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ememberﬂthat Boaland Iowman use
the label ‘*Reﬁormed Apelogetlcs to
rinclude not only'the
Priesuppositionalism of‘Van Til, etial= but
also the Reformed Epistemology.
f"A‘Ivm Plantlnga .

¥ \ "/

Whatycan confuse the Iabe;llng further is

]

that the contemporary Presuwpposmonallst

therwise re egnlze as Cornellus Vani il
requ1 posmonqllsm however qualified
eymight con smlgr Scott'sfv‘ersmn to be.

~Apologetics for what onejwould l
S
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and Reason
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“What lihope to
accompllsh in this book-is
tq set out (what has been
called) a presuppositional
approach'to‘apologetics.

.. I will try to make the
case for retiring the label
presuppositional and
adoptlng the label

covden,antalf

"What this book will dojis
translate the language,
concepts and ideas set

fo'rth in Van Til's Reformed
apologetlc into language,

terms, and concepts that
are more accessible. ...

K Scott @Ilphmt

K Scott @Ilphlnt
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"Ithope to translate much
of what is meantin Van
liil's own writings from

tI[1e|r often phllosophlcal

and technical contextsito
a/more basic biblical and
theological context."

K. Scott Oliphint, Covenantal Apologetics: Principles &
Practice in Defense of the Faith (Wheaton: Crossway, 2013), f’

25-26, emphasisiin original] ' f i :==

A
A

I

-G av’ralog‘.i'ng
ologe’rlc
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John Calvint® | Herman Dooyewéerd
(1509-1564) (1894-1977)

)

#Aecording © Boal/ B@'wman
Fa/th Has Its Reasons ‘

BRIANK. MORLEY

MA' P P LN G

APOLOGETICS

COMPARING CONTEMPQRARY APPROACHES

3% Brian“\K. Morley
A%
4
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Accondinghto Brian K. Morley
Wiapping Apolegetics

wPrestippesitionalism -
APBLOGEITIEY

l-‘ e -

| \ y |
-

Cornellus Van Til John Frame

£ere953198m) .
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Influences

John Calvin Abraham’ Kuyper
(1509-1564) (1837-1920)
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Abralmm I\uvpcr
MODERN CALVINIST, CHRISTIAN DEMOCRAT
D. BRATT

MARK A. NoLI

CRAIG G. BARTHOLOMEW

s

CONTOURS
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John Calvin 3 Abraham Kuyper Herman Bavinck Geerhardus Vos
(1509-1564) (1837-1920) (1854-1921) (186281949)

[D¥HThT Vollenheven
kleo2-1978)

. DOOYEWEERD

and the

| Amsterdam

' Philosophy

§ Ronald_H'N‘” : §986-2006)
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[

John Calvin Abraham Kuyper Herman Bavinck Geerhardus Vos
(1509-1564) (1837-1920) (1854-1921) (186281949)

Th>Vollenheve VEeWeerdz = Hendrik Gerhardus Stoker
92- 1978). _ 4§I89Z5 (1899-1993)

JERUSALEM
and ATHENS

CRITICAL DISCUSSIONS ON
THE PHILOSOPHY AND
APOLOGETICS OF
CORNELIUS VAN TIL

Hendrik Gerlyardus Stoker
(1899-1993)
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John Calvin & Abraham Kuyper Herman Bavinck Geerhard Vos
(1509-1564) (1837-1920) (1854-1921) (186281949)

DF TR Vollenheve VEeWeerdz ‘" Hendrik Gerk!ardus Stoker
Gleo2-1978) R 594~ (1899-1993)

DEinceton
Predecessors
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Archibald Alexander Charlesiglodge "Archibald®Alexarder Hodge
(1&g ) 79718 (1823?886)

)

Benjamin Breck;ﬁidge Warfield J. GreshamfMachen
(185171921) (1881-1937)

Princeton
Seminary

in American Religion
and Culture

- Moeoerhead

James H. Moorhead
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Moorheadlzecounts the controversy
at Princetenrthat lead to Machen
resigningfis faculty position (along
with others) to found a new seminary
in PhiladelphiaggWestminster
TheologicalgSeminary.

faculty@were invited to.remain her
WESE major secession I Gres E]
Mac n; Robert Dick Vyson and|
O‘gvald'Al'lls saw/the'change asithe
finst step towarnd.the destructlon @{F
Old PPrinceton andiresigneditolform
the nucleus of W tm-mster
iheological Semlnary_.wh_ ichlfopened
its'doors'in'the'fall'of1929 in the
greater Philadelphia area. They were
also joined by Cornelius Van Til, whe
had just been offered a position at
Princeton but turned it down to
go to Westminster."

James H . Moorh ead [Mames H. Moorhead, Princeton Seminary in American

iReligion and Culture (Grand Rapids: William B. Eerdmaipss
20j12), 368]
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PASTOR-TEACHERS i

PRINCETON.

J. Gresham Machen

J. Grestjam Machen
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The termiReformed’ refers to that

"branchrotestantism whose

theologic'al development followed
the contours of the thinking of

John CaIVin (1509-1564).

‘Reformedgis . sometimes used in
distinction'to other traditions
withiniProtestantism whose
theological development followed

the contoursiofithe thinking of
Martinyutheg§l483-1546).

10/2/2025
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In case o’t? ‘I as not noticed, the
terms ‘appleaches’ and ‘methods’
are oftenw'sed as a synonym for
the term ‘'systems' regarding
ApologetickSy;stems.

Roots of
ﬂppr*oach

18



Thomas Reid
(1710-1796)

David Hume

A TREATISE
OF HUMAN
NATURE

Analytical Index by
L. A. SELBY-BIGGE

Second Edition
with text revised and notes by

P. H. NIDDITCH

10/2/2025

INQUIRY

INTO

THE HUMAN MIND.

ON THE PEINCIPLES OF

COMMON SENSE.

By
THOMAS REID, D,D.
OF MORAL FHILOSGPRY 1N THE UNIVERAIFY 0

PROFESSON OF GLASGOW

The inspiration of the Almighty giveth them understanding—Jub,

LONDON:

PRINTED FOR THOMAS TEGG, CHEAPSIDE;

Gy AND J. ROBINSON ; G. OFFOR ; AND J. EVANS AND €0.: ALSO,

R GRIFFIN AND €O, GLASGOW; AND J. CUMMING, DUBLIN.

1823,

i
David Hume
(1711-1776)

<
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ENQUIRIES

CONCERNING
HUMAN UNDERSTANDING
AND CONCERNING THE
PRINCIPLES OF MORALS

Reprinted from the
1777 edition
with Introduction and
Analytical Index by
L. A. Selby-Bigge

THIRD EDITION

with text revised
and notes by

P. H. Nidditch

o

OPEN UNIVERSITY SET BOOK

Thomas Reid
(1710-1796)

a8

i

David Hume

(1711-1776)
Ezs

g;g

David Hume
(1711-1776)

: .
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Kenneth D. Boa
& Robert M. Bowman Jr.

EREid |dent|f|ed',the
faulty prmmp
underlying Hume S
philosophy as
rationalism—the
belief that all
kn@WIedge ha'd'to be
Juistifiedlby reason 1o

eason :/n5

Faltingaglts Reasons} Roberit: [Mlu B%m an

21



fault‘y prln(:lple

philosophy as

sReid |dent|f|edJ the l I
underlying Hume S

rationalism—the

belief that all
kn@WIedge had fo

fault‘y prln(:lple

philosophy as

be

iReid |dent|f|edJ the l I
underlying I!Iume 'S

rationalism—the

belief that all
kneowledge had fo
Jjustified by r'eason

be
Ol

At best, this definition of
‘rationalism' as a principle of a
philosophy can be misleading.

Used for a particular
philosophical position, the
label ‘rationalism’ refers to the
view that reason (in contrast
to the senses) is the primary
or sole means of knowing
truths about reality.

Rationalism regards
knowledge as fundamentally a
priori, meaning prior to or
apart from sensory (empirical)
experience.

No text of philosophy with
which | am familiar which
covers the labels of the
various philosophical
positions has ever defined
‘rationalism' as Boa and
Bowman have here.

10/2/2025
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tReidlidentifiedithe
faulﬂ/ prﬁmp’le‘

underlying Hume S
philosophy as
rationalism—the
belief that all
kn@WIedge ha'd'to

/7

cReidlidentifiedithe
faulﬂ/ prﬁmp’le‘

underlying Hume S
philosophy as
rationalism—the
belief that all
kn@WIedge had'to

/7

10/2/2025

What is more, with the
exception of mysticism and to
some extent fideism, all
systems seek to be rational,
coherent, and without
contradiction by the careful
employment of reasoning,
including Reid himself.

Despite all this, Boa and
Bowman are spot on in
bringing up Thomas Reid as
the start of the modern roots
of the Reformed approach
(i.e., Presuppositionalism).

Van Til saw his system as,
among other things, a
corrective to what began to
happen at Princeton
Seminary.

23



gReidlidentifiedithe
N
faulty prlnC|pIe
underlymg Hume S
philosophy as
rationalism—the
belief that all

kncawledge had tosbe

10/2/2025

The conventional view is
that the main Princeton
theologian, Charles Hodge,
was influenced by Thomas
Reid and his "Scottish
Common Sense Realism."

| F
SEES Hj;dg

7978 1!8178)
”)—».- Y “\ ’
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AN
INQUIRY
THE HUMAN MIND.

COMMON SENSE.

BnY

THOMAS REID, D.D.

PROFESSON OF MORAL PHILOSGPUY 1N THE UNIVEUAIFY OF GLASGOW

The inspiration of the Almighty giveth them understanding—Jub,

Thomas Reid LONDON:
PRINTED FOR THOMAS TEGG, CHEAPSIDE;
(1 71 0_1 796) G AND J. ROBINSON | G. OFFOR ; AND J, EVANS AND €O.2 ALSO,

R GRIFFIN AND €O, GLASGOW; AND J. CUMMING, DUBLIN.

1823,

"If there \arelcertainiprinciples, as
thlnk therelarewhichithe
constitutioniofiouznaturelleads
us tolbelieveXandiwhichiwelare
underlalnecessityitoltakelfor
grantedlinithe concerns
of lifefjwithoutibeing tolgive

a reasonifor then*i —theselare

Scottish Common
Sense Realism

25
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» that the main Princeton
faulty pr|r‘1‘C|p.Ie theologian, Charles Hodge,
unde_rlylng Hume's was influenced by Thomas

philosophy as Reid and his "Scottish
rationalism—the Common Sense Realism."

belief that all Hodge's "drift" was
kn@Iedge had,tobe characterized by Van Til as
j by r'eason o7 “less consistent Calvinism."

Reid |dent|f|edJ the I I | The conventional view is

fauli‘:&z prlr).(:lple

underlying” Hume S

phllOS(?phy S The main point of contention

rationalism—the had to do with how Hodge, in
belief that all the first chapter of his
knewledge had fobe Systematic Theology,

UStIer by ,-eason Of understood the role of reason
in light of the effects

of the Fall.

point of contact" in doing
apologetics with the
unbeliever.

S RE) |dent|f|edJ the I I The issue concerned "the

26
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| would be remiss, however,
if | did not mention a relatively
recent challenge to this
Underlymg Hume S conventional view that Charles
philosophy as Hodge was, indeed, influenced
rationalism—the by Thomas Reid's Scottish
belief that a” Common Sense Realism.

kn@wledge had ' 0sbe
dtby 5eason, Ol
. reasongmg.

Fo RD BY Joun D. Wo

“R1ght Reason

and the

Princeton Mind

==

AN UNORTHODOX PROPOSAL

Paur Kjoss HELSETH
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The l‘e‘ acy of Van Til
endur@s primarily in the
reformed camp of

American @hnst:an

10/2/2025
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The [€gacy of Van Til
endur primarily in the
reformed camp of

Americank€hristian
evangelicalism.

The [€gacy of Van Til
enduresprimarily in the
reformed camp of

Americank€hristian
evangelicalism.

10/2/2025

e

One should note a
particular meaning
attached to the terms
‘evangelical® and
‘evangelicalism® in Van
Til's writings.

In its' contemporary
American usage, an
evangelical is a
conservative, Protestant
Christian holding to the
doctrine of Biblical
authority, if not also
inerrancy, together with
affirming the primacy of
evangelism.

29
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Van Til uses the term to
endurgs primarily in the refer to those otherwise
reformed camp of conservative Protestants

Americanl@hristian who have decidedly
evangelicalism. moved away from

Calvinism (as Van Til
understands it) together
with what that Calvinism

entails regarding the
underlying principles of
one's apologetic method-

The Ie‘gacy of Van Til

The legacy of Van Til
endu@sﬁ)rimarily in the
reformed camp of

capjChristian

30
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Greg Bahnsen CorneliughVan Til

John Frame

31
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James White

Eli Ayala

An apologetics podcast that covers issues of apologetics, theology and Philosophy. hﬁ‘v

10/2/2025
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Th’eugh the label
‘Presuppesitionalism’ most often
brings§to'mind the thinking of
Cornelius Van Til, there is also
anothenrwversion of
Presupposm in the thinking

/

Carl F. H. Henry
" (1913- 2003}

34
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ﬁpposfrlonallsm
, 0F

The ‘presupposition’ in the name
Presuppgesitionalism does not mean
that the¥method merely identifies
and analyzes presuppositions.

-

35
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Presuppositionalism from

Clq.ssical Apologetics.

-

This w"‘ uld not distinguish

Instead, Vahglil sought to point out
the prestippositions that make
intelligibility possible.

36



IN DEFENSE OF
THE FAITH

VOLUME 1

R

A SURVEY OF
CHRISTIAN
EPISTEMOLOGY

A TS

Cornelius VanTil

Professor of Apologetics
Westminster Theological Seminary
Philadelphin, Pa.

» “We'must'seekito
2 determine'what
b Ypresuppositions

arelnecessaryito
| anyiobjectiof:

knowledgeiin
order‘thatiittmay.
berintelligible
tolus’=

[IniDefenselofithelFaith, \Vols I3 AiSunvey of
ChristiantEpistemologys p:20i]

10/2/2025

37



In Vang@lilts estimation, the
methodolegyfof Presuppositionalism

was necessitated by Reformed

theology, particularly the doctrines
of the sovereigntydef God and the
total deprayitydeftiie:human race.

10/2/2025

E DEFENSE OF ‘
HE FAITH |

H

TH
i:

L

CORNELIUS

VanTliL
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A
ofiapologeticsEe
alrefusallto
grantithat'any’area’or
aspect of reality, any
fact or any law of
nature or of history

(2 @I ik
i]ﬂ

Van Til.denied that there was a
commoeniground between the
believer’amd unbeliever on which a
neutral argument for the truth of
Christianitygcould be built.

39
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lﬁd that to assume an
intellectualfcommon ground between
the believier and unbeliever from

which the believer could launch into
a rational argument for God's
existencegiside}acto to deny the
God'ofiChristianity.

H-
CORNELIUS

VanTliL

40
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ginghthis

basicipresupposition

withfrespectitorhimself
as the final referenc‘e

pomt in predication, the

natural man may accgpt
thektheisticiproofsias

fully; He¥may,

construct such proofs.

He l@é const‘n.lcted Stich

roefs

c Iways a god who 5
something other thanithe

[CornelitsiVansiihelDefenselofithelfzaithy 4’3‘ dR(Bhillipsblrg: P&R,

: ﬂ@im\
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IN DEFENSE OF

THE FAITH
ig A SURVEY OF
| CHRISTIAN
| EPISTEMOLOGY

Cornelius VanTil
Professor of Apologetics
Westminster Theological Seminary
Philadelphin, Pa.

zltlisicertainlyitruelthat
if God has any,
'significancelforiany,
objectiofiknowledgelat

tolthatlobjectiof!
S knowledgelmustibe

takeniinto
consideration.fromithe
outset. Itisithisifact.that
theltranscendental
methodiseeksito
recognize’s

[In:Pefenselof the' Faith, Vol A Sunveyiof:
ChristiantEpistemology: p. 201]

10/2/2025
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Van Tillimsisted that one must
presuppoeserthe Triune God and the
ChristiangScriptures together with
the "Creator-creature” distinction
before anyjsenselcan be made

JERUSALEM
and ATHENS

CRITICAL DISCUSSIONS ON
THE PHILOSOPHY AND
APOLOGETICS OF
CORNELIUS VAN TIL

43
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or; knowmg or actlng E such

without first introducing the
Ct{eat'or—creature distinction, we
arelstuink. As Christians we must
notiallow that even such a thing
as| enumeratlon (o]7 countlng can

pgeauppos:tlon of thetruth @?

what ‘we are told inkScr

["Response by C. Van Til [to Herman Doyeweerd'
Cornelius Van Til and the Transcendental Critique of
Theoretical Thought' in Jerusalem and Athens:
Critical Discussions on the Philosophy and
Apologetics of Cornelius Van Til (Phillipsburg:
Presbyterian and Reformed, 1971), 91]

PROLEGOMENA AND THE DOCTRINES OF

REvELATION, ScrRIPTURE, AND Gobp

AN INTRODUCTION TO

SYSTEMATIC
THEOLOGY

SECOND EDITION

CORNELIUS

VaN'TiL

EpitTep BY Wirriam EpcAR

44
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gHumanlknowledge

coherence with the
Godhead; our
knowledge rests

Phlll|psbur m ubhshlng &)}

JERUSALEM
and ATHENS

CRITICAL DISCUSSIONS ON
THE PHILOSOPHY AND
APOLOGETICS OF
CORNELIUS VAN TIL

45
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*As! Christians we must|
notrallow/that'even'such
:althing as enumerationfon
counting can be
accounted for except!
upon . the presupposition
of truth of what we are
told!in Scripture’about
tthejtriune;God asithe
Creatorfand Redeemer:

of'the'world:*
["Response by Cornelius Van Til to Herman
Dooyeweerd, 'Cornelius Van Til and the
Transcendental Critique of Theoretical Thou
Jerusalem and Athens: Critical Discussions on the
Philosophy and Apologetics of Cornelius Van Til

(Phillipsburg: Presbyterian and Reformed, 1971),
91, emphasis in original]

Another wayato say this is that the
presuppesition of the Triune God
and the Chlistian Scriptures are the
necessary pre-conditions of
knowledgejorjtoiuse Greg
Bahnsen's wolkdsithelnecessary pre-
conditionsyoffintelligibility.

46



"This is, in the last
analysis, the question as to
what are one's ultimate
presuppositions. When
man became a sinner he
made of himself instead of
God the ultimate or final
reference point.

"And it is precisely this
presupposition, as it
controls without exception
all forms of non-Christian
philosophy, that must be
brought into question. ...

10/2/2025
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“In not challenging this
basic presupposition with
respect to himself as the
final reference point in
predication the natural man
may accept the 'theistic
proofs’ as fully valid.

“He may construct such
proofs. He has constructed
such proofs. But the god
whose existence he proves
to himself in this way is
always a god who is
something other than the
self-contained ontological
trinity of Scripture.”

[The Defense of the Faith (Phillipsburg: Presbyterian and Reformed
Publishing, 1979), 77]

10/2/2025
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OCTRINES OF

AN INTRODUCTION TO

SYSTEMATIC
THEOLOGY

CORNELIUS

VaN'TiL

EpitTep BY Wirriam EpcAR

gumaniknowledge]
ultimatelydrests

coherence with the
Godhead; our
knowledge rests

presupposvitnion ¥

%m‘frﬂ],ﬂmdiﬁ@ﬁ;mm%
I lfolSystematic}

Vo : nd
F’hllh sbur PER [P ubllshlng -
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Sometimeskthe Presuppositionalist
will retedto his method as a
transcen@ental argument because
the presupposition of the Triune God
and the ChristiangScriptures are
“transcendentallyfinecessary” for

JERUSALEM
and ATHENS

CRITICAL DISCUSSIONS ON
THE PHILOSOPHY AND
APOLOGETICS OF
CORNELIUS VAN TIL

50
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&Mhelonlysproofdofithe
Christian'position"is]
ithat unless its truth’is}
presupposed thereis
no possibility of
‘proving'anythinglatiall;
The actual;statelof;
affairs as preached!by,
Christianityis|the:
‘necessarnyifoundation
of ‘proof’ itself.”

["My Credo" in Jerusalem and Athens: Critical
Discussions on the Philosophy and Apologetics of
Cornelius Van Til (Phillipsburg: Presbyterian and
Reformed, 1971), 21]

For Y togbe transcendentally
for X means (in this
context) that'in order to know X, you
have to posit, or assume, or
presuppose Y.

51
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To illustratelthe notion of something
being trampseendentally necessary,
the Classical apologist would affirm
that logic is transcendentally

necessaryjtonrthere to be any
knewiledgelat all.

Vanjliilhargues that the
presupposition of God is
transcendentally necessary to know
any‘fact of reality truly.

-

52



10/2/2025

WHY | BELIEVE IN

“Often enough we [who
believe.in"God] have
talkediwith'you [who

do not believe in God]

about facts and sound

reasons as though we
agreed withjlyou on

whatithese really are.

53
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“In‘our'arguments for
the existence of God
we'haveifrequently
assumed that you and
we together have an
area of knowledge on
which wejagree.

“But'we'really do not
grantithat'you see any
factinfany/dimension
of life truly. We really
think you have colored
glasses on your nose

when you talkiabout
chickensiand cows, as
well as when.you talk

about the life
hereafter.”

[Why I Believe in God (PhiladelphiaiWestminster
Theological Seminary, n.d.); 9]
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TaHeE DEEENSE OF

‘ i \""ff
| | 2
TueE FaiTH ,

CORNELIUS
VA N TI L ABCornnglivs Van Til
EpiTep sy K. Scort OripHINT . e

“Tihe) ofithe
Universermust
in, to
‘God."The"object of
knowledge is not
interpreted truly if though
brought into relation with
the human mmd lt is not

ARresbyteriani
¥ Kﬁcott@llphmt,
A(RhillipSburgARSRH 2-@081),
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AN INTRODUCTION TO

SYSTEMATIC
THEOLOGY

CORNELIUS

EpitTep BY Wirriam EpcAR

YEorthelhtman
iminditoyknow;

any fact truly,
it must

[AnkintrodlctionitolSystematic Theol@gy
F’r@legomena and {thelDoCtne'S; ofr.‘m'latl@n;-

Serfeiie, el €, 27 cal. (Philfpsfourgs
ﬂ]
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TaHeE DEEENSE OF

Tue FaiTH

CORNELIUS

VanTliL

presented as
that light in
terms of which

anyipropositions
aboutianyfact

I receivess

 Wimeaning §5
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gWithoutithe
of the'truth of
Christian theism
no fact can be

fromianyio

JERUSALEM
and ATHENS

CRITICAL DISCUSSIONS ON
THE PHILOSOPHY AND
APOLOGETICS OF
CORNELIUS VAN TIL

Connglivus Van Til

58



“If\we allow thatione
lintelligent'wordcan'be
spoken about being ok
knowing or acting as
such; without first
introducing,the Creaton-
creature distinction; we
are sunk:

“As Christians'we must
notfallow/that'evenisuch
althing as enumerationlor;
counting can be
accounted for except]
upon;the presupposition
of truth of what we are
told in Scripturetabout
the triune God as the
Creator and'Redeemer:
of'the'world:*
["Response by Cornelius Van Til to Herman
Dooyeweerd, 'Cornelius Van Til and the
Transcendental Critique of Theoretical Thought™ in
Jerusalem and Athens: Critical Discussions on the
Philosophy and Apologetics of Cornelius Van Til

(Phillipsburg: Presbyterian and Reformed, 1971),
91, emphasis in original]

10/2/2025
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and of deep penetration werel
pointing out that ‘logic' and.
‘factiicanhave no intelligiblel

irelation tolone another unless

ittbe uponthe presuppos:tlon:

of: the truth' of:.the.'s

["Response by Cornelius Van Til to Herman
Dooyeweerd, 'Cornelius Van Til and the
Transcendental Critique of Theoretical Thought™ in
Jerusalem and Athens: Critical Discussions on the
Philosophy and Apologetics of Cornelius Van Til
(Phillipsburg: Presbyterian and Reformed, 1971),
92-93]

_lééétiéé,' and.in\pa '.tlc-:ulé'f-'

‘Reformed apologetics, is not
really transcendental in it
'method unless it says at t
outset of its dialogue with
non:believers, thatthe
Christian position:mus
accepted on the au h"

presuppo‘ tiony f':human
predicationlin'any, field

["Response by Cornelius Van Til to Herman
Dooyeweerd, 'Cornelius Van Til and the
Transcendental Critique of Theoretical Thought™ in
Jerusalem and Athens: Critical Discussions on the
Philosophy and Apologetics of Cornelius Van Til
(Phillipsburg: Presbyterian and Reformed, 1971),
98, emphasis in original]
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“libelievelthatia
Christian'apologist
must place himself for
'argument's sake upon
the position of the non=
believer'and pointiout:
ito'him thatthelhasito

presupposeltheltruthlof;
ithelChristianiposition
levenitolopposeliti:

['Response by Cornelius Van Til to Herman
Dooyeweerd, 'Cornelius Van Til and the
Transcendental Critique of Theoretical Thought™ in
Jerusalem and Athens: Critical Discussions on the
Philosophy and Apologetics of Cornelius Van Til
(Phillipsburg: Presbyterian and Reformed, 1971),
98]

10/2/2025

61



