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Introduction 

The defense of the gospel – The discipline known as apologetics – has fallen on hard times in 

our generation. Most Christians think of it as a philosophical exercise rather than (as Paul saw it) 

a vital application of biblical doctrine. Some think it’s a discipline best relegated to the academic 

arena, handled only by specialists who have attained advanced degrees, as if it should be kept out 

of the hands of the laity or the or the life of the local church.1 This truly is a tragic reality. Due to 

this tragedy many believers are reluctant to engage in one on one evangelism for fear that they 

don’t have the philosophical whit or expertise to defend the hope that is within them (1 Peter 

3:15). Therefore, many believers eagerly and fervently study the writings of ‘Christian 

philosophers/apologists’ of today and of yesterday to gain an edge in the philosophical debates 

that take place in the so called “market place of ideas”. There is a sense in which this has led 

many believers to feel that the bible and its doctrines are just not logical, or rational enough for 

the unbeliever. The deity of Christ, the virgin birth, the resurrection, eternal life, sin, the cross, 

parting of the Red Sea etc. are things that the unbeliever will reject outright and count as 

foolishness if we use it as our starting point! Therefore, the temptation is to think, “we have to 

set the bible aside if we wish to win the world for Christ”. In other words, they purport that we 

have to start somewhere more logical and more rational to the human mind and reason. This 

concept is what some have called pre-evangelism.2 In other words, if we want to reach the 

debaters of this age with the gospel, we must first make our message palatable, logical and 

rational to their standards of truth and reasoning, and having done that, then we can proceed to 

                                                 
1 This statement is quoted from Clifford McManis’ book Biblical Apologetics. It is John MacArthur’s forward for 
the book. Clifford B. McManis, Biblical Apologetics: Advancing and Defending the Gospel of Christ (Bloomington, 
IN: Xlibris Publishing, 2012), 11. 
2 Ibid, 43.  
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tell them of our Lord Jesus Christ. At first glance, this paradigm or system3 of evangelism may 

seem logical, fair and even irrefutable. The truth is it has zero biblical basis. This very fact alone, 

I would argue, makes this paradigm suspect at best, and unbiblical at worst.  

I contend that the greatest fallacy of “traditional apologetics” is the failure to believe the 

raw and ugly truth about man, in his state of utter depravity as described in the Scriptures. 

Failure to believe and understand this leads to serious inconsistency between one’s creedal 

confession and one’s practices (i.e., methods). Note what Dr. George Zemek said about this 

tragedy, “The doctrines of grace have fallen on hard times. Even in circles where the sinfulness 

of sin and the sufficiencies of God, both for salvation and for sanctification, are professed 

theologically, methodological compromises are nullifying such seemingly hollow creedal 

affirmations.”4 There are many who fail/refuse to see the inconsistency between what they 

profess to believe about man and how they go about evangelizing man.  

 In order for ministry to be faithful ecclesiastically i.e., in the church and personally, there 

must be a congruity between what we believe/profess and what we do (i.e., our methods). This 

principle is critical for the discipline of apologetics. What we believe about man must be the 

footing and foundation upon which we build our methodological convictions.5  

 The subject matter begs the question, “is there a biblical prescription for apologetics?” 

there are some who purport that there is no biblical prescription, and that the question of 

methodology is annoying, distracting and periphery.6 Therefore, we are left to our own to figure 

                                                 
3 This paradigm is known as “Traditional Apologetics”.  
4 Dr. George Zemek, Doing God’s Business God’s way: A Biblical Theology of Ministry (Eugene, OR: Wipf and 
Stock Publishers, 2004), ix. 
5 Ibid., xi-xii.  
6 McManis, Biblical Apologetics, 31. 
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it out. Despite these claims, the bible actually does have much to say about our method of 

apologetics, by way of propositional truths and by way of example.  

In this course, we will be examining the topic of Apologetical Methodology. The goal of 

this course is to gain a general understanding of the discipline of Christian apologetics and to 

defend what we will call Biblical Apologetics. We always want to approach the bible as our final 

authority not only for our faith, but also our practice i.e., our methods. Notice what Clifford 

McManis says at this critical juncture, “Establishing a proper biblical methodology for 

apologetics is paramount, a “first-order question,” and the first necessary step for laying a solid 

foundation for successfully carrying out the apologetic task.  

 

THE SUBJECT OF APOLOGETICAL METHODOLOGY 

I. What does the word apologetic mean?  

a. Definition: The word apologetics comes from the Greek word apologia 

(ajpologiva). The basic meaning of the word is a speech of defense; a reply.  

i. The basic idea is to defend oneself, or one’s position or idea/belief. It is a 

legal term that was used in the Roman court. it had to do with a person 

who received an opportunity to defend himself concerning something.7 

b. Its uses in the Bible: The word is used eight times in the NT (Acts 22:1; 25:26; 1 

Cor 9:3; 2 Cor 7:11; Phil 1: 7, 16; 2 Tim 4:16; 1 Pet 3:15)  

i. From the data we can see that the word has three connotations:  

                                                 
7 BDAG, A Greek-English Lexicon of the New Testament and other Early Christian Literature (Chicago and 
London, The University of Chicago Press, 1979), 96. 



Apologetical Methodology 

 

JEAN PIERRE 4 
 

1. Formal (in the court of law, i.e., the legal realm) 

2. informal and evangelistic (both take place in the milieu of life) 

c. With this basic definition in mind, we are ready to add the concept of 

methodology it. The best definition for our purposes is found in Merriam 

Webster’s Dictionary. A method – is a way, technique, or process of or for doing 

something.8 

-From this definition we see that the emphasis of the word is the way that we go 

about doing something. It is having to do with the techniques, and the processes 

that we employ to achieve a certain end. Therefore, when we couple the word 

Apologetical with the word Methodology, we are dealing way in which we go 

about making a defense for the gospel. In essence, we are dealing with the 

question: “what techniques are we to employ when we are either, given an 

opportunity to defend the gospel? or called upon to make a defense for the 

gospel? What should the process look like? At this juncture, note McManis’ clear 

and succinct definition for Apologetical Methodology:  

Apologetical Methodology addresses the manner, methods, and even the 

starting point of how we go about defending the faith.9 

It is important to emphasize at this juncture the end for which we engage in 

apologetics. It is an eternal one. It s for the glory of God and the reconciliation of 

sinful man to the Almighty, holy and infinite God of the universe. For Paul says, 

of you and I that “we are ambassadors for Christ, as though God were making an 

                                                 
8 Merriam-Webster, Merriam Webster’s Collegiate Dictionary (Springfield, Massachusetts: Merriam Webster Inc. 
2004) eleventh edition, 781.  
9 Clifford McManis, Biblical Apologetics, 30.  



Apologetical Methodology 

 

JEAN PIERRE 5 
 

appeal through us; therefore, we beg men on behalf of Christ, to be reconciled to 

God. For He made Him who knew no sin to be sin on our behalf, so that we might 

become the righteousness of God in Him.”10 

This is a sobering call! Therefore, as Christ’s ambassadors, it behooves us to give our 

utmost care, diligence and attention to do, as Dr. Zemek so aptly put it: God’s business God’s 

way.11 

A SURVEY OF TRADITIONAL APOLOGETICS 

When it comes to the realm and discipline of “Christian” apologetics we can divide it into two 

separate categories. (1) Traditional Apologetics (2) and Biblical Apologetics.12 

I. Traditional Apologetics:  

a. General summary- generally speaking, the traditional approach to apologetics is 

axiopistic. Simply put, this approach seeks to defend the scriptures and the 

Christian world-view by means of non-biblical arguments.  

b. Various definitions proposed-13 

i. The function of Apologetics is to investigate, explicate and establish the 

grounds on which a theology – a science, or systematized knowledge of 

God – is possible.  

 Observation: (1) it assumes that we have the duty of proving 

why what we believe is ‘possible’ 

                                                 
10 Italics mine. See 2 Cor 5:20-21. 
11 Note what Kreeft and Tacelli say with regard to methodology: “An introduction to apologetics usually deals with 
methodology. We do not. We believe that nowadays second-order questions of method often distract attention from 
first-order questions of truth.” McManis, Biblical Apologetics, 31. 
12 Ibid., 29. For the sake of argument McManis lumps classical, evidential, cumulative, Reformed epistemology and 
presuppositional apologetics under the heading of ‘Traditional Apologetics’. I will follow suit for this course.   
13 Ibid., 32-35. 
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ii.  On the technical level apologetics is the defense and presentation of the 

truth of the Christian faith on intellectual and moral grounds. As such, it 

is the work of the theologians and philosophers. But on the everyday level 

apologetics is simply the matter of facing the questions of what we believe 

and why? 

 Observation: (1) this definition assumes that Christianity is 

defended on intellectual and moral grounds. (2) and that the 

work of apologetics is fitted for theologians and philosophers. 

(3) and that our faith is questioned on an everyday basis. 

iii. The science and art of defending Christianity’s truth claims.  

 Observation: (1) this definition assumes that apologetics is a 

science and art. (2) and that we are in the business of defending 

Christianity’s ‘truth claims’.  

iv. Christian Apologetics is the scientific vindication of the divine authority of 

the Christian religion.  

 Observation: (1) this definition assumes that in apologetics 

Christianity is to be defended/vindicated on scientific terms.  

v. Apologetics is that branch of Christian theology which answers the 

question, Is Christianity rationally defensible? 

 Observation: (1) this definition assumes that apologetics is a 

‘branch’ of Christian theology. (2) and that the purpose/work 

of this branch of theology is to prove that Christianity is 

‘rational’. 

vi. Apologetics is the vindication of the Christian philosophy of 

life…apologetics deals mostly with philosophy.  

 Observation: (1) this definition assumes that in apologetics we 

are defending our philosophy/way of living. (2) therefore, 

apologetics is primarily a philosophical endeavor.  
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vii. Apologetics is the reasoned defense of the Christian religion.  

 Observation: (1) this definition assumes that the goal of 

apologetics is to give a ‘reasoned’ defense of the Christian 

religion.14 

viii. Apologetics is the area of study purely devoted to the justification and 

defense of the Christian faith . . .  Our goal as apologists is not to prove 

Christianity, but to show that it is a credible religion . . . to clearly show 

the challenger that the basic truths of Christianity are possible, if not 

probable . . . Apologetics should be considered under the heading of pre-

evangelism . . . the student of apologetics . . . should be able to convey 

that Christianity is free from contradiction and that the doctrines therein 

are reasonable.  

 Observation: (1) this definition assumes that apologetics is a 

pre-work to evangelism (i.e., presenting the gospel). The goal 

therefore, is to prove to the unbeliever that the Christian faith is 

credible, possible, probable, free from contradiction and 

reasonable. (2) therefore, the Christian faith is on trial, and is 

guilty, until proven innocent. (3) until we prove the Christian 

faith innocent of contradiction and unreasonableness, we 

cannot proclaim the gospel of our Lord Jesus Christ.15 

ix. Apologetics is that branch of Christian theology that seeks to give a 

rational defense of Christian truth claims.  

 Observation: (1) This definition assumes that in apologetics 

our duty is to prove that the Christian faith is rational. 

  

                                                 
14 An important question to be asked of this definition is, who defines reason? And if there is an objective definition 
of reason, does the unbeliever possess the capacity to attain it apart from the Spirit working through His word? 
15 We must always be careful of a system that puts God on trial. God is holy and infinite! We are the guilty party 
worthy of His judgment. We are the guilty until justified by grace through faith in the finished work of Christ.  
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x. Apologetics means a justification, a vindication, a satisfactory 

explanation. Apologetics is the science of which explains and justifies the 

[Christian] religion as the true religion . . . Apologetics is a human science, 

for it draws its facts from history and philosophy (i.e., human sources) and 

develops its proofs by unaided human reason . . . Apologetics does not call 

upon Divine Revelation (as the divine science of theology does) for its 

fundamental proofs.   

 Observation: (1) This definition assumes that we have to give 

a satisfactory explanation for the Christian faith.16 (2) it is a 

human science drawing its truths and facts from history and 

philosophy, therefore, it is reasoning and rationale that is 

unaided by God’s word.  

c. Presuppositions undergirding this approach- 

i. Presuppositions concerning the nature of revelation: In Christian 

apologetics there is great debate over the categories of revelation.17 

Biblical apologists purport that there are only two categories of revelation. 

(1) General revelation18 and (2) Special revelation.19 Traditional 

Apologists add a third category labeled Natural Theology. It is argued that 

this third category is sufficient to lead someone to a true knowledge of 

God.  

1. Natural Theology – those who hold to this category maintain that it 

is possible for one to come to some true knowledge of God by way 

                                                 
16 Who defines what a “satisfactory” explanation is? 
17 When we speak of revelation we are speaking of the various means by which man is able to perceive and come to 
know God.  
18 General revelation also pertains to man’s conscience. His conscience testifies to him the moral nature of God, and 
His law. See Rom 2:14-16.  
19 This is the natural division of Ps 19:1-11. (vv. 1-6) pertain to General revelation. (vv. 7-11) pertain to Special 
revelation. See also Rom 1:19-21. 
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of nature, history and human personality. It is possible to construct 

a proper theology apart from the bible.20 

II. A BRIEF EXCURSES ON REVELATION 

When speaking of revelation, we are speaking of the means by which something is 

revealed. In the case of apologetics and theology we are dealing with the means by which 

God is revealed to man. Three categories of revelation will be considered.  

a. General Revelation: or universal revelation. This is revelation that all men are 

privy to beholding. It refers to those truths that people know about God in nature 

and in themselves apart from the bible.  

i. Its components-  

1. Creation (Ps 19:1-6; Acts 14:1-17; Rom 1:20-23, 10:18) 

a. It is external. It reveals the handiwork of Yahweh and His 

divine attributes.  

b. It is universal. Every language, place and people on the 

face of the earth are privy to beholding it.  

c. It is fallen (i.e., flawed by sin. See Rom 8:18-22). It tainted 

by the curse for sin.  

d. It is constant  

2. Conscience (Eccl 3:11; Rom 1:18-19; 2:14-15) 

a. It is internal. It reveals to man God’s moral standard.  

b. It is fallen (i.e., flawed by sin) 

c. It is constant (although, it could be silenced and dulled)  

                                                 
20 Millard J. Erickson, Christian Theology, third edition (Grand Rapids, MI: Baker Academic 2013), 129.  
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ii. Characteristics- 

1. It cannot save 

2. It is not propositional  

3. It can be understood  

i. Definition: General Revelation refers to those truths 

that people know about God in nature and in 

themselves apart from the bible.  

iii. Its Source- 

1. God (Gen 1-2, Ex. 20:11; 1 Chr 29:11; Jer 10:11-16; Isa 66:1-2; 

Jer 32:17; Acts 7:50) 

b. Special Revelation: or divine revelation. It is supernatural revelation given by 

God through selectively special means including prophecy and Scripture (the 

Bible).21 

i. Another definition proposed, is that it refers to God’s self-disclosure 

through signs and miracles, the utterances of prophets and apostles, and 

the deeds and words of Jesus Christ, whereby specific people at particular 

times and places gain further understanding of God’s character and a 

knowledge of His saving purposes in His Son.22 

1. Prior to the Fall man enjoyed a special unhindered and direct 

communion with God in the garden of Eden. As a result of the fall 

of man death reigned. That is man died spiritually and suffered 

                                                 
21 Clifford McManis, Biblical Apologetics, 143. 
 
22 Ibid., 167.  
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physical death. This is the reality of all who come into the earth. 

As a result of man’s tragic plight, the Lord intervened with Special 

Revelation. Although man was privy to General revelation, he 

suppressed that truth in unrighteousness and worshiped the 

creature rather than the creator, and was thus increasingly 

separated from God. Therefore, God intervened with mercy by 

Special Revelation. The most succinct treatment and overview of 

this phenomenon is Heb 1:1-3.  

ii. Its Components- 

1. The word of God (Ps 19:7-11; 2 Tim 3:16-17) 

a. Theocratic Covenants 

i. Noahic Covenant (Gen 9:8-17) 

ii. Abrahamic Covenant (Gen 12:1-9; 15; 17:1-14; 

22:15-19) 

iii. Sinaitic Covenant (Ex 19-24:8; Deut 4:15-20) 

iv. Priestly Covenant (Num 25:10-15) 

v. Davidic Covenant (2 Sam 7) 

vi. The New Covenant (Jer 31) 

b. Prophecy 

i. By foretelling and forthtelling 

2. Miracles (Ex 9:13-16; 14:13-18, 30-31 
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3. Christ (John 1:14, 16; Col 1:19; Heb 1:1-3). With the coming of 

Christ came the fullest source of special revelation ever imparted 

to the world.  

iii. Its Characteristics- 

1. It is propositional  

2. It can save (Gen 15:4-6; Ps 19:7-11; Rom 1:16; 1 Pet 1:23; James 

1:18; 2Tim 3:15-17; Prov 2:1-5; 1 Cor 15:1-11; Rom 10:14-17) 

3. It is unassailable and dynamic (Heb 4:12; Isa 55:6-11) 

4. It is sufficient 

iv. Its Source- 

1. God (2 Tim 3:15-17; Heb 1:1-3) 

-Note that this third category of Natural Theology is a man-made, unbiblical 

attempt to prove God’s existence independent of Scripture. Natural Theology is 

not the same as General Revelation, for, it seeks the aid of man-made 

philosophical, scientific, cosmological arguments etc. to prove the existence of 

God.  

c. Natural Theology: Natural theology is the attempt to attain an understanding of 

God and His relationship with the universe by means of rational reflection, 

without appealing to special revelation such as the self-revelation of God in Christ 

and in Scripture. 

d. Other proposed definitions: 

i. It is the practice of philosophically reflecting on the existence of God 

independent of real or apparent divine revelation or scripture.  
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ii. It is the favorite term in the 18th and 19th centuries designating the 

knowledge of God drawn from nature in distinction from the knowledge 

of God contained in revelation.23 

iii. Note Anselm’s defense of Natural theology: “nothing in Scripture should 

be urged on the authority of Scripture itself, but whatever the conclusion 

of independent investigation should…with common proofs and with 

simple argument, be briefly enforced by cogency of reason.”24 

 

iv. Its Components- 

1. Philosophical arguments/theistic arguments:  

a. Ontological- it is the study of being. It is the study and 

philosophy of the essential properties, nature and relations 

of being. (Anselm of Canterbury) 

b. Cosmological- is the branch of philosophy dealing with the 

origin and general structure of the universe, with its parts, 

elements, and laws, and especially with such of its 

characteristics as space, time, causality, and freedom. 

(probably Aristotle, and later reintroduced by Thomas 

Aquinas) 

c. Teleological- an a posteriori (prior observation/experience) 

argument for God’s existence based on the apparent design 

and purpose of the universe. (Socrates) 

                                                 
23 Ibid., 181-82.  
24 In this case, the basic framework and content for pre-evangelism would be natural theology.  
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d. Moral arguments 

e. Historical, Archeological and cosmological (astronomy) 

2. Laws of logic: laws of logic (Noncontradiction, Identity, The 

excluded middle) rules of inductive and Deductive Logic.  

a. It presupposes that culture has evolved. Man has graduated 

from paganism to science.  

b. Presupposition concerning the nature of man: as we will 

see later on in this course, this the greatest fallacy of 

traditional apologetics. In this approach the reasoning and 

thinking capacities are considered to be intact. Therefore, 

man, left to his own unaided reasonings is able to come to 

truth. If he is given a reasonable and satisfactory defense of 

the Christian faith he can, on his own, appraise the data and 

discern the truth.25 

v. Its Characteristics 

1. philosophical 

2. It cannot save 

3. Never warranted in scripture 

vi. Its source  

1. Man’s mind 

a. Presupposition concerning the source of intelligibility: the 

understanding here, is that, intelligibility and true 

                                                 
25 In order to support this truth there are some who purport that man is created morally neutral. This concept is 
known as tabula rasa, meaning “blank slate”. McManis, p. 600. 
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understanding of the world and of its creator can be 

attained apart from knowing God in a salvific way, i.e., 

apart form faith and repentance.   

b. Man’s fallen philosophical musings. Man’s unaided ability 

to reason and think through reasons for God’s existence.26 

existence, ranging from probable (Geisler), most plausible 

(Sproul) to certainty (Anslem).  

Application: 

 

A SURVEY AND DEFENSE OF BIBLICAL APOLOGETICS 

III. Biblical Apologetics: 

a. General Summary- biblical apologetics takes an autopistic approach to 

apologetics. The basic idea behind the word autopistic is, self-authenticating. This 

approach to apologetics is based on the understanding that the Scriptures i.e., 

God’s revelation to man, is self-authenticating, and, as such, is in no need of 

rational/logical non-biblical reasonings and arguments to defend its truth claims.27 

b. Various definitions proposed- 

i. It is the biblical mandate for every Christian to advance and defend the 

gospel of Jesus Christ as they live the Christian life, in the power of the 

                                                 
26 Note a key observation by Mcmanis concerning the goal of Natural Theology:  
“The goal of Natural theology is the attempt to discover a few ambiguous realities about God, usually the probability 
of His existence and His role as Creator. It is admitted that neither God as a person, nor His essence, can be gained 
through natural theology. Traditional apologists differ over natural theology’s efficacy in establishing the 
verifiability of God’s existence, ranging from probable (Geisler), most plausible (Sproul) to certainty (Anslem).”  
27 Essentially, this approach can be summarized as “to the bible, through the bible and back to the bible”. 
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Holy Spirit, by exposing and subjecting all contrary beliefs to Christ’s 

revelation as found in Scripture.28 

1. Observation: (1) this assumes that the mandate for apologetics is 

for every believer. (2) it assumes that the manner in which you live 

your life a critical part of your apologetic for the hope that is in 

you. (3) it assumes that Scripture is the means by which 

contrary/false beliefs are exposed, and that Scripture is the 

authority to which all ideologies are to be subjected.  

GENERAL BIBLICAL PRINCIPLES UNDERGIRDING BIBLICAL APOLOGETICS 

I. Scripture never defends or attempts to prove the existence of God, rather it assumes it. All 

who deny this fundamental truth are categorized biblically as fools and, or are foolish in their 

understanding and are suppressers of divine truth (Gen 1:1; Ps 14:1-3; 19:1-6; 53:1-3; Rom 

1:18-23). 

II. Scripture never affirms the premise that man’s rejection of God is a result of lack of proof, 

rather man’s denial and rejection of God is spoken of as the result of the noetic effects29 of 

the fall. Man rejects God because in mind he is hostile to and alienated from God.  (Gen 6:5; 

John 3:16-21; Jer 17:9-10; Rom 5:12-19 [there we learn how sin passed from Adam ‘the one’ 

to all men ‘the many’] 8:5-8; 1 Cor 2:14; Eph 2:1-3; 4:17-19; Col 1:21-23; Eccl 7:29)  

                                                 
28 Clifford McManis, Biblical Apologetics, 29. 
29 The word noetic comes from the Greek noun ‘nous’ nous meaning “mind”, and the verb form ‘noeo’ noevw 
which means to understand, perceive, discern. Therefore, the word noetic has to do with man’s ability to think, 
reason and discern. it pertains to the mind and heart of man. As result of the fall man’s ability to think and reason 
properly and come to truth was corrupted and stifled by sin that invaded man’s nature after the fall. All of man’s 
faculties were affected by the fall. Naturally therefore, man cannot come to divine truth unaided by the Holy Spirit 
working through His word.  
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III. Scripture never calls believers to proclaim the gospel on human terms, rather the gospel must 

be preached simply and clearly, i.e. Jesus Christ and Him crucified. (1 Cor 2:1-5) 

IV. Faith produces knowledge and understanding (Heb 11:1-3) 

 

 

  

 


