Session # 1: TRUE TRUTH: And Why It Matters
INTRODUCTION: THE ISSUE OF TRUTH
Scripture’s Attestation to TRUTH
(Psalm 119:160) “The sum of Your word is truth, And every one of Your righteous
ordinances is everlasting.”
(Psalm 145:18) “The Lord is near to all who call upon Him, To all who call upon
Him in truth.”
(John 1:1-5, 14, 17) “In the beginning was the Word, and the Word was with God,
and the Word was God. 2 He was in the beginning with God. 3 All things came into
being through Him, and apart from Him nothing came into being that has come
into being. 4 In Him was life, and the life was the Light of men. 5 The Light shines in
the darkness, and the darkness did not comprehend it.”
“14

And the Word became flesh, and dwelt among us, and we saw His glory, glory
as of the only begotten from the Father, full of grace and truth.” “17 For the Law
was given through Moses; grace and truth were realized through Jesus Christ.”
(John 14:6) “Jesus said to him, “I am the way, and the truth, and the life; no one
comes to the Father but through Me.”
(John 15:26) “When the Helper comes, whom I will send to you from the Father,
that is the Spirit of truth who proceeds from the Father, He will testify about
Me,…”
(John 17:17) “Sanctify them in the truth; Your word is truth.”
(John 17:19) “For their sakes I sanctify Myself, that they themselves also may be
sanctified in truth.”
(John 18:37) “Therefore Pilate said to Him, “So You are a king?” Jesus answered,
“You say correctly that I am a king. For this I have been born, and for this I have
come into the world, to testify to the truth. Everyone who is of the truth hears
My voice.”
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The theme of truth is at the core of the Biblical revelation of the God of
creation and salvation, because it springs from his holy character: God cannot lie.
Francis Schaeffer’s Contribution to My Thinking. We all have people in our lives
that contribute to the formation of how we think, what we believe, how we live,
and eventually how we will die. Other than the apostolic teachings of Jesus of
Nazareth, a handful of thinkers have contributed to how I view reality—my
worldview, and recently added to that list is the late Francis Schaeffer.
The title’s True Truth and The God Who is There in these two lectures are
borrowed from American Evangelical Christian theologian, evangelist,
philosopher, and Presbyterian pastor Francis Schaeffer (January 30, 1912 –May
15, 1984). Several years ago his writings deeply impacted my view of culture in
light of my Christian devotion.
In “The Complete Works of Francis A. Schaeffer” there are 22 books and in
the first volume “The God Who is There”, lays the kernel from which the following
books further explain his thought. I summarized briefly the gist of what Scheaffer
wrote1 because I think his thought is worthy to be considered and often
emulated.
First—Absolute truth is grounded in the “God Who is There” and thus to deny His
existence has resulted in a despair that has decimated the West for the last 120 years which is
visible in the areas of philosophy, art, music, general culture, and even in theology.
Second—there’s a line of despair that arises when absolute truth is jettisoned,
according to Francis Schaffer, God grounds absolute truth, but when this is denied, the upper
and lower story of reality for humanity is created.
 The Upper Story is where faith resides, where the person derives meaning, and where
this faith can’t be falsified or verified. It’s in the subjective world.
 The Lower Story is where rationality resides, where facts come through reason and
science, where truth claims can be falsified or verified. It’s the cold, objective world
where humanity is a chance machine with no purpose or meaning in life.
 Neither Story informs the other because both deal with different realities:
Faith/Rationality.
 Despair results from making humanity the measure of all things (i.e., the ground of all
reality).

1

The Complete Works of Francis A. Schaeffer, Volume 1: A Christian View of Philosophy and Culture © 1982 Francis
Schaeffer (Crossway Books). I hope justice is done with my representation of this man’s thought.
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Third—The Christian Worldview radically differs from this despair. For it answers
humanity’s deepest longings and needs consistently with how their “mannishness” expresses
itself—they have a design and a purpose because:
 God exists in reality, not fantasy and therefore humanity is not a chance product but
one designed to image its Creator.
 Humanity is alienated from God, self, others, and nature and thus are truly guilty.
 God’s solution to humanity’s alienation is Christ Jesus who rescues from God’s wrath,
through his work of redemption in real space, time history. This is not a myth, but a
reality and depending on our response to God’s provision, either joy or despair is our
experience.
Fourth—The Christian’s Approach must be one of understanding humanity’s alienation
and compassionately champion absolute truth—which is grounded in God. Christian love is
never separated from Gods truth, it is supported by it.
 “Taking the roof off” is where a carefully formulated question is asked of one who
denies the truth claims of Christianity (i.e., the worldview) in a way that helps them see
the inconsistencies of their own world view. Though often very painful for your friend,
the goal here is to let the weight of the truth demonstrate the existential impossibility of
the worldview that is so dear to them.
 Genesis: the starting point. The first three chapters of Genesis are the basis for the
Gospel and therefore our evangelism must start there with, “In the beginning God…”
 Clarify true-truth. The Bible best explains reality as it objectively is, it accurately depicts
our human condition and it offers the solution to humanity’s plight.
 Real guilt must be seen. Christ must be treasured. Disciples must be made. Believers
must be in word, in prayer, in community where the Bible is being faithfully taught as
objective truth and not some other theology.

The Cultural Climate—is turbulent. Too often in our culture Christians are
depicted as closed-minded, bigoted, intolerant, hateful people. Sometimes I think
this is true not because we are truthfully representing our Lord Jesus, but
somehow living inconsistently to the master’s call.
Our views on homosexuality, abortion, origins, pluralism, Jesus’ Exclusivity
and the like are denigrated in academic institutions, media, pop-culture, politics
and in conversations with family, friends, co-workers and neighbors.
Why? Because there’s a public/private split in this land—what Scheaffer
called the Upper/Lower Story. Here, the idea is that in the public sector, Science
gives us facts that are objective and binding on everyone, whereas in the private
sphere Religion gives us values but these are merely subjective preferences. And
when it comes to the “God question”, any old “god” will do such that the God of
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scripture is relativized into the pantheon of private ideas of what best suits the
individual.
Social critic and author Nancy Pearcey says it like this: “Religion is not
considered an objective truth to which we submit, but only a matter of personal
taste which we choose.”2
This idea comes from a relativistic and pragmatic worldview that asserts
that “There are no absolutes,” and “If something works, do it!” It’s also the crux
for why, as Pearcey claims, “devout young people, raised in Christian homes, head
off to college and abandon their faith.”3
We’re Losing Our Youth. In an article by J. Warner a detective, and converted
atheist to Christianity, he addresses the epidemic of why so many youths who
grow up in church eventually leave during the college years.
 J. Warner: STR Speaker/Author
Have you noticed the slow but growing compromise within the Church? It’s harder and
harder to get two Christians to agree on anything related to sexuality, the exclusivity of
salvation through Christ alone or even the historicity of Adam. We are a divided family,
even though we share the same canonical foundation and have over two thousand years
of family wisdom to guide us. I predict it will get worse. I think the Church will embrace
the truth claims of the culture at an ever increasing rate because we’ve failed to make
young Christians our priority. Let me explain.
It’s pretty obvious that young people are leaving the church, especially during the
college years. It’s also true, however, that some will eventually return to church as older
adults. When you examine why young people leave and compare it to why they return
you’ll start to understand the reason the church is struggling to maintain its classic,
orthodox teachings.
When surveyed about the reasons they stepped away from Christianity, most young
Christians say they no longer believe it is factually true. In their book, Soul Searching:
The Religious and Spiritual Lives of American Teenagers, Christian Smith and Melinda
Lundquist Denton asked an open-ended question of young people who said they were
no longer Christians: “Why did you fall away from the faith in which you were raised?”
Smith and Denton did not provide a series of multiple choice answers; they simply
allowed the respondents to answer freely. The majority said they left faith behind
because of intellectual skepticism or doubt:
2

Nancy Pearcey, Total Truth: Liberating Christianity from Its Cultural Captivity, Pgs. 19-20, © 2004, 2005 by Nancy
Pearcey, Crossway Books, Wheaton, Illinois.
3
Ibid., pg. 20
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“It didn’t make any sense anymore.”
“Some stuff is too far-fetched for me to believe.”
“I think scientifically and there is no real proof.”
“Too many questions that can’t be answered.”
Young people are walking away, in large part, because they don’t think Christianity is
true. The vast majority will never return to the faith. According to a 2007 Lifeway
Research Study, only 35% of church dropouts will eventually return to church (by the
age of 30). My question is simply this: Why do these few returnees come back at all?
Not much has been done by researchers to answer this question, but the same Lifeway
study provided the following data:
51% of returnees said they were influenced by the encouragement of either
family or friends
34% simply felt a desire to return
28% felt that God was calling them to return to the church
24% had children and felt it was time for them to start attending
20% got married and wanted to attend with their spouse
See the problem here? Most people leave Christianity because they no longer believe it
is true; most come back because something about church “works” for them. It doesn’t
have to be true, but it’s a great place to get married, find community, and raise your
family. Like my dad (a lifelong atheist) has always believed: The Church is a useful
delusion.
When people leave Christianity because they no longer believe it is true, then return
only because there are useful aspects of the Church community, don’t be surprised to
find the resulting group struggling to come to agreement on the historic teachings of the
Church. Many will return, but not necessarily because they believe the Bible teaches the
truth. Instead, these returnees have been profoundly impacted by their young adult
experiences away from Christianity (mostly in their college years). Yes many of them will
return to our family, but they come back with a new view of the world. It’s not an
entirely Christian view. It’s been compromised.4

The Significance of this Talk—Hope, despair, knowledge and truth In his
introductory chapter of Christian Apologetics, Christian philosopher Douglas
Groothuis says that: “Knowing the truth and living according to its requirements
should be the hope and aspiration of the reflective person.”5
4

Internet article (July 2013) J. Warner: Stand To Reason Speaker/Author, www.str.org (accessed 2/20/2014)
Douglas Groothuis, Christian Apologetics: A Comprehensive Case for Biblical Faith, pg.16, ©2011 by Douglas
Groothuis, IVP Academic, Downers Grove, Illinois.
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He goes on to say that;
 “Truth is not determined by counting noses…to begin to answer
questions regarding ultimate reality…we need to think hard, ponder
and assess the options in light of the sharpest reasoning and the best
available evidence.”6
 Groothuis further considers our present reality as humans. He notes that
people are starved for meaning in life and are pressed between hope in
what lies ahead and the despair that engulfs us as our hopes collapse
before our eyes.
 AND, all the while we find ourselves trying to make sense of reality.
 Anxiety, loneliness, and death await everyone. In one sense we face
death alone, but in another sense we are all together in this
quandary.
 He continues and emphasizes that :
 Hope is pointless without truth and that
 Knowledge—justified true belief—when we live the implications of
what we know, we have a powerful remedy for resolving the battles
within between hope and despair.
The Obedience of the Eleven—forever changed the world. Over two thousand
years ago, Jesus commanded eleven men to go into the world and make disciples
of the nations (Mt.28: 18-20). In his book, Evangelism in the Early Church, Michael
Green describes them in the following terms:
“They were not distinguished; they were not well educated; they had no influential
backers. In their own nation they were nobodies and, in any case, their own nation was
a mere second-class province on the eastern extremity of the Roman map. If they had
stopped to weigh up the probabilities of succeeding in their mission, even granted their
conviction that Jesus was alive and that his Spirit went with them to equip them for their
task, their hearts must surely have sunk, so heavily were the odds weighted against
them. How could they possibly succeed? And yet they did.”7
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What did these men know? The apostles and early church preachers
understood the gospel message of God’s amazing grace in the person of
Jesus of Nazareth and what awaited those separated from Him. That is a
major reason why most parts of the world have a Christian presence,
including the United States. Those who have come to faith in Jesus Christ,
benefit from the passion and obedience of these men.



What did these men do? Much of the passion and obedience the apostles
demonstrate is found in evangelistic contexts (Acts 2-5; 10, 17), where
apologetics serves the proclamation of the gospel be it through the
explanation of phenomenon, unquestionable acts of power, or a clash of
worldviews among the pagan philosophers.

The Scriptural Basis for Apologetics & Evangelism—includes every believer
(Mt.28:18-20; 1 Pet. 3:15).8 While we all differ in gifting, social status,
weaknesses and strengths, all believers are called by Christ to be salt and light in
this world. This means that our homes, schools, places of employment and
recreation are places to placard the God who is there. Consider what Jesus and
Peter say:
“18

And Jesus came up and spoke to them, saying, “All authority has been given to Me in heaven
and on earth. 19 Go therefore and make disciples of all the nations, baptizing them in the name
of the Father and the Son and the Holy Spirit, 20 teaching them to observe all that I commanded
you; and lo, I am with you always, even to the end of the age.”
“15

but sanctify Christ as Lord in your hearts, always being ready to make a defense to everyone
who asks you to give an account for the hope that is in you, yet with gentleness and reverence;”

 What is Apologetics? It is the rational defense of the Christian worldview as
objectively true, rationally compelling, and existentially or subjectively
engaging.”9
 In other words: objectively true—meaning it’s a reality outside of us;
rationally compelling—meaning that it does not make any
contradictory truth claims; existentially or subjectively engaging—
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meaning it answers the questions to the deepest longings of our
lives.
 What is Evangelism? It’s not the giving of a rational defense for the
Christian faith, but rather the proclamation of that faith. The focus is not
argumentation, but rather proclamation. In Greek the word for evangelism
(euangelizomai) means to announce good news.10 Good news implies that
there’s bad news. We must therefore give people the bad news before
they can even see their need for Jesus.
 Another way of putting it: "Evangelism is the proclamation of the
good news of salvation in Jesus Christ with a view to bringing about
the reconciliation of the sinner to God the Father through the
regenerating power of the Holy Spirit.”11
 Why is Christianity Resisted? I think at the core it smashes our human
pride. It demands our humble trust in the God who is there. It demands
repentance which puts an end to our indifference and hedonism. We want
to be “masters of our own destiny.” The god of this world has blinded the
minds of those who reject the gospel truth. Why? Because the God of
Scripture is “unacceptable!” to our autonomy.
 Fear grips people
 Celebrities and Religion: quotes
 Why are We Christians Weak? In America too many of us hold our beliefs
in an uninformed and an unstable way. So we can’t even talk with people
that bring up difficult questions concerning beliefs with any sense of skill.
The following observations personally describe my walk with Christ at one
time or another and perhaps you can also relate.
 Historical Ignorance of the Faith. This is a big problem and
rudimentary. Ask the average faithful church attending professing
Evangelical regarding the essential historic doctrines of the Church
10

Ceslas Spicq, Theological Lexicon of the New Testament, Translated and Edited by James D. Ernest, Vol. 2, p.82,
© 1994 by Hendrickson Publishers, Inc.
11
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(E.g., Scripture, God’s Nature, Trinity, Christ’s Work of Atonement,
Justification, Sanctification, The Church, Final Judgment, The Age to
Come), and as a result are easily lead astray by groups identifying
themselves as Christian (E.g., Mormons, Jehovah’s Witnesses, etc.)
 Biblical Illiteracy. Our grandparent’s generation was much more
scripturally literate than ours is. Regular Bible reading and prayer is
something all of us battle with to one degree or another. Unless we
schedule a time to read like we do with work, school, recreation,
then we will not be served well.
 Distracted to the Max. We live in a distracted society where people
walk on the bike path, text on the freeway, multi-task in
conversation, and are slaves to social media, to mention a few things.
 Doubts about our Beliefs. We all deal with doubt. It’s not strictly a
Christian problem, but a human problem to one degree or another.
 Sometimes these doubts are factual, emotional, or volitional.12
The big questions really do vex us at times (E.g., Does God
exist? Is there evidence for Jesus’ resurrection? Why did God
not answer my prayer?).
 Making sense of all this can be difficult, for the reflective
person maddening, and for the questioning young person the
difference between following or rejecting Christ.
 But we don’t have to be that way. Much like exercising for strength
and stamina comes through personal effort and exertion, time and
energy,
 So too getting good at thinking, living, and talking winsomely
with those having opposing views to ours requires time,
energy, and personal effort that’s based on love.
12

Gary R. Habermas With an Appendix by Ronald T. Habermas, Originally published by Moody Press: Chicago
(1990) Taken from an electronic copy of the entire book.
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 The stakes are high! People all around us are going into an
eternity without God as their savior but as their condemner.
And this is happening both in the church and in society
 And that’s why we are here.
The five big ideas we’re going to tackle under this topic
 Is There Such a Thing as Truth and Can it Be Known?
 What are the Enemies of Truth?
 Why Do People Believe vs. Why Should People Believe?
 What Kinds of Religious Beliefs Are There?
 Why Should Christianity Be Believed?

I. Preliminary Considerations—A WORD ON BELIEFS

The question of belief, its definition, nature and application is deeply significant to
the topic of truth. Why? Because belief and truth are not necessarily linked, at
times we believe things that are false, and conversely there’s times we don’t
believe what is true.
1. Question: “Do I have to believe anything at all?” It should be self-evident
to us that part of being human is our thought life, which includes beliefs.
a. What is a belief? Webster’s Dictionary13 says that a belief is a “state
or habit of mind in which trust or confidence is placed in some person
or thing…” This is a good concise definition.
b. Another definition is that a belief is: A conviction that something is
real or true, to give intellectual assent to an idea.
i. A belief may stem from an immediate non-reasoned
acceptance of an idea (i.e., a hunch, a feeling) OR
ii. From a deliberately thought-out argument.14
13
14

Webster’s Seventh New Collegiate Dictionary, © 1971 by G & C. Merriam Co
nd
Angeles, Peter A., The Harper Collins Dictionary of Philosophy, 2 edition, p.31, © 1992 by Peter A.

Angeles
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c. Belief is unavoidable for people. I have not met a person who
believes (or trusts) in something they know to be false (not true).
i. E.g., Christians believe that Jesus Christ of Nazareth is an
actual historical person who was born, Lived a perfect holy life,
Died as a substitute for their sins, Rose again on the third day
conquering the grave, Will return to judge the living and the
dead, and So, they bend their knee to him as savior and
master.
ii. Christians may be wrong in their belief, it may be that Jesus
actually never existed and the Bible stories are mere fables.
iii. If this is the case, then Christians for the past two thousand
years have believed a lie.
d. The point. Regardless of our beliefs, we all have them, and we don’t
hold on to our beliefs if we at least think they are false. After 911 I
think it’s reasonable to say that what we believe has far reaching
effects, whether we realize it or not.
2. Are all beliefs created equal? Do some beliefs make more sense than
other beliefs? Do some beliefs have greater persuasive power than others
based on their “livability”? Do certain religious beliefs comport to the way
the world really is over others? Do all religions actually teach the same
essential message, only stated in different ways?
i. “You say Potato and I say Potāto”
ii. “You say Tomato and I say Tomāto”
3. Are you getting the picture? These questions must be answered by all of
us.
a. Christian: if you want to understand your faith better
i. So that you might honor Christ by living it,
ii. So that you might winsomely engage the culture, and
iii. So that you might get answers to the doubts in your soul,
iv. Then this issue of belief is monumental to your endeavor.
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b. Seeker/skeptic: if you want to make sense out of life better
i. So that you might not believe a lie
ii. So that you might more kindly engage those who don’t believe
as you do
iii. So that you might get answers to the doubts in your soul
iv. Then like your Christian neighbor, this issue of belief is
monumental to your endeavor also

II. Is There Such A Thing As Truth & Can It Be Known?
What People Are Saying About the Issue of Truth. , Christian writer, lecturer and
social scientist, Dr. Os Guinness on a talk he gave at Cambridge University,
considers whether there is any truth and if so, how we can come to know it, and
says:
"…the most common motto in all the universities of the world is 'the truth shall set you
free'. But while that adorns the walls, it no longer animates the minds of many people in
the West. Truth is highly controversial."15
"The fact is the higher the education, the more brilliant the mind, often the slipperyer
[sic] the rationalisations [sic]. In other words, humans are not only truth seekers we're
also, let's be honest, truth twisters. And there's two ways you can always handle truth.
We can try and make the truth conform to our desires of reality or make our desires
conform to the truth of reality."16

To make sense of this issue, I’ll consider answering several questions. First, “What
is logic and is it necessary for discovering truth?” Second, “How is truth defined?”
Third, “What are the enemies of truth?”

15

Os Guinness lecture “Truth—How Can We be Sure about Anything” http://www.bethinking.org/truthtolerance/intermediate/truth-how-can-we-be-sure-about-anything.htm (accessed 2/19/2014)
16
Ibid. (accessed 2/19/2014)
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A. How is Logic Necessary for Discovering Truth?
1. Logic Defined. Logic comes from the Greek, logike, or logikos, and pertains
to that which belongs to intelligent speech or to a well-functioning reason,
it is ordered, systematized, and intelligible.
a. It’s the study of the rules of exact reasoning, of the forms of sound
or valid thought patterns.
b. It’s the study and the application of the rules of inference to
arguments or to systems of thought.17
2. What is the Nature of Logic and Why is it Necessary? For our purposes, we
will quickly look at the four primary laws of logic. These laws are very
important because they will help us better see the nature and necessity of
logic.
a. The Law of (non-) Contradiction: is the first of the primary principles
of logic. It states “A is not non-A.” In other words, no statement,
proposition, assertion, etc. can be both true and false at the same
time and in the same sense.
i. This is important because its usage signals to the hearer that
there’s a falsehood. There are worldviews that deny such a
law
1. Many Buddhists, Hindus, and New Agers hold the belief
called monism—where God is all, and all is God.
2. Here, all distinctions are illusory, they are not real.
3. But in order for monism to refute these laws, they must
use them. They must make the distinction that these
laws of logic aren’t real, but they use what they are
denying and thus refute their own statement.
ii. The reason for this is that it is a first principle of thought or
epistemology (i.e., the study of how we know what we know).
Remember, whenever this law is violated, there is a
falsehood.

17
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iii. Example: Jesus said in Matthew 12:30 “He who is not with Me is
against Me; and he who does not gather with Me scatters.”

b. The Law of Excluded Middle: is the second primary law of logic. It
states that it’s either “A or non-A.” In other words, a proposition or
statement is either true or false. It must be one or the other, it can’t
be both.
i. It’s importance? This law is important because it helps us
understand whether something is in fact taking place or not.
ii. Example: Say I tell my wife Trish “It is raining outside” and it
actually is raining outside, then it is true that it is raining
outside, and the opposite is false (i.e., that it is not raining
outside).
iii. Example: Jesus said in Matthew 12:30 “He who is not with Me is
against Me; and he who does not gather with Me scatters.”

c. The Law of Identity: is the third primary law of logic. It states “A is
A,” in other words, if any statement is true, then it is true.
i. It’s importance? This law is important because, among other
things, it helps us distinguish who or what for example,
committed a certain crime, should be praised/punished.
ii. Movie Example? Recall the movie “Home Alone” where Kevin,
played by McCauley Caulklen, steals a tooth brush from the
drug store and a boy who chases him out points him out to a
police officer with his index finger “Shop lifter.” Here Kevin is
identical to the “Shop Lifter”
iii. Theologian and Apologist Craig Hawkins writes on the
importance of this law: “…it’s the difference between Sound
Doctrine Versus the Cults/Occult: Christ is Christ (i.e., the Christ
of the Bible: fully divine–God the Son, the second person of the
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Trinity–and fully human) and not non-Christ (e.g., the Christ of
the Bible is not the “Christ[s]” of the cults and/or the occult)”.18
d. The Law of Logical or Rational Inference: is the fourth primary law of
logic. It states “if A=B, and B=C, then A=C.”
i. It’s importance? This is important epistemologically (i.e., the
study of how we know what we know) for it helps us get at all
discursive or non-axiomatic knowledge.
ii. Example: “If Trish is my wife, and my wife is the mother of
Alexandra, then the mother of Alexandra is Trish”
3. How is Logic Indispensable? These laws are part of the furniture of the
universe which one cannot help but use. To deny them, is to use them.
a. First, the primary principles/laws of logic/reason are first principles
of epistemology.19
i. First principles are, “Statements that are self-evident and/or
fundamental to the explanation of a system and upon which the
system depends for consistency and coherence.”
ii. These principles are axiomatic (i.e., self-evident propositions)
iii. Which cannot not be used, there’s no “getting around them”
b. Second, distinctions between true and false or what is applicable
and not applicable is meaningful only if logic is true and applicable.
i. If there where no law of contradiction, the concept of true or false
could not obtain.
ii. That is, no topic could obtain a true/false application, for we
could not call something false, without first assuming that there is
a state of affairs that is true (non-contradiction).
iii. In other words, the law of (non-) contradiction states that “A is
not non-A,” in other words, no statement, proposition, assertion,

18

Article by Craig Hawkins: http://thecollegeoftheology.com/god-and-logic/. This article on God and Logic is
worthy to be read for its comprehensiveness, depth and brevity on the subject (accessed 2/18/2014)
19
This section is taken from, Primer Chart on Logical Fallacies, by Sergio Tangari 2003, from Craig Hawkins class
“Logic” taken at Biola University, Fall Semester of 2002. The sources used for chart: Angeles, Peter A., The Harper
nd
Collins Dictionary of Philosophy, 2 edition, (1992 by Peter A. Angeles); Geisler & Brooks, Come Let Us Reason: An
th
Introduction to Logical Thinking, (1990 by Baker Books); and Hurley, Patrick J., A Concise Introduction to Logic, (7
Edition, 2000 by Wadsworth).
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etc. can be both true and false at the same time and in the same
sense. This law draws the lines between what is false and true.
c. Third, a statements meaningfulness or significance or truthfulness
depends on logic.
i. For example, if logic is not true, nor can it be applied to the topic
we are covering, it then follows that the statement is
meaningless. The fact however is that a statement has meaning
specifically because logic is true and applicable.
ii. In other words, logic must obtain if statements or significance has
meaning.
d. Fourth, to deny or try to disprove the need, necessity, and truth of
logic a person must use it.
i.

By saying, “logic is not true”, they affirm it is true, namely that it
is the true state of affairs that logic is not true.
ii. By doing this they disprove their original assertion “logic is not
true”
iii. In other words, if one uses logic in order to refute it, it is selfevidently not true, for they use it in order to deny it. Example: “No
puedo escribir ni una palabra en Espanol/ I cannot write not even
one word in Spanish,” is obviously false, for I just did.
e. Fifth, one cannot not use logic in the real world.
i. Life without logic is like jumping in the water without getting wet.
It cannot, not be the case.
ii. Example: “Let’s go to the beach” does not make sense if logic is
not true. Which beach do we go to? Manhattan, Newport,
Torrance, Zuma, etc. If logic were not true, we couldn’t even
begin going to say Manhattan Beach, for there is no distinction to
make.
iii. If logic is not true, how is it that your creditors call your phone and
not your neighbors? Logic is part of the furniture of the universe,
that is why you get the call, and your neighbor does not.
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 So we see that these four laws of logic are indispensable for discovering
truth. Now let’s define our terms of truth.

B. How is Truth Defined?
1. Truth is what corresponds to reality. This is called the correspondence view
of truth.20 In other words, we tell it like it is.
a. The podium. If I were to say, “this podium in front of me is made out of
a see-through substance”
i. How would this be true? This is true if, and only if it actually is
made out of a see-through substance—Plexiglas
ii. How would this be false? For this statement to be false, I would
have to show that what I assert to be true does not correspond to
reality (i.e., the podium is not made of a see-through substance).
b. Green grass. Consider the statement, “the grass is green.” If grass is
indeed green, then it is that which corresponds with reality. Hence, it is
true. This is easy enough for a child to understand it.
c. So, truth is what corresponds with reality. Yeah ok, but you might be
thinking, “It’s true for me that Adam Sandler is the funniest comedian in
the world but my Dad thinks he’s awful.”
i. So, how do we respond to this objection?
ii. It’s a good point and to answer the question we now will consider
the difference between objective truth and subjective truth.
2. Truth is both Subjective and Objective
a. Objective Truth. When we are talking about truth, inevitably the
confusion arises between the objective and the subjective aspect of
truth. According to Philosopher Peter Kreeft, when we speak of
objective truth, there are three things that we do not mean.21
20

Norm Geisler, Baker Encyclopedia of Christian Apologetics, p. 742.
The following three examples are taken from Peter Kreeft & Ronald K. Tacelli’s, Handbook of Christian
Apologetics, p. 363.
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i. First, objective truth is not an unemotional, impersonal,
detached attitude to the facts (E.g., Spock from Star Trek).
Remember truth is not an attitude, but it is what we know.
ii. Second, objective truth does not mean “known by everyone” or
even “believed by all.” Just because everybody believes that
there is a purple lion flying over my head, does not make it true.
Majority does not always rule when it comes to truth.
iii. Third, objective truth does not mean “publicly provable.” For
example, secret sins done in private are known by the
perpetrator, but may not be publicly provable.
iv. Fourth, objective truth is that which is “independent of the
knower and his consciousness.” For example, The Los Angeles
Lakers won back-to-back NBA Championships in ‘87-88 & ‘20002001 seasons. This is true whether or not my family in Argentina
knows it or not, or whether or not they believe it.
b. Subjective Truth. Unlike objective truth, subjective truth often deals
with personal tastes.
i. Food tastes. For example, I like on my burrito hot sauce.
1. The spicier the better and if it makes me cry, it has been an
incredible experience. Because it makes the eating
experience more enjoyable to me.
2. My wife thinks I’m crazy. She likes some hot sauce on her
Mexican food but crying because of spice makes her eating
experience a miserable one.
c. In a nutshell: The difference between subjective truth and objective
truth:
i. Is that objective truth is true whether I feel like it or not, Believe
it or not, approve of it or not, aware of it or not.
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ii. Yet, subjective truth deals with my personal tastes.
d. The importance of this distinction. I don’t think we can understate
how critical this distinction is.
i. You need heart surgery. Say you have a bad heart and you must
choose a surgeon to perform open heart surgery,
1. Would you prefer someone who really believes he is a
doctor, but is actually a counterfeit, we call them “quacks”
OR
2. Would you prefer one who has gone to medical school, and
really knows his craft? You’d opt for the latter, not the
former, RIGHT?! Why? Because you want the real deal!
Your life depends on it.
ii. Ultimate issues. Let’s bring the analogy over to ultimate
questions like, “Is there life after death?” or “Does God exist?” or
“Are we here by Chance or Design?” or “Is Jesus really the only
way to be saved from damnation?”
1. Too often in America when it comes to these questions, we
are indifferent, can’t be bothered, think the answers are
unknowable, etc. That’s grievous.
 There is such a thing as truth. We must keep in mind that:
o The effective use of the four laws of logic, and
o Understanding the correspondence theory of truth, together with
o Making the proper distinctions between subjective and objective
truth,
o Make getting at the truth (religious or not) an attainable task.
But truth is not often welcomed and has many enemies. While there are many
enemies of truth, I want to look at three: relativism, technologies, and the
faith/reason misunderstanding.
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C. What Are the Enemies of Truth? (1) Relativism
(Romans 1:18, 25) “For the wrath of God is revealed from heaven against all ungodliness and
unrighteousness of men who suppress the truth in unrighteousness,….” “For they exchanged
the truth of God for a lie, and worshiped and served the creature rather than the Creator, who
is blessed forever. Amen.”

The notion of relativism is an old idea, not a “hip” invention of the 21st
century. The book of Judges 17:6 says that in Israel, “In those days there was no
king in Israel; every man did what was right in his own eyes… Again in Greek
thought (Protagoras of Abdera) held that “man is the measure of all things” and
that “truth is what appears to each individual”.22 It’s in vogue today and has
deeply harmed getting at the truth and the doing of true justice.
1. Examining Three Kinds of Relativism.23 Perhaps you’ve experienced in a
witnessing situation someone’s rejection of Jesus with the words, “well that
may be true for you but it’s not true for me.” Celebrity Jennifer Aniston from
the show television show “Friends” is quoted to have said from
Hollowverse.com: "I don’t have a religion. I believe in a God. I don’t know
what it looks like but it’s MY God. My own interpretation of the
supernatural."24
a. First, Cultural Relativism which is descriptive. It’s an anthropological
approach to morals that suspends making judgments, and focuses on
the facts, which are being observed of any particular culture.
i. Example: In the USA the rule of law is “king”, whereas in North
Korea the rule of the “fist” governs. This is merely a description
of the two different ways these countries govern their people. Its
mere purpose is to describe what is.
ii. Philosopher Peter Kreeft explains this position,

22

from http://www.ucd.ie/philosophy/staff/mariabaghramian/Brief%20History.pdf (accessed 2/18/2014)
Much of what follows on the topic of relativism is taken from: Beckwith, Francis J. & Gregory Koukl, Relativism:
Feet Firmly Planted in Mid-Air, Pgs. 19-25, 36-39, 43-53, © 1998 by Francis J. Beckwith & Gregory Koukl, Baker
Book House. This book tackles the issue of postmodernism as it relates to moral relativism. The authors are clear,
concise, and witty in presenting their arguments.
24
Credit: Tom Kershaw, Hollowverse.com (accessed 2/18/2014)
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“This argument seems impregnable. The claim is that anthropologists and
sociologists have discovered moral relativism to be not a theory but an
empirical fact. Different cultures and societies, like different individuals,
simply do, in fact, have very different moral values. In Eskimo culture, and
in Holland, killing old people is right. In America, east of Oregon, it's
wrong. In contemporary culture, fornication is right; in Christian cultures,
it's wrong, and so forth.”25

iii. Problems: we must remember to distinguish between facts and
values. Facts describe, whereas values prescribe (i.e., what
should be done).
1. For example, in the abortion controversy, People on both
sides of the issue usually value human life and hold that it
is wrong to take the life of an innocent human being.
2. However, the lines are often drawn concerning the facts.
The question often raised is if the fetus is an innocent
human person, or is the fetus an intruder in the body of
the mother?
iv. What is the problem here? The problem with cultural relativism
is that it falsely assumes that the apparent moral discrepancies
between cultures demonstrate that no objective moral values
exist.
1. But I think the opposite is true. The crux of the matter lies
with the perception of the facts, not with the actual values.
2. Just because there is a disagreement regarding the facts, it
does not follow then that no view can be correct.
b. Second, there is Societal Relativism, which is prescriptive. It does not
merely observe the facts of a particular culture. It tells people what
they ought to do, how they should behave. This prescriptiveness
obviously differs from one culture to another.
i. Problems: supports the notion that one ought to do what their
society tells them to do. So as was the case in Germany under
Hitler’s politics.

25
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1. Nazi’s in Germany. The Nazi’s just followed orders. If your
countrymen tell you, because it’s the law of the land, to
confiscate the possessions of the Jews, put them into
forced labor, and finally exterminate them, does it make it
right? No! Why?
2. Legal vs. Moral. Just because something is lawful does not
make it right. If this were not the case, Martin Luther King
Jr. would have been wrong to protest the ill treatment
Black people were undergoing in his day.
a. In fact, Dr. Kings’ protest, under cultural relativism,
would be considered the worst kind of moral
criminal, because he challenged the moral
consensus of his society.
 So we have cultural relativism which is descriptive, societal relativism which
is prescriptive, and we also have individual relativism.
c. Third, there is Individual Relativism, which is ethical subjectivism. This
is where one’s personal preferences are the governing factor in one’s
behavior. So if I want to marry someone of the opposite sex, same sex,
or even my dog, so long as it is my personal reference, it’s right for me
i.Breeding Ground for Anarchy. When this view is taken to its
logical conclusion it leads to anarchy. After all, if the individual is
the standard by which all behavior is deemed right or wrong, who
can blame the anarchist for championing his cause?
ii.The Sociopath is Most Moral. Furthermore, if the most moral
individual is the one who lives most consistently to the beat of his
“own moral drum” the best example is then the sociopath.26
1. A Definition: Antisocial personality disorder is
characterized by a lack of regard for the moral or legal
standards in the local culture. There is a marked inability to
26
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get along with others or abide by societal rules. Individuals
with this disorder are sometimes called psychopaths or
sociopaths.27
2. Profile of the Sociopath.28 This website summarizes some
of the common features of descriptions of the behavior of
sociopaths. Here are
a. Glibness and Superficial Charm
b. Manipulative and Conning. They never recognize
the rights of others and see their self-serving
behaviors as permissible. They appear to be
charming, yet are covertly hostile and domineering,
seeing their victim as merely an instrument to be
used. They may dominate and humiliate their
victims.
c. Grandiose Sense of Self. Feels entitled to certain
things as "their right."
d. Pathological Lying. Has no problem lying coolly and
easily and it is almost impossible for them to be
truthful on a consistent basis. Can create, and get
caught up in, a complex belief about their own
powers and abilities. Extremely convincing and even
able to pass lie detector tests.
3. The sociopath is the moral champion of individual
relativism. Is this person good for society? Does this
person have the right to express themselves? To stop such
self-expression, is that unjust? If the individual is the sum
measure of truth, and the sociopath is the “moral
champion” then why are our Prisons over crowded with
such people? How we respond to this view is critical.
2. Moral Relativism is Deeply Skewed. And yet it’s everywhere in the culture.
All in the name of “autonomy”, it’s under the flag of “Be true to Yourself”,
27
28
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which is not an unfair assumption, but the logical conclusion that follows from
this worldview. There are at least five responses worthy of note.
a. Don’t Talk to Me. The first flaw of relativism is that you can’t tell me
I’m wrong. If what I do is right for me, but not right for you, we can’t
dialogue regarding my need to improve.
i. I can do what I please. So, if I choose to commit adultery on my
wife and destroy the life of my children, it’s fine. If I choose to
cheat on my SAT’s, steal my neighbors car, abuse my dog for fun,
or even murder the guy who cut me off on the freeway, what’s
the big deal?
ii. So what if you disagree. You may disagree with me, but even
though you personally disagree, morally it doesn’t matter. It’s
right for me! You can’t tell me what “I” ought to do.
b. Don’t Complain to Me. The second flaw of relativism is that you can’t
complain about the problem of evil. If relativism is true, then the
objection against God based on evil vanishes. This would shut up most
of us at one time or another.
i. That’s your view. If there’s no true evil to discuss, only differing
opinions about what is pleasant or unpleasant desired or not
desired, then:
1. Torturing babies for fun is fine,
2. Planes Crashing into the Twin Towers and causing the
deaths of over 3000 people is fine.
3. Just another day in this world.
ii. That view is problematic. I can also say that what Fidel Castro
did to my wife’s uncle by imprisoning him in a Cuban jail for
political differences, was not evil, but perhaps inconvenient. It
was “right” for Castro and his regime.
c. Don’t Blame or Praise Me! The third flaw with relativism is that you
can’t blame me or praise me. The concept of praise or blame is
meaningless in a relativistic framework. Why?
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i. No standards. Because there is no standard by which we
measure what is good, or bad. It’s easy to accept praise, but who
wants to receive blame?
ii. But we’re inconsistent. The reality is that we all have a deep
commitment to objective morality. This is evidenced in our
habits of receiving praise and avoiding blame,
iii. Sage observation. Consider what C.S. Lewis noted about:
The truth is, we believe in decency so muchwe feel the Rule or Law
pressing on us sothat we cannot bear to face the fact that we are
breaking it, and consequently we try to shift the responsibility. For
you notice that it is only for our bad behavior that we find all these
explanations. It is only our bad temper that we put down to being
tired or worried or hungry; we put our good temper down to
29
ourselves.

iv. Praise and blame is valid. So if the notions of praise and blame
are indeed valid, then it stands to reason that relativism must be
false.
d. Don’t Tell Me, “It’s not fair”. The fourth flaw of relativism is that you
can’t say, “That’s not fair” or “that’s not just.” My children love to point
out what is or is not fair when their siblings get something they did not
get. Be it a treat for good grades or a time out for disobedience, their
moral compass is working quite well.
i. Political debate, Public policy. How is one going to show the
“moral rightness” of their position or proposed legislation (E.g.,
Same Sex Marriage) if there’s no such thing as true justice?
ii. Hitler vs. Mother Theresa. But on a graver note, there would be
nothing wrong with punishing someone like a Mother Theresa for
her kind acts of tending the destitute and starving in Calcutta
India30 for most of her life, while rewarding and applauding Hitler
for exterminating six million Jews in Germany in the early part of
the 20th century.
29
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e. Don’t Tell Me to Improve. The fifth flaw of relativism is that you can’t
improve on your morality. Improvement or reform is absolutely
impossible.
i. Change my ethic, but it’s not better. The relativist may be able
to change their ethic, but they can never become a better person.
The habitual liar can’t improve, for in order to improve, the
implication is that there is an objective moral rule for which to
reach (I.e., “thou shall not bear false witness”).
ii. Why improve? Furthermore, there is no incentive for
improvement. After all, why should one change something that is
self-serving, and makes them feel good?
f. Don’t Moralize with Me. The sixth flaw of relativism is that you can’t
have a meaningful moral discussion. If an objective standard does not
exist, we can’t have a meaningful dialogue.
i. No room for “better”. This is because there is no place for one to
hold a better point of view than another. This makes disputation
impossible. After all, disputing means that one tries to show that
the other person is wrong.
ii. Embrace the absurd. It is senseless to quarrel if one can’t come
to some agreement as to what is right and wrong. This leaves the
possibility of making a moral suggestion absurd. As Christian
author and apologist Greg Koukl put it:
This puts relativists in an untenable position, caught
coming and going. If they speak, they surrender their
relativism. If they do not, they surrender their humanity.
It’s inhuman to be mute in the face of egregious evil, to
be silent in the presence of flagrant injustice.31
iii. Out of bounds. If one believes that ethical truths are relative,
they have placed themselves out of the moral discussion playing
31
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field. Hence, silent is what they ought to be. They’re out of
bounds.
g. Shut Your Pie Hole. The seventh flaw of relativism is that you can’t tell
me to be tolerant. If there is no standard, there is no tolerance, because
there is no “ought.” We might as well shut our pie holes in this case.
i. Game over. Tolerance is considered to be a key virtue of
relativism. The problem is that, if there are no objective moral
rules then there can’t be a rule that requires me to be tolerant of
those opposing my worldview.
ii. Self-refuting position. Relativists violate their own sacred cow
whenever they do not tolerate those with opposing views to
theirs. They are therefore just as an objectivist appears to be.32
 Relativism is a dangerous enemy of truth and deeply flawed. If you can’t:
tell me I’m wrong; can’t complain about the problem of evil; can’t blame
or praise me; can’t say, “that’s not just”; can’t improve on your morality;
can’t have a meaningful moral discussion and you can’t tell me to be
tolerant, then how does a society like that last? It can’t and we’re there
friends.
 Importance of issue. An article by Christian Philosopher, Peter Kreeft
quotes C.S. Lewis, on the importance of this issue where Lewis in, The
Poison of Subjectivism, weighs in on the perils of relativism and that it:
"will certainly end our species and damn our souls." Kreeft comments,
‘Please remember that Oxonians (those from Oxford University) are not
given to exaggeration. He continues, Why does he say "damn our souls?"
Because Lewis is a Christian, and he does not disagree with the
fundamental teaching of his master, Christ, and all the prophets in the
Jewish tradition, that salvation presupposes repentance, and repentance
presupposes an objectively real moral law. Moral relativism eliminates
that law, thus trivializes repentance, thus imperils salvation.”33

32
33
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D. The Second Enemy of Truth: Our Technologies
For quite some time I’ve been feeling personal angst about how my family
life has been going. The busyness of schedules of work, church or even play,
often make the family sit down dinner an impossibility. Our priorities are being
challenged constantly.
 Our Challenge in the 21st Century. What parent doesn’t feel guilty when
quality time with their child is pushed aside or dates with their spouse is a
distant memory.
 Bills must be paid, children must be raised, vacations must be had,
the house must be remodeled, the car must be fixed, birthdays must
be celebrated, term papers must be completed, Olympics must be
watched, and on and on.
 Those things are fine in and of themselves and are actually a means
of joy to our lives. The 2014 World Cup of Soccer will be held in
Brazil and I’m hoping my team Argentina wins it all.
 Occasionally taking inventory of our lives –reprioritizing what really
matters—needs to be done, however painful at times it may be.
Why? In order to prevent our lives from getting out of control and
destroying us and those we love.
 We Must Manage Time for Loves Sake. Yet managing our lives well is a
means to love God and one another. The fact is we get sidetracked with
what really matters through our technologies.
 On the one hand these man made gadgets do make our lives better,
but on the other hand they can also become a curse.
 They often rob us from being industrious, living in meaningful
community, walking in holiness and redeeming the—time. Too much
time is wasted.
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1. PRELIMINARY CONSIDERATIONS. You and I have grown up with the:
television, telephone, radio, car, convenient “maids”—the dishwasher,
clothes washer, dryer, indoor plumbing (including the toilet, shower and
sink), toasters, microwaves, ovens, blenders, crockpots, rice cookers,
electrical carving knives, etc. In short, “maids” that for most of human
history did not exist and maids that we take for granted.
a. What we take for granted. We tend to take for granted what is
always around. Husbands take their wives for granted, children do
this with parents, friends do this with friends, employers do this with
employees, teachers do this with students and leaders take for
granted those they serve.
b. What would you do without the cellphone? Another thing we take
for granted is the access of communication through our cell phones.
Twenty or so years ago only the privileged had these—grown-ups—
primarily for business purposes alone. Not today.
i. Family plans and Friend plans are available to assure that even
the poorest American has access to a cell phone.
ii. This is a mixed blessing, and one we need to consider when it
comes to looking at how we are conducting our lives in the 21st
century.
What I want to consider now is the issue of Technopoly and Some Personal
Observations concerning how technologies affect our abilities to think critically,
the obstacles they present in the pursuit of truth, our understanding of what
knowledge is and our living in community.
2. TECHNOLPOLY: THE SURRENDER OF CULTURE TO TECHNOLOGY
Two writers that have influenced my views on culture and technology and also
helped bring some clarifications to the angst these two have brought into my own
life are Christian Philosopher Douglas Groothuis known for his books dealing with
the New Age Movement and apologetic issues, and social critic Neil Postman,
whose writings are sympathetic to Christianity known for his books on education,
entertainment, and the media.
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 Technology has to do with knowledge that is practically applied through
scientific and mathematical principles. It is a means of accomplishing a task
using technical methods, or knowledge (E.g., robotics to build cars,
computer chips).34
 Technocracy has to do with individuals who through their knowledge and
power manage a society—sometimes coercing it with its wishes—not
always a bad thing (E.g., traffic signals keep people from crashing into each
other).35
 Technopoly according to Neal Postman is a state of culture and mind where
technology is deified; the culture finds its satisfaction in technology and
takes its orders from it.36
a. Technology: A Double-edged Sword. In the introduction to his book,
Technopoly: The Surrender of Culture to Technology, Neil Postman
notes that:
“…most people believe that technology is a staunch friend. The first reason, he
continues, technology is a friend. It makes life easier, cleaner, and longer. Can
anyone ask more from a friend? The second reason, because of its lengthy,
intimate, and inevitable relationship with culture, technology does not invite a
close examination of its own consequences. It is the kind of friend that asks for
trust and obedience, which people are inclined to give because its gifts are truly
bountiful…there is a dark side to this friend. Its gifts are not without a heavy
cost….the accusation can be made that the uncontrolled growth of technology
destroys the vital sources of our humanity. It creates a culture without a moral
foundation. It undermines certain mental processes and social relations that
make human life worth living. Technology, in sum, is both friend and enemy.”37

i. Friend and Foe. Because every technology has a strength and
corresponding weakness, is a blessing and a curse, Postman
34
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goes at length to argue his position that they do one thing, and
undo another (e.g., the horse and buggy vs. the automobile).
We must therefore scrutinize new technological developments
with both eyes wide open.38
ii. Real changes can’t be reversed. Postman shows how new
technologies change the way we think and the way we live.
They change history. Let’s look at three inventions where the
inventors had not the foresight to grasp what would become
of their genius.
1. Impact of Grades. It wasn’t until 1792 at the University
of Cambridge that a tutor named William Farish
suggested grading papers.39 While most people know
very little about this man, his idea, says Postman, “that a
quantitative value should be assigned to human
thoughts was a major step toward constructing a
mathematical concept of reality.” Postman continues,
“Our psychologists, sociologists, and educators find it
quite impossible to do their work without numbers.
They believe that without numbers they cannot acquire
or express authentic knowledge.”40
a. Fact: just because you can answer correctly 100
questions on a test, say for U.S. Government
History, it doesn’t mean you understand nor can
articulate the nuances of events and their causes.
This requires minimally the internalization of
historical facts and skill at worldview analysis in
order to say, “I know U.S. History”.
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2. Impact of the Clock. Most of us don’t wear watches
anymore, we use our cell phones. There was a time
though when morning came, the alarm clock sounded
off with that abhorrent sound: it’s time to get up! The
ability to tell time with a device also changed history
forever. From where did the mechanical clock
originate?

a. The Benedictines.41 The clock had its origin in the
Benedictine monasteries of the 12th and 13th
century A.D. Their purpose for invention was to
regulate more precisely the routines in the
monastery chief among which was the seven
times of daily devotion.42
b. Fact. What was not foreseen by these monks was
how the clock would be used not just to tell time,
but to control human action. This eventually
materialized in the life of the laborer and
merchant.43 Lewis Mumford (1895-1990), an
American historian, sociologist, philosopher of
technology, and literary critic has said:
“The mechanical clock made possible the idea of regular production,
regular working hours and a standardized product.”44

c. The paradox. Postman concludes that it’s the
mechanical clock that made capitalism possible
(E.g., the Stock Market Index). When it comes to
41
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the paradox of this invention and its purpose, he
says:
“…the surprise, and the wonder are that the clock was invented by men
who wanted to devote themselves more rigorously to God; it ended as
the technology of greatest use to men who wished to devote themselves
to the accumulation of money. In the eternal struggle between God and
Mammon, the clock quite unpredictably favored the latter.”45

3. The Printing Press. German Johannes Gutenberg
invented the printing press with replaceable/moveable
wooden or metal letters in 1436 (completed by 1440). It
is this method of printing which can be credited not only
for a revolution in the production of books, but also for
fostering rapid development in the sciences, arts and
religion through the transmission of texts.46
a. Fact. He “was a devout Catholic who would have
been horrified”, opines Postman, “to hear that
accursed heretic Luther describe printing as ‘God’s
highest act of grace, whereby the business of the
Gospel is driven forward’.”47 The printing press,
arguably, was the key technology making the
ideas of the Reformers spread rapidly. The Bible
was now in everyone’s home…this changed
everything.
i. What resulted? Postman holds that, this
technology; “in the struggle between unity
and diversity of religious belief, the press
favored the latter, and we can assume that
45
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this possibility never occurred to
Gutenberg.”48
 Postman points out, that old technologies compete with new ones and it’s
a fierce battle. These compete, he says, “for time, for attention, for money,
for prestige, but mostly for dominance of their world-view.”49 The medium
is at war with what it replaces because it is not neutral in ideology—it has a
bias. He notes that,
“It’s not merely a matter of tool against tool—…the photograph attacking the art
of painting, television attacking the printed word. When media make war
against each other, it is a case of world-views in collision”50

4. Television vs. Printed Word. What happens when a
child brought up on television comes to the class room
and is required to understand the written page?
a. Printed word. The book, the printed page,
Postman sees, emphasizes; “logic, sequence,
history, exposition, objectivity, detachment, and
discipline.”51 It’s a very active event and while not
every book is created equal (e.g., Dr. Seuss Cat in
the Hat vs. Plato’s Republic) there’s nonetheless
the engagement of the soul with the “word”.
b. Television. The screens that inhabit the majority
of Americas homes 52 have decreased according to
a New York times 2011 article. I quote:
“The Nielsen Company, which takes TV set ownership into account when it produces ratings,
will tell television networks and advertisers on Tuesday that 96.7 percent of American
households now own sets, down from 98.9 percent previously…”
48
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i. Reasons for TV ownership decline: poverty,
and internet streaming of shows (Yea
Netflix!)
ii. TV’s emphasis. Unlike the printed page,
the television screen has an emphasis on,
“imagery, narrative, presentness, [sic]
simultaneity, intimacy, immediate
gratification, and quick emotional
response” says Postman.
iii. Results in the classroom? Many of our
children are thus a casualty that can’t or
won’t read, they can’t logically organize
thoughts on the page, they can’t listen to
oral explanation or lectures for more than
several minutes.53 They’re not stupid, but
they are failures, opines Postman, “because
there is a media war going on, and they are
on the wrong side”.54


Technologies have their strengths and
weaknesses, the changes through invention they bring is a mixed bag, of
blessing and cursing, and often the geniuses have no foresight as to what
entails their inventions. But there’s more.
b. Meaning of Technopoly? As stated earlier, according to Postman,
Technopoly is a state of culture and mind where technology is
deified; the culture finds its satisfaction in technology and takes its
orders from it.55 There’s the attitude of “out with the old, in with the
new”, there’s a replacement of the transcendent, with the temporal,
the humane with the machine, and sanity is exchanged for madness.
i. How much did the world change. Because of the printing
press, and the consequent dissemination of information,
Postman in his chapter From Technocracy to Technopoly
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(pages 40-55) notes how these ideas impacted the way we do
commerce. Adam Smith’s Wealth of Nations (1776) “justified
the transformation from small-scale, personalized, skilled labor
to large scale, impersonal, mechanized production”.56 Shortly
thereafter, a barber by trade, Richard Arkwright developed
the first factory system for his cotton spinning mills, where in a
hostile environment void of government controls was fueled
by utilitarianism that was undaunted by danger or financial
risk.57
1. The point. A frenzy of invention marked the 19th century
where the how of invention muted the why. People
became mere means to an end, the new royalty was not
inherited but earned through “guts and smarts”, the
speed of life trumped the contemplative life, and the old
ways were seen as obsolete—kept private.58
c. Information “glut”. Then we have the issue of information “glut”,
where a barrage of information we usually don’t need nor
understand nor have time to analyze, comes to us unsolicited. But
again, this “glut” has a long history.
i. How did information “glut” begin? Through books,
newspapers, pamphlets (the printing press), most sectors of
knowledge were available to the literate masses so that
knowledge on (I.e., Astronomy, anatomy, physics, medicine,
machines and agriculture) was possible.59 In fact, it’s the
means through which the USA nation was birthed. Postman
says:
“…technocratic-typographic America was the first nation ever to
be argued into existence in print. Paine’s Common Sense and The
Rights of Man, Jefferson’s Declaration of Independence and the
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Federalist Papers were written and printed efforts to make the
American experiment appear reasonable to the people….”60

 What resulted? The revolutionary war against England. Ideas have
monumental consequences.
ii. The “glut” continued. Another way the information “glut” got
out and sped up, was through the telegraph. Toward the mid19th century trains went about 35 miles an hour and so did the
spread of information. The telegraph removed that barrier of
time and space such that transportation and communication
were not attached to each other.61
1. Result: Un-local news. For the first time, information
not immediately pertinent to a local place for solving
particular problems was made available. Sound familiar?
iii. More can be said that through the merging of the papers with
the telegraph and the photograph, language according to
Postman, was replaced with the image as the primary means,
of “construing, understanding, and testing reality.”62
1. This phenomenon helped mold and shape the way
information comes to a society. For the most part, this
information is useless because it lacks; context,
historical coherence, is purposeless and person-less.
2. Do we need most of the information available to us?
a. This question should be at the forefront of the
thoughtful, contemplative Christian who wants to
live for Christ and make a difference for the
kingdom.
b. We need to take control of the onslaught of “junkmail, e-mails, tweets, insta-grams, vines, FB posts,
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etc.” If we are going to walk wisely as
ambassadors for Christ.
3. MY PERSONAL REFLECTIONS
Neal Postman has so much to say I commend the book to you along with
Douglas Groothuis’ book The Soul in Cyberspace.
a. The media and “Christian Community”. Many Christians think that
they’ve gone to church if they’ve heard a podcast, or
b. The internet and “Social Media”. People say things on the FB they
never would say face to face with people
c. The I-phone and “Human interaction”. Having a sit down dinner
without being interrupted or looking at the latest “vine”, is becoming
increasingly epidemic around people I know.
d. Information, knowledge, wisdom and truth. These are often
mistaken for one another, nothing could be further from the truth
i. Having a lot of books, does not mean you know much
 There’s much coming at us, and it would be wise to take personal
inventory.
This third enemy of truth may surprise you how it is an enemy of the truth, but it
is. Let me explain.

E. The Third Enemy of Truth: The Misunderstanding between Faith
and Reason?
 In both religious and secular circles in much of the West, faith and reason
are understood in a way that contradicts the revelation of God in the
scriptures. Moreover, this misunderstanding pits Science against Religion,
where the former gives us objective knowledge binding on all, and the
latter gives subjective personal meaning to the beholder. This view is also
held by many Christians, but scripture says otherwise.
 Therefore, let’s look at the culture’s view of faith and reason as opposed to
the relationship between faith and reason, and see if we can clear up some
of the misconceptions.
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1. THE Culture’s Misunderstanding of FAITH & REASON.
a. Keep Religion in Its Place.
b.
c.
2. THE Churches’ Misunderstanding of FAITH & REASON Preliminary
Thoughts: Faith and Reason Friends or Foes. Are they allies or enemies? In
my view this question is the most important one to answer. As one noted
apologist affirms:
“In a sense the marriage of faith and reason is the most important question in
apologetics because it is the overall question. If faith and reason are not wedded
partners, if faith and reason are divorced or incompatible, like cats and birds,
then apologetics is impossible. For apologetics is the attempt to ally reason to
faith, to defend faith with reason’s weapon.”63

 I would add that if faith and reason are seen through the definitions of
those with a naturalistic worldview, the games up. We have nothing to say
of significance to contribute to the areas of education, law, bioethics,
philosophy, nor political theory. Why? Because “faith” in the market
square is not knowledge, but private personal preferences.
 Hence, to answer the question of faith’s relationship to reason, we will
consider; Three views regarding their relationship, The definitions of faith
and reason and The ways in which the two are allies, rather than enemies.
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a. THREE VIEWS OF FAITH AND REASON: Philosophy of Religion
There are basically three views regarding the relationship between faith and
reason. Actually there are more but for our purposes we will consider; Strong
Rationalism, Fideism, and Critical Rationalism. Our treatment of these views will
not be extensive, but brief. Not because they are not important, but because of
the limited time we have. Hence, we will attempt to focus on the key aspect of
each view attempting to determine where practicing said positions lead.
i.

Strong Rationalism is the position that holds in order for a religious
belief-system to be properly and rationally accepted, it must be
possible to prove that the belief system is true.64 Essentially one
must be able to prove the truthfulness of a religious truth claim to
any reasonable person who is willing to investigate the particular
claim. Moreover, one can’t have any doubts about their position in
order to claim to know it.
a.
There appears to be at least two problems with this
worldview.
1. First Problem: Reason is not neutral. It assumes that the
faculty of “reason” exists on a neutral playing field and
that regardless of one’s worldview, if one just lays out
the facts, by using the laws of logic to any reasonable
person:

(Example: evidence for the resurrection of Jesus Christ to an orthodox
Jew), then said individual will supposedly embrace, in this case,
Christianity.
a. Worldviews determine what is accepted and
rejected. But we know that this does not always
happen. Why? Because our worldviews often
determine which arguments we accept or reject
as valid. For the orthodox Jew it’s blasphemous,
to hold that Jesus was God incarnate.
64
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b. Moreover, the Jewish, Messiah was “to be a
reigning king, not a crucified criminal.”65 It was
not part of their theological paradigm. Hence,
Paul the apostle explains that the Cross of Jesus
Christ is a “stumbling block” to the Jews.
2. Second Problem: Doesn’t meet its own criterion. The
fundamental problem with this position is that it fails to
meet its own criterion. After all, if it’s possible for the
strong rationalist’s view to be mistaken, than how can
he prove that his position is true with 100% certainty?
a. “Do as I say, not as I do”. How can he claim to
have no doubts that his position is not mistaken, if
in fact it can be? I do not think he can. If this is
the case, than the strong rationalist commits the
“parental trick” of “Do as I say, not as I do.” That
works well the youth doesn’t it!?
b. The (SR) has too high a view of reason. This view
exalts reason to a position it does not deserve. In
a Christian setting, these people love talking about
theology, but living out the implications of a life
consecrated to Christ—is missing.
ii.

Fideism has the opposite stance of (SR). It’s the view that reason has
nothing to do with saving faith.

 I once heard a man call a local apologetics radio program. This person questioned
reason's place in the decision making process of saving faith. He reasoned that if one
could be convinced to follow Christ on the basis of arguments, than saving faith cannot
be realized. Surely its genuineness must be nullified. Essentially, to this person, reason
has no value when it comes to saving faith.
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a.
What does fideism mean? One such definition is that
religious belief-systems are not subject to rational evaluation.66
“To say for instance, that we have faith that God exists and
that he loves us is, to say that we accept this in a way that does
not depend on any evidence or reasoning, and that we refuse
to have anything to do with trying to prove or disprove God’s
love for us.”67 The account of scripture contradicts that
position.
(1 Cor.15:16-22) “16 For if the dead are not raised, not even Christ has been raised; 17 and if
Christ has not been raised, your faith is worthless; you are still in your sins. 18 Then those also
who have fallen asleep in Christ have perished. 19 If we have hoped in Christ in this life only, we
are of all men most to be pitied. ..20 But now Christ has been raised from the dead, the first
fruits of those who are asleep. 21 For since by a man came death, by a man also came the
resurrection of the dead. 22 For as in Adam all die, so also in Christ all will be made alive.”

(Rom.8:28-35) “28 And we know that God causes all things to work together for good to those
who love God, to those who are called according to His purpose. 29 For those whom He
foreknew, He also predestined to become conformed to the image of His Son, so that He would
be the firstborn among many brethren; 30 and these whom He predestined, He also called; and
these whom He called, He also justified; and these whom He justified, He also glorified. 31 What
then shall we say to these things? If God is for us, who is against us? 32 He who did not spare His
own Son, but delivered Him over for us all, how will He not also with Him freely give us all
things? 33 Who will bring a charge against God’s elect? God is the one who justifies; 34 who is the
one who condemns? Christ Jesus is He who died, yes, rather who was raised, who is at the right
hand of God, who also intercedes for us. 35 Who will separate us from the love of Christ? Will
tribulation, or distress, or persecution, or famine, or nakedness, or peril, or sword?”

b.
First Problem: Faith is not a “Blind leap” in the dark.
The Fideist appears to assume that ‘true faith” is a blind leap in
the dark. The underlying assumption is that to even question
the truthfulness of one’s faith is equal to being “unspiritual,”
even “carnal.”
1. The origin of this view is not from the Bible as we have
seen earlier and we will see later. Paul’s arguments for
the resurrection alone refute this notion (1 Cor.15), and
66
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so does Peter’s command for the believer to be ready to
give everyone who asks a reason for the hope that lies
within them (1 Pet.3:15).
c.
Second Problem: Can’t be falsified. What’s disturbing is
that this view is not falsifiable. It has left the philosophical
playing field.
1. Religious relativism lurks. When religious truth claims
are beyond falsification, they inevitably lead to religious
relativism—where religious experience trumps theology.
2. All religions end up “teaching the same thing—
basically”. The ultimate danger and outcome of this
position leaves one no recourse of falsifying the religious
truth claims of a (e.g., Mohammed, Confucius, Buddha,
Joseph Smith, Jim Jones, David Koresh, or even of Jesus
Christ).
d.
The Fideist has too low a view of reason. The Fideist
goes to the opposite extreme of the strong rationalist, contend
that rationality has no part in religious discourse and exalts
religious experience over rational inquiry (Mormons do this
with the burning in the bosom).
1. Experience trumps theology. Hence, the Christian with
this view holds that experience trumps theology. Strong
rationalism has too high a view of reason, Fideism has
too low a view of reason.
iii.

68

Critical Rationalism (CR) is the view that religious belief-systems can
and must be rationally criticized and evaluated, although conclusive
proof of such a system is impossible.68 Let me explain.
a.
Use your reason, just understand its limits. (CR)
encourages the use of reason to access a religious truth claim’s
veracity, and also cautions having over confidence in the
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conclusions of the investigation, because all truth claims have
their problems.
b.
First Strength: Reason matters. This approach seems to
be the preferable one for several reasons: First, critical
rationalism values the role reason plays in objectively verifying
a truth claim. It encourages questioning of religions and their
leaders. It asks for justification of beliefs held.
1. Don’t be foolish. Never ever believe blindly someone
who is in leadership and is claiming to speak on God’s
behalf. Check it out with this book—the Bible. The
apostle Paul agrees. Consider Acts 17:10-11
“10 The brethren immediately sent Paul and Silas away by night to Berea, and when they
arrived, they went into the synagogue of the Jews. 11 Now these were more noble-minded than
those in Thessalonica, for they received the word with great eagerness, examining the
Scriptures daily to see whether these things were so.”

c.
Second Strength: Reasons have their contenders. All
truth claims have problems and counter arguments to their
position. It doesn’t mean you can’t hold your views
passionately and argue forcefully for what you understand to
be true
1. Hold your views passionately, argue them. In your
passion and argumentation be humble, that’s all. Don’t
be a “know-it-all” because none of us are.
a. Theological views differ (E.g., the age of the earth,
the return of Christ, the gifts of the Spirit, etc.).
Sometimes we need to revisit doctrines we take
for granted, and look at ones that are hard to
understand (E.g., Trinity, Christ’ Incarnation, God’s
Sovereignty, human Freedom, Justification by
Faith, Sanctification, etc.).
b. Where does the evidence lead? The (CR) tends to
be more humble with their knowledge and is
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freed to follow the evidence. Because this
position has a view of human knowledge—it is
finite, limited, and
c. Difference between (SR) and (CR) is that the
former thinks 100% certainty is attainable, where
the latter holds that it’s impossible.
d. How much certainty is required? Some hold that
51% certainty is what’s needed to be justified in
holding to the reliability of a truth claim.
Translation: There’s such a thing as religious
knowledge—of God.
d.
Third Strength: CR is more holistic. (CR) approaches the
knowledge of God holistically that both reason and religious
experience contribute to our religious knowledge. And yet
points out their limits and dangers.
1. What we know, we live. As Christians this view
empowers us to integrate the knowledge of God so that
we experience God. Our head and heart are not at odds,
but are working together to help us love God and one
another.
 These three views are important to understand because both believers and
skeptics function in one of these areas. Identifying this landscape of
thought either in us or in another can help us make corrections to our own
faulty thinking, and also help us understand those we are trying to reach.
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b. DEFINING FAITH AND REASON: Biblical Understanding . A University
professor once boasted,
“One of my callings in life is to shatter the faith of naïve fundamentalists as they come to my
class. Just give me a room of young, naïve evangelicals and let me at ‘em. You can just watch
them drop like flies hit with Raid when I challenge their faith in a deliberate, consistent
manner.”69

All too often, this scenario is being experienced not in the classroom, but also at
work, family functions, and even our homes. Just what is faith and reason?
i.

Defining Faith. Among the different biblical words denoting faith:
pisteuo and pistis are the key ones in the New Testament.70 These
words involve trust.
a.
It's a trust in God's nearness and power to help.71 It's
being convinced that God exists and that his revelations or his
self-disclosures are true (used of Christ; Jn.6:30; 8:31;
Rom.10:14).72

(Mt.27:42-43) 42 “He saved others; He cannot save Himself. He is the King of Israel; let Him now
come down from the cross, and we will believe in Him. 43 HE TRUSTS IN GOD; LET GOD RESCUE Him now, IF HE
DELIGHTS IN HIM; for He said, ‘I am the Son of God.’”

b.
It’s radically Christ centered. Both words express the
complex thought of unqualified acceptance of, and exclusive
dependence on, the mediation of the Son as alone securing the
mercy of the Father.73
c.
It’s grounded in space-time-history. In other words,
faith/trust is grounded on God's person and activity
throughout history. Although much needs to be said about
biblical faith, for our purposes we will look at a general
conception of faith, a specific example of it, and what saving
faith is.
69
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ii.

A General Conception of Faith. At least three issues arise that I think
are important for us to consider, in order to possess a more holistic
view of biblical faith.
a.
First, faith in God involves right belief about God. Our
faith contains a set of propositions (doctrines about God,
Christ, sin, judgment, etc) that we call beliefs. These are
objectively attained through being taught correctly and
through being self-taught.
1. Being taught correctly is exposing ourselves to teaching
that deals with the text of scripture, such that authorial
intent is the goal. What did Paul, Peter, James, and John
mean when writing to their audience, for example.
2. Being self-taught means we also apply the necessary
tools for proper biblical interpretation of the faith much
like the Bereans. The reality is that the New Testament
writers often depict faith as knowing, believing, and
obeying “the truth” (Tit. 1:11; 2 Thess. 2:13; 1 Pet.1:22,
etc.). This demonstrates that the authors regarded
orthodoxy (to have the right opinion) as the
fundamental ingredient of faith.74
b.
Second, we must see that faith rests on divine
testimony. The Bible views the convictions of faith as
certainties and equates them with knowledge (1 Jn.3:2; 5:1820). Because they are grounded on God’s character, in that he
cannot lie (Titus 1:2). This makes it trustworthy. This
testimony is specifically disclosed in the person and work of
Jesus Christ (Jn.3: 11, 31-32), through Christ’s spokesmen (Acts
10:39-43; 1 Jn.5:9 ff) and this testimony is Gods own witness (1
Cor.2:10-13; 1 Thess. 2:13). Hence to receive this testimony is
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to agree that God is true, but to reject it is to make God out to
be a liar (Jn. 3:33; 1 Jn. 5:10).75
c.
Third, we must understand that faith is a supernatural
divine gift. God is the author of all saving faith (Eph.2:8;
Phil.1:29). Because man is blinded by sin and Satan (Eph.4:18;
2 Cor. 4:4), he cannot come to see, thus accept the divine
origin of our message nor apply it to his own life by trusting
Christ for salvation (Jn. 3:3; 1 Cor.2:14; Jn.6:44, 65).
 Faith then is right belief about God, grounded on His testimony which can
only be supernaturally attained.
iii.

A Specific Example of Faith. Faith as noted earlier is trust grounded
on God’s person, such that it effects a commitment that comes from
a conviction (Heb.11:1; cf., 1 Pet.3:15.).76 This Hebrews passage is
quite revealing and perhaps one of the clearest definitions of biblical
faith. The text says:

“Now faith is the assurance of things hoped for, the conviction of things not seen” (RSV) The
NIV translation says, “Now faith is being sure of what we hope for and certain of what we do
not see.”

a.
First, faith is the assurance of things hoped for. The
Greek for assurance is (hupastasis) which speaks of that which
really exists, in contrast to what seems to be.77 It’s not a
figment of the imagination, but a reality. Regarding this word’s
usage, New Testament scholar Leon Morris explains:
“there are realities for which we have no material evidence though they are not the less real for
that. Faith enables us to know that they exist and, while we have no certainty apart from faith,
78
faith does give us genuine certainty.”
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1. Faith is the reality of things hoped for. The Greek word
is (elpizomenon) and means to look forward with
confidence to that which is good and beneficial (see Acts
23:6 where Paul is on trial because of his hope in the
resurrection).79 Specifically in this context it speaks of a
sure expectation of divine saving actions. Hope looks at
the coming city of God (see Heb.6:18).80
b.
Second, faith is the conviction of things not seen. The
Greek for conviction is (elegkos) and speaks of proof or
evidence. This word was used in the papyri of legal proofs of an
accusation.81 It is an inner conviction.82
1. What’s the author saying here? The writer of Hebrews
appears is defining faith as the reality on which hope is
based and that hope is ultimately the realization of our
salvation in the scheme of Gods redemptive plan.
a. Faith is the proof of that which cannot be seen.
Biblical faith cares about the facts, even though it
cannot fully comprehend them. But its
comprehension enables the believer to persevere
to the end.
iv.

What is Saving Faith? According to the Reformation—Biblical
Understanding of True Saving Faith three components are essential
for saving faith: They are Notitia, Assensus and Fiducia.83
a.
Notitia is the data, evidence, or knowledge. Here, one
knows a claim an event, or alleged fact. In our case, it is
knowledge of the life, teachings, death, and resurrection of
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Jesus Christ (Rom.10:14-17). But as important as notitia is, it is
not saving faith (Heb.4:2-4).
b.
Assensus is to intellectually acknowledge as true the
claim(s), statement(s), or proposition(s) put before one. This
involves assenting to the reality (truthfulness) of the
knowledge in question as worthy to being received as a fact.
1. Assensus is the act of the intellect acknowledging the
truth of notitia without appropriating personal trust of
said knowledge.
2. Put together, these comprise what is termed fides
historica (mere) historical faith, but not saving faith
(fides salvifica).
3. While both assensus and notitia are necessary for saving
faith, they are not sufficient (e.g., The demons believe
and tremble). The other component of salvation is
fiducia.
c.
Fiducia is the appropriation of what saves a person (i.e.,
fiducia appropriates notitia and assensus). This is a selfsurrender to what one knows to be true—the Gospel
message.
1. Fiducia primarily involves one’s volition or will.
2. It’s also a work of the Holy Spirit. It’s not a work but a
fruit of faith (i.e., works of faith). In other words, the
appropriation of notitia and assensus enabled by the
Holy Spirit is what saves a person.
3. Notitia, assensus, and fiducia are necessary and when
found together are sufficient for salvation. All three are
essential for saving faith to be realized. Remove one
component, and saving faith does not obtain.
d.
Illustration of saving faith. It is like medicine that can
cure cancer. If someone knows of medicine that is out on the
market (notitia: data, information), and they understand and
believe that this medicine can cure and has cured cancer
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patients (assensus: intellectually acknowledge the data to be
true), it will not benefit the cancer patient (i.e., cure them).
Not until they take the medicine for themselves (fiducia:
appropriating notitia and assensus) will they benefit from the
medicine (i.e., get healed).
e.
Similarly, knowing the data of Jesus’ life and mission,
and assenting to its’ truth claims is not sufficient for salvation,
one must appropriate the data and the truth claim for saving
faith to be actualized. One must surrender to the Master.

v.

84

Defining Reason. In the Old Testament God invites his people to
come and reason with him. As Isaiah 1:18 says, “Come now, and let
us reason together”. In this context, Israel’s worship is externally
acceptable, but their motives are internally corrupt. Hence, it’s
unacceptable to God. Their lip service did not match their life style.
The word in this passage for reason is dialegkomai in the LXX —the
Septuagint (the Hebrew scriptures translated into Greek). It deals
with arguing a case, or discussing a matter.84
a.
Here God appeals to Israel’s powers of reason to
consider their worship and lifestyle as the people of God.
Biblically, the existence of an efficacious (having the power to
produce an effect) human reason is assumed, as noted in
Isaiah’s passage.
b.
But the nature of reason is not explicitly described.85
Essentially, it appears that reason is the human intellect's
ability to carry out organized mental activity, such as the
association of ideas, induction and deduction86 of inferences,
or value judgments.87
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c.
Reason offers one the ability to set forth statements as
explanations or justifications for one’s point of view. The great
and first commandment includes loving God with the soul,
which is the essence of life in terms of thinking, willing and
feeling.88 The thinking processes are part of what makes us
human. It is part of what constitutes our being made in God’s
image.
d.
Throughout the church's history, few theologians
espoused pure rationalism. This is the idea that naked reason
can without benefit of faith deduce all Christian truth.89 As a
result, those holding the aforementioned opinion often fall
into technical heresies. To guard against the possible abuse of
reason, many influential Christian thinkers have strongly down
played reason.90
e.
A Mixed Reception in the Churches History. As a result,
there have been negative and positive views of reason’s
relationship to faith throughout church history. Let’s briefly
look at them.
1. Reason Viewed Negatively. The Reformer Martin
Luther called reason a "harlot" insisting that the gospel
was contrary to reason. Not because in and of itself it is
not a good gift from God, but because in the temporal
earth “the rational man is self-sufficient”.91 And thus, in
Luther’s mind the use of reason from the Scholastics
who tried to reconcile the gospel with Aristotle, ended
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up distorting it.92 And while Luther understood that nonChristians can know God through Natural reason,
nonetheless;
“This knowledge does them no good, since reason ‘does not know
who or which is the true God’ and cannot know ‘what God thinks of
us, what He wants to give and to do to deliver us from sin and save
us’”.93

 Luther knew God had revealed himself to everyone through creation, but
only through Scripture and the work of the Holy Spirit can sinful, blind
human beings know him redemptively—experience salvation from wrath to
a loving relationship with God through Christ.
a. Blaise Pascal94 had the conviction that faith
cannot be based solely on pure rational criteria.
After making breakthrough discoveries in
mathematics and physics, Pascal became
convinced that the certainties of faith are
unattainable, except to the heart that loves.
i. In his Pensées he covers among other
things: the psychological fabric of man: the
paradox of our pride and feebleness. He
makes no effort to ground the faith
metaphysically and while Pascal thought
even if one can prove God’s existence, all
these arguments at best leads one only to
deism, not the God of the Lord Jesus Christ.
ii. He instead proved the existence of God by
referring to man’s unhappiness until he
finds happiness in God. He also makes an
inventory of the various philosophies and
religions and profoundly analyzes the
relationships between faith and reason.
92
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b. Søren Kierkegaard maintained the necessity for an
individual not to make salvation decisions based
on logical deductions.95 His context must be
considered to understand his method. Known as
the “melancholy Dane” he noticed the ubiquitous
cold orthodoxy of his day. People in Denmark
thought they were all Christians, but the fruit of
Christ was nowhere to be found. Of his many
writings, Concluding Unscientific Postscript, the
purpose of his apologetic:
“…is directed at converting not people of other religions to Christianity but
people of the Christian religion to authentic Christian faith.”96

c. Ponder this. What's interesting is that Luther,
Pascal and Kierkegaard were rational intellectuals.
A look at their writings shows that they were
coherent and analytical. What should be
appreciated and emulated is the sensitivity they
demonstrate in the context of history.
i. Their methods for evangelism and disciplemaking were dictated by their times, their
audience. Our should also.
 Still some view them as men who had a strict segregation of reason from
religious convictions.97 However, there are those that do not make such a
strict segregation.
2. Reason Viewed Positively. Saint Augustine the great
theologian and philosopher stated, "I believe that I may
understand" meaning that reason is operative in direct
proportion to its submission to prior Christian faith.98
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a. His view of Truth and Reason. Truth is absolute
and above man’s mind. If anything exists that is
more excellent than wisdom, it is clearly God.
i. To approach God with the mind demands a
suitable moral disposition: detachment
from the senses, restraint of the passions
and earnest longing for enlightenment.
ii. For the mind to see God it must be
illuminated by Him. “God is better known
by what He is not” and God draws the soul
not only through reason but also through
authority (I.e., Scripture and the Church).
iii. Pertaining to the knowledge of God, one
must believe before he seeks
understanding. He quotes (Is.7:9) asserting,
“if you do not believe you shall not
understand”. 99
b. Thomas Aquinas, (perhaps the greatest
theologian of the Middle Ages), held reason to be
a viable avenue of Christian knowledge. Through
it one could understand God's existence and
goodness, even though it's not omnicompetent.100
i. “Aquinas tried to reconcile the seemingly
separate streams of philosophy and
theology.
ii. He distinguished between the two, which
he labeled reason and revelation, yet
emphasized that they did not necessarily
contradict each other.”101
99
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iii. For Aquinas, some truths of the faith can be
understood via the rational, others cannot.
Whereas God’s existence can be known
through reason (i.e., cosmological
arguments),
iv. Doctrines like the Trinity, the Incarnation of
Christ, and the need for the atonement for
our sins, 102 can only be known on the
authority of faith (the Bible or revelation).
 There’s a wealth of family wisdom that’s come down these last two
thousand years and while differences among believers regarding the
issues at hand, the wise disciple will consider the strengths of the
aforesaid positions with charity because only God is omniscient his
creatures are not.
c. CONCLUSION: FAITH AND REASON ARE ALLIES NOT ENEMIES. The
contemplation between faith and reason is a worthy endeavor and one that
requires much more attention than it has received in these few pages.
Nonetheless, a few concluding remarks I offer.
i.

Faith and Reason are wed together and especially if one is referring
to the Christian faith.
a.
Our faith in the God of the Bible saves us,
b.
Our reason aids us in understanding his workings.

Christian Philosopher William Lane Craig is noted for saying, “that we know Christianity to be
true through the work of the Holy Spirit (Rom.8:15-16; Col. 2:2; 4:12; Rom.4:21; 14:5; I Jn.3:24;
5:6-10), and we show Christianity to be true through reason”.103

ii.

102

Fideism and Critical Rationalism. This view appears to utilize both
fideism and critical rationalism.
a.
Reason’s weakness. For there are things reason cannot
fully comprehend (i.e., like the Trinity, the Resurrection, the

Ibid., p.915.
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communication between the Trinity, are things the mind will
probably never fully fathom).
b.
Reason’s strengths. But there are things reason can
apprehend (i.e., cosmological arguments, the argument from
design specifically). Reason does have its limits. Regarding the
weakness of reason in connection with saving faith, Peter
Kreeft succinctly writes:
“The sword of reason is in itself undefeatable and can cut through all the objections to the
faith. But any given human reasoner, like any given swordsman, can use it badly, that is,
irrationally. The Fall weakened our arms that wield the sword, but the sword itself remains
sharp.” 104

 We’ve considered what a belief consists of, but now we want to focus on the
morality of belief.

III. Why Do People Believe vs. Why Should People
Believe?
1. Have you ever asked yourself, “Self—why do you believe that…?” The
question of why people do believe is distinct from why they should believe—
there’s a moral presupposition here. The issue arises now concerning the
reasons for why people do believe something as opposed to why people
should believe.
2. The former is a descriptive characteristic of belief, the latter is a prescriptive
aspect of belief.

104
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A. Why Do People Believe?105
1. There are many factors that describe why people believe as they do, the
following are some examples:
a. Sociological factors: “Because I was raised this or that way.” E.g., Joe is a
Catholic because his family raised him in the church.
b. Psychological factors: “Because my parents are Protestants, I will never
become one.” E.g., Susie purposely believes the opposite of what her
parents believe and seems to be a form of a power struggle.
c. Philosophical factors: “I believe that the universe had a beginning as
opposed to being eternal because it seems to be the most reasonable
possibility given the kalam cosmological argument.”
d. Cultural factors: “Many people from India are Hindu because that is the
religion of their ancestors.”
e. The above factors are not necessarily bad, but they do indicate that
there are different reasons for why people believe as they do.

B. Why Should People Believe?
1. Reasons for why people do believe are not the same as for why people should
believe.
2. The former is descriptive (i.e., it only describes why people do believe), but the
latter is prescriptive (i.e., it prescribes a reason(s) for why it is right to believe
such and such).
3. In light of our discussion, it seems most reasonable and right for one to believe
what is actually true (i.e., that which corresponds with reality see section II.),
rather than believing a falsehood.
4. To knowingly believe a falsehood seems to go against what most sane people
naturally do, disbelieve it (given they know it is a falsehood).

105
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IV. What Kinds of Religious Beliefs Are There?
1. There are many religious beliefs in the world and there are also many different
ways of classifying them. A working definition of what we mean by religion is:
“a religion is constituted by a set of beliefs, actions, and experiences, both
personal and corporate, organized around a concept of an Ultimate Reality”106
2. At the core of the Christian religion,
a. Is a Loving and Just God who has made provision for His creatures
b. To enjoy intimate relationship with Him through the life, teachings,
and work of Jesus Christ, as
c. They are appropriated to one’s life. BUT, other religions are quite
different.
3. The following list categorizes seven distinct religious convictions:107
a. Occult religions: such as animism, believes that all things are alive, or
that all things have a soul that pervades everything (e.g. humans,
rocks, trees, rivers, the earth, the moon, the stars).108
i. These things having the underlying soul/spirit are often
believed to be either evil or good.
ii. Also known as Tibetan Buddhism, witchcraft, etc.
iii. This religion is based on spirits.
b. The Imperial religions: deal with the highest political authority and
its ultimate claims for power:
i. E.g., from the divine kings of Egypt to,
ii. The Roman Caesars, to
iii. Stalin and Hitler of our day.
iv. This religion is based on politics.
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c. The ascetic religions: such as Hinduism, and Buddhism deal with selfrenunciation:
i. E.g., a person’s self, is renounced and mortified to rid the
person and progressively the world,
ii. Of evil and suffering.
iii. This religion is based on the self.
d. The Genital religions: worship sex. This goes back to the time of the
Cananite fertility cults, the neighbors of Israel.
i. The modern day equivalent are the porn shops in Copenhagen
and on Sunset Strip in Hollywood.
ii. This religion is based on sex.
e. The Middle Class religions: focus on man and on how his life can
become better than what it is.
i. These do not believe in sin or in evil, (e.g., Christian Science)
ii. They also contend that all religions contain truth.
iii. They are especially noted for an emphasis on having a positive
mental attitude (E.g., writings of Norman Vincent Peale).
iv. This religion is based on self-improvement.
f. The Prophetic religions: arise through dynamic leadership and a
moral challenge from a great leader:
i. E.g., Islam, or Marxism, etc.
ii. Islam for example, believes that no one can know God “Allah,”
but affirms that a person can know his message.
iii. As 911 seems to indicate, there are adherents in the Islamic
religion that would die for their religion’s cause.
iv. This religion is based on the prophet.
g. The Revelatory religions: comprise the Judeo-Christian faith.
i. These religions maintain that God has revealed himself and
that he can be known intimately,
ii. And moreover, He has disclosed his plans and purposes for
mankind through Abraham, Moses and the prophets.
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iii. This religion is based on the self-disclosure of the person of
God.
 Again, while the above mentioned classifications are not exhaustive, they
are intended to help us understand the differences that obtain among
many of the world’s religions and they show that by their focus CAN’T BE
TEACHING THE SAME THINGS.

V. Should Christianity Be Believed?
1. The crux of our session is really to answer this question: “Should Christianity
be believed?” Answer: Only if it is True.
2. Christianity precisely makes that claim that it is true, and there are ways to get
at that truth (remember our section on truth and it’s knowability)
3. Concerning Christianity, Michael Green writes: “Contrary to the opinion of
many, Christianity is not primarily about morals. It is about restoring the
broken lines of communication between God and man… ”
4. Christianity makes the following claims about itself:
a. God became incarnate in Jesus of Nazareth. In other words, Jesus is
God (technically he is God the Son), because God is Triune, and Jesus
comprises only one of the three persons that constitute the one God
(i.e., Father, Son, & Holy Spirit).
b. Jesus had credibility. In other words, a cursory reading of the
gospels reveals a man that through his teachings and works, one can
at least come to the following conclusions:
i. He is a Liar,
ii. He is a Lunatic,
iii. He is the Lord of heaven.
c. The Old and New Testaments are Primary Source Documents. These
reveal God’s plan from the beginning, predict when Messiah will
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come, and demonstrate the fulfillment of such in the person of
Christ.
i. These documents have been shown to be reliable historical
accounts of the teachings and works of Jesus of Nazareth.
ii. Moreover, by using several tests for truth, the literature of the
OT and NT documents bode very well in comparison to all
other literature of antiquity.
d. The Resurrection of Jesus. This event is the linchpin upon which all
of the Christian faith stands or falls (1 Cor. 15:17-20), take away the
bodily resurrection of Jesus Christ, and Christianity is a FARSE!
e. The Radical Conversion of the Witnesses of the 1st century.
Christianity sprang from a monotheistic Jewish worldview of God
where Jesus is worshipped and obeyed by them (e.g., Peter, James,
John, and Paul).
f. The continued Conversion of people throughout history and even
our own. Everyone has a testimony whether radical or seemingly
mundane, but at the core it’s the same “I once was lost, and now I’m
found.”
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APPENDIX A: APOSTOLIC PARAMETERS FOR
THE APOLOGETIC AND THE EVANGELISTIC ENCOUNTER

In first Peter 3:13-15 the apostle writes, “Who is
there to harm you if you prove zealous for what is good? 14 But even if you should
suffer for the sake of righteousness, you are blessed. AND DO NOT FEAR THEIR
15
INTIMIDATION, AND DO NOT BE TROUBLED, but sanctify Christ as Lord in your hearts,
always being ready to make a defense to everyone who asks you to give an
account for the hope that is in you, yet with gentleness and reverence…” (NASB)
I.

THE WITNESSING EXPERIENCE. If you have done any one-on-one
witnessing with a neighbor, friend, family member, class-mate, or even coworker, you've probably experienced a measure of frustration explaining
your beliefs. What causes these frustrations?
a.
Being Misunderstood? Perhaps the number one reason
is feeling/being misunderstood. Communication that’s done well
requires hard work and patience. Unfortunately this virtue is
increasingly non-existent in our culture. We end up “speaking past
each other.”
b.
Tone a Problem? Another reason may be our delivery—
tone and manner. Being person relative is critical here. The better
we know our audience, the more effective our communication can
be. The opposite is also true, and that’s why sometimes our friends
“shut down.”
c.
Overly Confident? Maybe we’re a know-it-all. Often our
beliefs are clearer to our minds than in reality through our
explanation. When asked to explain our position, thoughts are not
clear, we fumble our words, and then pride goes into protective
mode to cover-up our ignorance. The “fight-or-flight” tendency of
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the soul is set in motion, and the attitude of “my way or the
highway” results with our colleagues.
d.
Apostolic instruction? The apostle Peter has very specific
instructions on how to navigate in these “relational waters” in such a
way that honors Christ and the person, thus eliciting questions from
those who observe our lives.
II.

PETER’S COMMAND TO BELIEVERS: Love God, Love Your Neighbor. This
text of scripture is often cited in books on apologetics, but sometimes not
sufficiently explained. Peter’s command comes to believers in the context
of much suffering,109 yet encourages his readers not to fear or be troubled
with those who persecute them (3:13-14), instead they are to love God and
love their persecutors—much like the Master. This is the ultimate
apologetic (3:15).

III.

OUR VERTICAL RELATIONSHIP: Love God. Verse 15a says: "sanctify Christ
as Lord in your hearts…" The word sanctify is (hagiasate) which means to
treat as holy,110 to declare to be holy as in the first petition of the model
prayer.111 God's holiness is seen by the world through his people. How? As
their lives are God-centered, their lives orbit around the mercies of the Son
who is seen to be the “pearl of great price”.
a. Christ as Lord—is the attribution of Deity—the Holy One, the LORD
Almighty, to Jesus of Nazareth.112 Peter is commanding believers in
the face of persecution to remember that they belong to God

109

According to one source, “The common understanding is that the passage refers to the persecution by Nero at
Rome, which began after the disastrous fire in the city of Rome on July 19, 64…written from Rome shortly before
Nero’s great persecution—in 62-64.” Edwin A. Blum, “1 Peter” The Expositors Bible Commentary, General Editor:
Frank E. Gaebelein, Pg.212, Volume 12, © 1981 by the Zondervan Corporation, Grand Rapids, Michigan. For
further study see: Carson, D.A., Douglas Moo & Leon Morris, An Introduction to the New Testament, page
424(Grand Rapids, Michigan: Zondervan Publishing House, 1992 by D.A. Carson, Douglas J. Moo, and Leon
Morris), and also Martin, Ralph P. and Peter H. Davids, Editors, Dictionary of The Latter New Testament And Its
Developments: A Compendium of Contemporary Biblical Scholarship, pages 918-919 (Downers Grove, Illinois:
InterVarsity Press, 1997 by InterVarsity Christian Fellowship).
110

Walter Bauer, William F. Arndt & F. Wilbur Gingrich, A Greek-English Lexicon of the New Testament and Other
Early Christian Literature, p.9
111
112

J. Ramsay Michaels, Word Biblical Commentary: 1 Peter, p.187
Edwin A. Blum, “1 Peter” The Expositors Bible Commentary, General Editor: Frank E. Gaebelein, Pg.240
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almighty! Who is pre-immanent in all of creation for by His word not
only creation came to be, but also because that same word upholds
all creation, it is held together by him (Heb.1:1-3).
“God, after He spoke long ago to the fathers in the prophets in many portions and in many
ways, 2 in these last days has spoken to us in His Son, whom He appointed heir of all things,
through whom also He made the world. 3 And He is the radiance of His glory and the exact
representation of His nature, and upholds all things by the word of His power. When He had
made purification of sins, He sat down at the right hand of the Majesty on high,”

b. The eternal word. And this word is not temporary (like the
sufferings) but eternal as Isaiah the prophet notes: “The grass
withers, the flower fades, but the word of our God stands forever”
(Isa. 40:8). Consider the following exhortation from the apostle
Peter:
i. 1 Pet.1: 13-16 “Therefore, prepare your minds for action, keep sober in
spirit, fix your hope completely on the grace to be brought to you at the
revelation of Jesus Christ. 14 As obedient children, do not be conformed to
the former lusts which were yours in your ignorance, 15 but like the Holy
One who called you, be holy yourselves also in all your behavior;
16
because it is written, “YOU SHALL BE HOLY, FOR I AM HOLY.””

1. What God calls us toward: never omnipotence,
omnipresence, nor omnisapience, but He does invite us
to share in his holiness. A reality the Trinity has infinitely
shared among the members of the Godhead where the
deepest of satisfaction awaits.
2. Our challenge: unbelief! We battle unbelief that says, “I
can’t trust you God”.
3. Holiness calls us from eternity.
ii. 1 Pet. 2:9-10 “But you are A CHOSEN RACE, A royal PRIESTHOOD, A HOLY
NATION, A PEOPLE FOR God’s OWN POSSESSION, so that you may proclaim the
excellencies of Him who has called you out of darkness into His
marvelous light; 10 for you once were NOT A PEOPLE, but now you are THE
PEOPLE OF GOD; you had NOT RECEIVED MERCY, but now you have RECEIVED
MERCY”.
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1. God’s out for our deepest joy. When Christ becomes
our exceeding joy for life because of “who” he is and
“what” he has done, then God's holiness works in and
through our lives. It attracts people because our life and
lip are in contradiction to our profession of faith, instead
there’s a coherence and rhythm the likes of which stop
people in the tracks of their souls. They take notice.
2. God’s presence we must practice. Our attitude must
first be one that acknowledges the Holy One. Then we
are in a position to make Him known.
IV. OUR HORIZONTAL RELATIONSHIP: Love Your Neighbor
a. We Must Be Ready. In verse 15b he declares that we must: "Always
be prepared to make a defense to anyone who calls you to account
for the hope that is in you". To always be prepared presupposes that
we’ve set aside Christ as Lord in our hearts. It also underscores our
view that life is war, not a vacation. If it’s all about play, we have
misplayed the hand God has given to our lives.
i. The Six “P’s”. A friend of mine many years ago in a joint
business we were a part of told me, “Sergio never forget the
six ‘P's’ in business, but also as it applies to life,’ "Proper Prior
Planning Prevents Poor Performance." Our challenge is our
laziness. We are tempted to sloth through sports,
entertainment, and recreation. These often hinder our serious
study of not only the faith, but also of the culture.
ii. The Dangers of diversion. In order to be ready to speak God’s
word to the culture, we must understand both our faith and
our culture at the rudimentary levels. Our culture is inundated
with diversion. The Christian thinker Pascal has much to say
about this issue. In his book Making Sense of it All: Pascal and
the Meaning of Life, Thomas Morris notes that:
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Ultimate issues are kept from our sight, through the plethora of diversions that blind us
to its importance. Pascal wrote: “Being unable to cure death, wretchedness and
ignorance, men have decided, in order to be happy, not to think about such things.” We
are full of trash according to Pascal, and it’s our fault because we divert ourselves from
our real needs. 113

b. We must make a defense. As earlier stated, the term defense is used
of a formal defense in court against specific charges. Often this
defense is done before kings and rulers. While most believers will
not be placed before dignitaries to make a defense for the gospel, we
will have opportunities for encounters it at home, at work, or in the
classroom.

i. When they ask, we must respond. However, Peter is stating
that such a defense is to be done before anyone who calls you
to account for the hope that is in you. To call to account means
to demand an explanation of something.114 In this case it's the
hope that is in you.
ii. Where they ask, we must respond. This can be done in both
private and public settings. Sometimes this is an
uncomfortable situation (E.g., Starbucks, Ball-field, Theatres,
etc.)115 Those outside Christ simply have no hope (Eph.2:12).
Hope is the distinguishing factor between Christians and nonChristians (1 Thess.4:13).
113

Thomas V. Morris, Making Sense of it All: Pascal and the Meaning of Life, Pgs. 31-32, (1992 Eerdmans)
Ibid., p.188
115
Sometimes in these settings we face fear of being overheard and that’s fine because our lives revolve around
being God-pleasers not man-pleasers.
114
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iii. Hope is precious. This hope is mercifully given to God’s
people, it (elpidos), is a prospect, an expectation 116 of the
consummation of God's redemptive plan. In other words it
looks forward to the promise of the new heaven and the new
earth.
1. Hope based on reality, not myth. It's a "living hope
through the resurrection of Christ" (1:3) into which
Peter's readers have been reborn. Again the spacetime-history event of the resurrection is at the center of
the message. Such hope is the line of demarcation
between pagans and believers. This reality is so black
and white that it has caused and continues to cause
great conflict between the Christian and non-Christian.
Since that is often the case, Peter gives a final command
to help us in these circumstances.
c. We Must Humble. In verse 15c he says: "yet do it with gentleness
and reverence." The defense is to be done with gentleness. The
Greek word for gentleness is (prautaitos) and means to be humble,
courteous or considerate.117 This gentleness is the quality in one
that trusts God's ability to effect change in a person’s attitude.118
Humility does not mean that you hold your beliefs in a feeble
manner, Jesus didn’t and no one can best in humility.
Proverbs 15:1 says: "a gentle answer turns away wrath, but a harsh
word stirs up anger."119 Not only is the defense to be done in
humility, but also with reverence. The Greek word is (fobou) from
where we derive our word phobia, it means to have reverential awe
of God 120 (cf., 1:17; 2:17; 3:2). Instead of fearing those who
116

F. Wilbur Gingrich & Frederick W. Danker, A Shorter Lexicon Of The Greek New Testament, p.63, © 1983 by the
University of Chicago.
117
Ibid., Pg.166
118
Edwin A. Blum, The Expositors Bible Commentary, General Editor Frank E. Gaebelein, Vol.12, Pg.240, © 1981 by
The Zondervan Corporation
119
NIV Bible
120
Ibid., Pg.240
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interrogate and persecute—the creature, Christians are to fear
God—the Creator.
d. The ultimate apologetic. Peter's view is that the ultimate apologetic
comprises a life lived to the glory of God. It is God-centered, Godglorifying, and thus attractive to the non-believer. The great
commandment is great because in its fulfillment, we do the law. The
world is desperate to see and savor the Savior and we his
ambassadors have an amazing opportunity to placard his splendor.
i. Faith has its reasons. While the faith has it’s reasons, these
reasons are to be delivered in a way that is inviting, not
repelling to people. After all, the gospel is offensive enough as
it is, our manner should not erect needless barriers to the
message. The fact is argumentation in proclamation without
consecration is powerless. A fitting way to conclude is the
thought Philosopher Peter Kreeft offers regarding our lip and
life:
“An argument in apologetics, when actually used in dialogue, is an extension of the arguer. The
arguer's tone, sincerity, care, concern, listening and respect matter as much as his or her logicprobably more. The world was won for Christ not by arguments but by sanctity: "What you are
speaks so loud, I can hardly hear what you say" 121

121

Kreeft & Tacelli, Handbook of Christian Apologetics, p.23
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