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THE THEO
DISCUSSION

FLOWCHARTS

The flowcharts on the following pages document
discussions we have talked out as a group
at Peninsula Christian Fellowship in the
spring of 2008. The flowcharts help us see the
interrelatedness of key questions in philosophy
and Christian apologetics. They also help us
note where discussions on worldview questions
cross the “philosophy boundary” (dotted line).
Skeptics pretend to be the ultimate empiricists,
but in fact they very quickly cross over from
the examination of observable data to making
philosophical pronouncements. Philosophical
propositions may be true or false, but it is
important to recognize a philosophical argument
for what it is and not feel limited to empirical
data when responding to it.

The flowcharts begin with an ultimate
(Omega) question, and work their way back to a
basic or foundational (Alpha) question.



THE THEO DISCUSSION

www.timothyministries.info

EPISTEMOLOGY

How do we know we

. ————) [What is knowledge? (=JTB)] e How _do we know what
Epl. 9 E Justified True Belief truth 1s?
HOW DO WEKNOW | ——— How do we know things? —— How do we know that
JESUS IS LORD? . 1. Memory Memory, Testimony and
2. Testimony our Senses are reliable?
l 3. Senses

have rightly interpret-
ed our personal expe- ———y) HoOW do we know it’s rational y How do we know our philo-
< Tience of salvation? : to believe in the supernatural? sophical presuppositions are
")
How do we know ) L. G(?d true?
2. Miracles

the Bible is true?

3
How do we know the
Bible’s internal evi-

dence is reliable? ——> HO,W do we know
1. Consistency we’ve correctly

2. Fulfilled prophecy interpreted the in-

\ 4 ternal and external .
How do we know external testimony for the .
testimony for the Bible is l Bible?
reliable? :
1. Archaeology
2. History
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How do we
know truth [What does it mean to exist? = To have a
> exists? ) property or to be a property that is had.]
How do we know Epi. A2
it’s possible to » How do we
know anything?* know the Ont, 9
universe is
l rationally —_—> HOW can
ordered?
) a human
Epl' Al 6 99
How do we know > knower
a human “knower” ‘ot
exists? eX1st:

l

[WHAT’S THE ALTERNATIVE?
= A biochemical machine (brain)
responding to chemical stimuli, and
whose every event is predetermined
by all preceding events.]

* The statement “It is impossible to know anything”
is self-defeating. Therefore, it is justified to believe
that knowledge is possible.
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ONTOLOGY

——}: [What does it mean to exist?*]
Ont. Q :
HOW CAN A HUMAN :
KNOWER EXIST? . Is our cognition mechanical Can random material give rise
or supernatural? to organized mind?

|

Is it rational to believe Can we ratio-
How did the first ) Evolqtion or Special i) in supernatural entities nally say God
humans originate? Creation? and miracles? [What is does not exist,
a miracle?#%*] or miracles are
: impossible?
Is it more rational to Does life come
How did life originate Chance, Space Aliens believe in the creative from life or
on earth? or Special Creation? = power of chance, space » from non-life?
aliens or God? [What is life?]

|

How did the material What is the universe
universe originate? made of?

Who tuned the superstrings?
[What is information ?***]

Why is there

—)  something rather
than nothing?

Causeless event or
uncaused Creator?
[Ex nihilo, nihil fit.]

What are the implications = —)
of the Big Bang?
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Not without the insertion of information.

Can we rationally say
No. that God must exist,
1.e., that He exists
necessarily 77

v
Where did the infor-
mation come from?

!

Ont. A!
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Paul Davies writes, “If the
divine underpinning of the
laws [of physics] is removed,
their existence becomes a
profound mystery. Where do
they come from? Who sent
the message? Who devised
the code?” —D’Souza, p. 137

The.
What is the
character of

'Y Who or what
was/is the original
Something?

> the original

Something?
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To have a property or to be a property that is had.
Amiracleisnotthe samethingasasupernatural
event. All miracles are supernatural events,
but not all supernatural events are miracles.
Supernatural events in heaven occur
according to normal heavenly rhythms, not in
contravention of them. Nor do the terms used
and translated “miracle” in the Bible carry any
connotation of contravening natural laws. The
NT word, dynamis, does not imply violation of
natural law, but only an application of energy
great enough to overcome the normal effects
of natural law in a specific instance. So, just
as a rocket does not violate the law of gravity,
but overcomes its pull in a specific location, so
a miracle does not violate natural laws, but
overcomes their effect with the application of
a greater power. So the argument of secular
science is not with the power, nor its overcoming
of specific effects of natural law, but with the
Source of the power.

Information =  Specification expressed by
(a) symbol or (b) code, or imposed upon the
constituents of a (c¢) living or (d) mechanical
system. Examples: (a) blueprint, (b) essay, (c)
pacemaker signal, (d) spark plug gap.

Science cannot define life, only describe the
characteristics of living things. Life is the
animating power of God lent to the biosphere.
Yes! An original Something logically had to
exist and had to volitionally cause everything
that followed. We only know two kinds of
causes: mechanical (material) and volitional
(personal). Since no mechanical cause was
possible before the existence of the material
universe, a volitional and personal cause is
necessary.



THE THEO DISCUSSION

www.timothyministries.info

Why would a
The. Q What are the implications 1. super-intelligent
WHAT IS THE ——— of the Creation singularity =~ =———— 2. personal & volitional
CHARACTER OF THE (Big Bang)? 3. almighty
ORIGINAL SOMETHING? 4. enduring
agent choose to create the uni-
l verse? [What is a person?]*
What are the Why would a What are the implica- Are there multiple
implications of ——)  Creator impose ——) tions of personal and — Gods, a flawed
‘ the observable order and law? natural evil? Creator, or a creﬂ:**
universe? T Conscience implies an imposition of internal order. ated adversary?

> Why are humans
aesthetic?

What are the
implications of
human nature?

The human appreciation for beauty probably
reflects the Creator’s propensity for order.

Evolved survival in- Why is moral-
Why are humans ) . . .
» — stinct or designed by ———) ity unique to
moral 7**
the Creator? humans?
Evolved survival in- Why do hu-
Why are hun{q}ans N stinct or designed by ) mans hunger
relational’ the Creator? for meaning
Accident of evolution, and purpose?f
Why are humans

inadequacy of the Cre-
ator, influence of evil
entity, or ...?7

evil7#*
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What are the implications Why would God design
—) of the fundamental » the whole universe par-
constants of physics?{ ticularly for mankind?

1 The Anthropic Principle proposes that the universe was finely
tuned, from the first moment of its existence, for the emergence
of life in general and human life in particular.

Why did the Creator per-

—) mit the angelic rebellion
and the human fall?

¥ Meaning and purpose, like identity, are determined by personal relation-
ship, a reciprocation of mind. The argument for God’s existence, called
The Argument From Desire, proposes that there is no innate hunger for
that which does not exist, and that therefore, since humans desire God,
He must exist. However, we not only desire God, we desire a loving
heavenly Father. That humans desire a loving heavenly Father, implies a
God of love. Only the Bible offers this kind of God. Furthermore, for God
to be inherently loving implies a plurality of persons in the godhead, for if
God were an absolute monad, He would have never loved until creation,
and then would have had no inherit necessity to begin loving.

Eth. Q v
The. A!

We consider an entity as personal when
it has rationality, volition and self-
consciousness.

** The questions of evil and morality press us

to define the basis of ethics.

*** The universal sense of morality and the
underlying unity and order of the universe
militates against the ideas of multiple gods
and pantheism. That God has adversaries
among His creatures is more reasonable.

Tel. Q
What is the purpose
of humanity in gen-
eral and of me in
particular?

The. A2

l What deﬁnes rlghtness Does God desire relation- ———)  Why would God pursue

and wrongness? ship now with individual

human persons?
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relationship with people in a
warfare setting?
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ETHICS

Eth. © What are the implications Wouldn’t a super-intelligent VES
WHAT DEFINES ——— of mankind’s metaphysical ————p Creator know what is good
RIGHTNESS AND origin? for His creatures?
WRONGNESS? . . . . . : :
o Did ethics Instincts are presumably programmed in DNA, which raises The
. NO Information Problem. Who programmed ethics into our DNA? Also,
l /—E—} cmerge from —— instincts are overwhelmingly selfish, and are impulses to do which
. instincts? don’t explain our sense of “ought.”

What are the Are ethics Are social re- NO Alr? ethul:s
implications of ——)  defined by our ——) formers immoral — 0 ) " timately
primate social social group? by definition? subjective 3 nd

<  behaviors? temporary
What are the im- Does a.umversal Is justice possible if
plications of the ——= ) hunger imply that _ YES ethics are subjective NO
human cry for a means Of, fulfill- and mutable?
3 justice? ment exists?
What are the im- Is conscience What invests certain acts (lying) with mor-

plications of hu-
man conscience?

v
What are the im-

) onlya Widespreadﬂ} al quality, while not investing other acts
delusion?y (wearing ugly shoes) with moral quality ?*

Does a universal Why can’t any- Why are ethics

plications of the
human quest for
happiness?

» hunger imply that ;ES} one who always ———) foundational to
a means of fulfill- violates their con- human happi-
ment exists? science be happy? ness?
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————) Is the Creator good?{

Is there an objective
basis for immutable

ethics?

(vs. moral anarchy)

V'S

V'S
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T
i
YES
%
1. Natural properties o

(pleasure vs. pain),**
——) 2. Plato’s eternal Forms,
or a
3. personal God?#**

v v

Eth. A!

The inability to tell right from wrong is the accepted basis for an insanity
plea in a court of law.

By this question we generally mean, “Does God have benevolent
intentions towards mankind?”” On the basis of that meaning, it points us
to an innate sense of right and wrong, and also toward the questions of
teleology, “What are God’s purposes for mankind?” However, we must
step away from our anthropocentrism for a moment and realize that from
an objective point of view, the question, “Is God good?” is superfluous.
Yes, God is good, by definition. Whatever He is, it is good, whether we
like what He is or not!

We can see that certain acts result in harm to others, but what invests
“harming others” with moral quality? Why don’t we take a cavalier
Darwinist attitude of “all is fair in the name of personal survival”?
Basing ethics on natural properties would require subjective human
analysis of which properties are good and which are bad; the basis is then
no longer objective.

*** Only a personal God provides an authoritative, enforceable, basis for

ethics.

Tel.

What is the purpose of
humanity in general and

of me in particular?

Eth. A?

Does God define rightness 3 Is the ultimate expression of

and wrongness for humanity?
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rightness legal (law) or per-
sonal (a perfect life)?
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TELEOLOGY

Tel. 2 : O Existentialism:
. oo YES
WHAT IS THE PURPOSE OF | —i—p Does esse?ce p{l;ecede t Does ex1sd Purppse and

HUMANITY IN GENERAL existences ence Pfecg ¢ meaning are a
AND OF ME IN PARTICULAR? essence: subjective inven-

tion, a self-de-

l YES ception.
Design & order Is there design o Is there purpose Is there a tran-

v

Universal human
hunger for meaning¥

. . . . NO
in the universe. —<)  without a pur- ——) without a preced- ———) scendent Person

. to give our exis-
pose? ing person?7 g exI1s

tence purpose?

Is there a ubiqui-

: Is there meaning Is purpose mean-
y fous hunger with- NO ' i out a preced- ingful without a
out tbe existence ing purpose? perduring rela-
of its object? tionship?
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+  What is “meaning”? It is significance, that

What purposes do we attach to our posses- is, the signifying of something. We want our
sions.* and which purposes involve some- lives (our existence) to say something, and
’ purp for the statement to have value.
Darwinism thing an Almighty God might plausibly de- + Purpose is personal intention, by definition.
There is no meanin g sire? H‘T Only the God of the Bible fits this bill.
Including children, spouses, other relatives
or purpose beyond the Sustenanee and friends.

survival of our DNA. ' Shel **  Biblically it appears God most wishes to
: communicate about Theology (Himself,
. Comfort e.g., Rom 9.23), Anthropology (Us), and

. Aesthetic Soteriology (Redemption).

- Security Hap. Q

1
2
3
4
5. Entertainment
6
7
8
9.

. Efficiency bl 19,1976 What is the best
Communication <—— .. "o
10.Self-improvement path to
Isaiah 43.7
YES, | 11.Self-glorification «<—— .
Is there a Person who . g Rom 8.17 H appln ess ()
both transcends our Tfﬁ'ﬁS‘pﬁffﬁt‘l‘Oﬁ Ephesians 1.11-12
—) existence AND will 13 tdentity T
cause our relationships 14.Love o 4.78
to perdure?f{+ 15.Self Extension (Spiritual Procreation) Tel. A3
Can embracing these
I ) purposes of God bring
Exodus 20.22-23 .
Ezekiel 2.7; 3.1 me Happiness?
Tel. A1 P12 g there any God Tel. A2
What does God most YES  who prioritizes com- How does God wish to com-
wish to communicate munication with His municate, glorify Himself,
about?** creatures? and share love through me?
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Hap. Q What is the Short-lived Il;IedonismE
WHAT IS THE BEST |—> “happiness” ———p[event-based]—— ple;seusreen;ﬁ(? ab
: all seek? ladness? )
PATH TO HAPPINESS?| : 8 sence of painf i
Enduring What threatens 1. Lack of basic ne-

Who are the happiest contentment? =——yjp enduring —} cessities .

cople we have observed? makarismés = contentment? 2. Frustrated pursuit
peop . . blessedness : Of gO&lS
1C01‘rleTenB00m :ooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo: 3, SenseOfpurpose—
2. Joni Eareckson Tada le§sne§s
3 Sister Pai —————) What characterizes the lives of 4. Violations of con-

- Ister ralge the happiest people? science
4. Elisabeth EHlOt | B tf | 5 Sense Of inauthen-
5. Brother Lawrence - PTUILUINESS ticity
6. Lila Peters 2. Value People Over Things

' 3. Humilit
7. Dorothy Gilmore ety
8. Leona Fey 4. Sense of Purpose

' . Selfl
9. Mother Theresa (?) 3. Selflessness
10 6. Sense of Identity

7. Faith, Hope and Love
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T What is meant by “unity” here is integration,
connectedness, a sense that one’s life is part of a
plan and correctly related to the rest of reality.

11 le., where does happy people’s resilience come
from? Only from embracing a summum bonum
that is metaphysical and perduring!

F11 The “dead end” of hedonism undermines both the
Islamic paradise of eternal self-gratification and
the Christian misunderstanding of heaven as a
place of self-indulgent pleasure.

Is contentment YES How is contentment o
——) possible even in »  possible even in
dire circumstances circumstances of “]hy iS there
of deprivation? deprivation?7¥

evil if God

1s the God of
What are the meta-  Aesthetic >> Beauty h . 9
physical realities we ~Moral >> Goodness AppIncess !

Intellectual >> Truth
must embrace as our Spiritual >> Unity?

highest priorities? Morris, p. 102
1 2
Hap. A Hap- A John 14.6
Is there a Summum > What is His way to a life Mat5.3-10
Bonum from which all of contentment?
these flow?
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HISTORY

v
The universe displays the
handiwork of apparently
infinite power and wisdom:
what are the implications?

God’s existence explain evil for then
there is no evil, and the universe itself
remains unexplained.

His. Q : Are man’s evil in- Why do people hun-
. Why can only o ' for rich
WHY IS THERE EVIL |—=—) atheist ask clinations original ———j 8Cr for righteousness
: thi tion? or the result of a and become “good”?
IF GOD IS THE GOD | : Is question:
: subsequent fall?
OF HAPPINESS () : Ts the adversary man Evil not man’s original
E himself, or an Adversary design (Ecc 7.29).
l M external to man?
There is real good Dualism or No  Is there a flawed Why would the
and real evil in the ——a—3) polytheism? ———) Creator or a cre- —— Creator allow an
world: what are the ated adversary? Adversary in His
implications? . universe?7
. -~
: YES |
:  DEADEND
+  What basis is there There is no justification for denying
. for I'ight and Wrong‘? God’s almighty power. Proposing
. ) weakness on God’s part cannot explain
¢+ What accounts for the the presence of evil. Nor can lack of
. unity in the universe? goodness in God explain evil, for God
. is good by definition. Nor can lack of
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—

—

To present
man with real
moral choices?

—

To provide an

impetus for man —m—)

to sin?

To most effectively
prepare man t0  ———————y
know God?
(The Job Theodicy)
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Wouldn’t God’s own standard(s)
provide sufficient ground for real
moral choices?

DEAD END: For God to directly
cause man to sin ... is impossible
by definition.§ ¥

HOW COULD THIS WORK?

Tt

The Free Will Theodicy posits the gift of free will to
man as more important than keeping the human race
free from evil, but fails to adequately explain why
God allows Satan to exist.

God’s command to not eat of the tree in the Garden
gave man a real moral choice, even if man did not
fully comprehend all the consequences of making the
wrong choice.

111 God is good by definition, and all that He does is good

* Satan provides a dramatic contrast to God’s character.
* The conflict that emerges from evil hones man’s char-
acter and helps man understand Christ’s warrior nature

(Exo 15.3; Rom 8.29).

 Satan causes the evil in man (potential or actual) to
surface (Rev 20.7-10), helping man to know himself

and the difference between himself and God.

l

His. A!

Is God’s Self-disclosure a higher prior-
ity to Him than keeping evil from the

universe and man from sin?
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and right. God is also True and cannot contradict
Himself.

Epi. Q
How do we
know Jesus 1s
LorD?

Can we trust a God who
bleeds? Yes, but...

His. A?

Can we trust a God for

» whom the end Jjustifies the
means?



