
Recently I have just finished reading a book titled the case for Christ. It is an incredibly 
interesting and informative book, but most importantly it is an evidenced based book. Basically 
Lee Strobel, who was an atheist at the time, examines the case for Jesus Christ. He initially plans 
a short study to disprove the credibility of Jesus Christ through a variety of subject areas. These 
areas are listed below:  
 

- eyewitness evidence,  
- documentary evidence 
- corroborating evidence 
- scientific evidence 
- rebuttal evidence 
- identity evidence 
- psychological evidence 
- profile evidence 
- fingerprint evidence 
- medical evidence 
- circumstantial evidence 
- evidence of the missing body of Jesus and appearances 

 
However the case quickly becomes more complicated than he expected. Instead of it being a 
quick fire study it takes Strobel 21 months to fully examine the case for Christ. He would work 
around the clock night and day studying the evidence, and travel at great lengths around the 
country to hear experts in each subject area.    
 
A few things that I think works in favour of Strobel’s study, is that he is not biased in any way 
towards Christianity. He works as an atheist skeptic and was clearly very biased towards 
disproving the case for Christ. This makes it even more powerful when he is forced to admit the 
evidence for Christ throughout the book.  
 
Also working in Strobel’s favour is his background career as a journalist and lawyer. It becomes 
clear throughout the book that he is only interested in one thing in his investigation: the 
evidence. He is not interested in bias, emotion, or philosophy but purely evidence. He really 
shows his skills as a journalist and lawyer by asking the tough questions throughout the book, 
often playing devil’s advocate at times.  
 
Probably the most advantageous aspect to the book is the testimony of scholarly experts in 
their field. Their testimony is based on many years of study and prestigious degrees, all 
presenting as best they can their interpretation of the evidence. Their scholarly experience only 
helps to add weight to the case for Christ.  
 
However every book has its criticisms. The case for Christ is criticised for obtaining scholars who 
are predominately Christian in faith, implying that they have a biased view towards Christianity 
and therefore provide subjective information. While I agree with this in part, I think there are 
two things to say about this. First, even if the scholars’ are biased towards Christianity, it is 



plausible that they have become biased due to the evidence for it. Second, not all of the 
scholars were brought up in the Christian faith and therefore their scholarly studies are 
arguably based on completely open minds to the evidence. 
  
You cannot just criticise this book and the evidence presented, without providing counter-
evidence. The people who disagree with the findings of the book must present evidence to 
counteract the interpretations of Strobel’s evidence. I am unaware of any such presentation.  
 
Towards the end of the book Strobel reminds the reader that “at the beginning I encouraged 
you to approach the evidence in this book as a fair and impartial juror as much as possible, 
drawing your conclusions based on the weight of the evidence. In the end the verdict is yours 
and yours alone. Nobody else can cast the ballot for you”1. Very true, it’s up to us in the end.  
 
Strobel even admits that this book is not a complete study. “On the other hand, maybe 
questions still linger for you. Perhaps I didn’t address the objection that’s uppermost in your 
mind. Fair enough. No single book can deal with every nuance. However, I trust that the 
amount of information reported in these pages will at least have convinced you to continue 
your investigation2”.  
 
Strobel then summarises his conclusion on his 21 month long investigation. “In light of the 
convincing facts I had learned during my investigation, in the face of this overwhelming 
avalanche of evidence in the case for Christ, the great irony was this: it would require much 
more faith for me to maintain my atheism than to trust in Jesus of Nazareth!3”  
 
Do your own research and see for yourself if there is compelling evidence for the case for 
Christ. And if you can’t read the book, you can watch the video documentary instead.  
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