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The presuppositions are the starting truths or “affirmations” upon which different fields 
of knowledge and investigations are built.  What a wonderful truth it is!  But, the problem is that 
many ways are used today to promote what we call “The Truth”.  Besides, one man, one day, 
named Pontius Pilatus asked to Jesus: “What is the truth?” (John 18.38)  The question 
seemed to be asked as though he was saying: "Well, here we are, still another one who tells 
us to have “The” truth.  So, what should I think of this one?" 

 
However, something should be clear in our mind when we face two assertions which 

tell to be the truth while contradicting themselves.  In the first place, both assertions might be 
false.  Secondly, these two assertions might imply that one of them is true whereas the other is 
false.  But it is simply impossible that they be both true at the same time in the same sense.  It 
is simply the law of logic that requires it and we can make nothing against that. 

 
The Theory of Evolution is a good example to illustrate that several statements made 

for the same thing cannot be quite sincere.  It is simply impossible, besides, being against the 
reason strictly speaking.  The problem is that they are only sinking deeper into the distraction 
and error. 

 
It is so on the spiritual level.  There is what we call "radical Christians” who indeed want 

to hold the same language as the more conservative ones, but the problem is that the 
foundations of their arguments are always pressed on their presuppositions rather than to be 
pressed on sincere and credible researches and scholarship. 

 
The challenge of the apologist is more serious and sometimes even twice more painful.  

As long as he does not manage well this way of operating, it is extremely difficult for him to 
enter the debate with these unbelievers.  Therefore, the “trick” for the apologist, if any, is to 
defuse their presuppositions, putting them on display, and the rest is strongly smashed down 
in their camps. 

 
Here are some examples of these anti-Christian presuppositions which are a part of 

the arguments of these "radicals": 
 
1. The existence of a personal God is doubtful. 
2. The Bible is an ordinary book, no different from any other ancient book. 
3. All historical phenomena have to be explained naturalistically, and therefore 

miracles and supernatural events are not possible. 
 

From the moment we manage to bring to light these presuppositions which are of use 
to them as places of start, it is then much easier to handle the questions with them and 
especially to notice the evidence that their foundations are not the result of a strong 
scholarship.  The problem with this type of persons is that they do not reveal their 
presuppositions so as to be able to operate in the debates with a balance of power in front of 
their Christian opponents. 
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We could summarize in 15 groups the various presuppositional approaches. 
 

1. The fundamentalist approach.  We speak here about Christians who maintain a 
Conservative Theology.  If we base our presuppositions on the 5 Solas of the Reformation 
we shall thus say the following: 
A)   Sola Scriptura (Scriptures alone as the only authority for the faith and practice). 
B)   Sola Gracia (Grace alone as the basis for our salvation). 
C)   Sola Fide (Faith alone as the way to receive the offer of salvation). 
D)   Solus Christus (Christ alone as being the mediator between God and man). 
E)   Soli Deo Gloria (Only to God be all the glory). 

 
2. Evangelical.  They are those who could be compared to the fundamentalists.  But today 

(at least in North America), the very expression “evangelicals” becomes more and more 
suspicious and weird.  I prefer the term “conservative” because the other, “fundamentalist” 
is considered here (in America) as being the category of those who are the “Only King 
James Bible defenders”, not to say the fighters against all the other translations.  I know 
that it could be not the case in other parts of the world, but it is nevertheless the case here.  
Evangelicals regroup Baptists, Pentecostals, etc.  For this reason, the concept of being an 
“Evangelical” is quite a bit touchy here in North America.  I would prefer to use “Reformed” 
and “Conservative” in order to keep the 5 Solas of the Reformation intact.  We must add 
that when we use the term Reformed, we mean “Credo-baptists” and not “Paedo-baptists”.  
Usually, the former is called “Reformed Baptists” (as I am, by the way).  While I pastor an 
evangelical Baptist church, I prefer to be distinguished as being a “Reformed-Baptist”.1 

 
3. Neo-Evangelicals.  They appeared by the middle of the fifties.  As differences in their 

beliefs, they do not tend to believe in the historical Creation, the Flood of Noah, etc.  Thus, 
their presuppositions are: a) a fallible Bible, b) a theistic approach of evolution, c) the 
probability of salvation without Christ and d) many doubts about miracles recorded in the 
Bible.  Here in Canada, we would put the United Church of God in that camp. 

 
4. Radicals (wrongly termed Liberals).  They are those who reject totally and completely 

the orthodox or conservative positions.  Many Christians have fallen in this trap, 
unfortunately.  Their presuppositions are: a) rejection of all the tenets of Conservative 
Christianity, b) all religions eventually lead to salvation, c) everyone would eventually attain 
heaven, d) Bible is not the sole Word of God, e) Bible contains plenty of errors and 
primitive ideas, f) the record of Creation is a pure myth, while Evolution would be a fact 
and g) the Virgin birth of Christ, his Resurrection and Miracles are myths as well. 

 
5. Neo-Orthodox.  This group appears in protest to the dead theology of the radicals.  The 

best representative of the Neo-Orthodox theology is probably Karl Barth.  According to 
him, the Bible is not the Word of God.  Rather, it becomes the Word of God depending on 
the text we are reading.  Their presuppositions are: a) rejection of all fundamental tenets of 
Christianity, b) the possibility of the salvation to all (kind of universalism) without Christ. 

                                                 
1
 Reformed Baptists are very dedicated to the 5 Solas of the Reformation while being very conservative 
in their theology. 
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6. Christian Mystics.  It is a kind of deep research to find mystical ways to attain a higher 
level of spirituality.  We can find them in Roman Catholic as well as in the Protestant 
groups.  The presuppositions are: a) rejection of Sola Scriptura, b) rejection of doctrine and 
theology, c) elevation of the mystical experience to the level of revelation, d) salvation 
through mystical experience and e) spiritual joy through mystical experience. 

 
7. Christian Cults.  So many things could be said about this category, but it would suffice to 

say that they pretend to be Christians without believing what is really Christian-like.2  For 
example, Jehovah’s Witnesses and Mormons are among them.  Their presuppositions are 
many: a) Rejection of the Sola Scriptura with a strong conviction that their many books are 
equally inspired, b) rejection of salvation by grace through faith alone, c) rejection of the 
uniqueness of Jesus, d) rejection of normal hermeneutics, e) claim that they are the only 
true children of God and f) rejection of one or many biblical doctrines related to sin, 
salvation, grace, justification, hell, etc. 

 
I could summarize the rest of the 15 as being: 8) Christian occultists, 9) Non Christian 

cults, 10) New Age groups, 11) New Prajapati movement, 12) Occultic cults, 13) Secular cults, 
14) Rationalist groups and 15) Humanists.  All these groups are appreciably characterized by 
the same refusals whether it be the Word of God, the only grace which can save, Jesus who is 
the only mediator between God and man, the refusal of the fundamental doctrines of the 
historical Christianity, etc.  In other words, it is about a crowd of groups which reject all that 
God revealed in his Word. 

 
Fortunately, textbooks of the Indus School are based on strong presuppositions (the 5 

solas of the Reformation, for example).  However, it would be good to add some other 
presuppositions which characterize more exactly the foundations of the real and orthodox 
faith, according to Scriptures. 

1. The inspiration of the Writings.  The origin of the Bible is divine. 
2. The inerrancy of the Writings.  Their contents are free from error. 
3. The infallibility of the Writings.  The Bible is infallible in the sense that it cannot 

be knocked down by whatever it is with regard to its authority. 
4. The canonicity of the Writings.  The Bible consists of 66 books which are 

inspired by God and which were drafted by means of about 40 human authors who 
underwent a providential influence of the Holy Spirit in their writings. 

5. The revelation of the Writings.  Christ was God's ultimate revelation in the history 
of mankind.  To assure the perpetuation of its content, God gave us his Word so 
that we can possess within our hands God's written revelation. 

 

                                                 
2
 A very obvious “oxymoron” (a contradiction in terms). 
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Now, there are several branches in apologetics.  Several persons think that it is about a 
subject which treats only the Bible and the science.  It is totally false.  Apologetics is much 
wider than that.  It entails ramifications which extend in several domains.  Here are some. 
 
1.  The philosophic / theological apologetics 
 We could say that several attacks steered against Christianity are of philosophical nature. 

They can result from theistic philosophies (Islam, Buddhism, Taoism, etc.). They can also 
result from atheistic philosophies (rationalism, humanism, Marxism, etc.).  Again, they also 
result from occultic philosophies (animism, tantric philosophies, etc.).  And finally, there is 
what we call the non theistic philosophies.  What we mean by the latter is that there is no 
negation or assertion in the faith of God.  The philosophical apologists knew their beautiful 
days in the nineteenth and in the first part of the twentieth century. 

 
2. The Historical / legal apologetics 
 Because of archaeology and the many discoveries of the past, the attacks against 

Christianity strongly multiplied.  It is obvious that history and archaeology claimed to be 
able to stand strongly as the greatest enemies of Christianity, but the most recent 
discoveries tend to prove exactly the opposite.  In fact, the Bible is more and more 
confirmed by these two disciplines. 

 
3. Rational / scientific apologetics 
 It looks like for the last four centuries that science became almost the synonym for the truth 

par excellence.  This discipline drafts apologetics in the frame of science, evolution, 
astronomy, the difficulties of the Bible, etc.  Nowadays, creationism is one of the most 
advanced branches of the rational apologetics. 

 
We shall thus conclude by speaking about "multidisciplinary" apologetics.  The 

headways of knowledge are, in fact, responsible for all these new paths on which the 
apologists have to walk as on a very thin ice. 

 
I am simply going to enumerate them.  We speak about Christian ethics, the problem of 

evil and suffering, legal apologetic, relational apologetic, about the existence of God, about the 
miracles and the resurrection of Christ, the canon, the languages and about the text of the 
Bible strictly speaking.  In all these other disciplines we see an important and major addition in 
the study of apologetics.  This is so, because the fields of competence are so vast and 
practically infinite that the simple theological or philosophical studies cannot, to them only, 
thwart all the arguments directed against the Christian faith.  It is thus insured that we shall 
have more and more Christians who will have to specialize in different fields of study to 
answer better the multiple questions of people which would like to find, in Christianity, the truth 
which is so much sought; especially in Universities and Campuses.  Because it is necessary to 
say this.  The ultimate purpose of all these intellectual efforts is nothing else than a divine 
action which wants to lead man in the search for the truth. 
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A Critical analysis of this textbook 
 

As says the title of this textbook, the utility to establish presuppositions is always an 
important stage in the elaboration of a subject. 
 
 However, my critical analysis will be rather short because its author has accomplished 
a very good job to achieve his goals. 
 
 I appreciated very much his allusion to the “Consistency Test”.  Apologetics, being by 
its very definition a field whereby we try to defend the faith in the Bible, it becomes the most 
important to establish a strong display of coherence in our approach.  The author of this 
textbook has been very able to demonstrate two main goals.  First, if we want to maintain a 
sound logic in our discourse we must be coherent not to expose us to ridicule.  So many 
people, like liberals and modernists, are very good despisers of the Christian faith.  Just for 
that reason coherence and consistency are in order.  Second, the author had in mind not only 
the fact that we must be consistent, but that consistency have to be backed up by the Book we 
consider the most consistent, that is the Bible.  It is one thing to defend a subject on the basis 
of human logical consistency, but it is quite another one to be faithful to what God says. 
 
 For example, the example of the Theory of Evolution, while it could be presented by its 
defenders, it remains that it is not coherent against the backdrop of the Holy revelation of the 
Living God, who is the only and true source of what exists.  To make his point, the author 
elaborated a good strategy to prove that even that theory (Evolution) could be defended to a 
certain point by its proponents it remains that its manifold ramifications are not grounded in 
any valuable and reliable scientific way.  What is most important in all that is the fact that even 
those who do not believe necessarily in the revelation of God cannot absorb de facto the 
presuppositions of that theory.3 
 
 What I appreciated in the textbook is the many groups which approach the Bible with 
such a biased way of analysing things.  Many of them were clearly identified and we are able 
to notice the truth of these assertions.   
 
 A very powerful and useful point in this textbook has been to give to the readers a short 
description of who the different groups of opponents to the Bible are and what they believe 
concisely.  As a way of introduction to the field of apologetics it is very great to notice these 
explanations.  Having done that that way, the students of the next textbooks shall be able to 
find it much easier to understand the use of these terms. 
 

                                                 
3
 Of course, many will tell me that if it is the case with the Evolutionists, it is also true with the Christians, 
that is to say many Christians have never had the capacity to convince others of their approach as it is 
the case with the Evolutionists.  Granted.  However, the difference is this.  In the Theory of Evolution, 
the ground is that it should be recognized through a scientific process which is unfortunately not the 
case at all.  Moreover, in their approach, the basic tenets are that men, through the years, have been 
able to establish the truth of it.  The problem it shows is simply the following.  What it proves is precisely 
what the Bible affirms regarding the so-called “science” or the “knowledge” of man: it is foolishness to 
God (and even to much men).  On the other hand, what the Bible affirms is maybe not accepted by 
men, but it reveals again that God was true when He said many thousands years ago, through the 
inspired authors, that it would be the reaction of the majority, which is the rejection of its message; a 
thing that the Theory of Evolution has never been able to prophesy with such a precision and accuracy.  
Once again it is a good point for God. 
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 Lastly, it was a good thing to let us know some of the presuppositions of the Indus.  
However, I would suggest to improve the material with a bit more of other groups and their 
presuppositions.  We understand that Trinity is a School which operates in the midst of those 
philosophies in India.  But to the Western students, the notion of other groups would be a must 
in the study of this topic.  Many false presuppositions are rampant here too.  Probably some 
members of the faculty should be more focusing their researches in a wider sphere of 
expertise regarding the different presuppositions which circulate around the world.  And God 
knows they are manifold!  I see the task as being gigantic, but in the following years, many 
graduates of the School will probably be willing to help in that sense, depending on their 
capacity and availability. 
 

 

Personal comments on this second textbook: 
 
 Once again, what a delight it was to know better all the different aspects of apologetics.  
I would have never thought that so many things were included in the subject as such. 
 

Through this, I see that God has done many things to enlighten men in their search for 
the truth, but at the same time, we see how strong the Devil is working to veil these precious 
truths to men (truths as God, Christ, Grace, Faith, etc.).  May all of us be faithful, by the grace 
of God, to His glory. 


