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                                                                                        ROMANS 4 OUTLINE                                                                                                                    





     WALT - Capter 4 deals with Abraham.  Abraham is an illustration of justification by faith.  Abraham answers the question, how the death of Jesus Christ finds its application in the Old Testament.  I broke it into four parts:  1-8, apart from works;  9-12, apart from religion;  13-15, apart from law;  and 16-25, an illustration of the kind of faith that pleases God.  As you know, verse 3 is a reference to Genesis 15:6, "Abraham believed God and it was imputed to him for righteousness," so I want to ask you, what did Abraham believe?          





                                                                             WHAT DID ABRAHAM BELIEVE?                                                                                                       





     BART - He believed God that through Isaac his seed would be reckoned.


     WALT - OK, anything else?


     STUDENT - The land.  Make a great nation out of him.  God would bless all the nations through Abraham.


     STUDENT - That God would justify the ungodly.


     WALT - Where does it say that in the Old Testament?


     STUDENT - Genesis 15:6.


     WALT - I don't know if it says "ungodly" there.  Did Abraham believe God for deliverance from sin?


     STUDENT - Abraham believed the promises God gave him.


     WALT - And what were those promises?  Have any of you gone back to Genesis to find out what they were?............(No answer).  OK, then let me ask this question.  Does the content of what Abraham believed make any difference as to whether or not God would justify him?


     STUDENT - No.


     WALT - Would all of you agree with that?


     STUDENT - Well in Romans 4:18, Abraham believed against the hope...........


     WALT - Right, but that was regarding Sarah having a son.  Sarah had gone through menopause, but she had a son.  Very extraordinary, and Abraham believed.  But understand, gentlemen, we have discussed nothing about salvation, nothing about forgiveness of sin.  "Abraham believed God and it was imputed to him for righteousness."  Is the content of that belief necessary or important?


     STUDENT - The content is secondary.  What's important is that he believed what God said.


     WALT - OK, I'm going to take us back to this morning.  We said a man had to believe God, but some content was more important that other content.  At least we toyed with that idea........that I had to believe God for things like salvation, maybe even the virgin birth, but not necessarily believe him for the role of women.  But now we're saying that the content isn't important, but it's the Person that we believe, which seems to be slightly different from the direction we were going this morning.  Is that not true?


     LEE - I don't remember our saying, "not necessarily believe him for the role of women."


     WALT - Im saying that we toyed with that as to whether or not we would affirm an individual who did not believe that (call it cultural or something)  


     STUDENT - But that's the greatness of Abraham's belief.  He believed God, the whole thing, irrespective of the content, just God himself.


     WALT - Right.  See you can't separate God from his content.


     RICHARD - He believed in the name of God, the character of God.


     WALT - But now my friend you cannot separate the character or the name from the word.  See, if I said to you, do you believe me?  You would say to me, believe what?  Belief implies content.                                                                                                                                           





                                                                  HOW MUCH OF THE BIBLE MUST WE BELIEVE?                                                                                       





     RICHARD - But if you believe in the person, you believe in everything..............


     WALT - Everything the man says.


     RICHARD - Right.  Anything.


     WALT - Allright, now where does God communicate today?


     STUDENT - The word.


     WALT - Are we in agreement?  Is this the word, or isn't it the word?  Don't give me all those arguments about fallibility and infallibility, all that nonsense.  If this is not the word of God, where are you going to find the word?  Gentlemen, your assurance of salvation is right in this book.  If this book is fallible, on what basis do you believe your going to go to heaven?  It's wishful thinking.         
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Now tell me if you think I'm wrong.  Remember, silence is assent.


     STUDENT - People argue that some parts of the scripture are add-ons, not part of the original.


     WALT - So the death, burial and resurrection of Jesus Christ is an add-on?


     STUDENT - They wouldn't contend that.  They would contend it about portions which seem to be less important.


     WALT - Who gets to decide what is important and less important?  So, I say to God, "Now God, I'm Abraham, and I believe in the mighty nation.  I kinda like that.  I believe you're going to give Sarah a child, but some of the things..............in fact Isaac on Mt. Moriah, that's a minor, that's not a major thing.  That's content I can't accept.  So don't go telling me, God, that I don't believe you.  It's just that this is minor content."


     RICHARD - I think the brother is referring to something like Mark 16:9ff.  That's not part of scripture.


     WALT - OK, but the part that we don't want to believe is not omitted in certain manuscripts.  We use the omission of certain scriptures as a justification for not believing the stuff we don't want to believe.


     RICHARD - No, we would say we believe it, no problem.  We believe it if it's in the scripture, but maybe it wasn't in the scriptures.  Maybe it came from somewhere else.  Nobody can find the original first draft.


     WALT - Well, that's right.  And the original first draft said that Jesus was not really the Son of God.............(All laugh).


     LEE - Faith is a funny thing, isn't it?


     WALT - We play games, gentlemen, we play games.  We come to Abraham and say, what did he believe?  It had nothing to do with the death, burial and resurrection of Christ; nothing to do with believing God has a substitute for his sin.  And we say the content is not important.  Whatever it is that God says, we believe, but it's a different direction from the direction we were leaning, at least.....no, that's too strong a word..........we were toying with it this morning.  I'm suggesting, gentlemen, you can't have it both ways.  If the content is important, then the content has to be present with Abraham, and I say to you, where do I find it?  Am I making sense?


     RICHARD - Every word that comes from the mouth of God.


     WALT - Every word.  All right, so the thing that caused God to impute righteousness to Abraham was not the content, but the fact that he believed whatever it was that God said.  Now, gentlemen, faith implies content.  Content implies revelation.  Abraham believed God because God revealed himself to Abraham.  Abraham could not have believed God if God had not come to the Ur of the Chaldees and spoken to him.  Are we in agreement?  Yes or no.


     MANY - Yes.                                                                                                                                                                                                                       





                                                      WHAT MUST ONE BELIEVE TODAY TO GET TO HEAVEN?                                                                          





     WALT - Next question.  Does God come and speak to everybody?  Can we assume that when God came and got Abraham in the Ur of the Chaldees, that he gave the offer to everybody, and only Abraham bought in?


     RICHARD - Like the parables, only to those whose ears are open.


     WALT - OK, would all of you agree with that?  The revelation is not given to everybody?.................Then we can conclude, if that is the case, that there will be a lot of people, who upon dying and going to heaven, will realize that Jesus is the reason they got there.  Now, if that was true for Abraham, could it be true for people living in China?  Tibet?  India?  Russia?  The Americas?  3000 years ago?  300 years ago?  Let's take Irian Jaya, just down the river a piece from here.  There's a head hunter there in Irian Jaya.  Let's say that it's 500 AD, and no Christian knows that Irian Jaya exists, and God says there is somebody in Irian Jaya I want in heaven.  How would God get him there?


     STUDENT - Reveal himself?


     WALT - Reveal himself.  So in short, go do with him what he did with Abraham - just go get him.


     STUDENT - Yeah. 


     WALT - So therefore, could we say that the content wouldn't matter for him either?


     STUDENT - The content is the very thing that God reveals.


     WALT - But what that content is, does it have to include certain material?


     STUDENT - 2 Tim 2:8-9, "Christ died before the ages."


     WALT - Right, but would God have to reveal it to that individual in Irian Jaya?


     STUDENT - No, we're saying today, after the resurrection...............


     WALT - Correct.


     LEE - Christ is now here, it's no longer part of Abraham................but still in concept we're saying if you go to such-and-such country, and God reveals himself at that time.


     WALT - Yeah, we'll just say that....................


     LEE - Content  matters  such that he has to explain birth, death, resurrection.........Does all that matter, or can he just reveal himself and have the same resurrection for righteousness as Abraham?


     WALT - Right, that's my question, and your answer is what?................(no answer)................If the content is not important.............


     BART - Could that revelation be limited to the revelation of creation and revelation of the conscience?                                                           
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     WALT - Well, we've already established that general revelation is insufficient.  We need special revelation.  Abraham did not come to God by looking at the stars.  He came to God because God went and spoke to him.


     RICHARD - God knows a person's heart.


     WALT - Gentlemen, GOD KNEW BECAUSE HE DECIDED.  HE DID NOT DECIDE BECAUSE HE KNEW.


     LEE - I can get past the elect part.  It's easy for me to say God has elected that person to be his child.  The question is, which is where you're pushing us, is that without the Bible, the New Testament, the gospel?  Without the words associated with those, can that person still receive special revelation the way Abraham did, and go to heaven?.  I say yes, God can do anything.  What I struggle with is the salvation part, and has that person actually heard the word.  But as I am coming from a background which holds that the spoken word needs to get to that person, I haven't really thought of it in terms of..............that doesn't mean that God can't be the one who tells them.  I'm thinking of humans having to tell the person.  I have not thought of it as being God can tell the person.


     WALT - Well, we've already established that God can go get whoever he wants, so God can tell him.  The question is, is God now obligated because Christ has already died in history, it's 500 AD.  Is God now obligated to preach the gospel to him in order for him to get to heaven?  In short, is it going to be harder for him to get to heaven than it was for Abraham in that he's got to believe more?


     STUDENT - I think he would have to understand that Christ died for him, otherwise he can not deal with the sin problem.


     WALT - Abraham didn't deal with the sin problem.  Why would he have to?


     STUDENT - Abraham was before Christ died.


     WALT - Are you saying to me then that God raised the bar as we move through history, and entrance into the kingdom today is a little bit harder than it used to be?


     RICHARD - The Old Testament believers were saved because they believed whatever God told them, and that could be different things for each person.


     WALT - Correct.  But I hear Joseph saying something different from that, or am I misunderstanding you?


     JOSEPH - Well, it seems to me that history has developed so that the more information that we.........we have to understand this information and how it applies to our lives, otherwise the sin problem just cannot be solved without relying on the death of Christ.


     WALT - Now remember, gentlemen, we established last hour that the sin problem was resolved in a transaction in the Godhead, independent and irrespective of us.


     RICHARD - There is a formula:  If God called any particular Old Testament personality, and if that person believed the particular thing God said to him, he's saved.  But God justified that person through the work of Christ.


     WALT - Exactly, exactly.


     RICHARD - He was saved on credit.  Christ paid the bill on the cross.


     WALT - Exactly, Jesus said, " nobody comes to the Father but by me."(Jn 14:6)  So if Abraham gets to heaven it's because of the death of Christ.  But we've established, at least tentatively, he did not have to know that fact to get to heaven.


     STUDENT - Yes, that's God's process.  It has nothing to do with Abraham.  


     WALT - OK, right, it's a transaction in the Godhead that took place in time and history.  We watch it demonstrated on the stage of history.  But Abraham did not have to understand it in order to believe God and have righteousness imputed to him.


     RICHARD - It was an internal transaction.


     WALT - Right.  My question then is, this guy in Irian Jaya in 500 AD, post death, burial and resurrection of Christ, does the rule of the game change for him?


     STUDENT - Yes.


     WALT  - Why?  How?  He didn't know anything about it.


     STUDENT - God revealed himself to him.


     WALT - Is God obligated to reveal the death, burial and resurrection to him in order for him to be saved?


     STUDENT - No.


     WALT - So he does not have to................so the guy in Irian Jaya who believes God because God revealed himself to him, can die and go to heaven, and realize once he gets to heaven, the same thing that Abraham realized - that it was Jesus that got him there - and he knew nothing about it until he died and went there.


     STUDENT - Right.


     WALT - Do you feel comfortable saying that?


     RICHARD - In 500 AD the guy has to accept the gospel.


     WALT - But he didn't know anything about the gospel unless God tells him.


     RICHARD - Too bad!.....................(all laugh big)


     LEE - If you take Genesis 15:4-5, which talks about what God's going to give Abraham, etc., you just take the exact same concept with this guy in Irian Jaya and say, not that this person is going to come, but that this person has already come, so I can say when God approaches him, instead of talking in the future, he talks in the past tense because it's already come, therefore God shares the gospel, and I can have that conversation with anyone and say, that person had no Bible presented to him when God revealed himself to that person, or came to that person with special revelation.  My assumption is he would probably use the words of the gospel as opposed          
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to something else.                                                                                                                                                                                                                    


     WALT - But I'm saying to you, I have no problem postulating an assumption.  My question is, is God obligated to do it in order for the guy to be saved?  Whether God gives him the content of the gospel is conjecture.  The question is, is God obligated to do it in order for him to be saved?


     STUDENT - No one knows.


     LEE - I can't say God is obligated to do anything.


     WALT - Well, my question then is, if God sees a man in Irian Jaya in 500 AD, and says I want that man with me in eternity, what does God have to do to get him there?


     RICHARD - God has to give him the gospel.


     WALT - Would you all agree with that?


     SEVERAL - No.


     STUDENT - Jesus Christ is the only way.


     WALT - But he was the only way for Abraham too.


     LEE - But technically speaking he gave him the gospel.  It just hadn't happened yet.


     WALT - You take a look at the content of what Abraham believed.  I suggest to you that the gospel is not present - not there.  I went and looked.  I can give you all the references to what Abraham believed.  I went and studied it.  It's not there.  Or at least if it's there, I missed it.


     RICHARD - God cannot justify without Christ.


     WALT - God will justify everybody in heaven through Christ.  That's not the question.  The question is, does the man have to understand it and believe it in order to be saved?  But the statement, "neither is there any other name under heaven whereby a man may be saved" (Acts 4:12) is Old Testament and New Testament.  Gentlemen, people in the Old Testament weren't saved any differently than people in the New Testament.  Nobody comes to the Father but by Jesus.  There weren't two plans to get people to heaven.  If a man could get to heaven without the death of Jesus Christ, then the death of Christ was in vain.


     RICHARD - So they were saved on credit.  Jesus paid the bill on the cross.  Jesus justified God for justifying them.  After Christ's death you have to accept the gospel message.


     WALT - Well, what if God did not reveal it to them?                                                                                                                                                    





                                                             DAVID, THE ILLUSTRATION OF NOT IMPUTING SIN                                                                                  





     RICHARD - Then God didn't choose them.


     WALT - Now, gentlemen, Abraham becomes the illustration of chapter 4, with the exception of verses 6,7 and 8, in which he talks about David.  Then he goes back to Abraham again and David is not mentioned.  So David finds a presence only in these three verses.  Verses 1-5 deal with Abraham.  Verses 9-25 deal with Abraham, but verses 6-8 deal with David.  Why does Paul insert David into the illustration of Abraham?


     RICHARD - Psalm 51 shows that David was not righteous.


     WALT - All right.  Let's expand on that.  What does that have to do with Abraham?                                                                                                                      


     RICHARD  - Abraham was not righteous.  In Genesis 16 he did something not pleasing to God after God declared him righteous in chapter 15.


     WALT - Tell me what Abraham did that displeased God.


     RICHARD - He did a second time to his wife.


     WALT - Did what to his wife?


     RICHARD - Almost ruined the wife, the second time.


     WALT - In other words, when he said she's my sister, which is a true statement.


     RICHARD - He was trying to mislead.


     WALT - That's true.  Gentlemen, you may find fault with Abraham.  My question is, where does God find fault with Abraham?  Where does God ever charge Abraham with a wrong?  Now, I know Abraham was wrong, because the Bible says all have sinned and come short of the glory of God..  There are none righteous.  But where does the text tell us that God charged Abraham with a wrong?  Are we agreed?.....................................................                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                           


     Gentlemen, imputation has two parts to it.  One part is, God imputed righteousness to Abraham.  The other part is, God did not impute sin to him.  He imputed sin to Jesus.  And Abraham is a poor illustration of the second kind of imputation, because God never faulted him.  And because God never faulted him, there was never any cause or reason to not impute sin to him.  So the author, in order to show what the flip side of it looks like, goes to the place one would logically go to, namely the guy who was the sinner.  That David was a sinner, there is no doubt, and blessed is the man to whom the Lord will not impute sin.


     RICHARD - So are you saying that David did not get righteousness imputed to him, while Abraham did not have sin imputed to him?                                                                                                                                                                                                                                            
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     WALT - God did not impute sin to David.


     RICHARD - Well, he's a sinner, so there was no point, no need to impute sin to him.


     WALT - But see, David says that God did not impute the sin to him.  He sinned, but God did not impute the sin to him.


     RICHARD - It's not necessary, he's a sinner.


     WALT - I know he's a sinner, and if God imputes sin to him, he's lost.  So David said, "Blessed is the man to whom the Lord will not impute sin," that is, he'll get saved.  But that's a lousy illustration for Abraham, because there's no need for Abraham to have that done to him, because God never charged him with a wrong.


     LEE - I'm completely lost.  I'm in a huge circle right now, you gotta help me.


     WALT - OK.


     LEE - You are saying, nowhere in the Bible do we find that God found fault with Abraham?


     WALT - Right.


     LEE - I've got to trust you on that, I haven't done the research.  I'm trusting you, Walt.


     WALT - Whatever you do, do not trust me..................(all laugh).


     LEE - I'm going to work with you on this one.  God didn't find fault with Abraham.  So the question is, how did he get the sin?  Or are we just saying his sin was never mentioned?  We have to assume he sinned somewhere.


     WALT - Major premise:  All have sinned.  Minor premise:  Abraham is a man.  Conclusion:  Abraham sinned.  But you only get there through logic.  You do not get there through the declaration of scripture.  Because the Bible never says to Abraham, you sinned.  Gentlemen, we talked yesterday about the fact that Jesus never told the disciples that they were sinners.  I'm not asking you to believe that Abraham never sinned.  I'm only asking you to understand that God never said that he sinned.


     LEE - OK, and I was OK up to that point, and then we started the conversation about imputing sin on Abraham vs. David, and that's where I got lost.


     WALT - David is a sinner.  David is in deep trouble.  God says to David, "I'm not going to impute your sin to you," and David said, "I'm a blessed man."  So David is an illustration of the blessedness of the man to whom the Lord will not impute sin.  Abraham does not qualify as such an illustration because God never charged him with sin in the first place.


     RICHARD - But in reality, Abraham is as much a sinner as David.


     WALT - That's not the point.  The point is the text does not help you get there.  You have to get there through logic.  Now I suppose Paul could have said, (a) I've already covered with you (in chap 3)  all have sinned and come short of the glory of God, (b) Abraham fits in the category of such people, (c) Abraham was a sinner, and (d) therefore Abraham is blessed because God didn't impute sin to him.  But instead of going through that fancy logic, he just simply said,  "Let's pause for a moment and talk about David."  We have to conclude that Abraham was a sinner by logic, not by anything the Bible declares.  Therefore Abraham does not serve as a good illustration of what it means for God to not impute sin.  Is that obscure?  David sinned.  He had no one to blame but himself, and God said I will not impute your sin to you.  Now that's a blessed man.


     JOSEPH - Was Jesus the only one who received the imputation of sin?


     WALT - That's the reason why the animal sacrifices were inadequate.  There is no just way you can impute your sin to your dog, or your sheep, or your heifer, or whoever.


     STUDENT - The sacrifices in the Old Testament were imperfect?


     WALT - Not only that, but there is no indication that Abraham's sacrifices had anything to do with Abraham's sin.


     RICHARD - And I read somewhere that you said that God imputed Adam's sin to us.


     WALT - The sin of Adam was imputed to the human race.


     RICHARD - Like DNA?


     WALT - We're going to get there tomorrow morning.  There are three illustrations of imputation, the imputation of our sin to Christ, the imputation of Christ's righteousness to us, and the imputation of Adam's sin to us.                                                                                           





                                                             BACK TO THE MAN IN IRIAN JAYA IN 500 AD                                                                                                





     STUDENT - What about the man in Irian Jaya?


     WALT - No.


     LEE - I'm still concerned about him.


     WALT - See the point is that just as God imputed righteousness to Abraham without sin being an issue, why could he not impute righteousness to the man in Irian Jaya without sin being an issue?............And your answer?


     RICHARD - I would say the mystery from old is now revealed in Christ Jesus.


     WALT - But it is revealed to those to whom God reveals it.  The guy in Irian Jaya in 500 AD can't even read and write.  He's never seen a Bible.  He's never seen a believer.  God says, you know I want this guy in heaven with me.


     RICHARD - Can I say that if God doesn't send a messenger, then God doesn't want him saved?


     WALT - That's what I'm asking.  Now understand that to send him a messenger necessitates telling a Christian that there's a part of        
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the world that exists that nobody in the world knows exists, except the few living there.  Because nobody in the known world had been to Irian Jaya.  Or if you don't like Irian Jaya, let's talk about the North American Indian.  If you don't like that, talk about people living in the islands, Hawaii, Tahiti, Samoa.  Or Mongolia, Tibet...........


     RICHARD - Is that the letter "L" in tulip?


     WALT - It's the "U", unconditional election.  God just simply says, "I am not handicapped by the fact that Christians are a little bit slow getting the gospel out. 


     JOSEPH - What about infants?  Is that the way they are saved?


     WALT - That is my hope and prayer if my baby died.


     STUDENT - Chap 10, verse 14, "How then shall they call upon him in whom they have not believed?  And how shall they believe in him whom they have not heard?  And how shall they hear without a preacher?"


     WALT - "And how shall they preach unless they are sent?"  All right, what do we make of this, especially in the light of Abraham?


     STUDENT - God's plan is to send out preachers.


     WALT - That is for sure, and that's why we go.  But supposing you don't go?


     STUDENT - Then they just cannot hear.


     WALT - And if they cannot hear, then those people are handicapped in a way that Abraham was not.  So, God says to the guy in Irian Jaya, "I really would love to have had you, but I couldn't get Henrichsen off the duff.  He just would not go."


     LEE - But doesn't that go back to the whole concept of the plan, that if it was God's plan.................if God had elected that person as part of his plan, you would have gotten off your duff - which is part of the plan.  Now I struggle with saying that God couldn't do it himself.  I firmly believe that the guy in Irian Jaya is gonna be saved, and it's part of God's plan.  He's elect and somebody, somewhere is going to get off their duff and go.  If not, can God do it?  I'm sure he can, but I don't think that's necessarily part of the plan.  Now is it fair?  I don't think it's fair, but it's not a question of fairness.  But that's the hard part about election.  Some are not elect.  But if the guy in Irian Jaya is elect, God will provide a way.  It's either us off our duff....................but I hadn't thought about the concept of God saying, "I'm not worried about you guys.  I'm just going to do it on my own."  And that's the part I'm struggling with on the whole Abraham concept.  Not that God couldn't do it, but when God does it, is it going to be in terms of, "Believe me when I tell you that my Son, etc., etc."  That's my loop.  I'm in this loop, Walt, and I go around in a circle with you.


     WALT - That's about enough.  First of all, you are never going to get me to say that Romans 10 is invalid and not the plan of God.  Obviously, that's the plan of God.  My question to you is, is it the only plan of God?


     RICHARD - No one deserves to be saved.  Everyone deserves to perish.


     WALT - Right, right.  But there again my brother, we've got this guy in China, and the gospel has been preached for say 50 years.  It's now 50 AD.  Now again, nobody knows China exists.


     RICHARD - God has a sovereign right to send a Jonah to China on a slow boat.


     WALT - Right.  Does God also have the sovereign right to save the guy in China without the slow boat?  You understand that that puts a lot of people outside the pale of God's grace, simply because logistically nobody knows they are there.


     RICHARD - Sovereign election.


     WALT - Yes I know, sovereign election precludes them by virtue of the fact there is no indication anybody ever got there.


     RICHARD - That's why we're blessed.  We don't deserve it.


     WALT - Of course that's not the issue.  Of course I'm blessed and don't deserve it.  But the guy to whom God reveals himself, whether it be Abraham, or whether it be some guy in North America or China, or, or, or, he didn't deserve it either.  God went and got him, or did he?  Whether he did or not, gentlemen, is conjecture.  We're not going to talk about, did he?  The question is, could he?


     STUDENT - I think so, because I don't see in the scripture anywhere that says he will not do it.  And as he did it with Abraham before Christ, he can choose to do it again after Christ died on the cross.  But then what follows is more intriguing.  What was the content?  So the conjecture would be that one of my ancestors in ancient China, while worshipping anything, could have been responding by faith to the revelation of God, and he may be there waiting for me.  And he may have known nothing about Jesus.


     WALT - Right.


     STUDENT - He got none of the details.


     WALT - Exactly.  And by the way, Abraham was an idol worshipper, the Bible says.  So God was not averse to picking up idol worshippers and taking them to heaven.  So, God goes and gets Abraham, and God may have gone and gotten your ancestor, or my ancestor.  People didn't know that people up in Germany and Denmark existed back in those days.


     STUDENT - So there's no dispensational difference in Old Testament and New Testament?


     WALT - I don't think dispensationalists would take exception with this.  I don't think they define dispensations this way.


     JOSEPH - And some of them have a different message for salvation, before and after Christ.


     WALT - Well, everybody agrees on two dispensations, the New Testament and the Old Testament.  But everybody also agrees that salvation was no different in one from the other, because the condition was faith.  The ground or reason was Jesus Christ, but the ground or reason did not have to be part of the condition.  Because we learn that Abraham did not have to believe in the content of Jesus Christ to be saved.  At least there is nothing in the document that suggests that that was the case.  Now the guy who is your           
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ancestor 1500 years ago...........when God decides he wants to save him, whether or not God shares the gospel - the death, burial and resurrection of Christ - is a question of conjecture.  I am suggesting that it is not essential that the gospel be communicated to every person who will go to heaven.  Gentlemen, God is not obligated to do anything, except to remain consistent with himself, and that's the purpose of the cross, that is, that he does not become inconsistent.  That he does not justify without being just.  It's a transaction of the Godhead that does not have to be communicated for salvation to take place.  The only condition is believe.                                                





                                                                          ELECTION AND EVANGELISM                                                                                                                





     JOSEPH - What is the significance of this point?  We've discussed this man from Irian Jaya.  But to us Christians today, why is this theoretical question important?


     WALT - Well, I think for a number of reasons.  One is so that we understand the character of the salvation - what exactly transpired.  Two, to understand the importance - the all-importance of believing, because it is the only condition, when in reality we tend to make light of that.  And three, That we do not take too much upon ourselves as we try to obey the mandate to preach the gospel to every creature.  There is an urgency in it, but not an urgency that calls into question the eternal destiny of others.


     JOSEPH - So can a person who hears the gospel without believing it still be saved by God if God chooses to save him?


     LEE - No, once you have knowledge, it changes the game.


     WALT - Well, God determines the content, and if God gives the guy the content and he doesn't believe it, he does not meet the condition.


     STUDENT - What if it's a lousy preacher?................(all laugh).


     WALT - What I want to know is why he was looking at me when he said lousy preacher.


     LEE - And that's why we won't know.  We need to go out and do our best, preach the word of God and................................we'll never know, will we?


     WALT - Yes.  Romans 10 says that the content of the death, burial and resurrection, is the mode by which the Holy Spirit brings people from darkness to light.


     JOSEPH - But assuming that someone who lives in Hong Kong has never heard the gospel, then he still has a chance?


     WALT - Absolutely.  Absolutely.


     STUDENT - The sacrifice of Jesus satisfied God's justice, rather than the Old Testament sacrifices for man.


     WALT - Agreed.


     STUDENT - So God then, through the death of Christ, had the option to choose whom he wishes.


     WALT - All true.


     RICHARD - So it's a kind of blank check that God could pass on himself.


     WALT - Right, and GOD SAYS, "IT'S MY PREROGATIVE TO USE WHATEVER CONTENT I WANT.  YOU AND I ARE OBLIGATED TO GIVE THE CONTENT OF THE DEATH, BURIAL AND RESURRECTION OF CHRIST.  WE CANNOT TAMPER WITH THE MESSAGE. 


     JOSEPH - Would the person God chose to save without going through Jesus Christ still show the evidences in our list (3rd column)?


     WALT - Don't know.  It depends on whether God revealed it to him.  He's only obligated to believe what God reveals.


     STUDENT - The evidences are for assurance and affirmation?


     WALT - Yes.


     RICHARD - Walt, referring again to Romans 10:14-15, the church tells us to send missionaries, the beautiful steps of the messenger, etc.


     WALT - I agree with that with all my heart.  There is simply no way I am going to deny that.


     RICHARD - So what, now, if God is working independently, i.e. plan B?......................(all laugh big)


     WALT - Now gentlemen, I suggest to you that that is precisely the point - that is the point.  That man's eternal destiny has never been placed in our hands, and never will be.


     STUDENT - And we can thank God for that.


     WALT - Absolutely.


     STUDENT - So we can relax with plan B.............................(All laugh big)


     STUDENT - I remember Hudson Taylor, when he preached that tens of thousands are perishing every day because you guys aren'y doing anything.  That is not correct?


     WALT - That is not correct.


     BART - The law of the harvest comes into play then in relation to our responsibility.


     WALT - Exactly.  MINISTRY, GENTLEMEN, WAS DESIGNED FOR YOUR INTEREST, NOT GOD'S, NOT THE LOST'S.  NEVER FORGET THAT.


     RICHARD - I'm doing myself a favor?                                                                                                                                                                             
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     WALT - Absolutely.  And if you fail to execute your responsibility, you are the only one that gets hurt.


     STUDENT - That won't preach.


     WALT - That's why I'm so popular in the body of Christ.  Gentlemen, it may not preach, but I'm convinced in my soul of souls it is right.  The Bible is very clear in teaching that God does not delegate  the destiny of others to you and me.


     BART - It's just like looking at the harvest from a temporal standpoint, and when people do come to Christ in our ministry, we pat ourselves on the back and say, good job.  And when people don't, we feel dejected and down.  When we just view the ministry in terms of product instead of what we're doing for ourselves.                                                                                                                                                       





                                                                         NEVER DO EVIL THAT GOOD MAY COME                                                                                         





     WALT - Gentlemen, fundamentalism says if we don't tell people that gambling is wrong, people are going to get hurt.  If we don't tell people drinking is wrong, people will get drunk, etc.  And the response to that is, "Let us do evil that good may come."(Rom 3:8)  I'll tell a man a lie to accomplish a good.  We say to a man, "Thousands are out there perishing because you don't get out there and get going."  And we say to the man, "That's not so."  And he says, "Well I know it's not so, but they won't get out there if I don't tell them that."  And the answer is, let us do evil that good may come.  I suggest you just don't go there - Don't do that.  Do not lie to your kids to keep them out of trouble.  It will come back to haunt you.


     BART Illustration?


     WALT - Don't drink because God hates it.  Don't go to movies.  It's the Devil's work, etc.  It's very convenient to pull God into your corner to justify your convictions.  And you'll live to regret it.  It will come back to bite you, and bite you hard.  Gentlemen, attending church is a great idea.  I affirm men in doing it.  But do not tell men it's obligatory.  It is not obligatory.  Do not lie for good.  Don't lie for a good cause.


     JOSEPH - What do you mean by attending church?


     WALT - Sunday morning 11:00 AM, or whatever hour your church happens to meet.  There is no command or mandate in the Bible to gather one day out of seven.  In the Old Testament or New Testament, or anywhere.


     STUDENT - How is it different from having fellowship with the Christian community?


     WALT - We're doing that here.


     RICHARD - One day out of seven for what?


     WALT - For gathering for worship.  The sabbath was not a day when people congregated, but a day when people didn't work.  It's when you slept in, not when you got up and went to church.  It's no longer obligatory, because we're not under the law.  But that's not the point.  The point is that we tell people that church is obligatory because we think it's good for them.


     RICHARD - Can a Christian sell newspapers on Sunday.


     WALT - Absolutely.  "One man esteems one day above another, another esteems every day alike."(Rom 14:5)  Let each be pursuaded in his own mind."  We'll cover that Friday.


     STUDENT - You mentioned yesterday that God has no commandment in the New Testament to the institution of the church.


     WALT - Correct.


     STUDENT - As compared to the Old Testament where God has commandments to Israel as a nation?


     WALT - Yes, as well as individuals.


     STUDENT - And does God have a special plan for the universal church as different from the local church?  In the New Testament God seems to manifest himself to the universal church.


     WALT - Right.  Whatever the manifestation of the body of Christ is, God has no commitment to it like he does to Israel.  He has commitments to individuals who are redeemed by the blood of the lamb.


     STUDENT - In that case, how should we as individuals relate to each other as a Christian community or church?  


     WALT - That's up to you.  You have to figure that out.  There's no mandate.  That's the reason why, Anthony, the church wants to be Israel.  Because that ambiguity is cleared up, if I go back to the Old Testament and pick up the structure.........................Now, we're a bit far afield from where we should be in Romans 4, but I suggest to you, gentlemen, do not fall into the trap of lying for God, which, by the way, Job accused his friends of.........."Will you lie for God?"  Is God in such a mess that you've got to misrepresent him to get him out of trouble?  That's easy to do men.  All you have to do is let your kids scare you....................................................


     


                                                                        ROMANS 4:9-12 - APART FROM RELIGION                                                                                        





     WALT - OK, in verses 9-12, apart from religion.  Now he's got an interesting argument in these verses, and what exactly is that argument?  Joe, what's the argument?


     JOSEPH - Abraham was declared righteous before he was circumcised.


     WALT - OK, and therefore............?


     JOSEPH - Circumcision has no part in a person being justified.                                                                                                                                 
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     WALT - Would you all agree?


     STUDENT - Why  is it not apart from circumcision, but rather apart from religion?


     WALT - Oh, I should have said circumcision, and wouldn't argue that.....................(all laugh)


     STUDENT - Are you saying that is misdirected religion?  That the Israelites trusted in circumcision?


     LEE - Abraham was a Christian before he was religious.


     WALT - That's why Abraham was a great illustration, because as he says, he's the father of both the circumcision and the uncircumcision, in that he had a relationship with God before circumcision.  Therefore, we can see him relate to God without it, but he was also the first to be circumcised.  So it's an important part, because God asked him to do it.  Not an essential part because he had a relationship before it happened.....................So all he's saying here, gentlemen, is that CIRCUMCISION HAS NOTHING TO DO WITH THE IMPUTATION OF RIGHTEOUSNESS.                                                                                                                                                                       





                                                                    CIRCUMCISION COMPARED TO BAPTISM                                                                                                





     STUDENT - What does it mean in verse 11 that "circuncision is a seal of the righteousness Abraham had by faith?"


     WALT - I don't know the degree to which you wear the wedding ring in your culture, but we wear it in ours.  The wedding ring does not make me married, and taking it off doesn't make me unmarried.  But it is a sign and a seal of the fact that I belong to somebody else.  Not everybody will agree with me in this, but I would say that circumcision was to the Old Testament what baptism is to the New.  Baptism is the sign of the seal.


     BART - Would you call them rituals, or is that in man's mind?


     WALT - Ritual is valid.  Ritual becomes important in a man's life in proportion to the degree that he has distanced himself from God.  The importance of ritual is in direct ratio to a man's drift away from intimacy with God.  There's nothing wrong with ritual, but often if a man is not careful, it can replace the relationship...........................Why God says I want you to be baptised, I cannot answer, but it just seems to me that God is more than willing to help the man who wants to drift away from him.  If a man is looking for an excuse, God will give him one.  We were talking about this a little earlier, the fact that in the ministry of our Lord Jesus, he was sufficiently ambiguous to give people an excuse not to believe him, if that's what they wanted.  If the heart is right, God will come toward us.  If the heart is not right, we're set adrift.





                                                               ROMANS 4:13-16 - APART FROM THE LAW





     WALT - Gentlemen, let's talk about 13-15, apart from the law.  The distinction in verses 13-15 is not between Jew and Gentile, but between law and faith.  Notice verse 15.  What are the operative words?


     BART - Law and wrath and no-law and no-transgression.


     WALT - OK, that which condemns cannot justify.  What are the operative words in verse 16?


     RICHARD - Grace through faith.


     WALT - Grace, faith, any others?


     STUDENT - Promise.


     WALT - Yes.  Let me suggest to you that nothing is sure for the sinner that is not gratuitous.  Nothing is sure for the sinner that is not of grace.


     BART - Can you say that a different way?


     WALT - You find assurance from no other source (than grace).


     STUDENT - Because grace is not following the law of the harvest.  Is that what you are saying?.......because we are not dependable?


     WALT - Right.  Because by faith we believe the promise, which has nothing to do with our performance.  It is of grace and therein rests our security.  As the King James puts it, "to the end that the promise might be sure."  I think the RSV puts "guaranteed."  Verse 16 therefore launches us into the illustration of the kind of faith that pleases God.  Why does he use this illustration of the barreness of Sarah rather than the illustration of Mt. Moriah and the offering up of Isaac?


     STUDENT - To show life from the dead.


     WALT - Yes.  Anything else?


     STUDENT - A dead womb and a dead (  ??  ).


     WALT - Yes, yes.  It's a beautiful illustration of relating to God apart from works.





                                                      ROMANS 4:17-25 - THE KIND OF FAITH THAT PLEASES GOD





     BART - I thought Calvin here made a good distinction for me - the story of Abraham sacrificing Isaac.  I would love for him to reiterate that for the tape, or restate it.  CALVIN - "In the offering of Isaac, Abraham had faith in God's promised projection.  He didn't        
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promise he would raise Isaac from the dead, but because he promised he would have offspring from Isaac, it's the projection of his faith.  It is not the faith on a promise."


     WALT - Excellent.  Great observation.  GENTLEMEN, I'D LIKE FOR US TO HAVE FIRMLY IN MIND THAT IT IS NOT THEOLOGICAL PRECISION THAT PLEASES GOD, BUT FAITH.  All through this chapter he believes God, that God will perform what he promises.  And it was for that reason it was imputed to him for righteousness (verse 22).  Any questions before we wrap up chapter 4?


     STUDENT - Verse 25, what does raised from the dead have to do with justification?


     WALT - Could we have been justified if Jesus had not been raised from the dead?  Suppose Jesus died for our sins, but did not rise from the dead.  Would we be justified?  Is the resurrection essential for our salvation?


     LEE - Why it's important is the essence of verse 25, because of the word "because."  The resurrection shows that the payment has been accepted.


     WALT - Man sinned in body and spirit.  Penalty had to be paid in body and spirit.  And our eternal destiny is body and spirit.  Again, the Judeo-Christian differs from other religions in that it does not teach that the body is bad.  It teaches the body is good.  That is counterintuitive because reason dictates that the body is not good.  The body is the vehicle for all that is wrong with me, that is, the body limits my ability to perform.  The body is full of pain and decay and death, and it's through the body that I manifest sin.  So the Greeks, the Hindus, the Buddists, all the religions of the world view the body as a prison.  But Christianity says that the body is good and it is to be resurrected  So you will exist in eternity, not as a spirit, but as a body and a spirit.  So, in order for Jesus to have died for our sins, it had to be body and spirit.  And for us to be justified, he had to be raised body and spirit.  That's Paul's argument in 1 Corinthians 15..............................................


