
                                                 Essays: Unit 3

2. Walsh and Middleton define a worldview as something that answers 
four basic questions that might be loosely summarized as follows: What 
does it mean to be a person? What is the nature of the world? What's 
wrong with the world and why do things go wrong? How can what is 
wrong with the world, and what is wrong with my life, be fixed. How 
would you answer these four questions? Are your answers purely 
assumptive, or do you have any evidence that you used to support your 
views?

A worldview is a set of beliefs, values, and attitudes that shape an 
individual’s perspective of the world. Walsh and Middleton define a 
worldview as something that answers four basic questions: What does it 
mean to be a person? What is the nature of the world? What's wrong with 
the world and why do things go wrong? How can what is wrong with the 
world, and what is wrong with my life, be fixed? 

In my opinion, what it means to be a person is to be an individual with
the capacity to think, reason, and make decisions. The nature of the world is 
complex, and it is constantly changing. What is wrong with the world is 
that people often make decisions that are not in their best interest, and that 
can lead to suffering. This suffering can be relieved by making better 
decisions and by understanding the consequences of our actions. 

It is my belief that our decisions affect the world around us based on 
evidence, such as scientific evidence. In addition, I believe that the life 
experiences we have can also provide evidence for our views, because we 
can use the knowledge we have gained to make better decisions in the 
future. 

In conclusion, a worldview is a set of beliefs and values that shape our
perspective of the world. Walsh and Middleton define a worldview as 
something that answers four basic questions, and I have provided my 
answers to those questions. My answers are based on evidence, such as 
scientific evidence and our experiences in life.



3. James Sire points out that our presuppositions are not always correct, 

that we are not always aware of them, and that we do not always hold 

them consistently. Look back at your answer to the previous question. 

Can you see elements that support Sire's contention when you reflect on 

your own worldview assumptions?

James Sire's contention that our presuppositions are not always correct and 

that we are not always aware of them is an important concept to consider 

when reflecting on our own worldview assumptions. Through my own 

reflection, I can see elements that support Sire's argument.

Firstly, my own assumptions are often not completely accurate. For 

example, I may have certain expectations regarding a particular situation 

and then later come to find out that my assumption was wrong. This can 

happen in many areas of life, such as relationships or career decisions. This 

shows that our presuppositions are not always correct and that we can be 

wrong in our assumptions.

Secondly, I often do not fully recognize the presuppositions that I hold.

My experiences, beliefs, and values shaped my own worldview,and it is not 

always easy to recognize the underlying assumptions that I have about the

world. This demonstrates that we are not always aware of our 

presuppositions.

Finally, I find that my presuppositions are not always consistent. For 

example, I may hold certain beliefs about a particular issue, but then find 

myself making an exception when confronted with a similar situation. This 

indicates that we do not always hold our presuppositions consistently.



Through my own reflection, I can clearly see elements that support 

Sire's contention that our presuppositions are not always correct, that we 

are not always aware of them, and that we do not always hold them 

consistently. Understanding our own presuppositions is an important part of

understanding ourselves and the world around us.

4. How would an animist, a polytheist, a pantheist, a theist, a 

modernist/atheistic materialist, and a postmodernist answer the four 

questions posed in question 2?

According to one's beliefs, the four questions posed in question 2 can 

be answered in multiple ways. There is no single answer to these questions 

that applies to all animists, polytheists, pantheists, theists, 

modernists/atheistic materialists, and postmodernists. 

An animist would likely answer the questions by believing that all 

things have a spirit or soul, and that the universe is alive and interconnected.

They would likely believe that the universe is full of spiritual energy and that

everything is connected. They would likely believe that the universe is full of 

spiritual forces that can be interacted with, and that these forces can be 

used to create positive change. 

A polytheist would likely answer the questions by believing in multiple gods

and goddesses, and that each of these gods and goddesses has a specific 

role in the universe. They would likely believe that the gods and goddesses 

can be interacted with, and that they can be used to create positive change.

They would likely believe that the gods and goddesses are powerful and 

can be used to bring about good fortune. 



A pantheist would likely answer the questions by believing that the 

universe is divine and that all things are connected and part of the same 

divine energy. They would likely believe that the universe is full of spiritual 

forces that can be interacted with, and that these forces can be used to 

create positive change. They would likely believe that the universe is a 

living, breathing entity and that it is constantly evolving. 

A theist would likely answer the questions by believing in a single, all-

powerful God who is the creator of the universe. They would likely believe 

that God is all-knowing and all-powerful, and that He has a plan for the 

universe. They would likely believe that God can be interacted with, and 

that He can be used to bring about positive change.

5. The author claims that "worldviews are less chosen than inherited." Do

you think his assertion is correct? Can you give examples of how this is 

true of your own worldview? How "objective" do you think we can be in 

evaluating our own worldviews?

`I believe that the author's assertion is correct. Worldviews are often 

shaped by our upbringing, family, and culculture,ch we have no control 

over. For example, my parents' beliefs and values, which I inherited from 

heavily influenced my own world view them Additionally, my   Assertion 

ich is heavily influenced by my religion, has also shaped my worldview. 

Although I can certainly be aware of my own worldview and its influences, 

I don't think it's possible to be completely objective in evaluating it. We are 

all biased by our own experiences and beliefs, so it is difficult to completely 

remove our subjectivity in evaluating our own worldviews.

 6. Both creation accounts (in Genesis 1 and 2) highlight that humans are 

solidly part of creation and stewards over it. Why is it important for us to 



affirm both our dependence on and similarity to all the rest of the 

created realm? What does it mean to exercise stewardship over creation 

as the image of God?

Humans are unique in creation, but both accounts in Genesis 1 and 2 

emphasize our dependence on and similarity to the rest of the created 

realm. It is important to affirm this relationship because it allows us to 

understand our place in the world and how we can exercise stewardship 

over it.

Being the image of God means that we have the responsibility to care for 

the world around us. We are to be stewards of the earth, caring for it as God 

does. This means that we must be mindful of how our actions affect the 

environment and strive to use resources responsibly. We must also 

recognize that we are not the only ones who inhabit this planet and that we

must respect the rights of other creatures to exist and thrive in their natural 

habitats.

It is also important to recognize that we are not separate from the rest

of creation. We are part of a larger system and our actions have an impact 

on the world around us. We must be aware of this and strive to live in 

harmony with the environment. This means being mindful of how our 

actions affect the environment and striving to use resources responsibly. We 

must also recognize that we are not the only ones who inhabit this planet 

and that we must respect the rights of other creatures to exist and thrive in 

their natural habitats.



By affirming our dependence on and similarity to the rest of the 

created realm, we can better understand our place in the world and how to 

exercise stewardship over it. We must recognize that we are part of a larger 

system and that our actions have an impact on the environment. We must 

strive to use resources responsibly and respect the rights of other creatures 

to exist and thrive in their natural habitats. This is how we can fulfill our role 

as the image of God and be responsible stewards of the earth.

7. The author noted that the Fall has both individual and corporate 

implications. In what ways can you see individual sin as a source of 

suffering that might be relevant to psychology? In what ways can you 

see corporate sin as a source of suffering that might be relevant to 

psychology? Provide specific examples.

The Fall of Man, as described in the Bible, is a foundational concept in 

Christianity. It is the story of how sin entered the world and caused 

suffering. This Fall has implications for both individuals and corporations. In 

this article, we will explore how the Fall of Man can be relevant to 

psychology. Individual sin is a source of suffering that is relevant to 

psychology. Sin can lead to feelings of guilt, shame, and regret that can 

cause psychological harm. It can also lead to feelings of depression and 

anxiety, as well as a lack of self-worth. For example, someone who has 

committed a sin may feel guilt and regret, leading to depression and 

anxiety. They may also feel like they are not worthy of being forgiven, 

leading to a lack of self-worth. Corporate sin is also a source of suffering that

is relevant to psychology. Corporate sin can lead to a sense of collective 



guilt, which can lead to feelings of shame and regret. It can also lead to a 

lack of trust in the organization or group, which can lead to a feeling of 

alienation. For example, a company that has committed an unethical act 

may lead to a sense of collective guilt among its employees, leading to 

feelings of shame and regret. This may also lead to a lack of trust in the 

company, causing employees to feel alienated from the organization. The 

Fall of Man has both individual and corporate implications that are relevant

to psychology. Individual sin can lead to feelings of guilt, shame, and regret, 

as well as depression and anxiety. Corporate sin can lead to a sense of 

collective guilt, which can lead to feelings of shame and regret, as well as a 

lack of trust in the organization. It is important to recognize the 

psychological implications of the Fall of Man in order to better understand 

the psychological effects of sin.


