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                                                                               CHAPTER 14  INTRODUCTION





       WALT - OK, now in chapter 14 there are two groups of people.  I want to suggest a third group, not mentioned, for purposes of understanding and clarification.  But the two groups, obviously, are the strong and the weak.  Now regarding the weak, gentlemen, they are weak in the sense that they believe non-essentials are essential.  So note that chapter 14 is not talking about essentials.  There is no liberty when it comes to the essentials.  And the weak are weak because they do not know they are weak.  If a man said, "You cannot do that because I am the weaker brother", he's misusing the teaching of the apostle in this passage.  The weak would argue with you that they are not weak.  A man cannot make essentials out of non-essentials.  He just can't do that.  So in Mark 7 Jesus faults the religious leaders for two reasons, (1) They ignore the commandments of God, and (2) They make the traditions of men the commandments of God.  And almost always in people's lives the two go together.  Show me a man who adds to the commandments of God, and I'll show you a man who is neglecting the commandments of God.  Now, the strong are strong because they understand the essential, non-essential distinction.  And Paul suggests that they fall into three groups.  The first group are those who understand their liberty in Christ regarding essentials and non-essentials, and hold in contempt those who do not (verse 3).  The second group of the strong are those who exercise their liberty in Christ with restraint and consideration for the weak.  One of Paul's objectives in this passage is to move the first group to the second group, to motivate them to stop holding the weaker brother in contempt and start exercising restraint in consideration of those weaker brothers.  And the third group of the strong are those who exercise their liberty in Christ with restraint because of personal convictions (verse 14, "I know and am persuaded in the Lord Jesus that there is nothing unclean in itself, but to him that esteems something to be unclean, to him it is unclean.")  I know there is nothing wrong with smoking cigars, but if God doesn't want me to smoke cigars, I'm not going to smoke them, but I'm more than happy to light yours if you want it lit.  There is no unclean thing in itself.  It's unclean only if I feel moral restraint in my own spirit.  My conscience will not allow me to do it. 


       LEE - If it's proven medically that cigar smoking is detrimental to your health, then because our bodies are the temple of God, it's definitely wrong to do it.


       WALT - We have at least five physicians in this room.  And I figure if they can add to that list of things that we eat, that there's strong evidence it's not healthy.  And things that we don't do that would be more healthy if we did do them, like exercise, so I'm not sure................I can caution a guy, but I can caution anybody regarding the misuse of their body, whatever form it takes.  Like the person who says, "Well I can get by on three hours of sleep a night."


       LEE - It's very hard to use "the body is a temple" as an argument for [proper] behavior.


       WALT - I think I can say to you that if God has convicted you, you shouldn't do it for that reason.  Then you have no options but to stop.  But the leadership of the Spirit of God in your life does not make that normative for anybody but you.  Again, gentlemen, I urge you to consider that in the raising of your kids.  Do not make the prohibitions of a family unit Biblical unless they are.  Don't leverage your children with God.  "We will not allow smoking in our family because God hates smoking."  That is a bad way to go.  Don't do that.  Agreed?


       SOME - Yes.


       WALT - Let me suggest a third group not mentioned in the chapter, but important for clarification, and that is the heretic.  Now the heretic is not mentioned by Paul in this particular letter, but is mentioned in other letters, like Galatians.  Now the heretic considers the non-essentials to be essential, but makes it a salvation issue.  "You cannot be saved except you be circumcised."  He may be inferred in verse 4, but the emphasis of the passage is on the weak and the strong.  Any comment on that before we get into the material itself?


       STUDENT - I could identify someone who tells me circumcision is needed for salvation.  That would be a pretty easy thing to do.  What things less easily identified and more slippery in tying non-essentials with salvation?


       WALT - Baptism.  A lot of the non-essentials that we call essential are dictated by culture rather than the Bible.  And we make them essential simply because we want to conform to the rest of the christian community.  We don't want to be an embarassment and don't want our kids to be an embarassment.





                                                                              OUTLINE FOR CHAPTERS 14 & 15





       WALT - I divided it as follows:  14:1-12, mutual responsibility;  14:13-23, mature response;  15:1-13, the modeling of Christ.  Now under mutual responsibility, I have three sections:  1-4, judging others regarding food;  5-6, judging others regarding days;  7-12, judging is the task of God.  Gentlemen, who were the weak when Paul wrote this?  And who are the weak today?


       LEE - In those days it was the Judaizers giving Paul trouble in Galatia.  Today it's the Southern Baptists.


       WALT - I don't mean in terms of a group.  I mean in terms of a world view.  What is their perception of reality.  In the old                      testament days there were usually young immature christians that had not been able to work their way through the difference between       


                                                                               Romans 14 & 15    page 2                                                                         105                                                                                                                         right and wrong, valid and invalid.  Like, as Paul says in 1 Corinthians the eating of meat offered to an idol.  A piece of meat is a piece of meat.  Because it was offered to an idol doesn't change the structure of the piece of meat.  It's as good as any other piece of meat.  Eat it and enjoy.  There's a guy fresh out of paganism who thinks that the eating of that meat is associated with the worship of a pagan god.  And therefore in his presence, do not eat it.  A guy freshly converted from Judaism may think it is wrong to eat pork.  There's nothing wrong with eating pork.  But for his sake, until he gets the thing figured out, don't eat it.  Now who is the weaker brother today?  Give me a senario of a young convert who is a weaker brother.  How does he see things?


       LEE - He may have been influenced by religious things - come from the Catholic church with a lot of rules.


       WALT - Such as?


       LEE - Fish on Friday.  Hem line above knee, certain movies, gambling, smoking.


       WALT - Now, my experience might be different from yours.  My experience is that most young believers could not care less.  The person who cares is the individual who has walked with Jesus for 50 years and wants to be the Holy Spirit in everybody's life.  Now, again, would you say that your experience is that for the babe in Christ, the hem line is important?  Or the babe in Christ would be offended by a glass of wine or a cigar?  In my church at home, if I led a guy to Christ and brought a six-pack of beer into church with me and opened it, he'd enjoy a can with me.  It's the elders that would be offended.  Now is that different over here?


       STUDENT - Those brought up in a very disciplinarian church would probably be the weak.  Does weak mean quite legalistic? 


       WALT - Yes.  Let's define legalism just for a moment.  Let me suggest that legalism is two dimensional.  One is the guy who adds to the commandments of God, and the second is the guy who feels that his relationship with God is based on his performance.  Number 1 could also be stated as the guy who makes non-essentials essential.  There are a lot of things I don't do because I don't want to - I just don't want to pay the price  of a fall-out, that is I don't want to live with the negative reaction.  It's just not worth it.  That's why I would never open a can of  beer in church.  It's not that I am saying legalistically that it's wrong.  I'm just saying it's not worth the effort.  It's counterproductive to the cause of Christ.


       LEE - As opposed to teaching or preaching that it is wrong to do - which becomes legalism.


       WALT - That becomes legalism.  Remember we said the man who abstains for his own conscience, but affirms the right of others because he realizes it's not an essential, is living as a strong individual  (verse 14).  Note with me, gentlemen, there are two primary objectives that the apostle has in this passage.  One is to encourage the strong to be considerate of the weak, and thus restrain their liberty in Christ.  The second is to destroy the scruples of the weak.  A scruple, gentlemen, is a conviction that may be valid  for myself, but is not normative for anyone else.  For example, a vegetarian is very scrupulous (i.e. very careful) not to eat meat.  It's fine for me, but it's not fine for me to say it's wrong for other people to eat meat.





                                                                                            14:1-4  JUDGING FOOD





       LEE - I don't see in the passage where Paul is trying to destroy the scruples of the weak.


     WALT - OK, we'll get into that.  But I'm suggesting, Lee, that if somebody says to you, "It is wrong, it is wrong, and God hates it, it is wrong to smoke , especially cigars", you say to them, "That is not accurate. I will not do it in front of you, but I'm going to tell you at the front end that it is erroneous thinking."


       PANG - We are always talking about not stumbling people.  Now you're talking about we can destroy the scruples?


       WALT - Yes, in other words, we're trying to take the weak man and make him strong.  Read verse 3 to me in your translation.  In the second half of that verse I would say he's trying to destroy the scruples of the weak.  Verse 4, "Who is the one who is judging another man's servant?"  Weak or strong?  The weak is trying to judge, not the strong.  The strong holds the weak in contempt.  But it's the weak who judges the strong.  And here he says in verse 4, "Don't do that.  To his own master he stands or falls."  God will affirn him.  How dare you judge the servant of Christ, when Christ will support his own servant.  You don't have jurisdiction over his life, God does.  Any other comments on verses 1-4?  The believer is not to consider a non-essential wrong in the life of another believer.





                                                                                             14:5-6  JUDGING DAYS 





       WALT - OK, in 5-6 he talks about judging days.  Again, using the illustration of smoking, Lee says to the guy who was offended by it, "You're not right, but I will never smoke in front of you.  But I will not allow your scruples to bind my conscience.  I cannot affirm in my conscience your conclusions when they are not right.


       BART - Conviction, could that be another word for scruple?


       WALT - Yeah, but it's an invalid conviction, not just a conviction.  If you say to me, "Bart, God doesn't want me to smoke", that is a conviction.  If you say to me, "God doesn't want Henrichsen to smoke", you step over the line.  I've got a very, very close friend that came to Christ through alcoholism.  He calls himself an alcoholic to this day although he's not had a drop in over 20 years.  There is simply no way in the world I would drink in his presence.  That would be a tremendously inconsiderate thing to do.  I just wouldn't do it.  Now, he would not be offended by it, but it would be very inconsiderate of me.  I've got two or three friends who are 10-15 years my senior.  They came out of fundamentalism in the U. S.  Back when they were kids there was the filthy 5, the nasty 9 and the dirty               
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dozen.  Of course the super spiritual church had the gross gross, and the longer the list the more holy the church.  He knows here that that is not valid thinking.  Not only him, but a number of them.  But not only does he not do it, the nasty 9 and filthy 5, but it bothers him when he sees it.  He truly admits that there's nothing wrong with it.  But I'd never do it in his presence.  But we've already agreed that it is a non-essential.  Why push him on it?  Especially when I know that it will give him cardiac arrest.  (break - missed vss 5-6)





                                                                                               14:7-12  THE REAL JUDGE





       WALT - In verses 7-12 he talks about judging.  The point Paul makes in 7-12 is that Christ is going to judge everybody.  And since he is the judge, we should wait for him to address the issue of non-essentials.  God has already judged sin.  God will judge motives, and God will not judge in the non-essentials.  What he's saying is Jesus is Lord, both in this life and the life to come.  That means he decides how we live both sides of eternity, but accountability is on the other side of eternity.  And when we get to the other side, he'll judge us on the basis of the degree that we acknowledge him as Lord.  Therefore we'd better do as he says.  Now what this means is that the weak can actually wind up being ahead of the strong in terms of gaining favor with God, if the weak act in accordance with their conscience and convictions, while the strong hold the weak in contempt.  So God will judge each believer in part on how that believer judges his fellow believer.


       BART - As we've talked, you say that you cannot come to the table with the argument that I'm being a weaker brother here, but I ask you to do this.  Well you know, Ive struggled with my wife being influenced by culture.  And we get ready to go out to a dinner party, and the term "dress modestly" comes into my mind.  And she comes out, and I'm thinking, I'm not only protecting her by asking her to go put on something a little more modest, but I'm also protecting my buddies.  I don't want my buddies gawking all over my wife, and I don't want to define "modesty" for her, but at the same time...........can I excuse myself in that...............Im trying to..............you know what my struggle is.


       LEE - That's not the issue - headship over your wife.


       BART - I agree, and my wife is an excellent wife.  She goes into the closet and comes out looking like the Amish, but..........


       WALT - Bart, let me ask you a couple of questions.  One, does she know how men think?


       BART - Only intellectually.  I talk with her consistently about what drives a man.


       WALT - My second question is, is there an older woman in her life that she respects who can instruct her more perfectly in the way?  If not, then you've got one of two choices.  You exercise headship, or you let her alone.  If you exercise headship, make sure that's where you want to waste your amunition.


       BART - I just don't like the word "waste" like you just used it.


       WALT - Spend your amunition.





                                                                                       14:13-23  THE MATURE RESPONSE 





       WALT - Now gentlemen in verses 13-23, Paul talks about the mature response.  In this paragraph he's addressing primarily the strong.  In short, he's saying exercise your liberty with restraint in consideration of your weaker brothers.  But notice how forcefully he says it in verse 15.  He says don't destroy the weak.  Now, I defer to my Greek scholar over here, but I think that word for destroy is a derivative of the word for Satan, the destroyer.  Now in chapter 14, Paul is seeking to destroy the scruples of the weak, but you've got to be careful that you don't destroy him.  So here is a recently converted Jew who sees you ignore the law, and considers following Christ a mistake.  So Paul says to the weak, "I became as the weak to them that are under the law.."  When Paul goes to Jerusalem at the end of the third missionary journey, and they say, "The brothers are exercised".  And Paul says, "What do you recommend?'.  They said, "Go down there to the temple and go through the rites of purification", which he does.  He was practicing Judaism when they arrested him.  So he says in verse 16, "Do not let your good be evil spoken of."  What do you think that means?  It's quite a statement to me.  It's one of those pithy phrases that you were referring to at lunch.  What is he saying?  What does it mean?


       LEE - You may not have any problem with eating food, but don't let saying that it is OK...............the reason they say...........you don't want them to bad mouth you because of your liberty.


       WALT - OK, say you do all kinds of good in Hong Kong.  You're known as a man of the gospel, who does good.  Then the weaker brother finds you playing poker - evil, evil, evil, and your good is evil spoken of.  You undo, with indescretion, what need not have happened.  Notice what he says in verse 17.  In abstaining from eating and drinking, no harm is done to the body of Christ.  If you abstain, you're nor hurting the cause of Christ.  The kingdom of God is internal, not external, and if an external act causes internal harm, the act is wrong.  So the results of seeking the kingdom of God in verse 18 is that Christ is served.  God is pleased and men approve.


       LEE - In 1 Cor 8 it seems to say that if you engage in one of these areas - say smoking, you will strengthen the weaker brother in smoking to his ruin, i.e. he says, "If Henrichsen can smoke, I can smoke", then smoking becomes his ruin, not your ruin.  It violates his conscience.


       WALT - Correct, that's exactly it.  You cannot encourage a man to violate his conscience.


       STUDENT - Well you know some of these older christians who've been around 50 years have their own internal conscience, and         
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you can't ruin it.


       WALT - No, watch how you act around them.  But neither will we affirm that their convictions are normative for others.


       STUDENT - What if they accidentally see you do that?


       WALT - That is not a real problem with me.  Take for example my brother, who after 20 years considers himself an alcoholic.  He has not drunk an alcoholic beverege in 20 years.  I would never do it in front of him.  But let's say you and I are off somewhere and we have a glass of wine, and he comes in and sees me.  I have no problem with that at all.  I never tell him that I don't drink.  If he asks me, I tell him, "Yes   of course I drink."  But I would never do it in his presence.


       STUDENT - But is there a contradiction when you say you try to destroy the scruples of the weak?


       WALT - The scruples of the weak are to affirm the weak that the non-essentials are essential.  I would never do that.  On the other hand, if it is a problem with him, having understood, intellectually that's different than what Lee was talking about.


       STUDENT - A christian who's been a christian 30 or 40 years, you're not about to tell him what he believes in.  Is that not correct?


       WALT - Let's say for example, I don't think God wants me to smoke.  Now I recognize there's nothing wrong with smoking, so I am not the weak in that sense.  But God doesn't want me to smoke.  That's my conscience, my conviction.  So, Lee is next to me and lites a cigar, and says, "Come on Henrichsen, have a cigar, they are really great.  You've not lived until you've had a cuban cigar, I mean come on."  Paul says don't do that.  Don't do that.


       LEE - But how does it destroy the scruples of the weak?


       WALT - It destroys them in the sense..............he's not destroying..........he's trying to destroy them.  He seeks to destroy them by letting him understand that there is a distinction between essentials and non-essentials, and he should not make one into the other.  I might even buy you a box of cigars and bring them to you when I come to visit.


       STUDENT - While you're trying to have a relationship, Lee meets you and says have a cigar.  "Thank you, no."  "They're great, you will really enjoy one."  "Thanks, but no."  You've got no way to know in that conversation whether Christ would have me not smoke, or whether I think smoking is wrong.  What would be his best pursuit of me in that?


       WALT - Why talk a man into doing what he doesn't want to do?


       STUDENT - Well, if he finds out that I am the weaker brother, he would say, "Do you know that smoking is not prohibited?"  That would be a whole different conversation.


       WALT - Yes, but not a conversation you should naturally have in tandum with that one.


       LEE - But the privacy of the individual in God's economy must take precedence over all of these decisions.  That is a way higher order in the value system.  It's like causing someone to stumble overshadows everything in all of these arguments.


       WALT - Agreed.


       BART - Doesn't the institutional Sunday morning issue cloud all this?  Because I don't want to affirm them in their putting women in leadership positions, therefore I walk and they consider that evil.


       WALT - That's a whole other subject.  First of all, we're not talking about a non-essential, and secondly, the weaker brother cannot insist that you do what he does.  All he's trying to do is insist that you don't do what he disallows.  You can't turn the thing around.


       BART - OK.


       LEE - What was the difference in stumbling in Romans and stumbling in 1 Cor 8?


       WALT - Lee, I'd have to go back and review my notes.  That's not immediately clear to me.  I remember when I studied 1 co 8, 9 and 10, a trilogy of chapters, that there were some differences.  I'd have to go back and rework the material.  So, to reiterate what you said, Lee, spiritual considerations take precedence over christian liberty, and the act of injuring the conscience of the weak is a greater wrong than the fact that the weak is confused regarding the non-essentials.  Notice the premise of verse 14, that inanimate objects are neither good nor bad.  It's how they are used.  So let's go down to verse 22.  He says, "Keep it between yourself and God."  What does that mean?.  Let me suggest three things:  (1)Don't renounce it;  (2) Don't parade it;  (3)Practice it in private.  So in verse 23, he said even in the non-essentials, you are wrong if you do what your conscience disallows.  But again, consideration of the weak does not mean calling wrong things that the Bible does allow.  And the principle is that the believer is free to do whatever the Bible does not prohibit.  So the only three restrictions that you have in your life are (1) the commandments of God, (2) your conscience, and (3) Those things that cause others to stumble and fall.  In everything else you've got complete freedom.


       RICH - What is the definition of stumble?  They lose their faith?


       WALT - It does damage to their walk with God.


       STUDENT - Does this have application to the strong?


       WALT - It has application to the strong if you feel in your heart of hearts God doesn't want you to do it.





                                                                                             CHAPTER 15  OUTLINE





       WALT - Now in chapter 15, he continues the theme, but using Christ as the example.  I divided it into two parts:  verses 1-6, acceptance requires self-denial, and verses 7-13, the acceptance of others is based on God's acceptance of you, or all of us.  So Christ is the example because he accepts us.  Now notice in each of these paragraphs, there is a command followed by Jesus' example,                  
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followed by prayer. So in the first paragraph, verses 1-2, are the command, and note the qualifier, "for his good for edification,"  and gentlemen, that's a double edged sword.  Because you can do what people don't like, for their good, and you can do for people what they want, and it's not for their good.  In verses 3-4 are Jesus' example   and our need for the application.  Now when he says in verse 3, "the reproaches of those who reproached  thee fell on me", who is the "thee" and the "me"?  (a quote from Psa 69:7,19-20).  Change the pronouns to nouns for me.


       LEE - The reproaches of those who reproached me fell on Christ.


       WALT - OK, you left two pronouns in there.  Scratch those out one more time.  "The reproaches of those who reproached thee fell upon  me."  "Those" is who?  Jesus is the example.  What is he the example of in this verse?


       BART - The insults of the weak, who insult you, the strong, have fallen on me, Christ.


       WALT - Would you agree with that, Thomas?  How would you word it?


       (SILENCE)





                                                                                             UNITY





       WALT - Gentlemen, Christ is the example.  He sacrificed his own good for the good of another, that is, the Father.  We, gentlemen, are not even involved in the quote.  Just as Jesus did not seek his own good, but said whatever the mission requires, so also we.  The abuse heaped toward God, Jesus absorbed himself.  And I have to emulate that same example by self-denial.  And notice, the old testament scriptures are given to us that we may have hope.  Interesting that he does not say that the old testament scriptures are normative.  They are given to us for instruction.  If he had said they were normative, then he would have affirmed the scruples of the Jews.  We are instructed by them that we may gain hope.  But we are not obligated to obey them.  So in verses 5-6 he gives the prayer for unity, and this is what he says:  The self-sacrifice of verse 3 is essential for the unity of verses 5-6.  So I asked myself the question, how can I be like-minded with the weak when I don't agree with them?  And the answer I suggest to you, only in the sense of unity.  They are my brothers and sisters.  Unity is not agreement.


       LEE - Not agreement but like-mindedness.


       WALT - Yes, and such like-mindedness in the face of disagreement requires self-sacrifice.  Don't make an issue out of it.  Leave it alone.


       STUDENT - What about "one voice"?  Is it a testimony to unbelievers?  Does it have something to do with them?


       WALT - In my relationship with Leette, through the years of our marriage and the raising of our children, we decided we would be of one mind and one mouth when we were not in agreement.  The disagreement that existed between the two of us, if and when they came, were never ever shared with the children.  I never took exception with her, nor she with me.  I never told her she was wrong in their presence.  I never ridiculed her, never belittled her, never humiliated her, never gave any reason to believe that we were not completely one.  Now, to the degree that I practiced that perfectly, I cannot vouch for that, but I can say to you that we worked on that very, very hard, and very carefully.


       STUDENT - With your wife or spouse that's easy to understand, but what about other members of the christian community - do we need one voice?  Do we need a voice that will show the society or the unbeliever that we are together as one voice - something called the christian voice?


       WALT - Yeah, for example, the attitude you portray toward the convictions of other denominations.  Are they brothers and sisters in Christ?  If so, affirm them.  Agree with them?  "No, I don't belong to that church, but I can sure be of one mind and one mouth and one heart."  I'd like to suggest that in many families, husbands and wives do very poorly.


       STUDENT - There's a joke that says, put ten pastors together and they will quarrel within ten minutes.  Can you co-labor with people you don't agree with?


       WALT - In regard to the essentials, no.  In regard to the non-essentials, why not?


       STUDENT - For example, we co-labor with a charismatic brother.  Within a few minutes, I'm sure this charismatic brother will try to convert you to his way of worship, etc.


       WALT - So what?  What do I care?


       STUDENT - If they pushed you to speak in tongues?


       WALT - I don't care.  If you want to speak in tongues, it doesn't bother me.  It's obviously a gift.


       LEE - But what if he worries about our salvation if we don't speak in tongues?


       WALT - I'd say the one who led you to Christ may not be a saved man.


       RICHARD - We're too sensitive.





                                                                     MENTORING  OTHERS (INCLUDING CHILDREN)





       WALT - The way I feel on it, gentlemen, is if I lead a man to Christ, and you come and want to take him, and he wants to go with you, it's one less responsibility I have and I can go do something else.  I am not responsible to protect the fruit of my labor.  God never  
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commissioned me to that task.  Now Paul in his ministry is different from that.  "If people don't agree with me, let them go to hell.  Let me say it again to you, if they don't agree with me, let them go to hell.  Damn their souls."


       STUDENT - Pretty strong.


       WALT - I suggest, Joseph, that that is because Paul understood that he sat at the defining moment of the church.  He was laying the foundation that would shape everything for the rest of the time until Jesus returns.  And when you lay the foundation, there's no room for error, none.  So one minute he calls them followers of Christ and ministers of the gospel, and the next moment he calls them followers of Satan disguised as angels of light.  And in that economy, I believe, was simply because he was responsible for deciding, once for all, right and wrong, truth and error, proper doctrine, improper doctrine.  That was the whole point of the Jerusalem council.  That is not our task.  All it needs to be is proclaimed.  Now there are many people who disagree with me on that .  So, if you are one of them, understand that you are in awfully good company.  But I see no justification for it.  So you and I might not be in agreement, but if he wants to go with you, and you are my brother, I affirm.


       JOSEPH - Where did Paul say, "Go to hell"?


       WALT - Galatians 1:8, Henrichsen translation, but that's really what it is.   (all laugh)


       LEE - He also said, "Let them cut off their thing."


       WALT - Yes he did.


       LEE - Pretty crude stuff.


       WALT - That's exactly right, "If a guy wants to be circumcised, I'll help him."(Gal 5:12) 


       STRATON - Your concept of God in this is so huge that we proclaim it and don't contribute.................quantifiers.


       WALT - A new christian...........new convert.........I'm a midwife..........comes to Christ, because the Holy Spirit saw fit to bring him from darkness to light, and I was on the scene, but God did it.  I can't shape his destiny.  I can only seek his good.  I can't contribute anything to him.  God will do that.  God may or may not use me in doing it, but it is God's job from start to finish.  He's not my man, he's God's man.  So I will help him to the degree that he wants me to help him, but when he says, "Henrichsen, I've drunk as deeply at your well as I am going to drink.  I want to go drink someplace else,"  I say that's wonderful.  Again I remind you, gentlemen, that ministry is like a train.  There are always people getting off and people getting on.  If you try to keep them all on, you've got no room for anybody else getting on.  (all laugh).  It's the same with my children.  The amount of influence I have in my children's lives is the amount of influence they want me to have in their lives.  So I go to my kids and I say, "You've got to help me.  You've got to coach me on what role you want me to play in your life.  Now, if you're in sin, I'm going to be all over you, whether you want me to be or not.  But assuming you're not in sin, you will have to tell me what part you want me to play in your life.  If, for example, I see you heading in the wrong direction, I don't have to say anything to you about it, unless you want me to.  If you want me to, then don't get mad at me when I do it.  If I see you standing in harm's way, do you want me to say something to you, or do you want me to let it pass?  So I need you to help me."


       THOMAS - Would you say the same thing to a teen-aged kid?


       WALT - You bet I would.  I would sit down with them and say, "Define the role you want me to play in your life.  What exactly do you want from me?  Now, that doesn't mean I'm going to give it to you.  But think carefully on this with me."  I told them that if they break the commandments, I will do with them as I would do with any other believer.  I'd run them off.  They might say, "You mean you'd run me out of the house?"  I'd say, "Son, if you're old enough to disobey God, in willful rebellion, you're old enough to be on your own."  "Well you can't do that."  I'd say, "We'll call the police and they can decide what they want to do with you, but you're not living here."  If they say, "Man, why?"  I'd say, "Let's face it this way.  Just supposing that the Bible is right, that such people go to hell...............(turned tape)...................and you die and you find out that you are on your way to hell.  Before you go there, will you pause to thank me for accepting you and allowing you to get away with that?  No?  Then don't ask me now.  I'm just not going to do that."  But we have this conversation regarding what time you come in.  Either my children perceive me as an obstacle they've got to get around to get where they want to go, or they perceive me as an asset in accomplishing what they want.  And I want to say to you, gentlemen, if it is the former, you've got a problem, a real problem.  Apart from sin, why not affirm them?..........(long silence)...........Shall we go on?  Come at me.  Tell me if you think I'm wrong.  One of the axioms of life, gentlemen, do not waste your amunition on secondary targets.  We're at war.  There is a battle out there.  So don't spend your amunition on unnecessary targets.  If it's worth a fight, OK, if not, let it go.  When your talking about your children, remember, Paul's admonition is, "Fathers, provoke not your children to wrath."(Eph 6:4)  I think you need to be instructed.  It doesn't say, "mothers."


       LEE - With my children I had very few issues, but with every one, to win I had to go all the way.  Save your amunition but make sure you win.


       WALT - I agree.......................OK, in 7-13, he comes back and does the same thing again, a command, an example, and prayer.  Verse 7 is the command and the example.  We accept one another.  In chapter 15 the example is Jesus.  He says, we've been talking about liberty in chapter 14, we're going to use Jesus as our model in chapter 15.  So, we treat other people as Jesus treated us.  When Christ accepted you, gentlemen, it does not mean that he was in complete agreement with you.  And God establishes the standard of acceptance and we dare not take issue with him on it.  And the standard of acceptance included us when Jesus was not in agreement.  And that means that we've got to emulate him in our relationship with others.  So he gives us two examples of being received by Jesus,   
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verse 3 and verse 7.  So verses 8-12 become the example of Christ's acceptance of the circumcision and the uncircumcision, of the Jew and the Gentile.  And then verse 13 is the prayer.  Any questions or observations


       LEE - The example is 7b-12?


       WALT - Yes, through 12.


       LEE - And when Christ accepts us, you said he doesn't necessarily agree with us?  Is that how  you put that?


       WALT - Yes.


       LEE - He accepts us without agreement?


       WALT - That's obvious, isn't it?.................Now gentlemen, I'm done, and Lee I want you to note, it's with 10 minutes to spare.


       LEE - Well I think I need to get up and apologize.


       WALT - Thank you, because I am a weaker brother, and you have been a tremendous offense to me during this time.   (all laugh)


       LEE - On behalf of everybody, I would like to thank you for a very special week, and it's been a real privilege.   (all clap)





                                             (Closing remarks, credits, plans for next year in Hebrews, and prayer)�


