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L essons from Saint L ouis

Father, we thank You the beauty in all You haveen®¢e thank You too, Father, for the way You wokni
equally beautiful way in our lives and in the livagsall Your children to do good things. You tramsai us and
make us new; You prune away that which is old a®tia to be removed from us. We thank You, Fativehé
way that when we put ourselves into Your handsareable to prepare for us both in this life andhe life to
come eternally a life that is full of extraordinamponder and good things beyond our imaginings. Ndek You
for the first fruits of that we already begin tgoexience. As we look at this pattern of Your warkme couple’s
life, we thank You for what we can see in thenoof Yyower and ability to take two people and usanthn
such a wonderful way. We thank You that you cathel@ame with us and You already are doing the sévee
praise You, Father, for Your power and graciousnesss, for Your ability to take earthen vesseld ase them
to Your glory. We thank You in Jesus’ hame. Amen.

Last time we continued to think about the Schasffigme in Saint Louis. We looked at the work ofildhen
for Christ. | finished last time with the statem&uhaeffer made about Children for Christ being airthe
greatest living demonstrations of what the HolyrBpan do. Let me draw some conclusions from tedbre
we move on to the next point.

We can learn some lessons from what happened wdHeof Children for Christ. It is not necessamyhtave a
large and complex organization. It is not necestahave masses of money. It is not necessaryve g
advertising campaigns or to have a host of prodessiministers. None of these things is necessabyiid
God’s kingdom. Rather, what this work illustrateshie power of prayer, dependence on the Lordaladesire
to be used by Him and to offer to Him a work ankl fas His blessing on it. It demonstrates as wmdittwhere
you have a few Christian individuals who genuingdgire to serve God, to put themselves in His haamts to
depend on Him, He is able to accomplish an enormm@unt. Those few individuals have to be preptoed
work very hard. Certainly the Schaeffers did tlesne look at the work of Children for Christ. Gadaible to
take that faithfulness and multiply it tremendously

There are four things that are central to ChildaerChrist. The first was prayer and dependenctheriord.
The second was the hard work by the few individualslved. The third is a faithful communication@bd’s
Word as truth. It is truth that we are convinced ttansform people’s lives. Fourth, they encoura@ed’s
people to use their gifts to do the work of theistity. The work of Children for Christ dependedaihthese
people being prepared to have Bible studies imr tim@nes, to work in summer camps, and to work catian
Bible schools. People without professional trainiiidjalmost all of the work. They were simply Gogeople
who were prepared to use their gifts. | often fhat our churches are filled with people who owmrfiwith

gifts that need to be used. But they are ofterenoburaged to use them. Where we ask people, obelthem,
and encourage them to believe that they are aldle the Lord’s work as they depend on Him then Gaable
to accomplish some wonderful things.

There are some important lessons that we can feamthat ministry. That is particularly importantour day
when there is such a stress made on the needderdrganization if anything is going to be accostpid for
the Lord. There is nothing wrong with organizatiadyertising, or people giving masses of moneyéo t
Lord’s work. There is nothing wrong with professadlg trained ministry; we would not be here if welibved
that there was. But the real issue is where weputrust and confidence. Are we offering thosegkithat we
have, whether they be little or much, to God arkdngsHim to do His work, praying that He will takeir
loaves and fishes and multiply them? Compared Withpower, no matter how much organization, mowey,
people we have, all we have is loaves and fishesolfén get it the other way around and think tatwill get
everything built and then pray for a little bitlaessing by God to make it go or to put the creantop of the
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cake. But it is very much the other way around. G&etral and foundational thing is God’s power &uatl’s
ability to work in people’s lives and multiply whate do. What He asks is simply faithfulness onart in

terms of hard work, dependence on Him, and comnating His Word. Then He opens the windows of

heaven. That brings us to an end of that parti@gpect of their work in Saint Louis.

| want to move on to a third area of their timeS@int Louis. Let me say a little bit about themity life. We
talked about the work of the church and of Childi@nChrist. By this time they had three childr@ebbie,
their youngest daughter, was born in Saint Louis945. One may ask how a couple who were as buthegs
were managed to have time to raise their childrehkeeep their marriage together. It is in this isecthat |
want to speak a little bit about that.

First of all, let me focus on their relationshiptlwveach other. | talked to Vivian Maggino last weeko was
Francis’ secretary, and she often babysat theldmemn in the evenings. | mentioned how he wouldadéecto her
sometimes at 2:00 AM when he came in. She saidbtie things that always impressed her was thatyev
time she was in their home at night when Franamsechack from whatever he did, no matter how laveass, he
came in and Edith had one of the rooms, the ligindining room, really neat, tidy and comfortaliie
always had some special treat prepared for hinlyrbahutifully. She was very creative, and | haail $hat
over and over again. Even if they did not havet@ianoney, she always made something that wakyneiake.
It was tasty, appetizing, and good to look at. €h&as a special drink as well. Then they had tivee alone
every evening. This was something that Vivian comt®@e on as she thought of their time in Saint Loliiwas
one of the things that stuck in her mind from 4@rgeago. There was always this little space thahEdade
for them to spend together every evening wheréhaldedone something really special for him. Theydsit
down and share together at the end of the dayh Ealits about this herself ifhe Tapestrpn page 237. She
says,

Our evening alone sometimes started at midnigbhero’clock or whenever he got home. | would
prepare some very special sandwich and a milkshakbe summer we would eat together outdoors on
the bush-surrounded patio and in the winter beiddire in the fireplace. That meal was our most
important because it was our time to talk aboutteder was uppermost in our thoughts. For a growing
relationship, we believe such a planned time isoirtgmt at some regular moment of the day. As years
have gone on, whether we are in L'Abri or trave]inpether the food is a dish of cereal with fruitla
glass of milk, we have always taken a period, nten&iow short, when we have an undisturbed time of
sharing food or a cup of tea before calling the fil@ghed. If we have any secret to share it is:thi
perfect? Not a bit of it. But we try to keep thisrh being a time to have a controversy. We loowéyd

to it as a time of separating ourselves from tlubl@ms and work that overwhelm us.

She goes on to say that in more recent years assvehaving that little bite to eat together at sqmint during
each day when they really sat down and sharedhtegdhey have often read a book aloud to eachr .othey
have read all sorts of books, novels of variouted#ht kinds. She mentioned different authors, sofvehich
might surprise you: Agatha Christie, Dorothy Sayelslen McGinnis, and others. There are all sdrtsooks
that they have read together over the years. | haver met anybody who was busier than they weteW
first went to work for them in Switzerland, | wa% gears old. After three months | was destroyeudas
absolutely wiped out! | had to go and take a wedldhy in Paris just to recover from the exhaustén
working with them. They were so much older tharabvat that time in 1967. They worked incrediblychut
it is important to notice that no matter how hdreyt worked, they always took time to do somethoggther
every day. No matter how tired they were it wasiarfty in their lives.

The second thing is the time they spent with thieldn. Edith speaks about this in her book as.vgHe talks
about the things they did on their day off, whichssonday afternoon during their time in Saint lsodihey
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went to the art museum, Shore Gardens, to lodkeadlifferent displays they had, and to the Jewal. Bbey
went out for a picnic. If the weather was awful sfwuld try to do something creative and imaginatnaoors.
She describes a treasure hunt meal that she ofieldwo when the weather was bad and they couldetot
out. It is worth reading, because you can seertegivity involved in doing this. She wanted tostomething
special regularly for her children. She says, “Wighthhave a treasure hunt meal. Clues might leadpiece of
melon for the first course to be eaten togethénénspot where the tray was found hidden. Then amot of
beans, hot dogs, and a big salad all in the clbtdsdet in the laundry or in the cellar to be eatethe ping
pong table. Then it would be on to a bottle of gingle, a ginger bread, and a bow! of whipped crisaanbox
behind the couch to be eaten while a book in thevirs read. Even if Daddy had a meeting to gae day
off had a pattern which was special.”

| remember her doing this with Frankie, who wak@nhe some of that time when | was in Switzerlanti967.
He was 15 at that time, but she always made tireeyaveek when they had a day off to do somethimgisp
with the family. It was never, “We are so tired KEaare of yourselves today.” It was always, “Weédha
responsibility as parents to really do somethirgative, which the children will enjoy, so that thisy will be a
day for them to remember.” | would say, in facgttthe busier you are the more creative you habet&ou
have to work harder at having special times whemaly is a closed door or when a marriage is a@tbdoor.
That is Edith’s expression from her bo®hat is a Family’A family needs to be an open door, having other
people welcome into their home to share their tilneeeds to be a closed door sometimes when we hav
special times for our marriage and with our chitdréhe key here is never taking one’s relationstith one’s
spouse or children for granted. Paul says thatshdmd is to love his wife as he loves himselfinkiwe often
read a passage like that without really thinkingwalwhat it means. When | think about how | lovesedy; |
feed myself every day, | wash myself, | clothe niiysend | make sure that my body and mind haveeesty
day. We put an enormous amount of energy, thoagiat time into loving ourselves in terms of what IPays.
He says we are to love our wife in the same watiealove ourselves. That means taking time, usimgrgy,
being creative, and thinking about how we will bgdther.

This is the same with our children. It is so eagyemwone is tired just to come home and say weoaréred.
We could ask our children to go and do somethinthbynselves, work on their homework, play, or wakeh
television. We want them to do anything to getaubur hair. But if we constantly do that in oulat&®nship
within the family, then the family becomes someghivhere there is nothing at all to bind us togethaept
that we happen to share the same genes. We haatlyacbme from one another and share a house.

There is a tremendous need, and the need is egategtoday than it was in the 1940s as we speakt die
Schaeffers’ relationship while they were in Saintls with small children. There are so many moesgures
on our lives now that fill the time. There is agreeed to work hard at making our marriages amilitzs
work. | feel as a father that | need to say vegutarly how | am going to spend special time thesek with
each of my children. Most people do not ever ds, thither in their marriages or in their familiegople
wonder why, when their children grow up and leawmhb, husbands and wives do not know each other. The
reason they do not know each other is becauseidney not spent time together building that relatiop every
day, every week, month after month, year after.y@éren all the busyness of one’s children is gtimere is
nothing left. If there will be a growing relationphit can only come with that kind of time and atigity. You
do not necessarily have to do the things that EtidhThat is not the point, but you should do stiimg that
has time, energy, and thought put into it. Thinkwtthow you can do something together as a coupleaa
family. Many people grow up and their children ledaome, and they do not know their children eittidras
just been sharing a living space. When they have gine parents do not know who they are. We cén on
really know them if we actually spend individuahg& with them and do things together with them. Thaery
hard, because all the pressure on us is so greate Ts always something at school and a friend bethere
who needs our attention. We have to work at spentitime with our families and enjoying what God haade.
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The fourth issue | want us to turn to now in coesiag their time in Saint Louis as about separated
Christianity. As we saw last time, the children’srwthat the Schaeffers started came about becdsdesire
to have a work that was separated and doctrinallg.prhey wanted it to only have people who werenbrers
of clearly evangelical churches and denominatiaksg part in the work of Children for Christ. Segtad
Christianity was evident in their children’s wofkancis Schaeffer started a local council of Clanisthurches
in Saint Louis. These were churches that stoodoiashe essentials of the Gospel. There began tatienal
gatherings of this council of churches, which cambe called the American Council of Churches. Theye
concerned about the purity of the visible churble,necessity of standing for truth in Christ’s atyrand
having a denomination that was clearly committethessential and fundamental biblical doctrifiémt is
what the American Council of Churches was all ablbwtood over against the World Council of Chagh
which was ecumenism in its broadest sense. Itagmther all sorts of churches whether they shdredame
convictions about basic doctrine or not. The Anmari€ouncil of Christian churches had as its purpose
encourage denominations that attempted to be puessential doctrines to stand together over agtias
ecumenical movement.

There are several things to say about this, bobhitaihe Schaeffers themselves and the issueshibatised.
At this time the Schaeffers were deeply committethis formation of a council of separated churcleswe
saw with the children’s work, they wanted to worithithose who had the same kind of approach. Tivesea
tremendous concern to stand against modernismorieoeoxy, and the present form of liberalism ait time.
This was one of the motivating forces in formingstbouncil. They wanted to stand for the truth oidG
Word. As you read the correspondence of those yganssee Schaeffer having correspondence witlowsri
evangelical pastors who were still pastors of chesadn liberal denominations. He corresponded thigim,
sympathized with them in the struggles that they;, bad encouraged them to consider leaving togoin
separated denomination. You see several piecex@spondence like that. As we mentioned a litidier,
they had already dealt with the separation frorntlagn Presbyterian denomination before it splityrbegan
to be a little more aware all the time of somehaf hegative thrust involved in that separated m@regm

There are several points that | would like to mia&ee in relationship to this issue of separati@m® of these
do not become evident until later in the Schaeff@araistry, but there are some important issue® lefated to
truth and love. The first is a commitment to trtliat stands over against falsehood. The New Testiactearly
requires this. Paul says in Titus 1 that anyonaiostl as an elder in the church should be someboenat
only presents the truth but can confute those vambradict it. In other words, if the Gospel is clgdaught, it
always has to have a cutting edge. It says whattiie is and what it is not. That cutting edgelesidepending
on when we live. In the New Testament time thereewarious issues. You can think in Galatians efiisue
of justification through faith alone. Paul wroteth® Galatian church and said that anyone who pesac
another gospel, even if it is an angel from heawemmself, let him be anathema. Paul was veryrdleat this
other gospel, the gospel of faith plus circumcissobedience to the ritual elements of the Jevaah is
another gospel. It is not the Christian Gospellaaad it undermines the Gospel. You can thinkafin saying
in 1 John 4 that we have to test the spirits togeether they are from God. Do they acknowledgé dbaus is
the Christ who came in the flesh? If they do nogntthey are not to be acknowledged. Whether otheoée
was a belief in the incarnation was another issubeoNew Testament church. It was important tadvel that
the Son of God actually became man and took oh.flElsat was a huge problem for people with a Greek
mentality. For them God was a distant rational @ple rather than a personal being. The idea of the
incarnation was anathema to them. They could ngveethat God could actually take on flesh. Tlsaivhy
you see so many debates about the person and pétiesus Christ in the early church. Philosophiagaivas
an unacceptable idea. That was an issue wheratlyechurch had to speak very clearly that Jesuslised the
Son of God. He is the personal God who has exfsteder. He is the rational God, tlegos the creator of the
universe, and the upholder of the order and stracitithe universe. At the same time, He is perlsama He
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has become flesh. The Word became flesh and dwmelh@ men. That was a statement that no Greek could
ever have made who stood in the tradition of Gpgglosophy. So there was an emphasis on speakinigttin
over against falsehood. The New Testament cleaduires this, and it is one of the central elemehts
separation. There was a commitment to teach thie ¢tearly over against whatever the falsehoods and
confusions are of the particular day in which we liin Schaeffer’s time it was modernism, partidyléhe
theology coming from Karl Barth, Bruner, and ReilthNeiber. | was important to clarify the truth oagainst
that particular form of misrepresentation of thehrat that time. There is a pamphlet by Laird Hahat deals
with that issue.

The second issue in separation is one that beaaoreasingly important to the Schaeffers but wasetbimg
they always recognized. It is necessary to distsighetween central issues and non-central issudgtween
essentials and non-essentials. The American Cooh€ihristian Churches had Presbyterian, Reformed,
Baptist, Methodist, and other churches in it. Theeee various different kinds of churches, but ta#ygreed
on the essentials of the Gospel. They agreed oaitierity of God’s Word, the person of Christ asd@nd
man, the substitutionary atonement, Christ’s platsaad historical resurrection from the dead, arsd H
personal return. These are all central issuegiifate the Christian faith, and we need to beliggm. On non-
central issues they did not always agree. Thisudedl who should receive baptism, what exactly one fof
church government should be, what our views areitaihe details of the second coming, the exactraaifithe
ministry, the exact understanding of the Lord’s |gerpand other issues like that. As you look asé¢hearious
groups that belonged to the Council, there wasagmition of differences on the non-essentialsaying they
are not central or essential one does not saytbgtare unimportant. Scripture teaches about ttedgdhey do
not clearly define the Christian faith for us. Téfere while we stand for the truth of God’s Worcepagainst
falsehood, it is very important to recognize thaigee commitment to the Gospel by anyone else idw a
stands in that same battle, rather than thinkimgekample, that Reformed or Presbyterian churaneshe
only church in the whole world that God could pbgsbe pleased with. We must never have that miéntad
matter how much we may be convinced that the Nestaheent teaches Presbyterian polity and church
government. | am convinced it is. No matter how mwe may be convinced that it is right to baptize t
children of believers as children of the covenant | am convinced it is, we must never get topiiet where
we think that other people’s faith or Christian goitment is suspect because they disagree with iss. |
tremendously important to have the humility befG@d and our Christian brothers and sisters to gladl
recognize their commitment and spirituality. If yHeave a love for the Lord, we should be prepaodédrn
from them so that we learn from the whole churcibfist, not just from people within our particuarrow
confine, whatever that may be. We need to recoghize are churches of Christ all over the world.

| remember that we had people come stay with uswwinerked in English L’Abri who came from churches
that were so separated that they would not alloyoa& who was not a member of their church to ealez the
Lord’s Supper with them. They would not allow theiembers to ever take the Lord’s Supper at another
church. | remember a couple of young people whoectom one church to stay with us, and their elders
forbade them before they came to take the Lord{gp8uin our church. That was another church withen
same Reformed tradition that we stand in. Evendhouve were another Reformed church, we were not
sufficiently Reformed for them. There were aboueéhor four tiny denominations in the whole wohdttthey
recognized and formerly had fellowship with. Treatremendously sad. While we stand for the trutteims of
separation from unbelief, we need to clearly dgiish between central and non-central issues.

A third point is a commitment to the purity of thleurch. Paul says in Acts that wolves will aris¢hia church
to lead people astray and draw people after thdmat i€ very evident as you read through the Newahesnt.
At the same time, you see in the New Testamentrargment to discipline if possible those who teach
falsehood in the church. You see this in the Istterthe churches in Revelation, in the letterdoion, and in the
pastoral epistles where Timothy is told to rebui@se who teach false doctrine. He is not to gieentlthe
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pulpit. There is a commitment to the purity of gfeurch in trying to protect people from false taaghThat
will mean not ordaining people to the ministry wdhmnot agree on those central biblical doctriniesomeone
departs from them, we need to be prepared to tdystpline them. That is a third element of sepana We
may say this is right to have a commitment to thety of the church, and it is clearly where then&effers
stood as we look at their work in the 1940s. Thag & commitment in a very practical way to the tywf the
church, making sure that only those who really fwidast to the Word of God and the central isseash in
the churches.

That raises a fourth issue, which is how we wijJarel those who stay in mixed denominations. Theghibe
some who teach liberal ideas, denying the pers@oaf, the divinity of Christ, the resurrection, ahd
substitutionary atonement. They might regard thigp&oes simply as a human book. How do we regande
who stay in mixed denominations but who are themesegvangelical and share the essentials with u? W
they be shunned and rejected as compromisersgdiegaiof how clearly they preach the Gospel therasel
and declare what is true and false? Or will we tep@red to respect, even if we disagree with, their
commitment to stay within a mixed denomination &ydo stand for the truth? Will we respect thabice to
stay in that particular battle even though we migkt we could not make that choice for ourselvEs® is
tremendously important, and it comes down to withia8ffer later called speaking the truth in love.

Let me give you an illustration. David Calhoun toh@ the other day that one of the times he metdigan
Schaeffer was in Switzerland at the first Lausa@oaference in 1972. It was at that time that thetl$ern
Presbyterian Church split to form the beginninghef Presbyterian Church in America (PCA). He sétier mne
of the meetings a big notice appeared up on thedldeing the men in the new PCA denomination tred
men who stayed in the old Southern denominationtktiey were invited to pray together in a room. idav
thought that was interesting, but he did not segheimg remarkable about it. He turned around and that
Schaeffer was crying, though. He asked why Schaeffs crying, and he said when the split came, e av
seminary student in the 1930s, and they were mbtntiature. They would not talk to people who staped
never mind praying with them. He said he had |lediangreat deal since that time, but back then & wa
impossible between them. The feelings were so luttey, and angry about each other that thosewdre in
did not respect those who left. Those who left hadespect at all for those who stayed in. Thewmded them
as unfaithful to Christ and His church. They conder have sat down together and prayed with timetimei
way that these men did with the Southern PreskateCihurch split 35 years later.

This is a tremendously important thing: what wiliranentality be? Will we be prepared to respecisiians,
whatever choice they make with regard to denononatiaffiliation? Will we honor their faith, resgdbeir
choice, and support and pray with them even whefeelewe could not make that particular choice elwes?
This is very important. Just recently | came acassgxample of this, and it made me so sad. Sonsndehat
he felt totally unable to share the Lord’s Supp&hw man who was a member of a denomination thatsh
few woman elders in it. He said he was kneelinipatrail to receive the Lord’s Supper, and he |laolp and
across the rail was a man who was a member ofldmemination that had a few woman elders. He daid h
soul was vexed within him and he could not takelttwel's Supper. | must say that | feel that is alyeterrible
thing to say. The Lord’s Supper is a place wherexamine our own sinfulness when we come before God
not other people. We need to recognize that weianerthy to take the Lord’s Supper, not other peoe
need to recognize that this is a place where ssnadirof us in thought, Word, deed, doctrine, prattice meet
together to rejoice in the sufficiency of Christerk for our salvation. Belonging to a pure chuochanything
else does not save us. We are saved by the wa&kridt. It is tremendously important that, while sgeak the
truth and say where we stand, we be prepared pecethe faith of others. We need to be preparécve
fellowship with them, pray with them, and share lted’s Supper with them. We will be together iratien
with them, and then we will know who was right abthese issues. We may think we know now, but then
will know far more clearly than we do now. All of see through a glass darkly now. We must nevarbeso
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convinced about the righteousness of our own diaatdve are not prepared to respect others whe shar
same faith but have come to a different choiceomes particular area.

Some have been surprised to see the Schaeffersueladooks as Agatha Christie and Helen McGirthisy
did they have time for such things, and did thegreyet carried away by them? One should not beiserh
even though they worked extremely hard at the rmnthat they did. The life we have as Christiama i
redeemed and restored human life. Above all peagl€hristians, we ought to be the ones who cay@god
writing, stories, plays, television, music, artrdgning, walking, hiking, camping, and whatevasitWe are
the ones who know that God creates our bodies, snerotions, imaginations, and created abilitiesifo
They reflect His personality. Above all people, swgght to be able to enjoy these things that Heghaesn us.
We cannot devote our whole life to enjoying themgduse we are in a broken world that needs ouicserv
When you look at Jesus in the New Testament, Handétasted with people. He was criticized by thigioas
people of His day because He enjoyed the goodglohgfe. Above all people, we ought to be thodeow
really enjoy what God gives us, whatever it mayWe.can read novels by Agatha Christie, Helen MofSin
and various people who are not believers. Thesplpeeflect in their creativity what it means torade in
the image of God. We can go to an art museum asiddba series of paintings by someone who was not
Christian. We can rejoice in the creative abilltgy have. We can go to a concert, whoever the nsibig. It
does not have to be explicitly Christian to be stbnimg that we can rejoice in, love, and admireeimts of its
creativity. We can be thankful for these thingshees/ are all part of God’s good creation.

Of course we have to be careful. Some of us hagadency to submerge ourselves in the enjoymetinteof
good things that God has given us and forget all@ubeeds out there. There are several practzatss
involved here. Where | choose to forego my enjoyinoésomething, it must not be because | thinkehera
virtue in foregoing it for its own sake. It is re#tlf-denial as if self-denial had some value. Selfial only has
value if | do it out of love for other people. Thdel we have before us is the incarnation whemsCh
enjoyed fraternity, His relationship with the Fathed the Spirit in the Trinity. Yet He chose todgo His
heavenly glory because He wished to come and servde loved us, so He became a servant. He wamted
share with us the relationship that He had withRather. He descended to this earth, and He wantascend
to heaven with many brothers and sisters. It issmae for us. When | give my self, time, or endmgerve
people, it must be because | love them. | seeGbdtcalls me to love them, and | desire to shatk thiem the
good things that He has given me. The fruitfulrefssur ministry should be in people who rejoicettteey are
God’s creatures. Paul says in Corinthians thatpgmgon who is in Christ becomes a new creationth&llold
has passed away and everything has become new.

When | think about that passage, it always remmdsof a Canadian friend of mine who became a Génist
when | was in L’Abri in 1967. He became a Christaafew months after he arrived. The day he was exed,
he said there was a new creation. He meant thedesverything as if for the first time. The whualerld
looked completely new. Everything was made by Guitl\@as there to be enjoyed. He saw the physical
creation in a completely new way. As we grow asi€tians, it ought to be more and more like that. &kke
able to enjoy all of God'’s gifts more and more. Humeulture is one of those gifts that we can erygg.limit
our enjoyment of it because the needs are so ghmahave eternity to enjoy all God has createdauttany
restraints on our time and in a way that is fardmelyour imagining. Our eyes will see, our ears élar, and
our imaginations will enjoy things that are beyanat conception. Even now God calls us to enjoy Wweagas
given us.

The whole Scripture is affirmative like that. Thiokthe Song of Solomon, celebrating sexuality IfaskED4

celebrates all of God’s gifts in creation. Psalee&&brates the glory of being a human person. Firsbthy 4
says it is a demonic doctrine to deny that we stheunjoy God’s gifts. The whole Scripture has a theonning
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through it of the enjoyment of what God has madallits goodness. For our own growth, we need it a
persons. The life we have to share with unbelieiges® much richer if we enjoy the fullness of Godifts.

Often non-Christians perceive us as having a varyomw, self-denial, and ascetic view of life, abfé is
miserable somehow and if we have the minimum ptesgills somehow more spiritual. You look at the
Schaeffers’ life, and it was a very hard life inatithey did in terms of the amount of time and gpehey put
into their work. But if you went into their homé was a place to really enjoy being. They alwayslena
beautiful no matter how little they had. There wégn good music playing, which was a delight te garth.
There was a lot of fun, friendship, warmth, andropss. They enjoyed what God has made. We oudpet to
perceived by non-Christians as people who celellifataVe should be the celebrants of life. Thisis
tremendously important issue. You can look at #stivals in the Old Testament, which came at s&tdi
during each year. One of their purposes was toréitiie Israelites that everything they had wadtdrgm
God, and it was to be enjoyed. They were like agagtrip in that you went and lived in a littlenteoutside
Jerusalem and everyone had a lot of fun. If yod eeey of the rabbinic accounts of those times, thtyabout
the tremendous celebration. You meet Jewish paoghey, and most of them still have a tremendouigyabn
celebrate. They have drunk deeply of the Old Testdin mentality toward the creation as God’s diftat is a
good thing, and it should be true of all of us.
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