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And you shaII'know the truth

and the truth shaII make you free!
s "“:Jesus of Nazareth John. 8: 32
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THERE’S NO

SUCH THING

AS OBJECTIVE TRUTH,
ANDIT'S

A GOOD THING,

TOO

Philip D. Kenneson

Ludwig Wittgenstein®

h | K The way to solve the problem you see in life is to live in a way
I I e n n e S O n that will make what is problematic disappear.
A

"7"he worldlisfalbig place and
now, morelthanleverithere is
enormous danger{lg bghévmg

we arelinfallible, that our’_
‘version.ofithe i BET I C;
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No absolute truth ...
untilmuneed it!
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>Test/for Truth="

Bmwcm@ai@ how.one
termsktruesandktruth® "whether a statementiis
m&ﬂ'ﬂi@ GZEB@ true, regardless of

one's theory. of truth




eories

Truth “
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Correspondence

Coherence
Functional
Pragmatic

Power
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Correspondence

Correspondence Guth islcorrespondencejtolreality:

alihisisaysithat{aistatementiisitruelin
asimuchiasiiticonrrespondsitolreality”

=alihusithelstatementltiisiraining

vawouldiberattruelstatementiiflitiisiin
factiraininglinireality’

vawouldibelalfalselstatementiiflitlis
insfactinotiraininglinireality?




"To say. of.what]is?

that it is' notXorlofs
what is not; thatlit;
is false, whileltolsay;
of whatis) thatjitlis}
and of.whatlisinot}

SOCRATES: But how about truth,
then? You would acknowledge that
there is in words a true and a false?

HERMOGENES: Certainly.

SOCRATES: And there are true and
false propositions?

HERMOGENES: To be sure.

SOCRATES: And a true proposition
says that which is, and a false
proposition says that which is not?

HERMOGENES: To be sure.

[Cratylus, 385D, trans. Benjamin Jowett in Edith Hamilton and Huntington Cairns, -l ' LA
eds. Plato: The Collected Dialogues Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1961, W (428'BE™- 348 BC)
423]




STRANGER: Then what sort of character
can we assign to each of these
[statements]?

THEAETETUS: One is false, the other true.

STRANGER: And the true one states about
you the things that are as they are.

THEAETETUS: Certainly.

STRANGER: Whereas the false statement
states about you things different from
the things that are.

THEAETETUS: Yes.

[Sophist, 263b, trans. F. M. Cornford in Edith Hamilton and Huntington Cairns, eds.
Plato: The Collected Dialogues Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1961, 1010] . (428.BC 348 BC)

@dPhilosophersiWholHoldjto}the
@? ‘thlb
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{ ,.:J‘ "_,ﬁ'.‘

! %k ,.--h_c‘". -
~Thomas ‘Aquinas
(1225-1274) |

What does it mean to
correspond to reality?
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§  Metaphysics, |V, 7,1011°26-29)Translation| byAWAD§Rosslin|Richard|
McKeon, The Basic Works|of Aristotlel(NewaYork:#Randomji{ouse!
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Truth is when a proposition
corresponds to reality.

But there are a number of ways
that a proposition can
correspond to reality.

Ways a Proposition Can
Correspond to Reallty

N e TR
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Allegor caIIy

g

"But hé%vho»was of the bondwon;an was
bornaccordmg,to the flesh, and he of the
freewc‘)_ln-jfm through promise, whlch ithings
are symbolic. .=xGal. 4: 23 24a -

a)\)\nyopoupava §

allegoroumena
/f? ﬂd\‘k # _
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<

» "Foryou shaII gojoutiwith joy; and

“belled! out with peace ... and all the
,;q"«,, trees of the field shall

3 j | "'} i Iép their hands."

S 1sai55:120
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"So his heart andithe heart of |

 his'people were.moved:as
the trees:of the.woods:are
. moved WIth the wmd TRa

ISai7;: 25
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Analogically

“For we walk by
faith, not by

21



SymellCally

"2

.. the]

-

(Holy, Spmtmdlcatlng thls that thelway.into the

Hollest of AII was not) yet made manifest whlle the first

tabernaclelwas stillistanding. It was symbollc for the =%

‘which can

b
presenttﬂ:ve in} |‘I'/hlq hboth gifts'and sacrlflceg are?o_fj;e.red

otimakelhim whq performed the service perfect

o

in regard tolthe conscience— " Heb. 9: 7-98
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Hyperbole

.l...‘\_ -

“Now, the Mldlamtes and Amalekltes aallithe
people of the. East were Iymg in) the valley.

i 2.

-Easgﬁ'umerous as‘c‘locusts and; thelr camels;.

& .f;\éy»er‘e i.{w:thout number%as the sand by. the
.. seasho ln multltude C Uudges 7: 12
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Phenomenologically
" for He makes His sun

rise on the evil and on the
good, ..."Matt. 5:45

Phenomenologically

"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
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AP

..-"AIIr wh ﬁalwere nambered accordmg:t ojtheirg
armies Of,fhe forcesiweretsixihundredianalthree

DR ey .m._,. D G'_ 43
thousand fl\( hudre%an_ lifi ftﬁ?‘W -‘N(ﬁ’m Zgé
' Z'And Mose_ ,..saldzv h fﬁhé?ple‘whoml am;

.-.aéjd;u,,, 3
@-‘ among are'six hundred thousandimen

"-'r;Num*-' 11:2;
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Metonymlcally

A _
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¥ ol I\/IetOnymya ;

"For it happened when'David Wa'g'lh #
4\ Edom, and Joabithe commander‘ of
. the army had gone up,to bury the

'slain, after he had:killed every magyle{;
in Edom™ 1 Kings 11:15 | |

W""P""‘

Metonymy n

"The centurlon answered . ="... the centurlon(s'sent ,ﬁu
and said, '‘Lord,  am not fnends to Him, saymg to
é\vorthy that You should' 'Him, 'Lord, do not t;qouble
5 come under my roof. ...""# Yourself for | am not
worthy that You shPuId
= enter under my roof

#  Luke7:6 [
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> Definition: A statement is true
when it coheres with or is
consistent with a body of other
statements.

Coherence




q’@

Stephen W. Hawking =
(1942-2018)

q’@

Stephen W. Hawking =
(1942-2018)

‘%a.

‘%a.

A BRIEF
HISTORY OF
TIMVE

__FROM
THEBIG
BANG TO
BLACK| 2
HOLES =

| <

A ‘-—--\ |

STEPHEN
W.HAWKING

“A scientific theory
is just a
mathematical model
we make to describe
our observations: it
only exists in our
minds. ... It is simply
a matter of which is
the more useful
description.”

[Stephen W. Hawking, A Brief History, of Time: From the
Big Bang to Black Holes (Toronto: Bantam Books), 139]
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The

Resurrection

of Theism

Prolegomena
to Christian Apology

‘Man .. must.come to.a
comprehension of.the
conditionsiwhich. make

knowledge!itselfipossible:

--. This possibility.of:
knowing depends upon
aniinnate’ structure,of;
rationality: with which the

mind approaches and
understandsithe datal of:

experience. Suchan
epistemologyi[is]icalled

rational.lempiricism:*

[The!Resurrection! ofiTheism: Prolegomenal to
Christian Apology, 2™ ed. (Grand Rapids: Baker,
1982),:21]
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‘Either,we. must'be
SKkepticsiaboutithe
knowledge. ofithingsias
they exist
independently;or we
must maintain; that true
knowledge of such
entities!isipossiblel by,
the systematic
correlationofiour,
various'experiencesinto
a'selfconsistentiwhole.

‘Since.... skepticism!is
self-contradictory; the
second.alternativeiwill
necessarily;be
maintained? Butithe
theory. that the test of
truth consists'in' such a
SyStematiciconsistency,
of ideas is a logically,
coherentiwholelis
precisely;the.coherence
theory ofitruth’s

[ThelResurrection;ofiTheismi Prolegomenail to

Christian Apology, 2" ed. (Grand'Rapids: Baker,
1982),:38]
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The |
Reconstruction

of the Christian
Reyelation

Claim

A Philosophical

 Apologetic

Coherence

> Definition: A statement is true
when it coheres with or is
consistent with a body of other
statements.

> Truth cannot merely be
coherence because by this
theory, even a fairy tale could be
“true."

32



> Definition: A statement is true
when it coheres with or is
consistent with a body of other
statements.

Coherence

> Truth cannot merely be
coherence because by this
theory, even a fairy tale could be
“true."

> Every theory of truth, including
coherence, requires the
correspondence theory of truth
to define itself.

> Definition: A statement is true in
as much as it fulfills its intended
purpose.

Functional




> Definition: A statement is true in
as much as it fulfills its intended
purpose.

> It is sometimes known as the
Functional intentional theory of truth.

"Although the mustard seed
(see Matt. 13:32) is not the
smallest of all seeds, yet
Jesus referred to it as such”
because . ..

34



“to have gone contrary to
their mind on what was the
smallest seed would have so
diverted their attention from
the knowledge that would
bring salvation to their souls
that they might well have
failed to hear these all-
important revelational
truths.”

Daniel P. Fuller, "Benjamin B. Warfield's View of Faith and History," Bulletin of the
Evangelical Theological Society 11 (Spring 1968): 81-82, quoted in Norman L.
Geisler, "The Concept of Truth in the Inerrancy Debate," Bibliotheca Sacra (October-
December 1980): 336-337.

> Definition: A statement is true in
as much as it fulfills its intended
purpose.

_ > It is sometimes known as the
Functional intentional theory of truth.

> Truth cannot be merely function
because it needs the
correspondence theory to define
itself.

35



Tgruth 1N t r
. ]nerranc Debatd‘ |
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| Richarcj G HOWC: P ; Y4

An additional
comment about
function ...
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> Definition: A statement is true in
as much as it works or is
practical.

Pragmatic

> Definition: A statement is true in
as much as it works or is
practical.

»> The pragmatic theory gives rise
to the notion that something can
be “true for you but not true for.
me."

Pragmatic




rather than to find
objective truth."

[R|chard Rorty Philosophy;and.the!Mirror of Nature (Princeton:
PrincetoniUniversityl Press;1979))360, 377, as cited in William
[ Lawhead ThelVoyage.ofiDiscovery: An Historical

RI Cha rd Ro rty Introductlon tol Philosophy:22d'ed"; (Belmont,

(1 931 -2007) - Wadsoﬁh/Thomson [fearning;2002); 563]

"For. pragmatists, the desire for.

objectivity.is notthe desireito:
_escape the limitations ofione’s |

community, but.simply.the

desire for.as'much /ntersubject/ven

agreementias possible; the desire

to extend the reference of ISES

far'as we can.: ;

[Richard Rorty; *'Solidarity. or. Objectivity,* in

Objectivity, Relativism, and Truth: Philosophical:

Papers Vol. 1, (Cambridge: Cambridge

University Press, 1991), as cited in Lawhead,
The Voyage of Discovery, 563-564]

Richard Rorty
(1931-2007)




S Rorty ‘ha’d InfminadforRrwas; hop/ng for

H[,-.hr\ “eeg GO

FurYnu
B“[ Not :
o fop Vg

PAUL GOPAN
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“TRUE FOR YOU
' BUT
NOT FOR ME"

Overcoming Objections
to Christian Faith

PAUL COPAN

& Jeremiah!44:1i7:1 8= - :
sl 1

"But .we will certai};{y do S—s f gL
whatever has/gonelout{ofiour = ﬁﬁ Lo SR (v
own mouth; to'burnlincensejtols A 4 ;‘g.__; ot
the queen of heavenland/pour J £ e Ve
out drink: offeringsitolherjas] &
we have done; weland/our
fathers, our/kingsland/our

-

princes, in the!cities[of/Judah;
and in the streetsof;Jerusalem®
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and by/famine'ss

> Definition: A statement is true in
as much as it works or is
practical.

»> The pragmatic theory gives rise
to the notion that something can
be “true for you but not true for.
me."

Pragmatic > Every theory. of truth, including

pragmatic, requires the
correspondence theory of truth
to define itself.

42



b zttlg ’for truth Yor
atlleast] around truth'—/t
being understood once ‘
EEIINUEL by truth! | do not
meanthe ensemble of
truths whichlarelto bel
" discovered/and
accepted,butirather: the s
ensemble of rules accordingis
to which the true andithe
false are separated and
specific effects of power:
attached to the true,’

A

‘.
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M}I Foucault*
(1926 1984)

‘ittbeinglunderstood. éls'o tha S)
a.matter.notiofialbattleXonies

behalfloftheltrutht butlofial '
battle.aboutithelstatusiof;
truth’and!the.economic

|
1
)
|

and!politicalirolelitiplay s’

[Michel' Foucault,’ Foucault! Reader; An! Introductionito,
Foucault's' Thought:with! Major: New; Unpublished:
Material, ed: Paul'Rabinow,(NewiYork: Pantheon
Books, 1984),:74]
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Two things (at least) are
common to all tests for truth.




FOREWORD BY DR.NORMAN GEISLER

OBJECTIVITY
7z f)/))zé/{((l/
INTERPRETATION

Thomas, Howe

THOMAS HO\X/E : Southern Evahgellcal Seminary
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~>The Laws of Logic<

v The Law of Non-Contradiction
v The Law of Excluded Middle
v  The Law of Identity.

48



~The Law of Non-Contradiction=

ncé > A thing cannot be both 'A' and 'non-A' at the

esse . :
same time and in the same sense.

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

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

8

~(x - ~X)
It's not only a good
idea, it's the law.
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“Those who deny a first
principle should be beaten
and burned until they admit
that to be beaten is not the

same as to not be beaten
and to be burned is not the
same as not to be burned.”

Metaphysics |

Now the serpent wasimorel cunning than any beast of
the field whlch the LORD God/had/made. And he said to
o P
the.woman, Alia:sg_God indeed/said,; '52@ shall.not eat of
every.tree:of, the£ garden 2A'nd, thejw woman sald to,the
serpent'lL'VKe,mayteatgthe fru:tlof the trees
garden; but ﬁthg;fru:tfof thejtree Wthh

ofithe garden God/has|saidfeYoulsha w@’iﬂ@ﬁﬁﬁ‘
shall you(tsflch it:lest meﬁ:ﬂm@mm@m “

to the woman "You will,

ey g 1P,
s ¢ ivie,

thatlin| the day..you eat oﬁlt your eyes \Iﬂl]l}x:j opened e

and you,.w:ll'bellke




~The Law of Excluded Middle-<

agsence » A thing is either 'A' or 'non-A.’

x|sten09 » A thing either exists or does not
exist.

truth valué > A statement is either true or not true.
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~The Law of ldentity=<

agsence » If a thingis 'A' then it is 'A.’

x|sten03" If a thing exists, then'it exists.

truth yalué > If a statement is true then it is true.

Then Moses sald to Go \.g"lndeed when |

t the ch Idrenof Israel and say.to
come;to: i ' ' Y.

them, 'The.God ofiyour fathers-has sentime
to you rand.tf theysayto W}‘ﬁ}& LisR

name #vhg?:s%all hsay to

sald Thuszyou:shall say
Israel 'IIAM'has’sent ¥
: ‘_-\-\% ‘E:.E"” g ._ y

R ™
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~The relationship of logic and reality=<

The laws of logic are undeniably true.

v One has to use logic in order.to deny logic.

Reality is knowable.

v_ To claim that ‘reality is unknowable' is to claim to know
something about reality.

@ LECHOIS
(@




W?at about

Isalah 55: 8-97

Isa 55:6-7 {6} Seek the LORD while He may,be found,
Call upon Him while He' is near. {7} Let the Wilelee
forsake iBWEY, And the unrighteous man

his thoughts; Let him return to the LORD, And He will
have mercy on him; And to our. God, For. He will
abundantly pardon. {8} "For My thoughts are not your

thoughts, nor are yourways [MigWeps," says e
LORD. {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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There is a difference between "the order of
knowing" and "the order of being"

lhelmapliskiitstinkthelordegofiknowing?
SE Stisffirsinkthelotdegofibeingk

fArent t{we)
puitlng OUR

‘IOQIC before
. God 73?

56



» response: It is not "our" logic.

> Logic is an expression of the nature of God
Himself.

Isn't thlS.

.for@of

Ratlonallsm’?
AL




» response: There is a difference between being rational
and Rationalism.

» Rationalism is the view maintains that knowledge is

primarily attai
senses.

» However, the

Isn 't:ithis IlmltlngG)d’?
Aftert'll,gcan 't God,do

the;

@eret‘yythmg God

nable by reason apart from the physical

notions of self-evident truths or rationally
inescapable truths do not constitute Rationalism. (e.g.,
Declaration of Independence)

e;impossible AIs;

do?) 3
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sion of the nature of being itself.
» God is infinite being.

Can 't Go@
break E[,E laws

'He creates?
A K




> response: Logic was not created by God. Itiis an

expression of God. (like goodness)

.gul_wolve

adlCtIOQS
eplrinity?
L @
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» response: There is nothing in the doctrine of the Trinity.
(or any other biblical doctrine) that is illogical.

> There is a difference between something being beyond

reason and something being against reason.

If.logic iS'SO help ful,ho W,
. &‘ e % A (\" S " m
canjsuch a great logician

as theiatheist philosopher,
Bertrand’RUSSell. balso far
’ — .,&’ - § e

' :
. o
@m the,truth:

=)
>
-

o~
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» response: If you start a race facing the wrong direction,
then the faster you can run, the quicker you will be in
getting farther from the finish line.

11th August, 1918
you have never expressed yourself
e h hings on ays are

It is quite true what you say, that

Even when one feels nearest to other people,
something in one seems obstinately to belong to God and to refuse to
enter into any earthly communion — at least that is how I should ex-
press it if I thought there was a God. It is odd isn’t it ? I care passion-
ately for this world, and many things and people in it, and yet . . . what
is it all ? There must be something more important, one feels, though I
don’t believe there is. I am haunted — some ghost, from some extra-
mundane region, seems always trying to tell me something that I am to
repeat to the world, but I cannot understand the message.

The outcome is that one is a ghost, floating through the world with-
out any real contact. Even when one feels nearest to other people,
something in one seems obstinately to belong to God and to refuse to
enter into any earthly communion — at least that is how I should ex-
press it if I thought there was a God. It is odd isn’t it ? I care passion-
ately for this world, and many things and people in it, and yet . , . what
is it all ? There must be something more important, one feels, though I
don't believe there is. I am haunted - some ghost, from some extra-
mundane region, seems always trying to tell me something that I am to
repeat to the world, but I cannot understand the message, But it is from

Bertrand Russell B T
(1872'1970) stupid to understand - fussing about medicines instead of searching
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Our fuller exploration of tests
for truth will be subsumed
under an exploration of
knowledge.




