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& Uses'of the Term ‘Eaith’ &

b 4
> COMMON: syn‘onwr}mljs with the term
‘religion’, e.g., the Chri‘stia;'n fiaith
> THEOLOGICAL: theologicaltvirtue, "... for by

grace are you saved through faith ..." (Eph.
2:8)

» EPISTEMOLOGICAL: relevant to how we
come to know reality and hold certain beliefs
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& Useslof the Term ‘Reason’ «

> GENERAL:*thegenericicapacity to think
about any topic at'alior even the capacity to
grasp a concept or makera judgment™!

CLASSICALLY: “the ability one has to thlnk

A
philosophically and te engage im phllosophlcal
argument accordinggtosthose truths that are
now by’the natural light of reason."?

1Craig A. Boyd, "The Synthesis of Reason and Faith Response! in Faith and Reason: Three Views (Downers Grove: IVP Academic, 129.
2 Boyd, "Synthesis," p. 129.
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"| really: wasnitisurelwherelto;
turn. Wherelscience
exciting proofsloflitsiclaimsh
equations, visible
religion was!allot
demanding. Iticonstantly,
me to accept everythingfonkfaith?
As I'm sure youirelawareRfaith
takes a fair'amountiofieffort

’
Dan Brown
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W NCEVAYES I SV WNETE (o
turn Where science offere

Do we as
Christians
maintain that
Christianity (as a

religion) wants

one to “"accept

everything on
faith"?

me to accept everythm.g on {?@ﬂ{ﬂ}n
As I'm surelyouirelawaneNfaith
takes a fairfamountiofieffontis

| Popular Misconception

Faith

truth . opinion
facts values

outer inner
public private
rational emotional
thoughts feelings
objective subjective
science religion
true for all true for me







“Religious: faith
is the beliefin
historical and
metaphysical
propositions

without sufficient
evidence."”

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

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

thus it is faithithat

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

[Harris, The: End. of Faith); 233]

12/31/2024



12/31/2024

“Faith' is an evil
precisely
because it

requires no
Justification
and brooks no
_ argument.”
Richard Dés Haughion il 2008) 308
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Bertrand
Russell

WhylAm Not
a Christian

-
#

Bertrand Russell
(1872-1970)
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be shaken by COMIERY
evidence. Or, if‘’contraiy,
evidence might induce
doubt, it is held that
contrary evidence must
be suppressed.”

[Beitiand Russell, Why | Am Not a Christian and
Essays on Religion and Related Subjects,

York S|mon and Schuster, 1957), from the Bertrand RUSSG“
e (1872-1970)

ISN\

THE CASE
AGAINST

GOD

BY GEORGE H. SMITH

George H. Smith

10



George H. Smith

Peter Boghossian
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d faith

; two

mutually excluswe
terms: therelisino
recongciliationfor
common ground

Faith is belief
without, or.in.spite
of reason."

[George H. Smith, Atheism: The Case Against God
(Buffalo: Prometheus, 1979), 98]
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"Cases of faith
are instane:.es
- ndlir‘}g

something you
don't know."

Peter Boghossian

Neil deGrasse Tyson
on Religion and Faith

12
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https://youtube._c_om/watch?v=7danfOY’KIiGOm accessed 02/09/22

“I love you. Quick
question: | have a question
about the fossil record.

.  When people; when non-
believers try to attack the
A dating system they use for
fossils and whatnot; for
carbon dating and
whatnot, is there any
validity in that?"

N\
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"When you say ‘non-
believers' people who reject
science ... in favor of their
religious philosophies?
Right. So, these are people
who are apparently require
data to support their faith. |

V=2 find that odd. Right?
f\ Because, then it's not

J faith, right?
i)

“I mean, if you have
religious faith, then
whatever anyone says about
the world wouldn't matter to
you. If it does matter to you,
then that's a different kind of
contract that you're taking

14
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"And that contract is: there
could be data out there that
would conflict with your
religious philosophy and
then you'd have to go along
with it. But that's not what
actually happens.

"There's a pretense that
data matters and then they
filter it, reinterpret it, ignore
parts of it, slice and dice it

so that it all fits into the
religious philosophy. So it
requires blinders in order to

15
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Neil deGrasse Tyson
on God

"Do you
believe in
God;
Creator:?

J

Sl
source: https:/lwww.youtube.comlwatch'b!lﬁ@ﬂ?tpmwéﬂ 3s,
accessed 02/09/22 .
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“Me2*So, the more I look at
the universe, just the less
convinced | am that there is
something benevolent going
(o]  JS

“And'l just ask [about the
evil in the world] 'how do
you deal with that?* So
philosophers rose up and
said 'if there is a God, God
is either not all powerful or
not all good.'

il

R

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

vAnd'this is why religions
are called faith, collectively.
Because you believe_
something in the absence of
evidence. That's what it is.

That's why it's called faith.
Otherwise, we'd call all
religions ‘evidence’. But we
don't for exactly that
reason.”

sl

-‘; : -® :.-‘::
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V.
Notice the ad hominem / straw
man fallacy. The argument
Christian apologists are making
has nothing to do with the
existence of any "bearded man."

Imagine how offended Tyson
would be if a Christian tried to
refute evolution with the silly
argument “if humans evolved
from monkeys, why are there still
monkeys!?*

Christians no more contend for
the existence of a "bearded man"
than evolutionists contend that
humans evolved from monkeys.

Unfortunately Tyson may very.
well have engaged Christians who
have the view that the Christian
notion of ‘faith® means believing in
something in the absence
of evidence.

12/31/2024

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

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

19
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Granted Tyson may very well have
engaged Christians who'have the
view that the Christian notion of
‘faith’ means believing in
something in the absence
of evidence.

| hope to show that the classical/
traditional view of faith says no
such thing.

As a scholar, Tyson should have
taken the time to try to
understand the best and
strongest version of the Christian
notion of faith before he tried to
give any critique.
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“And'this is why religions
are called faith, collectively.
Because you believe
something in the absence of
evidence. That's what it is.
That's why it's called faith:.
Otherwise, we'd call all
religions ‘evidence’. But we
don't for exactly that
reason."

20



' “Natural
¢ Theology,

Comprising “Nature and Grace”
by Professor Dr. Emil Brunner & y
and the reply “No!* i

by Dr. Karl Barth - 51..

Emil Brunner & Karl Barth

“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 of

el BRI, Nel e, Pefer Fesnkel, i Neuz)
iineologyAeompliSinglattielanaGiacedoy]

% \EmBIUnpeganaline
DAKarlBartil(EUgEncAWipH
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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
™" jtas upon the great
temptation and source of
error, by havmg nothing to

| Wﬁl Nel® irems. Peler Freenikel, in Newz]
%ﬂyz@“@m@“’@y

E)r Eﬂﬂimmm el iy
ko] : i 002

(1886-1968)

NaturalTheoI’og.y arises from
God's GenerallReyvelation.
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ultimate through His taking 6.m

human nature in the

Incarnat-l

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

N@ “’ﬂ@m Fraenkel, intNatiral

' %ﬁm@m@‘"&y
@rEmﬂCmmmfﬂi@&y

DT T
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Prenouncediswa-de-zaun

(lithsayingroneself)litlis
Erenchiferssoscalled::

——

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

1€0/0G)/4 by
[Prreitesser O (Sl Brvmmer el e [Reply "Nel” 5y

@E IKaifBarthl(EdgencaAVipHand S'tgg ¢ 2002), 6]
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A

CHRISTIAN
THEORY

OF KNOWLEDGE

Cornelius Van Til \'
(1895-1987) Y

CORNELIUS VAN TIL

"Reason and fact
cannot be brought
into fruitful union
with one another
except upon the
presupposition of the
existence of God and
his control over the
universe."

[Cornelius Van Til, A Christian Theory of Knowledge

(1lzr;|g|)ps1%L]1rg Presbyterian and Reformed Publishing, , COI’ne“US Van TII \‘
(1895-1987) Y
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i ' OF THE

WORLDVIEWS

PowerrUL ANsWERS For AN "EvoLuTioNizep” C

HODGE | KERBY | LISLE | Mc

"We all have the same
evidence; but in'order to
draw conclusions about
what the evidence means
we use our worldview—

our most basic beliefs

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

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

Bible

Faith vs. Reason

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

Many Christians perceive a conflict between reason and faith. On the one hand, God
tells us to reason (Isaiah 1-18). We are to have a good reason for what we believe, and
we are to be always ready to share that reason with other people {1 Peter 3.15). Sowe
attempt to show unbelievers that our belief in the Scriptures is reasonable, justified,

and logieally defensible. The Bible makes sense.

% Latest Answers
Stay up to date each week with top articles, blogs,

news, videos, and more.

" — -
BEEaithlis a prerequisite’for:
reason. Iniorder to reason
tlanything we must have
faithithatitherelarellawsiof:
the) @lbfaﬂm ofi
Sincellawsiofi
Wi e SESES, CUIF
insithemlisia
ofifaith’d

[Wason'Lisle™ Faithfand Reason,* S—
tipSs//answersingenesistorg/apologeties/faithzVssieaseon/s
09130122
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o BeEalith'ista prerequisite’for:
. . . reason: Iniorder to reason
Eislelistconfusing
having/faith that’Xiis

thue withiXdbeingfself=

aboutianything we mustihave
Sfaithithatitheregarellawsiof:
-
evidentlylorundeniably™ [prescribelthelcorrectichainkofi
true. Since laws of

& S . g i) [] =y

== with the senses, our
cgnfide_:;gg:iy;them-"i§-a-type
. offaith o
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wiisie . Faith and Reason
THREE VIEWS

epiTeD BY Steve Wilkens

“Faith, asiwell asiwhat we call
reason, are not incompatible but
belong to separate orders of
significance. ... Faith is neither
irrational nor suprarational. It has
nothing to do with ‘reason’ per se. ...
God does not speak in syllogisms or
make philosophical claims that
require the fallible human intellect to

demonstrate them."
[€anl'A: Raschke; “Faith and Philosophy. in Tension," in Steve

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

28
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“Meaning isjultimately determined by
how:. thelintricate structures of
communication work togetheriin an
overarching manner, and. it is up'to
the interpreter to provide a new
frameworkiof discourse in which
what was first written or spoken can
be fleshed out. The ‘truth’ of a text
can be discerned in its deployability,
within a particular set of life
circumstances.”

[Carl A. Raschke, “Faith and Philosophy.in Tension," in Steve
Wilkins, ed., Farth and Philosophy: Three Views (Downers Grove:

’ | IVP/Academic, 2014), 61, emphasis in original]

If “meaning is ultimately.
determined by now:intricate
structures of communication
work together in an overarching
I cveoetermea manner*” and that “it is up to the
how. thelintricate structures of interpreter tO provide a new.

communication work togetherin.an

overarching manner, and it is up to framework Of diSCOUfSG, (/] then

the interpreter to provide a new.

frameworkiof discourse in which -
how are we to take the meaning

what was first written or spoken can

be fleshed out. The ‘truth® of a text .
can be discerned in its deployability, you were seek’ng to

within a particular set of life 5
OO communicate through your
statement here?

: ’?ﬁ Raschke A sh e nond
' It the interpreter provides a new.
framework, then why should be

take your statement to be
objectively true?

29
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“Propositional logic, whether
exercised.for the clarification of
terms in a formal argument or to

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

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

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

b
- STANLEY |. GRENZ i

Stanley J. Grenz
(1950-2005)

30



. —

Stanley J. Grenz
(1950-2005)

“.ﬂl"ﬂl

“In contrast to the:modern
‘ ideallof the dispassionate
observer, we affirm the
postmodern discovery:
that no observer can stand
outside the historical
process. Ner can e
universalgcultinallyd
Ineutrall as
UncenditioneafSpecialiStsh

.

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

Inevtirall as;
unconditionedispecialists

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

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

31



Stanley J. Grenz
(1950-2005)

"Onitheicontrary, we are
participants in.our
historical and cultural
context, and all our
intellectual endeavors are
unavoidably conditioned

tha icij ¥

Stanley J. Grenz
(1950-2005)

12/31/2024

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

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

[ Ifialllourintellectual

endeavorsiare
sunavoidablyiconditioneds
then Grenz'siownistatement
istitselfszunavoidably,
conditioned:*

Butiifthisistatementiis
sunavoidablyiconditioned;s
theyiwhy:should:weltakelit

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

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

-

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

distinction between objectivity of

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

outside human context, but

argues that all knowledge is WOUId be true Of Dan MCGee

mediated by an individual and

that the expérieres NEEEER and the knowledge claim he is
beliefs, and identity of that making right here.

individual necessarily influence
how they mediate any

knowledge.” But if this is true of Dan
| McGee's claim here, why
should we take his claim to be
objectively true?
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“TA} helpal and thuwaugh guideboak”

Weer o WEW GROUT of

LEADERS who are SHAPING the

the

YOUNGER
Evangelicals

r Facing the ‘

~ CHALLENGES
RoberdERYebhen of the New o net b ‘
~  (19882000)

|
rober I’.n:““}l\.;w[ﬁ_:‘|'l BER

“In the twenty-
first century
world ... the new.
attitude ... is'that
the uselof reason
and science to

3 prove or
1 disprove a fact is

Reloert 5. Welolber guestionable: ...
~  (1e382007)
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Relbert [E. Welbloer
z (1e88-2007)

IE.,
- (1988-2007)

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

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

Again, if we deal with
“interpreted facts,” then
what does that say about
Webber's statement
itself?

Is his claim here merely
an "interpreted fact?”

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

12/31/2024
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“Meaning isiultimately determined by,
how thelintricate structures of
communication work together.inan
overarching manner, and it is up'to
the interpreter to provide a new.
frameworkiof discourse in which
what was first written or spoken can
be fleshed out. The ‘truth’ of a text
can be discerned in its deployability
within a particular set of life
circumstances.”
o F -

"In, contrast to the modern
ideallof the dispassionate
observer, we affirm the
postmodern discovery
that no observer can stand
outside the historical

Stanley J. Grenz
(1950-2005)
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“In'the
postmodern
world, both

believersi and
nonbelievers are
peoplelof faith.™

[RebertiEx\Webber flhelYounger Evangelicals;
Eacingthel€hallengesiofithelNewWorld(Grand
Rapids: Baker; 2002); 84]

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

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

1 E Webbsr
(1€88-2007)
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(s -

M self-refuting statements

: ~A

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

37
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Webber: "And what's very interesting
about Traditional Evangelicals is that
the categories through which they
interpret the Christian faith are almost
regarded as sacred, almost as sacred
as the Christian faith itself. So if you
say, 'Well, | don’t believe in evidential
apologetics,' there’s something wrong
with you."

[http://www.homileticsonline.com/subscriber/interviews/webber.asp, accessed 09/05/20]

Bl -

The Glassu I View
\

oﬁe—
Fait Ao st
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Classical View of Faith and Reason

Faith

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

demonstration. authority.

Consider
Fermat's
Last Theorem.

/

Plerre de Eepmat
- ‘(1601 1665) ""
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Pythagorean Theorem

x2+y2=z2

—
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Annals of Mathematics, 142 (1995), 443-551

Modular elliptic curves
and
Fermat’s Last Theorem

By ANDREW WILES*

For Nada, Clare, Kate and Olivia

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

Pierre de Fermat

Introduction

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

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

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

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

Believing Believing

something on | something on
the basis of the basis of
demonstration. |Divine authority.
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“For who cannot see
that thinking [reason] ==
is prior to believing
[faith]? For no one
believes anything
unless he has first
thought that it is to be
believed.

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

"Heaven forbid, after all, that
God should hate in us that by
which he made us more
excellent that the other
animals. Heaven forbid, | say,
that we should believe in
such a way that we do not
accept or seek a rational
account, since we could not
even believe if we did not
have rational souls."

[Letter 120, in Letters 100-155 (Vol. 11/2), trans. Roland Teske (Hyde
Park: New City Press), p. 131]

USTRE

=

(354-430)

Augustin%_.,;..s
(354-430)

12/31/2024
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“In certain matters, therefore,
pertaining to the teaching of
salvation, which we cannot
grasp by reason, but which
we will be able to at some
point, faith precedes reason
so that the heart may be
purified in order that it may
receive and sustain the light
of the great reason, which is,
of course, a demand
of reason!”

[Letter 120, Teske, p. 131]

ZThoselthings are said to be
presentito'the understanding
whichidolnotiexceed. its
capacityssolthat the gaze of
understanding may be fixed
onithem: For'a person gives
assentito'suchi things
becaluselofithe witness of his
understanding and not
becauselofisomeone else’s
itestimony:

o \-.#' .
Thomas Aqumas
(1225+ 1274)

12/31/2024
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glihoseithings, however,
whichlarelbeyond the power
ofioununderstanding are said
tolbelabsentifrom the senses
ofithe!mind: Hence, our
understandingicannot be
fixedlon them.

Thomas Aqumas
(1225=1274)

wAstalresult; we cannot
them on our own

witness, but on that of
someonelelse: These things

arelproperly.called the

objectsi of faith. " &

[t @XIY n JitranssJames V. McGlynn: (Indianapolis: ~, \’
el e 2
’ * Jy
Hpk# . € w

~Thomas Agu uinas

(12251274)
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E@nelwho believes
lite¥yhasifaith] gives
assentito things that
areiproposed to him

bysanother person,

and\which he himself

does not see.”

Wt @XIVA reply trans-James\V. McGlynn (Indianapolis:
hiacketR1994)8 249250]

gSincelmanicanionly know the
thingsithat heldoes not see
himselfibyitakingthem from
anothedwholdoesisee them, and
sincelfaithlistamong the things
weldolnotisee; thelknowledge of
the’ o;ef,cts of faith must be

dlonibylone'who sees them
Vow, this one is God,
Wholperfectly.comprehends
HimselfYandinaturally sees His
essence.*

[SECR3RTs A transiVemon 5 Bourke,|(Notre Dame: University of
wmanmmnmsl%%

Thomgs Aqumas

(1225 1274)

o \-.#' s
Thomas Aqumas
(1225+ 1274)
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arelsomelintelligible truths to
helefficacy, of the agent intellect
keithe principles we naturally
conclusions we deduce from
rdertorknow.them we do not
wiintellectual light; the light
by:nature suffices. There are
whowever, which do not come
rangelofithese principles, like
hsioffaith, which transcend the
fireason, also future contingents
tters of this sort. The human
otitknow/these without being
iillumined by a new. light
menting the natural light."” lf \‘ = " <’

iheologys Questions I=IV.of His: Commentary on the ’ Th Om as Aq u | n as
transWArmandiMaurer! (lleronto: Pontifical
udies, 987, 7] (1 225=1 274)

- '

known lth certainty, through hlpS ,works by the

Ilght of human reason,even lf thls knowledge[ [

1 i

if"i iiim E

tes! Cathohc ©onference, (1
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[OHN CALVIN

[NSTITUTES of the
CHRISTIAN RELIGION

"Therefore in reading
the profane authors, the
admirable light of truth
displayed in them
should remind us, that
the human mind,
however much fallen
and perverted fromiits
original integrity,lisistill
adorned and invested
B withfadmirable gifts
i friomlits Creator.

llnstitutesiofithesChristianiReligion,2.2. 155 rans:

John Calvin i
.. a s f G = .‘. e !
(1509-1564) E:adn[;yags)\’/ezré%g])e (Grand Rapids: William'B




John Owen
(1616-1683)

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

volume four

"There are sundry cogent
arguments, which are
taken from external
considerations of the @
Scripture, that evince it
on rational grounds to be
from God. ... and.... are...
necessary unto the
confirmation of our'faith
herein against i
temptations, oppositions,
and objections." -‘

WS el
Hofilruth
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Discourses UrpoN
THE EXISTENCE
AND ATTRIBUTES

orF Gop

hp
Stephen Charnock

Stephen Charnock
(1628-1680)
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"Men that will not listen
to Scripture ... cannot
easily deny natural
reason .... There is a
natural as well as'a
revealed knowledge,
and'the'book of the
creatures is legible'in
declaring the being of a
God ...."

[Stephen Charnock, Discourses upon the Existence
and Attributes of God (Grand Rapids: Baker, 1979),
271]

"God in regard of his
existence is not only the
discovery of faith, but of

reason. God hath revealed
not only his being, but
some sparks of his eternal
power and godhead in his
works, as well as in his
word. ... It is a discovery
of our reason ... and an
object of our faith ... it is
an article of our faith and
an article of our reason."

[Stephen Charnock, Discourses upon the Existence
and Attributes of God (Grand Rapids: Baker, 1979),
27.]

Stephen Charnock
(1628-1680)

Stephen Charnock
(1628-1680)
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I Am Put Here
for the Defense of
the Gospel

edited by
Terry L. Miethe

defending the Hand maid
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It can be demonstrated | It had to be revealed to us
historically that Jesus Christ; what was'different about. His
was crucified. ! death from the other two
men who died that day.

The truth that Jesus died for our sins had
to be revealed to us by God. But notice
that it is-no less a FACT than the fact that
he died. They are.both facts. The
difference is how we discover them.
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