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 “Apologetics: Reformed Approach”
Past issues of these letters (230+ so far) may be read at http://livingtheology.com/letters.htm and I encourage you to catch up with them if you have not received earlier letters.  Other writings of mine (over 43 articles and 19 commentaries) are at http://LivingTheology.com and I pray they will be helpful. The author is solely responsible for the content of these letters and they do not represent any particular denomination. 
The last two letters briefly studied the classical and evidentialist methods of apologetics. Today we study the reformed approach. Some writers refer to this method as presuppositionalism but the term reformed apologetics is more inclusive. Presuppositionalism was developed by the Dutch-American Calvinist Cornelius Van Til. 

This approach is rooted in the theology of John Calvin although it would be anachronistic to describe him as a reformed apologist. Because of his understanding of the effect of sin on the mind (the noetic effects of sin), Calvin rejected any rationalistic apologetic. He wrote that “those who wish to prove to unbelievers that Scripture is the Word of God are acting foolishly, for only by faith can this be known” (Institutes, 1.8.13). Calvin taught that there were only two uses of evidential arguments for Christianity: one is that they can confirm the truth of Scripture to believers, and the second is that they can silence the critics of Scripture. 
A contributor to this technique was Abraham Kuyper, a Dutch Calvinist theologian, who stressed the importance of keeping two doctrines in balance: common grace and particular grace. Common grace is God’s grace in keeping non-Christian individuals and groups from becoming totally evil despite the total depravity of the human race. Total depravity is the concept that the fall in Eden resulted in mankind being affected by sin in every aspect of their being. It does not mean that mankind is as evil as possible because common grace generally keeps such a result from being rampant. Particular grace is the regeneration of individuals caused by God alone through the completed work of Jesus and the work of the Holy Spirit. Thus there are two kinds of people in the world: those who are spiritually dead and those who are spiritually alive (those changed, or born again, by particular grace). Kuyper named this regeneration and its effects “palingenesis”. Just as one cannot discuss anything with a physically dead person, one then cannot discuss spiritual matters with someone who is spiritually dead (1 Cor 2:14). The reformed apologist considers then that arguments cannot produce faith. The classical and evidentialist approaches consider that such arguments may prepare a mind for faith. 
Therefore a basic premise of reformed apologetics is that no argument alone can convert anyone. The Holy Spirit must regenerate a person so he can acknowledge the truth of the presentation by an apologist. This method seeks to prove Christianity by arguing from the impossibility of the contrary. Postmodernism should be viewed as the current form of unbelieving philosophy that is irrational.  Postmodernism was the reaction to the failure of the modernist era to find answers to all questions. I view the attitude of the modernist era as “gutter ball right” and postmodernism as “gutter ball left” in bowling analogy. Postmodernists reason that there is no absolute truth but all “truth” is relative to cultural development. They think that the highest form of tolerance is the acceptance of everyone’s individually perceived and subjective “truth” as “truth” even though there may be huge discrepancies between the “truths”. 

Gordon Clark makes deduction primary but not by using facts of nature or history. He uses Scripture as God’s truth as the solitary axiom leading to a coherent view of reality and morality. He particularly is critical of modern science, which he believes creates an irresolvable conflict between believing and unbelieving science. He is so extreme in this view that he writes “science can explain nothing” and “the laws of physics are false”. He is against the use of inductive arguments because such are used heavily in science. I believe that he has also thrown a “gutter ball” in his attitude toward science. Another apologist who will be discussed briefly later is David K. Clark and he does not hold such a radical view of science. 

Van Til considers deductivism and inductive use of facts inadequate. He uses transcendental reasoning with Christian theism as the foundation or presupposition. A transcendental argument attempts to show what are the necessary preconditions or presuppositions of all knowledge and Van Til uses Christian theism for that purpose. R. C. Sproul, John Gerstner, and Arthur Lindsley have written critically about presuppositionalism in their book: “Classical Apologetics”. Van Til also states that divine regeneration is required before anyone can believe the truths of Christianity. 
Herman Dooyeweerd (pronounced DOE-yuh-vair) further developed the methods of Kuyper and he states that the task of Christian philosophy is first to expose the inadequacy of non-Christian worldviews by showing that they have no explanation for human existence and second that the Christian worldview is the only one that is able to provide a foundation for knowledge and ethics. The creation by God provides meaning for all existence and Jesus Christ provides the solution for an existence with Holy God. 

Most people in this “camp” are “young-earthers”. They mostly believe that the image of God is in all people. They object to free-will defense because God is sovereign. Only the reality of God can lead to final judgment of what is evil. Modern scholars supporting reformed apologetics include Thomas Reid, Charles Hodge, Abraham Kuyper, Herman Dooyeweerd, Cornelius Van Til, Gordon H. Clark, and Alvin Plantinga. I strongly recommend the writings of Dr. Plantinga who warned against Christians fighting against Christians: “Since the Enlightenment, we Christians have had real enemies to fight and real battles to win; why then do we expend so much time and energy despising or fighting each other?” I have also written on this topic: “Christians Against Christians” at http://livingtheology.com/articles.htm. 
Since many apologists believe that final acceptance of the Christian faith requires unilateral Divine regeneration, a valid question is “Why should Christians evangelize and offer apologetic arguments?” Of course there are two answers to this question. The first is that the Bible commands us to do so. The second is a rational explanation that nobody knows whom God will regenerate and exactly how He will accomplish that purpose. Thus God may work through our witnessing and offering of apologetics to regenerate a person. No one is saved apart from the Gospel (1 Cor 1:21). This completes our brief look at three approaches to apologetics with two more to go. Many scholars and theologians have addressed our need to defend the faith and effective ways to do so. The question is “Are we prepared and willing?” We should always remember that God regenerated Saul into Paul and he was a fierce opponent of Christianity. Therefore we should never stop praying for salvation regardless of how evil a person seems. 
