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Purpose Out of Suffering

1 Peter 3:16-17

Prayer:  Father, we just thank you and praise you for the fa ct that 

you are so praiseworthy.  We thank you for who you are, we thank 

you for what you have done, we thank you for the cr oss first and 

foremost.  And Lord, again, we just continue to tha nk you for your 

word, we thank you for this gift that continues to give and we pray 

this morning for the presence of your Holy Spirit.  We cannot 

understand your word, we cannot make it permanently  part of our 

lives without that presence; and so we pray, Lord, that you would 

give us the privilege of your Spirit and that again  it would be 

worthwhile eternally and we pray this in Jesus' nam e.  Amen.  

Well, for the last 38 years now I have been plantin g a garden and 

this year was probably the worst one I've ever had,  I mean, the 

rain just washed absolutely everything away and wha t wasn't washed 

away, the insects and disease took care of the rest .  But you know 

I'm probably going to do it again next year and one  of the reasons 

why is because I see a garden as a way of actually capturing time.  

You see, time passes for every one of us but someho w seeing heads 



of broccoli and ears of corn sprouting up is a way of kind of 

squeezing purpose out of time.  

Well this morning I want to shift gears a little bi t from that 

perspective.  I want to look at suffering with the same 

perspective.  This morning we're going to ask how c an we squeeze 

purpose out of suffering?  Now we've been looking a t 1 Peter for 

quite a while.  We've spent a lot of time in 1 Pete r 3:15 and 

before we leave Peter's epistle, I wanted to touch on the second 

part of that statement that he makes in that script ure.  If you 

remember the first part has to do with being prepar ed to give an 

account for the hope that's within you.  We spent a  lot of time 

looking at prayer, proclamation, and personificatio n as three 

different ways that we can be prepared to share the  hope that we 

have in Christ; but Peter doesn't end his thought i n that scripture 

with preparation.  He takes on the idea of unjust s uffering in the 

very next verse.  Let me just read you this section .  This is 1 

Peter 3:15-17, it says:  Always being prepared to make a defense to 

anyone who asks you for a reason for the hope that within you; yet 

do it with gentleness and respect, having a good co nscience, so 

that, when you are slandered, those who revile your  good behavior 

in Christ may be put to shame.  For it is better to  suffer for 

doing good, if that should be God's will, than for doing evil.   Now 

there's a thought in that second statement that man y of us 
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evangelicals don't really understand or if we under stand it, we 

just don't believe.  It's this:  It may very well b e God's will for 

us to suffer and to suffer while doing good.  I mea n it's quite 

possible that we come from a culture that by virtue  of its wealth, 

its power and its scientific achievement it has so greatly 

diminished the reality of suffering that we tend to  view suffering 

itself as an anomaly, as some kind of deviation fro m the norm.  

That's a great mistake.  You see suffering for many  of us is at the 

very least an oddity.  For others it is not.  

Now just this past week John Allen Chau, young man from Washington 

state, he paid some fishermen to take him to an isl and off the 

coast of India that was occupied by a hostile tribe  of Indians that 

have no contact whatsoever with the outside world.  Chau was 

passionate about sharing the gospel with these peop le and he knew 

the risks involved included losing his life.  Accor ding to his 

diary, he was prepared to give it.  When he got to the island he 

greeted the tribes people, he had one encounter, th en he went back 

and he had a second encounter and at that second en counter he was 

met with a flurry of arrows that took his life.  Th e government is 

now trying to figure out how to retrieve his body s ince no one is 

allowed to have contact with these people.  Meanwhi le lots of 

folks, if you looked at the comments surrounding th is, lots of 

folks are outraged at his attempt.  They're describ ing him as 
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arrogant, as foolhardy, as a lawbreaker for daring to bring this 

religion he wanted to shove down people's throats.  Well he may 

have been foolhardy, but in my view he was willing to lay down his 

life for the gospel.  That makes him a hero in my b ook.  But it 's 

also interesting how he perfectly fits Peter's word  to us this 

morning.  Again 1 Peter 3:16, it says:  Having a good conscience, 

so that, when you are slandered, those who revile y our good 

behavior in Christ may be put to shame.  For it is better to suffer 

for doing good, if that should be God's will, than for doing evil.   

See, God is stil l sovereign even over this situatio n and I believe 

the final chapter in this tribe's history has not y et been written 

and that John Allen Chau will one day be a part of it.  This is a 

man who clearly suffered for doing good.  I think i f we open our 

eyes and look, we are going to see that that suffer ing is far more 

normative than we here in the west believe.  

I want you to consider just for a moment the Christ ians of the 

Maluku Islands of Indonesia.  Between the years 199 7 and 2001 they 

underwent ethnic cleansing at the hands of militant  Jihadists.  

They suffered attack after attack after attack and they grew more 

and more severe and at one point many of the Christ ians there 

retreated to a large church that had a stone wall p rotecting it.  

Charisma Magazine  described what happened next when the church was 

overrun.  It said this, describing some individuals , it says:
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Sutarsi Selong was confronted by a soldier who orde red her to shout 

"Allahu Akbar" ("God is great").  When she refused,  he put a gun in 

her mouth and sent a bullet through her cheek.  The n he slashed her 

face with a bayonet.  She survived the attack, but remains 

disfigured.  A twelve-year-old boy, Nolede, watched  as his parents 

were hacked with machetes and then buried alive.  H e managed to 

escape into the jungles, where he wandered for abou t a week before 

running into others who escaped the attack.  Tina, a 16-year-old at 

the time, says, "I just didn't want them to take ou r church.  I 

fell to the ground wounded and was helped by some o f the young 

people.  They burned my father alive and cut my bro ther to pieces 

with their machetes."  Over the next two weeks, Chr istians hid in 

the jungle and struggled to make their way to the c oast, where they 

escaped in small boats that were part of secret res cue missions 

organized by people in the neighboring islands.  Al ong with 

thousands of other victims in the region, the survi vors lived as 

refugees in Manado.  According to media reports, th e "ethnic 

cleansing" campaign between 1997 and 2001, includin g the attack on 

Duma, claimed the lives of 30,000 Christians and le d to about half 

a million people being driven out of their homes.  Since then, some 

of the refugees have returned to their homes and ha ve even begun 

planting crops.  While there has also been incident s of Christians 

attacking and killing Muslims in retaliation, the m inority 

community has generally been at the receiving end.  
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Do me a favor.  Just raise your hand if you've ever  even heard of 

the Maluku Islands.  One.  I mean most of us never even heard of 

these people, myself included.  You see, you can cl early make a 

case that our understanding of suffering in Port Je rvis, New York, 

it's vastly different than our understanding of suf fering in 

Maluku, Indonesia.  There suffering for doing good is the norm for 

believers in Jesus Christ.  You see while Peter's w ords may sound 

alarming in Port Jervis, they are actually comforti ng in Maluku.  

For it is better to suffer for doing good, if that should be God's 

will, than for doing evil.   Now is God actually saying that 

suffering, not for sin's consequences but for actua lly doing good 

is in fact a good thing?  I mean how could a good G od say that?  I 

mean it's cruelty, it's injustice, it's suffering t hat's most often 

cited as reasons why folks can't believe in God in the first place.  

You know, I can't believe in a God who would... and  you just fill 

in the blanks.  You see the problem is these folks never think 

through the alternative.  When we dismiss God becau se of suffering, 

what are we left with?  Well for many it's the worl dview of 

naturalistic materialism and that simply means that  nature and the 

material world define and describe everything there  is about life 

completely.  There is no such thing as God because there's no such 

thing as the supernatural, I mean, it's a fancy way  of saying that 

when it comes to our existence, what you see is wha t you get.  

Naturalistic materialism says what you see is all y ou will ever 
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get, and in fact you are on your own.  It insists t hat everything 

we are is the product of random chance and evolutio n without God.  

And in fact the only thing anyone can say with any sense of 

certainty is the fact that we exist.  I mean in the  short run, it 

really does give answers to about why bad things ha ppen to good 

people and the answer is why not?  See the bottom l ine in this 

belief is that everything about our existence is a crapshoot.  And 

for some of us in Port Jervis it's going to turn ou t relatively 

good; for others of us in Maluku, Indonesia, hey, n ot so good.  But 

it's all a matter of chance.  And that's the way it  is for all 

randomly produced products of chance from bacteria to rats to 

people.  

Now Christians understand the world as a vastly dif ferent place.  

We understand it as a cursed place where everything  is not the way 

it was originally intended.  Romans 8 says:  For the creation waits 

with eager longing for the revealing of the sons of  God.  For the 

creation was subjected to futility, not willingly, but because of 

him who subjected it, in hope that the creation its elf will be set 

free from its bondage to corruption and obtain the freedom of the 

glory of the children of God.  For we know that the  whole creation 

has been groaning together in the pains of childbir th until now.   

You see, Christians see the original creation of Go d as altogether 

good and the curse of what creation fell to as bad.   But those 
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terms are meaningless to naturalistic materialism.  You see it 

cannot comment on why bad things happen to good peo ple because 

terms like "good" and "bad" don't apply.  It can on ly go back to 

the essence of created things which is their existe nce alone, I 

mean, something, it either is or isn't, and that's all there is to 

it.  But you see there's a huge problem.  It's thos e two words:  

"good" and "bad."  See those two words describe a q uality that 

everyone instinctively knows that mere existence ca nnot account 

for.  You know it's been said that human beings sim ply cannot exist 

with "is" and "isn't" alone so "is" always tends to  slide over to 

"ought."  And "ought" is an expression of good or b ad.  You know we 

say that childbirth is a good thing so it's somethi ng that ought to 

happen.  Cancer is a bad thing it's something that ought not to 

happen.  But "ought" is a meaningless concept to a materialist 

naturalist.  See to them we are no different than a nimals and 

animals themselves are quite comfortable without an y concept of 

"ought."  

Let me just give you an illustration.  A few years back when I was 

up in Canada for our summer vacation, my sister-in- law's dog Billy 

was a little Jack Russell Terrier got attacked and he got attacked 

by a German Shepherd.  He clearly would have died i f there wasn't 

people there to separate them, but it wound up suff ering only a 

punctured shoulder.  And I remember the day that it  took place.  I 
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particularly remembered the aftermath.  I remember Billy clearly 

laying low as the encounter left him not only with a very sore 

shoulder but a very healthy fear of the other dog.  I remember 

sitting, seeing him sitting in the family room and he's just kind 

of panting away looking around at everything as if nothing had 

happened because that's all Billy was really thinki ng about, 

nothing really had happened.  He was still content to play as long 

as his shoulder didn't hurt him.  But let's say tha t Billy wasn't a 

dog.  Let's say that Billy was actually a person.  And let's say 

that Billy got stabbed in the shoulder, he got atta cked.  Well he'd 

have a sore shoulder and he'd have very healthy fea r of his 

attacker but he'd have something else that's unique  to humans.  

See, he would have a philosophical burden that woul d be 

inescapable.  He would have within him this sense t hat that attack 

ought not to have happened.  See "ought" is an expr ession of the 

fact that it's good not to be attacked and it's bad  to be attacked 

and only humans think that way.  I mean Billy's lim ping and he's 

nursing his wounds but I have no doubt that Billy w as never caught 

up in thinking through the philosophical implicatio ns of the fact 

that he was attacked without warning for nothing th at he had done.  

That thought never occurs to Jack Russell Terriers or any other 

animal for that matter.  They don't wrestle with "o ught."  Only we 

do.  And sometimes when even animals do particularl y awful things, 

even materialist naturalists who are committed to n ever saying 
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something ought or ought not to be, even they find themselves at a 

loss for words.  

Consider this article by science writer Linda Zeldo vich.  This is 

what she said.  This is a very recent article.  It says this:  On 

December 2, 2016 marine biologists studying killer whales off the 

coast of Vancouver Island in Canada, witnessed a gh astly murder 

scene.  First, they picked up strange sounds with t heir hydrophones 

-- mikes that detect sounds underwater.  Then they watched an 

entire killer whale drama unfold before their eyes,  in which the 

whales actually killed one of their own:  A newborn  calf.  The 

scientists saw a small group of orcas that included  a mother and a 

young calf, fleeing from a male orca and his mother .  The calf was 

barely a few days old, researchers estimated.  Even tually, the 

pursuing mother-and-son pair caught up with the fug itives -- and an 

attack ensued.  The scientists saw "erratic movemen ts and splashing 

suggestive of a predation event."  Moments later, t hey realized 

that the infant was no longer next to his mother, b ut when the male 

swam past the research boat, "the fluke of the neon ate could be 

seen in his mouth with the body intact trailing und erneath his 

lower jaw."  The young mother hopelessly tried to s ave her 

offspring.  She struck and bit the male, "sending b lood and water 

in the air," but to no avail.  Moreover, the male's  mother 

interfered, blocking the attack.  The male then kep t the baby 
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underwater until it drowned.  Whales and dolphins m ust come up to 

the surface to breathe so the murderous duo's actio ns seemed 

deliberate.  But why were they so determined to kil l the baby?  And 

is it normal behavior for the marine mammal species ?  Cetacean 

infanticide is very rare.  In fact, the scientists have never 

witnessed orcas kill ing their young before.  "This is the first 

account of infanticide reported in killer whales an d the only case 

committed jointly by an adult male and his mother o utside of 

humans," they wrote.  

And as the article goes on, the author begins to sp eculate about 

some possible evolutionary reasons why this might t ake place, you 

know, that maybe killing a calf would make the moth er receptive to 

mating again, and thus the genes of the young male would be passed 

on instead of the dead calf's.  But clearly the sci entific 

community was appalled by what had taken place.  I mean the 

article's author described the event as -- quote --  "a ghastly 

murder scene."  And the mother whale and her son as  -- quote -- 

"the murderous duo."  You know, but if naturalist m aterialism is 

true, I have to ask what's the fuss about?  I mean from whence 

comes this moralizing?  I mean if we're just biolog ical machines 

put here purely by chance, then why not kill a calf  in order to 

insert your genes into the gene pool?  Well I' l l te ll you why.  

It's because deep down even an atheist knows the di fference between 
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what is and what ought to be, and kill ing baby orca s ought not to 

be.  

Jean-Paul Sartre was an atheist and he was the fath er of 

existentialism.  He believed that you alone could g ive meaning to 

your existence because there's no overarching purpo se to all of 

life itself.  Everything was this gigantic chance h appening just 

working itself out, but it turns out that even that  Sartre could 

not live without "oughts."  He came out against Wor ld War II.  He 

said that war -- quote -- "ought not to be so."  Bu t if God doesn't 

exist as Sartre and the others believe, than war an d cruelty and 

suffering, they're simply tools of evolution and no  more 

significant to human beings than a dead orca calf.  You see what 

happens?  You see what happens when you give up God ?  When you give 

up God you give up the right to say anything ought to be.  You give 

up that right because the only one capable of impos ing "oughtness" 

on anyone else has to be someone greater than anyon e else, and 

naturalism insists there's no such thing.  See, nat uralism says 

"oughtness" or what they call conscience is simply a collection of 

neurons and biochemicals that have evolved over mil lions of years.  

Well if that's what they are, then I'm certainly fr ee to ignore 

them if it suits me.  So if an atheist evolutionist  tells me you 

ought not cheat on your wife or you ought to care f or your elderly 

parents or you ought to help the starving children in Africa, don't 
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I have the right to tell him he has no right whatso ever to any 

oughts at all?  They are after all just a random ne ural firing 

connected to nothing outside of me.  You see materi alist naturalism 

can only tell you what life is.  It can never tell you what it 

ought to be.  And it's only when we acknowledge tha t we are not 

alone, that we are mere creatures answerable to som eone far greater 

than we are who is responsible for putting us here that we get the 

right to use the word "ought."  

When John says in 1 John 3:  By this we know love, that he laid 

down his life for us, and we ought to lay down our lives for the 

brothers.   When Peter says in 2 Peter:  Since all these things are 

thus to be dissolved, what sort of people ought you  to be in the 

lives of holiness and godliness.  When Paul says in Ephesians 5:  

So husbands ought to love their own wives as their own bodies; he 

who loves his wife loves himself , they're acknowledging that it is 

God alone who gives meaning to the word "ought".  F rom an 

evolutionary standpoint these biblical oughts are a bsurd, but from 

a biblical perspective so is materialism.  I mean a m I going to lay 

down my life for a set of randomly evolved neurophy siological 

patterns or because I answer to a God whose power g ives meaning and 

purpose to all the "oughts" that govern our lives?  You see the 

contrast couldn't be greater.  No God, no good or b ad but no 

meaning to suffering.  Our God, a life full of "oug hts" and a 
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purpose in suffering.  And whether we view God's wo rds about 

suffering as alarming or comforting has a lot to do  with how much 

we are willing to trust him.  You say, well, how co uld the love of 

God or how could a God of love ever say that suffer ing is a good 

thing?  Well, it all has to do with how God used su ffering.  You 

see the scripture says that suffering is not a curs e, it's not an 

illusion or even an enemy for that matter.  In God' s hands it is 

simply a tool, and it can be a learning tool, it ca n be a sharing 

tool or a showing tool but in God's economy it is n ever a useless 

tool.  It always has purpose and it always has mean ing.  And the 

ultimate purpose is to shape and mold us into the i mage of Jesus 

Christ.  

You know by now I think most of us in this church h ave had Romans 

8:28 almost memorized.  God says:  And we know that all things work 

together for good to those who love God, to those w ho are the 

called according to his purpose.   But you know, we believers have a 

problem with this, and our problem is not with that  statement 

itself but with God's definition of what that word "good" really 

is.  Our default position of "good" is we think goo d is, it's 

health, it's wealth, it's happiness.  God says not necessarily.  

And God very clearly defines what "good" is in the very next verse.  

He says:  For whom he foreknew, he also predestined to be con formed 

to the image of his Son.   That means that God designs all things 
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including suffering with one ultimate good in mind and that is that 

those things that life consists of, that those thin gs which shape 

and mold us into unique representations of the imag e of his Son.  

Suffering is one of those things.  Hebrews 5:8  says suffering is 

first and foremost a learning tool.  It says of Jes us, though He 

was a Son, yet He learned obedience by the things w hich He 

suffered.  

Okay.  So how does suffering teach you obedience?  Well, for one, 

obedience is never proven till it 's tested.  It jus t so happens 

that suffering is a perfect test.  Let me give you a very mild 

version of this.  Let's say I sat down to dinner wi th my young 

children and I tell them, "Children, I want you to obey me right 

now.  I want you to eat up your M&M's, I want you t o drink your 

sodas and finish up all the ice cream on your plate ."  They may be 

enjoying themselves but they're not learning obedie nce through 

suffering.  You see it just so happens in this inst ance that my 

desire for obedience and their desire to obey, they  happen to 

coincide.  But the more that these desires differ, the more that 

the children suffer, the more obedience will be pro ven.  Now for 

instance if I say to my kids, "Children, I want you  to obey me 

right now.  I want you to eat up your liver and oni ons.  I want you 

to drink your soy milk and take that cod liver oil that's right 

there in front of you," that would be much closer t o a genuine 
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obedience.  Now you add a level of ignorance and un certainty to a 

child's mind and the suffering actually increases b ut so does the 

obedience as it deepens in quality.  See if I told my four-year-old 

diabetic child that he had to have insulin shots th ree times a day, 

he's not going to understand about blood sugar leve ls but he will 

understand through suffering the need to trust and obey.  And that 

obedience will be deeper and broader than simply ea ting what you're 

told to.  I mean there's a principle at work there,  do you see it?  

God used suffering to produce obedience in Jesus Ch rist and it 

wasn't the obedience of hostile surrender, it was t he deep trust of 

a Son growing in his Father's wisdom.  

Perhaps the best example we have of suffering as a learning tool to 

produce obedience is Abraham.  Genesis 22  says:  Now it came to 

pass after these things that God tested Abraham and  said to him, 

"Abraham!"  And he said, "Here I am."  Then He said , "Take now your 

son, your only son Isaac, whom you love, and go to the land of 

Moriah, and offer him there as a burnt offering on one of the 

mountains of which I shall tell you."   Really, was there ever a 

more difficult test of obedience?  When you think a bout it, it's 

unimaginable the suffering that Abraham undergoes a s he takes a 

three-day journey with his beloved son and only he knows the 

journey's purpose, it's to offer up his son as the sacrifice.  Why 

are we going to Mount Moriah, asks Isaac.  Why are you doing this, 
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God, asks Abraham.  See Abraham learned obedience t hrough 

suffering.  Folks say how cruel of God to make Abra ham suffer so 

just to prove his loyalty.  But that completely mis ses the point.  

See, God didn't do this for his own sake, he did it  for Abraham's 

sake.  God already knows the future.  He already kn ew exactly what 

was going to take place.  In fact he placed a ram i n the thicket 

just so Abraham would have an animal to sacrifice i nstead of Isaac.  

God clearly knew the future.  The whole point of th e exercise is 

that Abraham who did not know the future so that he  could not know 

the extent of his own obedience would have an oppor tunity to be 

tested and tried.  I mean God had great and mighty plans for 

Abraham but Abraham first had to learn by experienc e the depth of 

obedience he actually had.  And the tool God used w as the learning 

tool of suffering.  

God also uses suffering as a sharing tool.  If you remember what 

God said to Ananias about Paul, Paul obviously was a terror to the 

early church, God approaches Ananias after he has b linded Paul and 

sends Paul to Ananias for an anointing and he says this to Ananias 

in Acts 9:15 , he says:  "Go, for he -- that's Paul -- is a chosen 

vessel of Mine to bear My name before Gentiles, kin gs, and the 

children of Israel.  For I will show him how many t hings he must 

suffer for My name's sake."   Why do you suppose God said that?  I 

mean you think he's just trying to get back at Paul  for all the 
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times he attacked the church?  Or was suffering a t ool that God was 

going to use to bring Paul to a depth of understand ing of his 

Lord's sacrifice that Paul could not get any other way?  See Paul 

was God's chosen vessel to share that message.  You  have to 

understand, our understanding of pain is woefully l imited until we 

experience it ourselves.  

I once had a good friend who was a physician who wo rked in hospice 

and she did a lot of work in pain management.  She told me her 

fondest wish would be that someday somebody would i nvent a machine 

that you could hook up to other doctor's brains so that they would 

receive the exact pain that their patients were fee ling.  She said 

it would revolutionize pain management overnight.  We call it 

empathy.  That's feeling someone else's pain.  I me an I obviously 

have no idea what the pain of childbirth is really like and I never 

will.  My ability to sympathize and to empathize is  limited by my 

ability to really ever enter into that kind of circ umstance.  I 

mean I can sympathize with my wife and my daughters  in their pain 

but you women know all too well that only you can r eadily identify 

with it.  Understand that's one of the reasons why Jesus came into 

this world.  Jesus entered into this world precisel y so that God 

himself could participate in the experience of the pain of his 

fallen creatures and having experienced every singl e thing that we 

experience, to do so without sinning.  See Jesus kn ew by experience 

18



what suffering was all about.  Sympathy is the abil ity to feel 

somebody's pain.  Empathy is really the ability to enter into that 

pain.  And Jesus knew by experience what it meant t o be hot and 

cold and hungry and thirsty and tired.  He also kne w by experience 

just what it meant to be lonely and rejected and ab andoned and 

hated without a cause.  He also knew again by exper ience exactly 

what it felt to be beaten and flogged and spit on a nd stripped and 

crucified.  See, he sympathized and empathized with  us completely 

and ultimately.  You can make the case that what Je sus went through 

had to have been the worst experience a human could  ever experience 

across the board, whether it be loneliness, physica l pain, any kind 

of pain, whatever it is, whatever it is that makes up the human 

experience, nobody had it worst than Jesus, because  if they did 

have it worse, they could go to Jesus and say, "You  don't know what 

it feels like.  You haven't been where I've been."  And the only 

way Jesus could say "I have" is if his was the wors t.  Hebrews 2:14  

says:  Inasmuch then as the children have partaken of fles h and 

blood, He Himself likewise shared in the same, that  through death 

He might destroy him who had the power of death, th at is, the 

devil.   That's what Jesus did.  

Now is it a surprise at all that God would expect t hat the very 

ones that he's shaping and molding into the image o f his son should 

also not be strangers to suffering?  I mean Jesus s aid in Mark 8:   

19



"Whoever desires to come after me, let him deny him self, and take 

up his cross, and follow me."   It was Joni Eareckson Tada who 

wondered aloud how could you possibly take up a cro ss without 

suffering?  Suffering, you see, is a sharing tool.  It 's a sharing 

tool that God uses to bring us into the experience of his Son.  

Paul even said in Philippians 3:10:  That I may know Him and the 

power of His resurrection, and the fellowship of Hi s sufferings.   

Suffering can be a learning tool like it was for Ab raham, it can be 

a sharing tool like it was for Paul, and finally su ffering can be a 

"showing" tool.  That's a tool that God use to disp lay his love and 

his power.  But understand that this power is exact ly the opposite 

of the power that runs the world.  And again to bri ng us back to 

our text this morning, it says:  Having a good conscience, so that, 

when you are slandered, those who revile your good behavior in 

Christ may be put to shame.  For it is better to su ffer for doing 

good, if that should be God's will, than for doing evil.   John 

Allen Chau is being slandered today and he's being slandered as an 

arrogant American who tried to shove Christianity d own the throats 

of natives who didn't want it.  Some say he deserve d the martyrdom 

that he received.  He said in his diary that he fea red death but 

his love for these people compelled him to take thi s risk, and so 

he took that risk and he died trying to tell these natives about 

Jesus.  And you know, a lot of the Christians, if y ou look at the 
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comments, even the Christians, they said what a foo lish waste, a 

26-year-old guy, full of life.  Never got a chance to even speak to 

the natives, cut down and dead.  What a foolish was te, they say.  

God doesn't see it that way.  In fact one of John's  friends said, 

"This can make a statement to the world that this f aith is worth 

dying for."  I 'd say it's already made that stateme nt.  Again, For 

it is better to suffer for doing good, if that shou ld be God's 

will, than for doing evil.   And it's better precisely because 

suffering is the primary venue that God uses to dis play his power.  

You know, the Christians of Maluku, Indonesia under stand that far 

better than we do because they've learned obedience  through 

suffering.  They've also shared the reality of the cross through 

suffering.  But what about us?  I mean if God does all of these 

things in us through sufferings, why are we so shoc ked and 

surprised when it arrives on our door?  If you are not or have not 

experienced suffering, there's something you need t o know, and that 

is you are the exception, you are not the rule.  Go d has ordained 

suffering as normative for his children.  And I kno w that flies in 

the face of the "name it, claim it" prosperity prea ching that so 

pervades this culture.  But just listen to God's ow n words just one 

chapter back from our text this morning.  This is 1 Peter 2 .  He 

says:  For this is a gracious thing, when, mindful of God,  one 

endures sorrows while suffering unjustly.  For what  credit is it 

if, when you sin and are beaten for it, you endure?   But if when 
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you do good and suffer for it you endure, this is a  gracious thing 

in the sight of God.  For to this you have been cal led, because 

Christ also suffered for you, leaving you an exampl e, so that you 

might follow in his steps.  He committed no sin, ne ither was deceit 

found in his mouth.  When he was reviled, he did no t revile in 

return; when he suffered, he did not threaten, but continued 

entrusting himself to him who judges justly.   

This is our eighteenth message in 1 Peter and I sur e hope by now 

you're very familiar with those words.  Christ suff ered for you 

leaving you an example.  Why?  That you should follow in his steps.   

Why?  For to this you have been called.   See our role as Christians 

is to be just what that word means, we are to be li ttle christs 

taking up our crosses for the same reason that Jesu s took up his, 

that the Father might be glorified.  Now are you tr ying to tell me 

that it's not good enough that we do good according  to God we also 

have to suffer for it?  Why's that?  I mean how doe s our suffering 

bring God glory?  Isn't that perfectly backwards?  Well, look at 

our text this morning and it tells us why, it says:   For it is 

better to suffer for doing good, if that should be God's will, than 

for doing evil.  For Christ also suffered once for sins, the 

righteous for the unrighteous.   God says we, too, are to give good 

for evil just like Jesus did.  Peter tells us that Christ suffered 

for us leaving us an example, that we should follow  in his steps.  
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And as Jesus Christ's suffering displayed not defea t but victory, 

not weakness but power, not death but life itself, so too we little 

christs are to follow in his steps because just lik e Jesus was, we, 

too, are on display.  And Ephesians tells us we are  on display:  So 

that through the church the manifold wisdom of God might now be 

made known to the rulers and the authorities in the  heavenly 

places.  This was according to the eternal purpose that he has 

realized in Christ Jesus our Lord.   This is an amazing scripture 

and what God is saying is now we, the church, that' s the people 

that are here, people gathered around the world, al l of us gathered 

together, we represent the manifold wisdom of God t oday, being 

displayed to the rulers and authorities in the heav enly realms.  So 

how do we represent the manifold wisdom of God?  We ll, we do that 

by following in the footsteps of our master, and he  suffered for 

doing good.  We do likewise.  

A few years back there was a popular song that said  God is watching 

us from a distance.  You know that's only half righ t.  See, God is 

watching us but it's not from any distance at all, it's from the 

centers of our own individual unique hearts, and ev ery one of us 

stands before him profoundly naked to the very core  of our beings 

acting out a drama we know almost nothing about.  T he drama itself 

is why you and I exist.  I mean we think of our hom es and our jobs 

and our careers as the things that really matter bu t we're wrong 
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and someday we will see that suffering for doing go od was the most 

important job we ever had.  I suspect John Allen Ch au right now is 

reaping the blessings of that understanding.  Five hundred years 

from now he's going to be able to turn to those fol ks and say, 

"Who's the fool?"  

I said at the beginning of this message that a gard en was something 

that I use to redeem the passing of summer.  You kn ow we can't stop 

time from passing but we can make its passing worth while.  The same 

is true for suffering.  You can't stop it from comi ng.  God 

promises us that it will, but you can make its arri val worthwhile.  

You can see suffering as a learning tool for obedie nce, as a 

sharing tool to enter into the fellowship of Christ 's suffering, or 

you can know it as a showing tool where we follow i n the master's 

footsteps to show the world the God that we worship .  Because he's 

told us quite plainly that it's better if it 's God' s will to suffer 

for doing good.  

Are you suffering for doing good right now, today?  If you are, 

realize this is not an accident, this is not a mist ake.  This is 

actually the will of God.  God tells us plainly to this you were 

called.   Ask him today, ask him now for the grace to take up your 

cross and follow him and remember no suffering for doing good is 

ever wasted.  And that's not just my opinion, that' s God's 
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statement of fact.  Let me leave you with Paul's wo rds in 2 

Corinthians 4:17.  Paul says:  For this light momentary affliction 

is preparing for us an eternal weight of glory beyo nd all 

comparison, as we look not to the things that are s een but to the 

things that are unseen.  For the things that are se en are 

transient, but the things that are unseen are etern al.   Let's pray.  

Father, I just thank you for giving us the ability to understand 

through your word that there is purpose in sufferin g.  Lord, I pray 

that the life of John Allen Chau would not end with  this story 

being the way it is, that there would be something that we would 

actually see of the continuation of this.  There's so many 

connections between his death and Jim Elliott's tha t I would love 

to see that tribe further on having some kind of po sitive effect, 

but even so, Lord, only you know what that purpose in suffering was 

but we trust that you do know and you sovereignly c ontrol it.  And 

Lord, individually we all have these different inst ances of 

suffering in our own lives and we all wonder why in  the world you 

would allow that to happen.  I pray, Lord, that you  would give each 

and every one of us the understanding of what it me ans to suffer 

and what a blessing it is to have purpose in that s uffering.  And I 

pray this in Jesus' name.  Amen.  
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