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                                                 (An excerpt from the Hong Kong Romans study led by Walt                                                                                           


                                                  Henrichsen in Hong Kong , March 2000, pages 110-122 of notes)





     WALT - I divided chapter 9 into four parts.  Vss 1-5, the lamentation for rejected Israel;  vss 6-13, spitirual Israel is distinguished from physical Isreal;  vss 14-24, the double edge of election explained;  vss 25-33, election is based on an imputed rather than a works righteousness.                                                                                                                                                                                                                          





                                                                               ASSUME NO ELECTION





     WALT - Gentlemen, let's suppose for a moment that there is no election.  What I want you to do is tell me, if there is no election, and it's up to the individual, what does the individual have to do or believe in order to get to heaven? 


     VICTOR - The message of salvation.


     WALT - Well, what is included in the message of salvation?


     VICTOR - We are sinners, Jesus died for our sins, and I believe that.


     WALT - Allright.  Now suppose that as I study the Bible, I am sincerely wrong.  I come to the wrong conclusion.  Let's say for example, John 10, where the religious leaders say, "We want to stone you because you being a man profess to be God."  To which Jesus responds, "Have you read the Psalms, ye are Gods.  If the Psalmist says that people are gods, why do you take exception   with me if I am called the Son of God?"  And I say to myself, "Jesus is clearly teaching that he's not God."  Now that is not a willful mistake, that is a sincere mistake.  Does that bar me from heaven?  Because remember it's what I do, yes or no?  Let's assume for a second, "no", How wrong can I be if I am sincere?  I've already eliminated the diety of Christ, and you said that won't affect me.  Let's say I am sincere in being a Buddhist.  Does that affect me?  Can I get to heaven by being a Buddhist if I am sincere?  I can go to heaven and not believe in the diety of Christ if I am sincere, but I cannot get to heaven and be a Buddhist  if I am sincere?  I'm wrong but I am sincere.  So where is the line?  You said I didn't cross it by denying the diety of Christ, but I did cross it by becoming a Buddhist.  Now in both cases there is nothing willful.  I am sincere.


     THOMAS - But it's your standard


.    WALT - No, no, it's my understanding of what I think God's standard is.  Remember, now, I am not trying to put into this anything  willful.  I'm sincere.  This is a case study.  I get to control the case and I am telling you willfulness  is not involved in it.


     RICHARD - You've got to be sincerely correct.


     WALT - OK, I am sincerely incorrect regarding the diety of Jesus.  Does that mean that I can't go to heaven?


     LEE - You said ignorance is no excuse?


     WALT - Now I'm asking you.


     LEE - Well, you said ignorance is no excuse, so therefore you will still be culpable.


     WALT - I don't remember saying ignorance is no excuse.  This is a control study in which I'm not making such an assertion.  We are assuming election does not exist.  I'm asking what do I have to do or believe in order to be assured of heaven?


     LEE - Also in chapter 1 of Romans there is no such thing as ignorance.  Everbody's got some culpability.


     WALT - Allright I agree with that, but remember, no election.  How am I going to overcome this problem?


     LEE - If you process correctly that which you know.


     WALT - OK, process correctly what I know, but what if I don't know it?


     LEE - Then you're OK, but if you in any small way say or think or dream that Jesus Christ........then you are in deep trouble.


     WALT - Why?


     LEE - Because he is the revealed Son of God, and you have just rejected him.  The only way you can possibly get to heaven in your line of argument is to be so isolated in some igloo, or some Mongolian hootch, and keep all missionaries away from you, and all media, TV, etc.  Then you might possibly be able to get to heaven.....and believe in some totum pole.


     WALT - OK, so I am now in my Mongolian hootch in 150 AD and I guarantee you no missionary has found me.  What do I have to do to get to heaven?


     LEE - You just have to realize your need.  You have to realize that something is amiss here.  You've got to groan.


     WALT - OK, I groan.  I meet the qualification of groaning.  I am now in my hootch groaning.  Now what?


     LEE - Now you have to say, "somebody help me."


     WALT - I've said it.


     LEE - With or without an answer, I think you'd get in.


     WALT - I'm in.  So a sincere groan, irrespective of where I am in the world gets me in?


     LEE - Well, don't make fun of it.


     WALT - Oh no, no, no, no, Mr. Yee.  I'm asking for clarification.  That's all I'm asking.


     THOMAS - Did you mention that the validity of your faith depends on the object?  If you believe in the wrong thing, even though you're sincere............
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     WALT - Good, so that means that all these people in the world before the gospel got to them are excluded, period?


     THOMAS - Unless God revealed to them, so that somehow they came to the right object.





                                                                                      ELECTION IS FAVORITISM





     WALT - Allright.  Now remember there can be no election.  So that means that God cannot come to the Mongolian hootch, and not come to all of China, because that's favoritism, that's election, and we xed that.  So if he comes to one he comes to all.  Otherwise you have election.  And we've already eliminated election.  So we xed all of these people before the gospel.  Now let's get the guy who's got the gospel.  How accurate an understanding of the gospel do I have to have?  For example, I remember where I first became a christian, and I met a couple of reprobates who said they were believers because they were baptised.  And I said to myself, baptism is an impediment to the gospel.  And I read 1 Corinthians 1 where Paul said, "I thank God that I baptised none of you save Crispus and Gaius.  Besides I baptised also the house of  Stephanas.  I know not whether I baptised any others, for Christ sent me not to baptise, but to preach the gospel."  And I said Paul agrees with me.  It's an impediment, therefore I xed it.  I was wrong.  Would that wrong have jeopardized my salvation?  Sincerely wrong, but wrong.  So the guy reads John 10 and concludes Jesus is not God.  Sincerely wrong, but wrong.  So he has the message.  He has the information, but he misunderstands it.  Not intentionally.  He just does not get it.  And besides, I being the example, and I not being all that bright, things don't come together all that clearly for me.  Where is the line between acceptable and unacceptable?  Gentlemen, I suggest to you that that is the dilemma that you face with the doctrine of election.  It places you in an untenable position.  It's nice in that it eliminates the problem of offending your moral sensibility.  But when you explore its implications, you find out that the alternative is worse.  So with that background, let's talk about Romans 9.                                  


     JOSEPH - Would that preclude someone who says that being sincerely wrong doesn't get to heaven?  So there will be a whole host of people who will say sincerity is the issue.  See, we're kinda mixing...............


     WALT - The condition is belief.  Belief requires content.  Content assumes revelation.  Election assumes that the revelation is not given to everybody.


     LEE - It offends your sensibility because it seems unfair.


     WALT - Correct.


     LEE - But then when you try to go down the road you just took us, you say, well we'll go back to the unfairness  , because going down this way is even worse.


     WALT - Correct.


     LEE - I'd never thought about it.  But that is a weird way to think.  At least it makes me feel better about election.





                                                           NOT BELIEVING IN ELECTION IS IRRATIONAL





     WALT - Well, I'm a weird guy.  It's pretty interesting gentlemen, I'm with a group of non-christians, and I ask this question:  Let's assume that there is no God.  And let's assume that our task, sitting around this living room, is to create him.  Let's create God with the attributes that we would like him to have.  And so we start.  It takes about 30 minutes, and gentlemen, we end up with the God of the scriptures.  I'm telling you, it's not that difficult.  You say to me, well that's a crazy way to look at it.  Well, not really.  Polytheism is irrational.  Not believing in election is not rational.  It is irrational.  Every thinking man in the world believes in election, or do they just call it pre-determinism?  But a man does not have to stop and think very long before he realizes he is not in control.  He didn't decide his birth, his parents, color of skin.  He didn't decide his intellect.  He didn't decide his sex.  There are very few things that he decided.  And besides that, he works real hard, and a hurricane comes along and wipes him out.  He believes in election.  You bet he does.  It's irrational not to believe in it  The difference in election in the scriptures and predeterminism outside the scriptures is purpose.  We may not understand the purpose.  It is not random.  It is not fickle.  It's rational.





                                                                                      VERSES 1-5





     WALT - In essence the author says that blessing of God does not eliminate election.  God takes the nation of Israel and he blesses it with this litany of things, but that does not mean that election is not necessary.  Any questions or comments on verses 1-5?


     THOMAS - Well let's go back to election.  You mentioned sex, color of skin and all that.  Can an unbeliever believe that that's all random.  It just happens as a chance blessing being born to a certain family, rather than en election from God?


     WALT - I'm sure a lot of them do.  But he does understand that he's not controling the process.


     THOMAS - There's no purpose, only a kind of experiment, or chance.


     WALT - Yeah, but an experiment implies a purpose.  But  if there's no purpose, there's no experiment, just kind of a happening.  Here we are.  We didn't come from any place, and we're not going anywhere.  Not much to hope for, is there?  That's why the existentialist is the clearest thinker from a non-christian perspective.  Life is a sick joke.  Might as well make something out of it if you can.
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     VICTOR - So for the election part, say you're coming in this room, and we are 20-something chairs.  So one of the chairs is to be elected and we pick that chair.  Are we just trying to decorate ourselves to attract you to elect us to be your chair?


     WALT - It happened before the foundation of the world.


     VICTOR - But what should we do to try to be elected?


     WALT - Let's see what Paul says about that in Romans 9 and 10.





                                                                                        VERSES 6-13





     WALT - Let's go to verses 6-13 where the action starts.  We begin with Abraham, and it says that not all of the descendants of Abraham are heirs to the promise given to Abraham.  So Ishmael and the children of Keturah are not included.  Isaac is the child of promise.  So he says they've got different mothers.  Let's go a little deeper.  Let's talk about Rebekah.  Now Rebekah had two sons, Jacob and Esau.  "Before they were born, before they could do any good or evil, that the purpose of God according to election might stand, not of works, but of him that called, it was said to her, Jacob have I loved, but Esau have I hated."  Let me ask you, how can you make it any more stark than that?


     LEE - That's a tough verse!





                                                                                          TWO OBJECTIONS





     WALT - Now the individual unfamiliar with this material, having heard verse 13, what is a logical response?


     STUDENT - Unfair.


     WALT - Unfair.  Is there any other response?  The other objection to it?  Answer:  If that is the case, how can God make a man accountable?  How can he find fault?  These are the two objections, and note with me, these are the two objections the apostle raises and answers.  The first in verses 14-18, the second in verses 19-24.  The first objection is found in verse 14.  "Is God unjust?"  Is he unfair?  The second in verse 19.  "Who can resist his will?"  Now, how does he answer the first?  How does he rebutt it?  Kevin, how did he do it?


     KEVIN - He's God and he decides.


     WALT - Yeah.  At first blush you say to yourself, "He didn't answer the question - he just simply sidestepped."  All he says is, "He's God."  Let me suggest that the point of Paul's argument is that justice implies entitlement.  It implies a right.  In my country if I am arrested and brought before the court in a criminal charge, I can approach the court with only one of two pleas.  I can say guilty as charged in which case I plead the mercy of the court.  Or, I can say not guilty, in which case I say to the court, the charges of the prosecution are unjust.  My rights have been violated, and I petition the court to dismiss the charges and set me free.  So I go to the court with a right, an entitlement.  I am, as a citizen of the U. S., entitled to certain things, and my plea before the court is that the prosecution is denying those rights.  Are we agreed?  Is that clear?  Paul is saying that rights have nothing to do with election  The process of election does not violate a right.  It's irrelevant.  God is not obligated to you by virtue of the fact that he created you.  Your existence does not imply a right.  Therefore fairness and justice is not an issue.  Is that clear?


     STUDENT - The purpose of your existence doesn't mean that you have a right?


     WALT - Right.  Any more than the chair has a right by virtue of the fact that you made it.  Notice here, gentlemen that it's not a moral issue.  He does not talk about the sinfulness and depravity of man in this passage.  Election is not a moral issue, there's no justice or injustice involved.


     BART - I understand how, in justice, everyone would be condemned.  What I don't understand is if I come to God, and I recognize that fact, yes I'm guilty.  But why would you choose him over me?  Why shed mercy on him and not on me?


     WALT - I only need to show mercy on you if you sin.  And election has nothing to do with sin, it has to do with selection.  If I want to select A and not B, that's my perogative.


     LEE - The thing that has helped me with this is that election was done in eternity past, not today, so it's not looking at people at this table and saying, I elect you and don't elect you.  It's people at this table that were elected before they were born, not that it changes any of the justice part of it.  But justice was done well before all the moral issues were started.


     WALT - Justice is not an issue.


     RICHARD - I think we have to stand on the position that the creature has no rights.


     WALT - Exactly.  That's the point.  The fact that God created you does no endow you with a right.  When you move to Canada and become a Canadian citizen, that infers on you certain rights.  Under the Declaration of Independence we are endowed with certain inaliable rights.  Not so with God.  The problem is we get confused when we carry the rights we think we have by virtue of being a citizen of a particular country, into our relationship with God.  Again I say to you, gentlemen, when God created you he did not obligate himself.  Let's say for example that you and Lisa joined Thomas in a trip to the mainland, and you go to an orphanage with 1000 children.  You and Lisa decide you are going to take one of them as your child.  You pick one of them.  And the 999 that are left, who very, very nuch want to be your child, say you've been unjust.  It's not fair.  The answer is, justice and fairness are not the question.         
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 Your presence in the orphanage does not obligate you at all.  And if you want to select one of them for reasons between you and Lisa, that has nothing to do with the understanding of those children.  That's your perogative.  


     ANTHONY - I think the orphanage illustration works to the point where one considers that God is the Almighty, unlike certain couples who have a limited capacity and couldn't take all of the children, whereas God is the Almighty, so one would wonder why he doesn't choose everyone.


     WALT - Because he said I don't want to.


     ANTHONY - It raises the question about God's love for us.  I can accept that God created us for his own pleasure, and is not obligated to elect every one of us, but is he still loving to all despite the fact he elects some and not others.


     WALT - Well, Anthony, if God says, "Yes, as a matter of fact I do love them all, and I accept some and reject some", are you going to charge him with inconsistency?  Are you going to say, "That cannot be"?


     ANTHONY - I agree with Richard, we are the clay;  he is the potter.  But it is a difficult pill to swallow.


     WALT - Well gentlemen, that is analogous to God's relationship with Job.  And that's what Job said to God.  And God said, "Unacceptable, I don't want resignation, I want submission."  When God explained it to Job, that's what Job said, "OK God, you're big, I am small.  It's your decision.  If you feel good beating up on me, be my guest.  There's nothing I can do about it anyway."  And God said, "Time out.  Not good enough.  Let's go back over it again."  So he took about two more chapters and reviewed the same basic material.  Basically what he said to him was, I will not accept a relationship based on resignation.  Do you defend my right to do what I want to, Job, to do with you what I want, exactly, no questions asked?"  And Job said, "Yeah, no longer resignation, but submission.  Yes, yes God."


     LEE - We can all sit around the table and argue about it, but none of us know.  It's something that happened before we were born, and yet we think it's unjust that I might or might not have been elected, because I just don't think it's fair that God doesn't love everybody.


     WALT - To say that God didn't elect everybody is not to say that he didn't love them all.  My friend, again I say to you that being created by God does not obligate God.  You do not carry into the relationship any rights.  You are entitled to nothing.  Now gentlemen, if you cannot swallow that, you will never have a satisfactory relationship with God. 





                                                                                         PARTIALITY





     VICTOR - Is it OK to say God have mercy on the Israelites, but it will be hard on the ones that are not elected.........If God shows this kind of partiality.........whether he could be a good judge when he is doing the rewards, because we say  the law of the harvest.........if he shows this kind of partiality, then can I trust that God will exercise justice?  And also can I trust that he really loves me?  It's OK to ask the ones that got elected, but for the unelected.......they will spend eternity in hell.  Are we charging God with being unfair as a judge?


     WALT - Let's say that you lived during the days of our Lord's ministry.  Let's say further that you were aware that he was selecting twelve to work with him.  And let's say that you very, very much wanted to be one of the twelve.  Let's say he looked you in the eye and said "no".  Would you come to the same conclusion.......clear partiality?


     JOSEPH - There's a big difference, one's in heaven, one's in hell.


     WALT - Ah, you see, you are assuming that hell is what God makes of it.  And I'm suggesting to you that hell is what you make of it.  So I would say that the difference does not exist.  The only question is, does he have the right to show partiality, without losing your trust?  Jesus said, "We're not going to have room for thirteen.  No, go home."


     VICTOR - God can still leave empty rooms in heaven?


     WALT - Correct.


     RICHARD - I think if we have a definition of "creature".  The creature is slave to his creator, the Lord.


     WALT - Right.  What Pang is suggesting though, if I'm not one of the elect, then I've got reason to resent God.


     RICHARD - But assuming God never makes a mistake.  "Though you slay me I will still serve thee."  What does that mean?


     WALT - Well I think Pang would say, "That's all well and good, but I'm still not one of the elect.."


     STUDENT - I think like in this situation, I mean, at least you have a second chance.  I don't even have to suffer, and I may come through a resurrection.  Being elected or unelected is a huge difference than being a disciple rather than just being a normanl believer.


     WALT - The only suffering the non-elect will do is the product of their own sin.  It's not the product of election  God is totally impartial in that regard.


     RICHARD - When we get a true focus of God, as Job said, "Now I've seen you."


     JOSEPH - Are we crossing wires with the law of the harvest and election somewhere?


     WALT - Yes, that's what I'm suggesting to you.


     JOSEPH - What does he mean by the last word in verse 13?


     WALT - I have no idea.


     BART - Doesn't sound good.
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     WALT - Agreed.





                                                                                   APPARENT CONTRADICTIONS





     THOMAS - How do we compromise with other verses, as 1 Tim 2:4, "Who will have all men to be saved, and come to the knowledge of the truth."?  And other verses like John 3:16-18?  How can he non-elect some, when he willed that all be saved?


     WALT - Thomas, the Bible clearly contradicts itself in this regard, as it also does in other issues as well.  1+1+1=1.  And so this is where it becomes uniquely offensive, because it offends our moral sensibility.  (a little material missed at this point).  When we get to the doctrine, I see humongous implications, therefore I want resolution, but chapter 10 does not fit well with chapter 9.  "Whoever calls upon the name of the Lord shall be saved."  Or, again, the passage we referred to before, where Jesus says, "Oh Jerusalem, Jerusalem, how I would have gathered you to myself as a hen gathers her chicks, but ye would not."  There is the sovereign God having his will thwarted by men.  How do I understand it?  I don't, and I am suggesting to you, gentlemen, that to the degree that you understand it, you know you're wrong.  If you can put it together in your head, you can know you have not understood the issue.  Nevertheless Paul says, "before they were born, before they could do any good or evil, that the purpose of God according to election might stand, not of works, but of him who calls, as it was said unto her, the elder shall serve the younger.  As it is written, Jacob have I loved, Esau have I hated."





                                                                             THE ABSENCE OF OPTIONS





     STUDENT - Now, Walt, suppose we could look at what's going on in Job's mind.  When he said the first time, I resign.  And God said that's unacceptable, let's repeat the same thing.  What is going on in Job's mind that he can go from resignation to submission, and God accepted it?


     WALT - All I can do is guess.  I'll tell you what I think, but I can't be sure I am right.  Pang, I think that in the final analysis, my eager, willful submission to God is the product of the absence of options.  Gentlemen, we've talked about this before, but I do not think it was accidental that God gave the law in the desert.  The desert is void of life, barren, no nourishment.  I serve Jesus not because he's the best of six options.  I serve Jesus because he's the only option.  Nothing else makes sense.  Like the disciples said in John 6, "To whom can we go."  If it's tough to follow you, and it is tough, what is plan B?


     STUDENT - When I discuss this issue, or someone raises this issue with me, my favorite verse is John 6:37, "All that the Father gives to me will come to me, and whoever comes to me I will never cast out."  Don't worry about where he's taking you, just come to Jesus.  If you come he will not drive you away.  I really cannot explain this election.  Election is very reassuring to those who are in.  You enter heaven and then look back and see that your name is there, and it's reassuring.  But we can never explain to a person with whom we are sharing the gospel this election thing.  I don't think we can ever give him a satisfactory explanation.


     WALT - Right.  All Paul teaches us is that it has nothing to do with fairness, nothing to do with justice.


     STUDENT - And also it does not in any way contradict God's nature.


     STUDENT - It also gives us another way to totally submit to God.  If you try to reason it out, you can't.  He's big, we're small.  You can never talk to an unbeliever about this.  It's like when I asked this question two or three years ago...........if he selected me or didn't select me, I have no choice anyway, so why sould I.............It's very, very difficult to share with an unbeliever.  Best just not to talk about it until he becomes a believer, then he will understand.


     LEE - You know, it's kinda that Noah's ark concept.  When he was building it he knew it wasn't big enough to put all the people in, and he knew that his family was going to survive, and all those other people are not going to get in the boat with you.  You keep building it.  Don't worry about it.  The boat's just the right size for the eight folks to get in.


     WALT - Yeah.


     LEE - It had to have been hard building that boat, knowing all those folks can't get in the boat with you.





                                                                             THE SECOND OBJECTION (VERSES 19-24)





     WALT - Good point................Gentlemen, let's go to the next section, because it doesn't get any easier.  Verse 19, "Why does he find fault, for who can resist his will?"  How does he answer it?  What he is saying is that fault is a moral issue, and again election has nothing to do with morality.  You are nothing more than a piece of clay, and if God wants to make of you one kind of a vessel, or another kind of vessel, that's his perogative.  It has nothing to do with fault.


     RICHARD - How do chapters 9-11 help our christian growth or walk with God?


     WALT - Well, good question, Richard.  Capters 9-11 are a unit dealing with the nation of Israel, and he begins with the doctrine of election to show that the election of God, of the nation of Israel, does not obligate God regarding any particular indivdual in Israel.  He will go on to develop what God's thinking is regarding the nation of Israel.  But understand that it is an election process.  Now, how election touches us we've talked about a great deal.  It becomes very, very important in understanding a lot of things.  Certainly it robs         
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man of his pride.  Most heresy is rooted in pride.  When you get finished with chapter 9, you realize that you do not bring to the relationship anything!.


     JOSEPH - Those who are not elect by God do not know if they're selected until they die.


     WALT - But again, because all thinking people know they are the product of election of some kind.  They are aware that the process is going on.  They just don't understand it.  The poet, the philosopher, the song writer, the play writer, all deal with this issue - the seeming purposelessness of existence.


     BART - The only way there could be mercy is if he prepares some for destruction?


     WALT - No...............mercy implies...............if you don't screw up, you won't need the mercy of God.


     BART - But you said mercy implies selection.  If I select some for heaven, that's mercy, and the only way I can do that without selecting everybody is select the others, verse 22 says, for destruction.


     WALT - The destruction that they experience is not the product of election, it is the product of sin.  Now, Bart, the argument he's making here is that sin is not an issue in the elective process.  Before they were born, before they could do any good or evil, that the purpose of God according to election might stand.  Jacob did not go to heaven because he was a nicer guy than Esau.


     LEE - Does this go back to when you were talking about your prayer for your children, you are praying to God, "Please let me be the father of elected children and the grandfather of elected grandchildren, give me that privilege"?


     WALT - Yes, yes, yes.  He's not obligated.  But I plead with him


     VICTOR - Going back to what we talked about here, why did Paul still have this feeling from verses 1-5?


     WALT - For a man to contemplate going into eternity facing the consequences of his own sin and unbelief, without the hope of Christ, is almost too much to bear.


     VICTOR - Especially if he is so close to them - the Jews.


     WALT - Good point


     STUDENT - But it's not by choice, it's the election process going on.


     WALT - But it is their choice.


     STUDENT - Yes, in chapter 10 it is their choice.  It's so near, so close.  If you want to be, just say in your mouth and believe in your heart.  It's so available.  I think Paul is frustrated.


     WALT - I think so too, Victor.  They had special revelation right at their door.  And then he looks at the Gentiles, so far, far away, and they got it!


     STUDENT - Verses 1-5 is where he is banging his head............. 





                                                                                             VERSES 25-33





     WALT - I agree.  OK, let's take the last paragraph, verses 25-33.  Now, in verses 25 and 26, he says God includes the Gentile.  And in verses 27-29, he says Israel's problem is moral, Pang said just a moment ago.  The problem with Israel is their unbelief.  And then in verses 30-33 he says that faith is an indispensable ingredient in your relationship with God.  Now notice that 25 and 26 are old testament quotes.  From what book in the Bible is he quoting?


     STUDENT - Hosea.


     WALT - Hosea.  Now is it in accordance with the context of Hosea, or out of context?  Or to say it another way, is the point that Paul makes in verses 25-26 the same point Hosea is trying to make in Hosea chapters 1 and 2?  Did you ask yourself that question when you studied this?  Lee, you are a Dallas graduate.


     LEE - Did I ask myself that question?  Hosea is known because he has to go after this prostitute, and in spite of everything she does.  She's unfaithful - a slut, and Hosea is required to pursue her.


     WALT - So Israel is the faithless whore.  Is that the point he's making in these two verses?


     LEE - I think so.


     WALT - So when Hosea says, "In the place where it is said you are not my people, therein shall be called the children of the living God", Hosea is referring to whom?


     STUDENT - Israel.


     WALT - Israel.  And who is Paul referring to?  The Gentiles.  So obviously Paul is using it differently from how Hosea was using it.  Hosea's context was Israel.  Paul's context is the Gentiles.  Now in 27-29 he quotes from Isaiah, obviously because he said it.  In this passage is he true to the context?  Silence..............................Well what is the point he's making?


     BART - Sodom and Gomorrah are examples of our depravity and only by election can we be saved.


     WALT - OK.  Now is he talking about the Gentile, the Jew, or both?


     BART - I would say both.


     WALT - Would you men agree?


     LEE - Seems to lean toward the Jews.


     WALT - Yeah, I'd like to suggest that it is in context, and he's not doing violence to the text of Isaiah, as he did with Hosea, and        
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it does refer to the Jews.  And the fact that only a remnant out of Israel is saved let's you know that God's committment to the nation does not guarantee the individual anything.  The individual has got to be saved the same way the nation is - by election.  In verses 30-33, we see that faith is an indespensable ingredient to the relationship with God.  And, Pang, you eloquently expressed the frustration of Paul in this passage, when you commented on it just a few minutes ago.  God majored on the nation of Israel, and the people missed it.  And the people that God ignores just don't make it...........................Well, gentlemen, I am ready to draw the 9th chapter to a close if you are.


     LEE - One more question.  Back in verse 20, at that point is Paul challenging us, "How dare you question God?"  Is that almost like an exclamation point?  How dare you, or how can you consider that?  Is that the tone he is taking?  To counsel them to be careful what they're doing?


     WALT - Well remember that that's the same thing God said to Job, "What in the world are you doing?"  I created Leviathan.  You fear him.  You fear my creature, but you don't fear me.  Job, you're not thinking straight."


     BART - Walt, you said Pelagius reinterpreted  chapters 5, 6, 7 and 8.  What did he do when he got to 9?


     WALT - He said that election has to do with the nation only and not the individual.  But if that is the case, then the argument of verses 14-19 would be unnecessary.  The anticipation of the objection lets you know that's it's more than just the nation.


     BART - Has Methodism maintained his position?


     WALT - Yeah.  Pang and Thomas are both Methodists.


     PANG - I don't know.  There is no one single voice in Methodism.


     LEE - I was a Methodist for 10 years, and I can tell you that conversations like this are avoided like the plague.  You can't pin someone to have this conversation because it's confrontational, and unless you can find a book written by someone do you really know what the Methodist church believes.  I'm not picking against the Methodist church because I have great friends and all this other kind of stuff.  But you can't pin them.  You can't engage in that conversation.  And that was part of my struggle for 10 years as an adult.  I couldn't engage.  But I know it's written down somewhere.  I'm sure you could find it.  (break for lunch).


    


     


