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Week 6 | Apologetics II 
 

Class Outline 

 

 Presuppositions 

 The Point of Contact  

 The “Indirect” Method of 

Conversation   

 Borrowing Christian Capital 

 

We concluded last week reasoning these few points:  

 

1. [Unbelief] There is a knowledge of God that leads to condemnation and also a law written 

on hearts that leads to condemnation, and these are what all people, by nature, have within 

them. 

2. [Belief] There is a knowledge of God that leads to eternal life and also a law written on 

hearts that leads to eternal life, and these are what God’s chosen people have within them. 

This is the law given to those called out of the world.  

3. Thus, either you are a Christian or you are not. There is no in-between. There is no middle 

“neutral” ground to stand on.   

 

Truth: All people are in relationship with the Triune 

“personal” God.  

 

 

The Creator-Creature Distinction: Unbelievers are 

still God’s creatures, even though they deny him.  

 

 

“And the Word became flesh and dwelt 

among us, and we have seen his glory, glory 

as of the only Son from the Father, full of 

grace and truth” (1:14).  

 

 

The Challenge: If theirs is such a different 

relationship than my relationship with God, how do I 

connect with the non-Christian?  
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Presuppositions 

 

All people have commitments about how they relate to God. It involves a faith commitment which is 

deeply moral. It’s a set of assumptions that you believe about where you start and its relation to where 

you end. And because presuppositions have a moral dimension, they are deeply religious. Thus, our 

presuppositions take precedence over all others statements and actions/behavior.  

 

Example: An unbeliever says to you, “People can do whatever they want with another person as 

long as there is consent.” 

 

Q: How would this statement be lived out relationally in the real world? 

 

 

 Non-Christians ultimately stand on the wrong presuppositions to correctly interpret the world 

we all live in.  

 

 The Triune personal God is the true presupposition for all of life.  

 

 As for unbelievers, they actually have the truth (knowledge of God) but they hold it incorrectly.  

 

 The Pen Illustration 

 

 

 

The Point of Contact 

 

 The Point of Contact is God’s Revelation: God continues to reveal himself to believers and 

unbelievers alike and it is so strong that is gets through.  

 

 To some extent when we talk to an unbeliever they already know God. That person knows his 

divinity, that is, his attributes as the real God. But we must be careful in how we do this. We are 

created people, living in God’s world, eating the food he’s given us, breathing the air that God 

has given us, but the unbeliever walks around in a world made by God and as a creature made 

by God, but he denies this is true and tries to live as though it weren’t. 

 

Q: Why would we need to be careful in how we do this?  
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The “Indirect” Method of Conversation   

 

In this process, we want to strive to be fully aware of how the entire Christian system fits together, and 

why we say that we know what we know to be true, because otherwise the non-Christian will call us on 

it. But, at the same time, we need to press the non-Christian to be more self-consciously aware of how 

his non-Christian system fits together and make him be consistent with it. Simply put, we are trying to 

get them to live consistently with their principles (presuppositions). 

  

How do we do this? 

 

Two basic sub-approaches to covenant apologetics: 

 

1) INTERNAL CRITIQUE: Based on their own assumptions we try to show that they can’t make 

sense of their own positions. This is the first thing we ought to think about. How does this 

un-believing position self-destruct based on his or her own assumptions? This is called an 

internal critique. Every unbelieving position is, by definition, false. It will self-destruct 

somewhere. We know that going in, so we don’t have to be intimidated.   

 

2) EXTERNAL CRITIQUE: Ask the person to come over to our side to show them that Christianity 

alone makes sense of the facts. Ask them to see how Christianity will apply to the questions 

they are asking. This is an approach that applies gospel pressure to the opponent’s position. 

We don’t try to prove Christianity, but instead show that Christianity alone makes sense of 

the facts. 

 

 “I know that you believe murder to be wrong, so I’m not denying that you know that to be true. 

I’m asking you to account for how you know that to be true.” 

 

 Dr. William Edgar says “[we are] moving onto the ground of an unbelieving person in order to 

uncover the inner dynamics of his or her worldview. The purpose is to help the person see how 

that position cannot provide the crucial answers for the human predicament. Strategies that 

seek to unmask the inner dynamics of someone’s belief system may range from direct 

confrontation to gentle appeal, depending on the kind of resistance to the gospel that our 

interlocutor may have.” 

 

 Since the Christian position is true, then however consistently an unbeliever may appear to be 

living out his or her position, it cannot hold together. Somewhere there is a flaw, because we do 

in fact live in God’s world. 
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Borrowing Christian Capital 

 

What we are trying to do is show how the unbeliever’s starting position (worldview) cannot account for 

the conclusions he draws unless he borrows from the Christian worldview. 

 

When engaging in these kinds of conversations: 

 

1) Adopt the other person’s worldview for the sake of argument (Remember, the other person has 

religious commitments as well). 

 

2) Give his worldview a test drive and try to determine where you will end up if you follow his 

instructions faithfully. 

 

3) When you arrive at an odd destination, point it out, and invite the person to reconsider his 

starting point (or, as Van Til would say, bring him over to your own worldview and show him 

how he’s borrowed Christian capital). 

 

 

 


