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https://www.youtube.com/c/DrRichardGHowe/videos

Galileo Galilei

1564 - 1642
Thomas Aquinas

(1225-1274)

"Our knowledge, taking 
its start from things, 

proceeds in this order. 
First, it begins in 

sense; second, it is 
completed in the 

intellect.“ 
[Thomas Aquinas, Truth, I, 11, trans. Mulligan, 48, in Truth (3 vols), vol. 1 
trans. Robert W. Mulligan (Chicago: Henry Regnery, 1952); vol. 2 trans. 
James V. McGlynn (Chicago: Henry Regnery, 1953); vol. 3. trans. Robert 
W. Schmidt (Chicago: Henry Regnery, 1954). The three volumes were 
reprinted as Truth (Indianapolis: Hackett, 1994)]
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Aristotle
384 BC - 322 BC

"From experience again . . . originate 
the skill of the craftsman and the 
knowledge of the man of science, 
skill in the sphere of coming to be 

and science in the sphere of beings. 
We conclude that these states of 
knowledge are neither innate in a 
determinate form, nor developed 

from other higher states of 
knowledge, but from sense-

perception."
[Posterior Analytics II, 19, 100a7-11, trans. G. R. G. Mure in Richard McKeon, ed. 
The Basic Works of Aristotle (New York: Random House, 1941), 185]
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Lisle's question implies that I could 
know that I know reality only if I know 

that my senses are reliable. 

Jason Lisle

"The weakness of Howe's 
position is evident in his 

statement 'As a Classical (or 
Scholastic) Realist I would 

submit that our sensory 
experience of reality also 
deliver to us metaphysical 

truths.' Can we know things by 
sensory experience? 

Certainty—but not apart from 
the Christian worldview. 
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Jason Lisle

"Howe has tacitly presupposed 
(among other things) that our 
senses correspond to reality. 
Now how does he know that 

he's not in the 'Matrix' and that 
his sensory experiences have 
nothing whatsoever to do with 

the real world?"
[Jason Lisle, "Young Earth Presuppositionalism," Christian Apologetics 
Journal 11, no. 2 (Fall 2013): 110]
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Whatever means I use to prove that my 
senses are reliable, that means itself 

would need to be proven reliable.
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Lisle thinks that he doesn't have an 
infinite regress because he thinks he 
knows that God (through the Bible) 

has told him that his senses 
are reliable.

Jason Lisle

"Sensory experience is 
only reliable if our 

senses correspond to 
reality; and only the 
Christian worldview 

can rationally 
justify this."

[Lisle, "Presuppositional Reply," Christian Apologetics Journal 11, no. 2 
(Fall 2013): 110]
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Jason Lisle

"Presuppositional 
apologetics is the 

method of defending 
the Christian faith that 
relies on the Bible as 
the supreme authority 

in all matters."
[Lisle, "Young Earth Presuppositionalism," 110]
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Surprisingly, Lisle gladly acknowledges 
that his position is circular, though he 

will deny that it either vacuous 
or vicious.

Jason Lisle

"It may surprise 
some people to 

learn that circular 
reasoning is 

actually logically 
valid."

[Lisle, "Young Earth Presuppositionalism," 80]
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Lisle's observation is logically trivial and 
does nothing to advance his point.
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 Definition of Valid 
an argument is valid just in case it is impossible 
for the argument to have all true premises and 

a false conclusion. 

 Proving an Argument Is Valid 
showing how it would be impossible for a given 
argument to have a false conclusion where all 

the premises are true 

Jason Lisle

"It may surprise 
some people to 
learn that any 

argument where 
one of the premises 
is a contradiction is 

actually valid!"
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Lisle thinks that circularity isn't 
necessarily a problem for him since 

the thinks that all epistemologies 
are circular.
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Jason Lisle

""The notion that circular 
reasoning is always wrong 

reveals a bit of 
philosophical naivety. 

Jason Lisle

""The notion that circular 
reasoning is always wrong 

reveals a bit of 
philosophical naivety. In 

fact, all ultimate standards 
must be defended in a 

somewhat circular way (by 
a transcendental 

argument)."
[Lisle, "Young Earth Presuppositionalism," 81]
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Cornelius Van Til
(1895-1987)

"To admit one's own 
presuppositions and to point 
out the presuppositions of 

others is therefore to maintain 
that all reasoning is, in the 
nature of the case, circular 

reasoning. The starting point, 
the method, and the 

conclusion are always 
involved in one another."

[Cornelius Van Til, Apologetics (unpublished syllabus), "IV - The Problem 
of Method," p. 62, emphasis in original]

Greg L. Bahnsen
(1948-1995)

Greg L. Bahnsen
(1948-1995)

"So if, when it comes to the 
fundamental question of Christian 

faith, arguments are ultimately 
circular (since metaphysics and 
epistemology depend on one 

another), then the matter reduces 
to one of submission or rebellion 
to the authority of the revealed 

God. … Hence a Christian's 
apologetical argument (working 
on a transcendental level) will 

finally be circular …"
[Greg Bahnsen, Presuppositional Apologetics: Stated and Defended 
(Power Springs: American Vision Presuppositionalists; Nacogdoches: 
Covenant Media Press, 2008), 86]
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K. Scott Oliphint

"I admitted to him that I certainly 
was arguing in (some kind of) a 

circle. … Then I made clear to the 
other presenters that they were 
all asking that their own views, 

based on their own reasoning and 
sources, be accepted as true. In 
every case, I said, every other 
presenter appealed to his own 
final authority. 'So,' I asked, 'on 
what basis should I accept your 

circle over mine?'"
[K. Scott Oliphint, Covenantal Apologetics: Principles and Practice in 
Defense of Our Faith (Wheaton: Crossway, 2013), 24]
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Presuppositionalists often offer their 
Presuppositionalism as the only 

"solution" to philosophical problems 
that arise out of modern and 

contemporary (analytic) philosophy.

 the Matrix problem

o how we can know our 
senses are reliable

o the egocentric 
predicament

o the problem of the 
correspondence of 
thoughts to external 
reality

 the problem of induction

 uniformity of nature

 Hume's skepticism of our 
knowledge of causality

 knowledge as justified, true, 
belief

 the fact/value dichotomy 

 is/ought fallacy

 the specter of brute facts

 the problem of the one and 
the many (actually from 
Ancient Greek Philosophy)
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By offering their Presuppositionalism 
as the "answer" to these problems, 
Presuppositionalists show their tacit 
commitment to the assumptions of 

the very philosophy that created the 
problems in the first place.
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Such concession to the assumptions of 
modern and contemporary philosophy 
is never more evident than with Lisle's 

challenge to me asking how I know 
I'm not in the Matrix.

René Descartes
(1596-1650)
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My direct answer to Lisle is say that 
Lisle's question is incoherent.
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Etienne Gilson
(1884-1978)

"After passing twenty centuries 
of the very model of those self 

evident facts that only a 
madman would ever dream of 
doubting, the existence of the 
external world finally received 

its metaphysical demonstration 
from Descartes. 

Etienne Gilson
(1884-1978)

"Yet no sooner had he 
demonstrated the existence of 

the external world than his 
disciples realized that, not only 
was his proof worthless, but the 

very principles which made 
such a demonstration 

necessary at the same time 
rendered the attempted proof 

impossible."
[Etienne Gilson, Thomist Realism and the Critique of Knowledge, trans. 
by Mark A. Wauck, (San Francisco, Ignatius Press, 1986), 27. For a 
scaled-down version of Gilson's point in this work, see his Methodical 
Realism, trans. Philip Trower (Front Royal: Christendom Press, 1990). 
Reprinted Methodical Realism: A Primer for Beginning Realists (San 
Francisco: Ignatius Press, 2011)]
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Van Til and the Presuppositionalist are 
certainly wrong in their contention that 

all reasoning is circular.
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Cornelius Van Til
(1895-1987)

"To admit one's own 
presuppositions and to point 
out the presuppositions of 

others is therefore to maintain 
that all reasoning is, in the 
nature of the case, circular 

reasoning. The starting point, 
the method, and the 

conclusion are always 
involved in one another."

[Cornelius Van Til, Apologetics (unpublished syllabus), "IV - The Problem 
of Method," p. 62, emphasis in original]
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While Lisle does not raise this 
objection, I am reminded of it when 

dealing with his Critical Realism.


