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Modern assumptions clash with Paul’s historical methodology

Paul’s defense is universally touted as the paradigm for contemporary evangelism, yet his

actual principles are rarely adoptec
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Acts 17 provides a five-step framework for contemporary apologetics

A functional methodology extracted directly from Paul’s encounter with the Epicurean and Stoic philosophers.

T < Gospel Centrality:
; Proclaiming over proving.
Layer 5 § OvERpIOVING
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Effective evangelism requires dual mastery of
host culture and personal doctrine

As a leading Pharisee, Paul was deeply acquainted with Athenian traditions and his own faith.
Christians must possess an equally adequate understanding of their surrounding culture.

»| Apologetic Authority

Apologetic Authority

Christian Greek
Tradition Philosophy The critical foundation

Deep understanding Familiarity with Stoic | :ﬁql“.lgeld t(;. Zif}(liCtlvely Esact
of own doctrine & Epicurean traditions / €1d0I1S O €ns.
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Salient points of contact enable analogical application

Paul highlights specific intersections within his audience’s belief system, leveraging
deep doctrinal understanding to apply his beliefs analogically to theirs.

Athenian Doctrine Christian Doctrine
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Paul deliberately ignores hermeneutical ethics to subvert local concepts

He orchestrates a deliberate semantic swap, re-contextualizing their existing concepts to make room for his God.
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Proclaiming the gospel sometimes requires strategic and intentional offense

He knew his message was directly oppositional to his listeners, yet he delivered it to
present the absolute truth of the Christian gospel.

Strategic Offense

Purpose: Presenting absolute
truth, not preserving
philosophical comfort.
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The Christian message directly opposed the dominant Athenian philosophies

Paul possessed explicit awareness of the fundamental flaws in his audience’s dominating
worldviews and positioned his message strictly against them.

The Worldview Collision Matrix

The Epicureans The Stoics Paul’s Gospel |

7 — & :

Capriciousness Determinism Sovereign Grace & Truth |

Focus on randomness, chance, Focus on unyielding fate Direct opposition to both |
and pleasure-seeking. and rigid logical order. randomness and rigid fate.
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Gospel proclamation supersedes the need for epistemic justification

Paul assumed the validity of Christianity. He chose not to argue for the belief system’s
rational validity, presenting the message in a non-technical manner.

| Epistemic Justification
| Low Priority: Technical Rationality

The Gospel Message

High Priority: Proclamation
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The Contemporaryl Apologetic Engine

Acts 17 is not merely a historical account; it is a unified, deployable system for engaging modern cultures.
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Applying the Acts 17 paradigm to modern contexts

Evaluate your current methodology against Paul’s framework in Athens.

Hepmcatlic Gospel Centrality:

Cultural Literacy: Subversion:
What are the dominant What contemporary Wheye IS mogiern .
Epicurean and Stoic ‘unknown gods' can be ?P0|999t'93 over-investing
equivalents in modern strategically in epistemic justification at
western culture? re-contextualized for the expense of
the Christian gospel? non-technical

proclamation?
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