A Short History of Christian Apologetics/
Apologetic Approaches
History of Christian Apologetics

I  New Testament Apologetics

1.  John.  John 20:30   Public miracles and signs.    …that you may believe (does this remind you

      of a particular book?)

2.  John.  1 John 1:1    which we have seen with our eyes, which we have looked at and our

     hands have touched—this we proclaim.    Apologetics against the Gnostics.

3. Peter.   Acts 2:14-38


a. Jesus fulfilled the OT prophecies, therefore he is the Messiah


b. Jesus worked public signs, wonders and miracles, as you yourselves know.  Therefore

                  he is Lord.


c. Jesus died on the cross for you and was raised.  Therefore he is savior.  


d. Repent and be baptized.

Miracles, prophecy fulfillment, the resurrection.     
4. Peter.  1 Peter 3:15-16   Always be prepared to give a reasoned answer to whoever asks 

    (both believers and non-believers)


a. Gently and respectfully.   

b. With a good conscience.   (ie with a life which can back up your faith claims)




(also with a good conscience in that you have not used manipulative

                                             arguments which you secretly know are not really logical?)

5. Peter.  2 Peter 1:16-20    These are not cleverly invented stories.  We are eye witnesses.

                 The word is more certain. 

6. Paul.  Acts 17   Completely different approach from Acts 13, 14 17:1-4 to Jews.   An argument 
               from world view against Epicureanism (deism) and Stoicism (pantheism).   In him we 

               live and move and have our being.  He is not far off.   Quotes Aretas, a Stoic 

               philosopher.   Finds common ground.    Idols are bad.  Talks about God first.   The 
               concept of a Son of God is very unfamiliar to them.

a. God is Creator.   Defeats pantheism/Stoicism.

 
b.  God is near by and personal.  Defeats deism/Epicureanism.


c. God will bring us to judgment.  Evil will be overcome.  Defeats dualism, Gnosticism.

7. Luke   Luke 2:1-3, Luke 3:1-2, Luke 3:23-38 Genealogy of Jesus
II  Early Church Apologists
1.  Justin Martyr.   Apologetics for Greek philosophical world, especially Pythagoreans, and Platonists.  Wore philosopher’s robe.    Logos theology.   

        Argued from fulfilled prophecy.

he referred to Socrates, Plato’s mentor, as a “Christian before Christ.”  
We who took most pleasure in the means of increasing our wealth and property now bring what we have into a common fund and share with everyone in need; we who hated and killed one another and would not associate with men of different tribes because of their customs, now after the manifestation of Christ live together and pray for our enemies…

I confess that I both boast and with all my strength strive to be found a Christian; not because the teachings of Plato are different from those of Christ, but because they are not in all aspects similar, as neither are those of the others, Stoics, and poets, and historians.  For each man spoke well in proportion to the share he had in the spermatic word [logos] seeing what it was related to…. Whatever things were rightly said among all men, are the property of us Christians.

2.  Irenaeus.  

a. Contra Celsus.    Celsus an early philosopher/critic of Christinity.  Christianity reasonable and logical.   Used fulfilled prophecy.

b. Against Heresies.     Apologetics against Gnostics.

3.  Origen.  Plunder the Egyptians.   Made Plato, Pytharorus into pre-Christians.   Used allegory 

     to show how Christianity has the best of Neoplatonism but much better.

4.  Jerome.   Against Porphyry.   Defended  authentic authorship of Daniel.


a. Written in Hebrew


b. The four beasts and the four parts of the statue are Babylon, Persia/Media, Greece, 

                  Rome.

5.  Augustine.  (374-430)

a. Rejected Manichaeism because its cosmology disagreed with natural revelation. 
                  Faustus.
b. Argued for natural revelation.

c. Faith is prior to reason, so in a sense he was a fideist.

III.  Medieval Apologetics/Classical Apologetics.
6.  Anselm (1033-1109)   Created the Ontological Argument for the existence of God.

      Faith before reason.  “For I do not seek to understand in order to believe but I believe in 

      order to understand.

7.  Thomas Aquinas (1225-1274), Abelard, Albertus Magnus et al.   “Classical Apologetics”


a. Scholasticism.   Aristotlean logic and reason.  Deductive reasoning.


b.  Context:  Muslim culture and philosophy in the ascendant.


c. Aquinas: Summa Theologica.  


c.  Cosmological Argument


d. Teleological Argument

8.  Martin Luther (1483-1546)      Skeptical of the role of reason in faith.   Reason in medieval 

      scholasticism has obscured the gospel of justification.

IV  The Enlightenment:  The Age of Reason
9. Blaise Pascal (1623-1662)

a. Pascal’s Wager

b. Argued for faith based on Christian experience of God’s love.

10. Joseph Butler (1692-1752)

· Against deists: faith is reasonable

11.  William Paley (1743-1805)

· Natural Theology (against deism)
· Watchmaker argument
IV.  Modern Apologetics.     (generally a response to Modernism or Postmodernism)   
12.  James Orr (1844-1913)  Early world view argument

13.  Cornelius Van Til    Presuppositional

14.  C. S. Lewis  


a. Reasonable Christianity


b. Trilemma


c. Evidentialist

15.  Unfortunately….   Young Earth Creationism.  Henry Morris.  The Genesis Flood.

16. Francis Schaeffer

17.  Alvin Plantinga   Fideism.   Rational arguments are not useful.
18.  Norman Geisler  Classical
19.  Josh McDowell, Paul Liddle   Cumulative Case/Evidential.

20.  William Lane Craig    Combines Classical, World View and Experiential

21.  Douglas Jacoby
Apologetic Strategies/Schools/Approaches

Bernard Ramm

1. Apologists who stress personal experience and grace as the foundation of belief.

       (Pascal, Kierkegaard, Rudolph Bultmann, Kark Barth, Paul Tillich)

2. Apologists who stress natural theology as the foundation of belief.
      (Thomas Aquinas, Tenant, William Lane Craig)

3. Apologists who stress the inspiration of the Bible as the foundation of belief.

      (Augustine, C. S. Lewis, McDowell)

John Oakes
A.  Defending the faith

History and Archaeology

How We Got the Bible (including response to form criticism, etc.)

Science

Contradictions in the Bible
B.  Create faith

World View

Prophecy

Miracles/Resurrection

Claims of Jesus

A. Classical Apologetics.    (William Lane Craig, Thomas Aquinas, Sproul, Norman Geisler, Stephen T. Davis, Richard Swinburne)
Starts by theistic proofs.   Logically, we must establish the existence of God.   Uses classical Aristotlean arguments.  After this we must show that the Christian God is that God.   Only much later do we worry about biblical inspiration, etc.

Ontological, cosmological, teleological and other rational arguments for God.

“Miracles cannot prove God.  Only God can prove miracles.”

The resurrection makes no sense unless we have already established God.

Q:  Who is best helped by this kind of evidence?   I do not know.  An atheist?  A pantheist?
B.  Evidential/Cumulative Case.   (Gary Habermass, Clark, Pinnock, Strobel, McDowell, CS Lewis)    (Justin Martyr, Jerome, )
Cumulative evidence for the inspiration of the Bible.   Downplays classical apologetics as of relatively little practical value to the average person.  Stresses prophecy, historical evidence, arguments for the miraculous and especially for the resurrection.


1. Evidentialism.   The one-step approach.    Ex.  Miracles can be proof of God, whereas Classical says we must establish God to make miracles possible.   Ecclectic.
Mainly historical and inductive arguments  (such as prophecies, miracles, logical arguments for the resurrection, etc.     Natural theology is only a small part of this method and it is not foundational.


2.  Cumulative case.   Does not rely on induction, but more on a kind of legal argument.   Lee Strobel, for example.   The evidence makes it the most reasonable conclusion.   Christian theosts are urging that Christianity makes better sense ofall the evidence available than does any other alternative worldview, whether this is some other theistic view or atheism.”

Q:  What kind of person will be helped by this kind of argument?

Answer:  Someone who already has at least a basis in theism

C. Presuppositional.

Starts by assuming/presupposing the basics of Christian theology as the starting point of apologetics.     Other world views are a filter which precludes rational proof of Christian Theism.  Seeks to show that this is the only paradigm which is consistent with reality.   The only rational system of thought is biblical theism.   We should present the biblical God not merely as the conclusion to an argument, but as the one who makes argument possible.    World View Apologetics.  Even unbelievers make arguments which only make sense without presupposing God.    All other world views are inadequate to explain evil, morality, the nature of physical reality, etc….
Revelational Presuppositionalism     Belief in triune God, as revealed in the Scriptures is the only way to explain the world.   Cornelius Van Til, John Frame.

Rational Presuppositionalism.   Uses law of non-contradiction.  All other world views are self-contradictory.         (Ronald Nash, Gordon Clark)

Systemic Consistincy Presuppositionalism    Can explain all facts and meet all needs.

Practical Presuppositionalism.      Francis Schaefer    Christianity is the only livable system of belief and world view.

Cornelius Van Til    Gordon Clark    Francis Schaeffer     Dr. Bob Kurka.
D. Reformed Epistemological.

Argues largely from experience.  The opposite of “evidentialist” apologetics.  Challenges the epistemological assumptions of Classical and evidential position.    It is “rational” to believe things without evidence.
Calvinists tend to take this view because they believe that faith is purely a gift and choice from God, not motivated from us.

Their main thrust is to defend faith which has already been given to the believer.  They would not use evidences in evangelism.

Kelly James Clark, Alvin Plantinga.

Note that Even William Lane Craig and Even Doug Jacoby have listed the legitimacy of Christian experience as “evidence” in recent debates.

Q:  Who will be helped by this?    My opinion:   more than any other.  Most believe for subjective, non –rational (not irrational) reasons.
E. Fideism.

Not really an apologetic.  The fideist says that to use apologetics is to demean God.  Faith which requires evidence is not faith.   Faith is surrender and acceptance.   Reason in not a supporter of faith but a perverter of faith.

Some say it is similar to Presuppositionalism, but it is not.
� Ibid., 14


� Justin, The Second Apology of Justin, 13, translation taken from Roger E. Olson, The Story of Christian Theology (InterVarsity Press, Downers Grove, Illinois, 1999)





