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Part 1: Absolutes Without Absolutism 
 

I. Chapter 1: What Is Truth? 
• “Many people who believe in absolutes have become what I call absolutists.  But I 

believe in absolutes without absolutism.  Faith in Christ is the opposite of arrogance, 
intolerance, self-righteousness and the know-it-all, close-minded attitude…” (p. 13) 

• “Many people in our society assume that a belief in absolutes can and will lead to abuses.  
Somewhere down the line, unless we are careful to qualify our terms, our assertion of 
absolutes will be heard as absolutism.” (p. 14) 

• “…faith in Christ provides an antidote (one that relativism lacks) against oppression, 
arrogance, intolerance, self-righteousness, close-mindedness, defensiveness, and other 
such vices.  A healthy knowledge of Christ and his Word is the total cure.” (p. 14) 

a. Three Messages 
i. What I intend to say 

ii. What I actually say 
iii. What others hear 

• “This need for care in what message we are sending is especially important when 
we are speaking about moral absolutes or truth.” (p. 14) 

• “The word absolutism is sometimes used by Christian authors as synonymous 
with a belief in absolutes.  I suggest that it is valuable to make a distinction 
between absolutes and absolutism.” (p. 15) 

• “Absolutism might be defined as being synonymous with a cluster of 
characteristics: arrogance, close-mindedness, intolerance, self-righteousness, 
bigotry and the like.  Absolutists are those who think everything is ‘black and 
white’ and who make few if any allowances for ambiguity or uncertainty.” (p. 15) 

b. The Crisis of Truth 
• “If we are successful in dismantling the kinds of psychological obstacles 

mentioned above, we can then move on to a critique of relativism.  And we must, 
for the most important issue for church and culture in the twenty-first century is 
the issue of truth.” (p. 15) 

• “…the good news  of Christ is a fact—what Francis Schaeffer called ‘true truth,’ 
that is, truth that is true independently of your preference about it.” (p. 16) 

• “…there is sufficient evidence from reason, experience, history and practice to 
convince me that relativism is false and faith in Christ is true.  I would call my 
faith a leap into the direction set by the light.” (p. 16) 

• “…relativism is inconsistent in theory and in practice.  It goes totally against what 
we already know.” (p. 16) 

• “Many in our society are convinced that nothing is absolutely true.  Even more, 
they say nothing is completely right or completely wrong.  Truth, morality and 
justice are all relative to one’s individual preferences or those of the group to 
which one belongs.” (pp. 16-17) 

• “Many believe the same things people used to believe, but not in the same 
decisive way.” (p. 17) 

• “Among many churchgoing people under thirty years of age (so called Generation 
X, Y, or younger), even the mention of truth produces a negative reaction.” (p. 17) 
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• “…we ought to work not only at spreading the gospel (that certainly) but also at a 
certain preparation fro the gospel.  It is necessary to recall many to the Law of 
Nature before we talk about God.” (p. 18) 

• “Moral relativity is the enemy we have to overcome before we tackle atheism.” 
(p. 18) 

• “The uncertainty about truth in our society does not bode well for the spread of 
the gospel as it has been classically believed and lived by Christians through the 
ages.” (p. 18) 

c. Relativists of Many Stripes 
• “…relativism is at work in our culture under various folk religious guises.  For 

example, New Age spirituality is clearly relativistic and presents to us Eastern 
religious perspectives in Western dress.  Another related movement is 
neopaganism, including varieties of the new witchcraft known as the Craft or 
Wicca.  Neopagans strongly reject the idea of absolute truth.  The relativism held 
by these different movements has different emphases, but at the root there are 
strong similarities.” (pp. 18-19) 

• “I am starting with a basic understanding of truth as that which corresponds to 
reality, as perceived by God.  Only God sees reality in all its complexity.  What 
we understand is partial and limited.  Yet partial truth can be real truth as long as 
we do not take it for the whole truth.” (p. 19) 

d. Outline of the Book 
• “I have not sought originality or novelty in this book but have desired to help you 

become more certain of the truth and thus become better able to articulate, defend 
and live faith in Christ in personal and public life.  Truth is the decisive issue of 
our time, and the ability to communicate absolutes without absolutism is an 
essential precondition for the gospel (and other truths) to be heard.” (p. 20) 

• “This books’ goal is to encourage disciples of Jesus Christ to tear down any 
obstacle to the knowledge of God and take every thought captive to Christ (2 Cor 
10:3-5).” (p. 21) 

II. Chapter 2: True Tolerance 
• “Believers in Christ have a solid foundation for defending tolerance—a foundation that 

relativism lacks, by the way.  In fact, I call cultural relativistic tolerance ‘false tolerance.’  
Tolerance has become the relativists’ only ‘absolute.’  [Relativism is false] because it 
provides no basis for tolerance to be right.  A believer, on the other hand, can call 
tolerance really right and intolerance really wrong.” (p. 22) 

• “Often those who believe in objective truth are thought of as intolerant, merely because 
we believe that something is good or evil, true or false.  Is this fair?  Is it reasonable?  
Tolerance (in the relativist sense) has no reason for being thought of as the ‘right’ 
position.  In fact, in this sense tolerance is not really right and intolerance is not really 
wrong.  In many ways it is a ‘false tolerance.’  It is false because it implicitly undermines 
the basis and motive for tolerance.” (p. 23) 

• “On the other hand, believers have many solid reasons for being defenders of tolerance, 
and we have a sure foundation for upholding this virtue.” (p. 24) 

a. Tolerance is a Virtue and Intolerance a Vice 
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• “The virtue of tolerance extends to include a legal tolerance for diverse religious 
practices as well as social tolerance for people who are different from ourselves.” 
(p. 24) 

b. Legal Tolerance 
i. Religious liberty and tolerance America’s first freedom 

ii. Religious belief ought not and can not be physically coerced 
iii. Nonestablishment of a particular religion or denomination is good (established 

religion becomes diluted and weak; free religion thrives) 
iv. Our religious freedom comes from defending the freedom of others 

o “If I do not acknowledge a justice which judges the justice for which I 
fight, I am an agent, not of justice, but of lawless tyranny.” (p. 25) 

c. Social Tolerance 
• “Christ encourages in us a broader love, encompassing not only family, friends 

and neighbors but even our enemies.” (p. 25) 
• “We may ask, ‘Who are the Samaritans today?’  Who are those whom we have a 

difficult time loving?  Who are those toward whom we feel no compassion?  They 
are those people whom Christ calls us to love.  We are called to love across deep 
religious, cultural, ethnic and racial divisions.” (p. 27) 

• “Love is both centripetal and centrifugal: it both attracts people toward those who 
love and thrusts us out to love people wherever they live and whatever their 
stance.” (p. 27) 

d. Not Moral Equivalence 
• “Some cultural forms of tolerance minimize the differences among views.  If your 

religion is merely true for you and my religion true for me, then what we believe 
is a matter of arbitrary personal preference.  Truth is not at issue here.  The 
reasons for such a position may be many.  Certainly one reason is that some fear 
that a rigorous debate about truth will lead to violence.  And this has, in fact been 
the case at times.  But is it possible to conduct a debate in a vigorous but civil 
matter (sic)?  Or course.” (p. 28) 

• “…holding to eternal truth does not necessarily make you  arrogant.  In fact, if I 
have carefully weighed Christ’s claims and find that the mass of evidence points 
to his being the way, the truth and the life, and if I have come to acknowledge that 
he is the Lord, then it would be arrogant for me to reject what my Lord says.  If I 
were to say that Christ is the way because his is my way, that would be arrogant.  
But if I have submitted myself to his claims, then I could humbly put forward 
what I have discovered.” (p. 29) 

• “True tolerance is needed only if differences are significant.  As we have seen, 
true tolerance presupposes deep differences among views.  Tolerance is not 
needed if someone’s views are the same or virtually the same or insignificant.  
The kind of tolerance that minimizes differences makes tolerance unnecessary.” 
(p. 29) 

e. Tolerance as Sloth 
• “The Church names the sixth Deadly Sin Acedia or Sloth.  In the world it calls 

itself Tolerance; but in Hell it is called Despair.  It is the accomplice of the other 
sins and their worst punishment.  It is the sin that believes in nothing, cares for 
nothing, seeks to know nothing, interferes with nothing, enjoys nothing, loves 
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nothing, hates nothing, finds purpose in nothing, lives for nothing, and only 
remains alive because there is nothing it would die for.  We have known it far too 
well for many years.” (p. 30) 

i. All inclusivists sooner or later become exclusivists 
o “They want to embrace everyone, yet the first group of people they 

exclude are the exclusivists.  The inclusivists tend to accept only those 
who are willing to come under their umbrella or accept their terms of 
surrender.” (p. 30) 

o “As long as you are willing to be drawn inside the inclusivists’ circle 
(assimilated into the collective), you are included.  But if you choose to 
remain outside, asserting your individual beliefs, you are rejected.” (p. 31) 

o “On the surface, inclusivism appears loving and embracing, but in reality 
it kills any exclusive individual or corporate claim to truth.” (p. 31) 

ii. Relativism is Western and ethnocentric 
o “Many in the Western liberal theological tradition see all religions as 

basically the same…it seems to be the imposition of Western pluralism on 
other cultures’ religious views.” (p. 31) 

o “The illiberal imposition of this pluralistic metanarrative on religions is 
ultimately a claim to mastery—both in the sense of having a Nietzschean 
authority and power to mold material according to one’s own will, and in 
the sense of being able to relativize all the religions by having access to a 
privileged standpoint.” (p. 32) 

o “It is not only Western but ethnocentric because it does not allow the 
unique truth claims of different world religions to be heard and 
acknowledged.” (p. 32) 

o “This same kind of critique could be made of postmodernism…That 
postmodernism is ethnocentric despite claiming to be multicultural can be 
shown by its denial that any culture’s religious views can be ‘true truth’ 
for us.” (pp. 32-33) 

f. True Tolerance 
• “…it is only by maintaining objective moral values that advocating tolerance and 

opposing intolerance makes moral sense.” (p. 33) 
III. Chapter 3: Right, Not Righteous 

• “…the last people who should act self-righteously are believers.  Yet it’s a great 
temptation.” (p. 34) 

• “It is not inevitable to fall into self-righteousness, but unless you focus on what Christ 
and the rest of the Scriptures say, it’s easy to succumb to it.” (p. 34) 

• “Sometimes Christians wrongly give the impression that they are the righteous people 
and those outside the church are unrighteous.  In fact, those in the church are unrighteous 
too.  That’s why there is a need to repent and believe in Jesus.” (p. 34) 

a. Look to Yourselves 
• “Jesus used the quotation ‘Do not judge so that you will not be judged’ (Mt 7:1) 

to condemn judgmentalism.” (p. 35) 
• “We are expected to discern even though we are not perfect.” (p. 35) 
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• “A great problem…is overestimating our own importance—an consequently 
underestimating another’s importance.  It is self-deceit to think that you are 
‘something’ when you are ‘nothing’.” (p. 36) 

• 1Cor 5:1-7; 2 Cor 2:7-8 
b. Right, Not Righteous 

• “Jesus said, ‘Do you suppose that these Galileans were greater sinners?’ (Lk 
13:2).  He directly contradicted the misunderstanding that there is always a one-
to-one relationship between sin and suffering.” (p. 37) 

• Luke 13:5 
• “It is easy to move from the assertion that our cause is just to the erroneous 

conclusion that we are just (righteous) people.” (p. 38) 
• “It is easy for those who struggle for social justice on a national or international 

level to encounter this temptation to self-righteousness.  It is especially easy in 
political debates to demonize the other side.” (p. 38) 

• “The more we are fighting the ‘culture wars’ or social injustice, the greater the 
tendency is to move from ‘we are right’ to ‘we are righteous.’  We must repent.” 
(p. 39) 

• “…the gospel of Christ calls us to put our trust in Christ’s righteousness, not in 
our own.” (p. 40) 

c. Not Righteous in Ourselves 
• Lk 18:10-14 
• “The unrighteous are forgiven when they humbly plead for atonement.  The self-

righteous are not forgiven for their sin because they trust in themselves, not in the 
atoning sacrifice.” (p. 42) 

• Zech 4:6 
d. Before the Watching World 

• “As we engage others in the public arena, we need to remember that we are far 
from perfectly righteous…May we remain vigilant against this attitude in our 
hearts, in our words and in our actions.” (p. 43) 

IV. Chapter 4: Assertions Without Arrogance 
• “…the absolute denial of absolutes is arrogant.  Relativism arrogantly maintains that 

there are absolutely no absolutes.  On the other hand, absolutes can be asserted without 
arrogance.” (p. 45) 

a. The Tightrope 
• “Denial of truth leads to blindness about others, about ourselves or about the 

world around us.  Receiving truth when we do find it is humility.  Pride or 
arrogance, on the other hand, involves thinking that we are better, wiser or more 
knowledgeable than we are in fact.” (p. 45) 

• “…although the apostle Paul was deeply aware of the sin in his past and current 
life, he never dwelt long on his sin without reminding himself of God’s grace.” (p. 
46) 

• “We walk another tightrope in dealing with knowledge.  We may ask, ‘Doesn’t 
knowledge lead to pride, division and dryness?’  The answer is ‘Sometimes.’  
Remember, though, that an argument against abuse is not an argument against 
use.” (p. 47) 
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• “…pride is almost inevitable at an initial stage of learning…The antidote to this 
‘little learning’ is not to stop learning but to go from a little learning to a lot of 
learning.” (p. 47) 

• “Knowledge can lead to humility or arrogance.  It is possible, though not easy, to 
keep our balance, asserting the truth we have discovered as a result of God’s 
grace without being arrogant.” (p. 48) 

b. The Need for Assertions 
• Erasmus (1466?-1536) said we should hesitate to make assertions in light of our 

somewhat obscure and uncertain knowledge of Scripture. 
• “Luther was aware, however, of his own fallibility and was open to arguments.” 

(p. 48) 
• “It is possible to state the claims of the gospel in an arrogant manner, but the truth 

claim itself is not intrinsically arrogant.  It is also important to distinguish 
between first and second things, to determine the degree of emphasis to place on 
each aspect of our faith.” (p. 49) 

c. Be Fair 
• “Listen carefully to the [antagonistic] views being taught, study their foundational 

assumptions and find where the view is vulnerable.” (p. 50) 
• “It is essential that we bend over backward to be fair to people we oppose.  If we 

are not stating their position accurately, we want to be able to do so.” (p. 51) 
i. The Doctrine of Common grace and learning from others 

o “Far from being narrow in his perspective and unappreciative of pagan 
thought, [Calvin] was willing to value all truth as God’s truth.” (p. 52) 

o “It is not that that church has tried in most cases to put forward a 
comprehensive perspective and failed; it is that the view put forward has 
all too often been narrow, ineffectual and inadequate.” (p. 52) 

• “We need to demonstrate in though and in life the truth, goodness and beauty of 
Christ.  Being fair to opposing positions is a good start.” (p. 53) 

d. The Fine Line 
• Wisdom keeps us on the tightrope. 
• “[Wisdom] demonstrates both humility and a power to speak clearly and 

decisively.” (p. 53) 
i. Wisdom in Hebrew is hokmah 

o Hokmah as skill 
o Hokmah as understanding the structure of reality (the created order) 
o Hokmah as creativity with respect to life 
o “We can only have the creativity to respond to a variety of people and 

issues clearly and yet humbly if we gain wisdom.” (p. 54) 
e. Open-Minded 

• Wisdom beings with the fear of the Lord (Prov 1:7; 8:13; 9:10; 15:33) 
• Being wise means being teachable and open-minded (Prov 15:31; 21:11; 17:10) 

f. Spiritual Entropy 
• “Once we stop listening, things tend toward disorder, as with the thermodynamic 

law of entropy.” (p. 55) 
i. True wisdom is both assertive and humble 

o Prov 18:21; 18:7; 17:28; 15:23; 16:1 
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ii. We are not going to consistently make assertions without arrogance unless we 
have gained wisdom 
o Is 50:4-5 
o “…only to the extent that we gain wisdom can we walk the tightrope 

between arrogance and hesitance and have the ability to make assertions 
about true truth without arrogance.” (p. 57) 

V. Chapter 5: Infallible Absolutes, Fallible People 
• “…what about the fact that we are so limited in the amount of knowledge we have?  Our 

perspective is shaped by our culture…There is no objective view of reality.” (p. 58) 
• Modernism – “a way of thinking that reigned in the West since the Renaissance or at least 

since the Enlightenment.  It emphasizes such things as rationality, order, coherence, unity 
and power.” (p. 58) 

• Postmodernism – “an alternative way of thinking that has come on strong only since the 
mid-twentieth century.  Consciously rejecting its predecessor, postmodernism emphasizes 
emotion, diversity and mystery, refusing to paper over the differences among people.” 
(pp. 58-59) 

• “What we can learn about ourselves from postmodernists…is that too often we give the 
impression that we ‘know it all,’ have infinite knowledge or have absolute knowledge of 
all the absolutes.” (p. 59) 

a. All Truth is God’s Truth 
• “It is good to learn everything we can about anything we can because each 

particular truth will lead us inevitable back to the God of truth.  All truth is God’s 
truth.” (p. 59) 

• “All truth belongs to us as followers of Christ, the Truth; let us at length enter into 
our inheritance.” (p. 60) 

b. What is Postmodernism? 
i. Postmodernism as incredulity toward metanarratives (Jean-Francois Lyotard) 

o “Lyotard, a deconstructionist, said we must take apart all metanarratives.” 
(p. 61) 

ii. Postmodern Affirmations (p. 61) 
o “No objective view of reality.  We are shaped by our culture.” 
o We are thus unable to judge another culture. 
o “There are no facts, only interpretations. (Nietzsche)”  
o “History is fiction…What is ‘historic’ is totally subjective.” 
o “Knowledge is power.  We ought to be suspicious of any who claim to 

give us truth.” 
o “Ethical claims are mere sentiment.” 
o “Deconstruction is justice.” 
o “Whoever ‘spins’ best wins 

c. Faith and Reason (p. 62) 
i. R – F = M (modernism or rationalism) 

ii. F – R = F (fideism or “faithism”) 
iii. F + R = C (classical apologetics) 
iv. – F – R = P (postmodernism) 

o “Postmodernism is the end of the line: there is no objective faith and no 
objective reason.” (p. 62) 
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d. We Agree 
i. There are limits to knowledge 

o “Reason cannot develop a comprehensive knowledge of reality.  There is 
much about reality that is mysterious and defies neat categories of 
description.” (p. 62) 

ii. Your perspective does affect what you see 
o “If you rigorously analyze life, you will see only a part of it.  Our cultural 

vantage point differs from that of another…We can afford to be truly 
multicultural and diverse.” (p. 62) 

iii. Our perspective affects the way we view history 
o “The questions we ask of history function like a stencil placed over the 

mass of events.  The shape of our stencil determines what we see.” (p. 63) 
o “We need to be open to questioning the values by which we determine 

what is history.  This, however, does not mean that all history is fiction.” 
(p. 63) 

iv. My ideas of God and reality are too small 
o “…we sometimes need to smash our limiting concepts of things or people 

so that we can think outside our previous box.” (pp. 63-64) 
v. Culture can blind us to some aspects of who we are 

o “We can unthinkingly take for granted certain cultural assumptions, unless 
they are questioned…We can be affected by our cultural environment and 
yet be unaware of the significant impact being made upon us.” (p. 64) 

o “…we can be culturally shortsighted and therefore, as a corrective attempt, 
expose ourselves to people from other cultures and earlier ages.” (p. 64) 

e. We Disagree 
i. Many postmodern contentions are self-refuting 

o Objectively truth that there are no objective truths? 
o Deny reason without using reason? 
o Is statement “everything culturally determined” itself culturally 

determined? 
o Is Postmoderism a metanarrative worthy of suspicion? 
o Is Postmoderism itself a “grab to power?” 

ii. Suspicion can work both ways 
o Should postmodernists suspect their own suspicions as well? 

iii. Postmoderism’s moral conclusions deserve suspicion 
o Moral judgment “cannot condemn the Holocaust” deserves suspicion 

iv. The view that cultures differ so widely that there is no common moral ground is 
false 
o “The pretence that we are presented with a mere chaos—as though no 

outline of universally accepted value shows through—is simply false and 
should be contradicted in season and out of season wherever it is met.” – 
C.S. Lewis (p. 65) 

v. We can diametrically oppose the manner in which deconstructionists approach 
an author’s text 
o “When you receive a great story, there is a sense of getting out of yourself 

and getting into another’s world.  Thus there is a connection between 
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literature and love.  When we love, we put ourselves in another’s place, 
attempting to see the world as he or she does.  We transcend our self-
centeredness.” (p. 66) 

vi. Many postmodern claims are partial truths exaggerated into the whole truth 
o “Postmodernists exaggerate the problem of objectivity; they exaggerate 

the difficulty of interpretation; and they exaggerate the difficulty of 
crosscultural communication.” (p. 66) 

vii. We need caution about tying our methods too closely to a passing trend like 
postmodernism 
o “An ancient proverb maintains, ‘What is true is not new and what is new 

is not true.’” (p. 67) 
o “Originality or novelty is best sought indirectly (by doing good work) 

rather than directly.  Then you may stumble onto originality without 
trying.” (p. 67) 

VI. Chapter 6: Infallible Absolutes, Fallen Situations 
• Absolutes do not predetermine you decision in every situation 
• “We have infallible absolutes in Scripture, but we encounter fallen situations that are so 

complex that it is difficult to know which way to go.  This is particularly the case in 
politics.” (p. 69) 

a. The Political Illusion 
• “The danger is always to expect too much or too little from political 

involvement.” (p. 70) 
• “In his book Kingdoms in Conflict, former White House adviser Chuck Colson 

reflected on those believers in the Nixon years who gained an audience with the 
president…Closeness to power corrupted the ability to speak clearly about what 
they believed.” (pp. 70-71) 

• “[Politics] can only set the basic tone of the country, establishing the lowest 
common denominator of behavior that will be allowed.  The bar is not set very 
high.” (p. 71) 

b. Political Mandates 
• “…it would be a disaster if people of faith withdrew from the public sector…In 

politics it is important to discern the difference between a good and a bad law.  
Where do most people get the basis on which to make this kind of judgment?” (p. 
71) 

i. Possible Foundations for Law 
o Absolutes 

! “…the Founders seems to believe that rights from the Creator 
provided a safeguard to preserve human dignity.” (p. 72) 

! Roots of Law: God’s will 
o Anarchy 

! “…everybody creates their own rules and does whatever they want.  
Each individual will reigns supreme, and there is no basis to judge 
among competing wills.” (p. 72) 

! Roots of Law: Individual’s will 
o Majority Rule (“Positive Law”) 

! “…the majority determines by vote what is right.” (p. 72) 
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! Roots of Law: The Majority’s will 
o Totalitarianism 

! “…puts the determination of law into one person’s hands or into the 
hands of a ruling elite.” (p. 72) 

! Roots of Law: One person’s (or ruling elite’s) will 
ii. Without Absolutes, Might Makes Right 

o “There has never been a popular secular morality that’s lasted and worked 
to hold a society together, society has always needed morality, and 
morality has always needed religion.  Destroy religion, you destroy 
morality; destroy morality, you destroy society.  That’s history’s bottom 
line.” (p. 73) 

o “…to the degree that chaos caused by relativism reigns, people may be 
willing to sacrifice freedom for security, moving in the totalitarian 
direction.” (p. 73) 

c. The Difficulty of Politics 
i. Even when you know what is right, it is not always easy to see what is wise 

given the political realities 
o “It is better to get something rather than nothing.  It is better to get half a 

loaf than no loaf at all.” (p. 73) 
ii. It is not always clear to believers which position is right 

o “There are also cases where sincere believers differ on what position to 
take.  You can listen to both sides of the issues and see the question from 
both perspectives.” (p. 74) 

o “…there is a difference between relativism, which maintains that 
everything is relative, and the need to relate truth to the complexities of 
reality.” (p. 75) 

iii. Wisdom needed to relate truths to situations in life 
o “Although having eternal truth is of great value in sorting out issues, it 

does not make everything easy or ‘black and white.’” (p. 75) 
VII. Chapter 7: Defense Without Defensiveness 

• “Too often we believers are defensive, reacting to criticisms quickly—and revealing a 
deep sense of insecurity about our faith.  Sometimes our insecurity is rooted in 
fear…Often we are driven by fear in our interactions with the culture.” (p. 76) 

a. Giving a Defense 
i. 1 Pet 3:14-17 – “Notice that the context of this passage is the fear of suffering 

and the consequent danger of being intimidated: ‘Do not fear their intimidation, 
and do not be troubled.’” (p. 77) 

ii. Three Types of Fear 
o Natural Fear (good) – motivates us to resist threats to physical life 
o Sinful Fear (bad) – natural fear that becomes excessive when we give to 

someone or something a power and fear only God should have. 
! We can be driven by fear on a cultural level as well as an individual 

level 
! “…often believers ‘talk of standing on the Rock of Ages, but act as 

if they are clinging to the last piece of driftwood.’  Paranoia strikes 
deep in the heart.” (p. 78) 
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o Religious Fear (good) – fear of God; reverence and respect toward God. 
! “This is not…a ‘servile’ fear that we might have of a harsh and cruel 

taskmaster.  It is a ‘filial’ fear that a son or daughter might have of a 
loving father or mother.” (p. 79) 

! “Martyn Lloyd-Jones once said that much of the problem with our 
lives is that we ‘listen to ourselves rather than talk to ourselves.’” (p. 
79) 

! “If we know in our mind and heart that Christ is Lord, we can keep 
our fears in their proper place and approach a reasoned defense with 
a confident, and not paranoid, manner.” (p. 80) 

iii. Attitude in our apologia is gentleness and reverence 
o “…we might not be ‘innocent’ in both our message and our manner, and 

thus would have to answer to God.” (p. 81) 
iv. Suffer for righteousness’ sake and not be intimidated 

b. Suffering in a Godly Manner is a Powerful Witness 
 
Part 2: Argument Against Relativism 
 

VIII. Chapter 8: When Arguments Fail 
• “Faith involves gaining knowledge of what the gospel is, giving assent to it and placing 

our trust in it.  Moving people toward assent (which arguments can do) does not make 
somebody a believer, but it does help provide a necessary precondition for faith.” (p. 85) 

• “It has often been pointed out that unbelief is more a matter of the will than of the 
mind…Often people are more convinced by watching the practice of believers than by 
listening to any arguments put forth.” (p. 85) 

• “…each person is somewhere on the open-to-closed spectrum, and wisdom is needed to 
know how best to respond in each case.  Here is a general rule to go by: the more open a 
person is, the more direct arguments can be used; the more closed a person is, the more 
an indirect approach is needed.” (p. 86) 

a. Hypocrisy 
• “I have met many people who are reacting against Christianity or Christians, their 

greatest objection being that the ‘church is full of hypocrites,’ and they often 
relate painful incidences of such hypocrisy.  In such cases empathy is the best 
response.  In fact, if I say anything to these critics, I usually agree with their 
criticism.” (p. 86) 

• G. K. Chesterton: “The best argument against Christianity is Christians.  The best 
argument for Christianity is Christians.” (p. 87) 

• Questions: “Where do you get the idea that hypocrisy is bad?”  From Jesus?  “Is 
Jesus a hypocrite, or is he who he says he is?” 

b. Emotional Obstacles 
• “Most of the doubts we encounter are emotional or spiritual in origin rather than 

intellectual.” (p. 88) 
• C. S. Lewis: “Now faith…is the art of holding onto the things your reason has 

once accepted, in spite of your changing moods.  For moods change whatever 
view your reason takes.” (p. 88) 

c. Education is Implication 
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i. Education and morality are “caught” as well as “taught” 
• “Often students are swayed to this perspective not by the arguments given in 

support of these views but because of the constant stream of implicit relativism 
the students have encountered throughout the year.  Believers often are influenced 
by the environment in which they study.” (p. 89) 

ii. Postmodernism = mood of suspicion 
d. Using Questions 

i. Answering questions with probing questions a way of getting at what lays 
behind the questions 

• Jesus and the Rich Young Ruler (Luke 18:18-22) 
• Jesus particularly used questions with closed-minded people 

ii. Answering questions with a question may allow someone to see himself as in a 
mirror 

e. Using Quotes 
i. Short quotes often more penetrating than long answers with closed-minded 

people 
• G. K. Chesterton: “People have given up on the idea or original sin when 

it’s the only doctrine of Christianity that can be empirically proven.” (p. 
92) 

ii. Old proverb: “An argument against abuse is not an argument against use.”  
Often people uncritically equate the abuse of faith with the true article.  This 
quote puts the issue clearly and concisely.  (p. 92) 

f. Personal Analogy 
i. Use analogies to connect to what the person loves (favorite book, movie, music 

group, song, or sport) 
g. Dogma is Drama 

i. People remember stories that are made vivid to their senses 
o Dorothy Sayers: “Now we may call that doctrine exhilarating, or we may 

call it devastating; we may call it revelation, or we may call it rubbish; but 
if we call it dull, then words can have no meaning at all.  That God should 
play the tyrant over man is a dismal story of unrelieved oppression; that 
man should play tyrant over man is the usual dreary record of human 
futility; but that man should play the tyrant over God and find him a better 
man than he is an astonishing drama indeed.” (p. 94) 

o Dorothy Sayers: “It is the dogma that is the drama—not beautiful phrases, 
nor comforting sentiments, nor vague aspirations to loving-kindness and 
uplift, nor the promise of something nice after death—but the terrifying 
assertion that the same God made the world, lived in the world and passed 
through the grave and gate of death.  Show that to the heathen, and they 
may not believe it; but at least they may realize that here is something that 
a man might be glad to believe.” (p. 95) 

ii. The best stories to tell are those about Jesus.  The dogma is the drama. 
h. Imagination 

i. C.S. Lewis: “Imagination is the organ of meaning” (p. 96).  To understand a 
word or concept we must be able to attach it to a clear image. 
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ii. To communication, we must use the “organ of meaning” (imagination) and the 
“organ of truth” (reason). 

iii. The conversion pattern of C.S. Lewis 
o Imagination baptized 
o Reason satisfied 
o Will submitted 

i. Parables 
i. Parables can be weapons in controversy 

ii. Meaning is only clear is one has “eyes to see”.  “People can hear and yet not 
really hear, see and yet not really see.” (p. 98) 

iii. Can parables may reach closed people by subverting a hardened heart? 
iv. Example: The Parable of the Lost Son (or Two Lost Sons) 
v. We can use Jesus’ parables or create our own 

j. Irony 
i. Indirect approach that may sometimes be successful 

ii. Like a parable, it turns the mirror on the audience 
iii. It takes courage and dramatic flair to use irony well and effectively 

k. Love 
i. Love is the most attractive of virtues 

ii. Love is to be the mark of the Christian that distinguishes him from other 
religious people 

iii. Example: New Age focuses inward and upward; Christianity focuses outward.  
Only outward focus can be consistently loving. 

iv. Example: Secular relativism and postmodernism focus inward and upward 
(values derived from yourself or society); Christianity focuses outward.  Only 
outward focus can be consistently loving. 

v. Love of Christ may be the ultimate apologetic 
IX. Chapter 9: Absolutists in Disguise? 

• “Have you ever noticed a curious fact?  Many relativists are really absolutists.  For 
instance, many maintain a radical relativism that forbids us to judge another culture, yet 
they often stand (rightly) against the oppression of women and racism in our own culture.  
But if we do not have a sufficient basis to judge another culture, how do we have a 
sufficient basis to judge our own?” (p. 103) 

a. Inconsistency 
i. “Despite the lack of justification or adequate grounding for their moral views, 

many relativists wax eloquent on many moral and social causes.” (p. 104) 
ii. What are the postmodernist’s grounds for declaring oppression and injustice 

objectively evil? 
iii. What are the postmodernist’s grounds for declaring absolutism objectively evil? 
iv. C.S. Lewis: “Their skepticism about values is on the surface: it is for other 

people’s values, and about the values current in their own set; they are not 
nearly skeptical enough.  A great many of those who ‘debunk’ traditional or (as 
they would say) sentimental values have in the background values of their own 
which they believe to be immune from the debunking process.” (p. 105) 

b. Taking the Roof Off 
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i. Francis Schaeffer’s approach: exposing the tensions and contradictions inherent 
in unbelief. 

ii. Non-Christian worldviews undermine the values of forgiveness, mercy, and 
grace. 

iii. Example: Belief in reincarnation 
iv. Faith in Christ moves one to love, value relationship, willingly forgive, and 

value persons 
c. Why Reorganize Illusion? 

i. New Age spirituality is Eastern religion packaged for the West 
ii. New Age spirituality draws from Eastern religions 

o Hinduism 
o Buddhism 
o Taoism 
o Native American religions 
o Shamanism 

iii. New Age common foundational beliefs 
o All is one 
o You are god 
o Altered consciousness is the goal 
o Unlimited power is available 

iv. “Purpose of life is to alter consciousness so that you see that all is one and you 
are divine.” (p. 107) 
o Holistic health techniques and “psychotechnologies” 

v. Popular New Age proponents 
o Deepak Chopra 
o Andrew Weil 
o Gary Zukav 

vi. Analysis: “…the more philosophical the advocate of monism (all is one), the 
less emphasis is placed on karma and reincarnation because of the tensions 
involved.” (p. 109) 

d. Selective Morality 
i. New Age principle of Non-distinction makes living in reality and making moral 

decisions difficult. 
ii. “The only sin, it seems, is ignorance of wholeness and unity; the only evil is the 

belief in separation or distinction.  There is no basis for guilt in the New Age 
perspective because there is no fixed standard by which one can be judged.” (p. 
110) 

iii. Difficulty (impossibility?) of speaking to social issues without making moral 
judgments.  Social virtues imply social vices. 

iv. “Often New Age advocates employ Western science, logic, literary style and 
morality when it is to their advantage.  When it is not, they shout, ‘Western 
rationalist!’” (p. 111) 

v. Critique: “If the One is beyond good and evil, why should I take morality 
seriously now, because it is illusory?” (p. 111) 

e. Neopagan Tensions 
i. Neopaganism = the new witchcraft or Wicca or the Craft 
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ii. Movement is growing in America 
iii. Significant movement on college campuses, in theological seminaries, and in 

radical feminism. 
iv. Beliefs 

o Hold to all four New Age distinctives 
o Deny any absolute distinction between good and evil (because all is One) 
o Emphasis is on unlimited power 
o Reality is altered through rite and ritual 

v. Values 
o Spontaneity 
o Nonauthoritarianism 
o Anarchism 
o Pluralism 
o Polytheism 
o Animism 
o Sensuality 
o Passion 
o Belief in the goodness of pleasure 

vi. “For many pagans, pantheism implies much the same thing as animism.  It is a 
view that divinity is inseparable from nature and that deity is immanent in 
nature.  Neo-pagan groups participate in divinity.” (pp. 112-113) 

vii. In the goddess movement, rejection of moral limits is fully expressed in 
sexuality. 
o Neo-pagans make many moral judgments about history, personal, and 

public life (despite their denial of these judgments) 
o Example: Preserving the environment 
o Critique: How can judgments be made without appealing to an absolute? 

f. Intolerance for the Intolerant 
i. Some deserve justifiable intolerance, such as fundamentalist Christians 

ii. This strange tolerance is only owed to those with whom you agree, and 
intolerance is only owed to those with whom you disagree. 

iii. Critique: why is tolerance necessary for those we agree with? 
iv. Inherent instability of relativism.  “…the tensions will force it either back to 

some absolute fixed values or, more likely, to forcing its ‘absolutes’ on others.” 
(p. 115) 

X. Chapter 10: Consequences of the Denial 
• “…there are only two options: God or meaninglessness.” (p. 116) 
• “…without God there is no basis for the dignity of people or morality.” (p. 116) 

a. Meaning 
i. Existentialists 

o Jean-Paul Sartre: No finite point has meaning without an infinite reference 
point. 

o Albert Camus: The only serious moral question left is whether to commit 
suicide. 

o Bertrand Russell: Atheists must build their lives on “unyielding despair.” 
ii. Relativists 
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o “Many in our time, unwilling to embrace the cold despair of the 
existentialist, have chosen to believe…that the meaning of life comes 
down to matters of purely personal preference.” (p. 118) 

o Ludwig Wittgenstein: A real book on ethics would destroy all other books 
in the world 

o Jacques Derrida: Denies logocentrism and the idea of a transcendental 
signified, thus there is no ultimate meaning. 

iii. Christians 
o “…consider Christ and the biblical view of life.  Such a view is grounded 

in a triune God—Father, Son and Holy Spirit—existing in an eternal 
relationship of love.  This places personality, as well as relationship and 
love, at the core of the cosmos.” (p. 119) 

b. The “Troublesome” Need for a Fixed Point 
i. Blaise Pascal, Pensées: A fixed point is necessary to judge moral issues. 

ii. Without a fixed point, the dilemma is choosing between meaninglessness and 
relativism. 

c. Loss of Dignity 
i. Real statements about dignity (spoken by relativists) become either meaningless 

or mere preference. 
ii. For a consistent atheist, since there is no intrinsic meaning for human beings in 

their origin and destiny, there can do no intrinsic meaning to life between the 
two. 

iii. Secular humanists are inconsistent atheists: they attribute great dignity to human 
beings despite their insignificant origin and destiny. 
o Without an infinite reference point, this assertion’s basis can only be 

sentimentality. 
iv. Christianity: Basis for dignity of human beings is the intrinsic imago dei.  

Worth is based in what we are rather than what we do. 
v. Contrasting worldviews of atheists and Christians 

o Atheist: Origin (Death), Humankind (Life), Destiny (Death) 
o Christian: Origin (Life), Humankind (Life), Destiny (Life) 

d. Loss of Morals 
i. Without infinite reference point, morals and values become arbitrary personal 

preferences, which cannot be imposed on others without provoking the question 
of authority (Say’s who?). 

e. Conforming Desire to Truth or Truth to Desire 
i. Conform the soul to reality 

ii. Subdue reality to our wishes 
o C.S. Lewis: “There is something which unites magic and applied science 

while separating both from the ‘wisdom’ of earlier ages.  For wise men of 
old, the cardinal problem had been how to conform the soul to reality, and 
the solution had been knowledge, self-discipline, and virtue.  For magic 
and applied science alike, the problem is how to subdue reality to the 
wishes of men: the solution is technique.” (pp. 124-125) 

f. The Nature of This Debate 
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i. Relativism cannot rationally prevent you from creating your own meaning and 
cannot rationally cause you to value people (seeing them as a “useless passion” 
like Sartre did). 

ii. Relativism cannot rationally prevent you from creating your own morality. 
XI. Chapter 11: Relativism Self-Destructs 

a. Self-Refuting 
i. The premise “There are no absolutes” makes an absolute statement about all of 

reality.  It is absurd to believe the premise. 
ii. There are many examples in the history of philosophy when a fundamental 

assumption was shown to be self-refuting, and the philosophy had to be 
radically modified or abandoned.  Example: logical positivism. 

b. Contextualism 
i. Culture determines beliefs and we cannot escape our culture.  Therefore it is 

impossible to settle cultural differences. 
ii. William Dembski: “If context alone determines what is true, then there can be 

no universal truths that hold across contexts.  Yet, by speaking for all contexts 
at once, hardcore contextualism claims itself to be a universal truth that there 
are no universal truths.  This is the fallacy of contextualism.” (p. 129) 

iii. Cannot have it both ways: cannot moralize based on your own personal or 
community standards and also be immune to criticism from another person, 
culture or community. 

iv. If critique of culture is possible, then culture’s influence is not total.  There is 
some knowledge not relative to culture. 

c. Objectively No Objectivity 
i. “I can objectively say that there is no objectivity.” (p. 131) 

ii. True knowledge does not require exhaustive knowledge of complicated things. 
d. You Cannot Communicate That You Cannot Communicate 

i. The ambiguity of language and structuralism 
ii. Can we understand the argument that we cannot communicate?  If so, then we 

can communicate.  If not, then why bother? 
iii. Derrida: Impossible to reject the logocentric approach without assuming it. 
iv. We can communicate across horizons if we try hard enough. 

e. Rejecting Rather Than Refuting 
i. Bulverism: rejecting and calling someone names rather than refuting the 

person’s views. 
ii. Bulverism rampant in the world 

o Newspapers 
o Politics 
o Academia 
o Television 
o Movies 

iii. Bulverism can be used both ways to demonstrate its unfair tactics. 
f. Chronological Snobbery 

i. Judging a viewpoint because it is old-fashioned or out of vogue. 
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ii. Questions for discussion: Is something older necessarily false?  Is something 
newer necessarily true?  What will happen when the newer view is older, will it 
cease to be true? 

iii. Read old books to prevent chronological snobbery.  This allows us a window 
into the thinking of earlier ages. 

g. Unprovable 
i. “There are no absolutes” is a universal negative statement.  Universal negatives 

are notoriously difficult to prove. 
ii. Since we are far from knowing all that there is to be known, perhaps somewhere 

in the unknown realm exist absolutes. 
h. Arrogant 

i. Universal negative assertions imply the possession of infinite knowledge. 
ii. Christians can admit they have much to learn. 

iii. Dogmatic relativists make the implicit claim to know everything (at least about 
absolutes). 

XII. Chapter 12: Everybody’s Right and Nobody’s Right 
• “It’s easy to say ‘Who needs logic?’ in a college classroom, but it’s impossible to live, 

act, talk or think without reason.” (p. 141) 
• “When it comes to matters of taste, whatever is true for you is true for you, and whatever 

is true for me is true for me.  In this realm of taste, everyone can be ‘right.’” (p. 141) 
• “…real-world ideas and ideologies have consequences, for ideas and ideologies from 

attitudes, and those attitudes from behaviors.  How I think about you and how I treat you 
can start, on a greater or smaller scale, a war.  In the real world, what we believe does 
matter.” (p. 141) 

a. Matters Too Important to Dismiss 
i. “This is the point at which relativism collapses in contradictions.  While 

insisting, ‘Everyone is right,’ at the same time it asserts that nobody is really 
right.  To the relativist, no one can claim what Francis Schaeffer called ‘true 
truth’—truth that is true whether you believe it or not.” (p. 142) 

b. Either/Or or Both-And 
i. Reality is Non-Contradictory 

o The Law of Noncontradiction: A cannot be non-A at the same time and in 
the same relationship 

o Classical Christianity: applies to both God and creation 
o Relativism: “relies on arguments that are self-refuting because any attempt 

to deny the law of noncontradiction requires this very law in order to make 
its denials.” (p. 143) 

o Rationality does not require a commitment to philosophical rationalism 
o Biblical Examples 

! The antithesis between truth and lie (Gen 2:17; Gen 3:4) 
! Ten Commandments depend on law of noncontradiction or antithesis 

for meaning 
o Any denial of the law of noncontradiction is forced and temporary 
o C.S. Lewis: “Unless all that we take to be knowledge is illusion, we must 

hold that in thinking we are not reading rationality into an irrational 
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universe, but responding to a rationality with which the universe has always 
been saturated.” (p. 145) 

o Example from the Far East demonstrating that the Law of Noncontradiction 
is not merely a Western construct 
! Mohists 

o Hannah Arendt: “The most striking difference between ancient and modern 
sophists is that the ancients were satisfied with a passing victory or 
argument at the expense of truth, whereas the moderns want a more lasting 
victory at the expense of reality.” (p. 146) 

o “You can use your reason to deny reason.  You can deny logic theoretically, 
but I don’t think you can or will deny it practically.” (p. 147) 

ii. Reality is Contradictory 
o The Principle of Nondistinction (rooted in the belief that All is One) 

! Hinduism 
! Buddhism 
! New Age 

o Rejection of Law of Noncontradiction because in some sense everything is 
identical 

o Practices 
! Zen Buddhists reach enlightenment by using koan (absurd dialogue) 

o Both-And perspective is a synthesis of reality (as opposed to Either/Or 
perspective as antithesis of reality) 

o Denial of distinct reality leads to the denial of grief and pain 
! Christian Science denies the reality of evil, pain, suffering, and 

reality of matter 
o Problem of contradiction in the world is explained as insanity or a divine 

play at work in the world.  Some say the problem should be ignored.  This 
problem is theoretical and practical. 

iii. Reality is Non-Contradictory in Some Areas and Contradictory in Others 
o The implied view of relativism 
o Reality noncontradictory: math, science, and technology 
o Reality contradictory: religion and ethics 
o Problem is that there are starkly different worldviews and religions that 

cannot all be true. 
o Problem in ethics 

! Holocaust good for some but not for others? 
! Rape good for some but not for others? 
! Murder good for some societies but not for others? 

o Problem in Material Theory 
! Can something be materially true and formally false?  Can an 

example be given? 
o Justification of claims: Is it true that “second things are matters of truth but 

first things are merely matters of taste?  Are first things no more important 
than whether you like chocolate or vanilla ice cream?  If so, why?” (p. 153) 

XIII. Chapter 13: No Room For Evil 
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• “…every worldview has a problem of evil.  Your relativism has a greater problem of evil 
than Christianity…because you have no solid foundation to call anything evil.  Yet there 
is something in our heart and conscience that screams otherwise.” (p. 155) 

• “If there are no absolutes, then we cannot say anything really is evil or, for that matter, 
good.  The problem is, we know better.” (p. 155) 

• G.K. Chesterton: “People have given up on the idea of original sin when it’s the only 
doctrine of Christianity that can be empirically proven.” (p. 155) 

• “…the reality of evil serves to provide a strong argument for God’s existence.” (pp. 155-
156) 

• The argument from “undesign”: “Had God designed the world it would not be a world so 
frail and faulty as we see.” (p. 156) 

• C.S. Lewis: “…in trying to prove that God did not exist—in other words, that the whole 
of reality was senseless—I was forced to assume that one part of reality—namely my 
idea of justice was full of sense.  Consequently atheism turns out to be too simple.” (p. 
156) 

• If evil exists, there must be a fixed absolute outside of this world by which to measure 
evil. 

• The apostle Paul contended that all men know evil and the law written on the heart (Rom 
2:15). 

a. The Cultural Move 
i. Construct an ethic based on what is good for society according to Kant’s 

categorical imperative. 
ii. Construct an ethic from the vantage point of behind a “veil of ignorance” to 

transcend bias. 
iii. Naturalistic Fallacy: Cannot reason from “is” to “ought” 
iv. Challenge: Minority asks, “Says who?” 
v. Arthur Leff, Unspeakable Ethics 

o “The common cultural move will not work because of what he called ‘the 
grand sez who.’  Interestingly, though an atheist, he did admit that ‘sez God’ 
would provide solid basis for ethics and law.” (p. 160) 

o Foundation of Law in “found law” or “made law”? 
o “The evaluator must be ‘the unjudged judge, the unruled legislator, the 

premise maker who rests on no premises, the uncreated creator of values.’” 
(p. 161) 

o “Under what circumstances can someone propose an ethical statement that 
withstands the cosmic ‘Says who?’”  “There are no such 
circumstances…there is no one like the Lord.” (p. 161) 

o The death of God results the total elimination of any ethical or legal system. 
o “There is no such thing as an unchallengeable evaluative system…unless at 

some point an evaluator is asserted to have the final uncontradictable, 
unexaminable word.  That choice of unjudged judge, whoever is given the 
role, is itself, strictly speaking arbitrarily.” (p. 162) 

vi. Robert Nozick, Anarchy, State, and Utopia 
o Asserts that individuals have rights and they cannot be violated justly. 
o Problem: Says who? 

vii. Richard Posner 
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o Ethical system of no person able to dominate any other. 
o Problem: Assumes a deal between persons not to dominate each other.  

What if someone refuses the deal? 
viii. Postmodernism: there is no rational basis for ethics, but “sez God” can equally 

be rejected. 
ix. The Ancient Dilemma: Is something right because God says it is or does God 

say it because it is right? 
o God just says it appears arbitrary 
o It is right appears to be a standard higher than God 
o Classic answer: the good is rooted in the character of God 

b. We Need to Point Out Inconsistencies 
i. Move those not willing to admit that evil exists toward the logical conclusion of 

the false assumptions. 
ii. Morality cannot be rooted in sentiment because the questions can be asked: 

Whose sentiment?  Who decides between conflicting sentiments? 
iii. The postmodern vision (respect for kindness) has deep roots in the Christian 

tradition. 
o Christ taught the parable of the Good Samaritan 
o Paul taught there is no positional distinction between Jew and Greek, slave 

and free, male and female. 
iv. Michael Foucault and the Nietzschean side of relativism push beyond the moral 

limits of even most relativists. 
c. New Age 

i. Matter, time, and space, and the distinctions between true and false, good and 
evil, are illusory. 

ii. Rajneesh: “The good and evil are our valuations…Valuation is human.  It is our 
imposition, it is our projection…There is no good; there is no bad…So, do not 
impose on the creative process (God) your own feelings, your own valuations; 
rather, if you want to know the Creator, Creative Process, go beyond these 
dualisms.” (p. 169) 

iii. There is no reason to prohibit cruelty from being practiced. 
d. Neopaganism 

i. Rejection of Christianity and Christian heresies (including Satanism) because 
these assume the distinction between good and evil. 

ii. Starhawk: “The nature of the Goddess is never single…She is light and 
darkness, the patroness of love and death, who makes all possibilities.  She 
brings forth comfort and pain.” (p. 170) 

iii. Alistair Crowley: “Do what thou wilt shall be the whole of the Law.” 
iv. Wiccan “Rede” or rule for living: “Harm none and do as you will.” 

o Problem: Why harm none?  It is evil to harm? 
e. Which is True or Good? 

i. Proof of God’s Existence from the reality of Good and Evil 
o Unless God exists, there is no objective evil (or good) 
o There is evil (and good) 
o Therefore, God exists. 

XIV. Chapter 14: Truth That Transforms 
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a. Three priorities (in order to defend the Gospel of Christ) 
i. Right thinking 

ii. Right practice 
iii. Right attitudes 

b. Relativism’s massive negative consequences in life 
i. Self-contradictory 

ii. Confuses truth with taste 
iii. Provides no basis for real evil 
iv. Hopelessly inconsistent in practice 
v. Implicit arrogance of omniscience 

c. Christianity’s positive consequences in life 
i. Admission of finitude in knowledge 

ii. Humility in confronting fallen situations and the complexities of life with truth 
iii. Solid basis for tolerance rooted in the love of Christ 
iv. Can be right without claiming righteousness 
v. Can be right without being arrogant 

vi. Solid basis for rejecting absolutism 
d. Our Urgent Need 

i. Recapture God’s truth in this age of relativism and postmodernism 
ii. Recapture God’s truth that is “decisive for our thinking, worship, and action.” 

(p. 173) 
iii. Concept of Truth necessary to provide a binding force in life. 
iv. Humility necessary to be open to truth. 
v. Faith in Christ has ultimate significance if true; it is merely a “curio piece” if 

not true.  But it cannot be simply a matter of taste. 
e. The Church 

i. Reasons for not maintaining “true truth” 
o Desire academic respectability 
o Rising doubts rooted in secular education 
o Unpopularity of absolutes in culture 
o Uneasiness with required accountability to truth if accepted 
o Pride keeping us from self-examination 

ii. Needs 
o Spiritual wisdom and sight from the Holy Spirit to humble and enlighten us. 
o Recover truth and the teaching of it in our churches, seminaries, and the 

culture 
o Train future leaders to understand the crisis of today’s postmodernism and 

see the opportunities of today’s intellectual climate. 
o Unity of groups with common concerns to achieve great impact by 

proclaiming and defending: 
! Christ as the Truth 
! Christ as the Good 
! Christ as the Beautiful 

o Christian scholarship and excellence in all professions, all defending the 
truth of their discipline. 
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