A NEW METHODOLOGY (outline)
Introduction: There has always been a tension in Christendom concerning methodology.  Some say:

-(Confrontive methodology is wrong and perhaps even dangerous(
-"it does not honour God or call people to faith in Jesus Christ"

-sets one side against the other, each publicly humiliates the other, builds walls; thus dialogue is best.

-dialogue=exercise where 2 sides discuss in atmosphere of cordiality & mutual understanding, & build a consensus
A REDEFINITION OF DIALOGUE
-Paul used (Dialogue(=(Dialegomai(=(to think different things, ponder, and then dispute(
-not to learn from others, and compromise; this would merely bring about syncretism

-Acts 17:2-4 In Thessalonica (reasoned, explained, proved, proclaimed, persuaded). 

-Paul proved, marshalled arguments, provided evidence, & engaged in argument. 

-Not aggressive arguments, comes if you run out of ideas (i.e. S.C.), let(s not be guilty of that.

-Paul(s intent was not that his hearers were converted, but were persuaded (Acts 17:4). 

-Do we use this definition of dialogue in our work here?
-must preach Christ crucified, & stand firm against those who choose to castigate our beliefs.

(WHAT IF IT HUMILIATES?(
-Truth may humiliate: take Christ as an example

-Matthew 23:13‑33= calls Pharisees "hypocrites, blind guides, snakes and a brood of vipers!" 

-Luke 19:45= humiliated the money changers.  So in vs. 47 the Jewish leaders sought to kill him.

(IS NOT LIFE-STYLE EVANGELISM GOOD ENOUGH?(
-only credible way to do evangelism = "witness to Christ [in us] and how that witness (changes everything("

-Yes, examples the Holy Spirit in our lives.  Is attractive, all of us are called to do it.  This is pre-evangelism.

-Also "Friendship Evangelism" is done by them far more effectively than we do.

WHAT ABOUT PROPOSITIONAL TRUTH?
-The battle is much greater then simply outperforming our neighbours in kindliness.  It has to do with TRUTH.

-(A person who is won by an argument is at the mercy of a better argument.(  A similar claim, 

(A person who is won by an experience is at the mercy of a better experience, 

(A person who is won by charity is at the mercy of even better charity(.  

-Is this not how cults function and grow?

-(danger of looking for experience to validate faith is that a vacuum is created in the area of persuasion(
-(Is Christianity true, credible, with objective verification, backed by propositional truth, based on my criteria(
-The good news= we have evidence for that which we believe. Let(s communicate it!  It is unloving not to do so.

-redefine what loving means: 

I love my sons, and I discipline them when they step out of line.  To do otherwise would not be loving.

We correct our friends and loved ones when they are incorrect.  To do otherwise would not be friendly.  Why is it not the same with our secular friends, since to keep quiet will have repercussions for eternity?

IS IT TIME FOR A REWORKED APPROACH?
-What method do the Muslims use? They are more aggressive in evangelism than we are, and polemical.

(i.e. book-tables, literature, tapes, videos, debates, Internet, & relationships).

TAKE THE EXAMPLE  OF THE NEW TESTAMENT:
-Defence, or Apologia against an accuser is mentioned 5 times in the New Testament 

(Acts 22:1; Acts 25:16; 1 Corinthians 9:3; 2 Corinthians 7:11; and 2 Timothy 4:16).

-Twice we are asked to defend the gospel (Philippians 1:7,16; and 1 Peter 3:15).

-Jesus and the disciples used a pro‑active and confrontive method. adapted to Mediterranean world, like Islam

-confrontive to the Pharisees, (Matthew 23:13‑33) & confrontive with the temple money‑changers (Luke 19:45)

-Paul = confrontive & pro-active in his apologetics, synagogues, market places (Acts 17:17)

-they threw him out of the synagogue, out of the market places and into prison.

-Paul (2Cor. 10:1) was (timid when with [brothers in Christ], but bold when away(, sought to (vs.5) (demolish arguments and .... take captive every thought to make it obedient to Christ(.

THE OLD PARADIGM TODAY:
-paradigm = acquiescence, which has permeated our schools and methodology

-the very deterrents which we place upon ourselves are not practised by our Muslim or secular friends.

-The very freedoms we allow our friends we refuse for ourselves = hypocritical
THE MUSLIM AGENDA:
-a more fitting polemical agenda:
1) The West is in decline (morally, socially, economically, spiritually), 

2) Christianity is at fault, because of a corrupted scripture, 

3) Islam must and will replace it, as the final and more complete revelation.

THE HUMANISTIC WORLD(S AGENDA:-not as polemical, but certainly as aggressive:

1) God is dead, or at least not definable

2) The Bible is a set of myths and folk-tales, not tied to historical reality

3) Christianity is irrelevant, an opiate for insecure people.

4) Humanism must and will replace it, as the only sensible answer to existence.

HOW SHOULD WE THEN RESPOND?
THE EARLY CHURCH(S EXAMPLE:
-Paul went to Jews in synagogues, reasoned with them using their scriptures (Acts 17:1-2),

- went (outside( to Greeks in their territory, reasoning with them from within their traditions (vs.17).

1) In Ephesus, a pagan city; (arguing persuasively( at the synagogue for three months (Acts 19:8),

 -then to the lecture hall of Tyrannus, secular institution, for two years, with Jews and Greeks! (Acts 19:9-10).

2) In Rome, from morning till evening for two years, he boldly (tried to convince( those who came (Acts 28:23-31).
3) In Athens  (Acts 17:22-23):
-learned about the Greeks beliefs, 

-studied the objects of their worship.

-knew their philosophies 

(both Epicureans [remote God] and Stoics [Pantheistic])

-quoted their writers [Epimenedes of Crete and the poet Aratus] (v.28).

-After first understanding them on their level he demonstrated the inadequacy of their ideas (v.29).

-Result: 2 conversions: Dionysius (from the Areopagus,)  bishop of Athens?, & Damaris (Acts 17:34)

4) In Corinth he chose a more spiritual strategy, but dealt with a largely Jewish convert church.

-Other apostles also went outside their community and used (dialogue( with outsiders;

-Steven: confronted the Synagogue of the Freedmen, held his ground and returned their arguments, so much so  (they couldn(t  stand up against his wisdom( (Acts 6:9-10), and reverted to execute him (Acts 7:57-8:1).

-Philip was equally comfortable in dialogue with the Ethiopian (Acts 8:26-40).

-Jesus also involved himself in dialogue with outsiders.

a) the rich young ruler (Matt. 19:16); 

b) confrontation with the Pharisees and Herodians (Mark 12:13); 

c) disputed with his Pharisee host at a dinner party (Luke 7:36-50); 

d) contact with Nicodemus (John 3); 

e) the Samaritan woman (John 4).

-The atmosphere has changed little since the first century

-What has been our response to stop this newly aggressive evangelistic stance?

A NEW PARADIGM IS  NEEDED: RETURNING TO THE NEW TESTAMENT MODEL:
(When we fail to stand up for the authority of our scriptures, when we refrain from speaking about the Lordship or divine nature of Jesus Christ, or are reticent to defend let alone define the trinity, and when we continually apologize for that which we believe to be true, the message the world hears is that we not only misunderstand our beliefs, but we are unsure whether they are accurate.  How can we convince them of the truth of the gospel when we look and talk as if we are doubtful ourselves?(
-When we are "Christ‑like" we come across as elusive, docile, subdued and timid
-so converts aren(t opinion‑makers,  leaders in their community, but are marginated & disenfranchised
-Must be: forthright, dynamic, stalwart and triumphant in our convictions.

-Those who listen to leaders are convicted as much by presentation as by content.

-We try to communicate the gospel as Christ did, but fail to see His example, which Muslims emulate better than us.  Could it be our methodology is wrong?

-Yet we have been given one of the key weapons with which to fight the battle (i.e. the historical argument)

-Muslims and humanists are carrying the battle to us, forcing us to reassess exactly what and why we believe.

-Thank them, as it snaps us out of our lethargy and complacency.

-Questions are good ones, and are foundational. -trinity, scriptures, sonship of Christ, Pauline motif, etc...

-Yet these are not dealt with in church, so we are ill equipped to define or defend that which we believe in public.

-Let(s take their challenge & find the answers, and go and respond resolutely, with a conviction born out of honest debate.  This will strengthen the church, and force us to learn our apologetics so that we, like Peter before us will be,

(prepared to give an answer to everyone who asks [us] to give the reason for the hope that [we] have( (1 Peter 3:15)
-Then we will see not just ones and twos coming to the Lord, but entire families,  communities and nations.
That is my prayer; I would like to believe it is yours as well.

