Example of Krishna. 
Now it isn’t hard to sit around here and talk about the bible and have civil conversations, because we basically have the same foundation, we believe the word of God. 

However, If I asked you, WHY do you believe the bible is the word of God. And you responded, because I know, what I know, what I know, and I believe, what I believe. And the bible says it is the word of God!

What if I told you that the Koran says IT is the word of God, what would you say to that? Well, I know what I believe and that settles it… 

A preacher must be ready to convince the gainsayers. Tit 1:9  Holding fast the faithful word as he hath been taught, that he may be able by sound doctrine both to exhort and to convince the gainsayers.(Someone who loves to contradict, or deny truths)
Apologetics : from a Greek term, apologia is  a branch of theology that is concerned with proving the truth of Christianity, it has to do with giving an answer, or if you will, an excuse as to why you are doing what you do. It was a legal term used in a court room when a person stood and gave his defense, he was giving his apologia. See how opposite our understanding of apology is in English…in English an apology is admitting guilt, and seeking forgiveness, in the foundation of the term, it was a defense as to why I am right!
(Act 22:1)  Men, brethren, and fathers, hear ye my defence which I make now unto you.

In the above passage, his apology is the story of his conversion…this is the defense for what he has been doing! We think many times our apologetic approach has to be a complicated form of argumentation that outwits the Krishna, when in fact, it might be as simple as Paul’s defense. In fact in every account where Paul used apologetics it involved his explanation of his conversion. You can’t separate TRUE apologetics from a presentation of the Gospel message. 
(Act 25:15)  About whom, when I was at Jerusalem, the chief priests and the elders of the Jews informed me, desiring to have judgment against him. (Act 25:16)  To whom I answered, It is not the manner of the Romans to deliver any man to die, before that he which is accused have the accusers face to face, and have license to answer for himself concerning the crime laid against him.

(Act 26:1)  Then Agrippa said unto Paul, Thou art permitted to speak for thyself. Then Paul stretched forth the hand, and answered for himself: (Act 26:2)  I think myself happy, king Agrippa, because I shall answer for myself this day before thee touching all the things whereof I am accused of the Jews: 

(Act 26:24)  And as he thus spake for himself, Festus said with a loud voice, Paul, thou art beside thyself; much learning doth make thee mad.

(Php 1:7)  Even as it is meet for me to think this of you all, because I have you in my heart; inasmuch as both in my bonds, and in the defense and confirmation of the gospel, ye all are partakers of my grace.

(Php 1:17)  But the other of love, knowing that I am set for the defense of the gospel.

(2Ti 4:16)  At my first answer no man stood with me, but all men forsook me: I pray God that it may not be laid to their charge.

(2Ti 4:17)  Notwithstanding the Lord stood with me, and strengthened me; that by me the preaching might be fully known, and that all the Gentiles might hear: and I was delivered out of the mouth of the lion.

Now the Pinnacle verse: Here is the reason for Apologetics. 
1Pe 3:15  But sanctify (Separate, consecrate, set apart) the Lord God in your hearts: and be ready always to give an answer(apologia) to every man that asketh you a reason of the hope that is in you with meekness and fear:

1Pe 3:16  Having a good conscience; that, whereas they speak evil of you, as of evildoers, they may be ashamed that falsely accuse your good conversation in Christ.

Bill Bright Started with the four spiritual laws. 

He suggests that you never spend more than 4 ½ min. with each person, if they are not showing an interest, you move on to the next person who may be more interested. 

He is assuming that every one has the exact same starting point. That every one understands the things you already understand. This is a mistake. Not everyone starts with the same assumptions that you do.

We are not going to talk primarily about the Practice of Apologetics, but also the Theory. 

Here is the difference: Practice is what we do on the field. Baseball is an example.

Theory is what the sports writer talks about as he writes his articles. 

Meta-theory is above the theory, in the aspect that someone would be looking at the Sportswriter and evaluating what he is writing. 

We will spend some time on that this semester as well. 

You will hear the phrase “Presuppositional apologetics” from time to time. What we mean is that we Pre suppose or assume in advance,  the foundation for our excuse as to how we live and what we believe. We have a starting point. 

Now, don’t run out and pick up a book on Apologetics and begin to read it thinking that Christian apologetics all start at the same point either. 

Some one might be thinking, If you are starting with the presupposition, or you are presupposing that the bible is authoritative and that is where we are going to begin with our apologetics, what establishes the authority of our presupposition? 

This is the reigning thought among apologetic theologians today, and it is simply wrong. They say, We must start “out here” with something authoritative in order to prove the bible is authoritative, so we may argue what we believe once we have convinced the world that the bible is authoritative from an outside source of authority! That is ludicrous. However, it is what many do. Science is one of those outside sources. If science can prove where the world began, then we can take the authority of science and go to the bible and say, see, God did create the world in just 6 days, because science proves it, then we can believe it in the bible and now we can argue from the bible our apologetics.
What that does is cause us to bow the knee to an outside authority first, above the bible. 
[image: image1]
The Chart reveals the Aristotelian argument, or Aristotle’s approach use what is called the Cosmological argument for God’s existence. Thomas Aquinas uses this “natural” argument, this is the Roman Catholic apology, or method of proving God. 

Here is what Aristotle taught, Aquinas believed, and perpetuated in church history: Things in the world move. Something moves them. There are bands of heavens at different levels around the earth, each one moving. They in turn cause the things on the earth to move. 

The farthest band, is love, and thus, love makes the world go round. But Since God is love, that outer band is really God. It is an impersonal God, that is bent on pleasing himself. However, the highest form of love to Aristotle was thinking, and not just thinking, but thought about thinking. That is really what the outer heaven is composed of….

Now, if we start at the same foundation with Aristotle, and move up the chart, we eventually violate what Aristotle believed, because, you can’t have a God that is all about himself, thinking about individual souls on the earth. Particularly if God is really just Thoughts about thinking…the highest form of heaven…

Forget Aristotle, what if we are dealing with a Muslim, and we use this chart, we start with God, he argues, Allah…okay, we are still talking about the same God. Really? 

The Christian premise is that God is merciful. The Muslim will say that the Koran call Allah, the Merciful…

So if we stick the two names on the bottom of our pyramid, in the outset, we may appear to have the same starting point….but a quick exegesis of the Merciful Allah reveals that they are defining mercy different than us. 

Each time Allah is merciful, he is being merciful to faithful Muslims and those who do good works. How is that different than Our God’s mercy? We call that Justice, not mercy! 

We call mercy, is not just that we don’t get what we deserve, but we get the opposite of what we deserve.  If a man comes to your house and asks for a sandwich and you feed him, that is what the Muslim calls mercy. If that man came and Burned down your house and then you gave him a sandwich, THAT  is mercy. That is what God did for you! You did not deserve ANYTHING and you got it…so NO, you cannot start at the same spot and work up with a muslim… 

When we use apologetics we are defending the whole of the Bible. Even though we may speak on specific topics such as evolution, Abortion, etc. we have to have the presupposition that the ENTIRE bible is the word of God without mixture of error. 
We do not have a set of knowledge out here on one side that is religious knowledge, and over here secular, because we are told that the beginning of Knowledge is the fear of the Lord. IN other words, if you want to be a history  major, a math major, a science major, you will not know anything of the truth of any of those apart from knowing God and fearing him. 

(Col 2:3)  In whom are hid all the treasures of wisdom and knowledge.\

What happens to the man who suppresses the knowledge of God? Does he get smarter? The man who denies God and believes evolution and amasses degrees to himself, is he really wise, Listen to Paul: (Rom 1:18)  For the wrath of God is revealed from heaven against all ungodliness and unrighteousness of men, who hold the truth in unrighteousness; (Rom 1:19)  Because that which may be known of God is manifest in them; for God hath shewed it unto them. (Rom 1:20)  For the invisible things of him from the creation of the world are clearly seen, being understood by the things that are made, even his eternal power and Godhead; so that they are without excuse: (Rom 1:21)  Because that, when they knew God, they glorified him not as God, neither were thankful; but became vain in their imaginations, and their foolish heart was darkened (Rom 1:22)  Professing themselves to be wise, they became fools,
Every one of us know, Jesus taught it, If a man builds upon a ROCK he is considered what? If he builds on sand what is he? 
It should never be considered in this light: The lost man already has a good grasp on history, science philosophy now all we need to do is add Jesus to the mix and he will have it all. NO, the bible is explicit, repent, turn from the false understanding or you will be destroyed suddenly…

We don’t want to add a new deminsion to the lost man’s thinking, but give him a whole new way of thinking, a different world view. 

Now this means you need to have an understanding not only of the word of God, to handle it skillfully, but you need an understanding of the person you are speaking to…that he is totally depraved… you are not fanning a bit of ember trying to get a flame, you have a soaking wet hardened rock, that wouldn’t burn if it were dry. Thus it has to be changed into something that will burn!

Don’t think that your savvy arguments will always convince man. There are times your presentation of the gospel is solely for the purpose of confirming man in his own unbelief! It is God who will change a man’s thinking, not you! What was faulty about pauls argument to festus and felix, yet neither were converted. 

So why do so many, in the face of such evidence still reject God’s word as real? They are depraved in their thinking. (2Ti 2:23)  But foolish and unlearned questions avoid, knowing that they do gender strifes. (2Ti 2:24)  And the servant of the Lord must not strive; but be gentle unto all men, apt to teach, patient, (2Ti 2:25)  In meekness instructing those that oppose themselves; if God peradventure will give them repentance to the acknowledging of the truth; (2Ti 2:26)  And that they may recover themselves out of the snare of the devil, who are taken captive by him at his will.
So when someone says they have an open mind and will believe the truth when it is presented to them, they are saying that in total ignorance! In fact, Romans one declares that everything that is necessary for them to believe has been already revealed in creation alone! I mean to believe in God. 
It is proven clearly that lost men are not interested in coming to the truth, because it is seen in their rejection of Jesus Christ who was in effect the truth, the way and the life. Someone argues, but that is presupposition! Correct, but our presuppositionalist thinking also draws from logic seen through a careful analysis of the word. But there is no religion that does not have some presupposition! It usually starts though with theory, which is unprovable through creation. Ours is the opposite! It is clearly revealed through creation!

So it is not that their thinking is flawed, but rather their ability to think properly is flawed.

That is what happened in the Garden of Eden. Eve did not fail in her thinking, but she failed in HOW to think. Satan said you will not die and she did not say, “The fact is that God does not lie, and he said we will die, Therefore, Satan is wrong.” Rather she entertained the thought, “Well, what if God IS wrong, and I eat it then I will have this knowledge!” Her basis for her reasoning was wrong. She did not have the presuppositionalist thinking that “God would not lie, his word is final” Thus all mankind was thrust into the abyss of sin when Adam followed her train of thought. 

This is why we should not doubt God’s word. The evidential Apologist says, Look at all this evidence, it must be true. God says, no, in the day of Judgment, a stack of evidence is not what will be used, rather, my WORD will be used. End of Discussion!

Paul in the 9th chapter of Romans broaches a very tough theological issue, that God predestines all events. And the argument is posed, then if God has planned out all this, then we are not to blame! It is interesting to note, Paul does not say, well let me reason this out and see if I can give you a philosophical answer that will be loaded with evidence, no, rather he says “Nay but o man, who art thou that repliest against God?” Who do you think you are? There is no higher standard than God’s word. 

Ephesians 4 further clarifies the depravity of MIND: (Eph 4:17)  This I say therefore, and testify in the Lord, that ye henceforth walk not as other Gentiles walk, in the vanity of their mind,(Eph 4:18)  Having the understanding darkened, being alienated from the life of God through the ignorance that is in them, because of the blindness of their heart:(Eph 4:19)  Who being past feeling have given themselves over unto lasciviousness, to work all uncleanness with greediness.
This means in the clearest sense, that the lost man you are talking to, no matter how many degrees he has is totally depraved in this thinking, and is unable apart from supernatural influence exerted over his heart, through hearing the word, to understand your argument. That is one reason I am not a proponent of so called “debate” with lost men. Apology is another story however!
I mean, if I could see the resurrected saviour, may be then I would believe? What about Matthew 28, “(Mat 28:16)  Then the eleven disciples went away into Galilee, into a mountain where Jesus had appointed them.(Mat 28:17)  And when they saw him, they worshipped him: but some doubted.
One other thing we will study will be Epistemology, or the theory of Knowledge, or how do we logically get to where we are in our knowledge. 

God Exists





He is the Creator of all things.





He has revealed himself in the person of Jesus Christ
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