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“For the wrath of God' isrévealed from heaven
T
against all ungodlmessfand unrighteousness of

men, %/1}0 SYYAESS Wkl 1) UAeIisoUsSnEsSs. "
Rom. 1:18

Restrictive Apposition or
Non-Restrictive Apposition?

Mammals, warm bloodedis

mﬂ@m dherwanm another way/ofisaying
[@U, almost 'mammals-
always give birth

to live young."

/—.
- ) - The phrase ‘which are
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"Mammals, The phrase whlc'h_ are
warmiblooded is

whichiareiwarm anothen way. of'saying
ollexecel, almost mammalst

- - ihe phraserwhich are
always glve blrth warm blooded*stands

to live you ng_" in non-restrictive
apposition to the'term

‘mammals’.

= Ihe phraserwho!live

" - - belowithe povernty linesis
People in America notianotherway/ ofisaying

V| /L\ N 1 \ ) N \'A'x ! L\/ (] 0 .
wholliverbelow: the people whollivelin

i 0 Amernicar:
povernty linetl;
ROVEIty. linex: (- Instead’ the phrase who

richer than many livelbelowithelpoverty
- MENESESE o ESE
people in the ‘peoplelinfAmericatandiit,
world." VS, SEheS I ESieaivE
appositionitorpeopleiwho
livelinfAmericar.
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The'debate as to' whether'the phrase stands in
restrictive apposition or non-restrictive
appositive cannot be settled merely by an
appeal to the grammar or syntax of text.

e A~

-

One could not know whether ‘which are warm
blooded’ does or does not restrict the term
Q‘m\ammals' by a mereiexamination of the

grammar or syntax.

Instead, one would need to look at what a
mammal is with respect to the blood.

e A~
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In like manner, one would need to make his

argument as to whether ‘who suppress the

trtith in unrighteousness' does or does not
restrict thefterm ‘'men’.

Such an argument should be based on
theological / philosophical matters by appeal
to sound reason and to other biblical texts.

< knew God (v. 21)

% did not glorify Him as God (v. 21)

% were not thankful (v. 21)

% became futile in their thoughts (v. 21)
% foolish hearts were darkened (v. 21)

% became fools (v. 22)

% changed the glory of the incorruptible

God into an image made like corruptible
man—and birds and four-footed animals
and creeping things (v. 23)

" were given up by God to uncleanness (v.

24)

idishonored their bodies among
themselves (v. 24)

=t exchanged the truth of God for a lie (v.

25)

+ worshiped and served the creature rather

than the Creator (v. 25)

» were given over by God to vile passions
« women exchanged the natural use for

what is against nature (v. 26)

«» men left the natural use of the woman;

burned in lust for one another (v. 27)

¢ did not like to retain God in their

knowledge (v. 28)
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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

< Law of Non-Contradiction =

assenc® ~ A thing cannot be both "A" and ‘non-A" at the
same time and in the same sense.

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

yruth yalue>> A statement cannot be both true and not true
at the same time and in the same sense.




11/6/2025

oo Law of Excluded Middle =
agseNc® ~ A thing is either "A" or ‘non-A.’

existence> A thing either exists or does not exist.

truth yalue>> A statement cannot be both true and not true
at the same time and in the same sense.

s Law of ldentity =

essence > If a thing is ‘A" then it is 'A.*
ex-lstence> If a thing exists, then it exists.

truth yalue>> If a statement is true then it is true.
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Usages of the Term ‘Logic’
b e LA A

Eormal Logic

sometimes regarded as “deductive logic;" systems that
focus on the “form™ (as opposedito the content) of
arguments and rules of inference according to which
some philosophical thinking can be arrangedilike; for:
example, Categorical Logic, Truth-Eunctional Logic,
Quantificational (Predicate) Logic, Modal Logic; and
others; In'some instances, certain aspects of some logical
systems understate or fallislightly oblique to reality, as for
example, the rules governing material implication
in truth-functional logic:

Usages of the Term ‘Logic’

Informal Logic

sometimes regarded as “inductive
logic” or "abductive logic;" focuses
on methods and processes like
scientific hypotheses (reasoning to
the best explanation), probability,
and causal connections
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Presupp@sitionalists are not vj’nanimo% in

their o.piiohs about the natuogic itself

and, bylimplication, whether logiic’is a fitting
tool for.ounthinking abeﬁ’u‘tG’éd.

Revelation
and Reason

REFORMED
APOLOGETICS
EDITED BY

K3 60 i Q. L LP T NT

EanNE G TIpToN

10
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i m t’f ft#p@
caries withlit'suchif force,
SM@[@ compelling conse In
and.of that Godlis
subjectitorit \wermust
disaglieerwithistchiarelaims

Logic.like all e_lse save.God.

[K. Scott Olinphint, "Cornelius Van Til and the
Reformation of Christian Apologetics," in Revelation
and Reason: New Essays in Reformed Apologetics,
eds K Scott Oliphint and Lane G. Tipton

ﬁ&ﬁ@ﬂ%@f
God

1S, wh ﬂfﬂ‘@@
answer glven IS
caries withhit'such force,
stichicompelling consSentin
and of iS
Ssubjectitorit \wermust
withisuchsalelaiin:
Logic like all else save God
himsalr, Is created.
[K. Scott Olinphint, "Cornelius Van Til and the
Reformation of Christian Apologetics," in Revelation

and Reason: New Essays in Reformed Apologetics,
eds K Scott Ollphlnt and Lane G. Tipton

jiinisYisYaltallacy ofifalSeldilemma
\Wwihichithen leadsitol®lif

neseguitur.thatilogic isicreatedh

fiihelchoices ®

eithen

logic cariesiwith it such force,
such compelling consent in and

of itself thatGo dis subject to it
A\
logicjis created.
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W It 1S sellel, ier
a?@mp}a, tfm @@QI ﬁ:?.ﬁmf

and@f&E@W Godﬁ@
ﬁ@ﬁ'ﬁ, bﬂ@fm@

[K. Scott Olinphint, "Cornelius Van Til and the
Reformation of Christian Apolegetics," in Revelation
and Reason: New Essays in Reformed Apologetics,
eds K Scott Ollphmt and Lane G T|pton

ﬁ{tﬁ@f@f
God

mﬁ"ﬁ; it @M@h
such zf in
and of is
subjectitonit wermust
disagreelwithrsuchialelaim
Logicylike saverGod
himself, is created."

[K. Scott Olinphint, "Cornelius Van Til and the
Reformation of Christian Apologetics," in Revelation

and Reason: New Essays in Reformed Apologetics,
eds K Scott Ollphlnt and Lane G. Tipton
i 7):.284-285

Wihaiwe recognize¥asythe
{hree fundamen"tgll 2faws
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Wzﬁm it @M@h
cu if in
and o IS
subjectitorit \wermust
disagreelwithrsuchialelaims
Logichlike savelGad
himself, is created."

[K. Scott Olinphint, "Cornelius Van Til and the
Reformation of Christian Apologetics," in Revelation

and Reason: New Essays in Reformed Apologetics,
eds K Scott Ollphlnt and LaneG Tlplon

Richard\L: Pratt, Jr.

11/6/2025
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‘Because logic is a
part of creation, it has
limitations. .
Christianity q""tt pomts
reasonable and legical
bUMOQIC meets the
end Ofiits ablgty\vghen
it.comes to matters
Ifk”?he /rﬁcgrnat/on of
Chiist, and the

_ ) doctrine of the Trinity."
RIChard L Pratt’ J I. [Richard L. Pratt, Jr. Every Thought Captive

(Phillipsburg: Presbyterian and Reformed, 1979),
25]

"We must remember that
logic is at best merely a
reflection of the wisdom
and know/edge«’(‘i)f God.

Although i écg/pture God
does stoopilowsand,
reveal‘.Hlmselu term of
creaturelyareasona I@glc
aswwerknow: it, is not
abeveoriequal to God,
nor isyit'a part of God's
being."
RiChard L P tt, JI’_ [Richard L. Pratt, Jr. Every Thought Captive

(Phillipsburg: Presbyterian and Reformed, 1979),
24-25, emphasis in original]

14
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"Men wish either
to reject reason in
favor of\QI/}n d@n‘h

or\zionglve}loglc*

somewam@un’t of
w’depfendence
from God."

[Richard L. Pratt, Jr. Every Thought Captive
(Phillipsburg: Presbyterian and Reformed, 1979),
26]

"The law of contradictionis
not subsequent to God. If
one should say that logichis
dependent on God's
thinking, it is dependent:
only in the sense thatitis
the characteristic of

God's thinking.*

[Gordon H. Clark, Logic, 2" ed. (Jefferson: The Trinity Foundations
1988), 122]

15
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Background fo
Natural Theology:

General Revelation and Speecial Revelation

General'Revelationl Special Revelation

" Godlmakinglknown God making known
through!His creation through the Scriptures
Hisrexistence; His nature and His will
His nature; His not necessarily.
attributes, and His knowable through
goodness General Revelation

17



General Revelation

1.

God’s existence, deity,
and power

God’s goodness

God's providence
God's sustaining power
God’s glory and
handiwork

God’s righteousness
and glory

The Contents of
General Revelation and
Special Revelation

11/6/2025

| Special Revelation

1.

The Trinfty
The Hypostatic Union
The Gospel

The Mystery of the
Church

The Second Coming
The Resurrection
Heaven

Hell

18



General Revelation
1,

11/6/2025

The application of
God's existence, deffty, sound reason in
and power understanding

. God's goodness God's revelation of
. God's providence Himself through
. God's sustalning power creation (General

. God’s glory and Revelation) gives

handiwork rise to Natural

. God's righteousness Theology.

and glory

Since Natural theology is a
human effort, it should not
be surprising that Christians
might disagree as to the
exact nature and content of;
Natural Theology.

19



Natural Theology has been
widely embraced and celebrated
in_ Christianity since the
Church Fathers throughithe
Middle Ages.
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This embrace and celebration
has continued in both
Catholicism and Protestantism
until today;

l’a’i

Jacobus Arminius John Owen Francis Tufretin. Stephen Charnock whn@,”/ Charles dege \William| GAT: Stiedd
(1560-1609) (1616-1683) . (1623-1687) (1628-1680) (167951 7 (1797/18 8) (1820-1894)

i -
ey }
4 ‘l
S
5
\
b

fotert N James|eetigru B. B. Warfield Herman Geeghardus Louis Sperry Hlfouis Berkhof N6r.]man L.
bpey o BoyeS (1851-1921) /  Bavinck g\%s Chaffer (18731957) [Geisler
(18201898 | emisss) P | (1854-1921) (1862-1949)  § (18741-1952) e (1932-2019)
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Ross S. Rh@ads
(1932-201 74

\ ~ i - ' / y 3
e / M"' 4 \
John Owen Francis Turretin Stephen Charnock Jo i'II Charles I/ﬂ,nge William G- TShedd
(—1& ) (1820-1894)

g o 1628-1680 797E )
(1616-1683) i (16231687) ! ( ) ‘7_,?]_7:_,{)‘7#1*2?}%

(1851-1921). (1854-1921) ({1662-1949) (1873-1957)

s .'
Ja@fetigru B. B. Warfield Herman Bavinck Geerhardus Vos 4 'Louis‘Berkhof
Boyce .

(1627-1868)

22
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Though our focus for now is
Presuppositionalism, it is
interesting to note that
Presuppositionalists are not alone
in repudiating Natural Theology
(though Presuppositionalists do so
for different reasonsithan
these others).

Neo=0rthodoxy on
Natural Theology

23



%ilal?grunner

(1‘889-1966.)“'1
i 0

' ‘Natural
; /Theology

Comprising “Nature and Grace” '

rofessor Dr. Emil Brunner 1
nd the reply “No!* i _‘
by Dr. Karl Barth 3 % &
' M :}
4“"« ‘
3 11

:": ,“:;,“.

Emil Brunner & Karl Barth

KarliBaiith &

'\(1886- 968).
Al

11/6/2025
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 ‘Natural
Theology

Cmp gNt
[J EmllB

Emil Brunner & Karl Barth

“"Natural Theology does
not exist as an entity
capable of becoming a
separate subject within
what | consider to be real
theology—not even for
the sake of being
rejected.

o Bgmas § Ly Bp™

11/6/2025
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"If one occupies oneself
with real theology one
can pass by so-called

natural theology only as
one would pass by an

abyss into which it is
inadvisable to step if one
does not want to fall.

"All one can do is to turn
one's back upon it as
upon the great
temptation and source or
error, by having nothing
to do withiit ... "

[Karl Barth, "No!" trans. Peter Fraenkel, in' Natural Theology:
Comprising "Nature and Grace" by Professor Dr. Emil Brunner
and the Reply "No!" by Dr. Karl Barth (Eugene: Wipf and Stock:
2002), 75]

11/6/2025
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Refofmed
Epistemology

on fatural Theology

GOD
OTHER
MINDS

A Study of the
Rational Justification
of Belief in God

With a new Preface by the author

i/ .

s ) il o

v g iirfl y . r
Rs ”[' y \\ \

T -""-f"i Plarﬁln //i/////
!l f/// [,[/
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As we have said, though they do
sofor different reasons,
Presuppositionalists likewise

reject'the possibility. and viability
of Natural Theology:

28
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CoMMON GRACE AND

TR (S OSPEL o

CORNELIUS

Van'TiL

EpiTep By K. Scort OLIPHINT

"That loyathe
'theistic; aresfrequently
nothinerblridelstisplaitiorany

philosophy. Aristotle proved-the
existence of a god " there mL‘st

Ar/st@-t/e @/ﬂ@f] l]lfz‘)r pIo v: iho
o

29



@ﬁmm @z’F @’/ not
createxthe

Aqumas Want (0] prove

|

those whose standard of
judgment is reason rather than
reve/at/on that it is properit z’o
believelipGeodsButithelonlyigod
hexe: cltm ﬂ’hﬂwﬂl/y ﬂ@ okthis

JERUSALEM
and ATHENS

CRITICAL DISCUSSIONS ON
THE PHILOSOPHY AND
APOLOGETICS OF
CORNELIUS VAN TIL

11/6/2025
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eformed apologetics, is
really transcendental in
imethod unless it says at
outset of its dialogue wi
non:believers, that

laccepted on'the

ithe self-identify,

["Response by Cornelius Van Til to Herman
Dooyeweerd, 'Cornelius Van Til and the
Transcendental Critique of Theoretical Thought™ in
Jerusalem and Athens: Critical Discussions on the
Philosophy and Apologetics of Cornelius Van Til
(Phillipsburg: Presbyterian and Reformed, 1971),
98, emphasis in original]

FouvrtH EDITION

TaHeE DEEENSE OF

Tue FaiTH

CORNELIUS
VaNTIL
EpiTep By K. Scortt OQLIPHINT

31



i thisibasic
plestppesitioniwith to
himselftas woint
in %@di@aﬁ,m, thelnatdralfmamimay
aceept the 'theistic proofs’ asifully
valid. He may construct such
preofs. He has constructed such

* proofs. But the god whose
existencelhelprovesitorhimselr in
thisswaysistalwaysia is
S@mething other'than'therself-
contained, @nt@l@g#é%wl Diiimitydof

. !H% )SBilirg:

11/6/2025
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ThenliRs I s’rood in ’rhe mlds‘r of ‘rhe Areopagus and
/. said; {Men of fAfhens, | pecceive that in all things
 you are'very religious; for as | was passing through
and considering the objects of your worship, | even
found an altar with this inscription: TO THE
unkNown GOD. Therefore, the One whom you

worship without knowing, Him | proclaim to you:
Paul the fipostle, flet. 1£:22-28

Then Daull 's;u'nc:d in the midst of the Areopagus and Paul fu rther identifies the

2y 4 said¥Emien of Athens, | pecceive that in alll things

1&

you are'very religious; for as | was passing through
i conidering he avectsof uonroramn 1 wen.  NAtUre of the God whom they
found an altar with thistinseription: TO THE

UNKNOWN GOD. Therefore, the One whom you were worshiping 1q] ignorance

worship without hnowlng Him | proclaim to you:

k& % D ul the Apos H 4111722 z:i as the one WhO:

Bl i

aﬁ' »
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v who made the world and everything in it

v is Lord of heaven and earth

v does not dwell in temples made with hands

v is not worshiped with men's hands

v does not need anything

v gives to all life, breath, and all things

v has made from one blood every nation of men to
dwell on all the face of the earth

v has determined their pre-appointed times and the
boundaries of their dwellings

v should be sought by all, in the hope that they might
grope for Him and find Him

v is not far from each one of us

v" in whom we live and move and have our being

v' of whom we are His offspring of God

v" ought not to be thought of like gold or silver or stone,
something shaped by art and man's devising

v" has overlooked these times of ignorance

v now commands all men everywhere to repent

v" has appointed a day on which He will judge the world
in righteousness by the Man whom He has ordained

v has given assurance of this to all by raising Him from
the dead

Greg L. Bahnsen
(1948-1995)

ac'r__:epr as ;{ui.’y
valid. He may construct such
pgoofs. He has constructed such
proofs. But the god whosé&l

—_—
Since Paul here does not mention

the "self-contained ontological
Trinity of Scripture® do you think
that VanTil would conclude that
the God Paul was proclaiming to
them was not the true God?

PRESUPPOSITIONAL
APOLOGETICS

Stated & Defended

"GREG
BAHNSEN

EDITED BY JOEL McCDURMON

11/6/2025
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Greg L. Bahnsen
(1948-1995)

"Becalisekthe ievelation of
Gedlintnatliieis Manis

constitutionliststippressediin

A unrighteousness; it'is
2, FE ll fﬁ impossibleifor theologyon
apolegeticsito theige orts
-y N aliebelliotsitindetstanding of
" ol T werlld o Doy,
N independentiVAVekingluplte a
verlflcaft-l@n @? wrltten

Greg L. Bahnsen
(1948-1995)

11/6/2025
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i i |

‘:Esr H'I
\ “hll

-—

w [Greg L. PresuppositionalfApelogeticsasStateal Befended,
ed. Joel ISpiingsIAmMernicant Nacegdoches:

Covenant 2008)¥4z5 e mphasistinforiginal]

MMM N

Greg L. Bahnsen
(1948-1995)

W Inl sl

"Thinking to maintain neutrality with respect to II il
Scripture, any natural theology that reasons . P - PRESUPPOSITIONAL
autonomously from logical and/or empirical u N\ SRRl APOLOGETICS

grounds to God results in an exclusion of | i j =<1l e
revelational necessity and authority endorsing
some other imperious philosophy:. ...
"Because the clear revelation of God in nature's
and man's constitution is suppressed in Greg L. Bahnsen
unrighteousness, it is'impossible for theology: or /s ({lerio-fleizs)
apologetics to base their efforts in a rebellious
understanding of the world or history, . .
independently working up to a verification of God's Since Paul hereiclearly did not
- written revelation. "start with the clear, authoritative,
Faith must necessarily start with the clear, self-attesting, special revelation

authoritative, self-attesting, special revelation of . = " !
God in Scripture coordinated with the Holy Spirits  Of God'in Scripture,* doiyoul think

inner testimony to the regenerated heart." Bahnsen would conclude that
[Greg L. Bahnsen, Presuppositional Apologetics: Stated and Defended, ed. JoelMcDurmon \V,V/ h at Pa u I Was p rOCIa i m i n g to

(Power Springs: American Vision and Nacogdoches: Covenant Media, 2008), 4-5, emphasis

inloriginall them was not the true God?

Stated & Defended
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'IF] do not do the worksoFM E
Father, do not believe Me; but if | do,
i:l'nougl-n you do notbelieve Me,
believe the worlcs that you may know
and believe that the Father is in

Me, and ] in I"‘llm.

John 10:37-38

() RDAINED S ERVANT

: 'FranmsSchaeffer

(1912 1984)

THE ORTHODOX PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH

October, 1997

11/6/2025
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Franc:lsSchaeffer

A

(1912 1984)

‘ )
l

gIkthinksyoulwillta Nthen)

.that nlof natural
theology has ever spok
yio

Corneliusj¥an Til
(189581987)

by Francis A. Schaeffer

the God who is there

11/6/2025
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glifthinksyoulwilllaqgreesthen’
thatino*ormiofinatural

theologyihasieverispoken
properlyof the God who is
thereSNone"of'the"great Greek
philosophers, like Plato and.
Aristotle, and none.the great

modern philosophers, like
| Descartes, Kant, Hegel or . 4
Franc NS e for Kierkegaardiandiothers¥have PPCormeiiuRVan Til
(3 everdspokenlofithelGodiwholis (%"
thereThersystemsiofithotight
ofithesexmenirepresentia
repressioniofithelrevelationiof
thelGodiwholisitherer

Coarnelius Van Til to Francis: Schaeffer:

Elithinkdyoulwilllagreelthen [ you by,
thatinofformiofinatural new Whe [ Tiink is
theologyshasieverspoken. :
properly’of the God whois mf@ﬂm@
thereNNone"of'the"great Greels {he st of [E’j}ﬂ
iphilosophers, like Plato and
Alistotle, and none the great
modern philosophers, like
Descartes, Kant, Hegel or
Kierkegaard and othersirhave
everspokenlofitherGodwholis
therelNnhelsystemsiofithotght;
ofitheseymenjrepresentia
repressioniofithelrevelationiof:
thelGodiwholisitheress

CorneliusiVankTilitolErancistSchaeffers
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clithinksyoulwilllagreeithen;
thatinolfoermiofinatural
theologyshasieverspoken.
properly’of the God whois
thereNNone'of the'great Greeks
iphilosophers, like Plato and,
Aristotle, and none.the great
modern philosophers, like
Descartes, Kant, Hegel or
Kierkegaard and'othersiyhave
everspokenlofitherGodwholis
thereNThelsystemsiofithought
ofitheseimenirepresentia;
repressionlofithelrevelationiof:
thelGodiwhoelisitheress

(CorneliusiVaniilltolErancistSchaefiel

Zkthinksyoulwilllagreethen: [ SUERESE you JUESS [@W
thatine'formiofinatural. mew Wiho [ ik is

theologyshasiever'spoken

properlylof the God who. is [IW mmf@@ﬂm@
thereWNone'of the"great Greek; {{he [ist ef lllosephers.

hilosophers, like Plato and, -
A - Wihet: s mere, netice ihet

Aristotle, and none the great
imodern philosophers, like Ve Tl comvenicmily skips
Descartes,yKant,Hegel or: anciamt Iosephy ®

N ggara ana ot ieliong philosephy

everspokenlofithelGod\wholis;
thereRlinelsystemsiofithought any regarn s v wWinet
ofitheseymenirepresentia contiflovifieons e (e subiect
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A
CHRISTIAN
THEORY

OF KNOWLEDGE

CORNELIUS VAN TIL

"The first thing to note about the
approach of Thomas is that he
begins his identification of God
... by means of the natural
reason. ... He argues that it
cannot say much about the
nature of God but he insists that
it can prove the existence of
God. At first he seems, in the
Contra Gentiles, to assert that
reason can only know the fact
that God exists, but cannot
know anything about
what God is.”

[Cornelius Van Til, A Christian Theory of Knowledge,
(Phillipsburg: Presbyterian and Reformed Publishing,
1975), 169, emphasis in original]
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begins his identification of God
... by means of the natural
reason. ... He argues that it
cannot say much about the
nature of God but he insists that
it can prove the existence of
God. At first he seems, in the
Contra Gentiles, to assert that
reason can only know the fact
that God exists, but cannot
know anything about
what God is.”

[Cornelius Van Til, A Christian Theory of Knowledge,
(Phillipsburg: Presbyterian and Reformed Publishing,
1975), 169, emphasis in original]

“The first thing to note about the
approach of Thomas is that he
begins his identification of God
... by means of the natural
reason. ... He argues that it
cannot say much about the
nature of God but he insists that
it can prove the existence of
God. At first he seems, in the
Contra Gentiles, to assert that
reason can only know the fact
that God exists, but cannot
know anything about
what God is."

[Cornelius Van Til, A Christian Theory of Knowledge,
(Phillipsburg: Presbyterian and Reformed Publishing,
1975), 169, emphasis in original]
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B

It is amazing to me that Van Til
could think that Aquinas held
that reason was unable to "say
much about the nature of God"
since, having demonstrated
God's existence in Question 2
of Part 1 of his Summa
Theologiae, he spends the next
24 questions comprised of 146
articles covering nearly 140
pages in English translation
unpacking the characteristics
of God's nature.

"v‘

B

Even if one disagrees with
any or all of Aquinas's thinking
here, it is manifestly false that
Aquinas "argues that [reason]
cannot say much about the
nature of God."

P
i~
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God. At first he seems, in the
Contra Gentiles, to assert that
reason can only know the fact
that God exists, but cannot
know anything about
what God is."

[Cornelius Van Til, A Christian Theory of Knowledge,
(Phillipsburg: Presbyterian and Reformed Publishing,
1975), 169, emphasis in original]

"The first thing to note about the
approach of Thomas is that he
begins his identification of God
... by means of the natural
reason. ... He argues that it
cannot say much about the
nature of God but he insists that
it can prove the existence of
God. At first he seems, in the
Contra Gentiles, to assert that
reason can only know the fact
that God exists, but cannot
know anything about
what God is."

[Cornelius Van Til, A Christian Theory of Knowledge,
(Phillipsburg: Presbyterian and Reformed Publishing,
1975), 169, emphasis in original]
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The challenge here is that
undoubtedly Van Til is unaware
of exactly what Aquinas means

by the word ‘know.'

For Aquinas, as Aristotle before
him, knowledge is primarily of
sensible objects such that to

know is to be formally one with

the known in the actuality
of cognition.

o~

This happens when the human
intellect by means of the
senses, abstracts the Form (the
"whatness") of the sensible
object—the sensible object
being composed of Matter
and Form.

Since God is not an "object"
that has a Form to be
abstracted given that God is
subsisting existence itself
(ipsum esse subsistens),
Aquinas would argue that we
cannot know "what" God is.

——
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God. At first he seems, in the
Contra Gentiles, to assert that
reason can only know the fact
that God exists, but cannot
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what God is."

[Cornelius Van Til, A Christian Theory of Knowledge,
(Phillipsburg: Presbyterian and Reformed Publishing,
1975), 169, emphasis in original]

"The first thing to note about the
approach of Thomas is that he
begins his identification of God
... by means of the natural
reason. ... He argues that it
cannot say much about the
nature of God but he insists that
it can prove the existence of
God. At first he seems, in the
Contra Gentiles, to assert that
reason can only know the fact
that God exists, but cannot
know anything about
what God is."

[Cornelius Van Til, A Christian Theory of Knowledge,
(Phillipsburg: Presbyterian and Reformed Publishing,
1975), 169, emphasis in original]
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But as we just saw, this
does not mean that we cannot
know quite a bit about what God
is like by means of causality,
negation (removal), and
transcendence (supereminence).

F

o~

Regarding the things we
know in creation, we can know
that God is their Creator and
Sustainer (causality) , that the
limitations that created things
have cannot be true of God as
the Creator (negation), and that
perfections of creation finitely
reflect the perfections of God
as their supereminent cause
(transcendence).

o~
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"The first thing to note about the
approach of Thomas is that he
begins his identification of God
... by means of the natural
reason. ... He argues that it
cannot say much about the
nature of God but he insists that
it can prove the existence of
God. At first he seems, in the
Contra Gentiles, to assert that
reason can only know the fact
that God exists, but cannot
know anything about
what God is."

[Cornelius Van Til, A Christian Theory of Knowledge,
(Phillipsburg: Presbyterian and Reformed Publishing,
1975), 169, emphasis in original]

a better understanding of: =
Aristotle. It did not come out{ofs
Aristotelianism by way off &
evolution, but of revolution

11/6/2025

To be sure, Aquinas’s thinking
is thick with classical
metaphysics which can
be disputed.

It is regrettable, however, that
in their critique of Aquinas,
neither Van Til nor any other
Presuppositionalist with whom
| am familiar seem aware of the
metaphysics and, thus, do not
come close to engaging
Aquinas's thinking.

o
YEtienne Gilson
(1884-1978)
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"Thomas uses the language o
Aristotle everywhere to makeithe™
Philosopher say that there is only®

one God, the pure Act of Being;}
Creator of the world, infinite'and|]

omnipotent, a providence forall}
that which is, intimately present
to every one of his creatures;=
especially to men, every onelof#
whom is endowed withia™ ==
personally immortal soul ===
naturally able to survive the'™

death of its body. Etienne Gilson

(1884-1978)

every one of whom is edowed-lth a personally
immortal soul

naturally able to survive the death of its body
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"The best way to make Arlstotle -

say so many things he never saids
was not to show that, had he’

understood himself better than}

he did, he would have said themj

For indeed Aristotle seems tors

have understood himself pretty
well. -

YEtienne Gilson
; (1884-1978)

"He has said what he had to'say®
given the meaning which he*
himself attributed to the =
principles of his own philosophf/.
Even the dialectical acumen/of®
Saint Thomas Aquinas could/not
have extracted from the' %

s
#Etienne Gilson
(1884-1978)
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"The true reason why his
conclusions were different from
those of Aristotle was that hist &
own principles themselves were!
different. ...

(1884-1978)

"In order to metamorphose the
doctrine of Aristotle, Thomas ha
ascribed a new meaning to the =

principles of Aristotle. As a =
philosophy, Thomism is’ 8
essentially a metaphysics. Itiis’al
revolution in the history ofithe®
metaphysical interpretation/ofithe
first principle, which is "being®

[Etienne Gilson, History of Christian Philosophy. in the MiddlelAges =% 3
(London: Sheed and Ward1972), 365] . 8

(1884-1978)
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e FAILURE or

A CRITICAL APPRAISAL OF THE PHILOSOPHICA
THEOLOGY OF THOMAS AQUINAS

N\
Jeffrey D. Jolinson
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A CRITICAL APPRAISAL OF THE PHILOSOPHICAL“

THEOLOGY OF THOMAS AQUINAS
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THE

ABSURDITY o

A WORLDVIEW APOLOGETIC OF THE CHRISTIAN FAITH

JEFFREY D. JOHNSON
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Jeffrey D Jaelhnson

AN INTRODUCTION TO
BIBLICAL CLASSICAL THEISM

JEFFREY D. JOHNSON

Jeffrey D Jaglinson

gWithin the Christian tradition}
there arose two versions ofj
Classical Theism .... One versigl
Iooks to both pagan philosophy
and Scripture for it model of God?
while the other version reject:
pagan philosophy and relies o
God's revelation alone. ... Greéks
philosophy is a faulty foundation,
for knowledge because it is built
on the autonomous and
contradictory notions of
man’'s wisdom."

[Jeffrey D. Johnson, The Revealed God. An Introduction to Biblical;
Classical Theism (Greenbrier: Free Grace Press, 2023), 17, 18]

11/6/2025
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&Within the Christian tradition}
there arose two versions of|
I_'c!zssical Theism .... One versien
looks to both pagan philosophy,
and Scripture for it model of God®
while the other version rejects
pagan philosophy and relies on
God's revelation alone. ... Gregks
philosophy is a faulty foundation,
for knowledge because it is built}
on the autonomous and
contradictory notions of
man's wisdom."”

[Jeffrey D. Johnson, The Revealed God: An Introduction to Biblical
Classical Theism (Greenbrier: Free Grace Press, 2023), 17, 18]

N\
Jeffrey D. Jahinson

¢ Rythageras wasrantancient Greek:

“pagan’ mathematician: Dees: this
give usireason toldoubt theitruth of
the Rythagerean iheorem?

NG #
= ¥ 'l
i p

T w
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Rythagerasiwasian ancientiGreek

“pagan’ mathematician: Dees: this

give usireason toldoubt theitruth of
the Rythagereaniiheorem?

lacitusiwas anancientiReman
“pagan histeriani'Should thisicall
intelquestionttherreliability ofihis
Annals;ofiimperiallRomer

I'HE ANNALS OF
IMPERIAL ROME

TR

PVIERIES WES el EleEhit EEE

“pagan’ mathematician: Dees: this

give usireason toldoubt theitruth of
the Rythagerean iheorem?

IEIUSWES el ElEEhE RCIMENR]
“pagan histeriani'Should thisicall
intelquestionttherreliability ofihis
Annals;ofiimperiallRomer

heltruthlisiidohnsonisiuselofithe
termipagant, whileitechnically;
accurnate) isineventheless
tendentiousrand constitutestantaa
heminem fallacy:

gWithin the Christian tradition}
there arose two versions of|
ssical Theism .... One versiof
looks to both pagan philoesophiys
and Scripture for it model of God}
while the other version rejects
pagan philosophy and relies o
God's revelation alone. ... Gregks
philosophy is a faulty foundatiwn
for knowledge because it is builts
on the autonomous and
contradictory notions of
man's wisdom."

[Jeffrey D. Johnson, The Revealed God. An Introduction to Biblical;
Classical Theism (Greenbrier: Free Grace Press, 2023), 17, 18]
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" The buzzword! 'autonomous!
is anoether tendentious term.

It tries to appear as a careful
conclusion regarding the
epistemological issues
at hand.

Instead, itisia
Presuppositionalist talking
point that has little to' nothing
to do with' a conscientious
philosophical examination of
the dispute over the
Classical theory of
knowledge.

&Within the Christian tradition}
there arose two versions of|
iClassical Theism .... One versien

looks to both pagan philosoph
and Scripture for it model of God}
while the other version rejects
pagan philosophy and relies on
God's revelation alone. ... Gregek
philosophy is a faulty foundati1
for knowledge because it is built}
on the autonomous and
contradictory notions of
man's wisdom."”

[Jeffrey D. Johnson, The Revealed God: An Introduction to Biblical
Classical Theism (Greenbrier: Free Grace Press, 2023), 17, 18]

THe FAILURE of

A CRITICAL APPRAISAL OF THE PHILOSOPHICAL
THEOLOGY. OF THOMAS AQUINAS

/Zg( e 7‘&& /«7){ ;w:i " =
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Jeffrey D Jolinson
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(] &- u .
Instgéd gi".bundmg
(o] ne;ural

jrevelation, Aquinas

builds hlS ‘natural
theology on natural

e

Science:

nson, Saving Natural Theology:from®fiemas Aquinas (Conway:
Press, 2021), 1-2, emphasis added]

“Acconding to Aquinas,
theX¥philesophical
sciencebuilt up by

humanyieason’ is

rooted'in'natural
science—the study of
how mgt-'igﬁ’vg?.r"k's"in

'sensible"tfmgs.

[Saving, 13-14. Johnson's quote of Aquinas is from the'Summa Theologiae |, Q1,
art. 1]
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Johnson does not seem to be
aware of the differences between
natural science and a philosophy

of nature.

He confuses the ancient and
medieval notion of "science” with
the contemporary notion of
“science.”
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In English translations of
Aristotle and Aquinas, a body of
knowledge or an area of study
with regard to it causes or first
principles is regarded
as a science.

These would'include those
bodies'of knowledge and areas of
study which we would today
consider quite remoyved from the
natural sciences like physics,
chemistry, biology, astronomy,
and the like.
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In Aristotle's Metaphysics,
the English word 'science’
translates the Greek
emotnun (episteme).

One should note that
Aristotle's subject matter
could not be about
"science" as the word is
commonly used in
contemporary English:

§ e v‘ "-
BS ;““;;Q\rlst@tleﬁ‘j% Y’
(384'BC-322BC)

: i i)

"And the most exact of
the sciences
[emiotnu@V] are those
which deal most with
first principles.”

- -‘ [Metaphysics Bk. |, chap. 2 (982a25), trans. W. D. Ross in Richard McKeon, ed:
e ,t ) % The Basic Works of Aristotle, (New York: Random House, 1941), 691]

BS ;*"” ‘AI’IS’[@UGo‘Zﬁ%
; (384'BC-322BC)

4 e
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Sacred doctrine [i.e.,
theology] is one science
[scientia]. ... Because
Sacred Scripture
considers things precisely
under the formality of

Zf@@ﬁ g divinely revealed ...

ma Theologica [hereafter ST] |, Q1, art. 3, trans. The Fathers of
an Province (Westminster: Christian Classics, 1981), vol. 1, p. 2]

(1225 1274)

gltwas necessary for the salvation of
main, t '*“a-t certain truths which exceed

ittwas necessary that they o
d'be taught divine truths by 4
‘revelation. It was therefore p

Science built up by reason there ) B ii’ :
“Q

1-’!5_4 & ‘
OMES Aqumas
(12251274)

should. be a sacred science learned :
through revelation.”

[homas Aquinas, Summa Theologica [hereafter ST] I, Q1, art. 1, vol. 1, p. 2]
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APOLOGETIC

Greg L. Bahnsen
(1948-1995)
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Greg L. Bahnsen
(1948-1995)

Greg L. Bahnsen
(1948-1995)

Ll

il

|

This is a troublesome
conception of Christian
philosophy. ... The
philosopher is placed in
the privileged position of
laying down for the
exegete how the Bible
may and may not be used,
how its teaching must be
broadly conceived, and
what the Bible can and
cannot say. ... Philosophy
is thereby rendered
rationally autonomous ...."

[Van Til's'Apologetic: Readings and Analysis
(Rhillipsburg: P&R;1998),:50]

The deadly assumption
here is that some
philosophical reasoning is
possible or intelligible for
the unbeliever without
presupposing the
Christian worldview. That
makes philosophical
reasoning autonomous
after all, and the
apologetical caseiis lost
from the very start.*

[VaniTil's!Apologetic, 50]
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CHRISTI AN @
APOLGEETICS

+ +

"... philosophy is
essential is establishing
the foundation for
dealing with unbelievers
who might bring up
certain challenges,
including the challenge
that truth is not
objective or the
challenge that only the
natural sciences are the

[Christian Apologetics Journal 11:2 (Fall 2013): 8]
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CHRISTIAN @'
APOLGEETICS

+ +

"But if the Lord
commands’all of His
people to be ready to

defend their Christian
faith; it is difficult to see
how Howe's first level’
can obtain. ... His point
is that ‘philosophy is
essential in establishing
the foundation for
dealing with unbelievgrs

(.. tithat; surely

h thelcas e

[Christian Apologetics Journal 11:2 (Fall 2013): 50]
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“... philosophy is
essential isiestablishing
the foundation; for
dealing wMIievers
who! up
certainfchallengess
including the challenge
that truthlis'not
objective'or the
challenge that only the
naturallsciences are the
sourcejof truthlabout

realitys
[Christian Apologetics%urnal 11:24(Eall 2013): 8]

"What Howe's ‘first
level’ of apologetic
methodology does,
therefore, is establish an
elite group of academics
and intellectuals who
alone can protect the
rest of us from the
challenges and
objections that are
brought agalnst our‘

I@ﬂﬂé«ﬁeﬂ]q
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commandsfalllofiHis
peopleltolbelreadyito
defenditheir’Christian .
faith¥it is difficult to'see ™
howJHowe's first level'
canlobtain. ... His point
is that¥philosophy is
essentiallin establishing
the foundation for
dealing'with unbelievers
" (8).\But.that surely
cannotibeitheicase.”

[Christian Apologeties Jourmalkii:2 (Ealli2013):

AF O
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A child can know what a flower is.
She knows that a flower is not a human.

However, to delve deeper into the
physical nature of a flower, one would
need to understand botany.
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To delve deeper still, one would need to
understand chemistry (to understand,
e.g., photosynthesis).

And to delve deeper still, one would need
to understand physics.
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Suppose we wanted to account for a number of other
aspects of the flower and the human.

What makes a flower a flower and what makes a human
a human are their respective natures.

Metaphysics

11/6/2025

70



11/6/2025

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

Epistemology

We value the human over the flower because of the
different kinds of things they are.
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We insist that others value the human over the flower
and hold them accountable when they do not.

Political Philosophy

We know that neither the flower nor the human can
account for their own existence but are created by God.

Philosophy of Religion

¥ . A )
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"God has a personalispirititbod
7: 9-14 10: 5-19) shape (Jn 5:3

7:9-14; 10:5-19)
(Phil. 2:5-7)

11:7; Jas. 3:9)
(Ex%33:23)
6:6; 8:21)
Heb: 1:10; Rev. 5:1:7)

12:8)

(Ezek. 1:27; Ex:24:10)
18:24; 33:18) (Ps%18:6)

(Dan: 7:9-14;:10:5-195Re VA

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

' '="'(=an.
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PHILOSOPHIA CHRISTI

"Scripture also frequently
depicts God as
experiencing regret ...
disappointment,
frustration, and
unexpected outcomes ...
suggesting that the future
is to this extent
composed of possibilities
rather than certainties.

Gregory A:

Boyd

a1

11/6/2025
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“It is, | submit, more
difficult to conceive of
God experiencing such

things if the future is

exhaustively settled in his
mind than if it is in part
composed of
possibilities. "

[Gregory A. Boyd, "Neo-Molinism and the Infinite Intelligence of God,"
Philosophia Christi 5, No.1, (2003):192]
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"Andltheylheardithe Sevnd of
the LORDIGodiwalking|in the
gardenlinithelcool'of the day,

' A

andA am a‘ng his wife hid
themselvesifiom the presence of,
the LORD God among'the trees
of the'garden." Gen£:8

gardenlinithelcool of the day,

' A

andlAdamiand his wife hid
themselvesifiom the presence of
the LORD God among'the trees

of the'garden.” Gen. 3:8
Fea
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"Anditheylheardithe sound of
the LORBIGodiwalking in the
gardenlinithelcool of the day,

and/Adamjandhis wife hid
themselvestfrom the presence of:
the LORD God amongfthe trees
of the garden." Gen. 3:8

=Godlis Spirit; and those
whoiworship'Him must
worshiplin spirit and truth.*

John 4324

.
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L T—
> Samuel74-7
uBut’?t'f')appened thattnighty thg_z“the wordl@f the LORBIcame
to.lNathan, sayingi {5} Gorand tellfy; Servant Davidy Thus
saysithe LORBDIWould, you,bu:ld atheuse, for Meito dwell
in2 {6 Eor have noX dwelt in a house since.the time thatl
- brought the children of Israel upkfrom Egypthevenitoithis
day; blitihave.moved ab@ut\/n a tent and.in"a tabernacle. {7}
Wherever | haveimovediaboutwith; all the children of INELEE
haVe I'ever £spoken a word'to anyo_h,e’from theitribes of
lsrael whom [.commanded‘to shepherd My pe?)ple Israel,

>

saying, 'Why have you not built Me a house oficedar?" "’

0

uBut’?tTvappened that mght tl;ml@f the LORDB came
to.lNathan, sayingi{5}£Goand tellfy; Senvant Davids'Thus
‘s‘,'eﬁx's the LORDIWouldl/oulbuildla holise for Melto dwell
in?.{6} £or / have nofK dwelt in alhouse since.the time thatjl

W Sbrought the\ children of Israeltupifrom Egypthevenitoithis
day; blitihave moved ab@ut\m a tent and.in"a tabernacle. {7}
Wherever | have Ievoved aboutwith,all the children of Israel,

haVe I'ever ‘Spoken a word'to anyo_h,e’from theitribes of
IStaeliwhom I.commanded to shepherd My people Israel,

>

saying, ‘Why have you not built Me a house of.cedar?**"
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‘tBﬁ‘t/t'h?ppened thats nlght that the Wor of the LORDBIcame
to INEIELR} say/ng, {5} ~Go and tell My, ‘_sﬂﬂant David;y Thus
says the L@ORBIEWouldlyoul bu:/d atheUuse for Meito dwell
in2 {6k Ror havelnot aweltin a house smce the tlme tha )I

- brought thelchildien of Israel upifrem Egypt,gven ito thls
day, both havell moved ab@iut ima tent and in‘a tat%ernacle {7}
Whe‘r'ever / ha\k/e v@oved about with,all the children offlsrael,

have I'ever spoken a Word ) anyo'n’e fromsthe) tr/bes of

- Israel’ whom l.commanded!to shepherd My people Israel,

) o

saying, 'Why have you not built Me a house of.cedar?"""
4 .

b

"And they heard the sound of
the LORD God walking in the
garden in the cool of the day,

and Adam and his wife hid
themselves from the presence of
the LORD God among the trees
of the garden.” Gen. 3:8

11/6/2025
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"And they heard the sound of
the LORD God walking in the
garden in the cool of the day,

and Adam and his wife hid

themselves from the presence of B

the LORD God among the trees
of the garden.” Gen. 3:8

"And they heard the sound of
the LORD God walking in the
garden in the cool of the day,

and Adam and his wife hid
themselves from the presence of
the LORD God among the trees
of the garden.” Gen. 3:8

“God is Spirit, and those
who worship Him must
worship in spirit and truth."
John 4:24
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- Galatians 6: 1. <&
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“For since the
creation of the world

His invisible attributes
are clearly seen, being
understood by the
things that are made,
even His eternal

power and Godhead.” __ =S

Rom. 1:20a .
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“For since the
creation of the world
His invisible attributes

are clearly seen, being
understood by the
things that are made,
even His eternal

power and Godhead." __
Rom. 1:20a 8 k

“For since the
creciinon of the wor!
His inv.cihle attri/dr.es
are clean, s<e’7 seing
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exeqgesis

ex Sajjersis
From 'ex' (¢) "out'efiand 'agd' (oyw) "l
lead;" literally™te lead out"

The excavating of trutiiffrom Scripture
by a close and carefullfexamination of
the text, taking in censideration a

number of factors including:

ex sajje sis
From 'ex' (£) "out'efiand 'agd’ (oyw) "l
lead;" literally™te lead out"

The excavating of trutQffrom Scripture
by a close and carefullfexamination of
the text, taking in censideration a
number of factors including: Iexigré'p?)*hiy,

(word usage),
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The excavating of trutiiffrom Scripture
by a close and carefullfexamination of
the text, taking in censideration a
number of factors including: Iexigrﬁ'ﬁh’m
(word usage), syntax (word
arrangement), grammar, principles of
hermeneutics, the immediate context,
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authoriin'which a passag@%’f?urs),

»

ex sajje sis
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The excavating of trutQffrom Scripture
by a close and carefullfexamination of
the text, taking in censideration a
number of factors including: Iexigré'p?)*hiy,
(word usage), syntax (word
arrangement), grammar, principles of

ﬁ@ hermeneutics, the immediate contéext,
the broader context (the beok ands
authoriin'which a passagefoceurs),

and his&orical context:
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“For since the
creation of the world
His invisible attributes
are clearly seen, being
understood by the
things that are made,
even His eternal

power and Godhead." __
Rom. 1:20a %88

gEvenithough revelation
elevates us to know
something of which we
should'otherwise be
ignorant, it does not
elevatelus to know. in any
raway.than through

sensibleithings. §¢ ¥ iijf
[GommentanlonthelDelnitate of Boethils) QV, art. 3, trans. Armand { \‘ W P <«
mﬁfﬁ',_v};i}li'&f;ﬁhgffdﬁéh?938‘239"8655 T Thomas Aqumas
(1225=1274)
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£God, although
incorporeal, is

named:in Scripture
metaphorically by
corporeal names."

(ST, [, ©0; &t i)

ef‘ s
\-
;ﬁi Lo

Thomas Aqumas
(1225-1274)

gENowiwhat\we have said
ISetslaside the error of
certaintdews who attributed
anger, sadness,
iepentance; and all such
passions!in their proper
senselto God, failing to
distinguishiwhat in Sacred
Scripturelis said properly
what!metaphorically."

[See, I, &1, §ie]
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Greg L. Bahnsen
(1948-1995)
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The traditional approach
does notichallenge the
autonomy of the natural
man's thinking, but
naively assumes that his
experience and
understanding of causal
relations is intelligible. If
everything has a cause, it
is argued, then he should
admit that this world also
has a cause—which can
only be God."

[Van Til'siApologetic: Readings and'Analysis
(Rhillipsburg: P&R;1998), 6117, 618]

Traditional
formulations of the
cosmological proof
for God's existence

have always been, as
autonomously
conceived and
interpreted,
philosophically:
embarrassing.
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Greg L. Bahnsen
(1948-1995)

How'should we
understand the
fundamental premise
in the cosmological
argument,
‘Everything has a
cause' (or ‘Every
object has an origin,’
or, better 'Every.even
has a cause’)?

How 'should we
understand the
fundamental premise
in the cosmological
argument,
‘Everything has a
cause' (or Every
object has an origin,
or, better 'Every even
has a cause’)?
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Greg L. Bahnsen
(1948-1995)

How an
Evangelical
Preacher Became
One of America’s
Leading Atheists
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If this is'taken as a
universal
metaphysical
principle ... then the
embarrassing
conclusion reached
by the apologist
would be that God
too has a cause or
origin.*

[Van Til's’Apologetici Readings and.-Analysis
(Rhillipsburg: P&R; 1998), 617, 618]
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“Everything had a
cause, and every.
cause is the effect of a
previous cause.
Something must have
started it all. God ... is
theleternal first.cause
... the creator and
sustainer. of the
universe.

“The major premise of
this argument
‘everything had a
cause,’is contradicted
by the conclusion that
'‘God did not have a
cause.  You can't have
it both ways. If
everything had to have
a cause, then there
could not be a first
cause.“

[Dan Barker, Godless: How an Evangelical: Preacher:
Became One of America's Leading Atheists
(Berkeley: Ulysses Press, 2008), 113-114]
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ATHEISN\

THE CASE
AGAINST
GOD

BY GEORGE H. SMITH

“Every existing thing has
a cause, and every cause
must be caused by a prior
cause, which in turn must
be caused by a still prior
cause, and so on, until we
reach one of two
conclusions: (a) either we
have an endless chain of
causes—an infinite
regress, or (b) there exists
a first cause, a being that
does not require a causal
explanation.

[George H. Smith, Atheism: The Case Against
God, (Buffalo: Prometheus, 1979), 236]
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Letter
to a
Christian

Nation
"SAM HARRIS

THE END OF FAITH

"Everything that
exists has a cause;
space and time exist;
space and time must,
therefore, have been
caused by something
that stands outside of:

space and time, and
the only thing that
transcends space and
time, and yet retains
the power to create, is
God.”

[Sam Harris, Letter-to a Christian Nation (New.
York: Vintage Books, 2008), 72]
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DANIEL C. DENNETT

0

“The Cosmological
Argument, which'in
its simplest form
states that since
everything must
have a cause the
universe must have
a cause—namely,
God—doesn't stay.
simple for long.*

[Daniel €. Dennett, Breaking the: Spell; (New: York:
Penguin Group, 2006), 242]
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How an
Evangelical
Preacher Became
One of America’s
Leading Atheists

“The old cosmological
argument claimed that
since everything has a
cause, there must be a
first cause, an
‘'unmoyved first mover.
Today. no. theistic
philosophers defend
that primitive line
because if everything
needs a cause; SO
does God.“

[Dan Barker, Godless, 130]

Da’m Barker
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“The old cosmological
argument claimed that
since everything has a
cause, there must be a
first cause, an
‘'unmoyved first mover.*
Today no theistic
philosophers defend
that primitive line
because'if everything
needs a cause, so
does God.

[Dan Barker, Godless, 130]
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