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s€lassical Apologetlcs afflrms the
unjiversa I applicability of reason
rCIass:caI Apologetics raises awareness

ofithe unavo:dable role of worldv:ews .

% )

v{?las sical Afaologetlcs recogmzes
Ton gr‘é*ﬁnc;l‘w:th non‘"Chrlstl “s 4

Classical Apologetics
affirms the universal
applicability of reason.
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Boa and Bowman (in quoting Geisler, p. 127/221)
rightfully acknowledge the “inescapable
character of logic and reason.” (Later | will
address the range of usages of these two'terms.)

Given that the fundamental laws of'logiciane
characteristics of reality itself, then they applyito
everyone and everything;lincludingthuman
beings, even in theirlost estate:

The Fundamental Laws of Logic

v The Law of Non-Contradiction
v The Law of Excluded Middle
v' The Law of Identity.
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« The Law of Non-Contradiction <

essenc® > A thing cannot be both"A"and ‘non-A" atithelsame
time and in the same sense.

ex-lstence"’*‘i A thing cannot both exist and not exist atithe
same time and in the same sense.

truth yalué’~ A statement cannot be bothitiuerandinetiuerat
the same timerandiinithersametsense:
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Now the'serpentiwas nioreﬁgﬁunmmg than any beast of
the field which’the! LORD Gd‘%{hagj made. And he said to
the.woman,; “Has} God“md _ed 'sald shall not eat of

fSaidito,the

and you Wl”“bt“:llke God,r:.knowmg good and ewl-

- !&- - oy - '1:;‘ ne5|s 3~:1;;\
- 1 ‘. .'— . - - _‘h

‘vs.'-.

gnheselwho deny a first
principlelshould be beaten
andiburned until they admit
thatitolbelbeaten'is not the

s-a;_’e as'tornot be beaten
anditelbelburned. is not the
sam" ) EIS not to be burned.*
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YAsHforithelobdurate, he must be
stbjectedltoltheiconflagration of
firesincerstireand “not fire” are
IBainfmustbelinflicted on him
threughibeating; since “pain* and

gnolpaingare one. And he must

Ibeldeniedifood.and drink, since

eatingland drinking and. the
abstention from both are

Universisy

« The Law of Excluded Middle <

ggsenc® > A thing is either ‘A" or ‘non-A.:
ex-lstence“’“i A thing either exists or does notiexist:

truth yalue’> A statement cannot be bothitrlefandinoiitiuerat
the sameitimerandiinithe'sametsense:
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« The Law of Identity -

essence > If a thing is 'A' then itis ‘A’
existence"’“i If a thing exists, then it exists.

truth yalue’>~ If a statementisitiue thenlitlisitue:

9/11/2025
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Classical Apologetics
raises awareness of the
unavoidable role of
worldviews.




Faith
Has Its Reasons

g K
Kenneth D. Boa
& Robert M. Bowman Jr.

Classicaliapologists;
phasizeﬁhat s
impessiblerito think
about the world, at
large or about facts.or
experiences apart from
some worldview."

. ..' s P, ¥y ‘-
BowmanhEaith Haslts'Reasons, ‘
29/225) " | ‘ il
. ‘ \ ". i~ ¢
. Roberi§lV/8§Bewman
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cClassical, apologists
[Ecegnize fl%‘at fact»s
aelp percelvedlln
accordance with.an
interpretive
framework."

[Boa, Bowman, Faith Has Its Reasons,

-.‘h

';;zzi‘%;?:';z;ﬁ';': g ] TISithis
W poeances Sl Simpossibleltoithink
?Til“”dv‘ew ' § | about/apart from'some
. ; worldview?

large or about facts,or

Rober{I§BoWman

Classmal apolog|sts . an‘

|nterpret|v-e ' :. =\ id -in
(== accordance with'an
interpretive framework?
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“Nen=Christians,are _—
z”@"’f’tg dnaware ’Eham -

theylleokiat life throlgh
a specific set of
worldview.'glasses.’
Making them aware of
this can help non-
Chrlstlans rethlnk’

In due course, |

“Non-Christians;ane
o Unaware fham
theyllooratilife throligh s )

a specific set of will visit the topic

worldview.'glasses.’ of “"worldviews"
Making them aware of

this can help non- and the use of the
! glasses metaphor.

Semelofitheir beliefs?

31] 9/223 emphasié in orlglnal]
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s€lassical Apologetlcs afflrms the
unjiversa I applicability of reason
rCIass:caI Apologetics raises awareness

ofithe unavo:dable role of worldv:ews .

% )

v{?las sical Afaologetlcs recogmzes
Ton gr‘é*ﬁnc;l‘w:th non‘"Chrlstl “s 4

Classical Apologetics
recognizes common
ground with non-
Christians.

13



T or this reason, (od gave them -:‘
up to vile Passions. For even their
| women exchanged the nefturel use |
forwhatis against RatUre.

~ Li!ccwisc, also the men, lcaving the _
metural use of the woman, burned :

in their lustfor one anot[‘ucr, men
with men committing what is
sl’:amcmcu], and receiving in
themselves the enaltg of their

error which was due.
Romans 1:26-2

P
- Notice that Paul, when
|| orthisreason, Godgavc them | condemning homosexuality to
up to vile passions. FForeven their the Romans, does not appeal to
| women exchanged the nafiure) use Leviticus 20 but, instead,
' forwhat s against natuire. appeals to nature.

' | ikewise, also the men, leaving the | Perhaps the reason was, while
netiural use of the woman, burned z certain members of the éoman
in theirlust for one another, men | church may or may not have
with men committing whatis known what Leviticus was or
shameful, and receiving in 1 might have questioned whether
themselves the penalty of their Leviticus had any authority over
error which was due. them, they could not excuse
Romans 12627888 \ themselves from nature itself.

T—

9/11/2025
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\n Apologetics Handbook

Faith

Has Its Reasons

Int

Kenneth D. Boa
& Robert M. Bowman Jr.

-Christians,are
often ﬁnavgare Eha't
ineyilooRiat life throdgh
a specific set of
worldview.'glasses.’
Making them aware of
this can help non-
@hliistians rethink
ofitheir 5e’liefs

[BowWmen, Fait/% Has}lts Reasons?
1291228, e si‘s'_‘:or%'nal]

Roberi{lVI§

B@w man
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R e f1 e c t i o n =
o n

W o » 1 d v i e w

MICHAEL G. GARLAND

R e f1 e c t i o n =
o n

W o » 1 d v i e w

MICHAEL G. GARLAND
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.'ig\m i
=:Mdﬂmtu1ﬂulwn:£dmirhn
The good news is, you can
ange your glasses...
Ulsing concise chwtm reflective poetry, and thoughtful
- study questions, Michael G. Garland invites you 10 see the
through a different set of glasses, While exploring the.
perspective, The Glasses We Wear will dtalm;cm
dnwlytheleuuhwghwhlﬂaynn see God, the
rld, and yourself, 1

8- L053-0186-1
355 lm >

81505730

“Did! you know, that eachlionelof us

you to examinelcloselyithellens
through which yoUsee@ﬁ’e’d} the

world, and yeurself. l

19
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4 e ’
Given that worldviews are part
of the world, it follows that our

worldview is that through which
we view worldviews
themselves.

But if that is so, then how are
R we able to objectively "examine
o e & closely the lens through which"
we see anything, including God,
the world, and ourselves and,
for that matter, the lenses

themselves?

THE  S:TORY 0N

FROM ROME To HoME

20
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'

atis a worl
worl lew lS th

orks ou use to
he world and

what is happen'lng in fi the
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,

i3]

W, Pl il Brown*
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W. Gary Phillips

gAWorldview has beenicomparedjto
a of glasses through whichjwe;
iSeelthe world. Without these
glasses, the world would appeagas
anlunfocused, meaningless blob!
Nihelglasses not onlylallow. us tofsees
tolmakelsense ofiwhat we see
AAworldview.is, first.of all, an
intehpretation of the world and

an application of this viewato)
life.*

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

Viewpond(@hicagedMoody, 1991), 26, 29]

«»

PURSUING GOD’S
PERSPECTIVE
IN A
PLURALISTIC WORLD

9/11/2025




“A worldview, as we
will define it is the
~ conceptual lens
through which we see,
undetgtan.d, and
interpret the world and
our place within it."

[fawa J! Anderson, W. Michaelf€lark;iand'David'K. Naugle, An
Introduction to Christian Worldview: Pursuing'God's Perspective in a
Pluralistic World (Downers Grove: IVP Academic, 2017), 8]

WHY | BELIEVE IN

9/11/2025
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"Often enough we [who
believe in God] have
talked with you [who

do not believe in God]

about facts and sound

reasons as though we
agreed with you on

what these really are.

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

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

9/11/2025
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“But we really do not
grant that you see any
fact in any dimension
of life truly. We really
think you have colored
glasses on your nose

when you talk about
chickens and cows, as
well as when you talk
about the life
hereafter."

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

_ THEOLOGICAL
| SEMINARY
]

e

25



“Your worldview shapes and
informs your experiences of
the world around you. Like a
pair of spectacles with
colored lenses, it affects
what you see and how
you see it.”

[James Anderson, What's Your Worldview?
(Wheaton: Crossway, 2014), 13]

9/11/2025
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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
and put them on your eyes,
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]

e ———

_

Ministries

27
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"Our worldview is like an invisible pair
of glasses through which we see
reality and life. If we have the wrong
prescription, the wrong beliefs and
assumptions, what we see will be
fuzzy and undependable: If we have

the right prescription, we w:II
things as they are. The pres
these glasses consists of

'Sue Bohlin

Probe Ministries .

28



Brandon Clay.

(Answers in Genesis)

\
\\\\\’}rlc\la ‘Engler
(Answers in GeneS|s)

9/11/2025

“Picture two people in a living
room. A man puts on green-colored
glasses, and a woman puts on red-

colored glasses. Everything the
man sees has a green tint while
everything the woman sees has a
red shade. The couch may be
brown, but to the man it will be a
greenish-brown. The chair may be
white, but to the woman it will have
a pinkish-hue. Everything is
colored by the glasses the man and
the woman wear. That’s what
happens with a worldview."

[Brandon' Clay, "Only Twoe \Worldviews," Answers in Genesis,
https://answersingenesis.org/worldview/only-two-worldviews/, accessed

09/02/25]

“Like'a pair of glasses that
colors everything we see, a
worldview;isithelset of beliefsiwe
useitolinterpretithe.world around.
us Welall observe the same
world—the same humans, the
samelrockiformations, the'same
scientific' data. But how. we
understand and explain our
observations depends upon our
worldview.*

[Ratricia' Engler, "AiBiblical Perspective: AiWaorldview: Checkup,*

Answers'iniGenesis, https://answersingenesis.org/worldview/biblical-
prescription-worldview-checkup/; accessed 09/02/25]

29



REASONS
"BELIEVE

“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
times it can distort reality."

[Ken Samples, Reasons to Believe (RTB):

. 8
.;: -
Ke n n eth S a m p | eS 'l l ’ http://www.reasons.org/articles/what-in-the-world-is-a-worldview,

accessed 06/24/21]

SR

9/11/2025
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Impact 360

INSTITUTE

Impact 360 Institute

WORLDVIEW

=A worldviewlistthelsetiofflensesithrough

Ihrough! your'worldview, youlinterpretilifelin
alparticular'way: Itiaffects: howlyousthinks
howayou feel andiyoullive day tolday s

[Impact360iInstituteF\Nhatskivou\\orldview, (Quiz)https:/iwwwiyoutubelcom/watch2v=\/XnSEOuvwzNM¥accessedi09/02/25]

9/11/2025
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WHAT'S YOUR WORLDVIEW?

DONATE GIVE MONTHLY

Strengthen families with ‘Ensure biblical resources

SHARE: ooe . o

FQUUS

s FAMILY.

What's a worldview? Tracy Munsil explores this question

9/11/2025

“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 09/04/25]

32
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“A worldview is like that set
of glasses, the lenses of
which are made up of our
ideas, beliefs and feelings
and experiences. This
concept is often described
today using the word
narrative, which also gets at
the fact that our perspective
on life is, in many ways,

story-like."
[Adam R. Holz, "Entertainment, Worldview, and Your Family, Focus on Adam@ R HOlZ

the Family, https://www.focusonthefamily.com/parenting/entertainment-
worldview-and-your-family/, accessed 09/03/25]

Fre owth Fealwes Commentary  Good News

News  Festwes  Commentary  SpiislGrowth — GoodNews  Browse by Topic

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.

33



“A worldview.is'the way:a
person views!the world.
and himself: It'is 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]

‘!_

“A worldview.is the'way:a " Is it the lens through which an

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 ?

9/11/2025
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MINISTRY Encouraging, Equipping,
and Engaging Ideas from Home Categories  Contributors  Resources About Q
Local Church Leaders

What Is a Biblical Worldview?

Looking at the World from God's Viewpoint

ONLINE BACHELOR'S DEGREE

ﬂ 5 D ke Nortis, Thursday, Janary 6 20 Stay in ministry. Study online.
Earn your bachelor's degree in Biblical Studies from WCEC
Everybody has a worldview! From the pigmy tribes in the Congo to the cufflink staffer in the White House, everybody Online.

has a philosophy of how they view the world. T

Simply put, a worldview is simply the way that a human being looks at life—the way we perceive things.

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

Everybody has a lens through which they interpret where life came from, and why bad things happen, and what their

“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 NOI’TIS

[http://ministry127.com/christian-living/what-is-a-biblical-worldview,
assessed 09/04/25]
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" /
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 the world makes In other words, one's worldview:
all the difference in the will determine how one defines

world. It determines how the reality of worldviews.

we define reality, as well But if our worldview determines
J

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 reallty Of a glven WOI'IdVleW

[http://ministry127.com/christian-living/what-is-a-biblical-worldview, S objectively true.
assessed 09/04/25]

HOME  ABOUT ~ BLOG  LEADERS RESOURCES ~ SUBJECTS ~ SUBJECTS-G-Z~ 0O

H ome Search

What is a Biblical Worldview? Recent Posts

Classic Christian Sermons -
Sermonindex.net - Greg
Gordon

What Does DNA Teach Us
About Human History? -

B I B LI CAL Traced - Dr. Nathaniel Jeanson
Self-Promoetion
wo RL DVI Ew Can a Christian be Demon-
Possessed?

Can Objects Contain Spiritual
WITH ISRAEL WAYNMNE Power?

Tags

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

36
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“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 09/04/25]

“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]

Israel Wayne

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.

37
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START WALK RUN  GUIDE

STUDENTNOTES  PRINT

SMALL

GROUPS START WALK RUN
FOR

STUDENTS

GUIDE STUDENT NOTES

PRINT

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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THRIVE ™

VAR MIE IS @ R CLESSES
throughiwhichiwels eelthesworldsss:
evenythingtlooksrallittieXdifferent

dependingioniwhichioneiwesre
lookingkthrotugh?

[wWorldViewaltSiEoWAYOURS eekth eAV.o il ddhttpSH//drivetgooglelcom/file/dAPXSER GV ©Y SHiNI5S QUKIEGVHXRABZINNCI/VIE WS

CRUNASSessedi09/04725]

THRIVE ™

vAsworldviewdistlikelthe
glassesithroughiwhichiwe
seelthelworldys:
everythingllooksiallittle

differentidependingion
whichioneiwerre
lookingithrough?

BWerldviewaltsiHowAYotkSeekthehWorl di
hitps#/diivergeogletcomfile/dAPXsz=
REV3OYSHVI5S@QUkITgVbXxRa8ZzINnc8\ViewSCRIUNassessed
09/04725]

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?

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

Contact Logln

NEWS  LEARNMORE v ﬂ

Search

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 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
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ABOUT v PROGRAMS v  RESOURCES ~

Why Should I Learn About Other Worldviews?

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

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 the concept of is
foundational to much of what we do at the Academy, and today we look at six reasons for studying

Contact Logln

NEWS  LEA§

"We define worldview as a big story,
shaped by deep assumptions, that
generates great allegiance and 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/, 09/04/25]

October 29
February 2022
July 2021

9/11/2025
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Ifssevenrythingllooksia
littleXdifferents
dependingluponiwhich
worldviewionelistlooking

throughithenthowican
werknowiwheniwelare

() o) [XINAANZ SEE ke ] WALELS
algiveniworldviewlisiz

"We define worldview as a big story,
shaped by deep assumptions, that
generates great allegiance and
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/, 09/04/25]

CONTACT INFORMATION  SUBSCRIBE  LINKS

. WHAT IN THE

JIRLVICN,

el

=
-

April-May 2015

10 Years in Print:
Special Edition

Online Edition

Download PDFE

iPad and eReader
What in the Worldview?
,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, By Ruth McDonald
Tl never forget the day I rode home from the doctor wearing new cat-eye, tortoise-shell glasses.
ot only did T feel very cute and stylish, T was in absolute awe of the details of the world outside
my daddy's car. Until that day, I had seen only a small fraction of the leaves

History Resources
birds, flowers, and road signs. And I hadn't even realized it.

About
wee all see the world through an individual set of glasses, figuratively speaking. With the correct

prescription, we can see the world as it really is. If our prescription is incorrect, however, the view
is distorted, though we may or may not realize it. Simply put, the way we view and interpret the
world around us is our worldview

Archives

Throughout history, people have attempted to answer commaen questions about the warid, Where
did all of this come from? What hiappens to us after we die? s there absolute right and wrong? If
there is, how do we know? What is the standard for making moral, legal, and cthical decisions?

The very fact that we desire to answer such questions is a gift from God. According to Genesis,
God ereated man in His own image, setting humans apart from all ather created beings. As smart
sCets may he theyare oot orone s pogdec Questions Solomop woote of
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Withithe
welcaniseel
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Ifssthelway welview:and.
interpretithe:worid
aroundiusiisiour
worldviewswhichlis:like
seeinglstheiworid
throughi=al“set of
glasses;=thenfthow,
couldiwerknow:when
our =prescriptionsis
correctorincorrect?

/.

iWelallfseelthelworldithiotightan
individuallsetofiglasses)
Wit e
WE CELD SEE
theworldiastitireallydisRifiouns
pLes ctiptionyistincorrect;
ihoweversthelviewdisidistorted;
thotughiwermaylorimaysnot
realizelitRSimplydptitstheswayie;
Viewrandlinterpretithelworldl
arounditustisiouworladviewss

[Ruiia MeDemele "Whet s & Werldview?”
htipsy/wwwinaiwbierglenemagivnatswerldviewlhitm)
09/04/25]
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|
“A NECESSARY BOOK FOR ALL PEOPLE INVESTED IN
SOCIETAL CHANGE.” —CLAUDIA RANKINE

‘\“”." Igmi
WHITE
FRAGILITY
WHY IT'S SO HARD
ror WHITE PEOPLE ro

TALK ABOUT RACISM

ROBIN DIANGELQ

rorReworD BY MIGHAEL ERIC DYSON

"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]
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RERSPECTIVISM

The notion"thatteveryone has
their own perspective about the
world and that nobody's
perspective is any more or less
legitimate than anyone else’s.
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RERSPECTIVISM

> Problems=<

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

RERSPECTIVISM

> Problems~<

Don't we actually want
something more from our world
view than merely choosing our
preferences?
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|
FOREWORD BY DR.NORMAN GEISLER

OBJECTIVITY
7z l)/gf /// ca /
INTERPRETATION

An Apologetics Handbook
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i\ N | i
X 4 : |
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Faith
Has Its Reasons

Integrative Approaches to

Defending the Christian Faith

Kenneth D. Boa
& Robert M. Bowman Jr.
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Four Approaches to Apologetics

Classical

Evidentialist

Reformed

Fideist

proof

defense

refutation

persuasion

rational

empirical

authoritarian

intuitive

Thomas Aquinas

Joseph Butler

John Calvin

Martin Luther

Norman Geisler

John W. Montgomery

Cornelius Van Til

Seren Kierkegaard

V!Tomﬂ

"Joe"

V!Calll

"Marina"

3 3 - ] . * 5 .
[KenlBoalandiRobert Bowman, Fa%r asllisiReasonsllntegrativerApproaches to‘g{Defe'h'dirfz_g the Christian Raith¥2ndied:136/83]
]

Four Approaches to Apologetics

Classical Evidentialist Reformed Fideist
proof defense refutation persuasion
empirical authoritarian intuitive
Thomas Aquinas Joseph Butler John Calvin Martin Luther
Norman Geisler | John W. Montgomery| Cornelius Van Til Seren Kierkegaard

9/11/2025
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Four Approaches to Apologetics

Evidentialist Reformed Fideist
defense refutation persuasion
empirical (modern) authoritarian intuitive
Joseph Butler John Calvin Martin Luther

John W. Montgomery

Cornelius Van Til

Seren Kierkegaard

[ 1§ 4N
Kenneth D. Boa

& Robert M. Bowman Jr.

9/11/2025
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glhese;proofs
aeeordbg 'to.Aq_yim’s
himself)ishow that§a
God exists, but.do not
prove God.per se; for
Thomas, faith in God
ought to be based on
hisyrevelation, in
Scripture, noton
{3 p_ro:ofs:”

[Ken Bowman, Fa‘&h;l—las Its
ReasomsAlntegrativeyApproaches to!Defendinghthe:
Christian Faith, 2nd ed. , 20/44]

While | am not quite sure
exactly what Boa and Bowman
mean in saying that Aquinas did

gThese,proofs T o
@m@qg ﬁAqg,iﬁ ¥ not prove God "per se," | am
pnshslion Galdy i3 quite sure that Aquinas did not

God exists, but,do not j )
prove God.per se; for | 5 ] = 0
Th:mas, faith in God | . ) see his arguments as proving
ought to be based on | SN, that "a God exists."”

his revelatign in,

Given the context of Aquinas's
own metaphysics, his
arguments prove that God
possess all the superlative
attributes and show that God is
the only God who could exist.
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v/ True

v Living

v/ Personal

v Loving

v Just

v Merciful

v Providential

v/ Omnipotent

" ,,—:
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M: 0% & L

« 7
i

' \~Thomas Aquinas

(1225=1274)

Richard (G. Howe, FhD

Frovost

Norman L Gc1s|cr Frofcssor of Chnstlan Apo|ogctlcs
Southcm l'__'_vangcllcal Scmmary O Kock I"‘]l“ South Carollna, USA

Fast I’rcsnclcnt ]ntcmatlonal Soqctg of Chnsttan Apologctlcs

54



These proofs
(accordmg to Aqumas
hlmself)) show that

God exists, but,do not
prove God, per se; for
Thomas, faith in God
ought to be based on

jan Faith, 2nd ed. , 20/44]

These proofs
(accordmg ﬂAqu:nas
hlmself)) show that
God exists, but,do not
prove God, per se; for
Thomas, faith in God
ought to be based on

jan Faith, 2nd ed. , 20/44]

- &9"

9/11/2025

It is true that, while Aquinas
realized that the only God there
is, is the God of Christianity, his

arguments at this point would
not necessarily prove to a
contemporary audience that the
God whose existence he has
demonstrated is the God
of Christianity.

o

Further, it seems to me that Boa and
Bowman are illicitly switching categories
in making a single point about Aquinas's

arguments for God's existence.

There is a difference between knowing
that God exists and that God possess the
attributes He does; it is another thing to
have faith in God.

The former has to do with the philosophy.
of the arguments attainable by natural
reason from General Revelation while the
latter has to do with truths about God
knowable only from Special Revelation.

Boa and Bowman make it sound like that
the manner in which one has faith in God
has implications for the nature of:
Aquinas's arguments for God's existence.
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gAccordingyto, Thomas;
ﬁ%g%mmgﬁdyon
. - A
philosophical
arguments alone will
never have an
adequate knowledge

of God.”

iken andjRobertiBowman, Faithikfas /ts 8
IntegrativelApproaches tolDefending; \thel

If by “adequate knowledge of God™

they mean that the arguments
cannot give enough information to
%’f’mg ’Srh?’"ﬁ : demonstrate the existence of the

ose Wh? relylon; .
[Philosophical , ’ one and only true God, then | have
ts al ill b o ~

O ver have i | 8 ‘ to disagree (though time and

s M | B i purpose will not allow my defense
h of this claim right now).

If by “adequate knowledge of God™
they mean that the arguments do
not give enough information to
demonstrate the gospel which
alone leads to eternal life, then |
wholeheartedly agree.
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V.
But anyone conversant in
apologetics should know that,
while believing in the existence of
gAccording,to, Thomas; > H HH
ﬂ%.s.exwha.,ely.on God l_s _necessary, it |.s not
Philosophical ‘ sufficient for salvation.

arguments alone will

never have an

e - e | Thus, the arguments were never

intended to be evangelism itself,
but rather to be apologetics.

Aquinas explicitly makes this
point at the beginning of his
Summa Theologiae before he
embarks on his discussion about
God's existence and attributes.

Scripture; inspired of God,
isinolpartiofphilosophical
Jwhichlhas been built up
byshumanireason. Therefore, it is
Usefullthatibesides philosophical
sciencelthere ' should be other

knowledge—l e., inspired of God.

‘h‘ould be'made known to

himiby.divineirevelation. Tho&r#és:Aqumas

(1225 1274)
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gEvenliasiregards those truths
God!which human reason
couldihaveldiscovered, it was
necessaryithat man should be
taughtiby/aldivine revelation;
becauselthe truth about God
Istchlasireason, could discover,
wouldionlylbe known by a few,
thatiafter.a long time, and .
\withitheladmixture of ¢ * ,_J;f
many.errors., ... :‘; e RS "3 y
'\ Thomas Aguinas
(1225:1274)

Eltiwasitherefore necessary that,
besidesiphilosophical science
uplbyireason there should
lbelalsacred science learned
throughl revelation."

Aqu Summariheologiaell, @1, art. 1, trans. Father of the
i Rrovincel(Westminster: Christian Classics), 1]

(1225-1274)
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ipture, inspired of God, is no
osophical science, which
uiltup by human reason.
herefore; itis useful that besides
philosophical'science there should be
other knowledge—i.e., inspired of
twas necessary for the

salvationlof:man that certain truths,

whichlexceed human reason should
made'known to him by divine
revelation.

Flttwasi therefore necessary that,
osophical science built up
: there should be a sacred
iScience learned. through revelation.”

fheologiae 15 @5 art: 1, trans. Father of the English
minsterChristianiClassics), 1]

NihemastAquinast
RroVinc

BRIANK. MORLEY

M APPING
APOLOGETICS

COMPARING CONTEMPQRARY APPROACHES

9/11/2025

In English translations of
Aristotle and Aquinas, a body of
knowledge or an area of study
with regard to its causes or first
principles is regarded
as a science.

This would include those
bodies of knowledge and areas
of study (e.g., theology and
metaphysics) which we would
today consider quite removed
from the natural sciences like
physics, chemistry, biology,
astronomy, and the like.
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“ThomastAquinasy(1225:1274)
'soughtitotharmonizelAristotle
with where

possible; the!
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deyvelopediintfiverarguments:
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D’T/@ @am &qm@wﬂm@ of:
he causes o did no,
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GodiwelneedithelBiblel)s
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"Thomas Aquinasi(; 1r225,_¢1r274)
soughtito harmomze Anstotle

mﬂb Chnstlamty \where)
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thatiwelcouldiknow;
S Ie) @ CEXES ()7
examining‘theieffects¥and;
thusjwelcanlknow 'some
basic
throughlcreation® [}b
that reasomng backwards
fromYcausesjdoesinot, yleld
n::‘uch knowledge SO
neeajyr tolgivelus)
importantidetails¥suchlas;
ithelnaturelofithe¥rinityXana|
thelgospels:
nlKaNoile VAV appinglARelogeticSEC:

Contemparary Approachesy(BownersiG [MP
INcademiciil85]

With all due respect to Morely, | maintain that

the superlative attributes of God that Aquinas's
philosophy demonstrates are
anything but “vague.*
His arguments are far from such that do not
allow usito know “muchiabout God* because
they fail to “yield much knowledge.*
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To be sure, if one'is not sympathetic to
Aquinas’s philosophy and/or does not regard
his arguments to be definitive, the arguments

may very well seem “vague,” not giving us
“much about God,” and not yielding
“much knowledge."

But | have seen nothing in Morely that leads
me to think he rejects Aquinas's philosophy:-
Indeed, Morley ascribes two of the three
characterizations (reasoning from effects to
cause tells us little about God) to
Aquinas himself!
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Has Its Reasons
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"Natural theology, the
'cons‘truc'gon of:
arguments defending

. s . ¥
or'providing’a theistic
worldview on the basis

of rational

considerations apart

. from divine revelation,

yecamelal regular pant
ofiChristian

apol,ogertlcs“.

R Bowmz% Faith'Has Its
Reasons Integrative Approaches to Defending the
Christian Faith, 2nd ed., 51/99]

"Natural theology, the
-'cons‘tructlon pf
argumentsidefending
or'providing'a theistic
worldview on the basis
of rational

Strictly speaking, Natural
Theology arises from sound
reason's attendance to
General Revelation.

Given that General Revelation
is God's revelation of Himself

considerations apart
from divine revelation,

bec.

ecamela regular part
OFLC Chrl!stlan

[KeniBearand Reb,emv()wma‘n, Faithftias Its
Reasons: Integrative Approaches to Defending the
Christian Faith, 2nd ed., 51/99]

through creation, it is wrong
to characterize Natural
Theology as “"apart from
divine revelation."

Rather, Natural Theology is
apart from divine "Special
Revelation."

9/11/2025
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BRIANK. MORLEY

MA' P P LN G

APOLOGETICS

' Brian K. Morley
\ \

COMPARING CONTEMPQRARY APPROACHES ;

Interestingly, the terms "Natural
Theology’, ‘Revelation’, ‘General
Revelation® and ‘Special Revelation®

do not appear in the “Subject
Index* to Morley's text.
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Kenneth D. Boa
& Robert M. Bowman Jr.

Fote‘ntlal Wea‘messcs o{:

Classncal Apologetlcs
5}

%

9/11/2025

68



% Critics expressjconcernsithat Classical Apologetics'
(] veres:matesl‘the adequacy of, ree'ason as a criterion

)
JCritics'express concerns that Classical Apologetics

. dep_eﬁds;&m theistic arguments of debated validity.
and\value:
'y

S\Cntlcs expres's co c‘:‘érns that Class:cal Apologetics

/1]
overlooks the ergor?al dtmens:ons’of belief:and

knowledge ’u ‘ \ ‘

Critics express concerns
that Classical Apologetics
overestimates the
adequacy of reason as a
criterion of truth.

9/11/2025
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Critics express concerns that Classical
Apologetics overestimates the adequacy. of
reason as a criterion of truth.

1. Logic, though universally necessary, is universally,
insufficient as a criterion of truth.

9/11/2025

NS '\‘/alu‘able-:as reasen 2 i
elegiclisiin apologeti' ll 4

many! Christian

apologists today express %

reservations about the

primacy and

comprehensive use of
reasogﬁ gnd in pasticulan
ded"u%tive logiie, inj
L A classicallapelogetics?

4 R .
Kennet'_h BQa ~ séwan
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jliogic) tﬁ)ugy\ N 4
niversally necessarylis
universally insufficientfas
a criterion of truth ...
because at best
deductive logic can only

test the fals:ty of a

N W
WEaith! Has Its Reasons, T

RobertflVI§BeWman

critenialofitruth that can
be applied without
already.assuming:the
truth of a particular

8
worldview " A ¥ \
" © }_' L ;
. Robert [M];' vman
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pAsWaluablefas r%as’é"n
erlogielistin a‘%ologetic-:s,
many! Christian

apologists today express
reservations aboutthe
primacy and
comprehensive use of

easen

nr

of facts derived from
some source other.than
logical analysis."

[Boa, Bowman, Faith Has Its Reasons,

131/226] | |

elfogicithough
e g
universally neeess‘ary,
universally: ihgﬁfﬁcient as!

a criterion of truth ...
because at best
deductive logic can only
test the falsity of a
Wta'rl’d\‘/ie, andicannof

Betliallidetermine that

nr
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nr

a:t‘jp’égff to g,e o, LIJItla‘te‘Iy th}l?‘pretqmlse’s
unlversally acce'p,ated cln &P ogellc _
criteria of truth that can arglment'must consist

be applied without

already‘assuming

truth of a particul
worldview."

Faith Has!lts %agon

{

of facts derived from
the some source othenthan
logical analysis."

[Boa, Bowman, Faith Has Its Reasons,

131/226]
S,
. ‘

ar

72



9/11/2025

Usages of the Term ‘Reason

Common

attending oneself to careful thinking with the commitment to avoid
undue emotion or ulterior motives that might adversely impact one's
conclusions; often the term ‘logic’ is use for the same meaning

Historical Philosophical Classical

a particular role of reason in'human Within the Thomistic tradition that informs
knowing cataloged as “Rationalism* certain versions of Classical Apologetics, the
in contrast to the role of sensory data terms ‘reason’ and ‘logic’ are not synonymous.
cataloged as "Empiricism;" For Aquinas, ‘reason’ has to do with that aspect
Both would seek to be “reasonable™ in of human knowing regarding the role of the
the Common Usage sense of intellect in contradistinction to that aspect of
the term ‘reason’. human knowing regarding the role
of the senses.

s@Qurdknowledge, taking
itststart.ifrom things,
proceeds in this order.
Eirstritbegins in
sense; second, it is
completed in the
intellect.” _gf
p= s’

raehibsilitians = Mulligan, 48, in Truth, (3 vols), vol. 1 i ; v
lulligani(€hicago: Henry Regnery, 1952); vol. 2 trans. | “-% e p-'s,,‘,; o
(Chicagoe:lHenny/Regnery, 1953); vol. 3. trans. Robert

. g lHenry Regnery, 1954). The three volumes were : Th OmaS Aq U | n aS
lieprinteds (Indianapolis:lHackett, 1994)] (1 205= 1274)
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Usages of the Term ‘Logic’

Fundamental Aspects of Reality

codified as (1) the law of non-contradiction; (2) the
law of excluded middle and; (3) the law of identity

o
Eormal Logic Informal Logic

sometimesiregardedias “deductive logic;* systems that sometimes regarded as "inductive

focusion the “form* (asiopposedito the content) of i i ¢ s
argumentsiand rules|ofiinferencelaccordingitelwhich |Og|C or "abductive Ioglc; focuses
some philosophical thinking can belarranged like; for on methods and processes like

example, Categorical Logic; Truth-Functional|ogic, = N e

Quantificational (Predicate)illogic; ModallLogic; and scientific hypotheses (reasonlng to
others;Inisomelinstances, certain aspectsiof'somellogical A HH
systems understate or fall'slightly oblique toireality, as for the best eXp'anatlon), pl’f) bablllty’

example, the rules/governing material implication and causal connections

in truth-functionalllogic:

Critics express concerns that Classical
Apologetics overestimates the adequacy. of
reason as a criterion of truth.

1. Logic, though universally necessary, is universally,
insufficient as a criterion of truth.
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First, we have seen
that the terms ‘reason’
and ‘logic’ are not
always synonymous
and can have
significantly different
usages in philosophy
and apologetics.

Second, one must be

careful not to confuse

a theory of truth and a
test for truth.
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Second, one must be
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| theory of truth ' i

How you kné\ﬁl'
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[Boa,
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¥
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Ultlmately the EISES
off & apologetlc
argument mUst consist

of facts derived from
some source othenthan
logical analysis
wman, Faith Has Its Rea:
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osTest for Truth==

how: one @/ISEVERS

whether a statement is
true, regardless of
one's theory of truth

-~
It is true that logic can test the
falsity of a worldview when a
given worldview is internally
contradictory.

But | disagree that logic plays no
role in discovering whether a
given worldview (or conclusion)
is true or whether a worldview
(or conclusion) is demonstrated
by the argument.
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What "determines™" a worldview
(or conclusion) to be true is reality
since truth is correspondence
to reality.

But if the premises of an
argument are known to be true
and, further, the premises are
related to each other in such a
way that they deductively entail
the worldview (or conclusion),
then one can know that the
worldview (or conclusion) is true
to the same level of certainty that
one knows that the premises
are true.
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actua“determlne that{a s . .
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Ultlmately thelpremises
(eifan apologetlc
argUment must consist
of facts derived from
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logical analysis."
a

[Boa, Bowman, Faith Has Its Reasons,

14 The Sun.is sixty.miles
from the Earth R

VA get from the! Sun
{0) the'Earth.
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from the Earth. BT Ises

The Sun is sixty miles ¥ the
Light travels;at s:xty’ are e,

l MPH,

m@[?M@U@m
get from the'Sun ﬁ@@ 90 be

ilherefore) lt ELLES
light.ene hour {0)
to the Earth. .

from the Earth.

IRIENIISE'S;
Light travels:at s:xty’

necessiieie”
thektrtithReRthEe

Therefore lt takes } conelusielmis

The Sun is sixty miles } Since the

lightone hour to iscalleala

get from the Sun - _Jdedietive
to the Earth. alguimelmts
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The Sun is sixty miles Wihet: erees of
from the Earith. stucly gevern he

. ] - it or falsity of
Light travels: at s:xty’ StEtEmEn(s?
MPH.

ilhereforeyititakes

light one hoUr'to
get from the Sun ’
to the Earth. -

The Sunis sixty miles

from the Earth. ASTRONOMY
. ]
Light travelslat Sixtys AND PHYSICS

VIPH. |

ilherefore, ilygkes

light one hour'to

get from the Sun ’
to the Earth. -
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difference a
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mikewiselwithieegtalin
apelogetickaieUiments
isgalclifference
ajlogicallainalysis
ancliaiphileo'sephicall

anely/sis.
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18 0 Classical Apologeticsiwere
“ { claiming that\itwas otherwise:

|
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“The sc‘ond way is from the nature of the
efﬁcnept cause. In the world of sense we

c'aus Ffollowing in order, the first is the
2lofithe intermediate cause, and the

o

homas Aqumas

several, or one only. (1225:1274)

Now*‘to take away the cause is to take

giihereforelitisinecessary to admit a first "\ & -

efficienticause, to which everyone gives the J \' e TH y

name of God." ' _~Thomas Aqumas
(1225=1274)

9/11/2025
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E
(sub-argument)4 a. ESP
b. ~P/.. ~E
. 05 (= (~E * ~F))
. Io~M
.~M>o-~U
. U
.EoG/.. G
. 1= (~E * ~F)
. (1> (~E *~F)) * (~E * ~F) o)
10. (~E « ~F) o |
1. ~~U
12. ~~M
13. ~
14. ~(~E » ~F)
15.EVF
16. F
17.G

Premise
Premise

Premise
Premise
Premise
Premise
Premise/Conclusion
M.P.1,3
Equiv. 8
Simp. 9
D.N. 6

M.T. 5, 11
M.T. 4,12
M.T. 10, 13
DeM. 14

D. Syll. 15, 2
M.P. 7, 16

Critics express concerns that Classical
Apologetics overestimates the adequacy. of
reason as a criterion of truth.

Logic, though universally necessary, is universally,
insufficient as a criterion of truth.

There appear to be no universally.accepted criteriaofitruth
that can be applied without already assumingitheitruthiofia

particular worldview:

9/11/2025
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Critics express concerns that Classical
Apologetics overestimates the adequacy. of
reason as a criterion of truth.

Logic, though universally necessary, is universally,
insufficient as a criterion of truth.

There appear to be no universally.accepted. criterialofitruth
that can be applied without already:assumingjtheitruthlofia
particular worldview:

The emphasis on logical analysis'hasicomelunderifireifor
presuming that human;reasoninglisicapablelofirecognizing}
truth about God. :

| Fér*%i'e the%featwnfof ibe -~ ‘

world Hls*“mwszble atmbuftes

__ power and Godhead
A V€ omi20al
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Critics express concerns
that Classical Apologetics
depends on theistic
arguments of debated
validity and value.

Critics express concerns that Classical
Apologetics depends on theistic arguments
of debated validity and value.

1. There are reasons to question whether the
arguments are sound.
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"First, inithelopinionofymany Christiang@@apologists jthere are
IS o gﬁa‘ﬂ theistic proofs

ether the tradltl

88



9/11/2025

cannotwalidly infer the
extraconceptualior
actual existence of
God., Beginning.with a L . .
finitelwernldionelcannot S —
deductivelysaniiveratian =
infinite"God.

‘Beginning with a mere
concept of God, one $
N _ .

[MarkeMSHanna, Crucial Questions in
Apologeticsi(Grand Rapids: Baker, 1981}),99;

asicitedliniBoasBowman, Faith Has Its Mark M H.an ma
Reasons, 133/229] . % -
.

£ This argument is'known asithe

“Beginning with a mere . :
ontologicallargument'which
concept of God, one begins with the/concept of God
cannotvalidly infer the as the greatest conceivable
extraconceptual or being:
actual existence of It was championediby Anselm
- - who!was the Archbishop of
GOd Beginningwith,a Canterburyin the 11t century.
RE Weilel ©nE CElhae): _ o
dedueivel : " o Philosophers are divided over the
& U(_3 |ve y GlVe ell & soundness of the ontological
infinite"God." argument.

[MarkeMSEHanna, Crucial Questions in H
Apologeticsi(Grand Rapids: Baker, 1981}),99; It Was_reje(_;ted_by Thomas
aslcitedliniBoa, Bowman, Faith Has Its Aqumas in his Summa

Reasens §521229] Theologiaell, 2,1, ad. 2.
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P ——

“Beginning with'a mere | would contend that one can
concept of God, one startiwith the finite'\world and
’ demonstrateithelexistence of

cannotwalidly infer the van infinite God."

extraconceptual on
2 Whether al giveniargument is

actual e_XISt_ence, of deductive or notis relatively,
God. Beginning with a trivial inasmuch as any

finite world, one cannot argument can be cast into
deductively arriverat an several different logical forms.

infinite God." In the Classical tradition;
[MarkiMEHanna, Crucial Questions in theistic arguments are
Apologeticsi(Grand Rapids: Baker, 1981}),99; -
as citedliniBoa Bowman, Faith Has Its metaphysmal and nOt

Reasons, 133/229] merely logical.

Critics express concerns that Classical
Apologetics depends on theistic arguments
of debated validity and value.

There are reasons to question whether the
arguments are sound.

The theistic arguments: are beyondi the graspiof
most people.
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One does not | (.| %
have to be a @é'
botanist to enjoy
the beauty of a
flower.

One does not
have to be an
astronomer
to enjoy the
resplendence of
a sunset.
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But it is not a weakness of these sciences that
such an in-depth analysis might be "beyond the
grasp"” of some people.
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(1908 - 2005)

(1908 - 2005)
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"Other arguments may
vividly suggest the
existence of God, press it
home eloquently to
human consideration, and
for most people provide
much greater spiritual
and religious aid than
difficult metaphysical
demonstrations.

"But on the philosophical
level these arguments are
open to rebuttal and
refutation, for they are not
philosophically cogent.*

[Joseph Owens, "Aquinas and the Five Ways," Monist 58 (Jan.
1974): 16-35. (p. 33)]
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Critics express concerns that Classical
Apologetics depends on theistic arguments
of debated validity and value.

There are reasons to question whether the
arguments are sound.

The theistic arguments: are beyondi the graspiof
most people.:

The theistic arguments do notileaditoithelpersonal
God of Christian theism:-

To repeat a point | made earlier, given the
context of Aquinas's own metaphysics, his
arguments prove that God possess all the
superlative attributes and show, that Godiis
the only God who could exist:
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VASimple v True
VAPerfect v/ Living
VAGood v Personal
VA nfinite v Loving
YA@mnipresent v Just
VAlmmutable v Merciful

VAEter v Providential
VAOhe v/ Omnipotent , o

_ A e T¥
VA@mniscient ‘\~Thomas Aqumas

(1225=1274)

=Nothing of the
perfection of being can
wanting to Him who is
subsisting being itself."

iStnmakiheologiaeif4 325 ad 3]

Thomas Aqumas
(12251274)
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= the perfections
fellowing from God to
creatures ... pre-exist in
Godunitedly and simply,
whereas in creatures
they are received, 8 g
divided .and multiplied.” [\ wesg M5

oy ' \Thomas Aguinas
(1225-1274)

Critics express concerns
that Classical Apologetics

overlooks the personal
dimensions of belief
and knowledge.
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Weakness vs. Limitation

This third criticism is not a weakness of Classical
Apologetics in as much as apologetics was never.
designed to effect faith.

Rather, apologetics is designed to remove
intellectual roadblocks to someonelconsideringithe
gospel.

Thus, it is unfair for.the'critic to'characterizelthisyas
overlooking the personal dimensionsiofibeliefiand.
knowledge:

9/11/2025

Weakness vs. Limitation

This criticism would be like saying that the
"weakness" of the automobile is that it cannot fly:

But the inability of the automobile tofly.is a
limitation, not a weakness since the automobileiwas
never designed to fly.

This inability of Classical Apologetics is:allimitation.
of apologetics as such, notia limitationibecauselitiis
Classical verses some other.apologeticisystem?®
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To be continued ...

I will save the remainder of we might
what to say in defense of the
Classical Apologetics system for our
responses to the other apologetic
systems we will examine:

To summarize ...

J/
0.0

different uses of the term ‘classical’

J
0.0

from two-step to three-step method

J
0.0

priority of theism in proving Christianity.

J/
0.0

General Revelation and Special Revelation

J
0.0

Natural Theology.

J
0.0

Faith and Reason

/
0.0

Strengths of Classical Apologetics

/
0.0

Weaknesses of Classical’Apologetics

98



