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Dear Andrew,

Thanks for your enquiry, and asking me to express my opinion. I have read the document you gave me and obviously with much of the material one cannot differ. Allow me however to place the matter in wider context.

Perhaps you have heard the saying (a one-liner joke): There are only two kinds of people: The righteous and the unrighteous… and the righteous do the dividing..! Think about that – nobody will judge himself to be unrighteous – not even a self confessed Mafia gangster.
 This is one of the facts of being human – we view  matters  relative to our own viewpoint, which we  take to be the norm. When we “measure” other people, we  implicitly measure them against ourselves, our own background and our own knowledge and experiences as norm. Everyone tends to hold his own position as the “truth”. You cannot help it, it is part of your being – unless you deliberately take a stance otherwise. As you have the right to hold your viewpoint, so the person next to you obviously has the right to hold his viewpoint – why should your position or my position be more superior than the next person’s? Unless you can argue that you and I are somehow better than the next guy (pride) we cannot say that our position or opinion is superior to his.
This is also to some extent true about our viewpoints about Scripture. It is a fact that Scripture can be read in different ways, depending on your point of departure to Scripture. If we start from different points of departure, we’ll find that Scripture means different things to different people, WITHOUT any of them being malicious or insincere. The best illustration of that is the phenomenon that we have so many different churches, all founding themselves on the Bible! It is utterly unhelpful to accuse or suspect other  churches of being insincere, or even worse – not Christian churches at all, when they differ from our point of view. Who has appointed us as a judge between different churches?
Now let’s have a global picture. The Christians in the world may number around 2 billion (my guess). More than 50% are Roman catholics, say 60%. We are not part of that stream. Of the 40% left another 25% may be traditional, protestant churches, and we are not part of that stream either. Another 10% may be the orthodox churches in Greece, Russia etc, and we are not part of that stream. That leaves perhaps 5% of the Christians of the world that may be divided between Charismatics and Pentecostals.  (I have not researched these figures – only for illustrative purposes) In the end we, as a Charismatic congregation of a pentecostal denomination mainly operating in an Afrikaans environment represent only a very insignificant portion of the body of Christ. Who are we to have the audacity to think that we are right and most other Christians in the world are wrong?? The same of course apply to Rick Warren, and also to the person who has taken the liberty to critisize  Warren.

I have asked the question: Who has appointed me/ us as the judge? The obvious answer is that we have not been appointed as judges. The Scripture is very clear about that  – do not judge your brother! Who will be the judge then? Jesus Christ Himself obviously. No person of any church or faith has the responsibility to report to me/us to be judged – they will stand before Jesus Himself to be judged, and it is WRONG for me to judge them. Of course I may say that I do not agree with their viewpoints. Of course I may say that I cannot accept / share their interpretation of Scripture. Even in such cases I must remember that God will be the judge and NOT I. I/we can witness and testify to them according to our understanding (our revelation), but God will be the judge. It is NOT for us to judge.
Let’s take a practical example. We do not agree with the doctrine and practices of the Seventh day Adventists. They however preach Jesus, baptise people after conversion, do outreaches in various ways etc. They have a specific way regarding the law, which sincerely flows from their viewpoint about Scripture. Who am I to condemn them as WRONG? I can only say that I differ from them. I can say that my revelation/ understanding is different to theirs. If I want to declare that they are wrong, why can’t they with equal sincerity say that I am wrong? I must stress this point – God will be the judge, and we should refrain from judging. It is God’s work. If we can accept that it frees us from a tremendous burden that most Christians in the world carry with them.
This does however not mean that you/ we can accept any viewpoint. You and I must diligently search the Scripture, be led by the Spirit and have fellowship with the brothers so that we can try and understand God’s truth, not only by knowledge, but also by experience. By the measure of light you have received, and acted upon, you and I will be accountable before God. This also does not mean that we must just accept everybody as part of the Christian family. Obviously there are some borders to be drawn. If a group does not acknowledge Jesus Christ as the Son of  God, for instance, they cannot be considered to be Christians. (E.g Mormons, Jehovah’s witnesses etc). But please , let us not be too quick to judge .

This principle is ever so important to me in my life and conduct in the church. I think I have grasped something of  Jesus’ sigh and plea in John 17:20-24 about the importance of unity – for that reason I shall go as far as I possibly can to bring Christians of different viewpoints together. There is a profound and powerful truth which transforms one’s life in John 17. Please study that.

This long story, just to say the following: Though I may further express opinions that are at variance with those of either Warren or  his critics, I am not judging them in any way – they are entitled to their opinions, as I am to mine, and we all will give acount to God one day.
The church growth movement is already a decade or so old. We had one of their exponents in our church many years ago. He impressed us with the wealth of research and studies that they have made to see what makes the church grow. He was a good and sincere brother. Now there is nothing wrong with church growth, except if that becomes your focus – Jesus Christ should be the focus. Peter Wagner has a good name and the Lausanne Committee  on World Eangelization has a good reputation.  Schuller I do not know, but to glibly make him off as a false teacher is exactly the type of judgemental spirit that I spoke about above. Of course the gospel that we preach cannot be described as something that will “impress the nonchurched community” and that it will be given to them.
We, as a fundamentalist congregation do not believe in management methods and marketing methods to further the gospel. We feel that it must be inspired/ driven by the Holy Spirit. But many sincere,Bible believing congregations feel that you must do things excellently for the Lord,and therefore also use your manegerial skills excellently for the Lord. Of course if your manegerial or marketing processes become the focus, then there is something wrong – Jesus Christ should remain the focus. Who am I to say the  congregations utilising business methods, and achieving more “success” than we do are wrong? I also feel that it is not wrong to measure or assess a congregation’s performance. Not measuring bringsone into a comfort zone or a complacency which is not good. If you do not measure , how can you then improve? Unfortunately we, and a lot of Christians have been too lazy even to think about what should be measured or assessed.
I agree that the gospel is not there to boost one’s self-esteem, because the gospel leads one to die to self, which is the opposite. I however do not think it is wrong to start by addressing a person’s need. When the focus however remains with the need (like the supply of food and clothing – the social gospel), then something is wrong. Jesus Christ must become the focus, because He alone can satisfy the deep cry of the human heart. Remember that Paul said : For the Jews I became like a Jew…and James 2:16 illustrates the point that the preaching of the gospel must be accompanied by real help.
If the use of the “sinner’s prayer” becomes a shallow affair,of course it cannot be supported, because repentance is a deeply spiritual thing. It still remains a suitable vehicle to guide people into the life with Jesus Christ – if it is used with sincerity.

I agree with the statement that a sinner is saved by God, not because of his intrinsic value, but because of  Christ’s sacrifice. It is however a fact that each sinner that comes to God is prescious to Him, and the angels rejoice because of his conversion. 
The question of creating a worldly ethos is not that simple. Should we go back and model the churchon how the traditional churches functioned 5 years, 10 years, 20 years ago? Should we model it according to how the Roman Catholic Church did it for many centuries?  Should we model it according to church life in the 3rd century, 2nd century, 1st century? Our own viewpoint is to model the first century church as good as we can, but I know that it is impossible because of the vast cultural differences. Many churches have  taken the option to become “modern”. Who am I to say that they are wrong?

I agree that the church should focus more intensely on the preaching of the Word. The whole philosophy of the post-modernism has lead the  church to become shallow.

I feel that the author of the document is a bit over simplistic,although he makes a few good points.

The paper addresses a number of issues as I see it:

1. Shold the message of the Bible change with time? NO
2. Should te church change with time?YES.The church as a Godly dimension and a human dimension. Humans change with time – how they dress,how they live etc. That has an influence on the church. I see no reason why we should stick for instance with the Jewish Traditions of Bible times.
3. Is there place for management methods in the church? Yes, but moderately so. A meeting is a management method,and in Bible times they had meetings. It should not however become the driving  or sustaining force.
4. Is numbers a criterion for success of a church? To some extent yes – but not numbers alone.
5. Is it wrong to assess the status of a church? I do not think so. God assessed a church – Calling the church at Laodicea “lukewarm”. How do you measure that?
6. Reaching people by addressing their needs. May be a lawful starting point.
7. The use of the sinner’s prayer: If used in sincerity.
8. Music in the church: organ music is nt more holy than other typesof music.This is again a cultural thing.
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