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"Our worldviews function in many
ways. They function like
eyeglasses. You ever heard the
term ‘Looking at the world
through rose colored glasses.' If
you have a colored pair of lenses
<l and put them on your eyes,
B everything looks that way. Your
worldview functions like that. It is
the lens through which you see
the world—through which you
view the world—and how you
interpret reality."”

[Voddie Baucham, DVD "Family Driven Faith," Stand for Truth
» California Christian Apologetics Conference 2008]

-

————

“In the simplest terms, a worldview:
may be defined as how one sees life
and the world at large. In this
manner it can be compared to a pair
of glasses. How a person makes
sense of the world depends upon
that person’s 'vision,’ so to speak.
The interpretive ‘lens’ helps people
make sense of life and comprehend
the world around them. Sometimes
the lens brings clarity, and other

o times it can distort reality."

[Ken Samples, Reasons to Believe (RTB):

- <«
*» L)
A
3 t ¢
Ke n n eth S a m p | eS ,_&__ ] http://www.reasons.org/articles/what-in-the-world-is-a-worldview,
-

accessed 02/04/25]
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what is happening lh ‘Fhe
world into mental focus."

[GlEnalS. Sunshine, Why You Think the Way You Do: The Story of:
es ern Worldviews from Rome to Home (Grand Rapids: Zondervan,

2009]113]
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gAWorldview has beenicomparedjto
alpaidoef glasses through whichjwe
iseeltheiworld. Without these
glasses, the world:wouldiappeagas;
aniunfocused, meaningless blob}
ihelglasses not onlylallow us tofsee”
tolmakelsense ofiwhat we secym
AAworldview.is, first.of all, an
intehfpretation of the world and
an application of this viewato
life:*

. Cery Phillips William'EXBrown), Making!Sense of Your World from' a Biblica

Viewpond(@hicagedMoody, 1991), 26, 29]
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WHAT'S YOUR WORLDVIEW?

BY TRAGY F MUNS OCTOBER 22, 20 SHARE: ooe 3 o

FQUUS

s FAMILY.

What's a worldview? Tracy Munsil explores this question

“A person’s worldview consists of the values,
ideas or the fundamental belief system that
determines his attitudes, beliefs and ultimately,
actions. ... Jeff Baldwin, a fellow at the Texas-
based Worldview Academy, says worldview ‘is
like an invisible pair of eyeglasses-glasses you
put on to help you see reality clearly. If you
choose the right pair of glasses, you can see
everything vividly and can behave in sync with

the real world. ... But if you choose the wrong
pair of glasses, you may find yourself in a worse
plight than the blind man - thinking you see
clearly when in reality your vision is severely
distorted.” To choose the 'right’ glasses, you
have to first understand and embrace the true
worldview."

[Tracy E. Munsil, Focus on the Family: http://www.focusonthefamily.com/faith/christian-
worldview/whats-a-christian-worldview/whats-your-worldview, accessed 02/02/25]
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The Lens of Scripture

BY FRANKLIN GRAHAM | & MARCH1,2018 | FRANKLIN GRAHAM

Editor’s Note: This article was originally published in March 2018, but Franklin Graham’s words still
ring true in a world that has only strayed farther from God’s standards.
In late January, the United States Senate failed by nine votes to pass legislation that would have banned

abortions after the 20th week of pregnancy. Since Roe v. Wade made abertion legal in 1973, more than 60
million children have been murdered in their mothers’ wombs.

“A worldview.is thelway a '
person views'the world
and himself. Itis the lens
through which an
individual sees issues

and relationships, and. it
becomes the foundation
and framework for all
decision making."

[Franklin Graham, "The Lens of Scripture,"
https://decisionmagazine.com/lens-of-scripture/, accessed 02/04/25]
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“A worldview.is the way:a
person views' the world.
and himself: Itis the'lens
through which an
individual sees issues

and relationships, and. it
becomes the foundation
and framework for all
decision making."

[Franklin Graham, "The Lens of Scripture,"
https://decisionmagazine.com/lens-of-scripture/, accessed 02/04/25]

..

individual sees worldviews
themselves?

If so, then how can one have
an objective knowledge of
different worldviews?

If a worldview “"becomes the
foundation and framework for
all decision making* then
does it become the framework
for one’s decision about
worldviews ?

-

" Is it the lens through which an

What Is a Biblical Worldview?

Looking at the World from God's Viewpoint

a G Dr. Mike Nosts, Thursday Janusry 6. 2011

Everybody has a worldview! From the pigmy tribes in the Cor

has a philosophy of how they view the world.
Simply put, a worldview is simply the w

Everyone has a lens that they look at the w

ngo to the cufflink staffer in

vorld through. And the way we look at the wor

ONLINE BACHELOR'S DEGREE

ur bachelor's degree in Biblical Studies fro
the White House, everybody

Find Out More

vay that a human being looks at life—the way we perceive things.

rid makes all the difference in

he world. It determines how we define reality, as well as how we relate to each other

Everybody has a lens through which they interpret where life came

Tom, and why bad things happen, and what their

7/23/2025
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“Everyone has a lens that
they look at the world
through. And the way we
look at the world makes
all the difference in the
world. It determines how
we define reality, as well
as how we relate to

each other.”
[Mike Norris, "What Is a Biblical Worldview?" M | ke NOfTIS

[http://ministry127.com/christian-living/what-is-a-biblical-worldview,
assessed 02/04/25]

“Everyone has a lens that £ ifthe lens determines how we

they look at the world define reality,” then it will
determine how we define the

thr ough. And the way we reality of the lenses themselves.
look at t’:’ e world 'T’akes In other words, one's worldview.
all the difference in the will determine how one defines
world. It determines how the reality of worldviews.
. : But if our worldview determines
we define real'ty 235 well how. we define the reality of

as how we relate to worldviews, then we cannot
each other."” know whether our definition of
[Mike Norris, "What Is a Biblical Worldview?" the reality Of & given WorldVieW
is objectively true.

[http://ministry127.com/christian-living/what-is-a-biblical-worldview,
assessed 03/09/24]
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Home

What is a Biblical Worldview?

BIBLICAL
WORLDVIEW

WITH ISRAEL WAYNE

What is a Biblical worldview? Everyone has a worldview. Whether or not we realize it, we all have certain presuppositions and

Search

Recent Posts

Classic Christian Sermons -
Sermonindex.net - Greg
Gordon

What Does DNA Teach Us
About Human History? -
Traced - Dr. Nathaniel Jeanson

Self-Promoetion

Can a Christian be Demon-
Possessed?

Can Objects Contain Spiritual
Power?

Tags
Apologetics  Atheism
Christian Filmmaking

Christian Myths  Church

“What is a Christian Worldview? Everyone
has a worldview. Whether or not we realize
it, we all have certain presuppositions and
biases that affect the way we view all of
life and reality. A worldview is like a set of
lenses which taint our vision or alter the
way we perceive the world around us. Our
worldview is formed by our education, our
upbringing, the culture we live in, the
books we read, the media and movies we
absorb, etc. For many people their
worldview is simply something they have
absorbed by osmosis from their
surrounding cultural influences. They have
never thought strategically about what
they believe and wouldn’t be able to give a
rational defense of their beliefs to others."

[Israel Wayne "What Is a Biblical Worldview?"
http://www.christianworldview.net/, assessed 02/04/25]

If "certain presuppositions and
biases ... affect the way we view all
of life and reality," which "alter the
way we perceive the world around

us,"” then such presuppositions

and bias will alter the way we
see worldviews.

Thus, we would not be able to have
objective knowledge about
worldviews themselves.

But, if we cannot have objective
knowledge about worldviews
themselves, then we cannot
whether a given worldview
is true.

14
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WORLDVIEW

*WHAT DO YOU THINK?

Watch THIS VIDEO about a guy who helped people see color for the first time.

A worldview is like the glasses through which we see the world. We all have bad eyesight because of the
effects sin has in our lives, 50 good glasses help us see the world more clearly. Some have a darker tintora
different colored tint to their glasses. Though these glasses may look pretty, they show a world that is

less true to reality.

TOPICS
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VARG IS 6@ R CLESSES
throughiwhichiwels eelthesworldiss
evenythingllooksrallittieXdifferent

dependingioniwhichionelwerre
lookingkthrotugh?

[eWionldViewAltSiHoWAYoURS ecktheAWen ddhttpSy/dniveraoodlefcomfile/d/iXSEREVS @Y SHVIS QUKLIGVHXRASZINNCS/ViEW)

CRUNasSessedl02/0472:5]

THRIVE ™

vAsworldviewdistlikelthe
glassesithroughiwhichiwe
Seelthelworldy
everythingllooksiallittle

differentidependingion
whichioneiwerre
lookingithrough?

EWeildviewaltsiHowAieURS eeltheAWornldi
hitpsH/dnivetgoogletcomfile/d/ilPXsE
REV3OUSHIVIS@UkIEgvbxRa8ziNncs\View R CRUNassessed
02/04725]

If "everything looks a
little different”
depending upon which
worldview one is looking
through, then how can
we know when we are
objectively seeing what
a given worldview is?
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Why Should I Learn About Other Worldviews? seatch

by AmyBarnard | Oct 16,2020 | Culture and Worldview | 2 comments

Recent Posts

God's Smuggler (11 May
1928 - 27 September
2022)

There Will be Wars and
Rumors of Wars

Ending the Sexual
Revolution with a Lullaby

Stop Destroying Our
Brethren: End the Sexual
Revolution

Wilberforce Hires New
Faculty Member

Categories
Announcements
Culture and Worldview
Faculty

Government

Redemptive Change
Agents

Uncategorized

Archives
o . October 2022
Ask any Wilberforce Academy mentee about their top takeaways from their time with Wilberforce and you
will likely here one word over and over: Worldview. L ing the concept of is February 2022
foundational to much of what we do at the Academy, and today we look at six reasons for studying July 2021

"We define worldview as a big story,
shaped by deep assumptions, that
generates great allegiance and

Ifssevenrythingllooksia
littleXdifferents
dependingluponiwhich
worldviewionelistlooking
throughithenthowican
welknowiwheniwelare
() o) [XINAANZ S ke ] WAELS
algiveniworldviewlisiz

defines a way of living. It’s the idea
that people have a comprehensive
view of the story of reality that
influences the way they interpret the
world. By understanding these

worldviews we can avoid many of the
pitfalls that derail communication in
our relationships or attempts to share
the Gospel, as well as impact our
ability to effect redemptive change in
a community."

[Amy Barnard, "Why Should | Learn about Other Worldviews?"
https://www.wilberforceii.org/2020/10/16/2020-10-16-why-
should-i-learn-about-other-worldviews/, 02/04/25]
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Download PDFE
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What in the Worldview?
,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, By Ruth McDonald
ring new cat-eye, tortoise-shell glasses.
awe of the details of the world outside

Tl never forget the day I rode home from the
Not only did I feel very cute and stylish, 1 was i

History Resources

About

Archives

Sfsthelwayiwelviewiand
interpretithe:worid
aroundiusiisiour
worldviewswhichlis:like
seeinglstheiworid
throughi=al“set of
glasses;=thenfthow,
couldiwerknow:when
our =prescriptionsis
correctorincorrect?

(’ dWelalliseelthelworldaithkotighian
individuallsetofiglasses)
Withithe
WE CELD SEE
thelworldiastitireallydisylRoun
pLes ctiptionyistincorrect;
lhoweverathelviewdiskdistorteds
theughhwelmaytoimayanot
e alizelitySimplysputathesvayawe.
vievgandlinterpretithesworld|
arounditustisiouworladviewss

[[Ruiih MeDenele "Whet (s & Werevisw?”

iéips7/ vwAnafwbletg/onemag/wira dwoildvie WAt
02/04/25]
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wiisie . Faith and Reason
THREE VIEWS

epiTeD BY 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 isiultimately determined by

how. thelintricate structures of
communication work together/in.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.”

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

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

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

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

7/23/2025
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Stanley J. Grenz
(1950-2005)

7/23/2025

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

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

synderesis, or ‘conscience."
[€arl'A- Raschke, "Faith and Philosophy. in Tension," in Steve

Wilkins, ed., Faith and Philosophy: Three Views (Downers Grove:
IVR"Academic, 2014), 61, emphasis in original]
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A PRIMER ON |J
POSTMODERNISM |

I
e STANLEY ). GRENZ I
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g “In contrast to the modern
ideal of the dispassionate

- ‘ observer, we affirm the
l \ postmodern discovery
. | that no observer can stand
"E i outside the historical
process. Ner camn We

universalgeculturally,
Ineutralfknewledgelas;
uncenditionedfspecialistsh
Stanley J. Grenz
(1950-2005)

If what Grenz says is true,
then his own statement itself
does not come from an
“= | Y observer who stands
\ “Inicontrast to the modern = = =
“:‘ ‘ ideallofthe dispassionate "outside the historical
observer, we affirm the

\. postmodern discovery process o and, thus, the

that no observer can stand

outside the historical statement is not itself

process. Ner can e " " =
oiversel, cufally neutral knowledge" coming

Inettrallknewledgelas) 4 iti
. p—r from an "unconditioned

Stanley J. Grenz ' SpeCiaIiSt. !

(1950-2005)

Since this is the case, why.
should we believe that it is
objectively true?

22



Stanley J. Grenz
(1950-2005)

"Onitheicontrary, we are
participants in.our
historical and cultural
context, and all our
intellectual endeavors are
unavoidably conditioned
by that parti tion.”

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]

4 Ififalllourintellectual

endeavorsi are
sunavoidablyiconditioneds
then Grenz'sifownistatement
istitselfszunavoidably,
conditioned:

Butiifthisistatementiis
sunavoidablyiconditioned;s
theyawhyishouldiweltakelit

aslobjectivelyitrue?

7/23/2025
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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, accessed 03/09/24]

24
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"Postmodernism stresses the
distinction between objectivity of
facts, versus objectivity of
knowledge or people. It accepts
the possible existence of facts
outside human context, but
argues that all knowledge is
mediated by an individual and
that the experiences, biases,
beliefs, and identity of that
individual necessarily influence
how they mediate any
knowledge.”

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

o

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

distinction between objectivity of

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

outside human context, but

argues that all knowledge is WOUId be true Of Dan MCGee

mediated by an individual and

that the expériere NE R and the knowledge claim he is
beliefs, and identity of that making right here.

individual necessarily influence
how they mediate any

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

25
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“JA} helpal and thuwaugh guideboak”

the
YOUNGER

Evangelicals =
|

Facing the
CHALLENGES

of the New "

L ARE S R ‘

|
robert L WEpuR

“In the twenty-
first century
world ... the new.
attitude ... is'that
the uselof reason
and science to
prove o
disprove afact is
questionable. ...
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Relbert [E. Welbloer

(16882007

“This ... points
... toithe
postmodern
conclusion'that
weldeallwith
linterpreted
facts.'...

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

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?

7/23/2025
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Stanley J. Grenz

(1950-2005)

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

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

outside the historical

7/23/2025

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

and

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

N self-refuting statements

28
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Saturday, 10 March 2018

ONLINE

Home

HOMILETICS INTERVIEW: Robert E. Webber

What Younger Evangelicals Want—and Are
Getting!

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

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

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

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

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

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

e —

Robert E. Webber

Other Homiletics
Interviews:

Preaching Is an Incarnational Event
;ichard Ward

Jesus and the Consumerist Culture
iyler_Wigg Stevenson

Taking God to Work —
DEVIT

Why Things Are the Way They Are
Paul Shepherd

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

Stitching Together the Patchwork
Famil)
Barbara Carnal

Homiletics: So then; the Traditional

Evangelicals function within a modern

worldview that is rationalistic, and

propositional.

29



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

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

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.
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e a—————
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]

GE.” —GLAUDIA RANKINE

. \"\I‘\ I Y
WRITE
FRAGILYTY
WHY IT’S SO HARD

ror WHITE PEOPLE +o
TALK ABOUT RACISM

RGBIN DIANGELQ

rorReworD BY MIGHAEL ERIC DYSON
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"We make sense of
perceptions and
experience through
our particular cultural
lens. This lens is
neither universal nor

objective, and
without it, a person
could not function in
any human society.

[Robin DiAngelo, White Fragility: Why It's So Hard for
White People to Talk about Racism (Boston: Beacon,
2018), 9]

Ludwig Wittgenstein

OIN CIERTAMNNIT Y

Edited by G.E. M. Anscombe
& G.H.von Wright

HARPER TORCHBOOKS ¥ T8 1686

Ludwig Wiﬂgenstéin

OIN CIERTAMNNT Y

Edited by G.E. M. Anscom be
& G.H.vo ight
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mean:ngs. of ngds

[Eudwig W|ttgenste|n @n Cen‘amty eds G ENVIFAnScombelandiG:

- -

But [ CII el Gt iy
pleture o/ o world by

between true ‘nd ElSE

[EGdwighWittgensteiny, On Certaintyy #94])

33



7/23/2025

It woulel be (0]
Seyy iher we
somethingrasrsuie
elidence becalseliis
celtalplitriierRathe mwe

U/st ﬂrst’é&ermn?‘e the,

aga/nst a prop@sn‘/on

[LudwighWittgenstenM@alCertaniyAHlIOns 198]
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PERSPECTIVISM:

s Definition =<

everyone has their'owniperspective
about the world and that nobody's
perspective is any more or less
legitimate than anyone else’s:

PERSPECTIVISM

s Problems <

How can one choose a world
view without being affected by
his own world view while
making/the choice?
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PERSPECTIVISM

s Problems <

Don't we actuallyiwant
something more from our world
view than merely choosing our
preferences?

I CA-

NSEEC-

* LEARLYN =
" OWTHERA =
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- a
FOREWORD BY DR.NORMAN GEISLER

OBJECTIVITY

7z %{/é/{ffl//
INTERPRETATION

RS

‘f";’ ‘, A
5 Thomqa‘égHowe
£ THOM AS HO\X/E . Southern Eva'r;ﬁelical Seminary

_—

Tr‘uﬂ‘ Religion
Knowledge Faith/Reason

Experience W}ibl )
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Finally, brethren, whatever things

are true, whatever things are noble,
whatever things are just, whatever
things are pure, whatever things are
lovely, whatever things are of 900d

report, if there is any virtue and if
there is anything praiseworthy—
meditate on these things.
Philippians 4:8

7/23/2025
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Distinguishing
Absolute Truth

ar d
Objectiveliruth s

CHRISTIAN
APOLOGETICS

"Hn

EDITED BY
TIMOTHY R.PHILLIPS
& DENNIS L.OKHOLM | DAK.e_r,mesom

lll--ﬁl Hl
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8

THERE’S NO

SUCH THING

AS OBJECTIVE TRUTH,
ANDIT’S

A GOOD THING,

TOO

Philip D. Kenneson

The way to solve the problem you see in life is to live in a way
that will make what is problematic disappear.
Ludwig Wittgenstein®

"'l‘he‘ wayldlistalbig place and |

now, mekexthaniever thel;e is_

enormeus dangerily bellevmg

we arelintallible, that ol X
version.ofgtheR {{'li/S abseluteu
thatgevendeonelwiho does

M@m@ Wr@ng, lnd
,.;... @mm@my

%
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s &) e a5 P we ith
o S ‘l’i;’i’Zf%Z?s‘f,’ F -4
'- maintaineakthagthese
wasynoeldangedin
believimeithal
oftheRtrlithlis;
weuldihe
thenkthinkwelwere
thelerore!

ankenemy/

f No a,bsute truth ...
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glVomenlinimest
cllturesihavelbeen
Strippedlofgthein

. @

gancjeugmales
cdeminated,
Rhilo'SephiesIof
eloselluiismn a o
histeny ©F
angd
which
continuesitoythis;
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“llves it SE
onelsimplel
undebatable e

Notice that Brown
cﬂaﬂms ﬂmii lﬁ?ﬂs oplmaﬁozm

lphilesephiesiof
absolutism [evea * *
lemg histery of
whichl
continuesiolthis
OU -

“absolutism"” of "our
philosophles.

TALKING ABOUT RACE | NMAAHC

WHITE EULTURE

I « Christianity is the norm
Religion e Anything other than Judeo - Christian tradition is foreigr
# No tolerance for deviation from single god concept
. W
(- Status, Power o "
& Authority «F uth
A et
‘_."n
A \J
» Plan for future
h Future »
Orientation
n
.
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B o e e— .-

vr A - - r
L Yy

Emphasis on

L ]
) fa # Cause and effect relationships
Scientific Method '

& Quantitative emphasis

» Based on Northern European immigrants’ experience in the United States
History e Heavy focus on the British Empire

o=
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Cornrespondencer =

Coherence
Functional
Pragmatic

Power

Cornrespondencer =

7/23/2025
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Correspondence Minuthiistcorrespondenceitorreality:

alihistsaysithatialstatementiisttruelinias
muchrasiiticonmespondsitorreality,

alihus therstatementlilistraining:

Sy 'nd as He“ith/alked by the Sea of :

Ga’iﬂee He Saw:Simon’and-Andre

hls broth \r cgstmg a net mto th

-#-,

- ' - .
%_ i -3 % £ o
- F
Pl At E: et T S
oy B
Te i k ’ B
-y L L el T o

-, Sl o

SN
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Allegmry

o :

"But herwho ‘was of the bondwon‘;an was

bo\m_ accorg]mgxto the flesh, and he of the
N\ N
freew%a@thmugh promise, v%hlch things

N’ B

are symbolic. .z*-Gal. 4: 23-24a #

> 'J_“."J

AN Yop oups\m

5 their hands.”
~ Isa 55:12
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“Eor ‘ou shaII go out with joy, and

be Ied“"out with peace ... and all the

< S 0 trees of the field shall
i e ‘a'p their hands."

gLl Isa 55:12

"So hlS heart and:the heart of*
hls people were:moved:as:
;_’i‘the trees.of the woods are

moved w:th the wmd £ %
Isa 7: 2
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“For we walk by
faith, not by

sight.”
2 Cor.5:7p

.. theV{olyaSE lrltg!ndlcatlng this, that the way
mto the"HoIlest of AII was not yet made manlfest

s e

was Sy, mbollc ﬁgr the present tlme in v;hlalp-beth
glfts and sacrflces are offered WhICh cannot
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Hyperbole

"Nov!?/;the Mldlanltes and Amalekltes,\all «the

‘peoplel of: the East were Iyliv’*g‘m the' vaIIey

s ggas?"umerous ggglocusts and;their: camels
[ were w:thout‘numberaas the sand.by. the < \\,‘___;

8 se shorg f';n multltude 2 Uudges 7 12

Phenoméﬁlogically
. for He makes His sun

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

Hmﬁ@[rmézﬂﬂy

..:éll who-were zmaﬂ accordmg _ﬁ@ ﬁb@‘i? v
arm:%s\gf@e B hundredland three™
thousandvfnye lﬁ]@] and ﬁﬁéﬁy l}‘di@m Z%@ZZ

- thousand
.“ z i /- umi‘ 4 21 3
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ol Metonymy n

"For it happened when'David wa';%Tn ﬂ"
4\ Edom, and Joabithe commandergof
i@ the army had gone up;,to bury the
lain, after he hadzkilled every malel

A

.S
#4  inEdom"1Kings 11:15 |
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.;i

",t\fter these things Jesus
and His disciples came into *
the land of Judea, and
li“gwere He remained with #
A'them and baptized."” John -

f=m

-

!

Metonymy n \Wff

“Therefore, when thevl:ord
" knew that the Pharlsees
had heard that Jesus] made
and baptized more
dlsc1ples than Johng

‘ 2 4 3:22 " #(though Jesus Hlmselfﬁdld

'got baptize, but HIS
disciples),” John 4:1-2

&£

Metonymy n

A’1d when John had heard in
prison about‘the works of
1_Christ, he sent v of his

Jdisciples {3} and said to Him,

Are You the Coming One, or

. .do we look for another?" {4}."
ﬁesus answered and said to
them, "Go and.tell John the
thmgs which you hear and
see:" Matthew: 11:2-4

Notice that two went to
speak to Jesus.

4 s

l

7/23/2025

56



7/23/2025

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 shlould
= enter under my roof""

Q Luke 7:6 ° !
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_\
Whattabout the
other. theories

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

Coherence
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o

Stephen'W. Hawking
(1942-2018)

A 2’_;‘%@ > ;
Stephen W. Hawking ==,

(1942-2018)

S,

fa

2%

P 5
)

e

A BRIEF
HISTORY OF
TIME |

__FROM| °

BLACK
HOLES

|
A --—...\ 3
STEPHEN
W.HAWKING

'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
description.”

[Stephen W. Haﬁ/king,‘f\?B@f Histquea_fprir‘ne;/:rorﬁtﬁg
Big Bang to Black; Moles (Torontc’ BantamvBooks),!139ﬂ‘

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

knowledgelitself:possible:

= 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, or\we
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. alternative will
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]

7/23/2025
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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
- Relatlon _

(1929520912
LY

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

Functional

> 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.




ZAltholghlithelmustard.seed.
(seelMattii13:32)jisfnotithe
smallestiofialliseeds; yet
Jesusireferred tolittas such*
because’. . .

Etolhavelgonelcontrany.to
theidmindioniwhat.was'the
smallestiseed\would have 'so
diverteditheirattention from
thelknowledge'that would
bringisalvation to their souls
thatithey. might well have
failed to'hear these all-
important revelational
truths.”

Daniel P: Euller, “Benjamin B. Warfield's View of Faith and History," Bulletin of the
Evangelical Theological Society 11 (Spring 1968): 81-82, quoted in' Norman L.
Geisler, “The Concept of Truth inithe Inerrancy Debate," Bibliotheca Sacra (October-
December 1980): 336-337.
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An additional

comment about |
function ...

7/23/2025
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> 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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> 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

‘ ibetter more. interesting,
) merertruittul ways of

than te! finad. objective
truth.**

IR [ ortysRhilosophy:and thelMirror: of Nature (Princeton:
0 i onilniversityiRress; 1979), 360, 377, as cited in William
R| Ch a rd RO rty - AllawheadSnhelVoyagelofiDiscovery: Anl Historical

nitolRhilosophy:2:died., (Belmont,

(1931-2007) hillhomsonllleaming, 2002), 563]
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Richard Rorty
(1931-2007)

"For pragmatists, the desire for
objectivity is notthe desire to
escape the I/mltat/ons of.one's
community, but s:mp/y the

desire for as much intersubjective§
agreement,as possible;-the desire ™
to extend the reference of 'usias

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)

7/23/2025

rather than to find
objective truth."

ity Rhilosephyiandithe Mirror of Nature (Princeton:
ersitylRress; 197.9),360, 377, as cited in William
el\VoyagelofiDiscovery: An Historical
Philosophys223ied., (Belmont,

/ihemsontLeanning, 2002); 563]
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Ron‘y ha‘d infmindlerwas: h‘op/ng Tor:

!{’_*&L

e 8

‘)‘ " '

FurYnu
B“[ Not. :
e Rop Vg”
PAUL GOPAN
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" “TRUE FOR YOU

BUT
NOT FOR ME"

Overcoming Objections
to Christian Faith

PAUL COPAN

& Jeremiah 44:1; -1 )

whatever has gone
own mouth, to burn
the queen of heaven

fathers, our kings a
princes, in the cities:

7/23/2025
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& Jeremiah 441718k

"For then we had plentylofi
food, were well-off; and:sawine! “,
trouble. But sinceiwe stopped :

burning incense to the gt

of heaven and pouring
drink offerings to her;w.

lacked everything and?

.mrw ?

,,»

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.

7/23/2025
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“TherelistatbattleNfortruths o ;;
atileastrarounditrtithi==i{
L beinglunderstoodionce
againithatby truthrlfdelnot
meanthelensemblelorn
truths whichrareitorbe
" discovered and,
accepted, but rather the
: - 4 ensemble of rules according
s F to\which the: true and the
% e M false are separated and
hel Foucault-'~ __» specific effects of power:
26 1984) ST altached to the true)’
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almatternotiofiatbattlelon
behalf‘ofithe truthybltofia
battle:aboutithelstatus.of
| truth' and.the economic
and political role it plays-*

[Michel Foucault, Folicault!ReadersAnntroductionito;
Foucault's Thoughtiwith: Major New:Unpublished:

Material, ed. Paul'Rabinow! (New!York: Pantheon:
Books, 1984), 74]

g *x
VichelfFoucauls
((1926-1984)
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-
Tests

for Truth

‘#!




.

Iwo things (at least) are
common'terall tests for truth.

7/23/2025
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] |
FOREWORD BY DR.NORMAN GEISLER

OBJECTIVITY
o l)/))zﬁ//((//
INTERPRETATION

Th & o
om%§ owe

Southern Evangelical Seminary
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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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“Those who.deny:a'first
principle should be beaten
and burned until theyadmit
thatitolbe beaten is notithe,

same as to'not be beaten
Elgle/ (10 [o)z burned.is notithe
Sameras not.to beburned.”

Metaphysic . ‘

"But we have now.poesiteakthaifis}
impossible for anything: atithersame
to be and not to be, and bysthisimeans
have shown thatthisiiskth S

indisputable of all principlessS

79



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/,l{g;may. eatthe friut of the trees @IF
fdthe}fru:bof the, tree Swhichtisin (lb@'

NG "b*'d said! éﬂ?ﬂl@%ﬂ@w
2 fd.‘.T " d
-ew
i d

sYoupwillinetisur, dlf
thatlin the day you oot of it your mﬂv' '
and youiwﬂl Ilke God»-knowmg

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

“~ et h
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Now the'serpent was : or ! _cunnmg than any beast of
the field which the: LORD Godhad imade. And he said to
theiwoman;=Has} God- fii deed ! ,d shall not eat of

t -

e 11
We.:may, eatl he |
he}fru:bof the tree Wthh“'lS GiIQ miic

o

& ﬁ\.

and.youiwilllbe Ilke God’-knowmg good
L / ! 4 -

thatlin the dayyou~ea @ ofit your eyes wﬂﬂ'

aThe Law of Excluded Middle~<

pssence =~ A thinglisieither ‘A’ or 'non-A."

xlstence A thing either exist
exist

wuth v@ A state‘ment is eithemtritie’or not true:

®

7/23/2025
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»

Either‘make

o

~The Lawlof Id&ntity@

essence > If a thinglisi'A’ then it is ‘A

Syistencen-Al athingjexists ftieh

uth v@ If a sta"grm@nt is truekthen'it is true.

.
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el g q"’h."‘

- hallslisayxte them ‘{% d*G S

‘J o, Ny ‘4'\
b’ thy

ln
N Fhy the
ey A

h‘{ “%yo&shall say hllr e}
Israeuzg'l AM has sent you 5 .f'f,".‘-f EaF

~The relationshiplof logic andrealitye@

Thellaws efflegic are undeniably:true.
val@nelhas to'use logic inferdegtoldeny logict

Reality isjknowable

o claim that&reality iS{akipewable' is to claimitolknow,
‘ometh/ng about reality:

®

o |
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Objections

fo
Logic

Wb@@ @bo@?@

((ﬁ@@ﬁ@l}n 550@?
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& |Isaiah 55:8 &

{8} "For Myithoughts arelnetfyelithoughts, nomare
your ways My:ways;" says thellORDS

heavens arelhigherthan the earthl /
higher than'your waysiand My thoughtskthaniyous
thoughts.# -. | |

& Isalah 55:6-9 &

{6} Seek the LORD while .He may: 1‘
be found, Call upon Him while He is
near. {7} Let the|wicked|forsake! his| <
Way, And the (TEECRICCTN TR ()
Let him return to ther
LORD, And He will have mercy onl
him; And to our God, For Ee will
abundantly pardon. {8} “For([¥I}}
otghtsyare not your thoughts, nor
are your ways{My ways!" says e,
®EORP! {9} "For as the heavens are
higher than the earth, so are My
ways higher than your ways, and
My thoughts than your thoughts."
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There is a difference between "the order of
knowing" and "the order of being"

1he map IS MrSEn e ereer of Knewing.
SESHisHirstinithelcidegofoeines

7/23/2025
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> response: It is netour" Iogﬁ%. .

> Lagiciis anfexpression of the nature of Ged

Himself.
-
®» X

et TS
.fo@@f

Rationalismz

e
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> response: There is aldifference b%een b'eingrationa'l

and Rationalism:

» Rationalismiisithe view maintains, that knewledgelis
primarilyiattainable by reaseonfapalit from thelphysical
senses’ o

> However, the netions offselfzevident truthsieriationally.

iInescapable trﬁs do not'canstitite Rationalism=(e.qg.,
Declaration of Independence)

ISiagt&thisylimitin Ao a7
ftel, caﬁ't“é@fd 0/©
t@gﬂﬂp@ss blerals
Gh crelanyiinn g Gea;

C@-ann@tfﬁ

~
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> response: God canneivielate Hié’@vn natt@

> Logicis an expression of the nature offjbeing itself.

-

> Godlistinfinite’being.

9 &
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> response: Logic wasinet created“‘*@God. i!l!!!
expression ofiGed. (like goodness)
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> response There is nethingfin the%ctrlne Tr|n|ty

(or any otherbiblical doctrine) that is illegical®

» Therelis a difference betweenkssomethingh belng beyend|
reasemnrand something belngagaln St reason

elolt

-2

Ifdlegicgis SoIhelf h TRl
calnkstich i glrieatilogicialn
as tlg‘a th Sist philseplher

‘ra;n Russell be¥so¥al

.fr“@m the tn@

A - =
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> response: If you startfafrace faci'mgthe wreongdiection®
then the fastemyou can'run, the quicker you™will*be in
getting farther,@gm the finish line.

&
. L]

11th August, 1918
you have never expressed yourself
any h hings on ays e

It is quite true what you say, that

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

listening to the ghost that comes to feel oneself a ghost. I feel I
Bertrand Russe” shmthe;uthonmydwthme bedean;besunuunescdcdbypeopletoo
(1 872-1 970) stupid to understand - fussing about medicines instead of searching
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ihelquestion'regarding tests for
truthileads us:into the issue
of knowledge.
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Notionly:isitruth that which
corresponds to reality, but
we'are able to know the truth
about reality.

Classical

I call i.t |
H the wayiitiis.
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Modernism *Q-

I callit
the:wayiliseelit.

Itiisn't anything N
untilil:calljit.

7/2
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Infmany instances, the test
foritruth will differ according
tolthe kind of thing about
which the statement is made.

Reality

Rhilesophy,
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Bifterent aspects of
reality’ require! different

methedsyer inquiry.and
to OIS@‘v‘n alysis.

b o R
Questlons of mathematics
e‘<':'| biré methods of inquigy
( and tools o/,]lanalys “

— approprlate :to the
njathematlcal aspects of
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Questionssof natural science
requwe{thods of moTﬂiﬁj‘y‘\and
tools of analysis | r‘Rroprlate;.to

the physical aspects) of reality.
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~Two,Philosophical'Mista
A s o N

_jliﬁe Lesser (

taking the methods of
inquiry and toels of
analysisyfor one aspection
reality and illicitly:using
them for another aspect

\ of reality

7/23/2025
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&> WO Phllosophlcal Mistakes-<

‘jhe Lesser

taku&g the meth ds of: taking the methods of

inquiry and too/s of inquiry'and toolstof

ana/ys:s\for one aspectioft™ lanalysisyfodeneyaspect of

reality and illicitly:using reality and illicitly using
them for another aspect for reality as a whole'or
of reality, "being as such."

F LN
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RICHARD DAWKINS

The Blind
Watchmaker

Why the evidence f 86lution reveals

- . - -
a universe witli@ht design

BY THE AUTHOR OF THE SELFISH GENE
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"Unlike some of
his theological
colleagues, Bishop
Montefiore is not
afraid to state that
the question of
whether God
exists is a definite

LIGION question of fact.”

[The Blind Watchmaker, 37-38]
nd the cure,

pgetner we can f
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“lihelpresencelor;
absence of'a
creative'super-
intelligence is
unequivocally a
scientific question,
even if it is not in
practice—or not
yet—a decided
one."

[The God Delusion, 58-59]

7/23/2025
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mtelllgence IS
unequijvocally a

scientific question,

even if itis not in
practice—or not
yet—a decided
one."

[The God Delusion, 58-59]

mﬂh]@@ﬁ'

mtelllgence IS
unequijvocally a

scientific question,

even if itis not in
practice—or not
yet—a decided
one."

[The God Delusion, 58-59]

“"Unlike some of
his theological

colleagues, Bishop

question of fact."

[The Blind Watchmaker, 37-38]

exists is Lefinite
question of fact."

[The Blind Watchmaker, 37-38]

7/23/2025
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“Philosophicalfnatiuralism
undertakes the responsibility;
for elﬁb’é@ng@
comprehensiveland coherent
worldview'based,on
experience, reasonyand
science, and for defending

“science’s'exclusive right to
explore and theorize about all
of reality.”

"The Need for Naturalism in a Scientific Age" http://www.centerforinquiry.
net/blogs/entry/ the_need_for_naturalism_in_a_scientific_age/, emphasis
added.

“Philosophical nata'r.frlism
undertakes the responsibility,

for: elé‘b“'é'r.ra.ﬁng@w
compre"hgns'-fi/e and coherent
worldview'based,on
experience, reasonyand

i‘science, and_for defending
"science’s'exclusive right to
explore and theorize about all

of reality.”

"The Need for Naturalism in a Scientific Age" http://www.centerforinquiry.
net/blogs/entry/ the_need_for_naturalism_in_a_scientific_age/, emphasis
added:
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/

Canlyou see
"Philosophical naturalism h OW Sh OOk ,S

undertakes the responsibility
for elaborating a

cmpenennsamanrer: (S tat@mentlis

worldview based on
experience, reason, and

science, and for defending - 7
science’s exclusive right to S e L r e u ' n g H
explore and theorize about all
of reality."

This is not a
scientific statement!

BREAKING

THE

SPEL

DANIEL C.

al Fbe

DENNETT

o Hhay

0

agging. ansl enjoyabl Jarnd Diamsn,
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“Perhaps some cancer.
cures are miracles. If
so, the only hope of

ever demonstrating this
to a doubting world

would be by adopting
the scientific method,
with its assumption of
no miracles, and
showing that science
was utterly. unable to
account for the
phenomena.*

[Breaking the Spell, 26]
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(ofien unknowmgly)
= —of the evidence.

elther too'sfnall or.too large
“will not be'caughtin-the net.
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Wevidence!for God because
they=are bemg scandalized
by their’own: presupposition

thatall'reality is"physical.

RichardIDawking ?
\

X
\'\
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What methods for
answering
questions does
Dawkins propose?

7/23/2025

HEE S 2l ENSWETT 1)
evenyisuchiquestion
[aboutimiracles]iwhether:
or notiwercan'discover it
in practice, anditis a
strictly scientific:answer.
The methods we should
use to settle the matter, in
the unlikely event that
relevant evidence ever
became available, would
be purely and entirely
scientific methods."

[Richard Dawkins, The God Delusion, 59.]

HEE S El) ENSWELT 1)
evenyssuchiguestion
[abeutimiracles]iwhether
or net'welcan'discover it
in practice, anditis a
strictly scientific answer.
The methods we should
use to settle the matter, in
the unlikely event that
relevant evidence ever
became available, would
be purely and entirely
scientific methods."

[Richard Dawkins, The God Delusion, 59.]

112



According to
Dawkins, should
scientific methods
be used only for
certain kinds of
questions or for
every kind of
question?

Is this statement
here provable by

“purely and entir@)

scientific
meth 0Q

7/23/2025

HEE S 1) ENSWETT 1)
every/such question
[abeoutimiracles]iwhether
or net'welcan'discover it
in practice, anditis a
strictly scientific answer.
The methods we should
use to settle the matter, in
the unlikely event that
relevant evidence ever
became available, would
be purely and entirely
scientific methods."

[Richard Dawkins, The God Delusion, 59.]

in pAactice, and it is a
@lcﬂy scientific answer.
e methoeds we should
use to settle the matter, in
the unlikely event that
relevant evidence ever
became available, would

be purely and entirely
scientific methods.*

[Richard Dawkins, The God Delusion, 59.]
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diihenelistanfansweRto
evenyisuchiguestion
[about miracles]whether

If I‘)OtJ What kind of or not:\we can'discover it

in practice, anditis a
method should be strictly/ scientific answer:
The methods we should
Used? use to settle the matter, in
the unlikely event that
relevant evidence ever
became available, would
be purely and entirely
scientific methods."
[Richard Dawkins, The God Delusion, 59.]

If not, what kind of

Ehlilesephicallinethes




perelisfanfanswento;
evenyssuchiguestion
[about miracles]whether

Why can 't that or not:\we can discover it

in practice, anditis a
method be used for strictly/ scientific answer:

The metheds we should

queStionS about use to settle the matter, in
miracles? the unlikely event that

relevant evidence ever
became available, would
be purely and entirely
scientific methods."
[Richard Dawkins, The God Delusion, 59.]

Etienne Gilson

Etienne Gilson
1884'1978 P AT

7/23/2025
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Etienne Gilson
1884-1978

Etienne Gilson
1884-1978
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=\etaphysicaliadventures
anreldoomeditoifaillwhen
itheigauthersisubstitite
thelfundamentalfconcepts
ofiany/particularscience
forthoseloffmetaphysics:
liheclogylogiciphysics;
biclogy s psychoelogy,
seciologyeconomicstane
fullyicompetenttolselve
theigownipreblemsiby;
theigownimetheds:

zonithelotherhandi s as
MEERIYSIES ElS £l
transcendinglalliparticular
knowledgesnoeiparnticular
sciencelisicompetent
eithertelselve
metaphysicalipreblemss
oniteljudgektheir
metaphysicaliselutionsts

(EticnnelGilsonsrhelUnitylofiRhilosophicall
Experiencelppi309:8il0)%
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Experience

How (o | Kaow thst | Kaow?

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

Richard 6. Howe, Bh.0.
Souvthera Evaagelicsl Seminsry
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M@ab,lb:e.'é‘s%ﬁﬁ*e _, vé?f :

o Luke 1:1-4 =

"Inasmuch as many have taken in
hand to set in order a narrative of
those things which have been fulfilled:
among us, just as those who from. the
beginning were eyewitnesses and
ministers of the word delivered them to
us, it seemed good to me also, having
had perfect understanding of all things
from the very first, to write to you an
orderly account, most excellent
Theophilus, that you may. know:the
certainty of those things in which, you
were instructed.”

7/23/2025
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- Acts 10:37-41 <

"And we are witnesses of all
things which He did both in the
land of the Jews and in
Jerusalem, whom they killed by
hanging on a tree. Him God
raised up on the third day, and
showed Him openly, not to all the
people, but to witnesses chosen
before by God, even to us who
ate and drank with Him after He
arose from the dead.”

< 1 John 1:1-3 =

"That which was from the beginning,
which we have heard, which we have
seen with our eyes, which we have
looked upon, and our hands have
handled, concerning the Word of life—
the life was manifested, and we have
seen, and bear witness, and declare to
you that eternal life which was with the
Father and was manifested to us—that
which we have seen and heard we
declare to you, that you also may have
fellowship with us; and truly our
fellowship is with the Father and with
His Son Jesus Christ.”

7/23/2025
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I\/Iary and otfler women
.*'(Matt 28:1-10)

the two dlscip S on \the way, to Emmaus thelten disciples ) -y five’hundreég‘br‘eib]@ (" Cor. 15:6)

Lot 4
(Ltike 24:13-35) g% =~ R e AR SRR
i (Luk 24_36 4Q) SNy - SR O

}';";_ James (1:Co 15:7)

y'Concerns
\ Tabout

Empmc:sm’P
r i
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To BegSure ...
4

y : [ §
“Our sensory faculties are'not
‘@omniscient.

v' Our sensory faculties are*notiinfallible.

v Our sensory.faculties are not
unaffected by our Fall in Adam.

)= ﬁmp/r/msm can't give you logic.

> Empiricismycan't give you metaphysics:.

> .;Empiricism%q't give'you morality.

> Empiricism can't giveyyou,God.
Empiricism ecan't justifysinduction. N —

> Empiricism shows that deduction is nothing more than a
circular argument.

Empiricism is just another way of saying that science is the
only way to truth.
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SomeyMistaken‘responsesy. ..

'
Sc?mJe Chigstiansimistakenly: thf;k#t:hat our
fallen natlre prevents humans'fromk
Knowing any truthithrough,oulsemsessand,
thus, argue thatthe Presuppositional
apologetieccmethod is required.

r i

SomeyMistaken‘responsesy. .

'
Some Christians mistakenly: thin;lrmat what
IS neede'd’is some sort of “balanceds
apologetic in terms ofiwhich,theymethods of
empiricism-are supplemented by other:
means,of."kmowing," often drawing
‘r ﬁmepts Qf Rationalism:or Intuitionism.
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SomeMistakenresponsesy. ..

:
Some Chiistians mistakenly: 't:hEthat
Special Revelation (the. Scriptures)vare
somehow given bylGedsas,aemedyatorthe
failings of our senses.

Response

.

. .
>
-
\

7/23/2025
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=y 5 ‘ﬁ' 7 3 : - ;" '
Step\ Jay Gould Alister McGrath 1andiDawkins
(19%1-2002)8 Ry W 7,

Facts and the Relationship
of Science and Religion

ié 2 Paleontologist, evolutionary

~ ol biologist, and historian of
”" science

- Taught at Harvard and New

-y

Stepﬁen Jay Gould York University
(19%1-2002)

Famous for his theory of
punctuated equilibrium

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

top N of this essay and the
(16%1-2002)8 principled resolution of
supposed 'conflict' or
'warfare' between science
and religion.

"No such conflict should

N exist because each
A subject has a legitimate
magisterium, or domain

Stepﬁ%ﬁlgﬁ"'d of teaching authority—




"and these magisteria do
not overlap (the principle
that | would like to
\ designate as NOMA, or
Stephen Jay Gould , .
(16%1-2002)8 nonoverlapping
magisteria’)."
[Stephen Jay Gould, "Nonoverlapping Magisteria," downloaded from

http://www.stephenjaygould.org/library/gould_noma.html, assessed
Jan. 8, 2018]

"The net of science

' covers the empirical
A ~universe: what is it made
: of (fact) and why does it

step*@,ﬁ{fﬁ“'d work this way (theory).

7/23/2025




"The net of religion
extends over questions of
moral meaning and
value.

Step\ Jay Gould
(1941-2002)8

"These two magisteria do
| not overlap, nor do they
! _/év _~ | encompass all inquiry
S (consider, for starters, the

Ken Id tar
S %,J;gz?f” magisterium of art andthe

meaning of beauty).
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!‘ "To cite the arch cliches,

we get the age of rocks,

[ and religion retains the

8 J;;—;ould rock of ages; we study
(16%1-2002)8 how the heavens go, and
they determine how to go

to heaven."

["Nonoverlapping"]

Stephen Jay Gould
(19%1-2002)

Non
Overlapping
Magisteria




—

Stephen Jay Gould
(1941-2002)

NOMA

Science Religion
(Factsgnd (Moral Meaning
Theories) and Values)

B
o 4 .
Alister McGrath

* Andreas Idreos Professorship
of Science and Religion at
Oxford University

Senior Research Fellow at
Harris Manchester College,
Oxford
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Alis'i*e? McGrath

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

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

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

Common factual claims
of science and religion

e.g., information
content in biological
systems

(Facts and | (Facts and
Theories) Values)

7/23/2025
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Former Charles Simonyi
Professor of Public
Understanding of Science,
Oxford University

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

famous for his theory of
memes

outspoken atheist
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Completely I
Overlapping
Magisteria

Science
(Facts and Values)
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Some peoplerhave
a “‘functionals
definitioniof;
religion:

136



7/23/2025

137



7/23/2025

und‘é’f“s‘tand that
IS \ 9

9'" o 4/

0 makmg'clalm'?"'
!““ It reallty ‘

Faith and\

Reason . .
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& Uses ofi the Term “Faith’ -

> COMMON: synonyﬁ{omijs with the term
'religion’, e.g., the Chri_stia:n faith

> THEOLOGICAL: theological v#tue, “... fer by
grace are you saved through faith ..." (Eph.

2:8)

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

ROBERT R. REILLY

ThlE

KOT THE
MUSLIM
AN

How Intellectual Suicide
Create der
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Wi costribations by ._ ARy : -!'-
A ik
TR | P

.
fean &, Padoeit ‘

witise. Faith and Reason
THREE VIEWS
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"I really: wasnitisurelwherelto;
turn. Wherelscience
exciting proofsloflitsiclainsh
equations, vis"j'file
demanding. It c.g,nstantly
me to accept everythingfonkfaith?
As I'mi sure youirelawareXfaith
takes a fair'amountiofiefforti

’
Dan Brown

7/23/2025
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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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“Religious: faith
is the beliefin
historical and
metaphysical
propositions

without sufficient
evidence."”

[Sam Harris; The End'of Faith: Religion; Terror, and.
the Future of Reason (New:York: W2W: Norton,
2004), 232]

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

thus it is faithithat

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

[Harris, The End. of Faith) 233]

7/23/2025
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“Faith'is an evil
precisely
because it

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

145



7/23/2025

m ILsconc'e‘p‘

Fal’réh ramdhﬂ ason

Bertrand
Russell

WhylAm Not
a Christian

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

belieffitlisthought

VIAUEUS W eV Faithss

be shaken by contiany,
evidence. Or, if contrany,
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

147



George H. Smith

Peter Boghossian
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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 Boghossian

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

\

"When you say 'non-
believers' people who reject
science ... in favor of their
religious philosophies?
Right. So, these are people
who are apparently require
data to support their faith. |
find that odd. Right?
Because, then it's not
faith, right?
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“I mean, if you have
religious faith, then
whatever anyone says about
the world wouldn't matter to
you. If it does matter to you,
then that's a different kind
of contract that you're

y ?ﬂaking out on information.

"And that contract is: there
could be data out there that
would conflict with your
religious philosophy and
then you'd have to go along
with it. But that's not what
actually happens.
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"There's a pretense that
data matters and then they
filter it, reinterpret it, ignore
parts of it, slice and dice it

so that it all fits into the

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

I
\willi

make that happen.”

Neil deGrasse Tyson
on God
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"Do you
believe in

Creator:?

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

accessed 02/09/22

“Me?*So, the more I look at
the universe, just the less
convinced | am that there is
something benevolent going
on. ...
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“And'l just ask [about the
evil in the world] 'how do
you deal with that?* So
philosophers rose up and
said 'if there is a God, God
is either not all powerful or
not all good.'

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

ez
&

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

alez

o 3 2
7 AN

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

sl

;.)
R

.




-7
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.

" 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.

7/23/2025

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

“And'this is why religions
are called faith, collectively.
Because you believe
something in the absence of
evidence. That's what it is.
That's why it's called faith.
Otherwise, we'd call all
religions ‘evidence’. But we
don't for exactly that
reason.”
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“If one occupies oneself Naturalfiheology,arises from
withilieaRilicolodip et @od's GenernallReyvelation.
pass by so-called natural

theology only as one

would pass by an abyss

into which it is inadvisable
to step if one does not
want to fall. All one can do
is to turn one's back upon
it as upon the great

temptation and source or
error, by having nothing to

do with it ... "

[Karl Barth, “No!* trans: Reter 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]

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

N@ “’iﬁ!:]m niaenke MiniNatiral

%ﬁm@&m‘"&y
@r Emﬂiab@&ay

(1886-1968) @;@W&l
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"Reason and fact
cannot be brought
into fruitful union
with one another
except upon the
presupposition of the
existence of God and
his control over the
universe."

[Cornelius Van Til, A Christian Theory of Knowledge

(Phillipsburg: Presbyterian and Reformed Publishing,

1975), 18]

Jason Lisle
\
\L

Cornelius Van Til
(1895-1987) Y
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"We all have the same
evidence; but in'order to
draw conclusions about
what the evidence means
we use our worldview—

our most basic beliefs

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

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

@ Answers

Bible
A

Newsletter

Faith vs. Reason

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

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

Latest Answers

Stay up to date each week with top articles, blogs,
news, videos, and more.
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L Since laws of
Ioglc cannot be observed

with the senses, our
onfldence in'them is a type

~of faith,”

https: //answersmgenesns org/apologetlcs/falthvsreason/

BEEaithlis a prerequisitefor:
: . : reason: In order to reason
Eislelisiconfusing

having faith that’Xtis |
true:withiXibeing self=
evidently’orundeniably, ﬁb@@b@ﬂﬁ]@ﬁ
true: Since laws of

‘ logic cannotibe observed

anythmg we must have

~  withthe senses, our
confidence in them is a type
~offaith,”
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“Faith, asiwell asi.what we call
reason, are not incompatible but
belong'to separate orders of
significance. ... Faith is neither
irrational nor suprarational. It has
nothing to do with ‘reason’ per se. ...
God does not speak in syllogisms or
make philosophical claims that
require the fallible human intellect to
demonstrate them."

[€anl'A. Raschke, “Faith and Philosophy in Tension," in Steve
Wilkins; ed., Faith and Philosophy: Three Views (Downers Grove:

IVR Academic, 2014), 63, emphasis in original]

“Meaning isjultimately determined by
how thelintricate structures of
communication work togetheriin.an
overarching manner, and it is up to
the interpreter to provide a new
framework: of 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."”
[€arl A: Raschke, “Faith and Philosophy in Tension," in Steve

Wilkins; ed., Faith'and Philosophy: Three Views (Downers Grove:
VP Academic, 2014), 61, emphasis in original]
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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]

A PRIMER ON |J
POSTMODERNISM |

I
e STANLEY ). GRENZ I

e
i

e

| |

165



Y P

[ 2

Stanley J. Grenz
(1950-2005)

Y P

[ 2

Stanley J. Grenz
(1950-2005)

7/23/2025

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

“In contrast to the modern
ideal of the dispassionate
observer, we affirm the
postmodern discovery
that no observer can stand
outside the historical
process. Nor can we gain
universal, culturally
neutral knowledge as
unconditioned specialists.
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“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
vuniversaltecitially,
nettaliknowledgelas
unconditionedfspecialists?

“In contrast to the modern
ideal of the dispassionate
observer, we affirm the
postmodern discovery
that no observer can stand
outside the historical
process. Ner camn We
universalgeultarallys
neutial as,
Unconditioneafspecialists
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“On the contrary, we are
participants in our
historical and cultural
context, and all our
intellectual endeavors are
unavoidably conditioned
by that participation.”

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

“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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“JA} helpal and thuwaugh guideboak”

the
YOUNGER

Evangelicals =
|

Facing the
CHALLENGES

of the New "

L ARE S R ‘

|
robert L WEpuR

“In the twenty-
first century
world ... the new.
attitude ... is'that
the uselof reason
and science to
prove o
disprove afact is
questionable. ...
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“This ... points
... to the
postmodern
conclusion that
we deal'with
‘interpreted
facts." ...

“Ini the
postmodern
world, both

believers and
nonbelievers are
people of faith."

[RoberttEXWebberihelYounger Evangelicals:
Facing the €hallenges ofithelNew: World (Grand
RapidsiBaker;2002);'84]
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Saturday, 10 March 2018

ONLINE

Home

HOMILETICS INTERVIEW: Robert E. Webber

What Younger Evangelicals Want—and Are
Getting!

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

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

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

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

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

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

e —

Robert E. Webber

Other Homiletics
Interviews:

Preaching Is an Incarnational Event
;ichard Ward

Jesus and the Consumerist Culture
iyler_Wigg Stevenson

Taking God to Work —
DEVIT

Why Things Are the Way They Are
Paul Shepherd

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

Stitching Together the Patchwork
Famil)
Barbara Carnal

Homiletics: So then; the Traditional

Evangelicals function within a modern

worldview that is rationalistic, and

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

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

7/23/2025
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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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G-Iassi'a View of Faith and Reason

Reason

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

demonstration. authority.

Consider
Fermat's
Last Theorem.

/

Plerre de Eepmat
- ‘(1601 1665) “‘
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Annals of Mathematics, 142 (1995), 443-551

Modular elliptic curves
and
Fermat’s Last Theorem

By ANDREW WILES*

For Nada, Clare, Kate and Olivia

Cubum autem in duos cubos, aut quadratoquadratum in duos quadra-
toquadratos, et generaliter nullam in infinitum ultra quadratum
potestatem in duos cjusdem mominis fas est dividere: cujus rei
demonstrationem mirabilem sane detexi. Hanc marginis eziguitas
non caperet.

Pierre de Fermat

Introduction

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

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

the summer of 1986. Ribet’s result only requires one to prove the conjecture
for semistable elliptic curves in order to deduce Fermat’s Last Theorem.

*The work on this paper was supported by an NSF grant.

Classical View of Faith and Reason

Faith

Believing Believing

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

7/23/2025
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“For who cannot see
that thinking [reason] ==
is prior to believing
[faith]? For no one
believes anything
unless he has first
thought that it is to be
believed.

[A Treatise on the Predestination of the Saints, 5: "To Believe is to Think
with Assent" https://www.ccel.org/ccel/schaff/npnf105.xxi.i.v.html,
accessed 09/30/22]

"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]

USTRE

k=

(354-430)

Augustin,%‘k‘
(354-430)
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“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]

ZThoselthings are said to be
lpresentito thelunderstanding
whichidornotiexceed its
capacity:soithat'the gaze of
understanding may be fixed
onlthem’ For'a person gives
assentito'suchi things
becaluselofithe witness of his
understanding and not
becauselofisomeone else’s
itestimony:
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glhoselthings, however,
whichlarelbeyond the power
ofiourlunderstanding are said
tolbelabsent from the senses
ofithelmind. Hence, our
understandingcannot be
fixedlon them.

homas A‘qumas
(1225:1274)

EASs alresult, we cannot
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£@nelwho believes
lite¥yhasifaith] gives
assentito things that
arelproposed to him

bysanoether person, £ %
andiwhich he himself . L
does not see." ;_p Ny

({1, QOO m’" ‘ yiltrans JamesiVa McGlynn (Indianapolis: Thomas AqUInaS
R2405250]f (1225= 1274)

ESincelmanicanionly know the
thingsithat'he does not see
himslf‘by taking/them from

anotherdwholdoesisee them, and
sincelfaithlis:among the things
weldolnotisee; thelknowledge of
the) oef_cts of.faith. must be

essence.”

inon J- Bourke, (Notre' Dame: University of

F’re b
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"Ther arelsomelintelligible truths to
fficacy;ofithelagent intellect
elthelprinciples we naturally

thelconclusions we deduce from
dertolknow.them we do not
wiintellectuallight; the light
yinature suffices. There are
“however, which do not come
angelofithese principles, like
ofifaith,)which transcend the
ason; also future contingents
attersiofithis sort. The human

"i”

‘.

! s
logy:Questions, I=1V:of His:Commentary on the Th Om as Aq u | n as
ranstArmandiMaurer! (lleronto: Pontifical

ios, 1987), 7] (1225=1274)

M

thollc’Chuh ¢

known lth certainty, through hlpS ,works by the

Ilght of human reason,even it thls knowledge[ﬂ‘.[

S

181



John Calvin
(1509-1564)

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 fromiits
original integrity, is:still
adorned and invested
> withfadmirable gifts
i fromlits Creator.*

[ipstitutesiofithelChristianiReligion, 2.2 15 trans.
iHenny Beveridge, (GrandiRapids: William!B*
Erdmans),236]
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John Owen
(1616-1683)

John Owen
(1616-1683)
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THE
WORKS OF
JOHN OWEN

volume four

"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.

[Nohni@wenisiihe ith’s WS er
Rofflruth
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CLASSIC REPRINT SERIES

Discourses UrpoN
THE EXISTENCE
AND ATTRIBUTES

ofF Gop

hp
Stephen Charnock

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

[Stephen Charnock, Discourses upon the Existence
and Attributes of God (Grand Rapids: Baker, 1979),
27.]
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Stephen Charnock
(1628-1680)
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Stephen Charnock
(1628-1680)
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"God in regard of his
existence is not only the
discovery of faith, but of
reason. God hath revealed
not only his being, but
some sparks of his eternal
power and godhead in his
works, as well as in his
word. ... It is a discovery
of our reason ... and an
object of our faith ... it is
an article of our faith and
an article of our reason."
[Stephen Charnock, Discourses upon the Existence Steph en Charnock

d Attributes of God (Grand Rapids: Baker, 1979),
g;] ributes of God (Grand Rapids: Baker, ) (1628'1680)

I Am Put Here
for the Defense of
the Gospel

lerry L. Miethe
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CHAPTER 12

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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