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                                                              (An excerpt from the Romans study led by Walt  Henrichsen


                                                                     in Hong Kong, March 2000, pages 71-83 of the notes)





                                                                              INTRODUCTION  AND  OVERVIEW  





       WALT - Gentlemen, Romans chapter 6 addresses the question, how does the imputed sin of Adam influence the character of the believer in whom Christ dwells?  And Paul argues that union with Christ means that it's impossible for sin to rule in the believer.  So Romans 6 is an argument against the sin of presumption (presuming on God's grace).  Notice chapter 5, the last two verses, that Paul talks about the rulership of sin - sin reigning.  The reigning of sin gives way to the reigning of righteousness.  Now in my study I divided it into two parts, verses 1-11 and verses 12-23. 





                                                                      ROMANS  6:1-2 - THE  RULERSHIP  OF  SIN     





       WALT - Now, since we are forgiven, since we are not condemned, since righteousness is imputed to us, and since that imputation does not influence our moral character any more than the imputed sin of man to Christ influenced his moral character. then the question is, does all that mean that I can just go ahead and sin?  Since the transaction at the cross is a legal transaction, then does that give me license to be immoral?  And Paul answers, "God forbid!  Let it never be."  Now what Paul is arguing is that the rulership of sin in the life of the believer is a contradiction of terms.  It's like saying honest men are liars.  In English we have the word "oxymoron."  There are a lot of oxymorons in English.  An example, "bittersweet."  Rulership of sin in the life of the believer is an oxymoron, a contradiction of terms.  It cannot be.  Now, we've got the rulership of sin, the presence of sin, and the power of sin.  And how these three play on each other is the subject of this chapter.  In essence what Paul says is, the power of sin was broken at the cross.  Sin may remain present in the life of the believer, but it cannot rule.  Now in verse 2 Paul says, "How shall we who are dead to sin live any longer therein?"  Gentlemen, from where does he get the idea, "dead to sin?"  In what sense does he mean dead to sin?  It's the first time the idea appears in the book of Romans.  Now remember Paul has never visited the church at Rome.  This is not an audience that has sat under his ministry for a number of years.  So he throws out a term assuming they will understand what he is saying.  From where in the book of Romans does the idea originate?  He asks a question implying that the reader should know the answer.  How should the reader know?


       BART - Well, we just finished with him relating about Christ's imputed righteousness to us.  By position we're righteous.  Now he's telling us to act like we are.


       WALT - Kevin, would you agree with that?


       KEVIN - Not really.  I just see the necessary connection between the two.


       WALT - Allright.


       LEE - What about 5:12, "death passed upon all men?"


       WALT - Now does that verse say you're dead to sin?


       LEE - I'm trying to go back to.................If I was going to get the concept, it may be from that phrase.


       WALT - That's dead in sin not dead to sin.  Gentlemen, remember I said that chapter 5:12-21 formed the heart or foundation for the argument Paul is going to establish in chapters 6, 7 and 8.  And so what Paul is saying is that the imputed death of Christ to the believer implies the death of the believer.  But understand that that is not moral, that's legal.  Because the imputed death of Christ to the believer is a legal not a moral transaction.  We've already established that you are righteous in the same way that Jesus is unrighteous.  And Jesus was not morally unrighteous.  He was legally unrighteous.  You are not morally righteous.  You are legally righteous.


       BART - We don't become moral until death.  We don't become moral at the cross?


       WALT - Moral righteousness is not the theme of Romans 6.  Rulership of sin is the theme of Romans 6.  Paul's argument is that the imputed death of Christ to you implies the notion or idea that sin cannot reign or rule in your life.  The Bible says life to self is spiritual death;  death to self is spiritual life.  The two go together.  You cannot have life without death.  "He that seeks to find his life shall lose it;  he that loses his life for my sake shall find it."(Lk 9:24)  So if you covet life to self, you are guaranteed alienation from God.  So death to self is no more a moral reality than life to self is truly living.  Both are imputed.  Gentlemen, when the Bible talks about death to self, it's not talking about commiting physical suicide.  God imputed Adam's sin to you resulting in spiritual death.  God imputed Christ's death and righteousness to you resulting in spiritual life and death to self.  Now, let's talk about why that's so important to understand or grasp.  By the way, let's pass over verses 3-4, and just simply say that Paul is arguing that the intent of Christianity is seen in the rite of baptism.





                                                   ROMANS  6:6-7 - THE ABUSE OF GRACE SPAWNS PELAGIANISM


                                                           THE RULERSHIP OF SIN - MORAL OR LEGAL ISSUE?





       WALT - So read for me verses 6-7.  Historically in the body of Christ believers have agreed on the interpretation of chapters 1-4,        
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and have fractured into a gillion pieces in 5, 6, 7 and 8, not so much 5, but for sure 6, 7 and 8.  And verses 6-7 launch us into the                   


disagreement.  "He that is dead is freed from sin."  Is that a moral or a legal issue?  Is that your position or your experience?  I suggest to you that the whole context demands "position", but there are people, and have through the centuries been a minority group that have argued that it is actual - experience.  I'm going to very briefly paint the historical picture for you.  And though I've spent a lot of time on it, I don't want to get us side-tracked.  But I want to paint the picture for you because you're going to run into it, whether you know it or not.  And now that you understand it, you will see where you will run into it again and again in your personal  relationships in the body of Christ.  First let me note that grace invites presumption.  The more secure you are with an individual, the more abusive you tend to be.  That's why many men treat their wives and children in a far more abusive manner than they would treat a man they would meet in their office.  That is just the nature of man, the more secure, the more abusive.  If your client needs your product, you don't have to keep the appointment.  But if you need the client, you're for sure on time.  That's just the nature of man.  So, grace makes us secure in Christ, and open to abuse.  So, in one of those times when the church was excessively abusive in their relationship with God, there was a man by the name of Pelagius.  He was a contemporary of St. Augustine.  He said, "The abuse of the grace of God is the product of a faulty theology."  So he went back and re-worked Paul's material in chapters 5, 6, 7 and 8.  So what he said was that Christ reversed the effect of Adam's sin.  That meant that everybody in Christ returns to where Adam was before the fall.  This produces the possibility of sinless perfection.  In verses 6 and 7, knowing that the old man is crucified with Christ - that is not positional, that is actual, that the body of sin might be destroyed.  Sin is destroyed in you - it's actual - that henceforth you shoud not serve sin.  There's no reason for you sinning, period.  "For he that is dead in Christ is free from sin."  If you're a christian, you don't sin.  If you sin, you're not a christian.  Now, Augustine took him on, and as far as winning the day for the church, Augustine won.  But it surfaced again and again, and the next time I want to call your attention to it, is in the Netherlands during the days of the Reformation.  There was a guy by the name of Arminius.  He taught theology in the Netherlands, and he was Pelagian.  I mention him to you because the church refuted him with the Canon of Dort, and the Canon of Dort is the 5 points of Calvinism, otherwise known as TULIP.  I assume you've heard about it because Richard talks to me quite a bit about it, whether you're a 5-point, or a 4-point, or a 4.5-point.  But basically TULIP was the acrostic for the theology that refuted Pelagianism and Arminianism.  T-total depravity.  By that they did not mean that man was as depraved as he could be, but that his sinfulness kept him from understanding his lostness and alienation from God (Rom 3, "none righteous, none understand, none seek, none fear.")  Total depravity.  Reason cannot get you back to the cross.  God has to help you.  U-unconditional election, unconditioned in that God did not see down the road that you're going to be a real nice guy, and therefore decided to elect you.  It was not based on anything that you do, or that God saw you would do.  It's without condition.  L-limited atonement.  Christ's death was sufficient for the sins of the world, but became effective only for those who believe.  I-irresistable grace.  If God wants you, you're going to be had.  God said to Jonah, "Go to Nineveh."  Jonah said, "I don't want to go to Nineveh."  So he heads in the opposite direction to Tarshish, and ends up in the belly of a fish.  The fish spits him out on the ground.  God says, "Now we can go back to the fish as many times as you want, but you are going to Nineveh."  That's irresistable grace, allright?  When the hound of heaven comes after a man, the hound always catches him.  P-perseverance of the saints.  Once saved, always saved.  Not saved - lost - saved -lost.  Arminias, therefore, was removed from his teaching position and again, the argument subsided.  It resurfaced again with Wesley.  Now in each case, it was because of abuse.  Wesley was an Anglican priest.  As he stood on the streets of London, he watched the bishops ride down the street in their guilded carriages with their mistrisses.  And he said, "Poor theology produces poor living."  So he became Pelagian, Arminian.  So the argument has always been a reaction against abuse.  So in essence, Pelagius, Arminias and Wesley said God is equally gratious to everybody.  So if hell was a pit, and Jesus Christ a ladder, anybody who wants to can climb out, and anybody who wants to can jump back in.  But when you climb out you're perfect, and when you jump back in, you're sinful.  So you can be in, and you can be out and back in again, and out again numerous times.  Any question on that?


       LEE - There's a professor at Dallas Seminary that thinks the recent Charismatic Movement is linked to round 4 - after Wesley.  


       WALT - Yes, I think that the Holiness Movement, a lot of the Charismatic Movement, not all of it, as well as Methodism, are all expressions of this argument.  The heart of it is right there in Romans 6:6-7.


       BART - So heresy had a good motive?


       WALT - Yes.  Again, Bart, because grace invites presumption.


       LEE - So in a few sentences what are these groups saying today?


       WALT - They are saying that when you became a christian, you became dead to sin, experientially, not positionally, therefore you don't have to sin.  And when you sin, it's because you're not dead to sin.  Knowing that the old man is crucified with you, thus you are free from sin.  If you're sinning, it's because you're not crucified with him.  You need to repent and be converted.


       LEE - So you're in a constant circle of sinning - repenting- converting?


       WALT - That's right.  There's no assurance, no security.  Because remember, grace has been given to everybody.  There are no favorites, no election.


       BART - Has limited atonement been defined differently?


       WALT - Yes, but as the Canon of Dort defined it in refutation of Arminius, it was defined as I suggested.


       ROBERT - Is one of the reasons for this is that grace is available to everyone equally?
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       WALT - Yes, but I don't think it was so much that, as simply that the abuse of grace is an indication that you're not saved.


       ROBERT - I was raised a Methodist, and they were always talking about the need to reassure yourself.  And, is it also related to the Keswick Movement?


       WALT - Yes, very much so.  Now, there are all kinds of modifications.  Just like any other doctrine.  Each individual puts his own interpretation to it.  So the Keswick Movement, the Holiness Movement, the Deeper Life Movement, Ian Thomas (the Torchbearers), each with it's own individual flavor to it.


       LEE - If we apply this to a homosexual, and he says, "I read verses 6-7, and my body betrays me, and I am engulfed by this passion for same sex,"  we don't want to be Palegius and say to him, "You need to go through a Methodist, Keswick experience."  But if we say to him, "Positionally, you are OK."  Then it seems like this is inviting presumption.


       WALT - The question for him is, "Is the sin ruling you?"


       LEE - "Positionally, no, because in my mind I hate it, but every day experientially I am embarassed, and I wouldn't want anyone in the church to know that I go to the bathhouse.  


       WALT - You see, if I hate it, then you can get help. That's what the community of believers is for.  So it's not that you cannot get help.  The question is do you really want help?


       LEE - Romans 6:6-7 is true of my life because I want help?


       WALT - Yes.  The question is, does the sin rule?  If it rules, then you have no part of Christ.


       BART - How do you define "rules"?  


       WALT - Let me define it this way.  Suppose there is a console in front of you with a number of buttons.  One of those buttons says, "If you push this you'll never desire that sin again."  Will you push it?


       BART - Sure.


       WALT - Then it doesn't rule.  If you hesitate, you've no reason to call yourself a christian.  A buddy of mine had some men living with him.  One guy was caught sinning.  So my buddy talked to him about it and said, "You know we are all sinners.  Let's just pray and ask God to forgive."  And the guy says, "Well I can do that with you, but the truth of the matter is I don't want to repent."  My buddy said, "Well I can understand that until you get a grip on it.  Let's get on our knees and ask God to give us a desire to hate that sin and get it out of our lives."  The guy said, "I'm not really sure I want that."  My buddy said, "I'll give you twenty minutes to pack and get out of this house."  And he was gone.  The rulership of sin.


       LEE - Can you give me verses 6-7 in your words?


       WALT - It goes back to what we were talking about in verse 2, dead to sin.  And we ask ourselves the question, "From where did the audience get it?"  And we tentatively concluded, they got it from Romans 5:12ff, in which case it's got to be imputed, because the material of Romans 5 is not moral in nature.  It is legal in nature.  And if they didn't get it from there, I don't know where they got it, because Paul assumes the audience knows what he's talking about.  He says, "Don't you know?  Of course you know."  It's a rhetorical question.   





                                                            LEGAL ISSUE OR MORAL ISSUE? - VERSE 11





       WALT - Read verse 11.  "Even so, reckon yourself (impute to yourself) dead to sin and alive to God."  Now if verse 2 is actual rather than legal, if it is experiential rather than moral, why do I have to reckon or impute?  The whole flavor of the chapter seems to suggest that it is a legal issue that he is dealing with.  He's not arguing for the eradication of sin, he's arguing against the rulership of sin.


       BART - How did you title verses 1-11?


       WALT - Union with Christ in his death and resurrection makes the believer's participation in sin a contradiction of terms. 


       ROBERT - So this participation in sin is legal and experiential?


       WALT - Yes, experiential in the sense that your legal position precludes the rulership of sin.  There are two words, justification and sanctification.  We discussed justification yesterday in chapter 3 and said that it was a legal action whereby a man is declared righteous, without reference to his moral character, i.e. he could be declared guilty and be innocent, or declared innocent and be guilty.  So we are declared righteous, that is, we are justified.  Now when you come to the word sanctification, it is used in a dual way.  One way is in a very similar sense to justification, i.e. it is a legal transaction whereby God declares you holy, so that he can come and live in you, because God cannot live in a dirty vessel.  He not only justifies you, he imputes holiness to you, so that he can make you his temple.  But he says because it's imputed, there needs to follow the reality of the matter.  Therefore sanctification is used in terms of a moral process through which the believer goes.  That's why Paul writing to the Corinthians says to the saints that are in Corinth, "Start acting like saints.  You are saints, act like saints."  Well if I am a saint, why do I have to act like one?  Because I use the word saint in two different ways.  He begins by saying you are saints, and then spends 16 chapters talking about their unsaintly behavior.  Understand that justification is always TO SANCTIFICATION, i.e. God never justifies you as an end in itself.  He always justifies for the purpose of making holy - experientially.  That's why he legally sanctifies you, so that he can dwell in you to assist you in the process of making your position a reality.


       LEE - If he dwells in you, can you resist him?
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       WALT - Yes.  See, gentlemen, most of the free will against holiness in our lives is not willful resistence, but rather passive neglect.  The cares of the world, the deceitfulness of riches, and the lust of other things, choke the word and it becomes unfruitful.  It's not that you say no to the Holy Spirit.  No man in his right mind ever says no to God.  It's just that you neglect.  Velocity is certainly a contributing factor.  Men just simply do not have time to slow down and think and pray and meditate.  There are people to see, things to do, places to go, etc.  Gentlemen, God did not justify you to make you a sinful christian.  He justified you to make you a holy saint.  Justification is always to sanctification.  It is never an end in itself.  You've got to resist the temptation of trying to quantify or measure sanctification.  That will lead to a great deal of harm.  Nevertheless we must caution each other never to abort the sanctification process.


       LEE - What do you mean by measuring sanctification?


       WALT - Most believers, if not all, have certain tests by which they evaluate one another in terms of the progress they are making in sanctification.  Have you memorized the verses?  Do you show up for Bible study?  The amount of money you give.  We've got all these standards to try to determine whether or not a guy really is in process.  That's very dangerous.


       LEE - If justification has ocurred, you must see evidence of growth, otherwise you can assume the guy is not saved.


       WALT - I'd be very careful with that.  That statement makes me very , very nervous.  Gentlemen, Rahab was a whore, a liar, and a traitor, and she made the hall of fame.  The Pharisees were our kind of men, and God called them whitewashed sepulchres, unable to escape the damnation of hell.


       LEE - Theologically, is it true that you must see growth, you must have movement toward sanctification?


       WALT - Yeah, there must be movement toward sanctification.  Let's leave it there.


       RICHARD - Don't we have this third column on evidences?


       WALT - Yes, if the evidences are to the contrary, but you see again, most of the impediment is neglect, not willful disobedience.  And those evidences deal with willful disobedience, they don't deal with neglect.


       RICHARD - Walt, is salvation turning to Christ of turning away from sin?


       WALT - Salvation is both.


       RICHARD - How many sins do you turn away from before you're saved?


       WALT - Not an issue.  The issue is not how many sins I turn away from.  The issue is, do I renounce the rulership of sin in my life.  If you say, how many sins do I have to turn away from, that will lead you in the wrong direction.  You don't want to go there.  You ask yourself, do I hate sin and love righteousness?


       RICHARD - If I say I renounce it, how do I know it's real?


       WALT - If you did not love sin, there would be no renouncing necessary.  There are certain foods I don't like, organ meats, brains, liver, kidney, heart.  You put it in front of me, I don't need to renounce it.  That's simple.  Now, why do I need to renounce, Richard, looking at beautiful women?  Because it's attractive to me, that's why.  That's why I've got to renounce it.  The renunciation in my life is almost always in the direction of my apetites and desires, not in the opposite.


       BART - When I don't look away, is it evidence that I love my sin?


       WALT - It's evidence that it's attractive to you.


       BART - Right now I'll tell you that I'll push the button immediately.  When I take that second glance, I feel as though there was hesitancy.


       WALT - Well let's talk about that when we get to chapter 7. 





                                                                                     ROMANS 6:14-23





       WALT - In the remaining time we've got, I'd like us to try to package the last half of the chapter.  Let's look at verse 14.  What would you say are the operative words?  Answer:  "sin", "master", "law" and "grace."  Now, what is the relationship between those words?  What is the verse so?


       ROBERT - The law has been fulfilled.


       WALT - In verse 15, he seems to go back and resurface the question of verse 1.  What is the relationship there?  Why does he do that?  And how do the following verses answer that question?


       LEE - Seems that there are two forces working.  Verse 14 says that whichever force you put yourself under will determine who your master is.  So if sin is no longer your master, you must be under grace.  But just keep in mind that both masters are still operative, therefore you are warned to pay attention to which master you present yourself to.  The key operative word is "present."





                                                                                  INSTITUTION & LAW





       WALT - OK.  Gentlemen, let me suggest that law is essential for an institution.  It is lethal in interpersonal relationships.  If you run a corporation or a country, you've got to have rules.  When God welded the people together as a nation, he did that through the law.  If there were no law there would have been no nation.  Hong Kong cannot exist without law.  People cannot do what is right in        
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their own eyes.  You can't have automobiles driving on the wrong side of the street, on the sidewalks, etc.  You can't have that.  You've got to have laws to regulate an institution, or an organization.  But law is lethal in interpersonal relationships.


       BART - Is the family unit an institution?


       WALT - Only if you want to make it that.  Again, gentlemen, no man in his right mind relates to his wife on the basis of law.  You and I don't relate to each other on the basis of law.  And I suggest that you don't relate to your friends on the basis of law.


       BART - With your children you have to have some boundaries.


       WALT - I'm not talking about an infant.  I'm talking about a mature realtionship.  I say to my grandson, "You will not play in the street."  That's non-negotiable.  I've got to remind him of it because he's an infant.  But I don't say that to my grown children.  I sure don't say it to my wife.


       ANTHONY - What about our collegues who are also friends?


       WALT - Because of what I've said, I'm going to further suggest to you that it's impossible for an institution to not use and abuse people.  Gentlemen, I expended a lot of emotional energy until it dawned on me that that was the case.  I related to an institution for over twenty years of my life, and found out that my expectations were unrealistic.  I just simply suggest to you that you cannot run World Vision, the Navigators, Campus Crusade, or the local church, or any institution without abusing people.  That doesn't mean that you try to abuse them.  I'm simply saying to you if you create the institution, you guarantee the abuse.  Is that clear?


       ANTHONY - What do you mean by abuse?


       WALT - Use them.  You work at it.  You try to be fair, and you wake up one morning and find out that you practiced just the opposite.  And you go beat your head against the wall and say, "God, how did I do that?"


       ANTHONY - Is that because of the law in an institution?





                                                          APPLICATION OF LAW TO FAMILY RELATIONSHIPS





       WALT - Law plays a big part in it.  Let me suggest to you that you're sitting in the kitchen.  Im going to assume you like coffee.  So your wife gets up and goes over to the rest of the kitchen.  And you say to her, "Sweetheart, would you give me a cup of coffee?"  She says to you, "Do I have to?"  Now you say to yourself, "Am I going to relate to her on the basis of law or grace?"  You could say to her, "I'm the head of the home, stop this nonsense and get me a cup of coffee."  True?


       LEE - Just do it.  That has the sound of abuse in it doesn't it?


       WALT - Or, you can say, "Of course you don't have to."  And get up and get the cup of coffee yourself.  But as you get the cup of coffee, you ask yourself, "Why did she say that?  How did that happen?"  Her statement, "Do I have to" let's you know that something is wrong, isn't that true?  Gentlemen, law is the last line of defense in a relationship going bad.  In an interpersonal relationship you never want to use law unless you absolutely have to be, because once you give the law, all you've got left are consequences.  Because if she says to you, "I'm not going to do it" then all you have left are consequences.  There's no place else to go.  Therefore you never go there unless you absolutely have to.  And when people move you in that direction, you know there's something very, very wrong.  I say it again, no man in his right mind relates to his wife on the basis of law, nor his children,


       BART - My daughter is 15.  I say, "I would like you home at ten o'clock."  She says, "Do I have to?"


       WALT - See, I say to you, Bart, don't do that .  Do not do that.  He's made a law, an imperative:  Be home at 10:00.


       RICHARD - It would be nice if you would come home at 10:00.


       WALT - I'd say, "Sweetheart, what time will you be home tonight?"


       BART - 1 or 2.


       WALT - Where will you be?  What are you going to be doing until 1 or 2?  Let's talk about this for a moment.  Before we get any further, let me note with you that my concern is not with you, but those crazies out there.  So my question is, when do I come looking for you?  Supposing some guy runs you off the road, rapes you, gang rapes you, and leaves you there naked on the side of the road, exposed.?  When do you want me to start being concerned?


       STUDENT - Oh, Dad!


       WALT - Are you saying to me it cannot happen to you?


       LEE - No, I'm saying it's not going to happen to me tonight.


       WALT - I'd say, "Sweetheart, that's what people always say before it happens.  Tell me what you're going to do, so I'll know where to come look for you."  Gentlemen, I'm not saying to you that you cannot, or should not, ever have law.  I'm simply saying don't go there unless they force you there.  Gentlemen, your credibility with your daughter is like that glass of water.  It is not inexhaustable in quantity.  You can spend it and have nothing at the end.  And what you want to do is work at making sure the glass stays full, because you never know when you have to use the credibility.  You want an ample amount of it.  Now, it doesn't mean you can't get it refilled once you empty it.  I'm simply saying to you, it's easier to empty than to fill.  So use it judiciously.  And there will be a time in our relationship with our children when we put our credibility on the line.  Do it only when you absolutely have to.  Back to Romans 5.  You have renounced sin.  It no longer rules in your life.  You have changed masters.  You're no longer the slave of sin.  You're the slave of God.  To Jesus you say, "I no longer have a will of my own.  My will is to do the will of him that sent me."  Therefore law is                         
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unnecessary, request is enough.  "Sweetheart, would you get me a glass of water?"  "Of course I'll get you a glass of water.  I can't conceive of your asking me to do something and my saying no."  That's part of the trust and confidence.  Isn't that right?  That's how we relate to each other.  We don't relate to each other on the basis of law, rather on the basis of grace.  We assume a relationship with each other.  A healthy relationship precludes the necessity of law.  It does in my relationship with you.  It does in your relationship with your family.  It does in our relationship with God.  Gentlemen, when God says, "I don't want you to do such-and-such" and you say, "Do I have to obey that," at that moment you know something is very, very wrong.





                                                                          KEEPING THE COMMANDMENTS


                                                                                      


       WALT - When you view the commandments of God as restrictive, and they are restrictive, rather than as an opportunity to delight the heart of the lover of your soul, you're moving away from rather than toward God.  Now, I can view the commandments of God as a set of restrictions limiting my behavior, or I can view those same commandments as expressions of love from a God that wants to keep me out of harms way.  I can say that the law is designed to confine my life, or to bring joy into my life.  It all has to do with how I view Jesus.  Paul is saying that because we don't have an institution, the law is no longer necessary.  The mixing of the law to the institution with the law in our relationship to God always created tension and ambiguity in the lives of the people in the old testament.  David clearly understood the difference.  That is why he said in the Psalms, "I delight in the law of God.  It's sweeter to me than the honey in a honeycomb, more to be desired than gold, yea than much fine gold."  Why?  Because I don't view the commandments of God as being restrictive in my life.  I view them as an opportunity to find out what the lover of my soul wants, and I can give it to him (Psalm 119).  


       BART - Walt, it would seem that the law, "I would like you home at 10:00" is in her best interest, to keep her out of harms way.


       WALT - Right.  But the point with your 15 year old daughter is, you are not only keeping her out of harms way, you're training her.  You're teaching her how to think maturely.


       BART - It seems as though law and consequence creates in me the fear that we talked about Monday.  The fear of God.  The fear my children have of me, whereas grace tends to produce presumption.


       WALT - You'll always live with that tension.  But when you find yourself drifting in either direction, you know there's an indication things are not healthy.


       LEE - Is the statement "present your body" a command?


       WALT - Yes.  It's imperative, isn't it?


       LEE - What does that look like?


       WALT - Surrender.  The opposite of yielding to sin.  I am the servant of God.  My will is to do the will of him that sent me.  That's active, not passive.  Nor is it resignation.


       LEE - You've said to present is something active.  I just want to know what it looks like.  Do I report for duty, check in and say, "What am I going to do?  Rake the leaves?"


       WALT - Exactly, exactly.


       LEE - So we need to present rather than passively neglect, or wait for God's voice?  I've never heard God's voice tell me what to do.


       WALT - God speaks to me out of the scripture.


       LEE - So presenting yourself would be to read the scripture and obey it.


       WALT - I'm not going to tell you what the form of it is, Lee.  I'm talking about the attitude, the heart.  And when you think, "Do I have to?" you know that the heart is not right.  When you scrutinize the commandments of God looking for a loophole, you know something is terribly wrong.  We were talking about, for example, the role of women.  The commandments relating to the role of women are not difficult.  They are simple commands.  When you pray, cover your head.  You don't have to stand in the corner on your head.  You have to cover it when you pray, that's all.  Why make an issue out of it?  "I don't want to submit."  That means there's something wrong, something very, very wrong.  Gentlemen, the commandments of God may be restrictive, but they are never punitive.  And when someone says to you, "Well God is punishing me because I'm a woman," they do not understand God or his commands.


       BART - I want to submit, but I feel very uncomfortable greeting a man with a holy kiss.  In our culture, homophobia, doing those things alienates me.


       WALT - Bart, you don't have to plant it on his lips, or a lingering................


       BART - I know that.  I know that, I mean...............


       WALT - Fine, I have no problem...............You've got two questions.  Number 1, am I willing to obey the command?  Number 2, what does the keeping of the command look like?  And if you're willing to obey it, then keep it any way you want to keep it.


       LEE - It's back to intent?  What's the intent of the command?


       WALT - No, not the intent.  The question is not, I have no idea what God had in mind.  Why does God say cover your head?  I haven't the faintest idea why he said it.  "No bastard can enter the congregation of the Lord up to the fifth generation."(Dt 23:2)  That means, in the old testament, if your great, great, great grandfather was a bastard, you don't show up.  Why did God do that?  I haven't the faintest idea why he did that.  But, so what?  Don't go.  I mean, we get mad at God because we have to go, and then we get mad at 
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God because we can't go.  The problem is that you just don't want to obey God.  And that is a yielding issue to your Master.  That's why it comes up in Romans 6.  The rulership of sin in the life of the believer is an oxymoron.  So also the absence of the law and a desire to please is the essence of the relationship.  My relationship with God is gratious.  Therefore there is no need for law.  My wife and I love each other.  We don't need law.  Finding out what she wants is 99% of her getting it.


       ANTHONY - So, when God gave Adam the law relating to the tree, it was an act of love?


       WALT - Absolutely.  Yes.


       ANTHONY - But that was a law, a command.


       WALT - Right, but see, oftentimes God will test us.  But the testing is always out of love.  Testing is never to make us fall, it's always to make us strong.


       ROBERT - How do we relate to our collegues who are also our christian brothers?  Both peers and subordinates in the same organization?


       WALT - You ask.  You don't tell.  You don't command.  You never accuse, you always ask.  You don't say, "You did this," you say, "Did you do this?"


       ROBERT - Are you saying the servant has the right to disobey?


       WALT - The servant has no right to disobey.  See, if God loves me, and if he seeks my best, and if he is sovereign, why in the world would I want to disobey him?  That's idiocy.


       STUDENT - Can you give us again the outline for chapter 6?


       WALT - Yes.  1-11, union with Christ in his death and resurrection makes the believer's participation in sin a contradiction of               


terms.  To say those who live in Christ wilfully yield themselves to sin is like saying honest men are liars.  12-23, union with Christ in his death and resurrection frees the believer from the law making him a slave of Christ.  You're dead to sin at conversion.











       


