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

_

Another word for ‘relative’

or relativism® one might
Yhear is 'subjective’ or
" ‘subjectivism’".

A’
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The opposite of subjective
‘ Is objective.
For something to be

objective means that it is

the same for everyone.
o

Not all subjectivism is bad.

‘.Some subjectivism is
wcompletely normal.
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! ﬁranted, no one would say

“That's your truth that
brussels sprouts taste good,
it's not my truth!™

»
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Q@ather, one would likely say

"Brussels sprouts taste bad
. to me."”

I Clearly then, some things
s can be one way to one
person and another way to

another person.
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. Butwhat about those
\ instances where

‘"That S your truth

=.not my truth’
is wrong?

" Exactly what

-

UELGES
it wrong?
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WSubjective Truth
Y s
Objective Truth
»

Subjective Objective
N. Truth Truth

! !

whenjsomething can when something cannot
legitimately be true for legitimately be true for
one person and not true @ one person and not true
for another for another

P4
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Sub ectlve — The truth or falsity of a claim is

.I with reference to the subject.

It is dependent upon the subject's
circumstances or opinion.

dbjGCtive = The truth or falsity of a claim is

with reference to the object.
It is not dependent upon the
subject’'s circumstances

Truth or opinion.

.

2 Subjective

N !
sy s 3 Objective

Hl AR




Subjective

dbjective

Truth
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The truth or falsity of a claim is
with reference to the subject.
It is dependent upon the subject's
circumstances or opinion.

The truth or falsity of a claim is
with reference to the object.
It is not dependent upon the

subject’'s circumstances
or opinion.
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Correspondence
Theory of Truth

“A statement is true
when it corresponds to
reality.

12
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"To say of whatlis¥that
it is not, oriofiwhatlis

truers

[Metaphysics, IV, 7, 101122629 ranslationibyAWA D:].:E;{S inlRichard|
McKeon, The Basic Works of Aristotle)(NewAY.ork-BRandom HoUSeRIOZ|
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Relativism regarding
religion is more often
» referred to as
religious pluralism.
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Could it be that all

religionsybasically
lead to tihfe“game
'k _gl_e_§_tination?

17
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AreiNottAll
Religions the
Same at the Core?

Or.is it the case thatftother

claims of Christianiity ?

18
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-7
Ifjtine wenls ieligionsyane

imakingdiffe Eenticlaims,
[REW canjptite Christian
mauntaln thatifenly

Chiistianlifysisstrue 2,
HINOUISM DC

Y

If it is the case that only
Christianity is truejare the

followers of those other
religions eternally 'lost?

19
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What about these who
sincerely follow, a false
religion and neyver had a
chance’tolhear
the Gospel?

20



When cho@singia,
religion, iistitimorelof
an issue|ofithestrith

of that reli Lg
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MylReligion

r i@more like

Ehoosing a desired

Chocolate Chip
Cookie Dough

filavorof'ice cream?
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-fone person and not true for another or,

does religion deal with facts;?é
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ConPORIC

TRUE
WWW. ERDSSEXAMINED nns

What about Christianity?

wltproclaims specific truths,
and, thus, obligates certain [DEHES.
> It p&gscribes a way of life,
and, thus, obligates certain [SCIENILES.

P

/
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“I humbly submit that
if all of us in this
room had been born
in Tibet, probably a
lot of us would be
Buddhist. | think the
chance is pretty.
good.

10/4/2025
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"And | also think
we'd hold on to that
Buddhist philosophy:
with all the passion
that some of us
might hold on to our
Christian ideals.™

S\ ™

What if it was true that if you had been

born in Tibet, you'd be a Budd@_lst?

.i
-

-

25
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™
What if it was true that if you had been
born in Tibet, you'd be a Buddhlst?

Thls- UES nothmg to do with
whether Buddhism is true.

»”

™
What if it was true that if you had been
born in Tibet, you'd be a Buddhlst’?
. il

This claim is potentlally
-~ )
self-refuting.

26
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S ) -
| couldscounter by:saying
that the only reason Dan
Brown believes what hejjust
said.is because of where Dan
-~
Brown was born.

& Genetic Fallacy =
the fallacy. of suggesting‘tha*t the

origin of a belief is relevant'to the
issue of whetherthe belief is

true or false

27



Geocentricism

Eeliocentrism
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Mou were probably raised to
believe that the Sun is
tanding Still relative to
the Earth.

In other words, you were

lBrobably raised to believe

heliocentrizsm even if you
never heard that word.

10/4/2025
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What about those who were
raised to believe,that the'Sun
is moving and'the Earth is
stg’nding still?

~

30



10/4/2025

“I humbly submit that
if all of us in this room
had been born in the
Amazon jungle,
[o]go) o¥:] 0] VAE: N [0] (o) AVES
would be
Geocentrists. I think:
the chance iIs pretty
good.

"And | also think we’d
hold on to that
Geocentric philosophy.
with all the passion
that some of us might
hold on to our
Heliocentric ideals.™

31
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What about those who were
raised to believe,that the'Sun
is moving:and'the Earth is
stg’qding still?

~

.

Would'we not say that they
were raised with"a'wrong
view. ofjthe Sun and the
Earth?

~

32
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What'ifiénelwas raisedito
¥ believe that'Buddhism
was true? !
—

-

,uhis wollldimean’ that helwas
raised to have a false
religion.§. ™ ’

—

-
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“How do you
know that your
Christianity is
true and that
Buddhism'is
false?*

AreiNottAll
Religions the
Same at the Core?




CorejBeliefs
VS.
Peripheral Beliefs

Love your neighbor.

Do not murder. Nurture children.

Honor your Do not steal.
parents and
elders.

i
4 By
W AXIRN?

Be fair. Do not lie. 1
DRI ARIN XY

WA X2 AN N
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ural Law Theory

Love your neighbor.

Do not murder. Nurture children.

Dees Ced Edet?
Honor your et fe Ged fle? Do not steal.
parents and Who fs Jesus?
elders. o e
Is there e efter deelh?
Hew dees ene gelin
etelinalllifer

Be fair. Do not lie.
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The notion of relativism with
nespect to history is sometimes
. called historicism.

-

/

“Ihe heseepelllty e
ONE'S PEFSPEREIVE Elne]
ItS; e
©If loflecivigy i
histelicalipew/edee
hes loeehn
e primery prelliemn o
lISIQIIC!IS I

[emes A Clawss INelizs [PIRISTS [litllosepeiiny o Hteiimeneuies, 25)]

Thomas A. Howe

Southern Evangellcal SN ERY
4
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‘Iistoricism maintains that one's
place in"history (situatedness)
l"fnavoidably and inescapably
prevents one from objective
knowledge about reality.

»

One can see the impact of historicism
regarding whether it is possible to
“make objective moral judgments

about other cultures and whether it is

possible to make objective judgments
about biblical interpretation,
especially regarding historical events.

»

10/4/2025
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v Why History Matters <

«> Though Christianity contains a philosophy, it more

tthan philosophy.

< Though! Christianity proscribes a lifestyle, it is more
than a lifestyle.

s Christianity.is grounded in a real event where God
“invaded*” history in the Incarnation.

s Jesus Christ, God in human form lived, died, and
rose again.

X2 TIB}is an objective truth'of history.

ot

IS} every
RheRemeRen must
Within the
eiitsfaceIheyooint is
fio times by,
eelideown, ang,
ii@ historicalls
immanentl 2as

Joiiheigiime. ]

[¥eantGiondinWE afihingling IScheller B3dledi(Darmstad

. )
Mmﬂm}m.‘l@)ﬂﬂa-dﬁﬂﬂmﬂ- Howe, Clas: \ -.'b‘
IR 55IRhi[osophydoiiidermenetiicsy mlEvangelicallSeminany425] = .
M‘ 1 A B Jean'Grondinp
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And if Christ is not risen,

then our preaching is empty

and your faith is also empty.

faith is futile; you are

still in your sins!

THE TRUTH OF

HISTORY

C. BEHAN McCULLAGH

42
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“First, scientistsytelliusythat
our perceptions are caused
by things in the world
stimulatingfour sense
rece;&l"grs

This being so, our
perceptions are best
described as providing us
with information about
reality, but not necessarily
mirroring it precisely. ...

"Seggnd, our!pe.ricegtiops are
influenced by our culture. ...
So our perceptions of the
world aren’ét- pure sense
impressions; ofit. ...

Finally, our'perceptions are
influenced by our needs,
interests and desires. ...

43
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“Fory these threelreasons, at
Ieast it'is wrong to say that
our perceptions simply
correspondtb the world."

[C. Behan McCullagh'§The; inithlofiHistory (London:

Routledge, 1997), 17]

They dojnot necessarlly mirror,
thlngs prec:sely

They are influenced by our
culture andjsolare not pure
sense impressions of.it.

They are'influenced by our
needs, interests and desires.

44
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They.doinotinecessarily mirror,
+ B BE B B8

things precisely.

They are influenced by our

culture .andfsolare not pure

sense impressions of:it.

They areinfluenced by our

needs, interests and desires.

Therefore, "it is wrong to say
that our perceptions simply
correspond to the world."

They do.not/necessarily mirror Does Mc_CuIIagh 's
things precisely. observations about
They are influenced by our perceptions mirror the
culture andfsolare not pure perceptions precisely?
sense impressions: of it.

They are influenced by our _ _
needs, interests and desires. contradicted himself.

If so, then he has

Therefore, "it is wrong to say If not, then why should we
that our perceptions simply think his observations are
correspond to the world." objectively true?

45



Tp,ey fio me lgecsgsaaly ryirror
things precisely.

They are influenced by our
culture andfsoelare not pure
sense impressions: of it.

They are'influenced by our
needs, interests and desires.

Therefore, "it is wrong to say
that our perceptions simply
correspond to the world."

.

Tp’ey fio me r'vec\efsaaly nvvirror
things precisely.

They are influenced by our
culture andfsoelare not pure
sense impressions: of it.

They are'influenced by our
needs, interests and desires.

Therefore, "it is wrong to say
that our perceptions simply
correspond to the world."

.

10/4/2025

Are McCullagh'’s
observations about
perceptions influenced
by his culture?

If not, then he as
contradicted himself.

If so, then why should we
think his observations are
objectively true?

Are McCullagh's
observations about
perceptions influenced by
his needs, interests,
and desires?

If not, then he as
contradicted himself.

If so, then why should we
think his observations are
objectively true?

46



T‘ir)'ey flo n‘ot ?eciagsaa'ly ryirror
things precisely.

They are influenced by our
culture andfsoelare not pure
sense impressions; of it.

They are influenced by our
needs, interests and desires.

Therefore, "it is wrong to say
that our perceptions simply
correspond to the world."

10/4/2025

Do you see how self-refuting
McCullagh's argument is?

If it is wrong to say that "our
perceptions simply correspond to
the world" then it would be wrong

for McCullagh to say that his

conclusion corresponds to the
world since his conclusion is his
perception about our observations.

But if McCullagh's conclusion does
not correspond to the world, then
his conclusion is false.

-

o B
2 ¥ o
Withcontibtions by . l’ '
| ﬂr :
I
\§. 7 A

(raig A. Boyd

A
Alan G. Padgett “

Faith and Reason
THREE VIEWS

[arl A. Raschke

epiTeD BY Steve Wilkens

47



10/4/2025

“Its up toithe 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 it
deployability within a
particular set of life

circumstances.”
‘ [Carl A. Raschke, “Faith and Philosophy in Tension," in Steve

Wilkins; ed., Faith and Philosophy: Three Views (Downers Grove:
VP Academic, 2014), 63, emphasis in original]

“Its up.toithe interpreter to
providerainew framework of
discourse'in which whatiwas
first written'or spoken can be
fleshed'out. The ‘truth’ of a
text can be discerned in it
deployability within a
particular set of life
circumstances.”
[Carl A. Raschke, “Faith and Philosophy in Tension," in Steve

Wilkins; ed., Faith and Philosophy: Three Views (Downers Grove:
IVP Academic, 2014), 63, emphasis in original]
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“Its up toithe interpreter to
provideiainew framework of
discourse'in which what'was
first written'or spoken can be
fleshed'out. The ‘truth’ of a
text can be discerned in it
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:
IVP Academic, 2014), 63, emphasis in original]

Stanley J. Grenz
(1950-2005)

If "it is up to the interpreter to
provide a new framework of
discourse,” then how are we
to take the meaning Raschke
was seeking to communicate
through his statement here?

If the interpreter provides a
new framework, then why
should we take Raschke's
statement to be objectively
true?

i T
e
;

ey

POSTMODERNISM

x {
e e STANLEY ). GRENZ [

A PRIMER ON |J :

10/4/2025
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Stanley J. Grenz
(1950-2005)

Y P

[ 2

Stanley J. Grenz
(1950-2005)
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“In contrast to the modern
ideal of the dispassionate
observer, we affirm the
postmodern discovery
that no observer can stand
outside the historical
process. Nor can we gain
universal, culturally
neutral knowledge as
unconditioned specialists.

“In contrast to the modern
ideal of the dispassionate
observer, we affirm the
postmodern discovery
that no observer can stand
outside the historical
process. Nor can we gain
universal, culturally
neutral knowledge as
unconditioned specialists.
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Stanley J. Grenz
(1950-2005)

Stanley J. Grenz
(1950-2005)
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“In contrast to the modern
ideal of the dispassionate
observer, we affirm the
postmodern discovery
that no observer can stand
outside the historical

process.

“In contrast to the modern
ideal of the dispassionate
observer, we affirm the
postmodern discovery
that no observer can stand
outside the historical

process.
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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. | 1

Stanley J. Grenz
(1950-2005)

10/4/2025

If what Grenz says is true,
then his own statement itself
does not come from an
observer who stands
"outside the historical
process” and, thus, the
statement is not itself
“neutral knowledge” coming
from an "unconditioned
specialist.’

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

“On the contrary, we are
participants in our
historical and cultural
context, and all our
intellectual endeavors are
unavoidably conditioned
by that participation.”

[Stanley J. Grenz, A Primer on Postmodernism (Grand Rapids:
William B. Eerdmans, 1996), 166]
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Stanley J. Grenz
(1950-2005)

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]

“On the contrary, we are
participants in'our
historical and cultural
context, and all our
intellectual endeavors are
unavoidably conditioned
by that participation.”

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

.
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“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]

10/4/2025

[ Ifialllourintellectual

endeavorsi are
sunavoidablyiconditioneds
then)Grenz'siownistatement
istitselfszunavoidably,
conditioned:

SIS SIEEWEEETS
runavoidablyiconditioned;
theyawhyishouldiweltakelit

ERS @) o] X INENZUAEY

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

54
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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,"downloaded from

https://medium.com/@danmcgee/truth-and-postmodernism-
816ea9b3007a, 02/14/25]

"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, 02/14/25]
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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" downloaded from

https://medium.com/@danmcgee/truth-and-postmodernism-
816ea9b3007a, 02/14/25]

IE.,
~  (1935-2007)
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a8
If "all knowledge is mediated”
and the individual has "biases”
that "necessarily influence how
they mediate ANY knowledge*”
(emphasis added), then this
would be true of Dan McGee

and the knowledge claim he is
making right here.

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

Copyripine Mo i |

AL halpfal and thowauph guideboak”™ — PLBLISHERS WWEERLY

the

YOUNGER
Evangelicals

Facing the
CHALLENGES

oF 1he New
L ARE S R ‘

|
T o LEPBER
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“In the twenty-
first century
world ... the new.
attitude ... is'that
the uselof reason
and science to
prove o
disprove a fact is
questionable. ...

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

[RebertiEx\Webber, \ThelYounger Evangelicals;
Eacing,thelChallenges of the NewAWorld\(Grand
Rapids: Baker, 2002), 84]
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“This' ... points
... to'the
postmodernn
conclusion that
we deal with
‘interpreted
facts.™

[RobertiEXWebber, ThelYounger/Evangelicals:
Eacingithe: €hallenges ofthe: NewiWorld\(Grand
RapidsiBaker; 2002)) 84]
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Again, if we deal with
“interpreted facts," then
what does that say about
Webber's statement
itself?

Is his claim here merely
an "interpreted fact?”

If so, they why should we
take it as objectively
true?

The fallacy of all
these examples is ...
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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

"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.”

postmodern
conclusionithat

weldealwith

‘interpreted

N self-refuting statements

10/4/2025
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s»'  Some things are subjective and "relative” to the
individual.

s>t But other things are objective and are the same for

4~ everyone.

o ;"]'he claims of Christianity purport to be objective claims
aboutireality.

<> “While Christianity shares some truths with other
reg’g_;’ions, the core, defining truths of Christianity make it
unique.

It is self-refuting to say that we cannot speak or write
objective truths.

s  Thus, the skeptic cannot claim that it is impossible to get
objective truths from its text.
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