Book Review, “Discerning Truth”, Exposing Errors in Evolutionary Arguments, by Dr. Jason Lisle. Master Books, July 2010.  (Reviewed by Jim Hovis)[Approved]
This book is an amplification of a section from Lisle’s previous Book, “The Ultimate Proof of Creation”, which covered the nature of logic and common fallacies.  This book has a lot of emphasis on mistakes in reasoning and apologetics, especially in the areas of arguments for and against Evolution and Creation.  The Christian needs to be aware of these logical fallacies and deception in order to be better equipped to Defend the Faith.  A companion book to this one would be “Scripture Twisting”, 20 Ways the Cults misread the Bible, IVP 1980 by James W. Sire.
The book covers the basic fallacies, such as Reification, Equivocation, Begging the Question, Bifurcation, Ad Hominem (a biggie), Appeal to Authority (flawed authorities), Strawman (another popular one), and what Lisle calls Formal Fallacies.  Lisle includes several necessary chapters that give Real-World examples, Latin names of the common fallacies in logic (for the legal minds), and a glossary of terms.  Lisle also deals with those errors of logic that just about everyone will commit sometime during an argument or an attempt to persuade a difficult or stubborn person.   
The ad hominem argument is Latin that simply means “to the man”, where it diverts a discussion to persuade someone that cannot stand on the issue itself, so the argument is then directed against the person to make a claim, rather than the claim itself.  Lisle points out that this approach is not only deceptive and simply wrong, but it seeks to discredit the character of the person and therefore by association of something objectionable about the person, the claim is likewise invalid.  Lisle makes a distinction between an abusive ad hominem attack and a circumstantial attack. The abusive is common in politics and is a direct attack on a person’s character, whereas the circumstantial is more in the area of attacks based on the surrounding circumstances, such as conflict of interest or natural biases due to upbringing, parental influence on the mind-set, or worldviews.  I like this distinction, because it separates out the viciousness of the person being persuaded and the non-emotional arguments in the realm of basic logic rules.  Gaining an argument, when the emotions are a part of the defense or offense, is something that a Defender needs to discern and change their tactic accordingly.

Lisle points out correctly, that a critical aspect of argument is the question, “What is the reason or “rational justification” for believing my Christian Worldview?”  If I can’t give a logical and rational reason for what I believe, then the argument is lost, logical fallacies, notwithstanding.
Lisle gives a number of common real-life examples of what people actually say during an argument.  These I find helpful, because it immediately makes us aware of a fallacy when it is committed.  

The famous Strawman fallacy and the Appeal to Authority fallacy are two that Lisle discusses with great examples from real life and he points out that these two are used quite frequently (either knowingly or unwittingly) among the Evolution Theory folks as they attempt to defend their theory to the bitter end and will not consider anything else.  Some good examples are statements that are not true, yet are applied to Young Earth Creationists to discredit their argument are the following:
· Creationists do not believe that animals can change, and since animals do change, therefore Creationists are wrong.

· Creationists don’t believe in science or are not scientific, but are religious.

· Creationists believe in a Flat earth, or they persecuted Galileo.

· Creationists reject the scientific facts of evolution.

· Creationists say that there are no ‘good” mutations.

· The Bible talks about the earth has pillars and four corners, which is obviously false.

One thing that Lisle briefly mentioned but did not elaborate on (and I wish that he did), is the use of language in supporting an argument using words intended to disarm the person questioning the logic of the presenter.  Words such as “obviously”, “everyone believes this”, “it is perfectly clear”, “everyone knows”, or “clearly” are an effective way to persuade someone against their own common sense. It is a fallacy or error to assume that someone knows something and therefore there is no need to clarify or present actual evidence to support an argument.

Lisle does give many examples of one classification of error (classical logic error), where a statement starts off with “If” and then concludes with “therefore”.  This is the old “If A = B, then C = D.
The book is an easy read and is worth having in one’s library of resources.
