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gs@urlknowledge, taking
its¥start from things,
proceeds in this order.
Eirst, it begins in
sense; second, it is
completed in the
intellect.”

§; i th 545 trans. Mulligan, 48, in Truth (3 vols), vol. 1

; (Ch g Henry Regnery, 1952); vol. 2 trans.

nn cago: Henny/Regnery, 1953); vol. 3. trans. Robert
; He nry/Regnery, 1954). The three volumes were

] dianapolis: Hackett, 1994)]
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S NCEAYES ISV WER (@
turn. Where science
exciting proofsiofiitsiclaims?
WIEERIWES Plieies;
equations, visiblelevidence?
religion was allot
demanding: It'constantly;
me to accept everythinglongfaith®
As I'm sure youirefawareXfaith >
takes a fair'amountiofieffontss Dan Brown

S NCENAYES 1 SV WIER (o

turn Where science offere Do we as

Christians

me to accept everyth fon ﬁ’@ﬂ{ﬂ}ﬂ
As I'mi sure youirelawareXfaith
takes a fair amountiofiefifo ith

Dan Brown

maintain that
Christianity (as a

religion) wants
one to “"accept
everything on

faith"?
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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
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THE NEW YORK TIMES BESTSELLER

THE

q
Rericion,
TRREOR,
- AND THE
Furure or REASON
Thais is an important book. . .
Harvia wrives whie o d-nr—u-l'-lﬂs

o e e il o s

—Naiulin Angler, Koy Yok Tiwar Dowk Review

FAI'T H

SAM HBARRIS

“Religious: faith
is the belief'in
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 faithi that

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

[Harris, The  End. of Faith); 233]
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“Faith'is an evil
precisely
because it

requires no
Jjustification
and brooks no
argument.”
Richard DANRILS Ritnard Dawkgme Gad BT (B

.
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Bertrand
Russell

Why | Am Not
a Christian

and other essays on religion and related subjects

thatlisktols ﬁ@ have a
nviction ﬂ@[hj @@m@&
be shaken by
evidence. Or, if contra
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,
[(NeWAYork: Simon and Schuster, 1957), from the

Bertrand Russell
(1872-1970)

Bertrand Russell
(1872-1970)
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George H. Smith

George H. Smith

8/9/2026 8:41 PM

ATHEISN\

THE CASE
AGAINST

GOD

BY GEORGE H. SMITH

exclusive
terms: therelisino
recongciliationior
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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Peter Boghossian g+

Peter Boghossian

"Cases of faith
ances

are.insit %
tar dine

something you
don't know."

[Peter Boghossian, A Manual for Creating Atheists
(Durham: Pitchstone, 2013), 24]
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Neil deGrasse Tyson
on Religion and Faith
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“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?"

\

"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=7 find that odd. Right?
\ Because, then it's not
faith, right?

'

17 1)

2458

Eel deG SiT
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“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

’ out on information.

"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.

16
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"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

make that happen.”

Neil deGrasse Tyson
on God

17
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"Do you
believe in

Creator:?

source: https://www.youtube. comlwatcth-IOnXGOthDwﬁ =13s,

accessed 02/09/22

“Me?*So, the more I look at
the universe, just the less
convinced | am that there is
something benevolent going
on. ...

Neil deGrasse Iyson




Neil deGrasse Tyson

Neil deGrasse Iyson
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“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.'

slvhave 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.
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Neil deGrasse Tyson

Neil deGrasse Iyson
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v“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.”

alez
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slvhave 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.
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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.

Neil deGrasse Iyson

8/9/2026 8:41 PM

“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.”

21



p—

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.

8/9/2026 8:41 PM

“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."
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Natural
Theology

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

by Dr. Karl Barth
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KanPBarth
(1886-1968)

(1886-1968)
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Natural
Theology

Comprising “Nature and Grace”

by Dr. Karl Barth

by Professor Dr. Emil Brunner
and the reply “No!* ;; ‘

Emil Brunner & Karl Barth

"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

N with its soi-disant data

derived from reason,
nature and history.... 2"

5 " INek “’ii@m e iaenke MinNaUral
ez @ %ﬁm@@@‘"&y
{Plreifesser Dr Eﬁ]ﬂ&ﬁm&@ffﬂi@ “INel” logy

R
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' ‘Natural
Theology

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

by Dr. Karl Barth S8

Emil Brunner & Karl Barth

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

8/9/2026 8:41 PM
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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.

"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.

8/9/2026 8:41 PM

NaturalTheoI’og.y arises from
God's GenerallReyvelation.

ultimate through His taking ol

human nature in the

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

[Karl Barth, "No!" trans. Peter Fraenkel, in Natural Theology:
Comprising "Nature and Grace" by Professor Dr. Emil Brunner

and the Reply "No!" by Dr. Karl Barth (Eugene: Wipf and Stock:
2002), 75]

8/9/2026 8:41 PM
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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|)ps1tgt]1rg Presbyterian and Reformed Publishing, ‘ Cornel | US Va n TII \‘
(1895-1987) Y
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WHY | BELIEVE IN

"Often enough we [who
believe.in"God] have
talked'with you [who

do not believe in God]

about facts and sound

reasons as though we
agreed withyyou on

what these really are.

29
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“In"our arguments for
the existence of God
we"haveifrequently
assumed that you and
we together have an
area of knowledge on
which wejagree.

“But we'really do not
grantthat you see any
factin'any'dimension
of life truly. We really
think you have colored
glasses on your nose

when you talk about
chickens and cows, as
well as when you talk

about the life
hereafter.”

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

30



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

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

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

AN INTRODUCTION TO
SYSTEMATIC
THEOLOGY

CORNELIUS
o, o,

! )

CORNELIUS

VaN'T1L

EpiTep BY Wirriam EDGAR
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tEortherhtuman
minditerknow;
any fact'truly,
it must
presuppose the

and [@0@ plantfor
f[@c CUJFJUV@[?@@D

"Weraewellfawaelentheltact
thals mz@[m=©m@§ l%n@v@ a reat

goes. That is, there is a sense in

whiech we can and must allow for

@/ue
re/at/@n t@ hea *m)!
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"WekanewelRawaiekofithestact
tha m@zm:@mzmg ﬁ@v@ &) reat

goes. That is, there is a sense in
which we can and must alloy for

CHiistiansSlihisihas @M@y@ Been
a diffictitpeintyidisterteniinefone
great SOM eroficonfusionienithe
questiontentaithkamelits;
relationtolicason.

8/9/2026 8:41 PM

1 A

o SR
| submit that this is not

at all a difficult point
for the Classical
apologist and Classical
empiricist philosopher
i.e., the Thomist .

How (o | Know that | Kaow?

Classical Empiricism, Presuppositionslism, sad the Psevdo-Chslleage of 7ie Mairix®

Richard 6. Howe, Bh.0.
Souvthera Evaagelicsl Seminsry
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dason Lisle Reae’ (Jescaries
Asteophysicist / Father of Modera Rhilosophy /
Presuppositionslist Oritical Reslist

goes. That is, there is a sense in
whiich we can and must alloyy for

CHistianNnislhas @Iway§ een
a diffictltpeintpliisieiteniinelone
cattsourceiof.confusionienithe
qUestiopreittait haaneits;
relation,tolie ason.
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"Weraewellfawaelemtheltact
thatinenzChigstians; l%n@vn ela reat

goes. That is, there is a sense in
which we can and must alloyy for

ChigistianstiiSyiastaliwaysiveen

a diffictitpeintldissericniinesone

greattselrcesoficonfusionienlithe
@ﬁz@m @f ia th @lfid &S

"Wershotlataemigtiatwesealnot

iflﬁ)@ﬁ lies mﬂhﬁm &l
centalpkteriiton)

an Til, Common Grae the'lG

>cotti© HuM% I Irlun@
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i A

W NN
Further, | submit that

there no confusion for
the Thomist about the
relationship of faith

and reason.
w
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Til, Common' Grac
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I i

Last, without taking the
time here to make my
argument, | would
contend that it is
precisely because of his
Presuppositionalism that
Van Til is not able to
“give a wholly
satisfactory account of
the situation as it actually
obtains.”

— ‘

T
i ‘ OF THE

WORLDVIEWS

PoweRFUL ANSWERS For AN “EvoLuTioNizED" CULTURE

HAM | HODGE | KERBY | LISLE | McKEEVER
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"We all hav'e\th'e same
evidence; but in‘oﬁder to
draw conclusions about
what the evidence means

we use our'weorldview—
our most basic beliefs
about the.nature of
reality. X Ultimately,

biblical creationists
accept the recorded
history of the Bible as
their starting point™*
[Jason Lisle} ”@a_mCrea ionists,Be 'Real'
Scientists?" in Gary Vaterlaus, ed., War of the
Worldviews: Powerful Answers for an

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

@ Answers

Bible
A

Newsletter

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
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 118). 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 315). Sowe
attempt to show unbelievers that our belief in the Scriptures is reasonable, justified,
and logically defensible. The Bible makes sense.

Latest Answers

Stay up to date each week with top articles, blogs,
news, videos, and more.
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logiciwhichle
the) @M of}

L Since laws of
Ioglc cannot be observed

with the senses, our
onfldence in'them is a type

~of faith,”

Jason L*’sle

hitps: //answersmgenesns org/apologetlcs/falthvsreason/

X e

BEEaithlis a prerequisitefor:
: . : reason: In order to reason
Eislelisiconfusing

having faith that’Xtis |
true:withiXibeing self=
evidently’orundeniably, ﬁb@@b@ﬂﬁ]@ﬁ
true: Since laws of

‘ logic cannotibe observed

anythmg we must have

~  withthe senses, our
confidence in them is a type
~offaith,”
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mlsconcep’r
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With contributio

(raig A. Boyd

Q? "%

ﬂ Alan G Padgett |
miisie . Faith and Reason

THREE VIEWS
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“Faith, asiwell asi.what 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]

“"Meaning isjultimately determined by.
how. thelintricate structures of
communication work togetherin 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]
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Q‘\ Rvaschke &

*Meaning isiultimately determined by.

how. thelintricate structures of
communication work togetherin.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.”

8/9/2026 8:41 PM

If *“meaning is ultimately.
determined by now:intricate
structures of communication
work together in an overarching
manner* and that “it is up to the
interpreter to provide a new.
framework of discourse," then
how are we to take the meaning
you were seeking to
communicate through your
statement here?

It the interpreter provides a new.
framework, then why should we
take your statement to be
objectively true?

“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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Stanley J. Grenz
(1950-2005)

Stanley J. Grenz
(1950-2005)

8/9/2026 8:41 PM

Sy Tk i L .
7 R i
- 2 1 8
| i | L
i | |
rE 3 P P

A PRIMER ON |J‘
POSTMODERNISM |

I
e STANLEY ). GRENZ I

“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 cem e Geln
universalrtciitirally,
nedtrall as;
UnconditionedfspecialiSts

42



8/9/2026 8:41 PM

If what Grenz says is true,
then his own statement itself
o, does not come from an
’ ‘ In contrast to the' modern Observer WhO stands

idealof the dispassionate "outside the historical

q
\
‘ observer, we affirm the -
l . postmodern discovery process and, thUS, the
"

A '\5 that no observer can stand

outside the historical S tatem ent iS not ’ tsel f
process. Ner cem we (1] I i
B8 vordl cour | neutral kn:)wledge_ coming
et [meuidge 65 from an “unconditioned
- EUnconaitioneafSpecialistss 0 A y
Stanley J. Grenz - SpeClaIlSt.

(1950-2005)),
Since this is the case, why.
should we believe that it is

objectively true?

g
’I

participants in‘our

-
‘ "On the contrary, we are

context, and all our

intellectual endeavors are

t\
Unaveidablydconditioned,
by that participation.”
[Stanley J. Grenz, A Primer on Postmodernism (Grand Rapids:
William B. Eerdmans, 1996), 166]

" historical and cultural
A
]

Stanley J. Grenz
(1950-2005)
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4 Ifialllourintellectual

Il CENIRS Y EVAE
"Onithe contrary, we are zunavoidablyiconditioneds

participants iniour
historical and cultural then)Grenz'siownistatement
context, and all our 0 A " 0
intellectual endeavors are istitselfééunavioida bly
Unaveidablys Ar
by that participation.” con dl t’ (o) ] ed- -

[Stanley J: Grenz, A Pri ostmodernism (Grand Rapids:
Wiliam B. Eerdmans, 1 61

| Butiifihisistatementiis

Stanley J. Grenz |8 sunavoidablyiconditioned; &

| theyiwhylshouldiweltakelit
aslobjectivelyitrue?

(1950-2005)

Medium

Truth and Postmodernism

Dan M. - Follow
aminTesd - Mar2a, 2017

Tinitially thought this was a parody of conservative thinking, but on second
reading, Trealized that it was a genuine (albeit likely willful) fack of
understanding of postmodernist thinking. Thus, there are some critiques the

discussants should consider,

First, postmodernism (and epistemology generally) distinguishes between
subjective truths and objective truths. The former are statements about one's
individual experience of the world, while the latter comprise propositions

supported either inductively or deductively.

For example, the colour red contains hoth objective and subjective truths.
Objectively, ‘red’ is the term given to light in the visible spectrum with
wavelengths around 650 nm. However, seeing the colour is a subjective
experience that happens within the brain of each observer. Thus, my

experience of seeing red need not be identical to yours.

The discussants might still object to the existence of subjective truths, saying

44
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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]

o

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 experieree NEEeER and the knowledge claim he is
beliefs, and identity of that making right here.

individual necessarily influence
how they mediate any

knowledg 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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Reloert = Wicsloerr
. (19382007

Reloert [Es WiElslber
. (19882007

8/9/2026 8:41 PM

“JA} helpal and thuwaugh guideboak”

the
YOUNGER

Evangelicals =
|

Facing the
CHALLENGES

of the New "

L ARE S R ‘

|
robert L WEpuR

“In the twenty-
first century
world ... the new.
attitude ... is'that
the uselof reason
and science to
prove o
disprove afact is
questionable. ...
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7 Reloert [Es WiElslber

(19392007

Relbert [E. Welbloer

(16882007

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

8/9/2026 8:41 PM

“This ... points
... to the
postmodern
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?
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“Meaning isiultimately determined by
how thelintricate structures of
communication work togetherinan
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.”

AL

Stanley J. Grenz

(1950-2005)

"In contrast to the. modern
ideal/of the dispassionate
observer, we affirm the
postmodern discovery
that no observer can stand

outside the historical
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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.”

and

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

N self-refuting statements
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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-vol 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

e —

Robert E. Webber

Other Homiletics
Interviews:

Preaching Is an Incarnational Event
;ichard Ward

Jesus and the Consumerist Culture
iyler_Wigg Stevenson

Taking God to Work —
DEVIT

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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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.

Webber: “That probably:is'theimost
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.

Earlier, Webber accused
"Traditional Evangelicals” as
functioning within "a modern

worldview that is rationalistic and
propositional.”

I submit for your consideration
(without argument at this point) that
Webber characterizing this
worldview as "shaped by the
Enlightenment” and working with
"modern philosophy” through
"modern categories" is misleading
at best and a misreading of the
history of ideas at worst.
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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
\
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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=zz

T

Te v n-\c-‘\'cl S t“o\\) O\L’ tOW!
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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.

[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
Park: New City Press), p. 131]
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Augustine’
(354-430)

Augustin‘%,_..;..s
(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!" !'ﬁ‘:%g“ﬁti”e
(854430

[Letter 120, Teske, p. 131]

ZThoselthings are said to be
lpresentito thelunderstanding
whichidornotiexceed its
capacity:soithat'the gaze of
understanding may be fixed
onlthem’ For'a person gives
assentito'suchi things
becaluselofithe witness of his
understanding and not
becauselofisomeone else’s
itestimony:

8/9/2026 8:41 PM
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glhoselthings, however,
whichlarelbeyond the power
oflourunderstanding are said
tolbelabsent from, the senses
ofithe!mind. Hence, our
understandingcannot be
fixedlon them.

.3,:;"
i

) B

ff \Q e
Thomas Aqumas
(1225=1274)

CASsralresult, we cannot
assentitoithem on our own
witness; but on that of
someonelelse: These things
Yproperly called the

objects of faith."

rans=JamesiVi MecGlynn (Indianapolis:

‘*‘ m*%p
Thomas Aqumas
(1225=1274)
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£@nelwho believes
lite¥yhasifaith] gives
assentito things that
arelproposed to him

bysanother person, £
andiwhich' he himself 0 St
d"‘es not see.” :M i

49-565%']), transs JamesiVa McGlynn (Indianapolis: Thoma’s Aq u In as
(1 225=1 274)

ESincelmanicanionly know the
thingsithat'he does not see
himslf‘by taking/them from
anotherdwholdoesisee them, and
sincelfaithlis:among the things
weldolnotisee; thelknowledge of
the) oef_cts of.faith. must be

essence.”

ISeEEsRIGAtranstiVernon ) Bourke, (Notre!Dame: University of
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"Ther arelsomelintelligible truths to
fficacy;ofithelagent intellect
elthelprinciples we naturally

thelconclusions we deduce from
dertolknow.them we do not
wiintellectuallight; the light
yinature suffices. There are
“however, which do not come
angelofithese principles, like
ofifaith,)which transcend the
ason; also future contingents
attersiofithis sort. The human

logyQuestions!I-IV:of HisiCommentary on the Th Om aps Aq u | n as
ranstArmandiMaurer! (lleronto: Pontifical
(1225:1274)

diesy1987)) 7]

M

thollc’Chuh ¢

known lth certainty, through hlpS ,works by}the

Ilght of human reas_gn,even if. thls knowledge[ﬂ‘,[

'] d’dlsflgure by;error

3T i
atholiugiii rence 1@944,. /
: W, —

e
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[OHN CALVIN

[NSTITUTES of the

CHRISTIAN RELIGION

John Calvin
(1509-1564)

"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, is still
adorned and invested
withfadmirable gifts
pe fri_mits Creator:*

:[‘%“étituteé o_ﬁhe Christian Religion,2.2. 153 trans:

JOh n Ca |V| n Henry'Beveridge, (Grand R?éids: WilliamiB:

(1509-1564) R '
-




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
temptations, oppositions,
and objections.

WeliS el
Hofiliuth
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CLASSIC REPRINT SERIES

Discourses UroN
THE EXISTENCE
AND ATTRIBUTES

orF 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.]
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C
M,

Stephen Charnock
(1628-1680)

C
M,

Stephen Charnock
(1628-1680)
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"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

and Attributes of God (Grand Rapids: Baker, 1979),
g (1628-1680)

I Am Put Here
for the Defense of
the Gospel

a

|
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edited by
lerry L. Miethe
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CHAPTER 12
Defending the Handmaid
Prolegomena

be demonstrated It had to be revealed to us

It én
historically that Jesus Christ; what was'different about.His
| was crucified. death from the other two

men who died that day.

[EAITH

REASON]

Ry eee——
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R e Iy :"'. L 1

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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