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“Then Joshua spoke to the LORD in the
day when the LORD delivered up the
Amorites before the children of Israel, and
he said in the sight of Israel: ‘Sun, stand
still over Gibeon; And Moon, in the Valley
of Aijalon.’ So the sun stood still, and the
moon stopped, till the people had revenge

upon their enemies."
Joshua 10:12-13 NKJV




Phenomenological
Language
a.k.a.,
Language of
Appearance

"The sun shall be turned into darkness, and the moon
into blood, before the coming of the great and
awesome day of the LORD." Joel 2:31




What discipline of study
Is relevantito the
question'of geocentrism
vs. heliocentrism?

ASTRONOMY

Can youksee how
astronomy corrected our
misunderstanding of
Joshua 10:12-137?




Might'therefbe questions
and issues the debate of
which'involves the
discipline of

PHILOSORHY?

Mightflitsabe that
philosophy can guard our
interpretations of certain

verses;of Scripture?
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There are two great
philosophical traditions
in Westernithought that
have enduredisiince the

b ancient Greeks.
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Platog’ W, Anistotle!|

(4282548 BC) (384-322 BC)
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ContinentallRationalistiliradition

René Descartes Baruch Spinoza Gottfried-Wilhelm. Leibniz
(1596-1650) (1632-1677) (1646-1716)

British EmpiricistTradition

r ;
John Locke George Berkeley Dayid Hume
(1632-1704) (1685-1753) (1711-1776)

Immanuel Kant
(1724-1804)

- “‘:l ‘
Kenneth Samples ”F
=%

KRENNETH RICHARD SAMPLES
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o~ [saiah 55820k

"For My thoughts al%}!&)t yourthetgits

yourways My ways; ﬁ‘s%{s the LORDMINFc

asithe heavens arerhigher than the earth, so
aretMy.waysrhigher than your ways, and My
thoughts than your thoughts.”

“\What indeed has Athens to do
with Jerusalem? What concord
IS there between the Academy
and the Church? What between
heretics and Christians? . . . We
want no curious disputation
4 after possessing Christ Jesus,
#,. no inquisition after enjoying the

!
Tertulllan gospel!
, 1 60 220 ertullian, The Prescription against Heretics, 7]
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- Colossians 2:8 <

"Beware lest anyone
cheat you through
philosophy and empty
deceit, according to the
tradition of men,
according to the basic
principles of the world,

and not according to
Christ."

The Apostle Paul

pd’s Truth, One Verse at a Time € LISTEN NOW ®o Y. 800-55-GRACE

RESOURCES STORE APPS ~ BLOG DEVOTIONALS SERMONS DONATE v

Philosophy or Christ?

Sermons & Colossians 2:8-10 2141 B Jul 11, 1976

® S

PLAY AUDIO ADD TO PLAYLIST

A+ A- RESET

Tonight, we're going to look at Colossians chapter 2, verses 8-10 in our study. Colossians chapter 2, verses 8-
10. Really this is just the first part of a look at verses 8-15, which should be taken as a composite. You might

title our discussion tonight, our study tonight, Philosophy or Christ, because really that's what Paul is dealing
with in this passage. The word philosophy which appears in verse 8, “Beware lest any man spoil you through

and sophia

letters@gty.org @ Login

Q, SEARCH

& MP3 (HIGH QUALITY)
X MP3 (LOW QUALITY)
‘W BUY CD

& PRINT TRANSCRIPT

TRANSCRIPT PDF

Related Series:

GROZE

wou
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ruth, One Verseata Time €} LISTEN NOW wo

ABOUT ~ BROADCASTS ~ RESOURCES STORE APPS ~ BLOG DEVOTIONALS SERMONS

Christ Plus Philosophy

by John MacArthur Wednesday, April 10, 2019 ®, Comments (11)

“It seemed like a good idea at the time.” That's a popular postmortem for a plan A A- RESET
that has gone horribly wrong. In fact, well-intentioned ideas are behind almost

every financial shipwreck, abandoned project, and foreign policy failure that

happens in this world. And yet the quest for better ideas and fool-proof

philosophies continues unabated—even making incursions into the church.

Our English word “philosophy” is a transliteration of the Greek word philosophia, which literally means “the love of
human wisdom. In its broad sense it is man’s attempt to explain the nature of the universe, including the

phenomena of existence, thought, ethics, behavior, aesthetics, and so on.

In Paul's time “everything that had to do with theories about God and the world and the meaning of human life
was called ‘philosophy’ . . . not only in the pagan schools but also in the Jewish schools of the Greek cities.” I The
first-century Jewish historian Josephus adds that there were three philosophies among the Jews: the Pharisees, the

Sadducees, and the Essenes. [2]

*, 800-55GRACE letters@gtyorg €@ LogIn

Q, SEARCH

# PRINT

PDF

& SUBSCRIBE

& VIEW ARCHIVE

Blog Guidelines

Respectful

‘We value your comments, even your
disagreements, as long as you are
courteous and respectful. We'll remove
anything unwholesome.

Helpful

We appreciate comments that are on
topic and contribute to the discussion;
expressing appreciation is also welcome.

& |salah 55:8 &

) L@RD;;

thoughts.*
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& |saiah 55:8 ~&
{8} "For My, thoughts are ‘n®ttughts NO; are

higher than your waysa_, c
thoughts:*

& Isalah 55:6-9 &

{6} Seek the LORD while;He may
be found, Call upon Him while He is

near. {7} Let the wncke forsake@l
way, And the UiTRCOUTMaN NN
 Let h|m return to the
LORD, And He will have mercy on
him; And to our God, For Fe will
abundantly pardon. {8} “For Y1)}
[RotemtS)are not your thoughts, nor
are your ways|{My ways!" says e,
®SRB' {9} "For as the heavens are
higher than the earth, so are My
ways higher than your ways, and
My thoughts than your thoughts."
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“\What indeed has Athens to do

with Jerusalem? What concord
IS'there between the Academy

and the Church? What between

heretics and Christians? . . . We

want no curious disputation
after possessing Christ Jesus,
Mo inquisition after enjoying the
gospel!

A [[Tertullian, The Prescription against Heretics, 7]

-

“[Tertullian’s] often-quoted warning
against curiosity ... is regularly
interpreted as an expression of the
opinion that the Christian requires no
knowledge beyond that which biblical
revelation furnishes. Not only is this a
caricature of Tertullian’s true position,
but it is also not representative of:
patristic attitudes (although this has
proved no obstacle to its wide
dissemination)."

[David C. Lindberg, "The Medieval Church Encounters the Classical Tradition: Saint

Augustine, Roger Bacon, and the Handmaiden Metaphor" in When Science and Christianity.
Meet (Chicago: The University of Chicago Press, 2003), 11]




“This attitude imputed to Tertullian is at

an extreme end of a broad spectrum of

patristic opinion. If the pagan learning
embodied in the classical tradition
appeared dangerous, it also proved

indispensable, and the level of hostility.

expressed by Tertullian in his moments

of rhetorical overkill was the exception

rather than the rule.*

[Lindberg, "The Medieval Church," 11]

V|d (O} Llndberg
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- Colossians 2:8 <

"Beware lest anyone
cheat you through
philosophy and empty
deceit, according to the :
reitiontiof men v'Is Paul talking about
: .. philosophy as we use
according to the basic the term todayZeN
principles of the world, %

: v Sl A thois
and not according to Suppose, forithe
PR sake of argument
Christ.

that he is ...

The Apostle Paul




#Bewarellest anyone

cheatlyoulthrough
philosephy;and empty
according to the
tradition of men,
accordingito the basic
principles’ofithe world,
notfaccording to

The Apostle Paul
Epistle'to the Colossians

EBewarellest anyone

7/ h infecti
@lm you through Though infectious

diseases are not'to be
trifled with, we are

a.cordlng to the grateful that
tradlztl.on of men, physicians learn about

accordingitoithe basic them in order to help
principlesiofithe world, us avoid getting sick

netfaccording to or dehe/P us get
Rri curea:

The Apostle Paul

Epistle to the Colossians
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EBewarellest anyone

1 v/By:analogy, evenif
cheatiyouithrough Paul was warning'us

philosohy and empty to avoid philesophy,
according to the we can be grateful
tradition of men, that Christian
accordingito the basic philosophers learn
principles’ofithe world, about philosophy in

notfaccording to orderito help us avoid
‘ getting, “sick or to

The Apostle Paul helprustget “cured-”

Epistle'to the Colossians

"Good phlloég_hy
must existyif forno
other reason,
because bad

philosophy needs
to be answered." &

["Learning in War-Time" in The, Weightofy Gl@ry:A Qollecthn of
Lewis's Most Movigg Addressesg(E@ndon arperaCoIIlns ;
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“But seeing that a teacher W &
of sacred Scripture must at S8
times oppose the
philosophers, itis
necessary for him to make
use of philosophy:*”

[Thomas Aquinas, Commentary on the De Trinitate of Boethius, Q. 2, art- 3.6, publishedias =2 ba 1 y
Faith, Reason and Theology: Questions I-1V of His Commentary: on the Defliiinitatelof: A e “
Boethius, trans. Armand Maurer (Toronto: Pontifical Institute' ofiMedieval Studies; 1987) ps

48] | BN [nomasiAguinas 48

(1225-1204), &

=“There is no one as
dogmatically
beholden to a
metaphysic as the
man who denies
that he has one.”

Edward EesertiihelMetaphysics ofi€onservatism®
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"We cannot
properly [bevweare
of philosophy
unless we
aweare of
x y philosophy.”

[Norman L. Geisler, "Beware of Philosophy: A Warning to Biblical

/ " .
/INL GFmam L~ quSIe r Scholars," Journal of the Evangelical Theological Society 42/1 (March
982:2019) 1999): 3-19 (18)]

‘"“‘h.r

"Beware lest anyone
cheat you through .
philosophy and empty
deceit, according to the

trad!tlon of men, _ Paul had philosophy
according to the basic in mind as we use

principles of the world, the term today. l

v'| do not believe that

and not according to
Christ."

The Apostle Paul
Epistle to the Colossians
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"Beware lest anyone
cheat you through
philosophy and empty
deceit, according to the
tradition of men,
according to the basic
principles of the world,
and not according to
Christ."

The Apostle Paul
Epistle to the Colossians

L

Another way teltranslate the
Greek could be¥the philosophy
which is emptyideceit."

Josephus used.the term
'philosophyteirefer to the
doctrines of the Jewish sects.

The context is a warning about
an insidious legalism that
threatened the Colossians'’

liberty in Christ.
This legalism had an outv@
form of piety but was useles's¥in

developing an inward character
of righteousness.

Some Volees from
Christian. tlistory
on Philesephy

26



"Philolaus ... teaches that He [God]
is one, and that He is superior to
matter. Lysis and Opsimus thus

define God [as] a unit — that is, one.

Then there are Plato and Aristotle —
not that | am about to go through all
that the philosophers have said
about God, ... But, inasmuch as it is
impossible to demonstrate without
the citation of names that we are not
alone in confining the notion of God
to unity, | have ventured on an
enumeration of opinions.

"Plato, then, says, To find out the
Maker and Father of this universe is
difficult; and, when found, it is
impossible to declare Him to all,
conceiving of one uncreated and
eternal God. ...

If, therefore, Plato is not an atheist
for conceiving of one uncreated
God, the Framer of the universe,

neither are we atheists who
acknowledge and firmly hold that
He is God who has framed all things
by the Logos, and holds them in
being by His Spirit.

Y ("
Athenagoras of Athens
(133-190)

2" (
Athenagoras of Athens
(133-190)
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"Aristotle, again, and his followers,
... Speak of God as consisting of
soul and body, thinking His body to
be the ethereal space and the
planetary stars and the sphere of
the fixed stars, moving in circles;
but His soul, the reason which
presides over the motion of the
body, itself not subject to motion,
but becoming the cause of motion
to the other.

The Stoics also ... consider God to 2" A
” %
belones Athenagoras of Athens
(133-190)

[ A Plea for the Christians, 6, http://www.newadvent.org/fathers
/0205.htm, accessed 06/24/19]

“Since, therefore, the unity of the Deity:
is confessed by almost all [of these
philosophers], even against their will,
when they come to treat of the first
principles of the universe, and we in
our turn likewise assert that He who
arranged this universe is God — why:is
it that they can say and write with
impunity what they please concerning
the Deity, but that against us a law lies
in force, though we are able to
demonstrate what we apprehend and
justly believe, namely that there is one

God, with proofs and reason accordant . (S
with truth?* Athenagoras of Athens

(133-190)

[ A Plea for the Christians, 7, http://www.newadvent.org/fathers/:
0205.htm, accessed 06/24/19]




“There is thenlin
philosophy;thotugh

stolen as thelfirelby;
Prometheus, a'slender
spark, capableloftbeing

fanned into! flameNa;
trace of wisdomandian,

impulse from God¥

[The Stromata, |, 17, http:/iwww.newadventiorg/faihers/0210 1 htm®
accessed 10/27/21]

"Moreover, if those who are
called philosophers, and
especially the Platonists,

have said aught that is true
and in harmony with our

faith, we are not only not to

shrink from it, but to claim
it for our own use from
those who have unlawful . :
possession of it." | T —

[Augustine, On Christian Doctrine, trans. from Select Library of Nicene i .
and Post-Nicene Fathers, Book 2, Chap. 40, §60. Augu Stl n%"‘\

From http://www9.georgetown.edu/faculty/jod/augustine/ddc2. html, (3 54_430)
accessed 02/21/22]

29



"But if the Lord has been pleased
to assist us by the works and
ministry of the ungodly in physics,
dialectics, mathematics, and other
similar sciences, let us avail
ourselves of it, lest, by neglecting
the gifts of God spontaneously
offered to us, we be justly
punished for our sloth.”

[John Calvin, Institutes of the Christian Religion, 2.2.16, 2 vols., trans. Henry Beveridge (Grand P J Oh n CaIV| n
Rapids: Wm. B. Eerdmans, 1975), vol. 1, pp. 236-237] (1 509 1 564)

“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 from its original
integrity, is still adorned and
invested with admirable gifts from
its Creator."

[Institutes of the Christian Religion, 2.2.15, trans. Henry Beveridge, (Grand Rapids: William B. p JOh n CaIV| n

Eerdmans), 236] (1509-1564)
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“"Shall we say that the
philosophers, in their exquisite
researches and skillful description
of nature were blind? ... Nay, we
cannot read the writings of the
ancients on these subjects without
the highest admiration.”

[Institutes of the Christian Religion, 2.2.15, trans. Henry Beveridge, (Grand Rapids: William B.
Eerdmans), 236]

John Calvin
(1509-1564)

THE
WORKS OF
JOHN OWEN

John Owen
volume four - (1616-1683)




"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
temptations, oppositions,
and objections."
_[J.OhmOwen sllhelReasoniofiaitidin h. QI:'kS_Qf‘

OwenhelReasonfofi |
1 Vo ¥2N(EdinbtighNinelBannereMlilih
MIlUSER1967)$20]

Francis!'Turretin
(1623-1687)

Yyohn Owen
(1616-1683)

FRANCIS

Translated by

George Musgrave Giger
Edited by

James T. Dennison, Jr.

VOLUME TWO: ELEVENTH THROUGH SEVENTEENTH TOPICS

32



Francis*Turretin
(1623-1687)

Francis®*Turretin
(1623-1687)

"They sin in defect who
hold that philosophy is
opposed to theology
and should therefore
be altogether separated
from it, not only as
useless, but also as
positively hurtful."

[Institutes of Elenctic Theology, First Topic: Theology, Q. XIll, trans. by
George Musgrave Giger, (Phillipsburg: P & R, 1992, vol. 1, p. 44]

"Philosophy ... has
many and various uses
in theology which must

be accurately
distinguished from its
many abuses."

[Institutes of Elenctic Theology, First Topic: Theology, Q. XIlI, trans. by
George Musgrave Giger, (Phillipsburg: P & R, 1992, vol. 1, p. 44]
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Francis*Turretin
(1623-1687)

CLASSIC REPRINT SERIES

Discourses UrpoN
THE EXISTENCE
AND ATTRIBUTES

ofF Gop

Stephen Charnock

“"Philosophy is used ...
properly and in the
abstract for the
knowledge of things
human and divine (as
far as they can be
known by the light of
nature) ... It uses are
many."

[Institutes of Elenctic Theology, First Topic: Theology, Q. XIlI, trans. by
George Musgrave Giger, (Phillipsburg: P & R, 1992, vol. 1, p. 44-45]

5
kP

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), 27]

"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]

f";
K7

Stephen Charnock
(1628-1680)

5
K7

Stephen Charnock
(1628-1680)

35



SYSTEMATIC
THEOLOGY

VOLUME ONE
INTRODUCTION

Part I
THEOLOGY

CHARLES HODGE

“lihe Scriptures clearly
recognize the fact that the
works of God reveal his being
andiattributes. This they do not
lonly: by frequent reference to
thelworks of nature as
manifestations of the
perfections of God, but by
direct assertions. ... The sacred
wiiitersiin contending with the
heathen appeal to the evidence
whichithe works of God bear to
his perfections. ...

Y 7

A
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Charles Hé/@fge ',
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“It.cannot, therefore, be
reasonably doubted that not
only/the being of God, but also
his'eternal power and Godhead
arelso revealed in his works, as
tollay a stable foundation for
natural theology."

(EharlesiFodge’ Systematic Theology, 3 vols. (Grand Rapids: Wm. B.
Eerdmants, 1975) 1,11, 83, p. 24']

By
James P. Boyce
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¥Reason involves all the cognitive
powers of man, which are the
faculties through which the mind
attains knowledge. These faculties
are not separate, and independent,

but'are merely the instruments of
the'mind. The mind is not itself an
original source of knowledge, like
the Scriptures, but is merely an
instrument by which the man
attains knowledge through the
exercise of its appropriate
faculties. There is no such thing as
innate ideas. ...

“The means by which the mind
attains knowledge in the exercise
of its faculties, are five. 1.
Consciousness ... 2. Observation
2 3L intuitive conceptions, 4. The
dispositions, instincts and
tendencies of our natures ... 5. The
course of events in nature, as
tending to good or evil ....
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¥ltlis manifest that the knowledge
obtained from these various
sources must be abundant to

iteach man the simple facts upon
which rests his duty to God;
namely, that there is a God to
whom he owes existence, and
iconsequent reverence, service and
love, and whose greatness and
igoodness enforce this obligation;
Malso to show him that that duty
has not been discharged ..."

[ﬂames RetigrulBoyce, Abstract of Systematic Theology (Philadelphia:
YAmericaniBaptistiPublication Society, 1887), 47]
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INTROTO GOD'S
REVELATION

RICHARD G. HOWE, PH.D.——

Intro to God's Revelation 6-Week
Curriculum by Dr. Richard Howe

What does it mean for God to speak to mankind? |n this six-week video study, respected
philosopher and apologist Richard G. Howe teaches Christians the fundamentals of how to
approach and understand their Bible in an age of skepticism. Each session contains a lecture
from Dr. Howe and a short wrap-up with interview contributions from other Christian
thinkers.

Perfect for Sunday school classes, small groups or individual study!

Session 1: General Revelation

Session 2: Special Revelation

Session 3: Inspiration

Session 4: Inerrancy & Canonicity
Session 5: Transmission & Translation
Session &: Interpretation & Application

hat s the

— =
- -

/e
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~ Revelation ~s

God making known to mankind
His divine person and divine
truths that would otherwise be
unknown; to unveil

»:M

5en e; AN

- _Re vela tlo{ j %
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~ General Revelation s

God making known to mankind
through His creation His
existence, attributes,
and goodness

The heavens declare
~ the glory of God; and
.-_}'"i" the flrmament shows
- HIS handlwork

Psalm191 : ,*
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The heavens declare
His rlghteousness

and all the peoples
see HlS glory

Psalm 97 6

" v

1 ‘FOI/' %mce he creatwn

g s SN T

woildpHisinyisiblelattiibutes | e o [l
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power and Godhead i -
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. Acts 1417
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&

strengthens man 'sheart.

Psalm 104:14-15
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> Special Revelation s

God making known to mankind
through His prophets, apostles, and
His Son His nature and will that
could not necessarily be known
through General Revelation

“... knowing this first, that no
prophecy of Scripture is
of any private interpretation,
for prophecy never came
by the will of man, but holy
men of God spoke as
they were moved by
the Holy Spirit."

2 Peter 1:20-21
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All Scripture is given by inspiration of God,

and is profitable for doctrine, for reproof, for

correction, for instruction in righteousness,
that the man of God may be complete,

thoroughly equipped for every good work.
2 Timothy 3:16-17

All Scripture is given by inspiration of God

and is profitable for doctrine, for Lepreo'f “for

correction, for instruction in-righteousness,
that the man of Ged"may be complete,

thoroughl.y—eﬂw/pped for every good work.

2 Timothy 3:16-17
Beonvevotoc (theopneustos) = God breathed

Beoc (theos) - God
TVEW, nTvevpuo (pneo, pneuma) - | breathe, breath, spirit
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General'Revelation

GO MaKingKNOWNOMANKINT HTOUGHNFIS
creationtflistexistenceyattributesyand.
geednessiwhich enablerusitoldistinguishrin
Scripture properivs: figurativelanguage ofiGad

SIRomansili20ar=

Eorsincelthelcreationlofitherworldikistinvisiblelattrbutes

arelclearlyiseenybeingiunderstoodibyithelthingsithatiare

made’yeven Histeternal powerand!Godheadssolthatithey:
are\without excuse:

“‘Book“ of Nature: non-propositional
NaturalSFheology

Special Revelation

God making known to mankind throtugh His
prophets, apostles, and His Son His'nature and
will that could not necessarily be known
through General Revelation

o 2 [imothy 3:16-17 <

All' Scripture’is given by.inspiration of God, and.is
profitable for doctrine, for reproof, for correction, for
instruction'in righteousness, that the man of God may be
complete, thoroughly equipped for every good work.

Book of Scripture: propositional
Biblical Theology:

Sy/steimaticNiheeleqy

GenerallRevelation

Given threugh' creation
(kmownithroughtsimpletapprehensionofithelsensibleiworld)

Reveals' God's existence and attributes
Given TO'all people
All peoplerhave:it
Some accept, some’refect

Sufficient to'condemn’ if rejected

Acceptanceristnecessarny. butnot
sufficient for eternal’life

Special Revelation

Given through Prophets and Apostles

(read by their'writings, a.k.a., the Scriptures)

Reveals God's gospel and will
Given FOR all people
Not all people have it
Some accept, some reject

Sufficient to save if accepted

Acceptance is necessary and
sufficient for eternallife
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A child can know what a flower is.
She knows that a flower is not a human.
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However, to delve deeper into the

physical nature of a flower, one would
need to understand botany.

To delve deeper still, one would need to
understand chemistry (to understand,
e.g., photosynthesis).
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And to delve deeper still, one would need
to understand physics.

Suppose we wanted to account for a number of other
aspects of the flower and the human.

51



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

Metaphysics

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

Epistemology
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We value the human over the flower because of the
different kinds of things they are.

We insist that others value the human over the flower
and hold them accountable when they do not.

Political Philosophy

IR 1 i
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We know that neither the flower nor the human can
account for their own existence but are created by God.

Philosophy of Religion

[
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ANNOTATED REFERENCE

Finis Jenigings Dake

"God has a personal spiritibody;
;

‘Heb. 1:10; Rev. 5:1-7), mo
12:8), |IpS and tongue (Isa { 247) feet!

Finis Jenlpings Dake § 5:1-7; 22:4-6), and other bodn

[Dake's Annotated Reference Bible, (LawrencevillediDakelBiblelSales %1963 MNiF P 94|




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

11:7; Jas. 3:9)

(Ex:133:23) N (Gen

6:6; 8:21) 82326

12:8)
(Ezek. 1:27; Ex. 24:10) (PsSESS
18:24; 33:18) (Ps:18:6)
(Dan: 7:9:14:110:5519:Rev?
Finis Jenigings Dake § 5:1-7; 22:4-6)
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“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.

"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]

Gregory

by

i
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L)
"Anditheyiheardithelsound of
the L.RD walking in the

_ oI of the day,

andJAdamiand his wife hid
themselvestfrom the presence of
the LORD God amongfthe trees
of the garden." Gen. 3:8

B

"«{

=Godlis Spirit, and those
whoiworship'Him must
worship'in'spirit and truth."

John 4:24

' B
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Philosophyiand The

Aifribufestof God

_ be Iedt Wlth peace
* and'all the trees of the field

shaII cla-pgthelr hands.™
b Isa 55:12

%*'a,, ;
P

“Fer you shelll g FOUBWithFjoyp
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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 B

“For since the
creciinn of the wor’
His inv.Sihle attri‘di.es
are clean,  s<e’s seing
understoc¢ - «y the

everd s etern

powZi and Godheacd'. "
Rom. 1:2uL5
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EEven though revelation
elevates us to know
something of which we
should!otherwise be
ignorant; it does not
elevate usito know. in any
otherlway.than through
sensible things.

[Commentarydonithel
IVIatinerWihelivi:
RontificalllnstititelofiMediaevaliStudies, 1986), 84]

itatelofiBoethius, QVI, art. 3, trans. Armand

ethodslofithe Sciences, 4™ rev. ed. (Toronto:

ex’'sa:jé’sis
From 'ex' (e€) "out of* and 'agd’
(oayw) "I lead;" literally "to lead out"
The excavating of truth from
Scripture by a close and careful
examination of the text, taking in
consideration a number of factors
including: lexigraphy (word usage),
syntax (word arrangement),
grammar, principles of
hermeneutics, the immediate
context, the broader context (the
book and author in which a
passage occurs), and historical
context.
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eNowiwhat we have said
setslasidelthe error of
certam Jews who attributed
langer, sadness,
iepentance; and all such
passionsiinitheir proper
senselto’God, failing to
distinguish\what in Sacred _
SerﬁiUre is'said properly )| ¥ ‘i:" 4

-‘ . - " 'f * Lo e ' <
an hat metaphorically. L Thome Aqumas

(1225:1274)

So Uhere Does
the Philosophy
Comesln?
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poes god ever change His mind?
oF THEPOSSIBLE

GBREGORY A. BOYD

author of best-selling Letters from a skeptic

"There are
certainly
passages in the
Bible that are
figurative and
portray God in
human terms.
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"You can
recognize them
because what is

said about God is
either ridiculous if
taken literally ... or
because the genre
ofitheypassageiis

What if the cm@:
Theist said thathiit'is
ridiculous to think

God.changes Hissmindjeid

lieguetsfceltaingdecisionsiz
§ >
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“[[These]lonlyistrike
some as ridiculous
because these readers
eflwhat
GodlmtistbellikeX ol I
one is free from this
preconception, these
passages contribute to
the exalted portrait of
thellovinglyisovereign
God'in'the!Bible**

[GregoniAS BoydiGodlofithel Rossible3AlBiblicalt
Introductionttolthel@peniViewioflGodl(Grand
Rapids: BakerBooks}2000); 418119 emphasisiin
original]

“[iThese]lonlyistrike
some as ridiculous
because these readers
toytheltexa
eflwhat
musHbelikeX ol [«
one is free from this
preconception, these
passages contribute to
the exalted portrait of
thellovinglyisovereign
God'in'the!Bible*

[GregonyrAY BoydNGodlofither PossibledAlBiblicall
Introductionttolthel@pentVie wiofiGodl(Grand!
Rapids: BakerBooks;2000);118-119 emphasisiin
orniginal]

—

< e
From where might

one get such a
“preconception of
what God must be

like" to bring to

the

‘ “For since the
creation of the world
His invisible attributes 1 -
are clearly seen, being (W *
understood by the

things that are made,
even His eternal

power and Godhead é f

The heavens declare

the glory of God; and

the firmament shows
His handiwork.

rhmgs in the lawjthese,
alrhough not hawng the law, are,
allaw to fhemselves who show,

the work; of the law wm‘ren
Jn their hearts:

text?

The heavens declare
His righteousness,
and all the peoples

see His glory.

#h, Lord 60D/ Behold, ¥You
have made the heavens
and the earth by ¥our
greal power and
oufstrefched

W °m. There is nothing

\ foo hard for ¥ou.

- eNeventhelessiHe (did not leave. Himself
Withoctwitness, in that Hedid good. .
gave usrain; from he. wen and l’rufflulv

seasons, hllmg our heartﬂm!h /aod'

md jadness.”
rm - Acts 1417
.

-
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. The heavens declare
” “For since the R
[These] Only Str’ke creation of rherwoﬂd g His righteousness,

His invisible attributes

Some as ridiculous are clearly seen, being A and a” the peop’es

understood by the

because these readers | tings tatare made see Hisiglory. = =

even His eternal

bring to the text a g e Codnead
preconception of what
God must be like. @)ﬁ_@@ Ah, Lord €0D! Behold, You

The heavens declare - have made the heavens

epeliskficelromithis; the glory of God; and | Lel oL N
[IFECEINGCER TR, these the firmament shows P 7. s rothing
A His handiwork. \ too hard for ¥ou,
passages contribute to P 191 gam Yo
the exalted portrait of

thellovinglyisovereign e Ty g
H A ” havelthe! law, by, nature do the v RS heavénbnd rrﬂTr@N
GOd ’n the B’ble- fhlﬂgS inithellaw. ‘fhESE ieasons h:l’:;gg:c;:;:;:sﬂ‘gmmlaodb
alrhough not hawng th‘e law, are, "% Acts 1417

[Gregory‘A. BoydiGodofi z‘he RossiblesAlBiblicall 'faw to !hemselves who Show,
Introductionttoithel@peniViewiofiGodl(Grand

@

Rapids: Baker Books2000)\ 185 19Nemphasisiin ghe W"'k o ”’e "’W '””"e"
L Jn thefr hearfs

orniginal] ‘

“[[These]lonlyistrike —

some as ridiculous : ;
because these readers Given that this

bring to the text a “preconception of what

preconception of what God must bellike* comes

God must be like. Onee :
ene s fiee fem Gis from our encounter with

lpeconcention i LE God's creation before we
passages contribute to riead Scripture, how!is' it

S e poraior possible for'one to get
thellovinglyisovereign

Godlinlthe Bible'® “free from this

Introductionttolthel®@pentViewlofiGodl(Grand

Rapids: BakerBooks;2000);118=119 emphasisiin
original] ’ * ‘

[Gregory A Boydy GodlofithelRossible A Biblical precence pt| on‘?2 ‘




" When one looks to'thetheavens and sees God
handiwork and righteousness, they are not
thereby "doing” philosophy:

s Because of the increasinglyideleterious effects
that bad philesephy is having, it sometimes
takes rigorous and sound:philesephical thinking
to rebut the erroneous views and demonstrate
the truth about God's existence and attributes.

“My‘fundamental
thesis is that the
classical theological
tradition became
misguided when,
under the influence
of Hellenistic
philosophy, it
defined God's
perfectioniinistatic;
timelessiterms:*

[Gregonyiat BoydN Godlofithel PossiblexAlBiblical
Introductionttolthel®@pentView!ofiGodi(Grand
Rapids:BakerBooks:i2000): 7]
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“Doesn’t'every’'page
of the Bible paint a
portrait of God who
experiences things,
thinks things, and
responds to things
sequentially? Every
verb applied to God
in_the Bible testifies
to this:*

Gre oyd¥GadlofithelRossibleFABiblicall

[€gor
ntiodiction(oithel OpeniViewloiGodi(Grand
ids:

api B k Books12000) M 31=132]"
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*He'says here'[Jer."18:8,
10] (and many other
places), 'l change my

mind.' How could he say
it any clearer? If this

passage doesn't teach us
that God can truly
change his intentions,
what would a passage
that did teach this look
like2

"I'suggest that'if this'text
isn't enough to convince
us that God's mind is not
eternally settled, then our
philosophical
presuppositions are
controlling our exegesis
to a degree that no text
couldiever teach us this.
People who affirm the
divine, authority. of
Scripture do not'want to
be guilty of this'charge:*

Gregeny AN BoydiGaediofithelRossibledPoes
God EvernChangelklisiMind?(GrandiRapids:
Baker, 2000), 78"
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"God has'a personallspirit
7:9-14; 10:5-19); shape!(Yn%5:37):¥form
(Phil. 2:5-7); imageland likenessiofial
man (Gen. 1:26; 9:6; Ezek*1:26-28"}1
Cor. 11:7; Jas. 3:9). Helhas
such as, back; parts!(Ex%33:23)}heart
(Gen. 6:6; 8:21), handsiandifingers)(Rs*
8:3-6; Heb: 1:10; Rev:5:1=7)}
(Num. 12:8), lips and tonguel(lsa30:27)8
feet (Ezek. 1:27; Ex-24:10)}eyes]
11:4; 18:24; 33:18), ears!(Ps%18:6)8hair}

head, face, arms!(Dan-7:9:14:41025:1193
Finis Jen ings Dake Rev. 5:1-7; 22:4-6), an

190251987

Dake, NT, p. 97.

- |sa 30:27 <=

Behold, the name of the LORD comes
from afar, Burning with His anger, And

His burden is heavy; His lips are full of
indignation, And His tongue like a
devouring fire.
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"I'suggest'that'if 'this text
isn't enough to convince
us that God's mind is not

eternally settled, then our

philosophical
presuppositions are
controlling our exegesis
to a degree that no text
couldiever teach us this.
People who affirm the
divine, authority. of
Scripture do not'want to
be guilty of this'charge:*

Gregony A BoydiGodlofithelRassibletPees
God'EverChangelklisiMind2(GrandiRapids:
Baker; 2000); 78"

"I'suggest that'if this"text
isn't enough to convince
us that God has lips and
a tongue, then our
philosophical
presuppositions are
controlling our exegesis
to a degree that no text
couldiever teach us this.
People who affirm the
divine, authority. of
Scripture do not'want to
be guilty of this‘charge.*

Gregony/ABoyd SGediofithelRassiblesDoes
GodlEverChangelklisiMind2(GrandiRapids:
Baker, 2000), 78"
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APOLOGETICS

BY
CORNELIUS VAN TIL, Th.M., Ph.D.

PROFESSOR OF APOLOGETICS
WESTMINSTER THEOLOGICAL SEMINARY
CHESTNUT HILL, PHILADELPHIA, PA.

“A truly Protestant view of the
assertions of philosophy.and
science can be self-
consciously.true only if they:
are made in light of the
Scripture: Scripture gives
definite information of a most
fundamental character about

all the facts and principles with
which philoesophy:and science
deal. For philosophy/or:
science to'reject or even to
ignore this information is to
falsify the picture it gives of:
the'field\with whichlit deals-*

[Apologetics’ (unpublishediversion); p:26]
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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
(Phillipsburg: 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 case is lost
from the very start."

[Van Til's Apologetic, 50]
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£God, although
incorporeal, is

mamed in Scripture
metaphorically by
corporeal names."

[T [ GHOL &t 51

swhat we have said
isetsiasidelthe error of
cenrtaintdews who attributed
anger, sadness,
repentance;, and. all such
passionstin their proper
senselto God, failing to
distinguishiwhat in Sacred
Scripturelis said properly
what:metaphorically."

[[SCCAROSIIS]
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"We must getiour
hermeneutics
from the Bible

otherwise we: re
lost in
relativismi®

(caller tolradiortalkeshow)

-
FOREWORD BY DR.NORMAN GEISLER

OBJECTIVITY
INTERPRETATION

4 THOMAS HOWE

w

$ "

Thomas Howe

Southern EvaE]’geIicaI Seminary
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& Uses ofi the Term “‘Faith’ ~s

> COMMON: synenyimous with the term
‘religion’, e.g., the Christian faith

> THEOLOGICAL: theologicaltvirtue, “... for by
grace are you saved through faiths..." (Eph.
2:8)

EPISTEMOLOGICAL: relevant to how we
come to know reality and hold certain beliefs

ROBERT R. REILLY

ThlE

O THE
MUSLIM
MIND

n Intellectual Suicide
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i is haliaving in somethins

-y

scinse tells you not 2"

1wl
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S NCETNVATE S SR WhEe (©
turn. Wherelscience
exciting proofs'oflitsiclaims"
whetheritwasiphotos!
equations;isiblelevidence®
religion waslalot
demanding. It.constantly,
me to accept evenythinglenkfaith®
As I'm sure youirelawaresfaith ,
takes a fain amountiofleffonth Dan Brown

Popular Misconception

Faith

opinion ~ truth
values facts

inner outer
private public
emotional rational
feelings thoughts
subjective objective
religion science
true for me true for all
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“Religious faith
is the beliefin
historical and
metaphysical
propositions

without sufficient
evidence."”

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

“Faith'is the mortar.
thatifills the cracks'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]
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’.

Richard |“ S

“Faith'is an evil
precisely
because it

requires no

Justification
and brooks no

argument.”

[Richard Dawkins, The God Delusion (Boston:
Haughton Mifflin, 2006), 308]
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WhylAm Not
a Christian

Bertrand Russell
(1872-1970)




*As regards the kind of
belief: it is thought
virtuous to have Faith—
that is to say, to have a
conviction which cannot
be shaken by contrary.
evidence. Or, if contrary.
evidence might induce
doubt, it is held that
contrary evidence must
be suppressed.”
[Bertrand Russell, Why | Am Not a Christian and
Other Essays on Religion and Related Subjects,

(NewsYork: Simon and Schuster, 1957), from the
preface, p. vi]

- '
Bertrand Russell
(1872-1970)

ATHEISN\

THE CASE
AGAINST

GOD

BY GEORGE H. SMITH
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Peter Boghogsian g .

3

hereiisino
recongiliationtor
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,l jia_@ce‘s
ofipretending
&
togknow
something you
don't know."
Peter BOghOSSlan ' ’ (Durham : Pitchstoﬁe, 2013), 24]
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" ‘Natural
Theology,

Comprising “Nature and Grace”

by Professor Dr. Emil Brunner y
and the reply “No!* i i

by Dr. Karl Barth HE g

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 or
error, by havmg nothing to

m}”@ﬂ-ﬂm ”ﬂf@m, Pefer Freenke, i Neuz]
%ﬂm@mﬁ@m’”@y

IDrant‘e iy NGl
D1 (et el (= tele 2008), 78]
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"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

(Phillipsburg: Presbyterian and Reformed Publishing,

1975), 18]

Cornelius Van Til &’

(1895-1987)

ORLDVIEW S

PowerrUL ANsWERS For AN "EvoLuTioNizep” C
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"We, all have, the same
evidence; but inloﬁder 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}“€aniCreationists,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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Faith vs. Reason
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“Faith is a prerequisite for
reason. In order to reason
about anything we must have
faith that there are laws of
logic ' which correctly.
prescribelthe correctichain; of:
(CES il Sincellawsiof:
cannot
withithelsensesyol
inkithemyista
ofifaithid

I
Jason L!Sle [Nason Lislel=Faithiand Reason;*

\\' https://answersingenesis:org/apologetics/faith-vs:reason/,;accessed
‘\' L 05/09/22]

i
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Stanley J. Grenz
(1950-2005)

Stanley J. Grenz
(1950-2005)

T
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A PRIMER ON |J
POSTMODERNISM |

b
NS STANLEY ). GRENZ [

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

“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]

“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]

94



{

{

Rebert [E. Welber
(1888-2007)

Rebert [E. Welbber
(4888-2007)

“TA} helpal and thuwaugh guideboak”

Werd o WEW GROUP of

LEADERS who are SHAPING the

the

YOUNGER
Evangelicals

Facing the
CHALLENGES

of the New "

i ARE S ‘

|
robert L WepuR

“In the twenty-
first century
world ... the new
attitude ... is'that
the use of reason
and science to
prove o
disprove afact is
questionable: ...
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E.
(19582007

E.
(1888-2007)"

“This ... points
... to the
postmodern
conclusion that
we dealwith
‘interpreted
facts." ...

“In the
postmodern
world, both

believers and
nonbelievers are
people of faith."

[RebertiEXWebberThesounger Evangelicals:
Facing the €hallenges of thelNew! World (Grand
Rapids: Baker,2002);84]
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Saturday, 10 March 2018

ONLINE

Home

HOMILETICS INTERVIEW: Robert E. Webber

What Younger Evangelicals Want—and Are
Getting!

Robert E. Webber is the William R. and Geraldyn B. Myers Professor of Ministry at Northern
Seminary in Lombard, Illinois, one of the only seminaries in the country that offers a Master’s
and a Doctorate in worship and which has intentional studies that integrate worship and
spirituality into the program. He is also the President of the Institute For Worship Studies
which offers a MWS (Masters of Worship Studies) and a DWS (Doctor of Worship Studies). He
is also Professor of Theology Emeritus at Wheaton College, Wheaton, Illinois.

Dr. Webber has lectured on worship in nearly every denomination and fellowship, and has
authored or edited more than 40 books on hip including the eight-voli work, The
Complete Library of Christian Worship. His most recent books include: Planning Blended
Worship (Abingdon, 1998), Ancient-Future Faith (Baker, 1999), and Journey to Jesus
(Abingdon, 2001).

His latest book, The Younger Evangelical (Baker, 2002), is attracting broad attention and
interest because of its incisive look at a new emerging leadership in the church, while at the
same time pausing to look at the leadership models of the 20th-century church.

Dr. Webber was scheduled to speak at a conference in Grand Rapids, Michigan, on Radical
Orthodoxy, where Homiletics was to meet up with him for this interview. But he called a few
days before the conference to say that he had had back surgery and wouldn’t be there. So we
met with him in his home in Wheaton, where in the kitchen, and in a straight-back chair, he
gladly and graciously discussed his observations about a church that is in the midst of change
and the Younger Evangelicals who are leading the way.

Homiletics: To start, we should probably clarify the categories you develop for evangelicals in the 20th
century and the early 21st century. You identify traditional, pragmatic and Younger Evangelicals. What
defines these groups?

Webber: The underlying idea of these three groups is that evangelicalism seems to follow the curvature
of culture and reflects culture. And if you look back over the last 50-60 years, culture has actually gone
through three very distinct groupings: Boomers, Gen-Xers and now Millennials. It seems to me that as
evangelicalism encounters each cultural shift that each cultural shift as they integrate with it gives a
different shape and form, not so much to the message, but to the way in which the message itself is

- —

Robert E. Webber

Other Homiletics
Interviews:

Preaching Is an Incarnational Event
;ichard Ward

Jesus and the Consumerist Culture
ngg Stevenson

Taking God to Work —
PEVT r

Why Things Are the Way They Are
Paul Shepherd

Let’s Try to Keep the China on the
Table —
N.T. Wright

Stitching Together the Patchwork
Famil)
Barbara Carnal

Homiletics: So then, the Traditional
Evangelicals function within a modern
worldview that is rationalistic, and

propositional.
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“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.

—

"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
faithritself. So if you say, ‘Well, | don’t
believe in evidential apologetics,' there’s
something wrong with you."

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




Classical View of Faith and Reason

Believing
something on
the basis of
demonstration.
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Classical View of Faith and Reason

Reason

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

demonstration. authority.

Consider
Fermat's
Last Theorem.

/

Plerre de Fermat
- ‘(1601 1665’#
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Pythagorean Theorem
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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.

Faith

Believing Believing

something on | something on
the basis of the basis of
demonstration. | Divine authority.
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“For who cannot see

is prior to believing
[faith]? For no one
believes anything
unless he has first
thought that it is to be
believed.

[On the Predestination of the Saints, 5, as cited in Norman L. Geisler, ed.
What Augustine Says (Grand Rapids: Baker Book House, 1982), 13]

"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

e

AUZUStiNe iwilie
Park: New City Press), p. 131] (354—430)
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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
presentitoithe’ understanding
whichldo not exceed its
capacity/solthat the gaze of
understanding may be fixed
onlthem For a person gives
assentito'suchithings
becauselofithe witness of his
ownlunderstanding and not
becauselofisomeone else’s
itestimony:-

iy,
=
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SThose'things, however,

whichfare!beyond the power

offourlunderstanding are said

tolbelabsent from' the senses

ofithelmind’ Hence, our

understandingcannot be
fixed on' them.

CAsralresult, we cannot
them on our own
witness; but on that of
someonelelse: These things
arelproperly: called the
objects of faith."

[, @A /AN | AtranstJames Vi MeGlynn' (Indianapolis:
Hacke 094 )82492250)]
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£@nelwho believes
life¥yhas faith] gives
assentito things that
arelproposed to him
bysanother person,
andi\which' he himself
doesi not see.”

[T, @AV, At 9%r»gglLy trans: James\V4 McGlynn (Indianapolis:
Hackett19924)% )$249:250];

man can only know the

1ing: Ithat he does not see
hlmse‘lf byitaking them from
lanotherwholdoes see them, and
@I@Ié@ faithlis'among the things
weldolnotisee) thelknowledge of
Eﬁ:@ objects!ofifaith must be
nlby.one \who sees them
hlmself» Now; this one is God,
perfectly.comprehends
Himsli.’v,%fand naturally sees His
essence:*

ISeERIcA [ transiVermontJ Bourke, ((Notre|Dame: University of
Rress)
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are'somelintelligible truths to
ficacyiofthe agent intellect
kelthe principles we naturally
ielconclusions we deduce from
ertorknow. them we do not
intellectual light; the light
by:nature suffices. There are
Thowever, which do not come
rangelofithese principles, like
ofifaith, which transcend the
eason; also future contingents
1atters of this sort. The human _
ot'know these without being '  _
yillumined by a new light ¢ ¥ =AY

M
- -,“

‘%

. tran;. Armalnd Me-lurer (T‘oronto: Pontifical  § Thomas Aq u I nas
ldiesy1987) 7] (1225=1274)

known lth certainty, through hlS ,works by the
Ilght of human: reason,even lf thls knowledge[ [

often obscu
A b !;h!;é!g!«w.g

Cathollc C !r

",'
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e CHRISTIAN
RELIGION 23R

“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 from its
original integrity, is still
adorned and invested
with admirable gifts
from its Creator."

[Institutes of the Christian Religion,2.2.15, trans.
Henry Beveridge, (Grand Rapids: William B.
Erdmans), 236]

: John Calvin
ng-we@

: John Calvin
ng%m)
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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
temptations, oppositions,
and objections."

[Johni®©wen; “helReasoniof Faith;*int Thel Works| of
Johnl@wen, vol= 4 (Edinburgh:The'Banner of Truth
Mrust, 196i7),20]

Yyohn Owen
(1616-1683)

Yyonn Owen
(1616-1683)
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CLASSIC REPRINT SERIES

Discourses UrpoN
THE EXISTENCE
AND ATTRIBUTES

ofF Gop

hp
Stephen Charnock

"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),
27.]

5
kP

Stephen Charnock
(1628-1680)

5
kP

Stephen Charnock
(1628-1680)

110



"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 Steph en Charnock

d Attributes of God (Grand Rapids: Baker, 1979),
g;] ributes of God (Grand Rapids: Baker, ) (1628'1680)

I Am Put Here
for the Defense of
the Gospel

edited by
Terry L. Miethe




CHAPTER 12

Defending the Handmaid
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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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The Foundation of Truth

Southern Evange
President. [nternational Society
of Christian Apologetics

115



iz Bible inerream?

Is fhe ﬂ@ﬂ@ iNCREANIE

One cannot whetherithe
Bible'is merrant M@ﬂ@@@ lhelknows
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e Bible Inerramie

One cannetiknowAwhatlankerroris
IESS (13 whatitruthlis:

Is fihe lﬂ@ﬂ@ iNCREANIE
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Bibliotheca Sacra — October-December 1980

The Concept of Truth
inthe Inerrancy Debate

Norman L. Geisler

How is it that evangelicals on both sides of the inerrancy
debate can claim the Bible is wholly true and yet one side believes
that there can be minor mistakes of history or science affirmed by
the biblical authors,! while the other side denies that there are any
mistakes whatsoever? Some even claim to believe in inerrancy to
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Correspondence

Coherence
Functional
Pragmatic

Power

“To say ofiwhatlisk
that it is not, orlof
what is not; thatliflis?
is false, while to¥say
of what is, thatlitlis
and of whatlissnot
that it is not, iSitruecSs
PR G et b,

L8R 1941). 10 pév yap AéyeviTolov un eivailijrolupiovieivaluetcocioto i)
OV eival Kai TO un OV Un €ival aAnBég.
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The Foundation of Truth
The Foundation of Logic




Objections
to

Logic

The Foundation of Truth
The Foundation of Logic
The Foundation of Knowledge
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= Acts 10:37-41 <

“... that word you know, which was
proclaimed throughout all Judea, and began
from Galilee after the baptism which John
preached: how God anointed Jesus of
Nazareth with the Holy Spirit and with
power, who went about doing good and
healing all who were oppressed by:the devil,
for God was with Him. And we are
witnesses of all things which He did both in
the land of the Jews and.in Jerusalem,
whom they killed by hanging on a tree: Him
God raised up on the third day, and showed
Him openly, not to all the people, but to
witnesses chosen before by God, even to
us who ate and drank with Him after He
arose from the dead.”

- Luke 1:1-4 <

“Inasmuch as many have taken in
hand to set in order a narrative of
those things which have been fulfilled
among us, just as those who from the
beginning were eyewitnesses and
ministers of the word delivered them to
us, it seemed good to me also, having
had perfect understanding of all things
from the very first, to write to you an
orderly account, most excellent
Theophilus, that you may know the
certainty of those things in which you
were instructed."
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o 1John 1:1-3 =

“That which was from the beginning,
which we have heard, which we have
seen with our eyes, which we have
looked upon, and our hands have
handled, concerning the Word of life—
the life was manifested, and we have
seen, and bear witness, and declare to
you that eternal life which was with the
Father and was manifested to us—that
which we have seen and heard we
declare to you, that you also may have
fellowship with us; and truly our
fellowship is with the Father and with
His Son Jesus Christ.”

, L

ome

Maiyand ofher W r}r the waysto' Emmaus;

-f*'u.(Matt. 2811210) & (!uke 2471 3-39)

it

JB | theiten disciplesiy =
b e '»v-“- ."-"-_" \ z;' Ve
e W(EUKeR22:3 6249t
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The Foundation of Truth
The Foundation of Logic

The Foundation of Knowledge

The Foundation of Morality
The Feundatien of Life

125



The Foundation of Truth
The Foundation of Logic

The Foundation of Knowledge

The Foundation of Morality
The Foundation of Life
The Foundation of God
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The Meaning of "Nature*

The Meaning of "Flesh’vs. 'Spirit’

The Meaning of Inerrancy.
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Fhi]osophy Can
Safeguard £
| Joctiines or

T
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The Doctrine of the Attributes,of God:
God Fading Away:

: Richard G. Howe, FPh.ID.

E_meritus Professor
Southern [E vangelical Seminary
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Clark H. Pinnock

"If [God] is with us in the
world, if we are to take
biblical metaphors
seriously, is God in some
way embodied? Critics
will be quick to say that,
although there are
expressions of this idea in
the Bible, they are not to
be taken literally. But | do
not believe that the idea is
as foreign to the Bible's
view of God as we have
assumed."

[Clark Pinnock, Most Moved Mover: A Theology of
God's Openness (Grand Rapids: Baker Book House,
2001), 33]

Clark -ﬂPinnock

Clark-'-Pinnock
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The Doctrine of the Attrlbutes of God:

The Dogctrine of Miracle's

YA'RNilOSOP. :
SRSl Apo|099t'c .
Richard G. Howe; Ph D. '
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The Doctrine of the Attrlbutes of God:

The Dogctrine of Miracle's

The Doctrinelof Faith: Refutingthe
Heresies offthe®Wend off Eaith

Movemen\

1
o hr.t‘;‘.la[ ’éccdlt:sm:”‘

-

Richard, G Howe, Ph D. ¢
Emertus Professor Sotthern Evangelrca! Semmary
g 3
Past President fn!emahon 'Sgeiety. of Chrrs!ramApoIoget:cs

|- )

132



"

Stepl‘fﬁaJay Gould Alister McGrath Rich‘qgg_i éwkins
19412002480 By & !

Facts and the Relationship
of Science and Religion
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« Paleontologist, evolutionary
biologist, and historian of
science

« Taught at Harvard and New

Step Jay Gou|d York University
19%1-200248 _
« Famous for his theory of

punctuated equilibrium

« Was very interested in the
relationship between science
and religion

’ -

47 *®

2 -
{7 —

"We may, | think, adopt
this word and concept to
express the central point
steolgpisyCous o g essay and the
principled resolution of
supposed ‘conflict’ or
'warfare' between science
and religion.
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"No such conflict should
e exist because each
e S subject has a legitimate
S ane© magisterium, or domain of

teaching authority—

# - 4
¥ 8
L

o .

— —

# - 4

¥ 8

2 ,
o .

"and these magisteria do
" . not overlap (the principle
e that | would like to
S e designate as NOMA, or

‘nonoverlapping

magisteria’)."”

o
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"The net of science
covers the empirical
e universe: what is it made
e has < of (fact) and why does it
work this way (theory).

"The net of religion
extends over questions of

moral meaning and value.

Steph Jay Gould
%”1 -200248




4" ? "These two magisteria do
Y "8 not overlap, nor do they
= encompass all inquiry

S ane © (consider, for starters, the

magisterium of art and the

meaning of beauty).

W{ |
? "To cite the arch cliches,

we get the age of rocks,
e and religion retains the
P as ©  rock of ages; we study
how the heavens go, and
they determine how to go
to heaven.”

[Stephen Jay Gould, "Nonoverlapping Magisteria," http://www.blc.arizona.edu/courses/
schaffer/449/Gould%20Nonoverlapping%20Magisteria.htm, assessed 10/20/21]
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Step%en Jay Gould
1941-20024

Non

Overlapping
Magisteria

Science Religion
(Factsgnd (Moral Meaning
Theories) and Values)




N
Alister McGrath

* Andreas Idreos Professorship
of Science and Religion at
Oxford University

Senior Research Fellow at
Harris Manchester College,
Oxford

N
Alister McGrath

"There is, of course, a third option—that of
'‘partially overlapping magisteria’
(a POMA, so to speak),




Alister McGrath

"reflecting a realization that science and religion
offer possibilities of cross-fertilization on
account of the interpenetration of
their subjects and methods."

[Alister McGrath and Joanna Collicutt McGrath, The Dawkins Delusion? Atheist Fundamentalism and the Denial of the Divine (Downers
Grove, IL: 2007), 41

Common factual claims
of science and religion

e.g., information
content in biological
systems

(Facts and | (Facts and
Theories) Values)

140



Former Charles Simonyi
Professor of Public
Understanding of Science,
Oxford University

Author of The Selfish Gene;
The Blind Watchmaker;, The
God Delusion, and more

famous for his theory of
memes

outspoken atheist
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s readal
has beer

The Blind
Watchpﬂaaker

Why the evidence bf & Uﬁlu/llnn reveals
a universe wilI&l design

pFLIGION

fin he cure
her we canil dt b
Toget

BY THE AUTHOR OF THE SELFISH GENE

"Unlike some of
his theological
colleagues, Bishop
Montefiore is not
afraid to state that
the question of
whether God
exists is a definite

QELIGIION question of fact.”

[The Blind Watchmaker, 37-38]
find the cure,
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“Nhelpresencelor
absence of'a
creativersuper-
intelligence is
unequivocally a
scientific question,

even |_f itis not in whether God
practice—or not

et—a decided exists is a definite
4 one." question of fact."

[The Blind Watchmaker, 37-38]
[The God Delusion, 58-59]

"Unlike some of
his theological
colleagues, Bishop
Montefiore is not
afraid to state that
the question of

" | p
RichardiDawkins ?
L\

143



\\'\
F \ % i | N
J 3 n *

\

Richar%llﬂawkins‘

What methods for
answering questions
does Dawkins
propose?

HEE S 2l ENSWETT 1)
evenyisuchiguestion
[abouttmiracles]iwhether
or netiwelcan discover it
in practice, and it is a
strictly scientific answer.
The methods we should
use to settle the matter, in
the unlikely event that
relevant evidence ever
became available, would
be purely and entirely.
scientific methods."

[Richard Dawkins, The God Delusion, 59.]

HEE S 1) ENSWETT 1)
evenyssuchiguestion
[aboutimiracles]iwhether:
or netiwelcan'discover it
in practice, andit'is a
strictly scientific answer.
The methoeds we should
use to settle the matter, in
the unlikely event that
relevant evidence ever
became available, would
be purely and entirely:
scientific methods."

[Richard Dawkins, The God Delusion, 59.]

144



What methods for
answering questions
does Dawkins
propose?

According to
Dawkins, should
scientific methods be
used only for certain
kinds of questions or
for every kind of
question?

Iherelisianfanswetos
evenyssuchiguestion
[aboutimiracles]iwhether:
or netiwelcan'discover it
in practice, andit'is a
strictly scientific answer.
The methods we should
use to settle the matter, in
the unlikely event that
relevant evidence ever
became available, would
be purely and entirely
scientific methods."

[Richard Dawkins, The God Delusion, 59.]

evenyisuchiguestion
[abouttmiracles]iwhether
or netiwelcan'discover it
in practice, andit'is a
strictly scientific answer.
The methods we should
use to settle the matter, in
the unlikely event that
relevant evidence ever
became available, would
be purely and entirely:
scientific methods."

[Richard Dawkins, The God Delusion, 59.]
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According to
Dawkins, should
scientific methods be
used only for certain
kinds of questions or
for every kind of
question?

Is this statement
here provable by
“purely and entirely
scientific methods"?

| NSWELT 1)
evernyisuch question
[aboutimiracles]iwhether
or netiwelcan'discover it
in practice, andit'is a
strictly scientific answer.
The methods we should
use to settle the matter, in
the unlikely event that
relevant evidence ever
became available, would
be purely and entirely:
scientific methods."

[Richard Dawkins, The God Delusion, 59.]

evenyisuchiguestion
[abouttmiracles]iwhether
or netiwelcan'discover it
in practice, andit'is a
strictly scientific answer.
The methods we should
use to settle the matter, in
the unlikely event that
relevant evidence ever
became available, would
be purely and entirely:
scientific methods."

[Richard Dawkins, The God Delusion, 59.]

146



Is this statement [abo S ‘
here provable by in ~‘ actice, and it'is a
“purely and entirely % ictly scientific answer:
. = = " e metheds we should
sc:ent:flc methods @ use to settle the matter, in
the unlikely event that

@ relevant evidence ever

became available, would

be purely and entirely

@@ scientific methods.*

[Richard Bawkins, The God Delusion, 59.]

Nherelistantanswerto
evenyisuchiguestion

If not, what kind of [aboutimiracles]whether
method should be or notiwelcanidiscover it

in practice, andit'is a
used? strictly scientific answer.
The methods we should
use to settle the matter, in
the unlikely event that
relevant evidence ever
became available, would
be purely and entirely:
scientific methods."

[Richard Dawkins, The God Delusion, 59.]
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Why can't that [about mlracltﬁig;vhether
method be used for or notiwe' can'discover it

in practice, and it'is a

questions about strictly scientific answer.
miracles?

The methods we should
use to settle the matter, in
the unlikely event that
relevant evidence ever
became available, would
be purely and entirely:
scientific methods."

[Richard Dawkins, The God Delusion, 59.]

Riéfi i

Complfﬁtel
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RicharalDawkins

Completely
Overlapping
Magisteria

Science
(Facts and Values)
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FOREWORD BY DR.NORMAN GEISLER

OBJECTIVITY
in Biblvcal
INTERPRETATION

ThomasiA. Howe

' THOMAS HOWE _ Southern Evafjgelcal Seminary
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“A thoughoful and theologically sophistcated sally into che
ranks of the New Ath 1. Feser hus written a lively and
well informed polemic agsiost the latest orop of Village
Atheists — Richard Dawkins, Daniel Deanert, & Co. = who

have provided the public with so much entertainment and
so little enlightenment these past few vears, This Is a seri-
ous and passionately engaged cb
impase a dehumanizing

lenge to the latest effort to
ocdoxy by religlons illiterases.”

- Roger Kimball, co~editor and publisher, The Nese Criterion

Epwarnp FESER

Scholastic Metaphysics

A Contemp
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Aristotle's Revenge

rhe Metaphysical Foundations of

Phv ‘«i-,_ ‘_]‘ LH'M__i !'-1\"‘\’*:,_1\\ .ll S( ik‘H‘.'a‘

[

Etienne Gilson

Etienne Gilson
(1884-1978)
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[

GAVEN KERR, OP

Aquinas’s Way to God

I'he Proofin De Ente ¢t Essentia
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GAVEN KERR, OP

Aquinas's Way to God

I'he Proofin De Ente ¢f Essentia

JAMES E. DOLEZAL
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A BELIEVER AND AN ATHEIST DEBATE

/

Viethe Antony Flew

(1923 - 2010)

TERRY MIETHE AND ANTONY FLEW

F
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aq- q/ﬂ SI oo Antony Flew

%4’ 1923 - 2010

JP MORELAND AND
KAI NIELSEN

with Contributions by: “
* Peter Kreeft * Antony Flew

J. P. Moreland | «William Lane Craig» Kai Nielsen |
* Keith Parsons = Dallas Willard » | J
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