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   Truth, Religion and Christianity with Questions for Reflection 
            What is truth?  How would you define it? Is it related to knowledge? The answer has been debated by philosophers for some time. The most widely favored theory is the correspondence theory which states that truth corresponds to reality and the way things are (5,6,10,11,W1,2).  This was first developed by Plato and refined by Aristotle. A second choice is the coherence theory of truth.  This states that ones beliefs are internally consistent and agree with all facts in a oneness. This has one exception- that fairy tales can be internally consistent and logical but not true (5,6,10). Truth is closely related to knowledge and the theory of knowledge (epistemology).  Several authors state that knowledge is a subset of truth and belief and is justified true belief (6 p.41,W1,2).  Kreeft (5 p.33) gave a similar classification of possible truths held by faith(belief), reason, or a combination of both. Lisle (6) stated that we all have presuppositions, like the beliefs in the general validity of our minds to reason and in our memory to operate. Without these how could we know anything?  Kreeft (5 p.32) cited Aristotle in the notion that all truths can be understood by reason, discovered by reason or proved by logic.  Kreeft also stated as Lisle did above, that Pascal stated that trusting our reason is an act of faith.  In the circles below it appears logically possible to have beliefs that may not be true and truths may exist that we do not know. Plato held that some universal truths are Forms or ideals that are lasting and not dependent on our limited minds (Popkin 11 p.196).  Magee (7 p.15) and Tofflemire (16) noted that the great philosophers who were also mathematicians or had great respect for mathematics,  believed in God or abstract universal realities.(Plato, Aristotle, Isaac Newton, Francis Bacon,  Descartes, Leibniz, Kant, Frege, Russell, Einstein). The laws of mathematics and of logic are held as a universally true by many philosophers. Descartes held that innate ideas are clear and distinct like a specific circle (Popkin p.200).  Other questions: Are the laws of logic and mathematics true on other planets where there is no human life? Can we trust the scientific laws like gravity, and of physics to be true?



From Wikipedia.org
           How do you define knowledge and your world view as relating to creation, morals and religion?  Is it logically consistent? We all have preconditions we assume and wear like colored glasses that affect our thinking (6). Many world views and theories of knowledge have logical inconsistencies (5 p373,6 p.39,11 p.325). Naturalism:  Wikipedia has a simplified definition of “Nature is all there is.” A more complex definition mentions that there can be no supernatural explanations or God. This is closely related to materialism and often assumes atheism (W2) and evolution (11 p.136-8). If atoms, matter and energy is all there is, how can we have the universal laws of mathematics and logic? How can we know that the laws of nature and physics will be the same tomorrow as today?  Aren’t matter, energy and atoms always changing and in flux? Do you assume our mental reasoning and memory is reliable?  Why would that be true if our minds are random movements of molecules and charges.  Why should there be any order in the universe? Why should there be any moral standards if we evolved from apes?
Empiricism: Empiricists assume all knowledge is based on sense experiences and our mental organization of what we observe (7 p.102;11 p.207). This basic assumption must be assumed a priori and is not self validating (11 p.217, 6 p.37).  The same questions asked above also apply. Isn’t all knowledge man’s opinion then and there are no universal truths? What about 2+2=4? How do you explain the instincts of animals like the monarch butterfly migration?  The individual butterflies have had no prior experience of their destination 1000 miles away but fly there without error.
Rationalism: In epistemology and in its modern sense, rationalism is "any view appealing to reason as a source of knowledge or justification"(W2). Rationalism in itself does not appear to be a complete world view as some rationalists believed in God (Descartes, Leibniz,) and some didn’t (Socrates, Aristotle). Use of reason does allow use of arguments about God’s existence (5 p.33,11 p.198).  It is criticized by skeptics and empiricists who say there is no absolute knowledge (11 p.205).
Skepticism: The philosophy of skepticism asserts that no truth is knowable (5 p.367) or only probable (11 p.205).  It has similarities to empiricism.  Some say the scientific method also asserts probable findings, because the number of cases tested is always limited (11 p. 211). The scientific method can’t assess the basic laws of logic or morality or philosophy.   One could ask a student if no knowledge or truths are knowable why study at all? The basic premise “no truth is knowable” also refutes itself as how can one know this?(5 p.373). Skepticism also goes against common sense idea that we can know something and the belief that some truths are necessary to carry out ordinary life (11 p.220). The following arguments (A-D) were given by Kreeft (5 p.368-71):
A. We do err. We are fallible. Even fallible about when we are fallible. Error does not prove skepticism; it refutes it, because we recognize error against a standard of truth.

B. Certainty comes by adding a reason, a proof, to an idea; many premises and proofs needed- ad infinitum. Aristotle refuted; it is not an endless chain, but there are first principles, self evident truths. Examples: Good ought to be done and evil avoided; A whole is greater than its parts; things that begin must have a cause for their beginning;  A not = -A.(law of non contradiction).
C. Burden of proof should be on the believer not on the skeptic.  No, the burden should be on anyone who believes any idea, even skepticism and upon the minority view.  Scientific method is only truth:  There is no scientific method proving the scientific method.

D. Freud says our reasoning depends on our desires and reasoning is rationalizing: This is self contradictory (5 p. 371).  It denies 2+2=4 and not A=A.  If we deny reason, we must use our reason to do so.  Some reason insists on doubt, but our nature insists on assuming innate principles. (5A p. 112)
Philosophy including the Christian God


Since we have largely refuted the competing philosophies and world views, let’s further explore the belief in God combined with reason or rationalism as discussed by Lisle, Meister and Kreeft. God as defined by Kreeft (5) is infinite, eternal, spiritual and thus immaterial, transcendent and immanent (that is above all but in all and sustaining all), omniscient (all knowing), omnipotent (all powerful), and good, perfect and holy. He is also the creator of the universe. He also consists of three persons in one and is personal.  God as defined by Erickson (1) is additionally the author of the Bible which is his special revelation which is true. God created the Devil as an angel, but he rebelled, having free will.  Then God put limits on his power. This theologian noted the following bible inerrancy definition: “The Bible, when correctly interpreted in the light of the level to which culture and the means of communication had developed at the time it was written and in view of the purposes for which it was given, is fully truthful in all that it affirms” (Erickson 1 p. 72). The Christian world view is further defined by Lisle (6):

The Christian Creation World View (6, 15)

 The creation world view is based on the Bible as the ultimate standard (6 p.32).  There can be secondary standards like observation.  “As such the creationist believes that an all powerful (Matt. 19:29), all knowing (Col. 2:3) God created the universe in six ordinary days (Exod. 20:11) thousands of years ago (based on genealogies such as Gen. 5:4-32)”.  “Today God upholds the universe by his sustaining power (Heb.1:3) in a logical and consistent way that we call the laws of nature or the laws of science (Jer. 33:25)”.  “The world was a paradise when it was first created (Gen. 1:31).  The first Man Adam was given charge over all creation (Gen. 128, 2:15)” (32).  “God had created the original animals and plants after their kind (Gen.1:11, 21,25), indicating that there are discrete barriers between basic animal and plant kinds,” but that there can be variation within kinds.  Natural selection happens and animals and plants can adapt to their environment. However, the processes involved never substantially increased the information in the DNA (6 p.33).  Adam rebelled against God (Gen 1:16, 3:6).  As a result God cursed the creation (Gen. 3:14-19) which is why we now see death and suffering and thorns and thistles in the world (Gen. 3:17-19, Rom. 5:12, 8:21-22).  All humans are descended from Adam and Eve and have some nature to seek and be close to God (Acts 26-27), but also have a sin nature and tendency to rebel against God. For all have sinned and fell short of the glory of God (Rom. 3:23). The wages of Sin is death (Rom.6:23).  This is why Christ became a man (John 1:1-14) and died on the cross for us if we believe in Him (32).  God once flooded the entire earth in response to man’s wickedness (Gen. 5:7-17), but spared a few people and animals on the Ark (Gen. 5:9, 18; 6:19). Creationists believe that most of the fossils found on the earth today are a result of the global flood (6 p.33).


The logical problems and questions found in the competing philosophies and world view largely disappear with the prior Christian view. There is now a source for absolute morals and a sense of right and wrong and conscience as cited by Butler (W3). The problems of how we have logic and minds of reason and a reliable memory are solved, as God created them. He also created the laws of physics, mathematics and nature which are reliable and remain true as universal truths. We can depend on the universe and all its laws being sustained for a time as God says they will in the bible (6).  We can now account for the many complex instincts that animals are born with as God created them. Also we can account for the complex mental information codes like DNA as God created them, Gitt (2).  We can account for the very complex forms of life, like the human eye, which are not well explained by evolution, as God created all life.
          Do you believe that all things that begin have a cause? This follows basic logic. How do you explain the creation of the universe? Do you believe in the big bang theory?  Do you realize that the known laws of Physics fail in the Big Bang?(W2).  What caused the big bang and the singularity or hot mass before the bang?  Some theories say that time and space were created from zero at the expansion of the universe (W2-graitational singularity).  Meister(10) also gave the Kalam cosmological argument which is a diagram of either -or arguments. The basic logic goes like this:  A. The universe either had a beginning or it didn’t. B. If it had a beginning, then it had a cause.  All beginnings (all things that begin to exist) have a cause. C. The cause was either naturalistic or by intelligent design.  One can chose natural causes through the laws of nature and change, or a personal cause by intelligent design or God (Meister p.92-96).  Now a little detail on the above will be given.  Most scientists agree that the universe had a beginning, because they try to date it at about 13.7 billion years old (Wikipedia W2 Big Bang).  In addition, we note in the second proposition (cause or no cause), that it is logical that all that begins to exist have a cause.  The claim is not that all that exists has a cause.  God has existed forever, according to the Bible.  The logic is consistent, that something that has existed forever does not need a cause.  Some argue that space, matter, energy and even time (as we know it) began with the Big Bang or God’s creation.  Note that in the description from Wikipedia, at the instant of the singularity before the Big Bang, Einstein’s equations break down. According to Meister, the laws of physics offer no good explanation of how the singularity caused the Big Bang. There are proposals of repeating singularities, expansions and contractions, but these do not appear logically or mathematically consistent. Therefore a universe caused by an all powerful, all knowledgeable God is logical and consistent (Meister p.105).  Additional augments against the scientific possibility of the big bang were given by Riddle (12). Riddle quoted Paul Davies, and noted physicist and evolutionist who stated “The big bang represents the instantaneous suspension of physical laws, the sudden abrupt flash of lawlessness that allowed something to come out of nothing.”  Riddle (12) also gave logical arguments that rule out two other options- A. the universe created itself and B. the universe has always exited (stars don’t last forever). This leaves only the option that the universe was created. “The most massive of new stars, the supergiants, burn so furiously that they exhaust their fuel and detonate as supernovae within only about 10 million to 100 million years” Timothy Ferris, The Whole Shebang, 1997, p. 186.   So13.7 Billion yrs. doesn’t fit.
          Do you agree the universe, our galaxy and ecosystem on earth displays a large amount of order and balanced interaction?  How do you explain this? Can it be explained by random chance events? The sun, earth and moon size and locations are carefully balanced for life.  Small changes in these would result in destruction of all life. Meister (p.72) goes on to state that their about 50 scientific constants of physics that are finely tuned for life. Small changes in these would upset the balance and the universe would no longer exist. Some of these constants include the gravitational constant, the velocity of light, the strong nuclear force constant, the relative masses of elementary particles, and the cosmological constant. There is an argument from philosophy by Norris Clark of Fordham Univ. that this cosmic wide order is only explained by a cosmic design and mind (5 p. 62). Kreeft (5) gave 20 philosophical arguments for God from reason that he says makes a very strong case for God’s existence. Strobel (14) also gave many arguments for God as a creator.
          Do you agree that most people throughout history believed in some God?  Do you?  

World statistics (W4) show that about 16% of the world’s population is classified as secular/atheistic/agnostic, with the rest being religious.  About 50% of the world is either Christian or Islamic. “I am reminded of a statement in McGrath’s book (9) that comments on the God Delusion by Dawkins.  The question is raised by Dawkins–why do so many people believe in God? - Even well respected scientists and natives in remote tribes, throughout the ages.  Dawkins alleged that there is something in our genes leading us to look for and believe in God, and he calls it the Meme error.  Perhaps there is something in the genes or the soul and spirit that draws us to God.  Erickson (1 p.46-47) states that this is the natural theory of God’s revelation that God does implant some knowledge of Him in us.” Kreeft (p.83) argued that everyone admits that religious belief is widespread throughout history.  Either people have a collective psychosis about God or he exists.  It is more reasonable to believe that those who refuse to believe are in denial and rebellion. If there is no God, one can do anything he wants to satisfy his selfish desires (5). 


The case has been made that God explains many questions in philosophy and science. The topic of various religions and Gods will now be explored relative to the truth of the Christian God.  Meister (10) makes the point that the widely differing concepts of God cannot be all true, due to the law of non contradiction. Some non Christian concepts of God will be explored. 
Pantheism: The belief is that all is God and there are no distinctions between God and non God. God is impersonal but human beings are also God.  The apparent distinctions between things are an illusion as all reality is spiritual.  Morality is an illusion. True knowledge is acquired through meditation.  Empirical knowledge is an illusion (10 p.48).  Kreeft (5, W2) states that pantheism believes that God is not above all (transcendent) and not personal.  Variations of Pantheism include Hinduism, Taoism and the new age movement (W2). In addition Animism and Buddhism has some similarities to Pantheism.  A number of logical problems occur with Pantheism:  The original creation, the existence of evil, the absence of clear morals, the absence of right and wrong, and the lack of God acting in history and doing any miracles.  Is God evil since he is part of evil?  A further logical inconsistency occurs with our transformation and becoming one with God by meditation: (Meister p64) 
 A. We are one with God

 B. God is the changeless impersonal all.

 C. We (god) need to move beyond our ignorance and become enlightened by realizing our own divinity.  (Aren’t we personal?)
Polytheism:  There are many Gods and Goddesses (5, W2).  Historically Hinduism has some common elements with this as does Greek mythology, the Sumerian and Egyptian Gods and Roman religion. Some problems also occur with this belief:  God cannot be infinite or omnipotent as only one God can be this. Some polytheistic Gods are not perfect or eternal as they die and do bad things. Can this explain good and evil by good and bad Gods and who is in control? Can the creation and maintained order of the universe and all the physical and mathematical laws operating in harmony be explained by this?  Wouldn’t different Gods have different goals? Why would they be in harmony?
Deism:  God is real but remote and not presently involved in the universe(5).  He created the universe and set up all the natural laws and left it to operate on its own (W2). He is not described in any book like the Bible and he did not act in history and there are no true prophesies miracles He did. It is related to Unitarianism and Universalism. We can only know God by reason and nature. Some logical objections include the following: What is the basis of morality and right and wrong? How can we depend on the physical universe sustaining itself and the laws of nature and science being true tomorrow? Nature is constantly changing.  Is all the verified history in the bible and the prophesies and miracles and untrue?
Monotheism:  Other non-Christian beliefs like Judaism and Islam have fewer, but some limitations.  Neither of these has the abundance or miracles found true that Christianity does. Neither offers clear salvation by a know person and savior who claims to be God.(5 p.347)
Do you believe Jesus is Lord as he claimed and was resurrected?
The many prophesies in the Old Testament relating to Christ become true as do the miracles in the New Testament including the resurrection of Christ.  It is recorded in historical books that a person named Jesus lived and was crucified and died. .  This argument is made clearly in Strobel’s book, A Case for Christ. In addition, he notes (14, p.90) G. Habermas’ book The Verdict of History which cites 39 ancient sources documenting Jesus’ existence in history- Josephus, Tacitus, Pliney, Thalllus, and others (W5).  He claimed to be the Son of God and existing from the beginning of the world and God in flesh (incarnated) Kreeft p.173 list of scriptures, 1Cor 12:3;15:3-8; Phil 2:11. This creates several logical alternatives: (Kreef  p.171)
A. He meant it literally

    1. It is true- He is Lord
    2. It is false

        a. He knew it was false- a liar  How could he have so many disciples and do miracles?

        b. He didn’t know it was false – a lunatic, same as above and resurrection proved also.

 B. he meant it non-literally, mystically – he is a Guru, does not fit with being a Jew, a historical religion and miracles. His resurrection was witnessed by many persons and written in the Gospels. The stone was rolled away, there is no corpse, and the tomb was empty. (5 p.195)

If Christ is God then he is omnipotent and present right now and able to transform our lives. This is a shock for new believers. A person can have 2 natures: material and immaterial and spiritual; body and soul. C.S. Lewis said in Mere Christianity the incarnation myth became fact. For an omnipotent God anything is possible, so it is possible if Christ was a Son of God. It’s not a contradiction.
          Would you say the Bible is true?  If not, why not? Do think its history and prophecy is true? Would you say any old historical document is true or they all false? A case for the authenticity of the Bible follows:   Magee (7 p.57) stated that the Christian religion is a history with assertions and beliefs. History and a book can be logically proved true or false.  Popkin stated (11 p.152) a book (the bible) can be verified as historically true.  How do we verify the book is religiously true?(true in its religious statements).  He states some faith and personal experience is used (11 p.153).  Haley (3) has analyzed in a 370 page book all commonly cited contradictions in the Bible and reasons that most are not real contradictions of substance. Another way of confirming the validity of the Bible is by confirming the Bible history itself.  Kennedy (4 p.152) stated that there 333 prophecies about Christ made 400 yrs or more before his birth that came true.  Examples include being sold by a friend for 30 pieces of silver, being pierced by a spear, but having no broken bones, having lots cast for his garments, nailed to a cross, etc.   The odds of this occurring by chance are extremely rare.  He also noted that there are 2000 prophecies in the bible that came true (155).  There are many concerning the ancient city of Babylon.  Records show it was a magnificent city surrounded by walls 200 ft high and 178 ft thick at the base.   Nevertheless it was prophesized that the walls would be completely destroyed and the city would never be rebuilt.  This is very odd in that many ancient wall remains can still be found- Roman walls in various countries and the walls of China.  It is also odd that the city was never rebuilt and is a desolate area in Iraq now (Kennedy 157).  McDowell (8 Chap. 3 and 13) noted that archaeology confirms the bible.  N. Glueck stated (8 p.89). “Scores of archaeological findings have been made which confirm in clear outline or exact detail historical statements in the bible.”  For example the walls of Jericho have been found fallen outward, which is odd but true (McDowell 95).  Many biblical cities and characters have been verified in other documents.   W. F. Albright, a noted archeologist stated (McDowell 372). “There can be no doubt that archaeology has confirmed the substantial historicity of the Old Testament tradition.”  An important discovery was of the ancient Elba clay tablets in Syria.  These tablets confirm ancient writing, parts of the creation story in Genesis, and biblical character names and laws (8 p 375,6).  Clay tablets have also been found confirming the tower of Babel history (378).  Some artifacts from Saul, David and Solomon also exist (McDowell 380). H. Morris (8 p.98) stated that two great non-Christian archeologists, Nelson Glueck and William Albright stated that the bible was the single most accurate source document from history.  Kreeft (5 p 217) stated that nothing from Archeology on in prophesy has been disproven in the Bible.

It has sometimes been alleged that the Bible has been copied so many times that it cannot be reliable. “Yet historical research confirms the reliability of the Bible. The number of ancient manuscripts is large, and the time scale between when the originals were written and the oldest extant copies is small which minimizes the possibility of transmissions errors. By these criteria, the Bible is one of the most reliable books relative to early manuscripts.  Contrast this with the works of Plato. Ancient copies of Plato are far fewer in number and the time span of transmission is much greater than for the Bible.   It would be inconsistent for someone to deny the historical reliability of the Bible, while embracing the historical reliability of any other ancient document” (Lisle p. 100, Haley p. 41).  

Sabiers (13 p. 40-50) notes that most sentences, and many names in the Bible follow a numeric pattern that can not be explained by chance, when one uses the original Greek or Hebrew texts.  In the Hebrew and Greek alphabets each letter stands for both a letter and a unique number.  Thus each word, phrase, and sentence has a numerical value.  These numbers were studied for many yrs. by the original Russian author, Dr. Ivan Panin.  In the first sentence of the book of Genesis it says “In the beginning God created the heavens and the earth.” Using the Hebrew, Sabiers noted 14 features with the number 7, in this sentence. The probability of this occurring by random chance was calculated to be 1/68 x10 to the 10th power.  Panin also studied other Greek and Hebrew documents which do not show this numeric pattern.  Panin and Sabiers claim this can be used to verify the most accurate sentences, texts, and even the number of books in the Bible. “Many brief bible passages have as 70-100 or more amazing numeric features in the structure of the text”(Sabiers p. 53).  They reason that the scriptures in the original Hebrew and Greek are divinely inspired, because it is almost humanly impossible to write meaningful sentences with this degree of numeric pattern, unless ones uses a computer with built in numeric patterns.  “Furthermore there is no evidence of numerical features and designs in the very text of the Apocrypha.   Thus the Bible of the Roman and Greek Catholic Church, so far as the number of books is concerned is proved to be incorrect.”(Sabiers p.102)  An additional analysis of Bible numerics is found in a book by Dr. Bluer: A Proof Set in Stone.  He confirms the mathematical uniqueness of the following phrases in their original languages:  “In the beginning God created the heavens and the earth” Gen. 1; “In the beginning was the Word” John 1:1; “and the Spirit of God moved upon the waters: Gen. 1:2;  “Jesus Christ”; and the words “Word” and “Earth”.

          Would you agree there is a need for an ultimate standard to defend your world view? Or can it just be assumed?
What do you think of the common philosophical proposition that any belief must be true and justified?  Summary of the Need for an Ultimate Standard: 
Lisle (p. 142) noted the importance of an ultimate standard.  We all have presuppositions like the laws of logic, being consistent and non-arbitrary, rational, truthful and relying on our memory. These are descriptions of God in the Bible and we are to imitate Him (Eph. 5:1). We can’t get started with any learning or argument without them.  For any belief, a person can always ask “How do you know that is true?” This will form a long chain (p,q,r,s,t) until it gets to the ultimate standard. If a chain goes on for ever, it cannot be completed.  An incomplete argument does not prove anything.  If t is the ultimate standard it cannot refer back to r, and if t is false it calls into question p,q,r, s.  However, in relation to the ultimate standard some circular and self attesting reasoning is necessary.  A way to show that a particular presupposition must be true is to show that even to argue against it one would have to use its component presuppositions to argue against it.  This would be true for the laws of logic.  This is also true for God and His book the Bible.  Proverbs 1:7 states “The fear of the Lord is the beginning of knowledge, but fools despise wisdom and discipline.”  Lisle states the Bible must be the Word of God because it says it is and if you reject this claim you are reduced to foolishness in your ultimate standard.  Empiricism, materialism and naturalism are not self attesting and do not explain the laws of logic, rationality, uniformity, morality etc (6 p.144-148).  Lisle goes on to ask what is the place of faith in apologetics and its relation to reason?  Faith is not contrary to reason and is not the opposite of reason. The laws of logic cannot be perceived with the senses.  So some faith is involved if we trust the laws of logic. We must have some presuppositions we trust to even begin to reason. Some beliefs like those in love and eternal life and those saying we have a soul or spirit are difficult to prove and are taken on faith.   Lisle maintains that we should use the Bible first as our ultimate standard of truth and logic.  It is acceptable to use scientific and historical evidence to support biblical truths and creation (6 p.156,162). Christianity qualifies as a justified, true belief (6). 
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Summary listing of Questions 
1. What is truth?  How would you define it? Is it related to knowledge?

2. How do you define knowledge and your world view as relating to creation, morals and religion?  Is it logically consistent? Do you assume our mental reasoning and memory is reliable?  Is there any unchanging source for moral standards?
3. Do you believe that all things that begin have a cause?  How do you explain the creation of the universe? Do you believe in the big bang theory?  What caused it?

4. Do you agree the universe, our galaxy and ecosystem on earth displays a large amount of order and balanced interaction?  How do you explain this? By chance?

5. Do you agree that most people throughout history believed in some God? Do You?

6. Would you say the Bible is true?  If not, why not? Do think its history and prophecy is true? Do you believe Jesus is Lord as he claimed and was resurrected?
7. Would you agree there is a need for an ultimate standard to defend your world view? Or can it just be assumed? Philosophy shows it should be a justified, true belief.






