Gaining By Spending 						1/18/59





Scripture:  Matthew 10: 34-42





Text:  Matthew 10: 39;  “He who finds his life will lose it, and he 					who loses his life for my sake will find it.”





The teachings, by word and by example, of Jesus, are not easy.  The whole spirit and temper of his Sermon on the Mount is that of love for God and love amongst people.  Essentially that would seem to imply peace and concord.  And yet this is not necessarily so.  For even true love may involve something stronger than peace, until concord is achieved.





It may be for the reader of his words now, as it almost surely was for his hearers in Palestine, something of a shock to find Jesus saying: “Do not think that I have come to bring peace on earth.  I have not come to bring peace, but a sword.”





Of course the main import of these words is not literal.  For the record is clear that Jesus declined to take up the sword himself or to assert any leadership that might go in that direction.  But it is obviously true that he did bring division in the church, in households and families, wherever there arose conflict over the life views which he taught.





This teaching of Jesus is not to be taken as a justification of the war method.  Rather, it is a vivid way of saying, what Luke’s version makes clear, that Jesus’ teaching and his way of life may bring division -- and often does!





For Jesus regarded the truth as more important than temporary harmony in the family, the church or the state.  Only the Kingdom of God is ultimate.  And even the rabbis and apocalyptic writers believed that the days of the Messiah would be ushered in by wars and by family strife.  A lot of those who emphasize the second coming of Christ still do!  And wherever a creative genius comes forward anywhere in society, an almost intolerable tension arises between the reforms, or new ways, he advocates and the established ways which are defended by devotees of the status quo.





Jesus was out for a fully devoted and dedicated discipleship, and was not tolerant of divided loyalties.  In this matter of deciding, and declaring, one’s loyalty, he was most demanding.  “I have come,” he said, “to set a man against his father, and a daughter against her mother, and a daughter-in-law against her mother-in-law; and a man’s foes will be those of his own household.”





There is, in our time, a well known philosophy that deliberately stirs up and fans into flame all kinds of friction and strife in order to capitalize on created discontent.  This is a far cry from what Jesus had in mind or taught.  But the Master knew that whoever took him seriously, and decided to be his follower, was in for misunderstanding and trouble -- sometimes beginning in his own household.  And certainly the sword of persecution has often been held over him and his disciples.





And so Jesus says quite bluntly: “He who does not take his cross and follow me is not worthy of me.”  This saying occurs repeatedly in the gospels.  It had a more literal flavor in that time than now, in this sense: crucifixion was a common form of execution for criminals.  And the condemned person was usually required to carry his own cross out to the place of execution --- not the whole cross, but the heavy cross beam, upon which his outstretched hands would be tied or nailed, was what the condemned person carried.





That is the picture which Christ used.  Jesus appears to have made it clear that following him, in complete devotion, could mean martyrdom.  One reason for using this figure of speech was that the disciples had probably all seen condemned men carrying their crosses to some nearby hill of execution.  They understood it.





He probably spoke in a deep spiritual sense, though in his own case and in the case of some of his followers, sticking to the truth as he perceived and taught, brought a very literal cross.





There is one writer [W. C. Clow] who has suggested an interesting distinction between “burden,”  “thorn,” and “cross.”  He says that a burden is the inevitable load which life lays upon every person; that a thorn is the sharp affliction which most people must bear in some form, just as Paul bore his “thorn in the flesh;” and that a cross is our voluntary self-denial for Christ’s sake.





Probably these distinctions can not be made arbitrary, but there is a difference between the burdens that one is conscripted to bear as circumstance dictates, and the cross or loyalty for which one volunteers.





A person “takes up” his cross for Christ’s sake, and can not worthily avoid it.  Paul did not have to carry the message to the Gentiles.  Grenfel did not have to go to Labrador.  Missionaries did not have to go to the Ancas.  These are hazards which comfortable people choose to evade.  And Jesus is not interested in any “martyr complex” either.  When Simeon Stylites decided to spend the rest of his life on top of a pillar, he was not, by that kind of self effacement, perfecting his discipleship.  “For my sake” is the motive.  The words “and follow me” are pivotal.





To take up a cross voluntarily for Christ’s sake, is difficult enough.  But to carry it, day by day, to any place of crucifixion is harder.  “Carrying a cross” was described by one commentator as “the continual practice of small duties distasteful to us.”  But this is hardly sufficient or accurate.  It is not so much a duty, as an abandonment of the whole life to suffering, loss of all sorts of things for Christ’s sake, and which thereafter proves the voluntary commitment in all things both great and small.





And so whoever will “find himself,” as we say -- who ever will really find his life, is he who is willing to lose it -- to spend it, to dedicate it -- in discipleship to Christ and pursuit of the truth.  And whoever hoards his life, dissipates it and loses it.





This is truth at any level.  If money is hoarded, it is lost.  For money is not God.  Money is a means of exchange by which life is spent, lived, found.  If health is hoarded it becomes a hypochondriac obsession.  Good health is to be used -- wisely and joyously spent!  If life is clutched, it is lost; if given or spent, it is found.





Now of course there is that within us which urges self-preservation.  Fifty years ago a steamer ran aground off the coast of Korea.  On board were some Koreans, not a few Japanese, and some American missionaries.  As the steamer listed, and the life boats were lowered, one Japanese man made it clear that he intended to be in that life boat.  He spoke enough English to say excitedly to a missionary woman, “It’s the law of self-preservation.”  And that law he proposed to demonstrate right then and there.





Now it was not his Japanese race that evoked this determination, but rather his human race.  For his kind are to be found everywhere among all sorts of folk who assume that “self-preservation is nature’s first law:” --- especially for them!  Indeed, it is a popular assumption that, when a person is up against the choice between life and death, he will struggle to the last ditch to save himself.





Indeed, it is believed fatal if one loses his will to live.  Some years ago a young Hollywood actress became ill and died.  Her career had begun with great promise.  But before long she injured her spine and suffered a partial paralysis.  When, later, her physician announced her death, he said, “I felt that, for the last few months, she had lost the will to live.”  It is a bit unusual, though physicians do observe it.





More often, a patient, even one stricken with a known fatal malady, will assert his will to live and will have times of such dogged hopefulness that he will say “I’m going to lick this thing yet!”





Loss of the will to live is very different from willingness to spend one’s life -- even to giving all of it, for Christ’s sake.  Christ came to enrich the world by the giving of his vital, dedicated, fruitful life.  And he demands the same sort of spending by his disciples.


