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Psalm 33:4-15
For the word of the LORD is upright; and all His
work is done in faithfulness. He loves
righteousness and justice; The earth is full of the
loving kindness of the LORD.
By the word of the LORD the heavens were made,
and by the breath of His mouth all their host.
He gathers the waters of the sea together as a
heap; He lays up the deep in storehouses. Let all
the earth fear the LORD; Let all the inhabitants
of the world stand in awe of Him.

Psalm 33:4-15
For He spoke and it was done; He commanded and
it stood fast. The LORD nullifies the counsel of
the nations; He frustrates the plans of the
peoples. The counsel of the LORD stands
forever, the plans of His heart from generation to
generation.
Blessed is the nation whose God is the LORD, the
people whom He has chosen for His own
inheritance.

Psalm 33:4-22
The LORD looks from heaven; He sees all the
sons of men. From His dwelling place He
looks out on all the inhabitants of the earth,
He who fashions the hearts of them all, He
who understands all their works.
The king is not saved by a mighty army; a
warrior is not delivered by great strength.
A horse is a false hope for victory; nor does
it deliver anyone by its great strength.

Psalm 33:4-22
Behold, the eye of the LORD is on those who
fear Him, on those who hope for His loving
kindness, to deliver their soul from death,
and to keep them alive in famine. Our soul
waits for the LORD; He is our help and our
shield. For our heart rejoices in Him,
because we trust in His holy name. Let Thy
loving kindness be upon us, according as we
have hoped in Thee.

Richard Dawkins rules that God
is too improbable to exist!
(Reference: Logan Paul Gage, “Deconstructing
Dawkins” CHRISTIANITY TODAY, November 16, 2007.
A review of Alistair McGrath’s and Joanna Collicutt
McGrath’s THE DAWKINS DELUSION, which counters
Dawkins’ book, Climbing Mount Improbable)

Dawkins rules that God
is too improbable to exist!

Let’s practice Francis Schaeffer’s
method—his search engine for
truth—to counter atheist Richard
Dawkins.
 What is Dr. Dawkins saying?


Dawkin’s Claim-According to a book review countering Dawkins’
book, CLIMBING MOUNT IMPROBABLE,
Dawkins claims that humanity’s existence is
overwhelmingly improbable – And it is, if we
came to exist by chance.
 AND Dawkins claims that God must be at least
as complicated as the world we live on, which
means God must be as improbable as the world
itself.


Dawkin’s Claim
He then says that God must not exist. He says
it in a round-about way, by saying that if God is
at least as improbable as the world, then His
existence cannot explain the world.
 Since Dawkins believes science explains
everything else, he uses this to imply that God
is not there at all.
 So what is the flaw in Dawkin’s logic? What did
he leave out of his syllogism?


Preliminary Thoughts






We know that the issue is not God’s mere existence,
but His existence as Creator.
A Creator is always more complicated than the
things He creates. A painter is more complicated
than his painting.
Being more complicated in that case does NOT
imply being less probable. If God exists as Creator,
He MUST be more complicated than the creation.
MUST is not an improbable word at all. MUST
implies necessity, not improbability.

Preliminary Thoughts
If we take the fact that the universe exists as a given,
which it is,
then the probability of its existence is an interesting but
somewhat speculative issue.
IF something already exists, its real probability of existence
is 100%. Its theoretical probability of existence depends
upon the path it took coming into existence.
So we already should have a jarring sense of cognitive
dissonance when science predicts the universe as being
extremely improbable, given that it exists. That
cognitive dissonance is a hint that science is looking at
the wrong pathway.

Schaeffer’s method can help with
Dawkins’ claims.
We want to look at all the possible
ultimate beginnings, in light of the
improbability of human existence and the
world’s existence, to see if God is a
reasonable explanation.
 We will use a couple of bits of
information to make the explanation
more concrete—looking at the
existence-by-chance pathway.


The universe, as we know it, is a rare
event IF it happened by chance.
We can get a feel for how improbable the lifesupporting universe is by thinking about this:
 If the expansion rate of the universe were
changed by one part in 10 raised to the sixtieth
power, the universe could not support life—
from The Case for a Creator.
 One part in 10 to the 60th power is one part in
a trillion trillion trillion trillion trillion. So the
velocity of expansion in this real universe in
motion is perfectly controlled.

Getting a feel for the improbability—IF the
universe came into being by chance!






So we can see that the universe with life as
we know it is at least as improbable as the
exactness of its rate of expansion, or at least
as improbable as one chance in a trillion
trillion trillion trillion trillion.
(Improbabilities multiply, so other
improbabilities about life-supporting existence
make this fraction even smaller.)
This fraction is already so small, it is very close
to zero.

Getting a feel for the CHANCE
improbability








So the universe as we know it is actually much more
unlikely than one possibility in a trillion trillion trillion
trillion trillion.
That is, IF it just happened by chance.
And we can assume that humanity’s existence is at
least that improbable as well, (and it is because
many more improbabilities multiply into that
equation)
IF we came into existence by chance.

Chance creates God??????
Of course, if God came into existence BY
CHANCE, we could apply at least the same
degree of improbability to His existence, by
Dawkins’ reasoning.
 But is that the only way for God to exist? To
have come into existence BY CHANCE?
 What if God is the Ultimate Ground of Being?
What if God has ALWAYS BEEN?


The 3 Options for the Ultimate
Beginning
1. Absolute nothingness. 2. An impersonal
beginning. 3. A Personal Beginning.
If we weighted these possibilities equally, God
would have a 33% chance of existing.
However, we can round off the probability of
option 1 to zero, because that option defies all
we know of natural law. Everything we know
says the universe could not have suddenly
appeared from total nothingness.
This leaves a raw probability of 50% for God’s
existence. Either He exists or He does not.

1. Absolute nothingness. 2. An impersonal
beginning. 3. A Personal Beginning.
If we humans came into being by chance—
Option 2—we would be at least as improbable
as one chance in a trillion, trillion, trillion, trillion,
trillion.
 Option 3 has a different probability for our
existence. We know that Persons like to
create beings in their own image. It’s called
parenting. About 80% of us choose to become
parents. A Personal Beginning could choose to
create beings in His image.


Option 2 impersonal beginning vs
Option 3 Personal Beginning
So if we take a 50% probability for option 3 as a
raw possibility, and an 80% probability if option
3 is correct, for that Personal Beginning to
create beings in His image, that gives us a 40%
chance of coming into existence.
 Thus option 2, no God, predicts less than one
chance in a trillion trillion trillion trillion trillion for
human existence,
 Whereas option 3, a Personal God, predicts a
40% chance.


Coming to grips with the answer
So which option is more likely to match
reality, given that human beings actually
exist? (real probability=100%)
 Option 2, an impersonal beginning, which
gives us less than one chance in a trillion
trillion trillion trillion trillion,
 Or Option 3, a Personal Beginning, which
gives us a 40% chance of existing?


Here is the irony…
Our legal system allows the public schools to
discuss Dawkins’ book. It does not allow
Christian teachers to rebut the premises of
Dawkins’ book.
 So what does that mean for us as Christians
who wish for our children and grandchildren to
believe in God?
 It means we must individually and as churches
offer a rebuttal to Dawkins’ view.


Silence is not an answer.
We must become informed and find
answers.
 We must become fluent enough in
those answers to provide them for
future generations.
 They must be answers that have as
much credibility as the schools’
assertions—not simplistic jingles.


Otherwise students will buy into
the views of Dawkins and college biology
textbook author Futuyma--“By coupling

undirected, purposeless variation
to the blind, uncaring process of
natural selection, Darwin made
theological or spiritual
explanations of life processes
superfluous.”--Futuyma, EVOLUTIONARY
BIOLOGY, 3rd edition 1998.

We must provide the information they need, and
we must do so very well.
 Pray for God to open a way to accomplish that
goal in EVERY church.
 As churches we have to stop being “asleep at
the wheel.” We have to understand the
direction our teaching needs to go.
 This is NOT about replacing Bible study—we
MUST continue to study God’s word. We need
to do MORE OF THAT!


But we MUST make reasons for








Believing God’s word an integral part of our
curriculum.
And that means meeting the challenge of the secular
world’s disbelief.
The secular world is not silent to our offspring. They
are immersed in the secular world at school and
every hour in front of the television.
We have very little time in Sunday School and
church by comparison. We have to make the time
count.

Isaiah described a situation
Where the nation had abandoned God’s word,
and the eventual results, in chapter 59 verses
13-14…”Transgressing and denying the LORD,

and turning away from our God, Speaking
oppression and revolt, Conceiving and uttering
from the heart lying words. And justice is turned
back, and righteousness stands far away; For
truth has stumbled in the street, and uprightness
cannot enter, Yes, truth is lacking, and he who
turns aside from evil makes himself a prey.”

The stakes are very high.
The future of the culture depends upon the
existence of righteous individuals.
 Righteousness is only found in the moral
universals that are obvious because of the
goodness of God’s character.
 IF the culture continually denies God and
denies righteousness to the young in their
formative years, a disintegration into
lawlessness follows.
 Persecution of the righteous also follows.


Everyone can understand the impact of
law on education by
Purposes of
the law

Considering the purposes of the
law.
1. The traditional view
2. The modernist view

The traditionalist view of the
purposes of the law.
Sir William Blackstone—Human

law is “a rule of
civil conduct, prescribed by the supreme
power in a state, commanding what is
right and prohibiting what is wrong.”

This means, according to Phillip E. Johnson, in REASON
IN THE BALANCE, that “there

is a moral order
independent of what human rulers may
from time to time prefer, and law is just to
the extent that it comports with that moral
order.”

The traditionalist view of the
purposes of the law.
Also according to Johnson, the law
should “stop undermining the values
that make people responsible citizens
and start reinforcing them.”
 The law is normative. It establishes
appropriate societal standards.
 We are rightly dismayed when laws
establish harmful standards.


According to Johnson


“ A rational government does what it can
to encourage these healthy attitudes and
to discourage any tendency toward selfindulgent hedonism, to the end that there
may be enough productive and
responsible citizens around to do the
essential work and to take care of the
minority of unfortunate persons who did
not get a proper start in life.”

According to Johnson
“Law is important because social morality
needs public reinforcement and because
people who are doing the right thing need
to feel that they are good citizens rather
than suckers.”…
 “The law provides symbolic public
affirmation of some worldviews and values
and implied public repudiation or denial of
others.”


According to Johnson
“The primary focus of the lawmaker’s
interest is not the bad person, but the
good ones who want to do the right thing.
How can the law encourage them to keep
on…?
 “Coercion loses its effectiveness when
irresponsibility becomes the norm rather
than the exception.”


How does ruling God silent
in science class
effect the purposes of the law?

It brings in the modernist view of
the purposes of the law.
It lays a “scientific” foundation for law
which abandons
 God’s

opinion and
 abandons moral universals and
 makes the hedonists as worthy of
praise as the responsible citizens.

It teaches its viewpoint to the next
generation, just as they are beginning to
think about the direction their life should
go.

What are the purposes of law
according to the modernists?
“Good natural law does not dictate a moral code

to be imposed on individuals; instead it protects
the right of individuals to make moral decisions
free from dictation by either legislators or
judges….It is an evolving body of ideals that
changes to permit government to adjust to new
social challenges and new economic
circumstances.”
“Morality is subjective.”
“The law exists to protect rights and to serve the
general welfare.”

Then-Senator Joe Biden Describes
Good and Bad “Natural Law.”




“Good natural law is subservient to the
Constitution—that is, to positive, human-produced
law—and its use is therefore restricted “to the task

of giving meaning to the Constitution’s great,
but sometimes ambiguous phrases.”
Second, good natural law does not dictate a
moral code to be imposed on individuals;
instead, it protects the right of individuals to
make moral decisions free from dictation by
either legislators or judges.

Joe Biden Describes Good and
Bad “Natural Law.”
Finally, good natural law is not a static set of
“timeless truths” but rather an evolving body of
ideals that changes to permit government to
adjust to new social challenges and new
economic circumstances.
 Bad natural law would be an unchanging moral
code that restricts either the freedom of
individuals to do as they think best, or the
freedom of government to do whatever the
public interest requires.


The modernist view…








The law is descriptive, not normative. (The
law describes society and does not form a
definition of what is normal or right.)
Nature is the scene of survival of the fittest –
an amoral reality.
Thus the idea of universal moral standards is
nonsense.
The modernist view has NO SOURCE for
moral universals, so cannot view them as a
basis for law.

“Law is ultimately the force …
That a government will bring to bear to enforce its
commands.” in the view of Oliver Wendell
Holmes, and “The prophecies of what the courts
will do.”
A consequence of this view, according to Johnson
is, “If morality is purely subjective, a moral
principle is just as strong as the emotional force
it generates.”
The group that protests the loudest gets to make
the rules. Group power struggle is reality, not
morals.

Oliver Wendell Holmes expressed
That perspective in this example: “Responding to
a suggestion that a law might be so immoral
that public opinion would not tolerate its
enforcement, Holmes responded flippantly, ‘I

once heard the late Professor Agassiz say
that a German population would rise (in
rebellion) if you added two cents to the price
of a glass of beer.’ If morality is purely
subjective, a moral principle is just as strong as
the emotional force it generates.”

This is a huge problem.
The shift from a view of natural law that included moral
universals
 to

a view of natural law that claims no universals
exist
 has profound implications for the future.
 One implication is that those who claim
moral principle are marginalized for being
in the wrong—denying freedom or rights.

Those implications are felt first in young adults as
they launch the direction of their lives.

We can begin to understand the scope
of the problem by understanding
Educational
Establishment’s

Definition
of
Neutrality
in
Education

the educational establishment’s definition of
neutrality in education. Neutrality in
education is:
1.

2.

3.

Believing that opinions about morality
are subjective and that…
Every person’s goals and views of
morality are equal to every other
person’s and that …
Beliefs about underlying principles
cannot be ranked as better or worse
than other beliefs.

Neutrality is considered good, and
a worthy goal.


Parents are not considered neutral.

Parents are potential petty tyrants who try to
impose their values on their children.
 Thus, parents are required to give their children
values-neutral reasons for decision making, in
order for those reasons to be valid. (Or to be
treated as valid if their offspring mention them in
discussion in school.)
 They must use ONLY values-neutral persuasion
if they want changes in the way the school
teaches issues.


Parents are not considered neutral.
The use of moral authority to promote
moral principles is “old fashioned” and
“intolerant.”
 Moral authority implicitly criticizes those
who make other lifestyle choices. THAT is
the only wrong in existence because it
harms others’ rights. It hurts their self
esteem, too. It promotes bullying.


Here is another irony…


Making moral distinctions apart from God’s
moral principles may promote bullying – but
with God’s moral universals included, bullying
is PROHIBITED. God’s universals present us
as equals, not as beings defined by our
“lifestyle,” but defined by His Image.

Here is another irony…


Our choices are profoundly important, but
they do not define our value. (In fact, all
our choices are important precisely
because we have so much value.) By
eliminating God from discussion, the
neutralists eliminated human equality,
moral principle, and intrinsic human value
from consideration.

The neutralists also open
Students to experimentation with moral evil,
by calling all moral decisions “equal.”
 This can set the direction of students’ lives
toward disastrous irresponsibility. The
choices they make early in life will
establish the direction they go.

Routinely, fourteen year olds
Are invited to challenge their parents’ views and
make their own decisions. Only values-neutral
discussion is allowed in that process—the
student cannot bring in opinion based on
religious beliefs.
 They are encouraged to be tolerant of all kinds
of lifestyles, and to respect everyone’s right to
make profound, life-changing choices free from
criticism.


Do we give them reasons they can
use in those discussions?
Do parents protect them from having to
participate in those discussions by choosing
alternate forms of education?
 Do parents and churches supplement their
educational materials with materials that
support creation and the truth of the Bible?
 Do Christian Sunday School teachers give them
any basis for standing firm in their faith when it
is under attack by the authorities in their schoolday?
 Do parents even spend time talking with them?


Subjective reasons can be very
true reasons. But …
If we only give them subjective reasons,
those reasons are not much help.
 At

best they represent one “equal” choice
out of many “equal” choices.
 Other “equal” choices look like more fun
and less responsibility.
 Why choose the difficult, responsible things
when the easy-sleazy choices are “equal?”

Subjective reasons alone are not
enough.


Experiential, emotional reasons alone are
not enough.
 Enduring

persecution for one’s faith is not
experientially pleasant. If good experiences
are the basis for decisions, those decisions
will not stand firm under persecution.
 The Isaiah passage we looked at predicts
persecution of the righteous when a culture
abandons God– “he who turns aside from evil
makes himself a prey.” Isaiah 59:13-14

And then there is college…
All the problems of the neutralists’ approach to
education are multiplied in college.
 Finally the students are intellectually able to
handle the task of studying apologetics, yet they
do not know the subject exists.
 They learned a watered-down faith in tiny
snatches of teaching among youth group
activities.
 They think Christianity cannot compete
intellectually with modernism.


As Johnson reports, “The
prevailing attitude…
With respect to religion in the universities
ranges from indifference to contempt.”
 How can students stand firm against the
prevailing attitude if they only know a watereddown, youth-group-activity-centered faith?
 As a friend one time told me, “My fraternity did
just as much good as my church youth group.
Why should I keep going to church?” (His
fraternity was a hard-drinking bunch, too. But
they painted a few houses for poor people.)


We need to become focused on
the intellectual spiritual needs
Of students at the university level.

That focus HAS to include a very strong
apologetics component.
 Dr. Johnson reports that a group called Veritas
is bringing apologetics to the college campuses.
 Baptist Student Ministries should do the same.
 Our seminaries need to make mastery of
apologetic concepts mandatory for degrees in
ministry to young adults.


Phillip Johnson has drawn the
connection for us.
Design in nature and good moral law
are connected.
 Psalm 19 told us so, a few thousand
years ago.


Psalm 19:1-14 (NKJV)
1

4

To the Chief Musician. A Psalm of David.

The heavens declare the glory of God;
And the firmament shows His handiwork.
2 Day unto day utters speech,
And night unto night reveals knowledge.
3 There is no speech nor language
Where their voice is not heard.
Their line has gone out through all the earth,
And their words to the end of the world.

Psalm 19:1-14 (NKJV)
5



In them He has set a tabernacle for the sun,
Which is like a bridegroom coming out of his chamber,
And rejoices like a strong man to run its race.
6 Its rising is from one end of heaven,
And its circuit to the other end;
And there is nothing hidden from its heat.

(This establishes the universal nature of access to God’s
glory through creation. The first verses describe
information—not exactly words but like words in
conveying knowledge. Then the passage goes
immediately to God’s LAW.)

Psalm 19:1-14 (NKJV)
The law of the LORD is perfect,
converting the soul;
The testimony of the LORD is sure,
making wise the simple;
8 The statutes of the LORD are right,
rejoicing the heart;
The commandment of the LORD is pure,
enlightening the eyes;
7

Psalm 19:1-14 (NKJV)
The fear of the LORD is clean,
enduring forever;
The judgments of the LORD are true
and righteous altogether.
More to be desired are they than gold,
Yea, than much fine gold;
Sweeter also than honey
and the honeycomb.
9

10

Psalm 19:1-14 (NKJV)
Moreover by them Your servant is warned,
And in keeping them there is great reward.
12 Who can understand his errors?
Cleanse me from secret faults.
13 Keep back Your servant
also from presumptuous sins;
Let them not have dominion over me.

11

Psalm 19:1-14 (NKJV)
Then I shall be blameless,
And I shall be innocent of great transgression.
14 Let the words of my mouth
and the meditation of my heart
Be acceptable in Your sight, O LORD,
my strength and my Redeemer.

Sometimes






People contrast God’s Law and God’s Grace, and
think we need more grace and less law. The Bible
establishes Law first and with fear of God woven
through it, for our good. We must understand
Law before we can begin to understand Grace.
A time of lawlessness produces blindness to grace.
That is what the modernist concept of law has
given us.
God’s Grace rescues us from lawlessness, but we
have to understand His Law to access His Grace.

God is wiser than we are.
God’s word is wiser than our words.
 We must and DO choose,
deliberately, or inadvertently, day by
day and moment by moment


follow Jesus and the ideas of God’s
word
 Or to follow the world’s ideas.
 To



Salvation is a gate and a path.

We Go Through the Gate by Faith.


Faith is both believing and trusting.
We believe Jesus’ resurrection gives
us victory over death, because His
suffering paid for our sins. We trust
Him with our lives and eternal future.
We make a commitment to His
Lordship because we trust Him. He
is worthy of our trust.

We Stay on the Path by Faith.
We stay on the path by staying in His word
and by staying true to His word. In order
to do that, we must learn how to
understand the issues of our day in the
light of His word.
 We don’t require perfect understanding.
We DO need to be going the right
direction. The intentions of our hearts
really matter to God.


We Stay on the Path by Faith.
If we do not stay on the path—if we adopt
the world’s ideas with just a little memory
of walking through the gate in the past—
our children will not be able to find the
gate.
 The world’s ideas clamor for their attention
ALL THE TIME.


Proverbs 30:5
Every word of God is tested. He is a
shield to those who take refuge in
Him.

Psalm 1
Blessed is the man who does not walk in the
counsel of the ungodly, nor stand in the path of
sinners, nor sit in the seat of the scornful, But
his delight is in the law of the LORD and in His
law does he meditate day and night.
And he shall be like a tree planted by rivers of
water that brings forth its fruit in its season. Its
leaf shall not wither, and whatsoever he does
will prosper.

Homework
In 3 sets

Homework Class 25 set 1






Read II Corinthians 3:1-18. This chapter
contrasts law and the Spirit, or law and grace
in terms of the transforming power of the Holy
Spirit.
In verses 1 through 5, what metaphor does the
Apostle Paul use to describe transformed
lives?
Who was Paul trusting to make him adequate
as a servant of the New Covenant?

Homework Class 25 set 1




Why does Paul say the letter of the law kills,
but the Spirit gives life?
Compare this statement to Romans 7:7-13.
This is a passage that supports the idea of an
age of accountability before God. Paul
describes himself as alive apart from the law –
innocent due to limitations of knowledge – but
becoming spiritually separated from God—
dead—when the realization of his own sin
reached him. What was the particular sin that
he realized he had committed?

Homework Class 25 set 1








In II Corinthians 3:16, what did Paul say would
remove the veil of misunderstanding of the
Scriptures?
What are the two promises for those who do
that, in verses 16 and 17?
In Romans 7:25 AND 8:1-11, what are the
requirements to be set free from the law of
sin?
In Romans 10:8-13, what must an individual
do to receive salvation from sin?

Homework Class 25 set 1




Confessing Jesus as Lord involves allowing Him to
be Lord of your own life. He sends His Holy Spirit to
take charge of your life when you invite Him to do so.
Then He begins to make your life a letter to others,
which He writes because He loves them and you.
Read REASON IN THE BALANCE chapter six.
This chapter compares and contrasts modernism.
Why do you think Phillip Johnson asserts that the
mere statement that the resurrection might actually
have happened would probably cause the person
making the statement to be labeled a bigot?

Homework Class 25 set 1








What 5 assumptions did philosophy of
language professor John Searle list for
traditionalist modernism?
What do the postmodernists/ progressives
believe in contrast to these things?
What does John Searle, on page 116, see as a
problem with the postmodernist view of NO
OBJECTIVE reality?
The next section of the homework is
tremendously important to understand. Both
Seare’s view and Rorty’s view are inadequate
without God. Here is the reason:

Homework Class 25 set 1
A postmodernist quoted in the text, Richard Rorty, was
from a communist family. He rejected Christianity and
the existence of God, but tried to find universals
without God. He was unable to do so. From there, he
postulated that systems of thought can be selfconsistent without universals, and that other systems
of thought can be self-consistent starting with other
foundational ideas, even though the systems disagree
with each other. Since he found no universals to use
as a standard for comparing which system is correct,
he deduced that each system could be equally true,
even though they contradict each other.

Homework Class 25 set 1
This turned everything into free-floating ideas without
any universal truth to anchor them to reality,
 and

thus he concluded that objective reality
does not exist,
 but only subjective reality exists.
He disconnected the definition of truth from being
“language that matches reality” to being “language that
is a consistent description of beliefs within its own
system of thought.”

Homework Class 25 set 1
Remember that Rorty came from a communist family,
and that postmodernists think they are supposed to
empower students toward political action. They are
to act primarily to bring the oppressed to power and
to remove the oppressors from power. They define
women, minorities, and gays as the oppressed,
leaving
 white males and
 people who oppose gay empowerment on moral
grounds and
 people who “use resources needed by those less
advantaged” as the oppressors.

Homework Class 25 set 1
What line of argument does Phillip Johnson use to
show that the denial of objective reality makes the
goals of this group suspect?
 Rorty began by looking for universals without
believing in God’s existence. He was not able to find
them.
 But because God DOES exist, objective reality also
exists, and a common frame of reference is possible
for discussion, and moral universals also exist.

Homework Class 25 set 1




This means that the form of intolerance advocated
by Rorty is totally out of line with ultimate reality.
NOW HERE IS THE REALLY IMPORTANT
QUESTION TO ANSWER:
How does Phillip Johnson show that the modernist
position advocated by Searle needs the existence of
God to be able to refute Rorty?

Homework Class 25 set 1






What is the consequence on the university
campuses in the loss of a sense of the existence
of objective truth?
Quotes from the chapter to put into your own
words:
Phillip Johnson, “If morality, like wild orchids, is just
a matter of taste, it is hard to see what Rorty could
even mean by the statement that “our” (liberal)
morality is better than any competing view. To say
it is better because it is ours is to say nothing, and
to say it is better on some objective standard is to
deny the essential premise of neo-pragmatism.”

Homework Class 25 set 1
Quotes from the chapter to put into your own words:
 Phillip Johnson said, ”If God as creator exists and cares
about what human beings do, then metaphysical realism is
true, and a common frame of reference for disputes about
value and justice also exists. If God does not exist, and if
there also is no Platonic metaphysical realm of divine
essences, then there may be no absolute reference point
from which to judge competing interpretations of reality.”



Phillip Johnson describes the materialists’ perspective as
follows. “Truth apart from utility cannot be known to us,
because at bottom we are merely animals whom a profligate
nature happened to endow with more neurons than were
strictly necessary to survive in a hunter-gatherer
environment.”

Homework Class 25 set 2






Read II Corinthians 4: 1-7. To whom is the
gospel veiled, and why?
People who witness the truth of the saving
power of Jesus Christ are described as an oil
lamp made of clay. Who shines the light
through the lamp?
Why did God choose fallible human beings for
such an amazing task?

Homework Class 25 set 2




Read REASON IN THE BALANCE chapter
seven. What is the view of natural law
expressed by Senator Joseph Biden, which
denies the existence of moral universals?
What is the view of natural law that accepts
the idea of the existence of moral universals?

Homework Class 25 set 2




The abortion-on-demand issue exemplifies how
these two different concepts of natural law work in
practice.
The fluid concept of natural law without moral
universals “allows the state’s interest in protecting
the unborn to be so weak that any desire of a
woman to abort overrules it, but also so strong that
someone else who kills a wanted fetus can be
sentenced to life in prison in some states.”
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But if the unborn is a human being, and if moral
universals do exist, then only such matters as
would allow justifiable homicide – self defense
or protecting other lives from being taken –
would permit abortion. Phillip Johnson states
the case more mildly, that at the very least,
states COULD make laws protecting the
interest of the unborn.
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This discussion demonstrates that, for more
than 30 years, the fluid view of the absence of
moral universals has ruled American law and
policy in a matter that involves life and death.
If unborn human beings matter to God, those
most helpless in our society have been
victimized and our society is outside God’s
wishes. Does might make right? The fluid
view of NO universals always comes down to
that.
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This fluid view assumes God has no opinion
about such matters. Or that His opinion is of
no consequence, and that the individuals who
go with the hedonism that the law allows will
never face consequences such as judgment
before a Holy and Just God.
The Bible says God will judge, and that He
writes His law on human hearts, so that all are
accountable before Him.
He also says that His Holy Spirit convinces the
world of these truths.
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Phillip Johnson continues with a discussion of
the purpose of law. The fluid view of the
absence of moral universals contends that law
is simply to restrain the bad persons through
threat of force. Phillip Johnson contends that
law serves another set of purposes. What are
those purposes?
What does Phillip Johnson say a rational
society will do, and why?
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Read II Corinthians 5:1-21. In verses 1-4, the
soul is seen as inhabiting the mortal body as
though it is a tent to live in, and the eternal
building that our soul will inhabit is compared
to a house not made with hands, eternal in the
heavens. Verses 5 through 8 describe
physical death as “being absent from the body
and being present ________________.”
Given these facts, what should our ambition
be?
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How is the future judgment of believers
described in verse 10?
How should this motivate us, according to
verses 11-16?
What is the result of receiving Jesus Christ as
Savior and Lord, according to verses 17 and
21?
What kind of new opportunities does He give
us, according to verses 18-20?
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Read REASON IN THE BALANCE chapter eight.
The insistence that God must be left out of all
discussions in the public schools has led to a denial
of reality in all discussions that potentially involve
God’s opinion.
Since God, who is good, is the source of moral
universals, this makes all discussion of morals a
matter of relativism and immature personal opinion.
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Parents who wish to add the wisdom of moral
universals to the school discussion cannot meet the
requirements of values-neutral justification.
How does Phillip Johnson demonstrate that the
values-neutral approach in public education is not
neutral at all, when he compares the methods of
teaching ethical decision-making with the methods
of teaching Darwinism?
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What options do parents have who want their
children to make decisions that God would
approve?
Construct a plan to compete with valuesneutral decision-making skills as taught in
public education.

