
Part 1: CSFNM Meeting, June 15, 2021
Notes prepared by David Broersma

Nuclear Strength Apologetics: A Practical Procedure for Defending the Christian Faith by

Dr. Jason Lisle (AIG Creation Library Series video, parts 1 and 2)

Notes of Video Slides (Part 1)

Worldview

-A worldview is a network of presuppositions, untested by natural science, and in 

light of which all experience is interpreted.

Secular Presuppositions Biblical Presuppositions

Prov. 1:7 “The fear of the LORD is the beginning of knowledge, But fools despise 

wisdom and instruction.” (NKJV) 

Col. 2:3 “in whom are hidden all the treasures of wisdom and knowledge.” (NKJV)

Col. 2:8 “Beware lest anyone cheat you through philosophy and empty deceit, 

according to the tradition of men, according to the basic principles of the 

world, and not according to Christ.” (NKJV) 

Rom. 1:18-19 “For the wrath of God is revealed from heaven against all 

ungodliness and unrighteousness of men, who suppress the truth in 

unrighteousness, because what may be known of God is manifest in them, for 

God has shown it to them.” (NKJV) 

-People need a challenge to their worldview… (not just evidence)

Preconditions

-Only the Bible provides the preconditions for the intelligibility of man’s 

experience and reasoning.

-If the Bible were not true, it would be impossible to prove anything.

God’s Word is foundational to Laws of Logic, Uniformity of Nature, 

and Absolute Morality

Secularism (evolution/atheism) has no foundation for these things…

Uniformity of Nature

-Operational science requires this presupposition.

-All technology is also based on this principle.

-The laws of nature are consistent over time and space. The future is similar to 

the past in this respect.

-God upholds the universe in a consistent way.

Gen. 8:22 ““While the earth remains, Seedtime and harvest, Cold and heat, Winter 

and summer, And day and night Shall not cease.”” (NKJV) 
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-An evolutionist has no basis for the uniformity of nature.

-He must assume it in practice, but he has no basis for it in principle.

-Every step you take presupposes the uniformity of nature.

Past | Present | Future

< God’s Knowledge >

Possible Responses

“Everybody knows that.”

“The inherent properties of matter cause it to behave in a uniform way.”

“Well, it always has.”

Can we say: “In the past, the future has been like the past…  [“Past” future]

Therefore... In the future, the future will be like the past?”  [“Future” future]

Secular presuppositions vs. Christian presuppositions

General Apologetics Procedure:

Apologetic Method

1. Present the Christian Worldview (Mark 16:15; Prov. 26:4)

2. Do an internal critique of the unbeliever’s worldview (Prov. 26:5; 2 Tim. 2:25)

2 Cor 10:5 “…casting down arguments and every high thing that exalts itself against 

the knowledge of God, bringing every thought into captivity to the obedience of 

Christ,” (NKJV) 

The A.I.P. Test

Look for three things when doing an internal critique of the unbeliever’s worldview

1. Arbitrariness

2. Inconsistency

3. Failure to provide the Preconditions of intelligibility

Evaluation of practical examples…

Expanding the Checklist…

(A) Arbitrariness

(I) Inconsistency

(P) Preconditions of Intelligibility
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Preconditions for Intelligibility (only make sense in a biblical worldview)

1. Laws of Logic

2. Uniformity of Nature

3. Absolute Morality

4. Reliability of Senses and Memory

5. Personal Dignity and Freedom

6. Rationality in Debate

Arbitrariness

1. Mere Opinion

2. Relativism

3. Prejudicial Conjecture

4. Unargued Philosophical Bias

Inconsistency

1. Logical fallacies

2. Reductio ad Absurdum

3. Behavioral Inconsistency

4. Presuppositional Tensions

Evaluation of practical examples…

Self-refutation

-All arguments against Christianity presuppose Christianity!

-Non-Christians argue that Christianity or Creation is irrational, unscientific, or 

immoral. In doing so, they demonstrate the truth of the Christian worldview.

Apologetic Success

-The success of your apologetic will be measured by your ability to see Christ in 

everything.

-But we must remember that our job is to make a defense. The Holy Spirit brings 

repentance.

The Place of Scientific Evidence

1. Show the consistency of the Christian worldview. It is faith affirming.

2. Show that evidence can be interpreted in multiple ways; it doesn’t “speak for 

itself.”

3. Show the inconsistency and arbitrariness of the non-Christian position.

4. As a lead-in to the Ultimate Proof of Creation. What worldview explains 

science?

Examples of the place of scientific evidence…

1 Corinthians 1:20 “Where is the wise? Where is the scribe? Where is the disputer of

this age? Has not God made foolish the wisdom of this world?” (NKJV) 
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Part 2: CSFNM Meeting August 17, 2021
Notes prepared by David Broersma

Nuclear Strength Apologetics: A Practical Procedure for Defending the Christian Faith 

by Dr. Jason Lisle (AIG Creation Library Series video, parts 1 and 2)

Notes of Video Slides [Part 2]

The Necessity of Presuppositional Apologetics (Transcendental approach)

Though we all have different areas of expertise and interest, the overall framework in

which we do apologetics must be effective and faithful to the Scriptures.

Therefore, we must use a Presuppositional apologetic in our defense of Christianity and

its particulars.

There is always room for improvement.

Presuppositional apologetics is a very powerful method for defending the Christian

faith. [If the Bible were not true, you could not prove anything at all.]

1. What Presuppositional apologetics is and is not.

-It is an apologetic method based on biblical authority which deals with 

presuppositions

-It is not merely the recognition that we all have presuppositions that control our 

interpretation of evidence.

-It is about the use of the transcendental argument, along with other techniques.

[The transcendental argument asks what things must be true in order for our 

experience and reasoning to be meaningful (i.e. to use laws of logic).]

-It is not overly philosophical

-It is broad ranging.

-It is not against the use of scientific and historical evidence.

-It is against the way evidence is often used. [There is no neutral approach to 

evidence; we cannot start with evidence since evidence requires a worldview 

to interpret it]

-It is not merely an apologetic against atheism. It will work on any non-biblical 

worldview.

-If we are concerned about giving a good defense of the faith, it is beneficial to 

have an apologetic that is effective against all possible criticisms. [Thus you do 

not need to know everything about everything.]

-It is a “big picture” way of defending the Christian Faith. [It gets to the heart of 

the issue fast.]
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-It is not a “shortcut” or an excuse to be academically lazy.

-It is worldview analysis.

-It is not dealing with isolated facts in a block-step fashion.

-It is not fideism –believing just for the sake of believing.

-It is an argument for the truth of the Christian worldview.

[“We know the Christian worldview is true because ”]

-It is the biblical argument for defending the faith. [Not one of several]

-It is absolutely irrefutable. [If God is for us who can be against us.]

2. The practical and biblical necessity of Presuppositional apologetics. Plus a critique of

evidentialism.

-Should we use a presuppositional approach? And, what is the alternative?

-The terminology is unfortunate:

-Presuppositionalists do use evidence.

-Evidentialists do have presuppositions.

-Presuppositionalists: the Bible is the ultimate standard –even when we are 

defending the Bible.

-The evidentialist says: 

“It’s all about what the evidence says.” 

“Follow the evidence where it leads.”

-But evidence does not “say” anything.

-It is not propositional truth.

-Many evidences confirm the Bible: [anticipate skeptics using rescuing devices]

1. Information arguments

2. Irreducible complexity

3. Age arguments

-Evidentialism appeals to the natural mind [you just need a little more evidence]

“The natural man through the use of right reason following the evidence will 

be led to Christianity.”

“Yes, your mind is capable of understanding the evidence and objectively 

drawing the right conclusions.”

“Yes, you’ve basically got the right idea –follow the evidence.  But the evidence 

supports evolution.”

Note:  1 Cor 1:20-21; 3:19-20; Eph 4:17-18, 20; 1 Cor 2:14, 5

-Presuppositional apologetics rests on the authority of Scripture, and 

acknowledges the depravity of the unregenerate mind.

-Review Probability arguments: (must be used properly)

-The evidentialist argues that the probability of various Christian propositions is 

very high –“It’s very likely that Jesus rose from the dead.” “The probability of a 

cell developing by chance is exceptionally low.”
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Four problems with probability arguments:

1. The probability you assign is determined by your worldview.

2. You have not actually proved anything.

3. It won’t necessarily lead to the right conclusion

3. What does the Bible teach about the probability of the Christian faith? 

Heb 10:22, Prov 22:21; Lk 1:4; Acts 2:36

-If it is only very likely that the Bible is true, then there is still some possibility 

that it is not!

-This would leave the unbeliever with some reason to doubt the biblical God.

Cf. Rom 1:20 –The unbeliever has no excuse…

Biblical examples of the need for presuppositional thinking:

-Eve was the first evidentialist (Gen 3:1…) –she should have reasoned 

presuppositionally (Cf. Mt 4, Jesus went right to the Word of God, Dt 8)

-God’s standard or man’s?

-The evidentialist attempts to show that the Bible is true, using another 

ultimate standard.

-But the Bible teaches that there is no other standard. (Prov 1:7; Col 2:3)

-If you could prove the Bible from another ultimate standard, then the Bible 

isn’t true!

-Essentially, the evidentialist attempts to show that the Bible is the ultimate 

authority, by starting from the assumption that it isn’t.

-Such an approach cannot possibly work. (Titus 1:9)

Circular Reasoning:

-Is it circular reasoning to stand on the Word of God to defend the Word of 

God? Is it fallacious?

-Some degree of circular reasoning is unavoidable when dealing with an 

ultimate standard.

-It is not fallacious –the conclusion does follow from the premise

-The unbeliever also must reason in a circle

-The Bible indicates that we must start with God in order to know anything 

(Prov 1:7)

-The unbeliever believes he is capable of determining truth apart from God; 

He’s already assumes the Bible is wrong.

-Even God uses circular reasoning –as ultimate standards must do 

(Heb 6:16; 13) 

–God is His own self-attesting authority

-Not all circles are equal –depends on what is ultimate –not arbitrary

-Not merely a “vicious” circle

-Any alleged ultimate standard has consequences. Only the Bible leads to 

the consequence the knowledge is possible.

-The Bible indicates that we must start with God’s instruction in order to 

know anything (Prov 1:7; Col 2:3)
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The Standard of standards

-Even the standards by which alleged ultimate standards are judged come 

from the Bible!

(A) Arbitrariness (1 Pet 3:15; Isa 1:18) –need for reason

(I) Inconsistency (James 1:8; 4:8; 2 Tim 2:13; Eph 5:1)

(P)Precondition (Prov 1:7; Col 2:3; 2:8)

4. Criticisms of the method –closing the loopholes.

Defending the faith -Before the Bible?

1. The argument is not that people must read or profess the Bible to have 

knowledge.  The argument is that the Bible must be true.

2. God has revealed Himself from the beginning.  God talked with Adam (Gen 

2:16-17).  From the beginning, people have known God (Gen 4:26).

The place of faith:

-If the biblical worldview is objectively provable, is there any room for faith?

-Faith is not fideism.  Faith is having confidence in something not perceived 

with the senses (Heb 11:1).

-All reasoning rests on a type of faith (e.g. laws of logic).

-The biblical worldview gives a reason for our faith.

-It’s not faith vs. reason.

-It’s because I have faith that I can reason.

-I believe so that I can understand. (Augustine)

-Reason rests on faith –We can reason because of God’s Word.

Other Objections:

1. Unbelievers do know things

2. Evidence does sometimes convince people.

3. What about other religions?

4. What if someone appeals to the unknown?

5. This is too difficult –too philosophical.
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