
What Is Christianity 

Part 2 

by Rodney Shaw 

© Rodney Shaw 2007 

This article was originally printed in the September-October 2007 issue of the South Texas Vision. 

 

With so many denominations, how can one know his beliefs are authentic Christian beliefs? 

There are so many different understandings of Christianity, and many of these understandings 

are in direct conflict with other understandings. Accordingly, everyone’s view of Christianity 

cannot be consistent with New Testament Christianity. The Pentecostal movement is barely 100 

years old while other traditions can trace their historical roots more than 1,500 years. Does 

historical priority necessarily validate one’s views? How can one know his faith is valid? 

 

Apostolics can appeal to logic, the authority of Scripture, history, preference for the apostles’ 

teachings and practices, and experience. Let’s examine the first of these, logic. 

 

If ever there is a model for normative Christian experience, where would we expect to find the 

it? Logically, the model rests in the teachings of Christ and in the lives of His earliest disciples as 

they carried out His direct commands. If there is no model, what is Christianity, and who gets to 

make this determination? If there is a model, then on what authority can we change it? If history 

were truncated and all the intervening years between the first century and today were omitted, 

would our Christianity be consistent with first century Christianity, and on what basis? To what 

degree can we change the model and still have authentic Christianity? If Christianity evolves, 

does it always improve? If the current, prevailing view of Christianity is the correct view, does 



this render past reforms meaningless? If past reforms, like the Protestant Reformation, were a 

step in the right direction, does not this demonstrate that views inconsistent with the New 

Testament existed and prevailed? We are left with several choices: 

 

1. The apostles’ Christianity was incomplete and some later understanding of Christianity was 

more complete. The apostles’ understanding was sufficient for them, but a fuller understanding 

was developed over time. Not only so, but since the fuller understanding has been attained, the 

miraculous dimension of the apostles’ faith is no longer to be expected in lieu of the fuller 

understanding. This view requires that equal confidence and authority be given to others in 

history as are given to the apostles. Accordingly, it erodes the authority of the New Testament. 

This view fails logically, because if the apostles’ teaching and practices were incomplete, in what 

way could they be authoritative? Further, what were the guiding principles that directed later 

change and who had the authority to oversee such change? 

 

2. Today’s understanding of Christianity is complete, or at least accurate, having been recovered 

after a period of error. Christianity started out complete, but was refined through the creeds and 

ecumenical councils. At some later point, the prevailing views of the church veered from true 

Christian doctrine, but through a series of reforms, true doctrine has been restored. Accordingly, 

we have the authority of the historic Christian church—through the creeds, councils and 

reforms—that guarantees authentic Christianity.  

 

This view also fails logically, for its authority rests in past reforms, not in the earliest Christianity 

of the apostles. Not only so, but most reforms attempt to restore positions that were formulated 



centuries after the apostles’ death and do not truly attempt to restore apostolic teaching and 

practice. Further, how do we know that more reforms are not needed in order to restore us to true 

New Testament Christianity? Many ideas in the various reforms truly were a step back toward 

the New Testament. However, it is the New Testament that gives authority to the reforms. The 

reforms do not have inherent authority. Of course, there are numerous understandings of 

Christianity, so this brings us full circle back to our original dilemma: How do we know which 

one is accurate? 

 

3. The apostles’ Christianity was complete, and therefore all modifications are a departure from 

true Christianity. Apostolic doctrine and practice are the model. Accordingly, preference is given 

to the apostles’ doctrine and practice. This is the only true pattern. It is this pattern, as recorded 

in the New Testament, that is normative, and we should seek to emulate this pattern in both 

doctrine and practice. This view is logically the most sound, and this is the view of modern 

Apostolics. 

 


