesis 3:1-5  
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The Law of Excluded Middle

  A thing is either 'A' or 'non-A.'

  A thing either exists or does not 
 exist.

  A statement is either true or not true.

"Either make the tree good and 
its fruit good, or else make the 
tree bad and its fruit bad; for a 

tree is known by its fruit." 

Matthew 12:33  
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The Law of Identity

 If a thing is 'A' then it is 'A.'

 If a thing exists, then it exists.

 If a statement is true then it is true.

Then Moses said to God, "Indeed, when I 
come to the children of Israel and say to 

them, 'The God of your fathers has sent me 
to you.' and they say to me, 'What is His 

name?' what shall I say to them?" And God 
said to Moses, "I AM WHO I AM." And He 

said, "Thus you shall say to the children of 
Israel, 'I AM has sent me to you.'" 

Exodus 3:13-14  
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The relationship of logic and reality

The laws of logic are undeniably true.
 One has to use logic in order to deny logic.

Reality is knowable.
 To claim that 'reality is unknowable' is to claim to know 

something about reality.

Objections 
to 

Logic
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What about 
Isaiah 55:8-9?
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 Isaiah 55:8 
{8} "For My thoughts are not your thoughts, nor are 
your ways My ways," says the LORD. {9} "For as the 
heavens are higher than the earth, so are My ways 
higher than your ways, and My thoughts than your 
thoughts." 

 Isaiah 55:8 
{8} "For My thoughts are not your thoughts, nor are 
your ways My ways," says the LORD. {9} "For as the 
heavens are higher than the earth, so are My ways 
higher than your ways, and My thoughts than your 
thoughts." 

your your 

your 
your
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 Isaiah 55:6-9 
{6} Seek the LORD while He may 

be found, Call upon Him while He is 
near. {7} Let the wicked forsake his 
way, And the unrighteous man his 

thoughts; Let him return to the 
LORD, And He will have mercy on 
him; And to our God, For He will 
abundantly pardon. {8} "For My 

thoughts are not your thoughts, nor 
are your ways My ways," says the 
LORD. {9} "For as the heavens are 

higher than the earth, so are My 
ways higher than your ways, and 
My thoughts than your thoughts." 

Aren't we 
putting logic 
before God?
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There is a difference between "the order of 
knowing" and "the order of being"

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

The map is first in the order of knowing.

SES is first in the order of being. 
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Aren't we 
putting OUR 
logic before 

God?

 response: It is not "our" logic. 

 Logic is an expression of the nature of God 
Himself.
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Can't God 
break the laws 

He creates?

 response: Logic was not created by God.  It is an 
expression of God.  (like goodness) 
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Don't some 
doctrines involve 
contradictions, 
like the Trinity?

 response: There is nothing in the doctrine of the Trinity 
(or any other biblical doctrine) that is illogical.

 There is a difference between something being beyond 
reason and something being against reason. 
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If logic is so helpful, how 
can such a great logician 
as the atheist philosopher 
Bertrand Russell be so far 

from the truth? 

 response: If you start a race facing the wrong direction, 
then the faster you can run, the quicker you will be in 
getting farther from the finish line. 
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Bertrand Russell
(1872-1970)

Isn't logic 
opposed to 

faith? 
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Think Like 
You Mean It!

Richard G. Howe, Ph.D.
Provost 

Professor of Philosophy and Apologetics
Norman L. Geisler Chair of Christian Apologetics

Southern Evangelical Seminary
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Galileo Galilei

1564 - 1642
Thomas Aquinas

(1225-1274)

"Our knowledge, taking 
its start from things, 

proceeds in this order. 
First, it begins in 

sense; second, it is 
completed in the 

intellect." 
[Thomas Aquinas, Truth, I, 11, trans. Mulligan, 48, in Truth (3 vols), vol. 1 
trans. Robert W. Mulligan (Chicago: Henry Regnery, 1952); vol. 2 trans. 
James V. McGlynn (Chicago: Henry Regnery, 1953); vol. 3. trans. Robert 
W. Schmidt (Chicago: Henry Regnery, 1954). The three volumes were 
reprinted as Truth (Indianapolis: Hackett, 1994)]
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"We must get our 
hermeneutics 
from the Bible 

otherwise we're 
lost in 

relativism!"
(caller to radio talk show)
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Thomas Howe, Ph.D.
Southern Evangelical Seminary
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Craig A. Boyd

Alan. G. Padgett

Carl A. Raschke

A Popular 
Misconception of 
Faith and Reason
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"Faith is believing in something when 
common sense tells you not to." 

Dan Brown

"I really wasn't sure where to 
turn. Where science offered 
exciting proofs of its claims, 

whether it was photos, 
equations, visible evidence, 

religion was a lot more 
demanding. It constantly wanted 
me to accept everything on faith. 

As I'm sure you're aware, faith 
takes a fair amount of effort." 
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Dan Brown

"I really wasn't sure where to 
turn. Where science offered 
exciting proofs of its claims, 

whether it was photos, 
equations, visible evidence, 

religion was a lot more 
demanding. It constantly wanted 
me to accept everything on faith. 

As I'm sure you're aware, faith 
takes a fair amount of effort." 

Do we as 
Christians 

maintain that 
Christianity (as a 
religion) wants 
one to "accept 
everything on 

faith"? 

Reason Faith

Popular Misconception

truth
facts
outer
public

rational
thoughts
objective
science

true for all

opinion
values
inner

private
emotional 
feelings

subjective
religion

true for me
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The New 
Atheism's 

Misconception of 
Faith and Reason 

Sam Harris
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Sam Harris

"Religious faith 
is the belief in 
historical and 
metaphysical 
propositions 

without sufficient 
evidence."

[Sam Harris, The End of Faith: Religion, Terror, and 
the Future of Reason (New York: W. W. Norton, 
2004), 232]

Sam Harris

"Faith is the mortar 
that fills the cracks in 
the evidence and the 
gaps in the logic, and 

thus it is faith that 
keeps the whole 
terrible edifice of 

religious certainty 
still looming 

dangerously over our 
world."

[Harris, The End of Faith, 233]
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Richard Dawkins

Richard Dawkins

"Faith is an evil 
precisely 

because it 
requires no 
justification 

and brooks no 
argument."

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



7/11/2026 9:31 PM

103

Other Atheists' 
Misconception of 
Faith and Reason

Bertrand Russell 
(1872-1970)
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Bertrand Russell 
(1872-1970)

"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 I Am Not a Christian and 
Other Essays on Religion and Related Subjects, 
(New York: Simon and Schuster, 1957), from the 
preface, p. vi]

George H. Smith
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George H. Smith

"Reason and faith 
are opposite, two 

mutually exclusive 
terms: there is no 
reconciliation or 
common ground. 

Faith is belief 
without, or in spite 

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

Peter Boghossian
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Peter Boghossian

"Cases of faith 
are instances 
of pretending 

to know 
something you 
don't know."

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

Neil deGrasse Tyson 
on Religion and Faith
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https://youtube.com/watch?v=7danfOYkFG0m accessed 02/09/22

"I love you. Quick 
question: I have a question 

about the fossil record. 
When people; when non-
believers try to attack the 

dating system they use for 
fossils and whatnot; for 

carbon dating and 
whatnot, is there any 

validity in that?"
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Neil deGrasse Tyson

"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. I 

find that odd. Right? 
Because, then it's not 

faith, right? 

Neil deGrasse Tyson

"I mean, if you have 
religious faith, then 

whatever anyone says about 
the world wouldn't matter to 
you. If it does matter to you, 
then that's a different kind 

of contract that you're 
taking out on information. 
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Neil deGrasse Tyson

"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. 

Neil deGrasse Tyson

"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 
make that happen."
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Neil deGrasse Tyson 
on God

"Do you 
believe in 

God; 
Creator:?
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Neil deGrasse Tyson

"Me? So, the more I look at 
the universe, just the less 

convinced I am that there is 
something benevolent going 

on. … 

Neil deGrasse Tyson

"And I 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

"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. 

Neil deGrasse Tyson

"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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Neil deGrasse Tyson

"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. 

Neil deGrasse Tyson

"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. 

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.
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Neil deGrasse Tyson

"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."

Neil deGrasse Tyson

"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."

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 hope to show that the classical / 
traditional view of faith says no 

such thing.

As a scholar, Tyson should have 
taken the time to try to 

understand the best and 
strongest version of the Christian 
notion of faith before he tried to 

give any critique.
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Neo-Orthodoxy's 
Misconception of 
Faith and Reason

Karl Barth
(1886-1968)

Emil Brunner
(1889-1966)
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Karl Barth
(1886-1968)

Emil Brunner
(1889-1966)

Karl Barth
(1886-1968)
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Karl Barth
(1886-1968)

"For of what use would 
be the purest theology 

based on grace and 
revelation to me if I 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 …? "
[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), 77]

Karl Barth
(1886-1968)
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Karl Barth
(1886-1968)

"Natural Theology does 
not exist as an entity 

capable of becoming a 
separate subject within 

what I consider to be real 
theology—not even for 

the sake of being 
rejected. 

Karl Barth
(1886-1968)

"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. 
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Karl Barth
(1886-1968)

"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. 

Natural Theology arises from 
God's General Revelation.
General Revelation: God's 

revelation of His existence 
and certain attributes to 
mankind through His creation.

Special Revelation: God's 
revelation of Himself through 
His prophets and apostles and 
ultimate through His taking on 
human nature in the 
Incarnation in Jesus Christ.

Karl Barth
(1886-1968)

"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] 



7/11/2026 9:31 PM

120

Presuppositionalism's 
Misconception 

of Faith and Reason

Cornelius Van Til
(1895-1987)
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Cornelius Van Til
(1895-1987)

"Reason and fact 
cannot be brought 
into fruitful union 
with one another 
except upon the 

presupposition of the 
existence of God and 
his control over the 

universe."
[Cornelius Van Til, A Christian Theory of Knowledge 
(Phillipsburg: Presbyterian and Reformed Publishing, 
1975), 18]

Cornelius Van Til
(1895-1987)
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Cornelius Van Til
(1895-1987)

"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 with you on 
what these really are.

Cornelius Van Til
(1895-1987)

"In our arguments for 
the existence of God 
we have frequently 

assumed that you and 
we together have an 

area of knowledge on 
which we agree. 



7/11/2026 9:31 PM

123

Cornelius Van Til
(1895-1987)

"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 I Believe in God (Philadelphia: Westminster 
Theological Seminary, n.d.), 9] 

Cornelius Van Til
(1895-1987)

"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 I Believe in God (Philadelphia: Westminster 
Theological Seminary, n.d.), 9] 
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Cornelius Van Til
(1895-1987)
Cornelius Van Til

(1895-1987)

Cornelius Van Til
(1895-1987)
Cornelius Van Til

(1895-1987)

"We are well aware of the fact 
that non-Christians have a great 

deal of knowledge about this 
world that is true as far as it 

goes. That is, there is a sense in 
which we can and must allow for 
the value of knowledge of non-

Christians. This has always been 
a difficult point. It is often the one 
great source of confusion on the 

question of faith and its 
relation to reason. 
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Cornelius Van Til
(1895-1987)
Cornelius Van Til

(1895-1987)

"We are well aware of the fact 
that non-Christians have a great 

deal of knowledge about this 
world that is true as far as it 

goes. That is, there is a sense in 
which we can and must allow for 
the value of knowledge of non-

Christians. This has always been 
a difficult point. It is often the one 
great source of confusion on the 

question of faith and its 
relation to reason. 

I submit that this is not 
at all a difficult point 

for the Classical 
apologist and Classical 
empiricist philosopher 

i.e., the Thomist .
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Jason Lisle
Astrophysicist / 

Presuppositionalist 

Rene' Descartes
Father of Modern Philosophy / 

Critical Realist

Cornelius Van Til
(1895-1987)
Cornelius Van Til

(1895-1987)

"We are well aware of the fact 
that non-Christians have a great 

deal of knowledge about this 
world that is true as far as it 

goes. That is, there is a sense in 
which we can and must allow for 
the value of knowledge of non-

Christians. This has always been 
a difficult point. It is often the one 
great source of confusion on the 

question of faith and its 
relation to reason. 
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Cornelius Van Til
(1895-1987)
Cornelius Van Til

(1895-1987)

"We are well aware of the fact 
that non-Christians have a great 

deal of knowledge about this 
world that is true as far as it 

goes. That is, there is a sense in 
which we can and must allow for 
the value of knowledge of non-

Christians. This has always been 
a difficult point. It is often the one 
great source of confusion on the 

question of faith and its 
relation to reason. 

Further, I submit that 
there no confusion for 
the Thomist about the 

relationship of faith 
and reason.

Cornelius Van Til
(1895-1987)
Cornelius Van Til

(1895-1987)

"We should admit that we cannot 
give any wholly satisfactory 
account of the situation as it 

actually obtains. … All that we 
can do with this question, as with 

many other questions in 
theology, is to hem it in, in order 

to keep out errors, and to say 
that truth lies within a 

certain territory.
[Cornelius Van Til, Common Grace and the Gospel, 2nd ed., 
edited by K. Scott Oliphint (P&R Publishing, 2015), 63-64]
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Cornelius Van Til
(1895-1987)
Cornelius Van Til

(1895-1987)

"We should admit that we cannot 
give any wholly satisfactory 
account of the situation as it 

actually obtains. … All that we 
can do with this question, as with 

many other questions in 
theology, is to hem it in, in order 

to keep out errors, and to say 
that truth lies within a 

certain territory.
[Cornelius Van Til, Common Grace and the Gospel, 2nd ed., 
edited by K. Scott Oliphint (P&R Publishing, 2015), 63-64]

Cornelius Van Til
(1895-1987)
Cornelius Van Til

(1895-1987)

"We should admit that we cannot 
give any wholly satisfactory 
account of the situation as it 

actually obtains. … All that we 
can do with this question, as with 

many other questions in 
theology, is to hem it in, in order 

to keep out errors, and to say 
that truth lies within a 

certain territory.
[Cornelius Van Til, Common Grace and the Gospel, 2nd ed., 
edited by K. Scott Oliphint (P&R Publishing, 2015), 63-64]

Last, without taking the 
time here to make my 

argument, I would 
contend that it is 

precisely because of his 
Presuppositionalism that 

Van Til is not able to 
“give a wholly 

satisfactory account of 
the situation as it actually 

obtains.”
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Jason Lisle

Jason Lisle

"We all have the same 
evidence; but in order to 
draw conclusions about 

what the evidence means 
we use our worldview—
our most basic beliefs 

about the nature of 
reality. … Ultimately, 
biblical creationists 
accept the recorded 

history of the Bible as 
their starting point."

[Jason Lisle, "Can 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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Jason Lisle

Jason Lisle

"Faith is a prerequisite for 
reason. In order to reason 

about anything we must have 
faith that there are laws of 

logic which correctly 
prescribe the correct chain of 

reasoning. Since laws of 
logic cannot be observed 

with the senses, our 
confidence in them is a type 

of faith."
[Jason Lisle, "Faith and Reason," 
https://answersingenesis.org/apologetics/faith-vs-reason/, accessed 
08/13/22]
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Jason Lisle

"Faith is a prerequisite for 
reason. In order to reason 

about anything we must have 
faith that there are laws of 

logic which correctly 
prescribe the correct chain of 

reasoning. Since laws of 
logic cannot be observed 

with the senses, our 
confidence in them is a type 

of faith."
[Jason Lisle, "Faith and Reason," 
https://answersingenesis.org/apologetics/faith-vs-reason/, accessed 
08/13/22]

Lisle is confusing 
having faith that X is 

true with X being self-
evidently or undeniably 

true.

Postmodernism's 
Misconception of 
Faith and Reason 
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Carl A. Raschke

Carl A. Raschke

"Faith, as well as what we call 
reason, are not incompatible but 

belong to separate orders of 
significance. … Faith is neither 

irrational nor suprarational. It has 
nothing to do with 'reason' per se. … 
God does not speak in syllogisms or 

make philosophical claims that 
require the fallible human intellect to 

demonstrate them."
[Carl A. Raschke, "Faith and Philosophy in Tension," in Steve 
Wilkins, ed., Faith and Philosophy: Three Views (Downers Grove: 
IVP Academic, 2014), 63, emphasis in original]
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If "meaning is ultimately 
determined by now intricate 
structures of communication 

work together in an overarching 
manner" and that "it is up to the 

interpreter to provide a new 
framework of discourse," then 

how are we to take the meaning 
you were seeking to 

communicate through your 
statement here?

It the interpreter provides a new 
framework, then why should we 

take your statement to be 
objectively true?
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Carl A. Raschke

"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 out of 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.'"

[Carl A. Raschke, "Faith and Philosophy in Tension," in Steve 
Wilkins, ed., Faith and Philosophy: Three Views (Downers Grove: 
IVP Academic, 2014), 61, emphasis in original] 

Stanley J. Grenz
(1950-2005)
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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 

process. Nor can we gain 
universal, culturally 

neutral knowledge as 
unconditioned specialists. 

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)

"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]

If "all our intellectual 
endeavors" are 

"unavoidably conditioned" 
then Grenz's own statement 

is itself "unavoidably 
conditioned."

But if his statement is 
"unavoidably conditioned," 
they why should we take it 

as objectively true?
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Dan McGee

Dan McGee

"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]  

Dan McGee
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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?

Robert E. Webber
(1933-2007)
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Robert E. Webber
(1933-2007)

"In the twenty-
first century 

world … the new 
attitude … is that 
the use of reason 

and science to 
prove or 

disprove a fact is 
questionable. …

Robert E. Webber
(1933-2007)

"This … points 
… to the 

postmodern 
conclusion that 

we deal with 
'interpreted 

facts.' …
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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? 
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self-refuting statements
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Homiletics: So then, the Traditional 
Evangelicals function within a modern 
worldview that is rationalistic, and 
propositional.  

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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Earlier, Webber accused 
"Traditional Evangelicals" as 
functioning within "a modern 

worldview that is rationalistic and 
propositional."  

I 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. 

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, I 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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The Classical View 
of 

Faith and Reason 

Classical View of Faith and Reason

Reason Faith

Believing 
something on 
the basis of 
authority.

Believing 
something on 
the basis of 

demonstration.



7/11/2026 9:31 PM

145

Consider 
Fermat's 

Last Theorem.

Pierre de Fermat
(1601-1665)
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Andrew Wiles

Andrew Wiles
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Classical View of Faith and Reason

Reason Faith

Believing 
something on 
the basis of 

Divine authority.

Believing 
something on 
the basis of 

demonstration.

Augustine
(354-430)

"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. 
What Augustine Says (Grand Rapids: Baker Book House, 1982), 13]
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Augustine
(354-430)

"Heaven forbid, after all, that 
God should hate in us that by 

which he made us more 
excellent that the other 

animals. Heaven forbid, I 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. II/2), trans. Roland Teske (Hyde 
Park: New City Press), p. 131]

Augustine
(354-430)

"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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Thomas Aquinas
(1225-1274)

"Those things are said to be 
present to the understanding 

which do not exceed its 
capacity so that the gaze of 
understanding may be fixed 
on them. For a person gives 

assent to such things 
because of the witness of his 
own understanding and not 
because of someone else's 

testimony. 

Thomas Aquinas
(1225-1274)

"Those things, however, 
which are beyond the power 

of our understanding are said 
to be absent from the senses 

of the mind. Hence, our 
understanding cannot be 

fixed on them. 
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Thomas Aquinas
(1225-1274)

"As a result, we cannot 
assent to them on our own 

witness, but on that of 
someone else. These things 

are properly called the 
objects of faith."

[Truth, QXIV, Art. 9, reply, trans. James V. McGlynn (Indianapolis: 
Hackett, 1994), 249-250]

Thomas Aquinas
(1225-1274)

"One who believes 
[i.e., has faith] gives 
assent to things that 
are proposed to him 
by another person, 

and which he himself 
does not see."

[Truth, QXIV, Art. 9, reply, trans. James V. McGlynn (Indianapolis: 
Hackett, 1994), 249-250]
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Thomas Aquinas
(1225-1274)

"Since man can only know the 
things that he does not see 
himself by taking them from 

another who does see them, and 
since faith is among the things 

we do not see, the knowledge of 
the objects of faith must be 

handed on by one who sees them 
himself. Now, this one is God, 
Who perfectly comprehends 

Himself, and naturally sees His 
essence."

[SCG, 3, 154 [1], trans. Vernon J. Bourke, (Notre Dame: University of 
Notre Dame Press), 239]

Thomas Aquinas
(1225-1274)

"There are some intelligible truths to 
which the efficacy of the agent intellect 
extends, like the principles we naturally 

know and the conclusions we deduce from 
them. In order to know them we do not 
need a new intellectual light; the light 
endowed by nature suffices. There are 

some truths, however, which do not come 
within the range of these principles, like 
the truths of faith, which transcend the 

faculty of reason, also future contingents 
and other matters of this sort. The human 

mind cannot know these without being 
divinely illumined by a new light 
supplementing the natural light."

[Faith, Reason and Theology: Questions I-IV of His Commentary on the 
De Trinitate of Boethius, trans. Armand Maurer (Toronto: Pontifical 
Institute of Medieaval Studies, 1987), 17] 
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Catechism of the 
Catholic Church

"The existence of God the Creator can be 
known with certainty through his works, by the 
light of human reason, even if this knowledge 

is often obscured and disfigured by error."
[Catechism of the Catholic Church, #286 (Washington: United States Catholic Conference, 1994), 75]

John Calvin
(1509-1564)
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John Calvin
(1509-1564)

"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 
original integrity, is 

still adorned and 
invested with 

admirable gifts from its 
Creator." 

[Institutes of the Christian Religion,2.2.15, trans. 
Henry Beveridge, (Grand Rapids: William B. 
Erdmans), 236]

John Owen
(1616-1683)
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John Owen
(1616-1683)

"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, "The Reason of Faith," in The Works of 
John Owen, vol. 4, (Edinburgh: The Banner of Truth 
Trust, 1967), 20]

Stephen Charnock
(1628-1680)
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Stephen Charnock
(1628-1680)

"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.]

Stephen Charnock
(1628-1680)

"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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It can be demonstrated 
historically that Jesus Christ 

was crucified.

REASON

It had to be revealed to us 
what was different about His 

death from the other two 
men who died that day.

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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Finis Jennings Dake
1902-1987

Finis Jennings Dake
1902-1987

Finis Jennings Dake
1902-1987

"God has a personal spirit body (Dan. 
7:9-14; 10:5-19); shape (Jn. 5:37); form 

(Phil. 2:5-7); image and likeness of a man 
(Gen. 1:26; 9:6; Ezek. 1:26-28; 1 Cor. 

11:7; Jas. 3:9). He has bodily parts such 
as, back parts (Ex. 33:23), heart (Gen. 

6:6; 8:21), hands and fingers (Ps. 8:3-6; 
Heb. 1:10; Rev. 5:1-7), mouth (Num. 

12:8), lips and tongue (Isa. 30:27), feet 
(Ezek. 1:27; Ex. 24:10), eyes (Ps. 11:4; 

18:24; 33:18), ears (Ps. 18:6), hair, head, 
face, arms (Dan. 7:9-14; 10:5-19; Rev. 
5:1-7; 22:4-6), and other bodily parts." 

[Dake's Annotated Reference Bible, (Lawrenceville: Dake Bible Sales, 1963), NT, p. 97]



7/11/2026 9:31 PM

160

Finis Jennings Dake
1902-1987

(Dan. 
7:9-14; 10:5-19) (Jn. 5:37)

(Phil. 2:5-7)
(Gen. 1:26; 9:6; Ezek. 1:26-28; 1 Cor. 

11:7; Jas. 3:9)
(Ex. 33:23) (Gen. 

6:6; 8:21) (Ps. 8:3-6; 
Heb. 1:10; Rev. 5:1-7) (Num. 

12:8) (Isa. 30:27)
(Ezek. 1:27; Ex. 24:10) (Ps. 11:4; 

18:24; 33:18) (Ps. 18:6)
(Dan. 7:9-14; 10:5-19; Rev. 

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

Gregory A. Boyd
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Gregory A. Boyd

"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.

Gregory A. Boyd

"It is, I 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]


