
Day 5 
 
 
 A worldview - is the way we understand everything we experience in life.  A 

worldview serves as an interpretive grid (like glasses) through which we make 
determination about what is real (metaphysics), what counts as knowledge 
(epistemology), and what is morally good (ethics). 

 
 Pg. 218 – Presuppositonalism argues indirectly by asking which worldview contains 

the necessary ontological presuppositions (assumptions about reality) that can 
make sense of human intelligibility.  Another way of coming at the question is to ask 
which worldview has the best theory of reality that will provide a rational 
foundation for everything we take for granted; especially those things we 
presuppose in order to debate, persuade, and educate.  

 
Metaphysical Presuppositions 
 

1. You assume (presuppose) that you and your friend exist as distinct 
individuals. 

 
a. Pg. 228 When you engage in conversation or debate you assume that you 

exist as well as your friend.  Furthermore you believe that the two of you are 
distinct individuals.  You are not him and he is not you.  Why mention this 
obvious point?  Remember, some worldviews hold that all reality is one and 
there are no distinctions.  Distinctions are only illusions.  If that were true 
why would you want to persuade another person when, by definition, you 
are that other person?  What a silly notion.  Hey, if you and your friend are 
really one, you have no disagreements. 

 
2. You assume (presuppose) that you and your friend have minds that are 

something more than your brains.  
 

a. Mind-Body problem 
 

i. If your brain is purely physical and not controlled by a non-
physical mind (or spirit) then all your thoughts & decisions are 
controlled by the physical make up of your body.  

 
3. You assume (presuppose) that reality is comprised of particulars that share 

some unity. 
 

a. The one & the many problem. 
 

b. Pg. 229 Philosophers (and most people) intuitively believe that there are 
particulars, but that these particulars have some unity.  They are unable, 



however, to explain this unity among diversity and diversity within unity.  
How do we ever find ourselves classifying things (an admission of some 
unity) if reality comprised of unrelated particulars?  How do we distinguish 
between things (an admission of some particularity) if reality is all one 
identical unity (monists)?  

 
4. You assume (presuppose) that reality is comprised of the material (physical) 

as well as the immaterial (non-physical). 
 
Epistemological presuppositions 
 

5. You assume (presuppose) the uniformity of nature. 
 

a. Without the uniformity of nature you can’t justify the belief that the past will 
be like the future, or nature will react in the same way if all the variables are 
accounted for.  

 
6. You assume (presuppose) that sense perceptions are a source of knowledge. 

 
b. When a person engages in debate he takes for granted that he actually has an 

opponent that is not an illusion. You assume that your vision and hearing are 
basically reliable because what would you debate about if you had no 
observations?  Who would you debate and how if you couldn’t trust your 
sight and hearing? 

 
7. You assume (presuppose) that reason is a trustworthy tool for the acquisition 

of knowledge; that laws of logic exist and are universal and invariant. 
 
 
 
 

8. You assume (presuppose) that some knowledge is possible. 
 
 
 

9. You assume (presuppose) that knowledge is objective rather that subjective. 
 

a. If knowledge & truth are subjective or relative to the individual than there is 
no point for debating… your truth is no more or less truthful than the person 
you are debating.  

 
b. Therefore, if you engage in arguing and/or debating you are no longer living 

in a way that is consistent with a relativistic worldview.  
 
 

10. You assume (presuppose) the law of cause and effect. 



 
 
 
Ethical Presuppositions 
 

11. You assume (presuppose) that you and your friend should tell the truth. 
 
 
 

12. You assume that objective moral values exist 
 
 
 

13. You assume (presuppose) that human beings posses an inherent objective 
dignity. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Therefore: the proof of God is that without God, debate, persuasion, and education is 
impossible and you cannot prove anything at all. 
 
The fact that one enters into a debate proves that in their heart of hearts they know 
that God exists.  
 

 Romans 1:18-23 For the wrath of God is revealed from heaven against all 
ungodliness and unrighteousness of men, who by their unrighteousness suppress 
the truth. 19 For what can be known about God is plain to them, because God has 
shown it to them. 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 without excuse. 21 For although they 
knew God, they did not honor him as God or give thanks to him, but they became 
futile in their thinking, and their foolish hearts were darkened. 22 Claiming to be 
wise, they became fools, 23 and exchanged the glory of the immortal God for images 
resembling mortal man and birds and animals and creeping things. 

 


