WHAT IS APOLOGETICS?

1 Peter 3:13-16

God speaks to the nature and necessity of apologetics

I. The Encouragement 
vv. 13-14
· Be zealous not fearful

· All they can do is mock you . . . or kill you

· You will be blessed

II.
The Preparation   
v. 15a

· Reverence for Christ as Lord in your heart

III.
The Assignment    
v. 15b
· Be prepared to give an answer avpologi,an
IV.
The Attitude    
v. 15c (16a)
· Gentleness

· Respectfulness
V.
The Basis

v. 16
· Good conscience

· Good behavior

APOLOGETIC METHOD IN APPLICATION


Some Practical Considerations

I.
Apologetics Defined:

"In apologetics the believer in Christ seeks to answer first for himself and like‑minded believers and second for non‑believers, questions about the credibility or veracity of the Christian faith."  

Stanley Obitts.

II.
The Basic Purposes

A.
To the believer: The main task is to strengthen faith 

1.
This is the first task of apologetics.

2.
As we try to think Christianly about our world, we will encounter serious questions about the credibility of our faith.  These questions must not be dismissed.  

a. Faith is emotionally based

b. Christianity is limited to Sunday

c. Christianity is not up to real testing

d. It is a sin to doubt

1)
Intellectual -- New information

2) Emotional -- New pain

3) Willful -- refusal to receive what I (should) know

e. Insensitivity to issues other folk wrestle with

f. Sloth

3.
The believer's circle

B.
To unbelievers:  Apologetics in relation to evangelism 

1.
Always keep the demand for decision before the person.

a. Avoid irrelevancies

b. If Christianity is true, it demands total commitment

2.
The purpose is not to argue the person into faith.  Only the Spirit gives illumination to darkened minds of unbelievers.  But the Spirit often uses human means to accomplish this end.

a. Reason is not sufficient cause for faith

b. Faith is a whole person involvement

c. Note the "one anothers" in the Bible

3.
The ability to answer every question is neither possible nor crucial.  Much more important is

a. willingness to examine

b. the confidence that Christianity will not only survive, but thrive under honest examination.

4.
Remember the three fold definition of faith:

a. Notitia
b. Assensus
c. Fiducia
III.
The tasks of apologetics, especially as related to unbelievers.

1.
To break down intellectual road blocks to faith.

2.
To present positive foundations for the veracity of Christianity's truth claims.

3.
To demonstrate the inadequacies of other world views.

4.
To correct distortions of Christianity.

IV.
The method presented graphically:

The light of God's Word as made real to me and in me by the Holy Spirit focused on the unique person to whom I am witnessing.
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REMEMBER:  The heart of the method is answering personal questions concerning the credibility or veracity of Christianity (I Pet. 3:15)


APPLYING THE COMBINATIONAL METHOD

These are the basic steps in applying the combinational method in a real situation:

1.  In the course of conversation, present a truth claim which is specific to the person and the situation.  This will not usually be the existence of the triune God of the Bible in so many words though this will be behind what you are saying.  More often it will be the gospel, a sub‑point of the gospel or with Christians, a biblical truth.  Important at this point is the clarification of what the other person believes and the differences between the two positions.  It is vital that this be presented in a personally relevant way which keeps the demand for decision before the person throughout the whole process.  

2.  In response to this truth claim the person has a question.  (if there is no question, then you go on.  To raise them would be a hindrance rather than a help).  The combinational technique focuses on answering questions (I Peter 3:15).  The key is to get to the really significant questions.  These are decisive questions which enable one to decide between differing truth claims.  This is where I let the four tasks of apologetics guide me to decisive questions.  I am looking for questions which are true road blocks to faith, which are sincerely seeking warrant for faith, which will give me a chance to expose inadequacies of other world views or distortions of Christianity.  This process requires sensitive listening and reflective questions.  Lack of sympathy will often abort the process.

3.  As the conversation progresses, the next step is to discover and establish common ground.  This is more than just a starting point for conversation.  It is data which will be used to verify or falsify truth claims.  Conversational common ground may be turned into apologetic common ground if one works at it.  For example the with the football addict Saturday's Shriner game may move into apologetic common ground by asking why he feels compassion for useless kids or why so much time, effort and money should be put into kids who will never make much of a contribution.  Keep in mind the basic categories of common ground:  facts (history, science, personal experience), personal existence (why am I such a neat person?), rational categories (non‑contradiction, causality, etc.), ethical categories (rightness, compassion, etc.), aesthetical categories (beauty, etc.).  These will guide your thinking as you look for apologetic common ground.  Remember, we are looking for things the person already knows to be true and feels strongly about which can be used to decide between Christianity and something else.

4.  Mixed with #3 is the quest to establish and use tests of truth.  The three basic tests are fact fitting, consistency and viability.  The specific test of truth will be specific to the truth claim, the question, and the common ground.  For example let's say the truth claim is the uniqueness of Jesus Christ, the question is what evidence is there for that, with the answer focusing on the resurrection.  The test of truth may focus on fact fitting.  But you may also bring in viability as well -‑ it gives ground for one's hope of personal immortality.

The point is that the philosophical outline we have discussed gives direction and goals for each step of the methodological process.  Of course these four steps are not usually discreet.  One question raises a new truth claim, common ground may raise a new question, etc.  The goals are still the same: use what is personally relevant to the person to give sufficient warrant for a faith commitment to the gospel.  With prayer and the Holy Spirit's help, this will help some come to faith and others to strengthen their faith.

