
•Tim Stratton We must be careful when using words like "certain." After all, I can prove to you that you are not even 

100% *certain* of your own name or of the existence of the physical world. However, you are still justified in saying that 
you are "certain" that you know your name and that matter exists. There is a big difference between knowing something 
with 100% certainty and knowing something with high degrees of certainty. If we are all honest, we don't know if God 
exists with 100% certainty; however, knowledge is defined as "justified true belief." Christians have this justification that 
warrants our beliefs (this is called "faith"). Does Dr. Craig know that God exists with 100% certainty? No, but neither do 
you. Do we as Christians KNOW that God exists with extremely high degrees of certainty? YES! That is why we put our 
faith in what we know is probably true!

15 hrs · 3

•
Tim Stratton Christ Exalted, if you are going to live up to your FaceBook moniker, you need to do a much better job 
representing people correctly! You said, "I used to think he (William Lane Craig) was one of the best until I learned that 
he argues for a generic god, not the god of the Bible."

Dr. Craig starts by building his cumulative case by arguing for a "generic" God, then demonstrates that this God is a 
maximally great being, and then demonstrates that this is the God of the Bible revealed in Jesus Christ.

15 hrs · 4

•
Lance Watson That was well said, Tim Stratton.

14 hrs · 1

•
Sam Shamoun Tim Stratton, go back and rewatch the video since the presuppositionalist will tell that you are incorrect 
and that you can and do know God exists with absolute certainty since without God you cannot account for anything, 
whether it be logic, morality, the uniformity of the world, the confidence you have that if and when you awaken tomorrow 
the same laws which were in operation the day before will continue to be in operation, i.e. gravity, the rotation of the 
earth on its own axis etc.

12 hrs · Edited · 3

•
Sam Shamoun Keith Thompson.

12 hrs

•
Jay Harb I personally think the best choice of words are "I believe that God exists" however I do understand what Tim is 
getting at.The way that Sam put it makes it "certain" that he exists.

12 hrs

•
Keith Thompson Tim, certainty is a property of a proposition. Is the proposition "God exists" objectively true? Yes. 
Since, apart from presupposing Him we can't account for valid human experience. So can the Christian affirm God's 
existence is certain? Yes. Moreover, if God's existence is certain and God says there is a physical world, can we know 
there is a physical world with certainty? Yes.

11 hrs · 3

•
Keith Thompson Also, I don't see the point in first arguing for a "god" since all men already know the Christian God 
exists (Rom. 1; Psalms 14:1). Why not just become an evidentialist and go right for the resurrection arguments?

11 hrs · Edited · 3
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•
Keith Thompson David, certain in English dictionaries refers to a fact of which there is no doubt. I am certain of this 
definition because it coheres with the Greek term asphaleia the inspired New Testament used to convey the same idea 
(i.e., undoubted truth - see Strong's). And since God's existence is objectively true (as is evidenced by His existence 
being the necessary precondition for intelligibility), and since He inspired the New Testament which defines certainty that
way, we can be certain about the meaning we apply to the word certainty being correct.

10 hrs

•
Keith Thompson If you assume something and find out your assumption is valid there is no problem. Are all 
assumptions invalid?

10 hrs · 1

•
Keith Thompson No I am presupposing God and His revelation as my final authority. From there I extrapolate the 
English definition is thus correct. Everyone engages in presupposition. The difference is mine is self-verifying / self-
attesting meaning its not a vicious circularity. Moreover, my ultimate authority must be assumed by everyone in order for 
human experience to be intelligible which is the proof of it. So there is no problem. Yes I am presupposing, but it is a 
valid presupposition.

10 hrs · 2

•
Keith Thompson Well if in Christ are hidden all the treasures of knowledge, and if the fear of the Lord is the beginning 
of knowledge one must start with God in their thinking if they are going to be faithful to His Word and have a basis for 
any knowledge. This is the difference between those who actually believe Scripture and those who view their minds as 
the ultimate authority.

Moreover, "presupposing your conclusion to prove your conclusion" is a caricature. What presuppositionalism actually 
aims to do is provide a transcendental argument, that is an answer to: what must be in order for what is to be what it is. 
That is a bit more sophisticated than "presupposing your conclusion to prove your conclusion."

As to you denying determinism I would like you to interact with the following texts. After we have established whether this
teaching is biblical or not, we can then proceed to other questions. But I will not base determinisms truthfulness on 
rationalism. Rationalism is not my ultimate authority, Scripture is. So here are the texts you need to contend with:

Isa 46:10, Declaring the end from the beginning, and from the past things which were not done, saying, My purpose shall
stand, and I will do all My pleasure

1Ch 29:12 And the riches and the honor are from You, and You reign over all. And in Your hand is power and might. And 
it is in Your hand to make great and to give strength to all.

Col 1:16-17 For all things were created in Him, the things in the heavens, and the things on the earth, the visible and the 
invisible, whether thrones or dominions or principalities or powers, all things were created through Him and for Him. And 
He is before all things, and by Him all things consist. 

Psa 33:9-11 For He spoke, and it was done; He commanded, and it stood. Jehovah brings the counsel of the nations to 
nothing; He breaks the plots of the people. The counsel of Jehovah stands forever, the thoughts of His heart to all 
generations. 

Eph 1:11 In him we have obtained an inheritance, having been predestined according to the purpose of him who works 
all things according to the counsel of his will,
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Pro 16:33 The lot is cast into the lap, but the whole disposing of it is from Jehovah.

2Ch 20:6 and said, O Jehovah, the God of our Fathers, are You not God in Heaven? And do You rule over all the 
kingdoms of the nations? And is there power and might in Your hand, so that none is able to withstand You?

Psa 103:19 Jehovah has prepared His throne in the heavens; and His kingdom rules over all

Pro 20:24 Man's steps are of Jehovah; how can a man then understand his own way? 

Jer 10:23 O Jehovah, I know that the way of man does not belong to man; it is not in man who walks to direct his steps. 

Pro 21:1 The king's heart is in the hand of Jehovah as the rivers of water; He turns it wherever He will.

Isa 44:28 Who [God] says of Cyrus [Persianking yet unborn], He is My shepherd, and shall do all My pleasure
10 hrs · 2

•
Keith Thompson You're out of your league David and at this point being pointlessly contentious. I believe if you watch 
my video and review this thread again you will see my argument is valid. My defense of certainty is presuppositional. 
Take care now.

10 hrs · 2

•
Keith Thompson So by saying you agree with those texts you affirm then you're a determinist? Correct? If not please 
actually interact with them since they refute arminians. Or do you claim to agree with those texts as a way to escape 
dealing with them?

The reason I know God is not deceiving me to believe a delusion about the word certainty is because God's word which 
attests to that meaning is true and free from error. We know this because without assuming it reality is inexplicable.

9 hrs · Edited · 1

•
Keith Thompson If you don't interact with those texts one by one in your next message you go on the blocked list.

9 hrs · 1

•
Keith Thompson Okay you go on block list for avoiding my questions when I put in the effort to actually answer yours.

9 hrs · 2

•
Keith Thompson We can leave it at that, you claim those texts support free will and I claim they support determinism. 
We can let everyone view them and decide. Take care now, snake.

9 hrs · 2

•
Sam Shamoun Keith Thompson, I deleted that wannabe philosopher for his stupid rant in order to pretend to be 
eloquent when all he was doing was evading your claims like a plague.

8 hrs · Edited · 2

•
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Pierre Sternegård Its rubbish.. ive been thinking thet he is a trixter and a deist, not much mire, for quite some time... All 
this "if god exists"talk. As a christian he should not allow people like Krauss to put God to the test. Stop being so vague 
about what god you mean Dr Craig. And start proclaiming the truth in scripture, as revealed by our lord, our God.

7 hrs · 1

•
Tim Stratton Keith, you said, “Tim, certainty is a property of a proposition. Is the proposition "God exists" objectively 
true? Yes. Since, apart from presupposing Him we can't account for valid human experience.”

That’s not true, Keith. You are not presupposing God’s existence to logically conclude human experience; rather, you are
presupposing logic to rationally conclude God is the best explanation of why the laws of logic, mathematics apply 
themselves to the physical world (not to mention the fact that the physical world even exists). Why do we start with logic?
Because one must give a logical explanation as to why we don’t and that would simultaneously affirm starting with logic 
as opposed to the presupposition that God exists and the Bible is His revealed word. When we start with logic, we 
logically conclude that God is the ground of logic. So, when we start with logic, we do start with God if we realize it or 
not. Be that as it may, we conclude God’s existence via logic, there is no need to presuppose. 

Keith, you said, “Also, I don't see the point in first arguing for a "god" since all men already know the Christian God exists
(Rom. 1; Psalms 14:1). Why not just become an evidentialist and go right for the resurrection arguments?”

Keith, it may well be that no one “starts out” as an atheist, but people can actually believe lies and sincerely believe 
atheism is true. If you attached them to a lie detector test, it would demonstrate their honesty when they affirm atheism 
(at least some of them). With that said, I have had the pleasure of leading many atheists back to a belief in God and 
ultimately to the truth of Christianity. These individuals usually don’t just believe Christianity is true, but they become 
disciples who make disciples. You might not see the point, but I have had tremendous evangelical success via this 
approach.

7 hrs

•
Tim Stratton Keith Thompson, you said, “I am presupposing God and His revelation as my final authority.”

Why? If you can answer that, then you are starting with logic to reason that God and his revelation is your next step. 

You said, “Everyone engages in presupposition. The difference is mine is self-verifying / self-attesting meaning its not a 
vicious circularity.”

Again, Keith, you are using logic to attempt to argue that logic is not your starting point. This is self-nullifying. The only 
thing you can start with without committing logical fallacies is logic. Why is logic NOT question-begging? Because one 
must use logic to argue not starting with logic (as you are). Logic is the bedrock of rationality and the rules of reason. 

Keith, you said, “Moreover, my ultimate authority must be assumed by everyone in order for human experience to be 
intelligible which is the proof of it. So there is no problem. Yes I am presupposing, but it is a valid presupposition.”

No, no, no! Keith, you used logic to conclude that God must exist for human experience to be intelligible. Then you 
argued from that CONCLUSION! You are starting with logic, but not realizing exactly what you are doing.

7 hrs

•
Tim Stratton Keith, while deterministically arguing that determinism is true with those who are determined to believe it’s 
false, you stated the following: “I will not base determinisms truthfulness on rationalism. Rationalism is not my ultimate 
authority, Scripture is.”
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Keith, if what you mean by “rationalism” is logical thinking, then I have demonstrated to you that you are starting with 
logic and not presupposing God’s existence or the inerrancy of God’s word; rather, you LOGICALLY conclude these 
things!

Keith, you offered several Bible verses for us to consider (hoping that we would *freely* follow the evidence wherever it 
leads) that you think proves determinism. However, the Molinist affirms every single Bible verse you offered and can 
make sense of the ones you ignored. In fact, Molinism (which also affirms human libertarian free will) makes better 
sense of the verses you offered than presuppositional Calvinism.

Keith, you arrogantly chided David and said, “You're out of your league David and at this point being pointlessly 
contentious.”

That’s a presupposition if I’ve ever heard one! 

Keith, again you inadvertently argued for starting with logic as you said, “The reason I know God is not deceiving me…”

If you are going to reason to argue for presuppositional apologetics, then you must adhere to the rules of *reason* which
are based on the laws of logic. We start with logic and then logically conclude that God is the grounding of these laws 
which help us make sense of the way things are. 

Keith, you said to David, “If you don't interact with those texts one by one in your next message you go on the blocked 
list.”

Dr. William Lane Craig has dealt with all of these verses. I would be happy to discuss them with you as well!
7 hrs

•
Tim Stratton Keith, you said to David, “… you claim those texts support free will and I claim they support determinism. 
We can let everyone view them and decide. Take care now, snake.”

Why would you call David a “snake” for “choices” he was powerless to make? He was simply determined by God 
(according to you) to reject determinism and affirm free will in a libertarian sense. If you are mad at anyone, you should 
be mad at God for forcing David to reject your views. Do you want to call God nasty names? 

Since you didn’t realize that you do, in fact, start with logic to conclude that God exists and the Bible is God’s Word (as 
we all do at Reasonable Faith), let me give you some other logic based arguments to chew on (I will be publishing these 
soon as well as doing a dissertation on them):

The Freethinking Argument Against Calvinism

1- If libertarian free will does not exist, rationality does not exist.
2- Rationality exists.
3- Therefore, libertarian free will exists.
4- Therefore, views that reject human libertarian free will are false.
5- Calvinism rejects human libertarian free will.
6- Therefore, Calvinism is false.

The Omni Argument For Molinism

1- If God were omniscient logically prior to his creative decree, he would know with absolute certainty what would 
happen (including the libertarian free choices of humans) in any of the potentially infinite worlds available for him to 
actualize. 
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2- If God were omnipotent logically prior to his creative decree, he could actualize any feasible world available for him to 
create.

3- Therefore, God can elect and create a world in which he knows with absolute certainty what will happen (including 
how we will freely choose).

4- Calvinism rejects deductive conclusion (3) and Molinism affirms it.

5- Therefore, Molinism is true and Calvinism is false.

Omni Argument Against Calvinism:

1- If Calvinism is true, whomever God (The Maximally Great Being) provides "irresistible grace" to will go to Heaven and 
not suffer eternal Hell.
2- If God is omnibenevolent, he would not want anyone to suffer eternal Hell. 
3- If God is omnipotent, he could provide irresistible grace to all people. 
4- If God is omniscient, he would know how to provide irresistible grace to all people. 
5- People suffer eternal Hell.
6- Therefore, either God is not omnibenevolent, omnipotent, or omniscient (feel free to pick at least one), or Calvinism is 
not true.

*(The argument can end here or continue as follows)

7- If one of God's omni-attributes is subtracted from God's nature, then He is no longer a Maximally Great Being.
8- Therefore, a Maximally Great Being (God) would not exist. 
9- If a Maximally Great Being does not exist, then atheism is true. 
10- Therefore, if atheism is false, Calvinism is also false. 
11- Atheism is false. 
12- Therefore, Calvinism is false.

7 hrs

•
Randy Everist The level of crazy on this thread is #epicmode

7 hrs · 1

•
Tim Stratton I agree, Randy! No wonder there are so many atheists in the world today when there are so many crazy 
(logically incoherent) arguments provided by presuppers.

7 hrs · 1

•
Randy Everist I am so sympathetic to the ontological aspect of TAG and whatnot, but the method...leaves something to 
be desired. And then the attitude of the average presuppositionalist is pretty awful, and typically ignorant of philosophy of
religion in the academic square. Not everyone is, obviously. But...good luck, I guess. 

7 hrs · 1

•
Pierre Sternegård I don't have the strength,! and im in Sweden so its very late, and i know no one will take any notice 
on the humanist sounding, pretend to be arminian spam above by Tim. I studied Philosophy too Tim (if you have.. cant 
decide), but i never use silly premises to prove points abot scripture, i use scripture. Should i smile and be amused over 
those confused premises you made up above?
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7 hrs · Edited

•
Randy Everist No, I guess you only use pointless rhetoric.^^

7 hrs · 1

•
Tim Stratton Please show me exactly how these premises are "silly", Pierre! Don't just make baseless assertions!

7 hrs · Edited · 1

•
Pierre Sternegård Scripture.. i use scripture. I didn't see one single verse from Tim. Thats why i won't even bother.

7 hrs · Edited

•
Randy Everist ^Is *that* in Scripture, Pierre?

7 hrs · Edited · 1

•
Tim Stratton I said I affirmed all the same verses Keith did!

7 hrs

•
Pierre Sternegård Are you saying scripture does not say God exists with certainty?

7 hrs

•
Randy Everist What does that question mean?

7 hrs · 1

•
Tim Stratton The Bible does tell us that God exists! Now, the question becomes why should we trust the Bible to be 
true? I can answer that, presuppers cannot (unless you want to be inconsistent)!

7 hrs

•
Pierre Sternegård William Lane Craig often says "if God exists". and i think its equally poor of Tim to do all those silly 
"If" premises. Are you lads Christians at all? Or is it a cultural thing. I get that feeling.

7 hrs

•
Tim Stratton What REASONS do you have to think that form of argumentation is bad, Pierre?

7 hrs

•
Tim Stratton I believe Jesus himself used "if" statements! Do you want to tell him how bad that is?

7 hrs

•
Pierre Sternegård Because you are to proclaim the truth of scripture, and not put the lord to the test. When not, thats 
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when i smell a humanist, but on rare occasions i could be wrong 
7 hrs · 1

•
Pierre Sternegård Goodnight folks.

7 hrs · 1

•
Tim Stratton I don't just proclaim the Truth of Scripture, I logically PROVE that it is the TRUTH! Again, if you are going 
to start with TRUTH, then you inadvertently start with logic.

7 hrs

•
Tim Stratton Goodnight my fellow Swede! 

7 hrs · 1

•
Randy Everist Pierre, I wouldn't worry about *us*: 1 John 3:14-15 "We know that we have passed from death to life, 
because we love each other. Anyone who does not love remains in death. Anyone who hates a brother or sister is a 
murderer, and you know that no murderer has eternal life residing in him."

7 hrs · 1

•
Randy Everist WLC is using what is called a "material conditional," and it by no means indicates the contingency of 
either the conditional as a whole or the antecedent as a proper part. If you *had* studied philosophy, you would have (or 
should have) known that. I'm just shaking my head here. This is why I don't get involved. How dare you, Tim!? lol

7 hrs · 1

•
Tim Stratton Sorry Randy! 

7 hrs · 1

•
Keith Thompson "You are not presupposing God’s existence to logically conclude human experience; rather, you are 
presupposing logic to rationally conclude God is the best explanation of why the laws of logic, mathematics apply 
themselves to the physical world (not to mention the fact that the physical world even exists). Why do we start with 
logic?"

When we say we start with God we're not talking about "beginning in use." Frame, Van Til et al readily agree we must 
reason or use sense perception to read the Bible etc. What Van Til meant by "start with God" ( a slippery often 
misunderstood phrase) relates to our criterion of truth. Van Til affirmed the self (in this case using reason/logic) was the 
proximate but not the ultimate starting point (see Frame's discussion in Apologetics to the Glory of God, pp. 223-230). 
So your misunderstanding here in all your replies needs to be discarded. We're saying reason and logic do not make 
sense apart from the Christian world view. God and His revelation are our ultimate authority or criteria for truth, not 
autonomous reason. 

"it may well be that no one “starts out” as an atheist, but people can 
actually believe lies and sincerely believe atheism is true"

What Scripture do you use to justify this claim? None. Why is relying on your fallen mind as your ultimate authority on 
this issue (as you do) erroneous? Because Scripture warns against it and Scripture's teaching on noettic effects of sin 
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making the mind fallible and untrustworthy as an ultimate authority:

Our reasoning, unless it is subordinate to God’s divine revelation, is untrustworthy and inclined towards sinfulness and 
error rather than righteousness and truth (Jer. 17:9; Rom. 3:4, 11; 1 Cor. 1:21; 3:18-21; 1 Jn 3:20). In Scripture we’re 
warned to not lean on our understanding but submit instead to God’s wisdom (Prov. 3:5; 28:26). As a matter of fact, Holy 
Scripture reveals that, concerning doctrinal issues, reasoning from within and apart from submission to God’s divine 
revelation results in false teachings and ideas from non-believers and believers alike (Mk 2:6-8; Luk 3:15-16). 

Thus, when you base your claim that there are real atheists on your experience or mind, Scripture calls you out on that 
method. Plus Romans 1 teaches since the beginning of man everyone has known God because of general revelation, 
not that people start out knowing God then stop.

Rom 1:19 For what can be known about God IS [not was] plain to them, because God has shown it to them. Rom 1:20 
For his invisible attributes, namely, his eternal power and divine nature, have been clearly perceived, EVER SINCE THE 
CREATION OF THE WORLD, in the things that have been made. So they ARE [not were] without excuse. 

Now, you said you could deal with the texts I mentioned and prove they support Molinism. I would like to see that. I 
would like to see a single Scripture that supports Molinism in fact.

7 hrs · Edited · 1

•
Randy Everist There are a lot of problems with the above: First, Scripturalism is false. Second, even if you're doing a 
pseudo-Scripturalism, that's also false. Third, if you grant that reason can be done epistemologically apart from God, 
then you haven't given an epistemological reason for the non-believer to believe you. Once you argue for the ontology, 
you've moved beyond presuppositionalism. You have to recognize the difference between epistemology and ontology. If 
you don't, it's a curious fact why those who reject God are nonetheless able to do math. Now, you could reply that no 
one does reason "autonomously," but if that's the case, then no one's reasoning is inclined toward sin (as a matter of 
course), and then the leg you were standing on goes away. Either way, this is poor philosophy.

7 hrs

•
Keith Thompson To help you out, when we speak of "start with" we are asking "what standard the self ought to use in 
coming to its decisions, given that our proximate but not ultimate starting point is the self?" We say God and His 
revelation, you say autonomous reasoning apart from Scripture. This is where our disagreement lies and what we should
be debating.

For example, I say humans are not free from God's control. My ultimate authority for this is Scripture. Scripture says I 
should rely on Scripture for this question. Your camp see's nothing wrong with reasoning apart from Scripture on this 
issue and I argue Scripture condemns that. This is the whole "start with" question.

7 hrs · Edited · 1

•
Randy Everist On thoroughgoing Scripturalism, you cannot even know your own name, for what it's worth.

7 hrs · 1

•
Keith Thompson Randy, I am not arguing scripturalism. I am arguing for special and general revelation providing the 
necessary precondition for reason to be a useful tool. I am against autonomous reason (reasoning apart from God's 
revelation) being reliable due to noe...See More

7 hrs · Edited · 1

•
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Ricardo Martinez http://www.reasonablefaith.org/examining-the-content-of...
7 hrs

•
Randy Everist I'm glad to see you're not a Scripturalist. You're halfway there! Now you just need this: "f you grant that 
reason can be done epistemologically apart from God, then you haven't given an epistemological reason for the non-
believer to believe you. Once you argue for the ontology, you've moved beyond presuppositionalism. You have to 
recognize the difference between epistemology and ontology."

6 hrs · 2

•
Keith Thompson I don't grant reason can be done epistemologically apart from God. It works sometimes but in regards 
to theology, then history, then ethical theory, due to noettic effects of sin, it degenerates. If one wants their reason to be 
more accurate (especially in these areas) they need to submit it to divine revelation. Moreover, if they want to be able to 
explain why reason is even valid or knowledge possible, they must affirm God and His revelation. Let me expand on this:

Unbelievers can not account for knowing things unless they presuppose the Christian world view - which they do deep 
down but suppress it. This is because if atheism were true then the universe and reality would be nebulous, chaotic, 
unpredictable, irrational chance. An atheist universe would destroy the possibility of knowledge. Order, rationality, 
possibility and probability (all things required to attain true knowledge) are impossible in an atheistic universe. Yet, 
atheists do know things and assume the ability to achieve knowledge because they borrow from the Christian world view
without giving God glory or credit. We know this because they live and act assuming the universe is rational, orderly, 
predictable etc. Yet, the universe can only exist as such if the Christian world view is true.

6 hrs · Edited · 1

•
Keith Thompson Randy, you seem to be critiquing Sye TenBruggencate's and Clark's methods instead of Van Tilian 
presuppositionalism.

6 hrs

•
Ricardo Martinez How could you know (epistemologically) God's Revelation without Reason? And what Reason will you
give for this?

6 hrs · 1

•
Keith Thompson Ricardo, I already addressed this above in discussion with Tim. See those replies.

6 hrs

•
Randy Everist But back to the main point, certainty is not a property of propositions. "Being certain," for example, 
means, as you point out, "free from doubt or reservation." But how is it that a proposition would have the property "being 
doubtful;" what is the proposition doubting? Why should we think propositions do such things? Aren't they just abstract 
objects, and so causally inert? Persons are the ones who are certain, and here we talk about Cartesian certainty. That 
basically means if you cannot rule it out, then you're not absolutely certain. I cannot rule out that every time I think I read 
something in the Scriptures an evil demon deceives me into thinking I have read and thought what I have read and 
thought, but that is wildly, fantastically unlikely, and not remotely plausible.

Your first two sentences in your last reply are contradictory: you don't think reason can be done epistemologically without
God, but it works sometimes. Which one? Can it be done, or can it not be done? Now you seem to want to say it can be 
done, and in all sorts of areas, just not theology. But why do you think theology is segregated from other parts of life? 
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Why does your Christian worldview not touch holistically on all areas of life?
6 hrs · 1

•
Randy Everist To make it a little more clear, it doesn't make any sense to say that a proposition has the property "being 
in doubt about X," or "being certain about X."

6 hrs · 2

•
Ricardo Martinez Does the Noetic effects of sin only effect other aspects of our lives but not when we study Scriptures 
some how everyone gets it plainly?

6 hrs · 1

•
Keith Thompson "Your first two sentences in your last reply are contradictory: you don't think reason can be done 
epistemologically without God, but it works sometimes"

When I say I don't grant reason can be done apart from God I am saying although it sometimes can be done in certain 
areas, in others areas it can't be. Do you deny sin affects the unbelieving mind on issues relating to theology? Do you 
think the unbeliever reasoning autonomously can understand Scripture and come to valid ideas about what it teaches? 
(1 Corinthians 2:14 would disagree with you. As would all the other texts concerning the blidness/darkness of the 
unbelieving world.

Moreover, it is not restricted to theology but also concerns ethical theory. On this point Scripture describes the 
unbelieving world as permitting wickedness. 

It also extends to history. The reason other areas are less affected by noettic effects of sin (such as science, 
mathematics etc) is because of God's grace on the elect. God allows unbelievers to excel in those areas for the benefit 
of the elect).

There is nothing contradictory with what I said unless you misunderstand me as saying reason can never be done apart 
from divine revelation, when really I am saying, in totality or as a whole, reason can not be done apart from God's divine 
revelation.

6 hrs · Edited · 1

•
Keith Thompson On certainty I think you are arguing just to argue even though it amounts to nothing. There is a 
difference between confidence and certainty. Confidence is psychological. Certainty is a technical property of a 
proposition. We can be confident something is certain (i.e., "be certain," if you will). That is how I am speaking in the 
video.

6 hrs · Edited · 1

•
Randy Everist Sigh. A few issues: 1. What I claim is not logically identical, nor equivalent to, "sin does not affect the 
unbelieving mind in theology." Your claim is further than this, namely: that they don't understand anything about theology.
2. 1 Corinthians 2 d...See More

6 hrs · 1

•
Randy Everist Basically, I'm going to have to make the preceding comment my last substantive one. I try not to get 
involved in non-substantive debates about this, as it wastes my time (and others' time) from advancing and moving on. 
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Good day, all!
6 hrs · 1

•
Joel Alvarez and so the WLC defenders come out guns blazing make responses without certinty but are highly 
probable. God says men know that God exists...Wiliam lane craig believes God shouldnt be so certain, since its highly 
probable they know but cant be certain about anything. Yup, human philosphy vs. the Wisdom of God.

6 hrs · Edited

•
Ricardo Martinez According to BDAG the word here translated know has has many definitions:

1. To arrive at a knowledge of someone or someth., know, know about, make acquaintance of.
2. To aquire information through some means, learn (of), ascertain, find out.
3. To grasp the significance or meaning of someth., understand, comprehend (1 Corinthians 2:14 is put here).
4. To be aware of someth., perceive, notice, realize
5. To have sexual intercourse with have sex/marital relations with.
6. To have come to the knowledge of, have come to know, know
7. To indicate that one does not know, acknowledge, recognize

It has many other smaller definitions to say this text supports your case is a long shot.
6 hrs · Edited

•
Keith Thompson Although in popular modern English parlance we speak of "being certain" and "being confident" as 
synonymous, they are not. I can't help but speak this way sometimes since it is so common. But yes, Collins Dictionary 
of Philosophy p. 58, among other sources, affirms certainty can and has been defined as a property of a proposition. 

"What I claim is not logically identical, nor equivalent to, "sin does not affect the unbelieving mind in theology.""

If you say unbelievers reason autonomously and come to valid understandings of theology you would be saying sin does
not affect the mind in regards to understanding theology. If it did they would not understand biblical theology.

"1 Corinthians 2 does not teach that unbelievers do not understand any biblical text. I think that's obviously false. "

When it says unbelievers do not accept the things of the Spirit and are not able to, the "things of the Spirit" refer to 
Christian truths found in Christian Scriptures (vv. 9-10, 16). Moreover, other texts on the unbeliever's inability to 
understand spiritual truths found in Scripture are: John 12:37-40; 2 Cor. 4:4; 1 John 5:20; Eph. 4:17-19)

You think God using the intellect of unbelievers on issues apart from theology, ethics and history for the benefit of the 
elect is unsupported by Scripture?:

Proverbs 16:4, The LORD has made all for Himself, Yes, even the wicked for the day of doom.

Romans 8:28 And we know that all things work together for good to those who love God, to those who are the called 
according to His purpose. 

Did God not enable His covenant Jewish people to thrive and live using thing the unbelieving Gentile world developed in 
regards to daily life, travel, ships, cooking, etc?

"The fact remains, then, that they do reason epistemologically apart from God"
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Not sufficiently on theology, ethical theory and history. If they want to be able to they must submit their reasoning to 
divine revelation. Also, if they want to be able to account for the validy of the reason as a tool or having a universe in 
which knowledge is consistent, they must affirm YHWH. You can not refute that.

" Either way you look, presuppositionalism on its own is doomed."

You have not justified this at all. Nor have you shown you even understand it. And no I have no confused ontology with 
epistemology. I am saying both. Unbelievers can not epistemologically reason as a whole apart from divine revelation, 
nor can they account for its validity apart from divine revelation. The confused one is you, sir. Thanks.

6 hrs · 1

•
Tim Stratton "Either way you look, presuppositionalism on its own is doomed."

Keith, you responded: "You have not justified this at all."

Oh, so now you appeal to "justification" and reason?!? What if we just presupposed that statement? Would you accept it 
then? 

Keith, you said, "Unbelievers can not epistemologically reason as a whole apart from divine revelation, nor can they 
account for its validity apart from divine revelation. The confused one is you, sir. Thanks."

So, what do you say about the many evangelistic experiences I have had that have demonstrated your assertion to be 
false? I have literally argued someone to Christ before (a PhD scientist actually). I do not claim that the Holy Spirit was 
not working through these arguments, but nonetheless, they will affirm that they were "argued to Christ."

5 hrs · 1

•
Tim Stratton Ketih you said, “So your misunderstanding here in all your replies needs to be discarded. We're saying 
reason and logic do not make sense apart from the Christian world view.”

Did you conclude that via logical reasoning, or do you believe it just beca...See More
5 hrs · Edited · 1

•
Keith Thompson "Ketih you said, “So your misunderstanding here in all your replies needs to be discarded. We're 
saying reason and logic do not make sense apart from the Christian world view.” Did you conclude that via logical 
reasoning, or do you believe it just because the Bible says it. If you affirm the former, then you deny the 
latter."

I use reason (understanding apart from God and His revelation it is inexplicable) and Scripture which is exactly what I 
am exhorting you to do.

"Keith, you said, “God and His revelation are our ultimate authority or criteria for truth, not autonomous reason.” How did 
you come to that conclusion, Keith? Do you have any good reasons to believe that?"

Yes, because Scripture affirms fools depend on autonomous fallen reasoning instead of God;'s wisdom, and Scripture 
says autonomous reasoning is, as as a whole, unreliable because of sin:

Because everyone’s mind is tainted with sin this means our reasoning, unless it is subordinate to God’s divine revelation,
is untrustworthy and inclined towards sinfulness and error rather than righteousness and truth (Jer. 17:9; Rom. 3:4, 11; 1 
Cor. 1:21; 3:18-21; 1 Jn 3:20). In Scripture we’re warned to not lean on our understanding but submit instead to God’s 
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wisdom (Prov. 3:5; 28:26). As a matter of fact, Holy Scripture reveals that, concerning doctrinal issues, reasoning from 
within and apart from submission to God’s divine revelation results in false teachings and ideas from non-believers and 
believers alike (Mk 2:6-8; Luk 3:15-16). 

"how do you know (rationally affirm) that God has given you correct beliefs and us Molinists false beliefs."

Scripture which is perspicuous for the believer.

"On your view, God forced me to reject Calvinism and presuppositionalism. You should argue with God instead of me! "

Nope, according to Scripture you're accountable for violating God's prescriptive will. Just like Judas, Pilate, Herod, 
Assyria and Joseph's brothers were accountable for what they did even though it was controlled by the hand of God. The
idea you're only accountable if you're free is nowhere taught in the Bible, only in paganism. See attached photo:

You failed to refute how Romans 1 affirms for all time people have known God but simply suppress their knowledge. It 
even says what can be known about God IS plain to them. You read into the text they turn from that to atheism when it 
doesn't say that. 

Plus Psalms 19:1 says the heavens declare the glory of God. You are saying they don't really do that since people 
actually become atheists and do not see how the heavens declare the glory of God. 

"Why would Paul instruct us to “destroy arguments against the knowledge of God,” (2 Cor 10:5) if no one could *really* 
be an atheist?"

"knowledge of God" there isn't referring to knowledge of the existence of God, but instead knowledge that comes from 
God.

5 hrs · Edited

•
Adam Omelianchuk What does it meant to "epistemologically reason as a whole"?

5 hrs

•
Tim Stratton Keith, I said, "Did you conclude that via logical reasoning, or do you believe it just because the Bible says 
it. If you affirm the former, then you deny the 
latter."

Ketih, you responded, “You seem to think I believe I can't make any logical proposition unless it is found in Scripture. 
Nope, don't believe that. Simply saying one can only affirm logic is a reliable tool if one affirms God gave it to man in the 
context of an orderly universe. Hence God is the necessary precondition for it to even be trusted. So all of your "did you 
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use logic for that" argumentation is useless and irrelevant waste of time.”

That’s where you are wrong, Keith (one of the many places you are wrong), and my argument is not a "waste of time" at 
all because you are using logic via your word “hence” to CONCLUDE that “God is the necessary precondition for logic to
be trusted.” This is a huge error and if you argue that only Christians can reason correctly, why do you do such a bad job
of it? Should we doubt your salvation? You are using logic to CONCLUDE God is the grounds of logic before starting 
your other arguments. Therefore, you are not the presupper you thought you were. All you are demonstrating is your 
violation of Philippians 4:5. 

I wrote, "Keith, you said, “God and His revelation are our ultimate authority or criteria for truth, not autonomous reason.” 
How did you come to that conclusion, Keith? Do you have any good *reasons* to believe that?"

You replied, “Yes, because Scripture affirms fools depend on autonomous fallen reasoning instead of God;'s wisdom, 
and Scripture says autonomous reasoning is unreliable because of sin”

Why should anyone believe what the Bible says? I have a reason and can specifically explain WHY the Bible is the word
of God to anyone that asks. All you can do is reason in circles. All you can do is beg questions like Muslims and 
Mormons.

I asked, “how do you know (rationally affirm) that God has given you correct beliefs and us Molinists false beliefs."

Keith, you responded: “Scripture which is perspicuous for the believer.”

Well, I have come to the conclusions using Scripture that we ought to be reasonable, rational, and logical. Isaiah tells us,
“Come let us reason,” and Paul even states that we are to “Let our reasonableness be know to everyone.” 
Presuppostional circular reasoning is the farthest thing from being “reasonable.” 

Again, Keith, I ask you, WHY should you believe the Bible is true as opposed to the Quran or the Book of Mormon. They 
make the exact same arguments that you make.

I said, "On your view, God forced me to reject Calvinism and presuppositionalism. You should argue with God instead of 
me! "

Keith, you said, “Nope, according to Scripture you're accountable for violating God's prescriptive will.”

Oh, so now you are affirming that God determines all things but I have libertarian free will to choose to do otherwise 
(a.k.a. be responsible)? C’mon man, take Paul’s biblical command and advice and be reasonable! 

Keith, you said, “The idea you're only accountable if you're free is nowhere taught in the Bible, only in paganism.”

Did you freely come to that conclusion or was it forced upon you? Perhaps it is you that has been forced to believe 
stupid things? However, I don’t think you have read the entire Bible because libertarian free will is definitely implied in it’s
authoritative pages! Take 1 Cor 10:13, for example: It says that God will provide us a way out when we are tempted to 
sin. That means that when we did sin, there was legitimately another way that we could have acted. Therefore, we had 
the genuine freedom to choose to sin or do otherwise. Why don’t you believe ALL of the Bible, Keith? It seems you just 
pick and choose. 

Keith, you said, “You failed to refute how Romans 1 affirms for all time people have known God but simply suppress their
knowledge.”

I refuted it just fine, Keith! Go back and read it again. Knowledge gets suppressed by lies and when we fail to take our 
thoughts captive to obey Christ (much like you are doing now). When people believe lies the truth gets suppressed and 
people actually can believe some lies are true (it happens all the time and you are exemplifying it right now). 



You said, “Psalms 19:1 says the heavens declare the glory of God. You are saying they don't really do that since people 
actually become atheists and do not see how the heavens declare the glory of God.”

Keith, it doesn’t follow that people cannot be deceived or blinded by lies! The Bible affirms that there are “fools” that deny
God’s existence. Atheists are foolish, but I have reasoned them out of their foolishness before. DO you have a Bible 
verse that says I haven’t? What would you say to these former atheists that are now Christians? Do you think they are 
really not Christians? 

I said, "Why would Paul instruct us to “destroy arguments against the knowledge of God,” (2 Cor 10:5) if no one could 
*really* be an atheist?"

Keith you exclaimed: "knowledge of God" there isn't referring to knowledge of the existence of God, but instead 
knowledge that comes from God.”

That’s a crock, Ketih! It says “knowledge *OF* God,” not “knowledge that comes from God.” You are deliberately taking 
the Bible out of context! Why would God FORCE you to do such a thing? 

As a former presupper, I can tell you that since I abandoned that incoherent view, my evangelistic efforts have increased 
exponentially. Now I can have reasonable conversations with non-believers, agnostics, atheists, and even fellow 
brothers and sisters in Christ who disagree. In the past, this is what my conversations were like:

Unbeliever: I just have a few questions about Christianity, and right now I don't see how it could be true.

Presup: You're just in sin, and you have to borrow my worldview in order to ask questions.

Unbeliever: What? I just want to know the answers to some of these questions. That's all.

Presup: You're just doing circular reasoning, as all reasoning is. If you would repent you would see I am right.

Unbeliever:...
4 hrs · 1

•
Tim Stratton I'll be back tomorrow!

4 hrs · 1

•
Keith Thompson Don't bother Tim. You don't try to understand what I am saying and you therefore end up distorting all 
my comments/views. Then you make arguments/comments my previous posts refute which means you don't care to 
understand what's being said to you.

4 hrs · 1

•
Keith Thompson No I am sadly very serious.

4 hrs · 1

•
Tim Stratton So am I!

4 hrs · 1

•
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Keith Thompson Let me demonstrate this.

"my argument is not a "waste of time" at all because you are using logic via your word “hence” to CONCLUDE that “God 
is the necessary precondition for logic to be trusted. This is a huge error.”

How is it an error? I already said Van Tilians use logic as a tool only after noting it is only a reliable tool because of God. 
So using logic to conclude an argument is neither invalid (everyone does this), nor un-vantilian. I already answered this 
very thing earlier but you keep repeating this kind of trash. 

"You are using logic to CONCLUDE God is the grounds of logic before starting your other arguments. Therefore, you are
not the presupper you thought you were"

Nothing in presuppositional literature says a Christian can't use logic in their formulations of arguments. Again, we are 
simply saying one should not take logic for granted without noting God is needed in order for it to be a valid tool, and if 
you uses it autonomously apart from the principles in God's revelation it is unreliable. Me including logic in my scriptural 
argument does not go against those two things. What don't you understand? 

"Why should anyone believe what the Bible says? I have a reason and can specifically explain WHY the Bible is the 
word of God to anyone that asks. All you can do is reason in circles. All you can do is beg questions like Muslims and 
Mormons."

If an unbeliever asks why he should believe the Bible I am not going to give a classical answer like you because God is 
not on trial and the atheist is not the judge (that is offensive), the unbeliever hates God and suppresses the truth about 
Him in hostility (Romans 1; 8:7-8; Col. 1:21) therefore it is meaningless to present evidence to him like you do since he 
will reject it, the unbeliever already knows the God of the Bible exists (Rom 1; Psalms 19:1) - I will get to your misuse of 
Romans 1 shortly - so why give evidence the Bible is true? What I will do is recognize this person already knows God 
deep down from general revelation, common grace and being in God's image, reduce his world view to absurdity 
showing the God he knows is needed to rescue Him from it and then give Him the gospel praying for his salvation. Then 
if born again through this experience he will be open to believe the Bible. 

"Oh, so now you are affirming that God determines all things but I have libertarian free will to choose to do otherwise 
(a.k.a. be responsible)?"

Never said anything of the sort. Here is a perfect example of a distortion of my clear words. I said although God is in 
control of you (thus you are not free), you are nevertheless accountable. How does that equal me saying you have 
libertarian free will? Can you not comprehend the English language? Or do you purposefully distort people's statements?
If God is in complete control, as I stated, then there is no libertarian free will. Again, only in paganism (not the Bible) is it 
assumed one must be free in order to be held accountable. But, as I proved earlier, the Bible teaches even though men 
are not free but controlled by God they are still held accountable. I can accept this because I am not in rebellion to God 
and I view His word as my ultimate authority. You, because you view your fallen unreliable, autonomous mind as your 
authority, will not accept this. 

"Keith, it doesn’t follow that people cannot be deceived or blinded by lies!"

Psalms 19:1 doesn't say that/ You are reading that into the text. All the text says is the heavens declare God's glory. You 
are saying they don't actually do that because there are many people who truly don't believe in God. You contradict God'
truth with you man made ideas. 

"Keith you exclaimed: "knowledge of God" there isn't referring to knowledge of the existence of God, but instead 
knowledge that comes from God.”"

In the first century lofty opinions were raised against knowledge that comes from God (the Christian gospel and 
kingdom), not God's existence. The Jews and Gnostics the early Christians were in opposition with already believed in 
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God's existence or had (knowledge of God in that sense). But what they didn't have, and what they raised lofty opinions 
against, was knowledge from God (which can also easily be called "knowledge of God"). Its of God because it comes 
from Him and is now possessed by believers. Moreover, even if you were right, this would be referring to saving 
knowledge of God, which one claims Romans 1 speaks about. 

Notice you didn't address the idea of free will coming from pagans and not the Bible. 

And no we don't merely tell the unbeliever he needs our world view to ask questions, he does circular reasoning, and 
needs to repent. We reduce their world view to absurdity showing they depend on ours and know the God they are 
challenging, that they need this God they deny to function, that they give evidence of knowing God by assuming laws of 
logic, uniformity, moral absolutes, human dignity, etc., then we present the gospel and then once they're Christians help 
them with questions since, as they are no longer holding to unbelieving, faulty presuppositions/barriers, are open to the 
answers. 

This is the bottom line. You do not view Christ as the Lord of your reasoning. You believe you are the lord of your 
reasoning. This is evil. You let atheists live in God's world and borrow from Him on laws of logic, uniformity, morality, 
human dignity, and do not check them on it. You let them put God on trial and be judges to if he even exists by giving 
them evidence to autonomously weigh and decide on (this is evil). You disregard Scripture when it says unbelievers 
suppress the truth in unrighteousness when you endlessly give them evidence to suppress without noting that the only 
reason they can examine evidence is because of God. You exalt emotionalism and sin-affected rationalism to dictate if a 
doctrine is true instead of what Scripture clearly teaches. This is why I can't stand you people. 

"I refuted it just fine, Keith! Go back and read it again. Knowledge gets suppressed by lies and when we fail to take our 
thoughts captive to obey Christ (much like you are doing now). When people believe lies the truth gets suppressed and 
people actually can believe some lies are true (it happens all the time and you are exemplifying it right now). "

Romans 1 doesn't say anything about initial beliefs leading to atheism if they believe lies. This is read into the text. 
Again, fallen rationalism taking precedence over Scripture's authority. Sickening. All the text says is they know God but 
suppress the truth. If you suppress the truth it means the truth is still deep down in your mind, just being suppressed. 
Your ideas are sub-Christian. Repent pagan.

3 hrs · Edited · 1

•
Adam Omelianchuk Wow. What a train wreck. I think there is good reason to believe that the arguments of 
presuppositional apologetics collapse into the ones given by classical apologetics. 
http://www.firstthings.com/.../a-problem-in...

3 hrs

•
Keith Thompson Adam, you claim TAG doesn't show God necessarily exists. Do you mean by this that God has to exist
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in order for reality to make sense? If so, that is exactly what Van Tilians demonstrate with various arguments.
3 hrs · 1

•
Keith Thompson Or by necessarily exists do you mean its not possible for Him to not exist?

3 hrs · 1

•
Joel Alvarez I see one is a faithful biblical approach the other a philosophical approach that can contradict scripture.

3 hrs · 1

•
Sam Shamoun Tim Stratton, I accidentally deleted one of your posts since I thought you were the other gentleman. I 
apologize for that bro.

2 hrs · 1

•
Sam Shamoun Sye Ten Bruggencate

2 hrs · 1

•
Sye Ten Bruggencate Yes Sam, I use this clip in my talks.

2 hrs · 1

•
Sam Shamoun Brother Sye Ten Bruggencate, you may want to address some of the claims made by some of Craig's 
fans here which seek to refute and discredit your presuppositional approach. Take a look at Tim Stratton andRandy 
Everist.

2 hrs

•
Sye Ten Bruggencate I would if I were not so busy. Perhaps he is interested in setting up a debate.

1 hr · 1

•
Joel Alvarez That would be a great idea. We haven't see a dialogue or in this case a debate of which approach is more 
faithful to the Word of God since Bahnsen and Sproul had thiers. I'm excited just thinking how edifying this could be to 
the saints.

1 hr

•
Tim Stratton Keith, I said, “my argument is not a "waste of time" at all because you are using logic via your word 
“hence” to CONCLUDE that “God is the necessary precondition for logic to be trusted. This is a huge error.”

Keith, you replied: “How is it an error? I already said Van Tilians use logic as a tool only after noting it is only a reliable 
tool because of God.”

We agree on this! I agree that logic is grounded in the nature of God, but the Bible does not make this clear (I argue that 
it can be inferred via John 1). Instead we start with logic to CONCLUDE that God is the grounds of logic. So, we both 
agree that logic is grounded in God’s existence. I can logically come to that conclusion, yet you, on the other hand, can 
only beg the question. That is not reasonable and Paul would condemn you (Phil 4:5)! I already answered explained this 
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very thing earlier but you keep repeating this kind of trash. 

I said, "You are using logic to CONCLUDE God is the grounds of logic before starting your other arguments. Therefore, 
you are not the presupper you thought you were"

You missed the point entirely, Keith, and responded: “Nothing in presuppositional literature says a Christian can't use 
logic in their formulations of arguments.”

That’s NOT what I’m arguing, Keith! I am stating that you claim that you start with the presupposition that God exists and
the Bible is his Word, but then you try to justify that claim logically. Thus, you affirm my case; you are using logic to 
conclude logic can only be grounded in God. You are starting with logic if you realize it or not! You are contradicting 
yourself, Keith. That is why I said you are not the presupper you thought you were.

Keith, you said, “Again, we are simply saying one should not take logic for granted without noting God is needed in order
for it to be a valid tool…”

That is EXACTLY what I do, Keith! However, I’ve made the case that we start with logic to CONCLUDE that God is 
needed to ground logic for it to be a valid tool. One doesn’t have to merely assume or presuppose this is true; we can 
conclude it is true via logic alone! 

Keith, you said, “Me including logic in my scriptural argument does not go against those two things. What don't you 
understand?”

Well, according to your Calvinistic worldviews, Keith, God is causally determining me not to be able to understand. Why 
can’t you understand the logical implications of your own worldview? 

The process of reason and rationality requires the use of libertarian free will. The process of rationality entails the 
properties of being able to think of and about competing hypotheses, deliberate between them, and infer the best 
explanation via the laws of logic. Given this definition, a rational entity must also possess at least two other attributes: 
intentionality and libertarian free will.

Keith, if you are going to deny libertarian freedom, then I am powerless to do otherwise. So if you think I am wrong, take 
it up with God and stop arguing with us causally determined robots!

I said, “Why should anyone believe what the Bible says? I have a reason and can specifically explain WHY the Bible is 
the word of God to anyone that asks. All you can do is reason in circles. All you can do is beg questions like Muslims and
Mormons."

Your response was this: “If an unbeliever asks why he should believe the Bible I am not going to give a classical answer 
like you because God is not on trial and the atheist is not the judge (that is offensive), the unbeliever hates God and 
suppresses the truth about Him in hostility (Romans 1; 8:7-8; Col. 1:21) therefore it is meaningless to present evidence 
to him like you do since he will reject it, the unbeliever already knows the God of the Bible exists (Rom 1; Psalms 19:1) - 
I will get to your misuse of Romans 1 shortly - so why give evidence the Bible is true?”

Wow that’s a long sentence, Keith, but speak for yourself! I am living PROOF that you are wrong! There are some 
unbelievers who do hate God, and others have been indoctrinated to think atheism is true. Keep telling yourself that they
cannot be reasoned with, and I will keep leading them to Christ!

1 hr

•
Tim Stratton Keith, you said, “What I will do is recognize this person already knows God deep down from general 
revelation, common grace and being in God's image, reduce his world view to absurdity showing the God he knows is 
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needed to rescue Him from it and then give Him the gospel praying for his salvation. Then if born again through this 
experience he will be open to believe the Bible.”

You mean if God hits him over the head with irresistible grace then he will be saved. It has nothing to do with your 
supposed “reasoning ability” or him *freely* following the logical argumentation to it’s deductive conclusions according to 
your claims. In fact, how do you “reduce his view to absurdity” when you are the one begging the questions? Do you only
hope to lead the uneducated to Christ? 

I said, "Oh, so now you are affirming that God determines all things but I have libertarian free will to choose to do 
otherwise (a.k.a. be responsible)?"

You replied, “Never said anything of the sort.” 

True, but you do inadvertently imply it, Keith! 

You said, “Here is a perfect example of a distortion of my clear words. I said although God is in control of you (thus you 
are not free), you are nevertheless accountable. How does that equal me saying you have libertarian free will? Can you 
not comprehend the English language?”

I understand the English language just fine, Keith; however, it is clear that you do not understand the laws of logic and 
the rules of reason! How in the world does it logically follow that I am accountable for actions that I am powerless to 
make? 

Please show me how that follows *logically* Keith! You assert this without explaining how. It makes ZERO sense and 
you make Christianity look really bad! 

You said, “If God is in complete control, as I stated, then there is no libertarian free will.”

Again, I agree, Keith, but now you are left with a huge conundrum! If God causally determines all things (including our 
thoughts, beliefs, and actions), then you affirm that God causally determines people to have false beliefs. How can you 
justify or rationally affirm that it is not YOU that God is forcing to be stupid? All you can do is reason in circles and beg 
questions! This goes against the Biblical command to be reasonable (Phil 4:5)! 

You said, “Again, only in paganism (not the Bible) is it assumed one must be free in order to be held accountable.”

FALSE!!! I already provided Scripture that affirms human libertarian freedom!
1 hr

•
Tim Stratton Keith, you said, “But, as I proved earlier, the Bible teaches even though men are not free but controlled by 
God they are still held accountable. I can accept this because I am not in rebellion to God and I view His word as my 
ultimate authority. You, because you view your fallen unreliable, autonomous mind as your authority, will not accept this.”

Wow! That’s a good argument, Keith! 

"Keith, it doesn’t follow that people cannot be deceived or blinded by lies!"

Keith you said, “In the first century lofty opinions were raised against knowledge that comes from God (the Christian 
gospel and kingdom), not God's existence. The Jews and Gnostics the early Christians were in opposition with already 
believed in God's existence or had (knowledge of God in that sense). But what they didn't have, and what they raised 
lofty opinions against, was knowledge from God (which can also easily be called "knowledge of God"). Its of God 
because it comes from Him and is now possessed by believers. Moreover, even if you were right, this would be referring 
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to saving knowledge of God, which one claims Romans 1 speaks about.”

Can you tell me where it says all of that in the Bible, Keith? This is a huge stretch and it seems you are twisting Scripture
to make it say what you want it to say! All you have to do is study Plato to see that there were atheists alive BEFORE 
Jesus even lived! 

Keith you said, “Notice you didn't address the idea of free will coming from pagans and not the Bible.”

Keith, it doesn’t logically follow that if someone else had the idea of free will before the Bible was written, then, therefore,
free will does not exist. You don’t even realize it, but you are assuming free will to argue against it via rationality. 

Be that as it may, the Bible is full of verses implying free will. I already offered one that I don’t think you have interacted 
with yet! Dr. Craig has many more.

Keith, you said, “This is the bottom line. You do not view Christ as the Lord of your reasoning.”

False! I do too! I believe he gave me a soul in his image so that I could recognize logical laws and infer that Jesus is 
Lord and the grounds of my reasoning capabilities! I just don’t have to assume it like you do, I can conclude it! That my 
friend is very attractive to the lost world, and people come to Christ via logical explanations as opposed to question 
begging!

1 hr

•
Tim Stratton Ketih, you said, “You disregard Scripture when it says unbelievers suppress the truth in unrighteousness 
when you endlessly give them evidence to suppress without noting that the only reason they can examine evidence is 
because of God.”

That is simply false, Keith! I logically explain why logic can only be rounded in God! I don’t tell them they just have to 
assume it; I prove it! 

Keith, you said, “You exalt emotionalism and sin-affected rationalism to dictate if a doctrine is true instead of what 
Scripture clearly teaches. This is why I can't stand you people.”

Keith, TRUTH is a logical concept! If we argue that Christianity is TRUE, then we are simultaneously affirming logic as 
our STARTING point! This is based primarily on the logical law of the excluded middle.

Keith, one thing I have learned is when someone realizes they are losing an argument, they typically attack their 
opponents character as opposed to their arguments. You exemplified this by exclaiming this to me: “Your ideas are sub-
Christian. Repent pagan.”

WOW! Keith, how can I choose to repent if God forced me to stop being a presuuper Calvinist against my will? It’s not up
to me according to your view. It would be nice if you would try to be just a little bit coherent!

1 hr

•
Joel Alvarez 2 vs 2 Classical vs. Pressup!

1 hr

•
DrWinston Mazakis Tell him, the moment he dies, he will surely find out. It might be too late then, for him. Too bad.

42 mins
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•
Keith Thompson "I am stating that you claim that you start with the presupposition that God exists and the Bible is his 
Word, but then you try to justify that claim logically. Thus, you affirm my case; you are using logic to 
conclude logic can only be grounded in God. You are starting with logic if you realize it or not! You are contradicting 
yourself, Keith. That iswhy I said you are not the presupper you thought you were."

I guess I will repeat what I already wrote since you keep arguing the same thing even though I refuted your 
misunderstanding:

When we say we start with God we're not talking about chronology. Frame, Van Til et al readily agree we must reason or 
use sense perception to read the Bible or form arguments etc. What Van Til meant by "start with God" (a slippery often 
misunderstood phrase) relates to our criterion of truth. Van Til affirmed the self (in this case using reason/logic) was the 
proximate but not the ultimate starting point (see Frame's discussion in Apologetics to the Glory of God, pp. 223-230). 
So your misunderstanding here in all your replies needs to be discarded. We're saying reason and logic do not make 
sense apart from the Christian world view. God and His revelation are our ultimate authority or criteria for truth, not 
autonomous reason.

So I am a presupper, you just don't have a clue what you're talking about. 

"Keith you said, “In the first century lofty opinions were raised against knowledge that comes from God (the Christian 
gospel and kingdom), not God's existence. The Jews and Gnostics the early Christians were in opposition with already 
believed in God's existence or had (knowledge of God in that sense). But what they didn't have, and what they raised 
lofty opinions against, was knowledge from God (which can also easily be called "knowledge of God"). Its of God 
because it comes from Him and is now possessed by believers. Moreover, even if you were right, this 
would be referring to saving knowledge of God, which one claims Romans 1 speaks about.” Can you tell me where it 
says all of that in the Bible, Keith? This is a huge stretch and it seems you are twisting Scripture to make it say what you 
want it to say! All you have to do is study Plato to see that there were atheists alive BEFORE Jesus even lived! "

This is how people respond when they have no answer. Do you disagree the Jews and Gnostics were not atheists? Do 
you contend they were raising lofty opinions against the existence of YHWH? Really? Do I really have to spell this out for
you? YOUR MISUSE OF THE VERSE FORCES YOU TO SAY JEWS AND GNOSTICS CHRISTIANS WERE 
CONTENDING WITH DID NOT BELIEVE YHWH EXISTS. What is your response? Nothing. 

"I agree that logic is grounded in the nature of God, but the Bible does not make this clear (I argue that it can be inferred 
via John 1)."

John 1 has nothing to do with this. You agree logic is grounded in the nature of God and yet allow the unbeliever to use it
without giving God glory as if its mere common ground. That is shameful. Contrary to your ignorance, the Bible does 
ground the laws of logic with God. As Bahnsen notes, “The Christian holds as a basic presupposition that God is the 
creator of the world (Gen, 1) and of the human mind (Gen. 1:26-27), so all intelligibility is due to Him. He is the author of 
all truth, wisdom and knowledge (Prov. 1:7; 9:10; Col. 2:3). . . . the laws of logic (which reflect that character) are 
unchanging and unchangeable, in that God ‘cannot deny himself’ (2 Timothy 2:13)” (Greg L. Bahnsen, Pushing the 
Antithesis, [American Vision, Inc., 2007], p. 210). The Bible affirms the laws of logic which reflect God’s nature. For 
example, God affirms the law of identity in Exodus 3:14 when He says “I am that I am.” When Jesus, speaking 
metaphorically, says a “good tree” is not a “bad tree” he affirms the law of non-contradiction. And the law of excluded 
middle is advanced by Christ when He says “He who is not with me is against me” (Matthew 12:30).

"Well, according to your Calvinistic worldviews, Keith, God is causally determining me not to be able to understand. Why 
can’t you understand the logical implications of your own worldview?"

You're right. I will pray God ordains you can understand. Nevertheless, according to Scripture you are accountable 
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despite being controlled by God. Acts 4:27 says Pilate, Herod and the people murdered Christ and this was done by 
God's hand and predestination. Yet they are accountable. Isaiah 10 says God controlled Assyria to decimate disobedient
Israel, yet Assyria is still punished for doing so. Acts 1:16 says Judas had to betray Christ to fulfill Scripture, yet Judas 
was accountable. In Genesis 45, 50 we're told Joseph's brothers sold Joseph into slavery and this was controlled by 
God. Yet they are accountable. So now I want you to be consistent and reproach God saying because this doesn't fit 
with your authonomous, fallen reasoning you won't accept it, even though Proverbs 3:5 says "Trust in the LORD with all 
your heart, and do not lean on your own understanding" and 28:28 says "Whoever trusts in his own mind is a fool, but he
who walks in wisdom will be delivered" and even though God says in Isaiah 58:8 "For my thoughts are not your 
thoughts, neither are your ways my ways, declares the LORD." This is why I keep saying God's Word is not your 
authority, but fallen autonomous reasoning is. Christ is not the Lord of your reasoning, you (the little, arrogant fallen 
creature) is.

"How in the world does it logically follow that I am accountable for actions that I am powerless to make?"

This is not a biblical but a pagan argument. What law of logic does this break? You mean it contradicts your 
understanding of rationality? Okay well let me repeat: So now I want you to be consistent and reproach God saying 
because this doesn't fit with your authonomous, fallen reasoning you won't accept it, even though Proverbs 3:5 says 
"Trust in the LORD with all your heart, and do not lean on your own understanding" and 28:28 says "Whoever trusts in 
his own mind is a fool, but he who walks in wisdom will be delivered" and even though God says in Isaiah 58:8 "For my 
thoughts are not your thoughts, neither are your ways my ways, declares the LORD." This is why I keep saying God's 
Word is not your authority, but fallen autonomous reasoning is. Christ is not the Lord of your reasoning, you (the little, 
arrogant fallen creature) is.

"Keith, TRUTH is a logical concept! If we argue that Christianity is TRUE, then we are simultaneously affirming logic as 
our STARTING point! "

Again I have to repeat myself so it might sink in:

When we say we start with God we're not talking about chronology. Frame, Van Til et al readily agree we must reason or 
use sense perception to read the Bible or form arguments etc. What Van Til meant by "start with God" (a slippery often 
misunderstood phrase) relates to our criterion of truth. Van Til affirmed the self (in this case using reason/logic) was the 
proximate but not the ultimate starting point (see Frame's discussion in Apologetics to the Glory of God, pp. 223-230). 
So your misunderstanding here in all your replies needs to be discarded. We're saying reason and logic do not make 
sense apart from the Christian world view. God and His revelation are our ultimate authority or criteria for truth, not 
autonomous reason.

This is why I didn't want to respond to you earlier, you keep arguing upon a false basis I corrected you on numerous 
times. "Starting point" in Van Tilian apologetics has nothing to do with chronology. It doesn't matter if you use reason to 
argue. Starting point has to do with ultimate authority, not chronology.

36 mins · 1

•
Keith Thompson And no truth is an attribute of God, and also a logical concept, not just the latter.

31 mins · 1

•
Keith Thompson "You mean if God hits him over the head with irresistible grace then he will be saved. It has nothing to 
do with your supposed “reasoning ability” or him *freely* following the logical argumentation to it’s deductive conclusions 
according to your claims. In fact, how do you “reduce his view to absurdity” when you are the one begging the 
questions? Do you only hope to lead the uneducated to Christ?"

Nice caricature. Irresistible grace simply means God regenerates the person and because this is not weak and pathetic 
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the person, who is now liberated and changed, wants to and does come to God. Do you really want to discard that in 
favor of a grace that is not even powerful to save? A "prevenient grace" that is nowhere even taught in the Bible and 
which is refuted by countless texts which affirm the sufficiency and power of saving grace (Acts 16:14; John 6:37, 44; 
Ezekiel 36:25-27 etc)? Do you deny if the Spirit is working in a person that won't help them see their world view is false 
and they are in need of rescue? Seems you do not even believe their world view is false. How did I beg the question (or 
commit a viscous circularity) when you and the atheist are the ones holding to ultimate authorities that are not self 
verifying? Are you saying God and His revelation do not attest to their validity but autonomous reason does? If so why is 
it you have to assume autonomous reasoning to validate it since it is not self authenticating? On the other hand when I 
assume God and His revelation it is not viciously circular because they are self authenticating. I think we can see why 
the atheist should have nothing to do with you. 

"You said, “If God is in complete control, as I stated, then there is no libertarian free will.”Again, I agree, Keith, but now 
you are left with a huge conundrum! If God causally determines all things (including our thoughts, beliefs, and actions), 
then you affirm that God causally determines people to have false beliefs. How can you justify or rationally affirm that it is
not YOU that God is forcing to be stupid?"

This again shows your fallen nature since at first you accused me of affirming libertarian free will just because I said you 
were accountable. However, I proved I don't believe, and Scripture doesn't support, anything of the sort. Now, instead of 
addressing your caricature and my rebuttal you go to some other "conundrum" I allegedly face. See how these snakes 
operate guys? Pray for this man. He thinks he is excused for his wickedness and deceit just because God is sovereign. 
Judas will tell him otherwise when he meets him! And, I already answered this, I can know I do not believe falsely on this
and am not under a delusion because of Scripture which is perspicuous for the believer. Does that register?

7 mins · Edited · 1

•
Keith Thompson Anyway, my pagan friend, go ahead and keep responding. I'm done with this convo, It is too frustrating
being misrepresented and dealing with humanists who do not submit to God's word or behave as though it is supreme.

7 mins · 1

•
Sam Shamoun In fact, everyone is now done with this convo. Note to Tim Stratton, Randy Everist and the others that 
have been commenting here: Any more comments will be immediately deleted.
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