
ANALYZING THE ANALYSES 

President , members of the board, faculty, honored graduates, 
parents, students, and friends of As you can easily imagine, 
it is with great personal pleasure that I come to this occasion even 
though a commencement address is probably the most difficult assign
ment that can be given a man. All- - faculty, grads, friends- -all 
have an idea as to what such an address should be like, and each 
idea if different. I'm supposed to preach and be scholarly, quote 
and not bore, be contemporary yet timeless, aim at the graduates 
yet not ignore everybody e l se . There is only one thing about which 
there is agreement concerning a commencement address, and that is 
it must be short. I sometimes wonder if Michael the archange l 
could satisfy all the demands of an occasion like this. But where 
angels fear to tread here I am running in. 

I wi sh to speak to you today about some of the analyses which 
are being made concerning various aspects of contemporary life, 
and I want to give the analysts a taste of their own medicine by 
analyzing their analyses. You have read or heard some of these 
analyses from both secular and religious sources. We'll conf i ne 
our interaction today to those which are coming from evangelicals 
who are in many cases giving good analyses but little balance and 
few solutions. Now, of course\ there is nothing wrong about evalu-
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ating the day and society in which one lives--indeed, it is a good 
thing to do. But it must always be done with the Word of God as 
one's basis for judgment and source of solutions. And this is 
where many of the present day experts fail. 

First of all let's look at the church which has been analyzed, 
scrutinized and almost pulverized to death. The church we are 
told has failed. At a recent Xian leadership conference this 
slogan was frequently heard in the corridors: "Flee the church to 
where the action is!" "The church is finished," says another; or 
more boldly we read that God is through with the church. None of 
these statements is true. But because they are presumed to be 
true, we are being told to give our money, efforts and time to 
other Xian works which are supposed to be doing a better job for 
the Lord. I in no way condone the incrustations of churchianity, 
but neither can we afford to throw the baby out with the bath. 
The church, and I speak of the local assembly of professing believers 
in Christ, is a God-ordained institution. But, it is said, the 
church is failing to get the job done while the specialized organ
ization is markedly successful. And just how successful do you 
think that specialized ministry would be if, like the church, it 
were obliged to take into its ranks all who profess to believe? It 
is often successful simply because it can be exclusive and choose 
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with whom it will associate and with whom it will work. "But 
we're an arm of the church." And just how many arms can a body 
have? And do the arms coordinate and direct the body or vice versa? 
Not many could qualify as an arm of the church by that simple test. 
And it is that of which our Lord said, "The gates of hell shall 
not prevail against it." In the light of this we must declare the 
analyses which say the church is finished as completely wrong. 

Other suggestions concerning the church are simply unbalanced 
which is a polite way (suitable to the dignity of this occasion) of 
saying that they are insane. In a recent book we are told that the 
solution to the failings of the church is to get back to meeting 
in homes in small groups with no paid ministers and calling everyone 
by his first name. "They even called Paul by his first name, (by 
the way, what was his last name?);' the analyst asks with undisguised 
sarcasm. Might! suggest that he should have read 1 Cor. 9 and 
Deissmann before writing so insanely, for he would have discovered 
that in Corinthians that ministers have a right to expect to be 
paid and in Deissmann that Paul's names were Saulos Paulos, one 
Hebrew and one Greek name, so that Paul was his second name and 
neither a first or last name. Then he continues by asserting that 
the new church will contenance no pulling of rank in imitation of 
Paul's attitude "I do not order you to receive him, I just appeal 



to you as a brother in Christ." Perhaps that should be balanced 
with Paul's word to another church: "We command you, brethren, . 
that ye withdraw yourselves from every brother that walketh dis
orderly." Sometimes pulling rank is necessary to the smooth 
functioning of even a house church. 
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Another imbalance is the emphasis on striving for openness in 
small group diagnostic sessions. It is a kind of so-called Xianized 
sensitivity training where barriers are broken down by bending wire 
coat hangers into shapes that represent last months' or year's 
experiences and where your idiosyncrasies (and even sins) come to 
be accepted by others in the group and thus easier to live with 
yourself. Open up, be honest, put faith to work in a climate of 
love and group acceptance are the mottos. But too often the 
Scripture fails to be the guide for such groups which easily go 
off on tangents or move away from the Bible altogether. Sad to 
say, too much acceptance by others may make you insensitive to sin 
and unwilling to change simply because you find yourself quite 
acceptable to the group. 

Size--small or large--, place--home or public building--, type 
of service, paid or unpaid ministers, members on first name basis 
or not, there are not the problems of the church nor the reasons for 
its alleged failure. 
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May I remind you of a few unalterable truths about the church? 

The risen and ascended Lord walks in the midst of local churches, 
directing, correcting, exhorting but never disowning them (Rev. 1-3). 
It is the church which is the center of spiritual gifts for the 
building up of the saints (1 Cor. 12). The church when it comes 
together observes the ordinances which her head gave to her (1 Cor. 
11). The church is responsible for the relief of its poor at home 
and in other places (Acts 11, 1 Tim. 5). Into its services the 
unsaved shall come to hear the message of God (1 Cor. 14:23-24). 
It exercises discipline over its members (1 Cor. 5); recognized 
leaders are expected to rule as well as shepherd the flock (Heb. 13). 
It is the home base for sending out missionaries, and the object 
of missionary work is the establishing of local churches (Acts 13-14). 

What then is the solution? It is godly living in the will of 
God on the part of every one who names the name of Christ. It is 
always easier to perfect a procedure than to perfect a person. 
Our procedures may need changing, but our basic problem is with 
me--and you. 

A second area of popular analysis is the establishment, or 
more particularly the Christian establishment. Specifically this 
means middle class American Christians. Now middle class Xians 
do have their faults--some are carnal, many are complacent, most 



are worldly, and worst of all, they live in suburbia. I'm not 
a sociologist nor do I offer a way to restructure society for the 
better. I do know that in Christ, class is neither that which 
commends nor condemns in the sight of God. Faithfulness to the 
Lord in one's occupation, in one's social class, with one's poss
essions is what He requires. I know too that the Bible expects 
all to work and all to give and not to be impressed with wealth 
either in one's self or in the church. Selfishness is a matter 
of the heart, not of what one has or has not. You can be selfish 
with little or much, and it's wrong in either case. 

Now middle class American Christians are taking quite a 
beating these days. They seem to be responsible for the failure 
of the church, the failure of missions, the riots in our cities 
and anything else that needs a scapegoat. I noticed with interest 
that only a short time ago an internationally known liberal theo
logian said that middle class people "are fed up with the general 
disposition of the church to scold them rather than to minister to 
them ... they are getting tired of serving as golden goose and 
whipping boy at one and the same time." Now I do not condone sins 
or carnality in any class, lower, middle, or upper, but I would 
like to point out a fallacy in our thinking about the middle class. 
Many of you have heard enough missionaries speak to know that 
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anyone who labors in a country where there are only a few rich 
and masses of very poor longs for the day when the emerging middle 
class will become a real force in the society and economy. Why? 
Sintply because a stable self-supporting and growing national 
church cannot be built on a few rich and many poor. There must 
be a middle class. Yet here at home we are acting as if the middle 
class should be done away with in the interest of furthering 
Xianity. I want to say a word in defense of these people. It's 
the middle class who in large measure support the Lord's work 
and the Lord's workers. Most missionaries, most churches, most 
Christian organizations are supported by the many regular though 
small gifts that come from middle class American believers. Thank 
God for the middle class who get up and go to work day after day, 
who regularly support the services of the local church and who 
faithfully give of their income to His work and who, not so inciden
tally, financed part of your education here. You can be glad that 
such people exist. 

Another very popular analysis today accuses the Christian 
establishment, that is Christian leaders and other of the "older" 
generation, of being legalists. Unrestricted Christian liberty 
is presented as the cure for all problems of Christian conduct 
and calling a man a legalist has become the polite but devasting 
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bear the infirmities of the weak, and not to please ourselves. 
Let every one of us please his neighbor for his good to edification. 
For even Christ pleased not Himself" (Rom. 15:1-3). 

But, you say, aren't you overlooking the sins of this middle 
class establishment? Not at all. But neither must we do what the 
modern analysts are doing. You see, we hear that the independence 
and irrational behavior of young people today are due to their 
disgust with the hypocrisy of their elders. Christian adults do 
their social drinking and dancing, so why should young people be 
blamed if they have their kicks? But in that kind of reasoning 
lies a very significant fallacy. The hypocrisy of the establish
ment does not excuse or justify the sins of youth. Both groups 
are wrong. To be sure, it is a double tragedy that the Christian 
establishment does not set an example of godly living, zealous 
witnessing and active participation in the life of the church, 
but, disillusioning as it may be, it does not mean that young 
people are free to do their own thing in their own way~ These 
analyses of why the younger generation acts as it does ·are often 
very accurate, but they need to go on and point out that sin is 
sin whatever age group commits it. 

While we are speaking of the analyses of the younger generation, 
may I go on and point out some other defects in that which we hear 



way of condemning those with whom you don't agree. In a recent 
book, for instance, I read this: "Occasionally, I hear a statement 
something like this: 'We are aware that we are free from the Old 
Testament law, but all of us know that we are responsible to obey 
the law of Christ.' Now ... How can we obey the law of Christ 
which is tougher (then the law of Moses)? If all of us were 
running around conscientiously determining to obey the law of 
Christ, we'd have folks with empty eye sockets, chopped-off hands, 
and the church would look like a huge amputation ward." Appar
ently the writer of these inane words doesn't even know where the 
phrase "law of Christ" is found in the New Testament. It is of 
course in Gal. 6 in connection with bearing one another's burdens. 
But he has associated them with Matt. 18 which does not give me 
much confidence in his interpretation of Scripture. And he has 
fot:gotten or does not wish to recognize that there are commandments 
which believers are to obey (1 Jn. 3, 5). 

Let's do some straight analyzing of this matter of legalism. 
The word legalist, of course, is not a Scriptural word, so it can 
pretty well mean whatever the person using it wants it to mean. 
Usually it is defined to justify the practice of the one defining 
it and to condemn the conduct of all others. Let's clarify a few 
things so that we won't be deluded by this mirage. 
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First, legalism is not the presence of law; if it were then 
God would have to be charged with promoting legalism since He has 
given a lot of laws. Furthermore, parents, church leaders and 
governmental authorities would also be guilty of legalism since 
they are expected to legislate in their respective areas. Legalism 
is not the presence of laws. 

Second, legalism is not the imposition of law on someone else. 
If it were, then how could you explain the biblical sanction for 
parents and church rulers imposing laws upon their families and 
churches? 
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Third, the Christian believer is responsible to a specific 
ethical code of conduct revealed in the New Testament. That code 
includes positive and negative cammands which are not subject to 
situational interpretation; it also sets forth principles for 
conduct like "do all to the glory of God;" and it provides for 
legislation of laws in certain areas. It is a specific and detailed 
code of conduct. 

Fourth, legalism is a wrong, self-exalting attitude toward 
obeying the laws of the code under which one lives. It is very 
important to note that a legalist keeps the law; he is not a 
violator; a libertine is that. Not to obey the laws is lawlessness, 
not liberty. Obeying to the glory of God is right; obeying to 
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exalt self is legalism. But both the legalist and the non-
legalist will give outward conformity to the laws under which they 
are living. 

Fifth, living in Christian liberty is living a life of res
trictions. Slavery is the biblical opposite of liberty, and it 
is the new position we have as believers in Christ which frees us 
from the bondage of slavery of sin and the flesh. This position 
also gives us the possibility of being slaves of righteousness. 
Christian liberty does NOT give the believer the option of living 
any way he pleases; it is not license. It is not unrestricted 
living. 

The great restriction of Christian liberty is love. Paul puts 
it succinctly: "For brethren, ye have been called into liberty; 
only use not liberty for an occasion to the flesh, but by love 
serve one another (Gal. 5:13). Love is seeking the best in the 
object loved, and since the best is the will of God, love is 
seeking the will of God. Serving one another by doing the will of 
God personally and by seeking to see it done in others is the life 
of true Christian liberty. And this is true Christlikeness, for 
He whose freedom was unlimited voluntarily took on Himself the 
restrictions of the form of a servant. His liberty was limited 
by His great love for us; so then "we that are strong ought to 
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today. Analyzing young people in general, we are told that their 
thinking is irrational and thus their conduct inexplicable. But 
why is the thinking of the unsaved person irrational? Simply 
because he is unsaved. To be sure, his irrationality may be affected 
by particular trends or fads or influences of the day, but basically 
he is alienated from God, his mind is closed to the things of the 
Lord, and that is sufficient to explain his behavior. Sin may be 
more open and tolerated today, but when I read the first chapter 
of Romans I am not convinced that that is even true. Would that 
our analysts would relate to the Word of God's diagnosis of the 
problems of young people and all people, and would to God that they 
would shout out the only cure, forgiveness of sins and changed 
lives through faith in the Savior Jesus Christ. 

And that thought leads me to another observation about the 
analysts of youth. I have heard on more than one occasion and 
quite recently Christian leaders analyzing the youth of our day 
and then scolding their audiences for not listening to the questions 
youth is asking and for not answering those questions. Preachers, 
they say, are scratching where there is no itch, and that's why 
youth is turned off toward the church. Undoubtedly this charge 
is true to some extent, but let us never forget that there are 
some questions, indeed, some life or death questions which people 
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will in most cases never ask unless we ask them for them. Have 
you ever had a person come up to you and ask why he is condemned 
in God's sight? Yet that is a vital question which needs to be 
asked and we must show people that. Then we must go on and give 
them the correct answer from the Bible. Left to himself, the 
unsaved man will never ask questions which are essential to his 
eternal welfare; therefore, it is a deficient analysis that says 
we must address our ministry only to those questions which men are 
asking today. 

What does all this mean in relation to the ministry which you 
graduates will have--some in what is called full time service and 
all, I trust, in active service for Christ. It means simply this: 
first, make your church the kind of fellowship which people will 
want to belong to, which will promote the work of the Lord in this 
earth, and which will please its risen Head. Second, let every 
area of your life not only be without hypocrisy but completely 
dedicated to Jesus Christ and His will so that no one can ever use 
your conduct as an excuse for their sin. Remember, in about 5 
years the majority of the population of the world will be younger 
than you will be then, which means that you don't have much time 
to get ready to be a member of what will hopefully be the exemplary 
establishment. In love serve your generation and do not please 



yourself. And finally, it means not deviating one bit in your 
witness from the truth of God as recorded in His Word so that 
man's basic needs can be satisfied. 

But, you say, I've heard all this before. Good, and I 
suspect I know where you have heard it. But just because these 
things are in the Bible I thought them worth saying again. 
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