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1. Introduction.

• How do we respond to the problem of 
“Post-Christian Christianity”?
• General suggestions
• Responding to Modernism
• Responding to Postmodernism
• Healing the fallout

• Please add your input along the way!
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A. Post-Christian Christianity.
• Non-Christian ideas are used to judge and 

re-shape the Christian faith.
• “Cafeteria Christianity.”
• Doctrinal dissolution.
• Embracing contradictions.
• Moralistic Therapeutic Deism.
• Christless Christianity.
• Sheilaism.

• Conflict within the soul.
• Conflict in family, state and church.
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B. Responding to Root Causes    
(not just treating the symptoms).

� Most people are unaware of the ideological assumptions 
that shape their thinking.

� “To be ignorant and simple now--not to be able to meet 
the enemies on their own ground--would be to throw 
down our weapons, and to betray our uneducated 
brethren who have, under God, no defense but us 
against the intellectual attacks of the heathen. Good

� philosophy must exist, if for no other reason, 
because bad philosophy needs to be answered.”                         
--C. S. Lewis, "Learning in War-Time," in The Weight of Glory and 
Other Addresses (New York: Macmillan, 1965), 27-28.
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C. Addressing the Whole Person.

� The intellect isn’t everything.
� People also resist Christian truth because:
◦ they do not see how it can be true 
� Activate the imagination

◦ they do not want it to be true 
� The truth must be found existentially via the 

“renewing of their mind” (Romans 12: 2)

� There is no one-size fits all approach.
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3 layers in a person (C. S. Lewis):
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Intellect

Imagination



Truth in 3 dimensions:
◦ Imagination. The “outside” layer: what is possible?
� Less integral to identity, easiest to change.

◦ Intellect. The next level: what is true?
� Can be shifted, but is often used defensively.

◦ Will. The core of a person: what we will embrace 
and act on in our lives (accept existentially).
� Most integral to identity, hardest to change.
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D. One goal, three categories of 
response.

� One goal: restoring the idea that Christianity is 
objectively true—it is a faith of “acts and facts,” 
what God did outside of us (extra nos) to save us 
from our actual condition (sin).

� 3 categories of response:
◦ Imaginative
◦ Intellectual
◦ Existential
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2. Responding to Modernism.
� How do we respond to scientism, romanticism 

and their shared outcome, emotivism?

� Scientism: materialistic science is the only way 
to gain knowledge.

� Romanticism: meaning is located within (the 
artist, moralist or believer).

� Emotivism:  ethical and religious statements 
are only expressions of emotion.
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A. Imaginative Response.
� The modern mind suffers from the “favoritism 

of the familiar” and has no “taste for the other”: 
◦ it finds it easy to believe in the fixed, finite world 

revealed by the senses, and hard to believe in 
transcendent moral laws and the miracles.

� Some literature and art can help show the 
possibility of higher things: 
◦ it helps to “baptize the imagination” so that Christian 

truth claims are not rejected out of hand.
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The Lord of the Rings.
� Middle Earth shows objective good and evil, 

providence and miracle.

� Gollum is original sin made visible.

� Gandalf ’s fall and return echo the death and 
resurrection of Christ.

� The triumph of hobbits over Saruman 
(scientism) and Sauron shows God’s power is 
“made perfect in weakness” (2 Cor 12: 9).
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Uncle Andrew: 
denying the transcendent.

� “Of course it can’t really have been singing,” he thought, 
“I must have imagined it.... Who ever heard of a lion 
singing?”  And the longer and more beautiful the Lion 
sang, the harder Uncle Andrew tried to make himself 
believe that he could hear nothing but roaring.  Now 
the trouble about trying to make yourself stupider than 
you really are is that you very often succeed....   He 
soon did hear nothing but roaring in Aslan’s song.  Soon 
he couldn’t have heard anything else even if he had 
wanted to.”--C. S. Lewis, The Magician’s Nephew, 137.
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Weston: 
consumed by the desire for control.
� “You cannot be so small-minded as to think that 

the rights of an individual or of a million 
individuals are of the slightest importance in 
comparison to this [inter-planetary 
colonization].”--C. S. Lewis, Out of the Silent Planet, 27. 

� If it serves the Life Force, Weston is willing to 
murder Ransom, sell England to the Germans 
and “print lies as serious research in a scientific 
periodical.”--C. S. Lewis, Perelandra, 95.
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Eustace Clarence Scrubb.
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From closed to open mind;        
from self-righteous to repentant.
� The books he liked were about “grain elevators,” and 

“exports and imports and governments and drains, but 
they were weak on dragons.”--C. S. Lewis, The Voyage of the 
Dawn Treader, 3, 87. [Good training for scientism!]

� On becoming a dragon, Eustace repents:
� “He wanted to be friends.  He wanted to get back 

among humans and talk and laugh and share things.  He 
realized that he was a monster cut off from the whole 
human race.  An appalling loneliness came over him.  He 
began to see that the others had not really been fiends 
at all.  He began to wonder if he himself had been such 
a nice person as he had always supposed.”--C. S. Lewis, The 
Voyage of the Dawn Treader, 92. 
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Death of the old. 
Rebirth of the new.
� Aslan himself removes Eustace’s sinful, dragonish 

flesh; he is baptized and wrapped in a new robe 
of righteousness.  From then on, he “began to 
be a different boy.”                                           
--C. S. Lewis, The Voyage of the Dawn Treader, 112.

� Realism (saint and sinner):  In The Silver Chair, 
the new Eustace stumbles in following the Four 
Signs, but continues in his vocation, trusting 
Aslan’s righteousness, not his own.
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B. Intellectual response.
� 1. Scientism claims materialistic science is the 

only source of knowledge. This is a philosophical 
(not scientific claim) and so cannot be known!
◦ Likewise, Logical Positivism is not literally meaningful.

� 2. Science relies on non-scientific 
assumptions.

◦ Nature is governed by rational, universal laws.
◦ Our minds are able to know these laws.
◦ These ideas came from Theology!
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The Argument from Reason    
Against Scientism.
� If humans are just material objects shaped by 

undirected evolutionary forces then:

� “our brains were shaped for fitness, not for 
truth.”--Steven Pinker, How the Mind Works, 305. 

� “our brains contain a belief generating machine, 
an engine that can produce beliefs with little 
relation to what is actually true.”--Lewis Wolpert, 

Six Impossible Things Before Breakfast, 140.
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Conceding the Point:
� “Our ancestors encountered certain problems 

for hundreds of thousands…of years—
recognizing objects, making tools, learning the 
local language, finding a mate, predicting an 
animal’s movement, finding their way—and 
encountered certain other problems never—
putting a man on the moon…proving Fermat’s 
last theorem.”--Steven Pinker, How the Mind Works, 304. 

� Scientism especially undermines our trust in 
scientific theories (that played no role in survival).

19



The Argument From Reason shows:

� If Scientism were true, we could not rely on our 
minds for truth, especially in science.

� So, if Scientism were true, we could not have 
good reason to believe Scientism, since it claims 
its authority derives from science.

� Scientism undermines its own mines.
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Two great resources.
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The Problem of Progress.
� Religious objections to scientific 

experimentation are often dismissed: 
◦ We are “obstacles to progress.”

� Scientism denies objective good and evil.
◦ ‘Progress’ is indefinable.
◦ We can’t get better if nothing is good.
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The Failure of Romanticism.
� If the world is objectively meaningless, no real 

meaning can be found within by the artist, 
moralist or religious believer.

� This is a subjective illusion of meaning.  

� “Nearly all that I loved [poetry, mythology] I 
believed to be imaginary; nearly all that I 
believed to be real I thought grim and 
meaningless.”—C. S. Lewis, Surprised By Joy, 170.
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The Failure of Emotivism.
� Moral statements are not reducible to 

emotional preferences:
◦ Give an F to a well-researched paper defending 

emotivism!
◦ Duties (e.g. you should go to a faculty meeting) do 

not depend on preference.
◦ Human rights.
◦ The nature of moral arguments.
◦ Moral progress.
◦ Excuses.
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C. Existential Response.
� Scientism is not somewhere anyone can live.

◦ Steven Pinker agrees with Richard Dawkins: we are 
“robot slaves of our selfish genes,” with no free will.

◦ Yet in everyday life he admits, we treat others as “free 
and dignified human beings… A human being is 
simultaneously a machine and a sentient free agent, 
depending on the purposes of the discussion.”       
[Pinker, How the Mind Works, 55-56].
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Only emotional preferences?
� Emotivism is appealing if there is something I 

want to do which is excluded by moral rules.

� We don’t say the rapist or axe-murderer of 
those we love is entitled to his preference.

� We hold others accountable.

� This implies objective moral values which hold 
us accountable.
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Emotivist religion cannot help us 
endure suffering, trials and crisis.
� Bad things happen to people who feel good 

about themselves.

� A religion based on feeling good, being liked and 
getting along cannot weather the hard times.

� We need a God who cares for broken, hurting 
people,  those who are “poor and crippled and 
blind and lame” (Luke 14: 21).
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D. Discussion of responding to 
modernism.
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3. Responding to Postmodernism.

� How do we respond to the following?

� Denial of objective truth: truth is 
constructed—made, not found.

� Hermeneutics of suspicion: language and 
social roles are masks of oppressive power.

� The Imperious Self:  external boundaries are 
rejected; meaning is sought in the self.

� The Age of Aquarius:  go with the flow of 
feeling and whim. 
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A. Imaginative Response.
� Objective truth needs to be shown, so that one 

finds it for oneself.

� Some literature and art can help reveal 
objective truth: 
◦ after viewing The Lord of the Rings movies, many 

reported discovering the reality of good and evil.
◦ by identifying with a realistic, sinful character in a 

story one can discover one is a sinner in need of a 
savior.
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The Great Divorce.
� Lewis takes a bus from Heaven to Hell. His mentor, 

George MacDonald, describes a man consumed with 
the issue of scientific survival.  He died, was allowed to 
visit Heaven, and found his occupation pointless.

� “Everybody here had ‘survived’ already….Of course if 
he would only have admitted that he’d mistaken the 
means for the end and had a good laugh at himself he 
could have begun all over again like a little child and 
entered into joy….”

� “How fantastic!” said I [Lewis].
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You are the man!
� “Do ye think so?” said the Teacher with a 

piercing glance.  “It is nearer to such as you than 
ye think…..  There have been some who were 
so occupied in spreading Christianity that they 
never gave a thought to Christ….”

--Lewis, The Great Divorce, 71.

� The strategy of Nathan with David: show sin 
clearly in the third person; then bring it home 
that the reader “is the man.”
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The imperious self uses the hermeneutics 
of suspicion to reject oppressive limits… 
only to oppress others!

� “You don’t understand.  I am the great scholar, 
the magician, the adept, who is doing the 
experiment.  Of course I need subjects to do it 
on....  But the idea of going myself is…like asking 
a general to fight as a common soldier.”

--C. S. Lewis, The Magician’s Nephew, 25-26. 

� The hermeneutics of suspicion is only used on 
other people’s use of language and social roles.
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The Age of Aquarius.
Going with the flow?
� Weston’s new age spirituality is a foothold for 

the demonic; he becomes the “Un-man.”

� “The reaching forward, the dynamism, is what 
people like you always call the Devil.  The 
people like me, who do the reaching forward, 
are always martyrs.  You revile us, and by us 
come to your goal....  The world leaps forward 
through great men and greatness always 
transcends mere moralism.”--C. S. Lewis, Perelandra, 95. 
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B. Intellectual Response.
� Scientists and mathematicians discover truth 

they did not construct.
� If we are sick, “constructing” an alternative does 

not help.
� Consensus does not guarantee truth:
◦ 50 million Frenchmen can be wrong.

� Constructing an alternative calculus won’t 
prevent bridges collapsing.

� Utopian denials of original sin never work.
� Human rights cannot survive constructivism.
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Self-refuting claims.
� If all statements and social structures are 

oppressive masks of power that also applies to 
the postmodernist.

� If objective meaning is rejected, it can’t be found 
anywhere, including the self.

� The Aquarian philosophy contradicts itself by 
saying we should always reject limits—this limits 
our choice!
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C. Existential Response.
� In our lives, we rely on objective truth (real 

calculus, our actual health, actual rainfall! Etc.)

� John Warwick Montgomery: ultimately 
postmodernism reflects a lack of maturity.

� Maturity consists in recognizing objective limits 
on what one can do.

� Since our desires conflict we cannot be all things 
we want to be.
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D. Discussion of responding to 
postmodernism.
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4. Healing the fallout.
� As we saw yesterday, our postmodern malaise 

leads to serious problems for the individual, 
family, state and church.

� How can we help to heal the tragic fallout?
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A. The individual.
� We are indeed lost, cut adrift without Christ.
� Our true identity can only be found in Christ as 

we are re-made in his image.  Self-realization 
can only be found through death and rebirth.

� “For you have died, and your life is hidden with 
Christ in God…   put on the new self, which is 
being renewed in knowledge after the image of 
its creator.”  (Colossians 3: 3, 10).
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A life of repentance in our vocation.

� Our life is one of daily repentance.

� Where does this happen?

� In our vocations, where the old self is crucified 
and the new man in Christ appears.

� We need limits!  Our new life comes entirely 
from the outside, the Law that kills and the 
Gospel that gives new life.
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B. The family.
� We are adopted sons (Gal 4: 4) in God’s royal 

family (1 Peter 2: 9).
� Marriage and the family are God’s ideas and 

reflect His order, not “oppressive power.”
� “Wives, submit to your husbands, as is fitting in 

the Lord. Husbands, love your wives, and do 
not be harsh with them. Children, obey your 
parents in everything, for this pleases the Lord. 
Fathers, do not provoke your children, lest they 
become discouraged.”  (Col 3: 18-21).
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Defending the family.
� Since the family is the key building block of both 

the state and the church, it must be defended, 
by clear church teaching and apologetics against 
anti-family ideologies and cultural forces.

� We need a strong stand against attempts to 
redefine God’s orders (e.g. same-sex marriage, 
the family as almost any group of cohabiting 
individuals) and a positive, appealing picture of 
what God wants for marriage and the family.
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Two great resources:
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Family Matters:

� “If we were asked to design a system for 
making sure that children’s basic needs 
were met, we would probably come up 
with something quite similar to the two-
parent ideal.”—Sara McLanahan and Gary Sandefur, 
Growing Up With a Single Parent:  What Hurts, What Helps
(Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 1994), 38.
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The state’s interest in family.
� “The reason marriage exists is that the sexual 

intercourse of men and women regularly 
produces children. If it did not produce 
children, neither society nor the 
government would have much reason…to 
regulate people’s emotional unions…. The 
government cannot simply declare itself 
uninterested in the welfare of children. Nor can 
it leave it to prearranged contract to determine 
who will have responsibility for raising children.”                     
--“The Case for Marriage,” National Review 9/7/2010.
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C. The state.
� “Be subject for the Lord's sake to every human 

institution, whether it be to the emperor as 
supreme, or to governors as sent by him to 
punish those who do evil and to praise those 
who do good. For this is the will of God, that 
by doing good you should put to silence the 
ignorance of foolish people. Live as people who 
are free, not using your freedom as a cover-up 
for evil, but living as servants of God.”             
(1 Peter 2: 13-16) 
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Defending religious freedom.
� The HHS decision and attempts to redefine 

marriage abridge religious freedom.

� When the state usurps the vocation of the 
church and coerces people to accept what their 
conscience rejects, it must be resisted.

� When the state requires us to transgress God’s 
commands, “We must obey God rather than 
men” (Acts 5: 29).
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D. The church.
� “And he gave the apostles, the prophets, the evangelists, 

the shepherds and teachers, to equip the saints for the 
work of ministry, for building up the body of Christ, 
until we all attain to the unity of the faith and of the 
knowledge of the Son of God, to mature manhood, to 
the measure of the stature of the fullness of Christ, so 
that we may no longer be children, tossed to and 
fro by the waves and carried about by every wind 
of doctrine, by human cunning, by craftiness in 
deceitful schemes. Rather, speaking the truth in 
love, we are to grow up in every way into him 
who is the head, into Christ” (Ephesians 4: 11-15)
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5. General Discussion.
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