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Relativism about "X"
means that "X" or our
knowledge of "X" is
different for (i.e., relative
to) different people.




Another word for ‘relative'’
or relativism’ one might
hear is 'subjective’ or
'subjectivism’.

The opposite of subjective
IS objective.

For something to be
objective means that it is
the same for everyone.




Not all relativism or
subjectivism is bad. Some
relativism is completely
normal.
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elati\/ism

= ‘Ske Pthlsm
-~
e s

»1" Fluralism

< Relativism «<

The relativism about which we
are concerned illicitly regards
an objective "X" as if it were
merely a relative "X."




3> Skepticism-

grants that there may be
objective truth about "X," but
we cannot know what
that truth is.

<= Pluralisme<

> usually in reference to
religious beliefs

» comes in two types




<= Pluralisme

= Sociologically, pluralism is the
recognition that, within a given
context, there is a variety of
religious beliefs.

<= Pluralisme<

* Philosophically, pluralism is
the claim that no particular
religious believe is any more or
less legitimate than any other.
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glflamithelwaySthel
truth¥andithellife§No)
lonelcomesitolthe)

.-_"And you shaII know the truth;

and the truth shaII make you.free!
; Y i sJesus of Nazareth John 8:32




_"What ,s _ truth7

Iate‘ John 18 38
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Whatever, you,alri'e say |n ,,
aboutithe stat“e'r'r'fent }L
il

)
‘.ill‘ Ll

when you say that
it is/truelislyour s
theory of truth A3

"'r N
| "‘JJ " s =

:

I '! ]Jl lf W'W'

How. you know, ‘vahet'
is rammghs“i}{) y

test for, trutH jil
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termsktruegandktruthy
mm@emmm@

oo [lest for Truth=
how.one

whether a statementiis
true, regardless of
one's theory. of truth
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Correspondence

Coherence
Functional
Pragmatic

Power

Correspondence




Correspondencel Atruthlis/correspondence|tolreality’

=alihisisaysithatialstatementiisitruelin
asimuchiasiiticorrespondsitolreality?

=alihusithelstatementltiisiraining®

vawouldibelaltruelstatementlifiitlisiin
factiraininglinireality;

vawouldibelalfalselstatementiflitlis
inffactinotiraininglinireality?

"To say,ofiwhatiis

that it is not)orofi
what is not. thatiit;
is false, whilejtolsay,
of whatis, thatlitjis;
and of . whatlisinot?
that it is not)isitruess

& Metaphysics, IV, 7, 1011°26-29 Translation|byAWADYRosslin|Richard
McKeon, The Basic Works of Aristotlel(NewAYork: Random
1941).

s
s
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What does_ it mean to
correspond to reality?

1S walkedlby he <

vgaW*Slmon and Andre

-~

‘!__

7'5 15‘:\'36 AN
z-hls b ther castmg a: net into the

o -
.Q-‘ " 'A' - s

Vi were wflsh"ermen'.. -
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born accordlng,to the flesh, and he of the

freew%aag through promise, whlch ithings

are symbolic. .= Gal 4: 23 24a i
- " £

,.':-4{
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g

V] eta "

qyetas
';"Foryou shaII go) out with)joy, and

“belled!c lout withipeace ... and all the
‘;' N trees_ ,‘?f the fleld shaII

£ 4
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““So histheartiandithelheart.of:
“his/people . wereimoved.as
" the treesiof the. woods:are

e , moved w:th the wind¥
: Isaiz;:2
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Analogically

Analogy

“For we walk by
faith, not by

sight.”
2 Cor. 5:7
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theYHon;Splrltﬂndlcatmg this, that the way _
mto the'Holiest.of All. was not yet made m.ajmfest ]
while the&’lrs‘t@bernacle was!still standmg s ,‘4*4
| was symbol:c:for the present time.in whlg‘h both
glfts and. sarlflces are. offered which cannot
make hlm.who performed the service perfect in,

-' reg‘a‘rd to te conscrence— “ Heb. 9 79

fiterscon
fieagon
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Hyperbollcally

\r'u-v —
o

Hyperbole

“Now, the Mldlamtes and Amalekltes‘*all the
people of the East were Iylng in) the valley.

L -

-%as?'ﬁumerous asdocusts and thelr camels;

P
“&were) w:thout number%as the sand by. the""w -

W‘ts‘egshore iin multltude " Uudges 7:12
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Phenomenologically
" for He makes His sun

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

Phenomenologically

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

24



armles qf the forcesiw
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«"bread
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= Ws:"’r'r : {'

ol I\/Ietonymy a L
"For it happened when '‘David was ng 3
A Edom, and Joabithe commanderéof

| the army had gone up.to bury the
slain, after he hadikilled every male

in Edom” 1 Kings 11:15 1‘

=
W ;

Metonymy | ‘, .

"The centurion answered" . ~"""the centunon(éent “(
and said, ‘Lord, I am not fnends to Him, saymg to
Kvorthy that You should' 'Him, 'Lord, do not t}'ouble
‘come under my roof. ..."" Yourself for | am not

' worthy that You should

) (1)

= enter under my roof
d‘ Luke 7:6 !
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'I\/Ietonymy

"The centurlon answered” .=".""'the centunon(éent

and said, ‘Lord, I am not fnends to Him, saymg to
ﬂ‘vorthy that You should' 'Him, 'Lord, do not tirouble
{Come under my roof. ..."" Yourself for | am not
| i Matt. 8:8 e worthy that You should
,é 4 = enter under my roof

{ ‘4
g - @  Luke7:6 |

What about the other
theories of truth?

28



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

> It is sometimes known as the
Functional 4 intentional theory of truth.

4 @

"Although the mustard seed
(see Matt. 13:32) is not the
smallest of all seeds, yet
Jesus referred to it as such”

because. . .. s

29



"to have gone contrary to
their mind on what was the
smallest seed would have so
diverted their attention from
the knowledge that would
bring salvation to theirisouls
that they might well have
failed to hear these'all-
important revelational
truths.”

Daniel P. Fuller, "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 in the Inerrancy Debate," Bibliotheca Sacra (October-
December 1980): 336-337.

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

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

Functional

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




Pragmatic

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

Richard Rorty
(1931-2007)

discoursegtheipurpose of
whichlis¥finding new,

[Richard 6'[ty, Philosophy:and.the!Mirror of Nature (Princeton:
PrincetoniUniversityl Press;1979);:360;, 377, as cited in William

Wadswo/jhomson fearning’2002);,563]
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"For pragmatists, the desire for.
objectivity.isinotthe desireito
_escape the limitations ofione's
community, but.simply.the
desire for-as much intersubjectivess -
agreement,as possible;:the desire ﬂi---i" '
to extend the reference of usjas’ |
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)

Rortylt m/nd RIES op/ng for:

ll[.--nhr\ N o5 A SN Uy




> 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

"TRUE FOR YOU
BUT
NOT FOR ME”"

Overcoming Objections
to Christian Faith

PAUL COPAN
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& Jeremiah'44:1/7:18f=’

“But we will certainly/do
whatever. has gonelout{ofiour
own mouth; to'burnlincenselto)
the queen of:heavenland/pourg

?

+ it,,

out drink offeringsltolherjas,
we have done; weland/our;
fathers, our.kingsland/our
princes, in the citiesof{Judah,
and in the streets|of{Jerusalem?

& Jeremiah'44:1/7:18f=’

"For then we had pleﬁ
food, were well-offfand/sawjno) -
trouble. But sinceiwe stopped

burning incensejtoithe] queen i
of heaven and. pourm lout]

drink offerings!tolheriwelhave
lacked everythinglandJhave

?

ﬁz,

been consumed byjithelsword,
and by;famine’s

34



> 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.




I\/I|che;‘ oucault"‘f'
195‘6'3"1984)
¥

ati{least¥around truth
beinglunderstood/oncel
againthatibyitruthilido not \
mean)'thelensemblelofi
truths\whichiare ol bel
" discovered/and |
accepted,butirather:the
ensemble of'rules according
to which the true and the
ﬁ\ false are separated and
specific effects of power;
attached to the true,’

oy

I\/Ilche;‘ oucault"‘f'
195‘6';"1984)
¥

‘ittbeing understood also that /t s
a matterinotiofia batt/e ona,
& behalfiofitheltruthybut: of}: a

battle!aboutithe!status!ofis s

truth and.theleconomicis

and,politicallrolelitplay s

[Michel' Foucault;’ Foucault!Reader:; An! Introduction] to
Foucault's' Thought,with! Major, New, Unpublished,
Material, ed: PauliRabinow, (NewsYork: Pantheon
Books, 1984),:74]

Ll
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Hon. Clarence Thomas
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What is really at stake in the nomination of Judge Clarence Thomas = PRINT

to the Supreme Court? While any candidate nominated to replace E smeLe-PAGE
Justice Thurgood Marshall would likely accelerate the Court's E REFRINTS
rightward trend, Judge Thomas's adherence to "natural law™” as a C3 SAvE
judicial philosophy could take the Court in an even more troubling SRR
direction.

Most conservatives criticize the judiciary for expanding its powers, "creating” rights rather
than "interpreting” the Constitution. These crities talk of returning issues like abortion to
democratically elected and politically accountable bodies.
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What is really at stake in the nomination of Judge Clarence Thomas
to the Supreme Court? While any candidate nominated to replace
Justice Thurgood Marshall would likely accelerate the Court's

rightward trend, Judge Thomas's adherence to "natural law" as a
judicial philosophy could take the Court in an even more troubling

‘What is really at stake in the nomination of Judge Clarence Thomas &= PRINT

to the Supreme Court? While any candidate nominated to replace B smeLePacE
Justice Thurgood Marshall would likely accelerate the Court's IE] REFRINTS
rightward trend, Judge Thomas's adherence to "natural law" as a Cg SAVE
judicial philosophy could take the Court in an even more troubling SR
direction.

Most conservatives criticize the judiciary for expanding its powers, "creating” rights rather
than "interpreting” the Constitution. These critics talk of returning issues like abortion to
democratically elected and politically accountable bodies.
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“The anxious questions
asked by the Senators
about natural law and the
nominee's disavowal that
natural law would have any
role in his decision of
actual cases evidence a
pervasive lack of
understanding or
acceptance of natural law."

["Natural Law and Justice Thomas," Regent University Law Review
(1999-2000): 471]

DistinguishedfScholar injResidence
Catholic University of’America

iLawSchooI -
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Natural Law;Theory is a
philosophicaliand theological
view of‘the good and
human based on the
nature of humans,and the

nature ofiGod.

41



Natural Law;Theory is a
philosophicaliand theological
view. of'the good and
human based'on the
nature of humans,and the
nature of!God.

Natural Law;Theory is a
philosophicaliand theological
view. of'the good and
human based'on the
naturelofithumansElile Rl
naturelofiGod:
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Biblical:Morality. or Morality?
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Therelare two great
philosophical traditions
in Western, thought that
have endured,since the

ancient'Greeks.

W Aristotle]\

(384-322 BC)
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;.ph_l.lgsophlcallthiomlgglcal

v \traditionsjin Chns&gn‘

thought that/hav‘t“fgg!(ed
these two Greeki )

- {gu

phllosdphlcgl tradltlons
"

Augustlne,' ¢ ;Aqumas__,

(1225-1274
{(8547430) 74) 265

46



AN INTRODUCTION

Kenneth Samples”’?

KRENNETH RICHARD SAMPLES

“we
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Theologians use the
term 'nature’ to refer to
a particular aspect or
propensity within

each of us, as

in the "sin / o
nature." <

g;'
i —
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“In addition to the
legal guilt that God
imputes to us
because of Adam's

sin, we also inherit a
sinful nature
because of Adam's

sin.

[Systematic Theology: An Introduction to Biblical Doctrine (Grand
Rapids: Zondervan, 1994), 496]

\
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The'naturaliin Natural Law
refers to the fact that human
beings are what we are because
we possess'a human nature.
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Various Kinds
of Law

* TA'RNAL LAW

WP

03 "God 3 pmv [der f/a/ wo/*/ﬂng
o OA Thex Universe:

' The p/an by w/)/ch God |
governs c/?_eaf/on




_ S
NATURA']L LAWY

fhe par’f/c/pafm %,{ fernal Law
by rational cr‘eafure.% by virfve
; of being® r'af/ona/

_ S
NATURA:L LAWY

that aspecrt of f/)e«£{gg’nal,_ Law whereby
the Creafor go vems’ﬁ?’d quides fThe
moraliactions ofiht */%{mans lsuch that

when obeyed, it leads humans fo their

proper end in, f/)@ gu_or’/d

57



NATURADsgle AW

For when Gentiles, who d0 not have the
law, by nature do0 the things in the

law, these, although not t 7
having the law, are a  °

law to themselves, who
show the work of the law
written in their hearts ...

Romans 2:14-15a
& d“

W
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£

& Deut. 9:5 <

¢It'is not because of your.
righteousness or.the

s uprightness of your heart that

“you'go.in to possess their.
land; but'because of;the
wickedness' of,these nations
that,the LORD your. God
drives them out from
before you."

"Cornellus ' a devout man and one whq

[ [

lfeared God W|th\all thS household

J ‘IF'_'Q"\
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& Acts 14:17 =

“"[God] did not leave Himself
without witness, in that He
did good, gave us rain from »\
heaven and fruitful seasons, ..
filling our hearts with food
and gladness."

14

"One may well ask, '"How can you
advocate breaking some laws
and obeying others?' The answer
is found in the fact that there are
two types of laws: there are just
laws, and there are unjust laws. |
would agree with St. Augustine
that 'An unjust law is no law at
all." Now, what is the difference
between the two? How does one
determine when a law is
just or unjust?




"A just law is a man-made code
that squares with the moral law,
or the law of God. An unjust law
is a code that is out of harmony
with the moral law. To put it in the
terms of St. Thomas Aquinas, an
unjust law is a human law that is
not rooted in eternal and natural
law. Any law that uplifts human
personality is just. Any law that

is unjust.”

[Martin Luther King, Jr. "Letters from Birmingham Jail," April 1241963]

"A just law is a man-made code
that squares with the moral law,
or the law of God. An unjust law
is a code that is out of harmony
with the moral law. To put it in the
terms of St. Thomas Aquinas, an
unjust law is a human law that is
not rooted in eternal and natural
law. Any law that uplifts human
personality is just. Any law that

is unjust.”

[Martin Luther King, Jr. "Letters from Birmingham Jail," April 1241963]

-

»

-

»
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HUMBAN LAW
£ parf/cu/afmmon 0/

nafur’a/ /aw fa 028/ co'mmun/f/es
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