Review from Worldview Lesson November 22, 2009 (Greg Siegfriedt-Wilson, Substitute Teacher)
The Christian worldview is the way God views the world.

A worldview is a commitment, a fundamental orientation of the heart, that can be expressed as a story or in a set presuppositions (assumptions which may be true, partially true or entirely false) which we hold (consciously or subconsciously, consistently or inconsistently) about the basic constitution of reality, and that provides the foundation on which we live and move and have our being. (James Sire)

“The way a man perceives God is the way he will live his life.” 
Everyone has a Worldview
Testing Worldview Truth Claims: (Adapted from Samples book, A World of Difference. References from this work will be in italics. Also influenced by Ronald Nash’s Life’s Ultimate Questions). 
1. Coherence Test: Is a particular worldview logically consistent. This can also be referred to as testing worldview through the criterion of reason. By reason we mean the application of principles of logic when testing a worldview. The basic test we apply here is the law of non-contradiction. The law of non-contradiction states that what is X is not not-X. A thing cannot both be and not be at the same time. My shirt cannot be all white and not all white at the same time. The law of non-contradiction is rejected by some worldviews but they have to use the law to contradict it, which makes these worldviews self-referentially incoherent/absurd. There is also the law of the excluded middle. This law states that a thing is either true or false, it cannot be some other third category, like half-false are half-true, or “tralse.” A sentence might carry two ideas one which is a statement that has true truth value and one that is false. But a definitive statement like, it rained in Louisville yesterday, or Christ rose from the dead will either be true or false not some third thing. Ideas that do not fit or follow these laws should not be considered adequate or belief worthy. Inconsistency is almost always a sign of error. 
Examples:

· The Hindu idea that all is illusion is not logical. If all is illusion then the illusion that all is illusion is an illusion, which would mean that all is an illusion except the idea that all is illusion. So they are saying that all is allusion and all is not illusion. 
· Postmodernism and some forms of Hinduism, which say the thing and its direct contradiction/opposite, are equally true. Or as it is put in the Siddhartha “In every truth the opposite is equally true.” If postmodernism is true then the opposite assertion that truths and their opposites are not equally true is true, which would make the first statement nonsense. As we will see later people still deny this is a problem but in every area except the theoretical they cannot live this way (We will see this when we look at criterion of livability.)

- There have been some that have claimed that the doctrine of the Trinity is in this category of defying the laws of logic. They claim that the doctrine that God is one and yet trinity defies the laws of logic. Their claim is that this is saying that God is both one God and Three Gods at the same time. This is not the case however. The doctrine says that there is one God who has three centers of consciousness (persons); one essence or one what, which is deity, “three Whos or persons”. Is this logically impossible? I think not. You can know that a human being is one essence, totally human and yet that person can also be totally a dad, or a son or both. This example is not meant as a description of the Trinity, but rather just to show that to say that something is one essence, and is complex (three persons, etc) is not contrary to the law of non-contradiction. We are not saying God is one essence and God is not one essence. 
“A satisfactory worldview will also avoid self-stultification. This problem occurs when a statement asserts a particular principle that, if applied back to that statement, contradicts it (in other words, the claim fails to meet its own standard). For example, the statement "There is no truth" is self-stultifying because it purports to assert the "truth" that there is no truth (this important concept…A worldview that cannot account for the rational process itself cannot possibly be true but would instead be incoherent.” Samples
2. Explanatory power and Scope test: How well does a worldview explain the facts of reality, and how wide is the range of explanation (scope). How does it answer the Five Life Questions? How does it answer the many questions that a worldview needs to address (which are many, but in some ways can be summarized in part through the Five Life Questions)?
3. Correspondence Test (the test of experience): Does a particular worldview correspond with the well established, empirical facts, and does it correspond to a person’s experience in the world? As we should expect a worldview to be in accord with reason we should also expect it to satisfy the test of experience. Worldviews should explain and make sense of our sense experiences and what we observe in the world around us. This is not saying experience determines truth, but is part of our truth discovery.  
To give some examples of where some worldviews fall short in this criterion we have the following.

a) Pain and death are illusions.

b) All human beings are innately good.

c) All of reality is an illusion.

d) The world is flat. 

4. Verification Test: Can the central truth of the worldview be verified or falsified? In Christianity this would relate to historical verification (which is not100 % but does give one reasonable cause to belief or reject a worldview or claim of that worldview). Of course the central truth of Christianity is the Resurrection. If it can been to be a justified belief, with good supporting evidence then the Christian is on form ground. If it can be shown not to be true, then the worldview falls apart. 
5.  Pragmatic Test (livability: Does the worldview promote relevant, practical, and workable results? Worldview should not just be tested in the inner workings of our minds or in the philosophy classroom. They need to pass the practical test of livability/practice. -Can this worldview be effectively and consistently lived out in our daily lives? Can a person consistently live out the system he or she professes in the real world, or do they have to borrow beliefs from another competing worldview? Can one deny the law of non-contradiction in everyday life? Do Postmodern people allow others to interpret their bank account differently, because there are no absolute truths? Do Christian Science parents not grieve when their child is in great pain because their worldview says pain is an illusion?
- Can a Hindu live out their worldview that all is an illusion when choosing whether to walk out in front of an oncoming taxi or not? Or do they need to borrow from Christianity or Naturalism that some things actually are not illusions? 

Existential Test (psychological apologetic): Does the worldview address the internal needs of humanity? This could include things like the need for purpose, love, a sense of ultimate and real values to be pursued, etc. 
 Our worldview should relate to what we know about ourselves, and the world around us. It should also relate to human experiences of anger at injustice and repulsion toward evil.  This is not an exclusive test for a worldview but one more tool in our analysis of worldviews. However if any worldview is to be considered belief worthy it should not ignore, be inconsistent with or inadequately address our existential needs.
6. Cumulative Test: Is the worldview supported by multiple lines of converging evidence that together add increasing support for its truth-claims and extend the breadth of its explanatory power? Does the worldviews claims work well together to form a good cumulative case or do the different claims work against each other? 
· Can an atheistic naturalist say that anything is immoral when their system says all is determined by physical laws and choice is something “fobbed on us by our genes?” Can someone commit an immoral act without true volition? Does the atheist have to borrow from the Christian worldview to establish any real theory of culpability and ethics

7. Competitive Competence Test: Can the worldview successfully compete in the marketplace of ideas?  If the worldview is viewed in light of other truth claims can it compete? An example of a currently noncompetitive worldview would be on in which the worldview claims the world is flat and is carried through space on the back of elephants. 
The Naturalist/Secular Humanist Worldview

· Humanists are free to invent their own answers to the real questions of life (invent, not discover). This is terms of values and morality. The naturalistic worldview does acknowledge that there are some hard facts out there, but these only realte to the physical world, not the realm of morals or the spiritual dimension. 
· Knowledge is based on reason alone, there is no room for revealed truths. It is believed that human reason is capable o
· Naturalism/Humanism emphasizes bringing out the best in people through scientific inquiry, individual freedom, human reason “tolerance” and self-determination.

· Normative standards for moral behavior are observed, and tested by their consequences. This is a pragmatic view of morality which results in relativism. Most Naturalists would deny the existences of objective moral values, unless these could relate to giving the organism (human) greater survival skills.  
· Naturalism is monistic. From the Greek word monos, or one. Most naturalists believe that all things are physical and material in nature. There is no spiritual realm for the spirit or soul to exist. 
· Metal states are the result of physical processes. This means that your thoughts are  at least in some sense can be explained by physical/chemical processes. 
· All reality can ultimately be related to physical explanation. Naturalist are almost all anti-supernaturalists… they do not acknowledge the supernatural in any form.  
· Darwinian evolution explains the development of all biological life. Because supernatural explanations are eliminated the only other contending explanation for the complexity and development of biological life is Darwinism. 
How Does Naturalism Answer the Five Life Questions?
From where did I come? Blind evolutionary processes… Man is the result of a purposeless and natural process that did not have him in mind." George Gaylord Simpson, The Meaning of Evolution, pp. 344-45 (rev. ed. 1967)

Why is there such a mess in the world? Man is inherently good but they have not fully actualized their full potential. (Societal or hereditary factors cause people to do bad things).
What hope do we have? Only that hope which we can generate ourselves…there is no supernatural our outside source of hope. Through study, scientific progress and social and perhaps genetic engineering they can achieve their full potential

What is my purpose in life? To work together with other humans to achieve this full potential.

What happens when I die? All people will experience physical death, they will die and that is the end of their existence. 

Putting Naturalism to the Test 

Positive aspects? 
Naturalists believe that truth can be known at least in the physical realm. (Correspondence test)

Naturalism has good explanatory power when it comes to much of the physical realm. It can apply these truths to bring improvements in things like health care, technology, engineering, etc. (Pragmatic test)

Negative aspects? 

Naturalism posits that the non-rational (matter) somehow resulted in the rational (the human mind). This violates both our intuitive sense of what is possible and underscores a central presumption of the scientific process, that an effect cannot be greater than its cause (Test of Reason). In other words, the reasoning Naturalists has no grounds to believe that their reasoning process about Naturalism is rational, sense it did not come from a rational source (another mind) but impersonal, random and merely physical processes. 
Naturalism does not explain (Existential test) the source of and reason for morality. The pragmatic grounds for ethics does not give us the “ought” of ethics only the “is.” Just because an moral choice brings about the greatest good is a mere observation of what is, it does not tell why someone ought to bring about the greatest good, plus it has no real way of determining what is good….what works for one person , may seem immoral to another. It can’t tell us that what Hitler did was wrong and what William Wilberforce did was right. Naturalism miserably faiths to provide humanity with any real lasting meaning or purpose…can a randomly generated biological machine really pretend to have any significance or ultimate purpose? 
Explanatory Power: See sheet from Samples. 

Postmodernism
· There is no belief in a transcendent God. 

· There is no absolute or objective truth. Therefore absolute tolerance is the ultimate virtue.
· Language is considered arbitrary and incapable of communicating ultimate meaning or truth. Textual Deconstruction. 
· Rejects the concept of a meta-narrative. 

· Culture or one’s own subjective feelings determines meaning.

· Seeks the experiential and existential, not the rational.

How Does Postmodernism Answer the Five Life Questions?

From where did I come? No definitive answer…one can accept one’s cultural explanation. Most would hold to the same explanation given by Naturalism.

Why is there such a mess in the world? People who advocate universal truths are the cause of all the problems. Their belief in absolutes results in power struggles, war, oppression, etc; even language is an attempt to force ones’ meaning and value on another.  

What hope do we have? There is no hope; most Postmoderns have to borrow from other worldviews for a source of hope. Many Postmoderns are nihilistic. 

What is my purpose in life? We must question everything, deconstruct it and then create our own subjective and ultimately groundless purpose.

What happens when I die? Probably nothing more than physical death; if there more to it than that we can’t possible know it. 
Putting Postmodernism to the Test 

Positive aspects:
Skepticism that pure reason can give us all truth: The  Enlightenment and Modernism made unrealistic claims about how much knowledge could be gained by pure reason and scientific enquiry. Theism says reason can only give us some truths, that Revelation is necessary for some of our knowledge…like the nature of God and His redemptive work through Christ. 

The recognition that human based ideologies and power structures can breed oppression…as evidenced by Hitler, Stalinism and other oppressive regimes. Christians need to take heed as Christendom has also been guilty of marginalizing and oppressing others when they have had the ascendancy of power. 

Postmoderns have rejected the overly optimistic view of humanity that Naturalism/Humanism holds. 

Negative aspects:

The test of Coherence/logic-

The denial of truth backfires on the Postmodernist.
The idea that language is a means of oppression and can’t communicate truth also backfires on the Postmodernist. 
Postmodernism is not pragmatic…it is not livable. Can a postmodernist live out his/her radical skepticism in everyday affairs. Does a postmodern person let the bank interpret his deposits however they want? Do they relativize the morality of the thief who steals their wallet, or do they cry foul!

Postmodernism does not adequately address people’s existential/emotional and spiritual needs. 

Competition test: How can a worldview that claims there is no truth, compete with other worldviews? Since there are no objective truths postmodernism has no ground of comparison with other non-truth truth claims. How can theirs be a superior answer when they claim there are no answers to begins with? 
The Four Deadly Questions
1. What do you mean by that?
2.  How do you know that is true?
3.  Where do you get your information?
4.  What happens if you are wrong?
Review of the Anchors 
A worldview is a commitment, a fundamental orientation of the heart, that can be expressed as a story or in a set presuppositions (assumptions which may be true, partially true or entirely false) which we hold (consciously or subconsciously, consistently or inconsistently) about the basic constitution of reality, and that provides the foundation on which we live and move and have our being. (James Sire) 
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