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A Note Before Beginning

This book was assigned to a middle school Bible
class, and | became aware of it because | know one of
the students in the class. | read through it and
decided it needed a response. So, here is my
response:

In short, Calvinism makes everything worse.

To be clear, the authors never explicitly say they are
talking about Calvinism, they don’t mention
“Calvinism” and they don’t refer to “TULIP”. But if
you know what Calvinism is, you won’t doubt that
they are intentionally teaching its doctrine.

Once again you get to see Calvinism from the
Calvinist so you can see | am not attacking a
StrawMan. And hopefully you will see that it matters

because of what it does to the doctrines it touches.

As | discuss Calvinism, | will be defining it according to the very common acrostic,

TULIP. TULIP stands for:

Total depravity, Unconditional election, Limited atonement, Irresistible grace, and

Perseverance of the saints.

Ill be letting the Grudems speak for themselves, and then letting you know which of

these they are talking about. Quotes are indicated by the page number on which they

appear. | add bolding or italics for emphasis. My comments are in bold. It should be

obvious. Enjoy.
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Introduction: In Nebraska, the Earth /S Flat

I'm not going to pretend I'm a humble person, but I'd never claim that I'm smarter than
any of the Calvinists you might know, including the ones I'm referring to in this book. I'm
sure both Grudems are far smarter than I'm ever going to be. But the funny thing about
truth is, you don’t have to be smarter than anyone. I’'m not claiming to be smarter than
any Calvinists, I’'m only saying that | am presenting the truth. Very smart people can have
a blind spot in their worldview. It happens all of the time. Calvinism is one such spot.

I'm going to do my best to only discuss the system and not do anything to attack the

people who accept it.

But now that I've said that, let's talk about Calvinists.

Every now and then you see a Calvinist online who says “I didn’t learn Calvinism from
other Calvinists! | learned it by reading the BIBLE!” And the rest of us go, “No you
didn’t.” But it seems a weird lie to throw out there for no reason, so | figured they must,
somehow, believe this. Then | found this book by the Grudems, and suddenly

understood.

| had a conversation with the pastor of a small Church who described his journey to
becoming a Calvinist in very much the same manner. He was not raised to be a
“Calvinist” and was not introduced to “Calvinism” until he got to college. But of course
once he was introduced to Calvinism he knew it lined up with what he had been told
about the Bible and what he had read in the Bible. This struck me as improbable, but then
he told me that he was essentially raised by John MacArthur. | mean that the teaching of

John MacArthur (and sometimes the actual, physical presence of John MacArthur at his dining



room table) was a staple of his childhood up until he went off to college. He was raised by
Calvinists. They just apparently never told him they were Calvinists.

His upbringing and all of the teaching he EVER heard about the Bible and Christian
beliefs was entirely through the lens of Calvinism, but without the Calvinist labels (just
like this book by the Grudems). When he was told what the labels were, he discovered he
had already believed them! Because he had been told those were just ‘biblical teachings’
or ‘Christian beliefs’, he continues to assume that's what they are. He was taught to
interpret the Bible according to Calvinism for decades, and so when he was taught

Calvinism by name, naturally he thought, “Oh, that’s just what the Bible says!”

If | may make an almost certainly offensive metaphor:

Imagine being raised by parents who taught you that the sun was only 3,000 miles away,
and only about 35 miles across. They taught you that the map of the world on the flag of
the UN was an actual flag of the world. They taught you that the sun appearing to set
below the horizon was an illusion, and the sun is always above the ground we stand on,
but at night it just gets much further away. And obviously the moon landing was fake.
They could prove to you that it doesn’t matter where on earth you start, you can head
away from the north pole and run into the south pole, which proves that the south pole is
actually an ice wall around the entire world, and the north pole is in the center of the map
like the hub of a bicycle tire.

Besides, if the earth was a ball, the oceans would all drip off of the bottom. And there are

still oceans. So obviously the ball earth model is dumb.

Then you get to college and are presented with the “Flat Earth Model.” Well, you were
raised in Nebraska, so you already knew the earth was flat, but now you have a model
that explains everything you already know! You would naturally tell people, “l didn’t get
taught the flat earth model from flat earthers. | learned it by learning about the world! And
then when | learned what the flat earth model was, | already knew it was true because of

the science | had learned as a kid!”



And then people like me on social media would say, “No you didn’t.”

Just like any other Calvinist, when it is pointed out to my pastoral friend that his
Calvinism forces him to accept contradictory ideas that cannot both be true, he just
waves it off and decides he's ‘okay with some contradiction’.

Now, let me be clear about this guy. He preaches the gospel clearly and often. It doesn’t
matter what his topic is, and it doesn’t matter what passage he is preaching from. At
some point he is telling you that Jesus died for your sins so you could be saved and
have eternal life. Gospel Every Day. The gospel box is WIDE OPEN. Most of the time.

But every now and then- he says something which just doesn't match. It conflicts. And |
say, “Is this guy a Calvinist?” and the answer is... kinda? Occasionally, a little?

Let me give a different example of the same thing: A couple years ago | was at a
megachurch which was in the process of flushing itself down the toilet, and one of the

teaching pastors had a three point sermon. THREE POINTS. It’s not a lot to keep track of.

Point number one: Never stop sharing the gospel and praying for your lost family and friends.
It's NEVER TOO LATE for them to come to Christ.

Point number two: It has been too late from eternity past, because God has already decided

who is going to be saved.

| don’t even care what point number three was. The guy managed to write these two back
to back points, where in, having JUST FINISHED telling us that we should pray for the
salvation of our family and friends and we should share the gospel with them until they
die because IT’'S NEVER TOO LATE, he immediately follows that up by telling us that it
has BEEN TOO LATE from ETERNITY PAST. And somehow he didn’t hear himself tell us
that his first point was a lie which we should ignore. The contrast between those two
points was SO STAGGERING that | couldn’t understand how he didn’t just immediately
slap himself in the face and apologise for wasting our time. But he didn’t hear it. He

couldn't hear it.

One time John Piper was asked what he does when Calvinism conflicts with the Bible,
and he said, “lI go with the Bible.” | find his response to be very telling. | think most
Calvinists KNOW there is contradiction in their Calvinism, and between Calvin and the
Bible, but they’ve just accepted it under “mystery” or something to do with the
unknowable mind of God. Several have described it as “parallel lines that meet in
eternity.” Parallel lines that MEET.

Pardon me as | roll my eyes for a second... Ok. Thanks.



If you were raised by flat earth parents, you have only ever known one way to look at the
sun, moon, and stars. If you were taught the Bible and related doctrines from Calvinist
teachers, you probably have no idea that you have been told how to interpret those
verses. You probably have been convinced that you just SEE in the text what your
Calvinist teachers have told you is in the text. The majority of Calvinists probably do not
know that there is a way to read and interpret the book of Romans without Calvinism.
They simply do not know how to define words like sovereignty, election, predestination, etc,
without meaning by those words what Calvinism means by those words. They have never
tried to read Romans 9 without any presumptions, merely to ask “What is PAUL trying to
say here? What does HE think this means?” But they don’t KNOW that they haven’t. ’'m

about to blow some minds.

There is a way to understand the Bible without having to accept contradictions.

The truth will never contradict itself. God is not a liar.

The reason why many people can hold contradictory ideas in their head, is because they
don’t keep them in the same mental box. A Calvinist has a box for his Calvinism. In that
box are the doctrines of Calvin, the Bible verses which support it, and the interpretations
that align his Calvinism with those Bible verses. In that box are the definitions for words
like “Election,” and “Forknew” and “All” and “dead.” That box is in order, and everything
in it makes sense together. The gospel is kept in a separate box, with other doctrines and
verses. He only opens one box at a time, instinctively closing one box as he opens the

other. Opening both at the same time is difficult, and it is intentionally avoided.

In the Calvin box God has decided from eternity past who will be saved and who will not.
In the Gospel box God wants everyone to repent and be saved.

In the Calvin box, faith is something God does to a person because he has chosen them.
In the Gospel box, faith is the response that God commands of all people. It's something
everyone can do and everyone is commanded to do.

In the Calvin box, some babies are going to go to hell because of sins committed
thousands of years before they were born by his ancestors.

In the Gospel box, God does not punish the sons for the sins of the fathers, nor fathers
for the sins of their sons. Every person is accountable for his own sin.

In the Calvin box, God hates most of the people who ever lived and wanted them to go to
hell from eternity past.

In the gospel box, God is merciful, patient and longsuffering, not willing that any should

be lost.

As long as you only open one box at a time, you won't see the contradictions. It's only

when you open both boxes at the same time and examine all of the ideas together that



you see the things that I'm going to show you in this book. If you are a Calvinist it's going

to be a little bit jarring.

Many of you have sung along your whole lives with the CCR song “Bad Moon Rising”,

singing these words because you believed they were the actual words:

“There’s a bathroom on the right.” And of course you know those are the lyrics because
every time it comes on the radio, all of your friends sing,

“Theeeeere’s a BATHROOM on the RIGHT!”

And your dad sings that when you’re at a restaurant and you ask him where the

restrooms are, even if they’re on the left... However.

The actual lyrics are, “There’s a Bad Moon on the Rise.” Once you know that, it seems
obvious. The title should have been a giveaway.

If you feel a bit silly, don’t worry. You’re not alone.

If you’re a Calvinist... What follows in this book will feel a bit like that.




Part 1- He chose to save “SOME”
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Just as a reminder, the sections in italics will be from the book by Grudem and Grudem.
The section in bold which follows is my commentary. I'll occasionally BOLD or /talics

things to bring them to your attention.

Page 72- The Necessity of the Atonement
“Although it was not necessary that God save any people at all,

in His love he chose to save some.”

This is wrong. It was necessary because of His nature. God is loving, merciful and kind. It
would go against His nature to forever let his creation die in their sins.
Probably intending to imply that nothing we have done merits forgiveness, they ignore

the eternal character of God as revealed in scripture. This may sound like a nit pick but



it’'s important to keep our doctrine consistent with the Character and nature of God,

which is part of the problem | have with Calvinism. That’s a BIG part of this debate.

This is also an example of the slippery slope of ambiguous terms. The author
understands that what he means to say is that it was not necessary because of anything
we did that God saves us. He is intending to say that we did not earn God's grace nor
force God to offer us salvation. But one ambiguous term leads to another, and a haze is a

terrible foundation for an argument.

Also: “SOME.” But the Bible says “All”:

He who did not spare his own Son but gave him up for us all
Romans 8:32

God our Savior, who desires all people to be saved
1 Timothy 2: 3-4

The Lord is not slow to fulfill his promise as some count slowness, but is patient toward
you, not wishing that any should perish, but that all should reach repentance.
2 Peter 3:9

“For I have no pleasure in the death of anyone, declares the Lord God; so turn, and live.”
Ezekiel 18:32

we have our hope set on the living God, who is the Savior of all people, especially of
those who believe.
1 Timothy 4:10

So you’re saying that
"FOI’ GOd SO |0ved the W0r|d God hates MOST people'

that He sent His Son..." except a small group of “elect”...
John 3:16 4 John 3:16

Calvinism
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Part 2- TOTAL DEPRAVITY

"That's no excuse!"

Following, the authors give an overview of TULIP without the format, making it a little

convoluted. Total Depravity is described on page 64, in ch 8:

Although our inherited tendency to sin does not mean we are as bad as we could be, it
does mean that we, like Adam after he sinned, are unable on our own to do anything
that pleases God. We lack any spiritual good in ourselves, and therefore, we are unable

to do any spiritual good before God.

Also, they introduce inherited guilt:

We received not only Adam's sinful nature, but also his sin-produced guilt.

...when Adam sinned, God thought of us all as having sinned.

The T in TULIP is Total Depravity, as explained above. What they don’t make clear is that
one of the effects of being born guilty sinners who are “unable to do any spiritual good
before God” is that we cannot accept the Gospel. We cannot admit that we are sinners and
repent. Not WILL not, we CAN not. We can no more repent and believe than a man born
without eyes can distinguish between red and blue. We are TOTALLY UNABLE. This is

why sometimes we refer to the T of TULIP as “Total Inability.”

The two things a Calvinist wants you to take away from this doctrine are:

1. The absolute and complete inability of a human being to do ANYTHING good and

2. The filthy, sinful state in which we all enter this world.

Let’s break it down:

1. The absolute and complete inability of a human being to do ANYTHING good, including
putting our faith in Jesus or accepting the gospel. If you ask the average Christian why

they are saved when their neighbor is not, they will say something like, “I chose to put



my faith in Jesus,” or “l repented and accepted the Gospel.” The Calvinist will respond
by pointing out that you are claiming that the reason you are saved is because of what
YOU DID. You are basically (they will tell you) claiming to have helped God to save you,
or maybe you are simply claiming to have saved yourself! Thus, they retort, you are
TOTALLY UNABLE to do ANYTHING spiritually good. You are “spiritually DEAD” just as

Lazarus was physically dead before Jesus called him out of the tomb.

2. The filthy, sinful state in which we all enter this world. You are considered GUILTY
before you are even born! And even as a baby, you are driven by selfishness, greed, hate,
and all sorts of sin. You will think | am making this up but | am not: | have heard
Calvinists refer to babies as “Vipers in diapers” because they are snake-like wicked
sinners. | have also heard Calvinists say that when a baby cries, he is being a deceptive,
manipulative liar. This is one of the reasons, | think, why not many women are Calvinists.

But | digress.

| Know you don't have eyes! | Don't CARE!
Read this chart! Read it NOW!
= -

- Uiy

Let’s examine their claim “we, like Adam after he sinned, are unable on our own to do

anything that pleases God.” Consider these verses which prove that we CAN please God:

And the Lord said to Moses, “This very thing that you have spoken | will do, for you have
found favor in my sight, and | know you by name.” (Exodus 33:17)

...we have been approved by God to be entrusted with the gospel, so we speak, not to

please man, but to please God who tests our hearts. (1 Thessalonians 2:4)




When a man's ways please the Lord, he makes even his enemies to be at peace with
him. (Proverbs 16:7)

we keep his commandments and do what pleases him. (1 John 3:22)

For it is God who works in you, both to will and to work for his good pleasure.
(Philippians 2:13)

walk in a manner worthy of the Lord, fully pleasing to him (Colossians 1:9-10)

you received from us how you ought to walk and to please God, just as you are doing

(1 Thessalonians 4:1)

Their doctrine of Total Depravity contradicts the Bible which clearly says we can please
God, and we can do what is good. The center of their position is most likely the words
“on our own” in the statement, “we are unable on our own to do anything that pleases God.”
I've complained about Calvinists using ambiguous, hazy terms, and here is such a haze.
This “on our own” or “apart from God” and other such terms are used a LOT by
Calvinists, but never with any clarity, and never with any Biblical foundation. It seems like
they are describing non-Calvinism as an atheistic position, where we imagine we existed
in some Godless bubble, and yet found within ourselves the ability to do good, identify

our own sin, and repent, thus popping the bubble and letting God in.

The truth is actually much simpler: We are made in the image of God. This is amazingly
good. We are sinners, born into a sinful world. This means the amazingly good is
damaged. We were intended to be a beautiful selfie of God, but we are out of focus. We
have not removed entirely the good that God created when He made us in his image, but
the whole thing is... off. It’s unclear, bent, and not as it was intended. But the Artist who
made us didn’t toss us away into a dumpster. We are never “on our own,” or “apart from
God,” until we are in Hell. Like Darth Vader, we are evil, but there is still good in us, and
like Luke Skywalker, Jesus lets himself be arrested and dragged before the forces of evil

because He believes we can be brought back from the darkness and into His light.

When Calvinists hear this sort of thing, they hear, “People are all basically good. In fact,
we’re all so good that God basically OWES us some salvation and forgiveness.”
Hopefully | don’t need to convince you that this is not what | am saying. But having heard
that, the Calvinist REACTS to the assertion that we’re all basically good. Calvinism
swings the pendulum from “We’re all basically good,” past what the Bible ACTUALLY
says, way over to "even babies are evil shakes (or as they say, “Vipers in Diapers”).

For example:



“As innocent as children seem to be to us, yet, if they are out of Christ, they are not so in God’s

sight but are young vipers—and are infinitely more hateful than vipers...” -Jonathan Edwards

One of the reasons that God makes human babies small is so they won't kill their parents in
their sleep. They’re evil. Yes, this is true of children: ‘None is righteous; no, not one...’
“When it was small, we laughed about it. It was cute. ‘Oh aren’t they cute at that age?’ No, that’s

a viper in a diaper and you better get it under control.” -Voddie Baucham

I'll bet you thought | was being sarcastic. | don’t make this stuff up you know.

In order to keep the system coherent, the Calvinist can’t merely assert that we earn the
wrath of God by willfully rebelling and intentionally choosing sin. The Calvin box says we
are TOTALLY DEPRAVED - not that we BECOME this way. The Grudems say, “We lack any
spiritual good in ourselves,” and this is not those of us who, being capable of
understanding what sin is, choose it anyway. It is every human from the womb. But if we
come into existence under the wrath of God, there needs to be some wickedness which
deserves that wrath, as being human isn’t actually sinful. This is why our depravity
includes inherited guilt:

We received not only Adam's sinful nature, but also his sin-produced guilt.

...when Adam sinned, God thought of us all as having sinned.

Calvinists from John Calvin to James White have said that God can and almost certainly
does send unborn babies to hell. The moment a human exists, God sees them as guilty
of the sins of their fathers - they inherit not only the bent toward sin, but the guilt for sins
already committed. Some Calvinists will try to incorporate some kind of “age of
accountability” into their doctrine to avoid this part of the system, but Calvinism doesn't
allow the wiggle room. Calvin and TULIP say all humans are GUILTY for the sins of Adam
and are therefore valid targets for the wrath of God, even if they personally have NEVER

committed a single sin.

Calvin’s system uses scripture like this to try and justify his doctrine - Romans 9:11-13.
“..before the twins were born or had done anything good or bad—in order that God’s
purpose in election might stand: not by works but by him who calls—she was told, “The

older will serve the younger.” Just as it is written: “Jacob I loved, but Esau | hated.”

I'll explain why their interpretation of this passage is entirely wrong in the next chapter,
but in the meantime, let’s consider two arguments against it. First, clear passages of

scripture which tell us that God does not punish a person for the sins of his father:



Fathers shall not be put to death for their children, nor shall children be put to death for
their fathers; every person shall be put to death for his own sin

(Deuteronomy 24:16)

The soul who sins shall die. The son shall not suffer for the iniquity of the father, nor the
father suffer for the iniquity of the son
(Ezekiel 18:20)

In those days they shall say no more, 'The fathers have eaten sour grapes, and the
children's teeth are set on edge.' But everyone shall die for his own iniquity
(Jeremiah 31:29-30)

God does not count a person guilty for sins they did not commit. It is unjust and
unbiblical. If | had your grandkids arrested because you committed a crime, you would

know this was unjust. God’s justice is better than ours- not lesser.

I’'m trying to be like
“Calvinist Jesus”

So | punish my grandkids for
the things their father did wrong
before they were born

Second, aside from these verses which tell us clearly that God does not punish children
because their fathers sinned, let me provide what | think is an even stronger argument

against this terrible doctrine:

Whoever does not love does not know God, because God is love.
(1 John 4:8)

Love is patient, love is kind. It does not envy, it does not boast, it is not proud. It does not

dishonor others, it is not self-seeking, it is not easily angered, it keeps no record of wrongs.



Love does not delight in evil but rejoices with the truth. It always protects, always trusts, always
hopes, always perseveres.

Love never fails.

(1 Corinthians 13:4-8)

The character of God, from cover to cover of your Bible, is loving, merciful, and slow to
anger. The idea that He would send babies to hell because someone else sinned is
absolutely contrary to the character and nature of God as described in the Bible. If you
can read the Bible and see the God who was patient with the Israelites for thousands of
years, patient and merciful with their enemies from Nineveh to Rome, and see a God who
would damn the most innocent because of sins they never committed, you are not seeing
the God of the Bible. If you think the God who sent Jesus to the cross so the guilty can
be forgiven would also send the innocent to hell for sins committed thousands of years

before they were born, you are truly blind - but not because you were born that way.

Read on my friend. | am here to help you see what you haven’t seen.

Calvinism be like:

First
God blinds you

2
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Then He punishes you for not being able to see



Part 3- What is Election?

“AN&E;

" CAST YOUR BALICIIEORGIHE CANDIDATE
WHO’S ALREADYANGGEPTED BY HEAVEN!

X| VOTE: ELECTION DAY |Gl

The U in TULIP is Unconditional Election, which essentially means that, before Creation,
God had already chosen which individuals would be saved and have eternal life, and

which would go to hell. They cover this in Ch 12.

Pg 79 Chapter 12- What is Election?

“Election is an act of God before creation in which He chooses some people to be
saved, not on account of any foreseen merit in them, but only because of His sovereign
good pleasure.”

“... God ordained beforehand those who would be saved.” (emphasis mine)

Note - Ordain: to establish or order by appointment, decree, or law.

Again, this is not knowing in advance, as though it intends to say God KNEW beforehand
who would be saved, but rather he decided for each individual whether they would be
born destined for heaven or hell. He ESTABLISHED their destiny before creation so that a
person who ends up in hell NEVER had the chance to be forgiven, and those who end up
in heaven were always going to end up there and could not have been lost. The Grudems

use some standard proof texts and miss the context of what or who is being chosen:



“...the truth Paul would later express in Ephesians 1:4-6: God “chose us in Him [Christ]
before the foundation of the world, that we should be holy and blameless before Him. In
love He predestined us for adoption through Jesus Christ, according to the purpose of

His will, to the praise of His glorious grace.” (Italics, mine)

Like with every other Calvinist proof-text, they miss the context. Note: Chose who? Us in
CHRIST. Not us individually to be in Christ. This does not say “God chose us before the
foundation of the world to be in Christ,” it says God chose “us in Christ” (the church)

before the foundation of the world. Those are not the same.

Also, God Predestined what? “Adoption through Jesus Christ,” not salvation of a
particular individual. Paul and the other apostles were Jews - the Chosen people of God.
Being chosen was, to a Jew, a corporate thing which was true of the nation of Israel. It
was not about who was going to be forgiven for their sins or who was not going to be

forgiven.

Salvation was an individual issue between the person and God. Election, being chosen,
was a group thing where God made decisions about a group for the good of all. The Jews
were given the law and the prophets, and it was from them Jesus was born. Now Paul
addresses, not those in Israel, but those in Christ. This comparison and contrast between
the Jews as the chosen people and the Church as the chosen people is essentially the

whole book of Romans.

The Calvinist here mistakes individual salvation for the object being chosen, when what
has been chosen is Christ to be the means of our salvation, adoption and justification,

and for those “in Christ” to be forgiven, adopted, and justified.

It’s like saying, “The airline has chosen those on the plane, that they should leave

Chicago at 3 o’clock. They predestined them for Orlando Florida, via this airplane.”

The airline is not choosing who will be on the plane - you have to choose to get on the
plane. But once you decide to be on the plane, the departure and destiny has already

been decided for you. Enjoy your flight.



Quoted: “He has saved us and called us to a holy life—not because of anything we

have done but because of his own purpose and grace. This grace was given us in Christ

Jesus before the beginning of time..” 2Tim 1:9

Referenced:

“And we know that for those who love God all things work together for good, for those
who are called according to his purpose.”

Rom 8:28

“For those whom he foreknew he also predestined to be conformed to the image of
his Son, in order that he might be the firstborn among many brothers.”
Rom 8:29

Calvinists focus on the words “Chosen” “Called” or “Elect” in all of these passages and
others like them. To a Calvinist, these words mean the individual who is saved was
chosen from eternity past to be saved, and had no choice in the matter. To a Calvinist,
being ‘elect’ is like having a warrant out for your arrest.

You ARE going to jail. It’s only a matter of time.

Your only contributions were the crimes for which you should be punished.

However, chosen and elect are basically synonyms. They indicate a selection, and not a
person being forced to do or be something. None of these verses the Calvinist cites say
that God chose individuals to be saved and others to be damned. They usually explain

what God determined for those who are “in Christ,” or what we who are “in Christ” are



called to. None of these verses say that the list of who will be in Christ was determined

by God from eternity past so that we don’t have a choice to accept or reject the gospel.

This Calvinistic election and inherited guilt would mean that it doesn’t even matter if the
individual even commits any sins. An unborn baby who is NOT of the “elect” is destined
for hell because of the sins of Adam on this view. Remember they said “when Adam

sinned, God thought of us all as having sinned.” According to John Calvin, and modern

Calvinists like Dr James White, this means unborn babies as well as adults.

“Called” is usually something like “invited” and the scripture verses insist that those
who are called are responsible to respond to the call. Calvinism, however, says that
everyone is born TOTALLY UNABLE to respond, and the non-elect will NEVER be able to
respond. Calvinism also makes responding a meritorious work - meaning it would be a
means of helping God to save us, or paying for our own sins. Even answering the call, or
accepting the gift of salvation, or repenting, or putting our faith in Jesus are all WORKS
which would MERIT our salvation, which is hinted at here and elaborated on later:
Pg 81

“...because our salvation is not our own work but is a gift from God (Eph 2:8-9).”

Here they clearly distinguish between the elect and the non-elect and let us know that the
elect WILL believe where the others will not. Keep in mind, the elect are believing
BECAUSE they were made elect before creation. They are not (on the view of the

Calvinist) made elect because of having believed. The Grudems say:



“Paul knew that God had chosen some people to be saved... for he knew that some of
the people he spoke to would be the elect and that they would believe the gospel and

be saved.” (emphasis mine)

What we are told Paul knows is, not that some people will understand that they are
sinners in need of salvation, but instead that SOME of the people he spoke to would be
THE ELECT. They WOULD believe the gospel, because they were determined to by God
from eternity past. They don’t have the choice or option. It is essentially something done

TO them, what TULIP refers to as Irresistible Grace (more on that later).
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teaches that God sends babies to hell. =*

Should all the sons of Adam come to dispute

and contend with their Creator,
because by his eternal providence
they were before their birth
doomed to perpetual destruction...
[God] arranges all things by his sovereign counsel,
in such a way that individuals are born,
who are doomed from the womb
to certain death,

and are to glorify him by their destruction.
-John Calvin

A BRIEF WALK THROUGH ROMANS 9

To conclude this chapter, let’s take a brief walk through Romans 9, which is the
Calvinist’s central hub for election talk. When they want to prove the Bible teaches
Calvinistic election, 9 times out of 10 they head here. A deep dive would take MANY
pages, so this will be a quick overview, relatively speaking. I'm just going to walk you
through the chapter so you can see the clear difference between a Calvinistic

interpretation, and a reasonable one.

Part 1- Romans 9:1-4 “Paul’s Anguish Over Israel”.

Paul states that being part of Israel is a great thing, and he would sacrifice himself to see
all of them come to Christ. This is a terribly un-calvinist thing to say, as (according to
Calvin’s interpretation) Paul is about to explain that the non-elect were hated by God
from eternity past and God WANTS them to go to hell. This means Paul is expressing a
desire for something directly opposed to the will of God, and seems to be showing more
love for the lost and desire for their salvation than (According to Calvin) God has for the

lost.



But I’'m assured that Paul is a Calvinist, so let’s keep going.

...the people of Israel. Theirs is the adoption to sonship; theirs the divine glory,
the covenants, the receiving of the law, the temple worship and the promises. Theirs are
the patriarchs, and from them is traced the human ancestry of the Messiah, who is God

over all, forever praised! (Romans 9: 4-5)

Why were the people of Israel chosen? Why did God even HAVE a chosen people? Paul
tells us here, at the start of the chapter. God chose them as the means by which He
would give the world the law, temple, and ultimately Jesus. And how did God create a
people? He chose a man. That man had sons, and God chose one of those sons.

The chosen son has sons, and God chose one of them. By the book of Exodus, they were
a nation. Paul is about to refer to God’s purpose in election- the reason why God chose
Abraham, Isaac and Jacob. He was not choosing them for salvation and others for
damnation. Paul knows, and he expects his reader to know, God’s purpose in election is
to fulfill the promise God had made to Abraham; “in your offspring shall all the nations of the
earth be blessed” (Genesis 22:18).

Part 2- Being CHOSEN doesn’'t mean being ‘ELECT’

“not all who are descended from Israel are Israel. Nor because they are his

descendants are they all Abraham’s children.” (Verses 6-7)

Paul distinguishes between a couple of ideas. First, being born into the chosen people
(Israel) doesn’t mean you are PART of God’s people. Being a true Israelite means
BELONGING to God (being part of the covenant), not merely living among His people, or
even being biologically related to them. Paul compares being born into the nation but not
belonging to God, to being born into the family of Abraham, but not into the promise. To

enter the promise, you must be born again into the NEW covenant.

Paul makes this metaphor much more explicitly in Galatians chapter 4. He explains the
metaphor in verses 23-24:
But the son of the slave was born according to the flesh, while the son of the free woman
was born through promise. Now this may be interpreted allegorically: these women are

two covenants.

Being biologically descended from Abraham doesn’t mean a person is an Israelite - both
literally (because Abraham had other sons) and metaphorically (as TRUE Israel are those

who belong to God). You are not part of the Chosen (elect) people because you are born



into that group, and to illustrate this idea, Paul explains how God chose a particular son
of Abraham (and not ALL of Abraham’s sons) to be a father of the “chosen” people.
Abraham’s first son was not the chosen son. God chose Isaac, even though he was not
the first son fathered by Abraham. The descendants of Ishmael are children of Abraham,
but NOT the chosen people.

‘it is the children of the promise who are regarded as Abraham’s offspring.”(v8)
That promise is part of the covenant God made with Abraham. That covenant would be
the foundation for the covenant made with the chosen people through Moses, and
eventually these would be replaced with the new covenant through Jesus Christ. The old
covenant is the law. As Paul says in Galatians 4:25,

Hagar stands for Mount Sinai
And then in verse 28

Now you, brothers and sisters, like Isaac, are children of promise.
Hagar was the mother of Ishmael. They represent the old covenant of the law. Isaac
represents the new covenant of faith in Jesus Christ. This will be what Paul comes back

to at the end of the chapter.

Paul goes down another generation and shows the same thing - God chose who Israel
would be.
“Rebekah’s children were conceived at the same time by our father Isaac. Yet, before
the twins were born or had done anything good or bad—in order that God’s purpose in
election might stand: not by works but by him who calls—she was told, “The older will

serve the younger.” Just as it is written: “Jacob | loved, but Esau | hated.” (v10-13)

Calvin says, “There! God chooses one to love and the other to hate! This means that
each individual- before they are born or can do anything good or bad- is loved by God

and elected to salvation, or hated by God and elected to damnation.”

Yes, God is “electing” Jacob - choosing him. But for what? Salvation? No. To be the son
that carries the promise. God’s purpose in election- in choosing a particular man
(Abraham) and particular sons (Isaac and Jacob) is to fulfill the promise God had made to

Abraham; “in your offspring shall all the nations of the earth be blessed” (Genesis 22:18).

Paul quotes an Old testament passage “Jacob I loved, but Esau | hated.” Is God saying he
loves one unborn baby and hates the other? No! The passage Paul is quoting is NOT in
Genesis, where the story of Jacob and Esau is told. Malachi 1:2-3 is the passage Paul is
quoting, and the passage is from MUCH later- more than a thousand years later- when
the nation of Israel is asking God how He has loved them, and God reminds them that He

chose them to be His people, and he fights for them against the other descendants of



Abraham. This passage is not talking about two brothers, but about two or more nations

which were descended from those brothers.

Here loved and hated literally means chosen and not chosen. In the Bible, even in the
teaching of Jesus, declaring something loved and something else hated does NOT mean
what we mean by it in modern American English. In Luke 14:26, Jesus says,

“If anyone comes to me and does not hate his own father and mother and wife and children and
brothers and sisters, yes, and even his own life, he cannot be my disciple.”

This is not about being hostile to your family, or wanting their destruction, or anything
we might think of in modern American English. Jesus is simply using strong figurative
language to express the fact that his disciples must be prepared and willing to choose
HIM over their own families and even over their own life. Similarly, the language in
Malachi is not expressing God’s hate of an unborn baby, and it doesn’t even express
hate. It is a strong way of expressing that he has chosen one over the other, and rejected
the one for the sake of the first. But just as we can “hate” our mother and father and even
our own life, and yet want our mother and father to have salvation and eternal life, so
God can “hate” Esau (or the nation he represents in Malachi) and still desire them to be

saved. It is NOT a refusal to offer him/them salvation.

This is still about God’s relationship with Israel. This is not about one boy being saved
while the other is damned. It is about one nation being over the other because of the
purpose and action of God. A specific line of Abraham’s descendants would be in a
position of privilege over another, because it was the will of God. He chose one line to be
His people. This is not about individuals being chosen for salvation. This is about a
nation being chosen, to ultimately bring salvation to the world by being the people from

which Jesus would be born.

Part 3- ‘Having Mercy’ Doesn’t Necessarily Mean Giving Salvation

Paul continues this idea in vs 14-15,
“Is God unjust? Not at all! For he says to Moses,
“I will have mercy on whom | have mercy,
and I will have compassion on whom | have compassion.”

It does not, therefore, depend on human desire or effort, but on God’s mercy.”

Because they only have the John Calvin English Dictionary of 1564 and cannot define
words without it, the Calvinist sees this and thinks it means God is choosing individuals

for salvation - electing random people for seemingly no reason from eternity past.



Once again, God is not talking about saving individuals, but rather about being merciful
to the nation of Israel. Remember how Paul started this chapter by talking about the
nation of Israel? Well, Paul does. Apparently John Calvin can’t remember back that far,

but Paul does.

God chose the Jews to be His people, not because they wanted to be, or because they
deserved it, but because HE chose them. THIS is the mystery of God’s election. WHY did
he choose the Jews? We’re not given any reason other than because He wanted to, much

in the same way Job gets no answer other than “l am God and you are not.”

If you look at the passage Paul is quoting here, it is Exodus 33:19. In it, God is not
referring to the ‘mercy’ of forgiving someone’s sins. In this passage, God is referring to
being with the people of Israel, even though they do not deserve His presence. Also, God
is referring to revealing Himself to Moses because He was pleased with Moses, and not
because He owed Moses anything. It’s a picture of the Gospel, not a picture of Calvinism.
Paul is NOT talking about God deciding who will be saved. God is saying He will be with
the people he chose out of mercy and compassion. God is saying He will show His glory

to Moses, even though Moses didn’t earn that. This is still about God choosing Israel.

Part 4- Hardening a Heart Doesn’t CAUSE it's Shape

Next, Paul describes the position of Pharaoh, a man who not only ruled the nation of
Egypt, but was even worshipped as a god by the Egyptians. The Israelites at this point of
the story are not only his citizens, and not only the lowly and poor. They are HIS
PROPERTY. God sent Moses, a disgraced former prince of Egypt who had lived for
decades as a shepherd, to demand that Pharaoh let the people of Israel go. When the

scripture describes God “hardening” Pharaoh, this is what is being described.

This man rules the most wealthy and powerful nation in the world, and a disgraced
shepherd comes from the slaves to DEMAND they be let go? Would this make his heart
soft, change his heart toward his slaves so that he feels love and compassion for them,
and persuade him to let his slaves go free? Exactly the opposite! It would harden
Pharoah in his resolve to keep what he felt was rightfully his as the king and god of

Egypt! But God did this on purpose as Paul describes;

...For Scripture says to Pharaoh: ‘I raised you up for this very purpose, that | might
display my power in you and that my name might be proclaimed in all the earth.”
Therefore God has mercy on whom he wants to have mercy, and he hardens whom he
wants to harden. (v 17-18)



The Calvinist wrongly believes this is Paul telling us that God decides what people will

believe, giving faith to some and rebellion to others- what they call “election.” When the
Calvinist reads that God “hardened Pharaoh’s heart” they believe it means that God
MADE Pharaoh’s heart turn against God. But if he was already Totally Depraved, | have to
wonder why God would waste his time making a guy who already hates Him... hate Him

more? Isn’t this like putting a blindfold on a guy who was born without eyes?

The Calvinist says that God “hardening” Pharaoh’s heart means CAUSING his heart to be
set against God. But when the sun hardens the clay, or the fire hardens the mud bricks,
does that CAUSE them to be a particular shape? No, it keeps them from changing shape.
Hardening is not a description of causing a thing to take a particular shape, but exposing

it to heat until it can no longer change. Eventually it can only break, as Egypt did.

In many ways, this was the same experience Jesus had with the religious leaders. He did
not CAUSE them to do anything, but merely revealed himself more and more until they
were consumed by their hate and had him killed. Jesus hardened them against him by
refusing to kiss their rings, follow their rules, and instead called them out on their sin.
Just as in Exodus, God here uses the hard hearts of those opposing Him to fulfill His

purpose.

Just in case you need more reasons to reject Calvin’s interpretation of this section,
consider the passage Paul is referencing. Romans 9:18 says that God “hardens whom he

wants to harden.” Again, Calvin tells us that this means God hardened Pharaoh’s heart



against Him, and they extrapolate this to mean that God does this to all people who are
not chosen to be the elect from eternity past. From this passage and others like it, Calvin
tells us that it is God who decided who loves God and who hates Him.

First off, this is a ridiculous stretch. Even if God caused and determined every thought
and feeling of Pharaoh’s heart and mind, it would not follow that God does the same
thing to anyone else. God made nebuchadnezzar eat grass like an ox, but He’s not
responsible for veganism.

“AHA!” retorts Calvin, “BUT! Does not Exodus ch 9 verse 12 say,

‘the Lord hardened Pharaoh’s heart”?

It does, and | believe | explained above what that means. However, to throw a wrench into

the Calvinist interpretation of both Romans 9 and Exodus 9, Exodus 9 verse 34 says this:

When Pharaoh saw that the rain and hail and thunder had stopped, he sinned again:

He and his officials hardened their hearts.

They did WHAT? But didn’t God do that from eternity past?
Apparently not.

Part 5 - Choosing Israel FROM the Nations FOR the Nations

Remember what the beginning of the chapter is about? It comes from the end of chapter

8. Paul ends chapter 8 talking about the security in the love of God through Jesus Christ;

...in all these things we are more than conquerors through him who loved us. For | am
convinced that neither death nor life, neither angels nor demons, neither the present nor
the future, nor any powers, neither height nor depth, nor anything else in all creation,
will be able to separate us from the love of God that is in Christ Jesus our Lord. (Romans
8:37-39)

Paul starts chapter 9 expressing his desire that the Jews would ALL be in Christ and
know the salvation he knows. Through all of chapter 9, THAT is what he is talking about.

When he begins talking about Pharaoh, Paul is still talking about nations, and God
making choices to show love to the people of Israel. Previously, in verses 10-13, Paul
contrasted Israel with the other nations descended from Isaac. Here in v15 he has just
explained that God had mercy and compassion on Moses and the nation of Israel, and

here he contrasts that with Pharaoh and the nation of Egypt.

Ishmael was a son of Abraham, but God did not choose him to be the father of the

Israelites. Esau was a son of Isaac, but God did not choose him to be the father of the



Israelites. Egypt WAS great, but God did not choose them to be HIS people. He used
them to make His name great, not by being with them as He did with the unworthy
Israelites, but by crushing them to free the unworthy Israelites. And even there, His
election was not individual, excluding the Egyptians. Some Egyptians chose to go out
with the Israelites, and once they had left Egypt, many Israelites rebelled against God and
were destroyed for it. The choosing was national, not personal. God did not smite EACH
EGYPTIAN, but Egypt. Each person still had to “choose for yourselves today whom you will
serve” (Joshua 24:15). To clarify what it means to be chosen by God to be His people,

consider a prophecy in Isaiah 16. Verses 24-25 say;

In that day Israel will be the third with Egypt and Assyria, a blessing in the midst of the
earth, whom the Lord of hosts has blessed, saying, “Blessed be Egypt my people, and

Assyria the work of my hands, and Israel my inheritance.”

Why would God refer to the Egyptians - those He rejected - those NOT his chosen people
- as “Egypt, my people”? The Assyrians weren’t even descended from Abraham! Why

would God say this about them? Because of what happens in verse 21:

the Egyptians will know the Lord in that day and worship with sacrifice and offering, and

they will make vows to the Lord and perform them.

But HOW will the Egyptians even know WHO the true God is, and how to worship God?

Paul has already told us:

...the people of Israel. Theirs is the adoption to sonship; theirs the divine glory, the
covenants, the receiving of the law, the temple worship and the promises. Theirs are the
patriarchs, and from them is traced the human ancestry of the Messiah, who is God over

all, forever praised! (Romans 9:4-5)

Again, Paul is not describing God choosing individuals to be saved and letting others be
damned. Paul is describing the way God has chosen the nation of Israel TO BE A
BLESSING to ALL the other nations. God said to Abraham:

in your offspring shall all the nations of the earth be blessed (Genesis 22:18)

And from them is traced the human ancestry of the Messiah, who is God over all,

forever praised!



Part 6- Clay Vs Potter is Calvin Vs God

Paul follows the train of thought he has established from the Jews questioning why not

all of Israel is being saved:

It is not as though God'’s word had failed. For not all who are descended from Israel are
Israel. (v6) What then shall we say? Is God unjust? Not at all! (v14) One of you will say

to me: “Then why does God still blame us? For who is able to resist his will?” (v19)

Paul imagines the backtalk from his audience, and I think the imaginary back talker is the
Calvinist appealing to the doctrine of election as defined by Calvin (a deterministic

election): “Then why does God still blame us? For who is able to resist his will?”

The nation of Israel is rejecting the Messiah - surely (he thinks) this is the will of God! He
determined it! It is HIS WILL. Why are we getting blamed for His will being done? If the
people of Israel are hardened against Jesus, then it must be God’s fault! If the Jews are

hardened against Jesus it is because of God hardening them!

Paul is not having it.
But who are you, a human being, to talk back to God? “Shall what is formed say to the

one who formed it, ‘Why did you make me like this?””

Calvin interprets this section to be a picture of God creating humanity as a potter makes
clay pots. God takes a chunk of clay and says, “This one will be elect and be saved.” He
takes another chunk of clay and says, “This one will NOT be elect. He will go to hell!”
This is, in the mind of Calvin, a picture of God in the act of electing the saved and
rejecting the damned from eternity past- the damned whining ‘Why did you make me like
this?’. In verse 22, Paul uses the phrase, “objects of his wrath—prepared for destruction,”
and Calvin believes this is Paul describing those who God made for damnation. Calvin
thinks this is a description of God making people for the purpose of sending those

people to hell. Calvin is wrong.

Paul is referencing Isaiah 29:16 and 45:9, and like everything else Paul quotes, he
expects you to know the context, and like every other verse he quotes, the context
destroys Calvin’s use of it. These passages DO NOT describe God as the potter making
sinners and saints. It describes sinners as pottery who arrogantly think they have the
right to criticise or reject the potter, or as babies who are demanding authority to judge
or reject their parents, even saying “You didn’t make me!” This is about the arrogance of

those who refuse to be ruled by God.



Will the clay say to the potter, ‘What are you doing?’ Or the thing you are making say,

‘He has no hands’?

... Or [her baby] to a woman, ‘To what are you giving birth?"” (Isaiah 45: 9-10)

The assumption Paul is attacking in this entire chapter is the belief that, if one was born
into the nation of Israel, he was born CHOSEN, and thus salvation through the Messiah is
FOR HIM. The gentiles, by contrast, are those who were “made for destruction.” Some
Jews will then look at the gentiles coming to Christ and those Jews rejecting Christ and
ask, “Is God unjust?” (v 14). Paul answers in vs 15 & 16,
“Not at alll For he says to Moses,
“I will have mercy on whom | have mercy, and | will have compassion on whom | have
compassion.” It does not, therefore, depend on human desire or effort, but on God'’s
mercy.”
In the contrast between Jew and gentile, the Jews are CLEARLY those on the side of
‘Human effort.” They have been keeping the law for HUNDREDS of years. This is where
Paul begins the stark contrast between the Jews as chosen to receive the law, and the
church as saved through faith.
Paul is elaborating on this same thought in vs 21-25.
Does not the potter have the right to make out of the same lump of clay some pottery for

special purposes and some for common use? (v21)

Note that Paul does not here say ‘some to be preserved and others to be destroyed.’ All
of them are being used for something, but some are for ‘special purposes’. These are the

Jews. They were chosen for a special purpose, because God made them to be special.

What if God, although choosing to show his wrath and make his power known, bore with

great patience the objects of his wrath—prepared for destruction? (v22)



Once again Calvin will see this and insist that God is creating some people for the
purpose of destroying them - electing them to damnation - and creating others for
salvation - electing them to forgiveness. But once again both the context and the Old
Testament passages Paul quotes debunk this.

Paul asks, what if God - God who we know chooses to show his wrath (like He did on
Egypt) and who chooses to make His power known (like He did against Egypt) did not
use His great power to completely destroy the gentiles? What if God instead had great
patience on them, even though they were ‘prepared for destruction’? Paul doesn’t say
‘Created for destruction.” These common vessels COULD have been destroyed in the
wrath of God, and they were ready for it, but God was merciful to them.

And Paul then suggests WHY God would do this;

What if he did this to make the riches of his glory known to the objects of his mercy,
whom he prepared in advance for glory— even us, whom he also called, not only from
the Jews but also from the Gentiles? (v23-24)

Who are the “Objects of His mercy?” Paul already reminded us in vs 15 what we learn
from Exodus 33 - it is the nation of Israel. The Jews were the chosen people, the objects
of His mercy (because they did not EARN their place as His people and did not deserve
it). The Gentiles were seen as filthy, unclean, wicked idolaters (the “objects of His wrath”)
by the Jews, and yet, through Christ, God is having mercy on THEM. Paul suggests that
by having mercy on the Gentiles, God is showing the Jews the “riches of His glory.”

These are not, as the Calvinists wrongly believe, the un-elect, doomed from eternity past

to hell. These are, as Paul described in vs 24, “whom he also called... from the Gentiles”.

Paul concludes by pointing out that it has always been by faith and not by being part of
the “chosen” people. He gives several Old Testament examples of times Gentiles were
accepted, or prophesied of a time they would come to God, and the Jews were rejected

even though they were doing religious things taught in the law of Moses.

Paul quotes Hosea 2:23 and 1:10. This was a difficult time in the history of Israel where
they were so wicked that God considered them as if they were an unfaithful wife. In
Hosea, God said to them, “you are not my people, and | am not your God.” At this point in
their history, it was the nation of Israel who was “the objects of his wrath—prepared for
destruction”. Paul then quotes Isaiah chapters 9 and 10, where again God is letting the
enemies of his people act as his tool of punishment for their wickedness. But in both
cases, God includes in the proclamation of their wickedness the promise of eventual

reconciliation. He would have mercy on them because He chose to have mercy on them.



Paul clarifies that the distinction between those saved and those lost is not a matter of
election in the Calvinist sense, as it was not a matter of being born into Israel in a
biological sense. It is coming to God through faith in Christ, as opposed to attempting to

come to God by one’s own works.

What then shall we say? That the Gentiles, who did not pursue righteousness, have
obtained it, a righteousness that is by faith; but the people of Israel, who pursued the law
as the way of righteousness, have not attained their goal. Why not? Because they

pursued it not by faith but as if it were by works. (v 30-32)

In a sense, the Jews Paul is responding to are demanding that God be a Calvinist!

“We were MADE to be special! THEY were made to be DESTROYED! WE were CHOSEN.
THEY were rejected! But now that the Messiah is here, Jews are rejecting Him and
Gentiles are being saved through him! The Elect are being lost and those who are NOT

the chosen ones are being saved! Has God's word failed? Is He unjust?”

So Paul resolves the conflict with the true gospel, “a righteousness that is by faith.”

This is the same for all of the book of Romans and all of the New Testament. The
Calvinist interpretation does damage to the intention of the text, and ignores the context

to force in its dogma.

Paul was not a Calvinist. He was a first century Jew. The only way to get Paul to sound

like a Calvinist is to ignore who he was and pretend he was John Calvin.



Part 4- Free Will (A False Dichotomy)

FREE WILL IS AN ILLUSION

Here’s a little reminder:
Pg 79 Chapter 12- What is Election?
“Election is an act of God before creation in which He chooses some people to be
saved, not on account of any foreseen merit in them, but only because of His sovereign
good pleasure.”
“... God ordained beforehand those who would be saved.”

And now Grudem and Grudem say this:
WHAT THIS DOESN'T MEAN
“Affirming the doctrine of election does not mean that our choices don’t matter and our
actions don’t have any consequences. Nor does the doctrine of election require us to
affirm an impersonal, inflexible universe that is controlled by an impersonal, inflexible

force.”

This is a dishonest bait and switch because it side-steps the obvious conclusion of the

previous section with a false dichotomy.

1. “our actions don’t have any consequences”

Here’s a tip: If someone describes your position with a bazaar and unnecessary absolute,
they are not being honest. The problem with Election is not that it indicates that ‘NONE of
our actions have any consequences’. Cause and effect is not in debate here. The main
point of debate is whether we CAN make choices, and if so, if accepting the gospel is one

of the choices we CAN make.



Some Calvinists will say we cannot make ANY choices (determinism) where these
authors seem to sidestep the issue by saying we CAN make choices, but those choices
are always DETERMINED by our desires (more on that later). But here they are arguing a
point which NOBODY is making to avoid the actual point of contention.

No one in the world has ever been told “Election is an act of God before creation in which He
chooses some people to be saved” and responded with “our actions don’'t have any
consequences?!?”

Not once.

MC

Meal #2 Reprobat| on
Meal #3 Reprobatlon

Such-great choices!

2. “an impersonal, inflexible universe that is controlled by an impersonal, inflexible force.”

Note the use of the word UNIVERSE. This is the only time the nature of the universe is
discussed, or that God is replaced with a ‘force’. This is a blatant attempt to side step
fatalism, which is the accurate way to understand having our eternal destinies

pre-determined from eternity past. It is God’s decree (and perhaps His will) which (on



Calvinism) is inflexible. It doesn’t require anyone or anything to be impersonal, and the
fact that this is their answer is nothing short of dishonest.

Once again, No one in the world has ever been told “Election is an act of God before
creation in which He chooses some people to be saved” and responded with “You affirm an
impersonal, inflexible universe that is controlled by an impersonal, inflexible force 2/?”

Not once.

aIvinism thinks God be like:

"hy you eo kp doi the
wicked things that | determined you to do?"

Quoted: “he predestined us for adoption to sonship through Jesus Christ, in accordance

with his pleasure and will” Eph 1:5

Verses like this are used to try and support the idea of election, when the verse does no
such thing. In this verse, God determines or predestines us “for adoption,” not salvation.
And the adoption is through Christ. What is determined in advance is not who would be
saved, but the fact that those who are in Christ will be sons and daughters of God. Like
before, this is not deciding who will be on the plane, but where the plane will be going.

| don’t mean to be rude, but a LOT of Calvinist proof texts require you to pretend the

verse says things it absolutely does not say. Maybe you’ve noticed that too.

Just read the verse and it tells you what was PREDESTINED:

“[God] predestined us for adoption to sonship”.

Paul does something similar in the previous verse (Ephesians 1:4)

“For he chose us in him before the creation of the world to be holy and blameless in his sight.”
God chose who? Us, in Christ. God chose what? For us (those who are in Christ) to be

holy and blameless in his sight.” Paul NEVER says that God chose who would be “in



Christ” or who would be saved, or who would be able to have faith. That baggage is

ALWAYS piled on top of these verses without justification.

“God’s act of election was permeated with personal love for those whom he chose
(see also John 3:16 and Rom 8:28).”

The problem they attempt to side step with statements like this is the obvious logical flip
side: God has a personal love for those whom He chose, which means he does not have
that personal love for those he decided not to choose, forcing them to ignore or pervert
verses like John 3:16. Many Calvinists will just come out and say God hates those who
are not Elect and He wants them to go to hell (more on this later). | have seen a Calvinist
explain John 3:16 by adding words so it says, “For God so loved the world OF THE
ELECT...” If you have to ADD to the scripture, you are not learning FROM the scripture.
You are abusing it.

I have never seen a consistent Calvinist. They are forced to keep their Calvinism in
separate boxes from other doctrines and beliefs, because if they do not, the absurdity

becomes immediately apparent. We’re about to see that.

Pg 82
“Scripture continually views us as personal creatures who make willing choices to

accept or reject the gospel.”

“This invitation and many others like it (for example Matt 11:28) are addressed to
genuine persons who are capable of hearing the invitation and responding to it by a
decision of their wills. These real decisions have eternal consequences as is shown in
John 3:18...”

Allow me to remind you what we are talking about in this chapter:
“Election is an act of God before creation in which He chooses some people to be

saved...

If God has already decided from before creation who will be saved and who will go to
hell, then what is being chosen by the individual? There is literally no choice which can
be made. Saying we are “capable of hearing the invitation and responding to it” is NOT TRUE
on their system. The T of TULIP is TOTAL inability. Their system says we are incapable of
responding to the gospel in the same absolute way that a man born without eyes cannot
distinguish between red and blue. They have either forgotten that part of their system, or
they are being dishonest. | will cheritably assume that they have closed the Calvin box

for the moment, and are examining the contents of a different box. However, this



statement not only conflicts with what they have already said, but will conflict with
something they are going to say later in the book.

| think | read their book more carefully than they did.

Again, God’s election of individuals from eternity past is NOT simple foreknowledge. It is
not merely God knowing beforehand who will be saved. “Election” is God choosing who
will be saved and who will not. It is HIS plan which WILL come to pass. The Grudems
acknowledge it has nothing to do with our choices. God chooses for no reason we can
know, unaffected by anything we will ever say or do. But then, our choices are not real,
but also caused as part of this plan. When they say we “make willing choices to accept or
reject the gospel’ this is a contradiction and it is a lie. It cannot be true.

| do not mean this as an attack on the authors (who probably don’t recognize the obvious

contradiction). | mean it as an attack on their system.

Imagine a row of dominos. | push over the first domino and they start falling. Because |

have placed each of them at chosen places a fixed distance from each other, | can tell
you EXACTLY when each domino will fall. “See that one?” | can say. “A thousand dominos
will fall before that one, but then, exactly 18.35 seconds after | push over the first one, that one
will fall.”

And I've placed a lot of dominos around the line but not in it. They’re not going to fall.
When all is said and done, they’re just going to be standing there where | put them. |
decided | didn't need them in the line, and | don’t want them to fall over.

“Those are going to still be standing after the line falls,” | explain. “I mean, | will invite
them to fall over, and they are JUST as capable of hearing the invitation and responding
to it as the other dominos.”

You ask me if they can move. | laugh. “Of course not!”



You ask me if | am going to move them once the line of dominos is falling, maybe move
them into the path of other falling dominos. “No,” | say. “l placed them where | want
them, and they are going to stay there.”

You ask me how they are “capable of hearing the invitation and responding to it”.

“WHAT?” | respond. “Did you just call me an impersonal, inflexible force?!?!”

Here the authors explain that we were not chosen to be elect because God knew we
would choose him. “The Elect” isn’t a label God gave to those he knew WOULD come to
accept the gospel the way we refer to this year’s senior as “graduates” before they
actually graduate:
While a proper understanding of election does give real value to our decisions and
choices, it does not mean that God's decision was based upon our choices. When God
chose individuals "before the foundation of the world" (Eph. 1:4), he did not do so

because he foresaw their faith or some decision they would make.

They have already stated that NOTHING we do can influence God’s choice to put us on
the Elect list, and here they say it again. But again, if we have already been
predetermined from eternity past to be saved or not, then what choice do we have?

Literally none. Our decision is an illusion. There is literally no choice for us to make.

The only actual decision was made by God from eternity past, and talking as if we have a
decision to make, or the ability to make that choice is dishonest and self contradictory.
The only possible escape route is if they are claiming that somehow God accidentally
Elected only those people who would choose freely to accept the gospel. Our decisions
are real, and by a wild coincidence, God chose to elect only those of us who would chose

to accept the gospel.

| do not think they mean this. | think they just have such a tight and absolute segregation
of their Calvinism from the rest of their beliefs that they cannot see the obvious logical

contradictions. But then, they haven’t read this book yet. Perhaps it will help.



Part 5- Faith is a Work

I’'m trying to be like
“Calvinist Jesus”

So when | give a gift to one of my grandkids,
I don’t let him decide if he wants to accept it.

| force him to accept it.

They double down and say not only did God not Elect those who would freely choose
Him, but even if we COULD choose him, that would steal his glory and merit our own
salvation:

If election were ultimately based on our decision, it would seem to diminish God's

love, cheapen his grace (for there would be some merit on our part), and diminish the

glory that is due him for our salvation.

See that word “seem”? That is a BIG part of this conflict for the Calvinist. They don’t
even soften the next bit like that. They just state as fact that “there would be some merit on
our part” if... and here it gets hazy. They’re KIND OF saying there would be merit on our
part if God chose us because we accepted the Gospel, like, we would have earned our
way onto the SAVED list by... accepting the gospel? This kind of thing is usually
couched in some discussion of God’s glory, suggesting that we want to steal his glory by
saying we helped him save us by accepting the gospel, etc.

Ultimately, Calvin is saying that accepting a gift is a means of helping to pay for the gift.
But God deserves glory and praise simply because He offers all of us a gift of salvation
and eternal life. There’s no way for us to “Cheapen His grace” by deciding to receive his

grace. Accepting a gift doesn’t somehow earn it. It’s absurd.



But even if you want to consider faith a work, it’s the only one which is connected with

salvation by both Jesus and the apostles:

Jesus answered them, “This is the work of God, that you believe in him whom he has
sent.” - John 6:29

“Sirs, what must [ do to be saved?” And they said, “Believe in the Lord Jesus, and you
will be saved, you and your household.”
Acts 16:30-31

... if you confess with your mouth that Jesus is Lord and believe in your heart that God
raised him from the dead, you will be saved.

Romans 10:9

Calvinist Men’s Breakfast be like:

You Deserve
aDoughnut!

1Q:J'\;'\’P\TH ey

If you’re new to the Calvin/Not Calvin debate, you might be confused by this chapter thus
far. OBVIOUSLY faith is not a work which earns us salvation! Paul spends like the
ENTIRE New Testament contrasting faith with works! Just look at how Romans chapter 9
ended:
... the Gentiles, who did not pursue righteousness, have obtained it, a righteousness
that is by faith; but the people of Israel, who pursued the law as the way of
righteousness, have not attained their goal. Why not? Because they pursued it not by

faith but as if it were by works.



Let’s look again at what Grudem and Grudem had to say:
If election were ultimately based on our decision, it would seem to diminish God's
love, cheapen his grace (for there would be some merit on our part), and diminish the

glory that is due him for our salvation.

That “decision” they are talking about is the decision to put our faith in Christ and accept
his gift of salvation. One Calvinist source puts it this way:
God not only divinely elects those who will have faith in Jesus Christ, but also divinely
elects to grant to these individuals the faith to believe in Christ.
And to support this idea, they appeal to verses like Ephesians 2:8-9
For it is by grace you have been saved, through faith—and this is not from yourselves, it
is the gift of God— not by works, so that no one can boast.
And to drive home how ABSOLUTELY, TOTALLY UNABLE every person is to respond to
the Gospel, they appeal to Ephesians 2:1 which says,
you were dead in your transgressions and sins
Putting this all together, Calvin says,
“‘EVERYONE is born spiritually DEAD, and like the physically dead, NO ONE can respond to an
invitation in ANY WAY. FIRST, God must give you the gift of faith, and then once you have that
saving faith, you can and will believe in the Gospel.”
Which comes full circle when they tell you that “putting your faith in Jesus Christ” or
“accepting the gift of salvation,” are all WORKS where you are claiming to have EARNED
your salvation! And no doubt you might think, “But isn’t believing in Jesus and having Faith
just two different ways of saying the same thing?”
SHUT YOUR FILTHY MOUTH, YOU SINFUL PAGAN! Are you claiming to have
DONE something on which your salvation is dependent?
(They are not going to let you answer, so don’t bother trying).
FAITH is a gift you have to receive FIRST, and THEN, After you have been
regenerated by faith, then you can believe! And you will!
You don’t have a choice, you’re going to.
If you remember TULIP, this is where it all flows together. Again, the Calvin box is
organized and everything in its place. The problem, as | have been showing, is when you
try to open another box and compare its contents to the Calvin box at the same time.
Or you read the scripture in context without the Calvin lenses on.
For example: Ephesians 2:8-9
For it is by grace you have been saved, through faith—and this is not from yourselves, it
is the gift of God— not by works, so that no one can boast.
With the Calvin lenses on, this means FAITH is NOT from yourself. You cannot have faith
in Jesus anymore than a man born without eyes can see the difference between red and
blue (Total Depravity/Inability). Faith is a GIFT from God. You were chosen from eternity

past (Unconditional Election) and so God flips the FAITH switch at some point



(Irresistible Grace) and after that you discover that you believe. After all, Paul says at the
start of Ephesians 2 that we are DEAD. The dead cannot choose to accept anything!
Lazarus didn’t consider Jesus’ offer to rise from the dead, and he couldn’t even DESIRE
it! Because of being dead. THAT (Calvin says) is how we are/were.
Like | said, the Calvin box is organized. But let’s take off the Calvin lenses and open
another box. First, Paul does start Ephesians 2 by saying “As for you, you were dead in
your transgressions and sins,” But then, that very same sentence continues;

‘in which you used to live when you followed the ways of this world” (v2)
Wait, WHAT? We used to... LIVE? Yeah, and Paul continues:

All of us also lived among them at one time, gratifying the cravings of our flesh and

following its desires and thoughts. (v3)
But | thought we were DEAD? Like Lazarus!
Funny thing about Lazarus - neither Jesus nor any of his disciples ever used that as an
example of what it means to be spiritually dead, or to needing to be saved. That metaphor
is only one Calvinists use. Jesus uses a different one. In Luke 15, the father of the
Prodigal son says this on the return of his naughty, wayward son;

...this son of mine was dead and is alive again; he was lost and is found.
And again,

...this brother of yours was dead and is alive again; he was lost and is found.

He was DEAD? Well, no. He was off in “a distant country and there squandered his wealth in
wild living.” He was never DEAD. But the father explains what he means in those same
lines, “he was lost and is found.”

This is a description of a broken relationship. My grandfather was a Jew, and when he as
a young man became a Christian, his parents said “You are DEAD to us!” and they lit the
death candle. Somehow Calvin wants DEAD in Ephesians 2 to mean dead like Lazarus
(except for being able to live in sin, and live among evil and “gratifying the cravings of our
flesh and following its desires and thoughts.”). | wasn’t there, but I'm pretty sure this is not

an accurate description of Lazarus for the four days he was in the tomb. But | digress.

So Calvin’s understanding of DEAD is wrong, but what about Faith being a gift?
Ephesians 2:8-9 says,
For it is by grace you have been saved, through faith—and this is not from yourselves, it
is the gift of God— not by works, so that no one can boast.
Calvin says that, if we COULD have faith, or choose to put faith in Jesus, that would be a
WORK and we COULD boast about helping God to save us! There’s a handful of
problems with this, but the biggest one is this same verse. It says “and this is not from
yourselves,” and Calvin looks and says, “FAITH” is the last thing mentioned, and so ‘this”

must be referring to FAITH. However, FAITH in the Greek is a feminine word, but THIS is



not, which means Paul’s THIS does not refer to the word FAITH. Instead, it’s the entire
clause. Like so,
For it is by grace you have been saved, through faith—and being saved by grace
through faith is not from yourselves, it is the gift of God— not by works, so that no one
can boast.
Once again, you can’t get Calvinism out of the scripture. You can only force it in with a
crowbar. While we’re here, let’s visit verse 3 of Ephesians chapter 2, which says,
Like the rest, we were by nature deserving of wrath.
Calvin points to this as CLEAR indication that we are born TOTALLY DEPRAVED. It is our
NATURE (he says) to be deserving of wrath! Once again, the context is what undoes
Calvin. First, this verse is about those who
“‘were dead in your transgressions and sins, in which you used to live when you
followed the ways of this world and of the ruler of the kingdom of the air, the spirit who is
now at work in those who are disobedient. All of us also lived among them at one time,

gratifying the cravings of our flesh and following its desires and thoughts.”

Seriously! We were a VERY active community of the dead. This is some REAL Zombie
apocalypse theology. But | digress.

My point is, Paul is not describing how we came into the world. He is not telling us what
babies are like. This is a long series of intentional choices - choices which become
habits, which become “natural” (easier and more instinctual) because we “lived”
“Followed” and “Gratified.” This is the difference between “owning a musical

instrument” and “Being a musician.”



This is what is meant by “nature”, not only here, but in a lot of other contemporary Greek
language and writing. A man’s “nature” is that which he has made himself by a long
series of choices or experiences. What’s being described is not the NATURAL state of
humanity from birth, but the nature of sinners who have spent a long time LIVING in sin.
Ephesians chapter 2 is Paul’s version of the story of the Prodigal Son. We were DEAD to
our Father because we “lived” “Followed” and “Gratified” the wickedness far away from
Him. We come to ourselves, face down in the pig stye and realize that we’re better off as
a servant in our Father's house, so we go home, intending to ask for mercy. Our Father,
full of love, not only takes us back, but as a son. Walking all that way didn’t earn us a
place on the estate. Asking for forgiveness doesn’t even give us the right to work there.
But by GRACE we have been saved - through faith! By a GIFT from our Father, we are
welcomed home, because we believed in His Mercy enough to ask for forgiveness.
That’s the faith the son had - faith in the character of his father.
He KNEW he didn’t deserve to be welcomed home- but he knew his father;

“The son said to him, ‘Father, | have sinned against heaven and against you. | am no

longer worthy to be called your son.’ (Luke 15:21)
Paul is telling us that OUR story has ended the same way the Prodigal son’s ended - with
amazing grace;

this is not from yourselves, it is the gift of God— not by works, so that no one can boast.
FAITH is not a work. It is a choice. Trust in the Goodness of God. Trust in the Mercy of
God. Trust in the LOVE of God. And if you still don’t like thinking of it as something we
do, Paul has you covered in Romans chapter 1;

The wrath of God is being revealed from heaven against all the godlessness and

wickedness of people, who suppress the truth by their wickedness, since what may

be known about God is plain to them, because God has made it plain to them.

(Romans 1:18-19)
Trusting in God is when you STOP suppressing the truth. You no longer ignore what is
plain to all of us, and you just accept what was there all along. You’re not doing anything
to earn it. It’s a gift. You’re just opening your hands so He can give you what He wants to

give you - his love and mercy.



Part 6- Escape Pod: Desire

Why do | always have to decide
what we're going to watch?

Just PICK something!

The conflict then becomes this; the doctrine of Election means we COULD NOT have
made a decision. We were chosen from eternity past, or rejected from eternity past. Faith
is not a choice we make, but something God does TO US. Of course, that means we do
not have the ability to make free will choices. However, the rejection of free will is so
obviously stupid that these authors instead try and crowbar it into their doctrine of
election like a dead yak into the overhead storage bin of a commercial airplane:
Pg 83- In this case it is helpful to use a term other than "free" so as to communicate
more carefully what we want to say. For example, the Bible appeals to our ability to
make voluntary choices or willing choices hundreds of times (see the verses above
concerning our "willing choice" and also all the commands in the Bible that ask us to
respond and obey). We aren’t forced to make choices contrary to our own will. We
ultimately do what we desire to do. Making choices is part of what it means to be a
human being in God's image, for we imitate God's own activity of deciding to do things

that are consistent with his character.



Here’s the Calvinist escape hatch: “We do what WE DESIRE to do.” Those choices are
FREE, but they are DETERMINED by our desires. So, who decides what we desire? The
answer to that depends on your Calvinist. If he’s a determinist, then he’ll say God

determines all of our desires and our choices and literally every molecule in the universe.

These authors seem to be trying to skate on the thin ice of making our choices real by
saying our will is ‘free’ because we are not FORCED to choose against what we desire.
And yet, those desires determine all of our choices. We choose what our desires tell us
to choose BECAUSE WE HAVE TO. But we cannot choose WHAT to desire.

We ALWAYS choose what we desire the most, and CANNOT do otherwise. On Calvinism,

we are marionettes, controlled by the strings of desire. We are still puppets.

Non-CALVINISTS

CALVINISTS

Again, the Bible disagrees and tells us that we can do what we don’t desire, and can fail
to do what we desire to do:

For what | want to do | do not do, but what | hate | do. (Romans 7:15)
This is Paul speaking about himself AFTER he was saved. What about the call to BE
saved? Are we TOTALLY Unable to respond, or is the call Literally IRRESISTIBLE?

How often would | have gathered your children together as a hen gathers her brood

under her wings, and you were not willing! (Matthew 23:37)



That is Jesus talking. He doesn’t say “You were not elect,” and He doesn’t say “You were
not able.” The question which needs to be asked is not, “How do we interpret this
verse?” but rather, “What does Jesus actually SAY?” He expresses a desire for certain
people to come to Him, but laments that they did not BECAUSE they were unwilling.
Either we can decide what we want, or we cannot. The Grudems decide to be hazy and
merely imply their answer - that God determines our desires, which is basically saying
that the puppeteer doesn’t CAUSE the puppet to move in a certain way. He is only
controlling the strings. The problem is, those strings control the puppet, so controlling
the strings IS controlling the puppet, and it's dishonest to pretend that those are different
things. They are still saying that God decided for us and gives us the illusion of making
choices.

They attempt to side step this conclusion by offering a completely different issue:

But does that mean that God had nothing to do with our choices?

This is called a “false dichotomy”. A false dichotomy is when a person pretends that
there are only TWO possible options when there are more. In this case, they are saying
EITHER God determines all of our choices and we do not have free will, or God has
NOTHING to do with our choices (Or as they phrase it, He CANNOT influence our
desires):
Do we want to insist that God, our infinitely powerful and wise Creator, cannot influence
and mold and shape our hearts and our desires according to his plan? In fact, if God
works through our choices and desires to bring about his plan, this preserves our
ability to choose willingly while at the same time assuring that our choices will be in

accord with what God decided and ordained would happen.

The False Dichotomy: We must believe either

A. God determines ALL of our choices, or

B. He is POWERLESS to even INFLUENCE our choices.
Option B is clearly heretical nonsense. Thus, Calvin concludes, the Bible MUST agree
that God determines ALL of our choices.
However- Commercials can INFLUENCE our choices (as this is literally their only
purpose for existing), but they do not DETERMINE our choices. This contrast between A
& B is nonsense. The middle ground ought to be obvious - God CAN influence our
thoughts, feelings and choices, but He does not cause and determine ALL of them
(because what HE causes is not OUR choice). Even if God hardening Pharaoh’s heart
means exactly what Calvin thinks it means, that does not mean that it is a description of
what God ALWAYS does to every person in every situation for all of human history.

We do not have to choose between being puppets or atheists.



We still have the problem of the obvious fact that we make free will choices, not only
because the Bible literally commands us to, but because we experience this every day of
our lives (as they acknowledged above). BUT (they say) if we decide that we ‘FREELY’
choose to do whatever it is we DESIRE MOST, then we can have ‘free will’ choices AND
God can influence those choices to the point of total control. That is what they are
proposing.

This is supposed to solve the dilemma. It does not.

God “works through our desires” to “bring about his plan.”

The puppeteer pulls the string and the puppet moves, and we say that, since the puppet
moves because of the STRING, then it's not movement CAUSED by the puppeteer, only
INFLUENCED by him. The puppet is free to do what the strings make him want to do.

The puppet is free... and yet determined.

But the conclusion is this, according to what they have said:
Election is an act of God before creation in which He chooses some people to be
saved...God works through our choices and desires to bring about his plan, assuring
that our choices will be in accord with what God our infinitely powerful and wise
Creator decided and ordained would happen.

They attempt to double down on their illusion of free will here:
Therefore, if we respond to Christ's invitation in a positive way, we can honestly say that
we chose to respond to Christ while also saying that it was (in ways we cannot fully

understand) ordained by God.

Yes, the puppet ‘freely’ chose to move in the direction the string was pulling, which by
wild coincidence is ALWAYS in the same direction the puppeteer is pulling the string.

They are saying that God determines our choices by determining our desires, and
assuming that we ALWAYS do what we desire most even though we very often do

otherwise, and are commanded by scripture to do otherwise. For example:

Beloved, | urge you... to abstain from the desires of the flesh
(1 Peter 2:11)

Let’s learn some nerdy technical jargon here:
What we normally refer to as “Free Will” is known by philosophy nerds as “Libritarian
Free Will.” According to the internet:
Libertarian free will is an incompatibilist, metaphysical position holding that human free
will exists and is incompatible with causal determinism.
Uh... well, that didn’t help at all. Stupid internet.



Ok, let me explain: It’s “an incompatibilist, metaphysical position” because it refuses to
accept as compatible the ideas that our choices are both free and determined. You can’t
add BY subtracting, you can’t go north and south at the same time, a cat is either alive or
dead, and a choice is either free or determined. Puppets don’t choose, and free agents
can be influenced, but their choices are determined only by their own decision to choose.
Here’s an explanation of Libertarian free will from a Calvinist source*:
According to this view, a person who freely made a particular choice could have chosen
differently, even if nothing about the past prior to the moment of choice had been
different.
Consider being at an Ice Cream Shoppe. You know this place is LEGIT because it has
that ‘e’ at the end of ‘shop’ for no reason. And they have a LOT of flavors. What flavor will

you choose? Obviously you get Mint Moose Tracks. Or Toasted Coconut. Or Cherry

Cheesecake... there are a LOT of good options here.

Ok, you decided. You get Cookie Dough.
But, what if | was able to bring you back to that exact same moment in time and let you
pick again? COULD you have chosen something else, or were you DETERMINED by your
environment or experience, or your past? Again, | am not asking if you WOULD make the
same choice, but only if you COULD make a different one. The question is not how
consistent your choices might be if given the same situation, but if every choice is
LITERALLY the ONLY one you CAN make in that situation.
An atheist has to say we cannot do otherwise. We are machines following our
programming, and we dance to our DNA. Free will is an illusion. Molecules don’t choose.
That same Calvinist website | just quoted* says this:

The opposite of libertarian free will is called determinism, and determinism essentially

denies free will altogether—our choices are determined and that’s that. In situation X, |



will always choose to do action A, and in situation Y, | will choose to do ~A, etc. Instead
of being autonomous beings, mankind is reduced to being automatons—beings who
perform programmed responses to certain situations.
In other words, you HAD to ‘choose’ cookie dough this time. When your desires push
you into the pool of the ice cream shoppe, you ARE GOING to get wet, by which | mean
get cookie dough. This metaphor was better in my head, but | stand by it.
The traditional Libertarian free will view is that, all things being equal, we can choose
between any options and are not determined even by our own desires. We can explain or
justify our choices by appealing to situations or desires, but those things do not CAUSE
our choice, they only inform our choice or explain it after the fact. You absolutely COULD
have gotten Rum Raisin, but you didn’t because that’s gross and you don’t want it.
The popular Calvinist option is a weird blend of these two. It's called “Compatibilism”
because it says being DETERMINED and having the ability to make ‘free choices’ are
compatible. To explain it, they say you are the one making your own choices, and so
nothing you do is forced against your will. Because you choose what you WANT to
choose, this (they say) makes your choice a “free” choice. But like above, they also say
your choices are DETERMINED by your desires, and you ALWAYS choose what you
desire most. Here’s that same Calvinistic website from above;
Now, we must be careful not to swing to the (equally) unbiblical view that God is the
divine Puppet Master and we are merely His puppets. This is the view of hard
determinism in which man is reduced to an automaton making robotic responses to
situations. The Bible presents a third option between hard determinism and libertarian
free will, and that is the view called compatibilism, or soft determinism. In this view, man
makes real choices and will be held responsible by God for those choices. The choices
that man makes emanate from his desires. God grants the creature a certain amount of

freedom, but that freedom always operates within the boundaries of God’s sovereignty.

If you’re new to this whole Calvin business, you might not realize what they just said. Let
me have them describe what they mean by “God’s sovereignty”
The Bible describes God as sovereign, and sovereignty designates control.

Once again, we see the failure of the John Calvin English Dictionary. Being ‘sovereign’ is
NOT about what one controls, but about authority. God has the position of highest
authority from which He can make commands and justly punish disobedience. On this
strange Calvinist view of sovereignty, no King on earth has ever had ANY sovereignty, as
no human being can actually control the desires of another. But just as they were forced
to do with the definition of “Free choice” they have to twist the definition of
"Sovereignty” so our “free choices” are determined by our desires, and God determines
our desires by which to control our every thought, word and deed because if He did not,
He would not BE SOVEREIGN.



They can only understand actually free choices as something outside of God’s
CONTROL, and therefore something which is, somehow, more powerful than God. What
they have not considered is that simple obedience to God is not His highest desire.

“Teacher, which is the greatest commandment in the Law?”

Jesus replied: “Love the Lord your God with all your heart and with all your soul and with

all your mind.” (Matthew 22:36-37)
Calvin fails yet again to understand that the greatest commandment is LOVE and not
mechanical obedience. Calvin also fails to understand that LOVE, like a free choice,
CANNOT be caused by an external force. This is not about how powerful God is. This is
about the very definition of what love and freedom are. A love which is FORCED is only
mechanical obedience, like the pull string doll which says “l love you” because it can’t
NOT say it, and it can’t say anything else. Real love, real relationship with God or each
other cannot be merely the slavish, robotic obedience to programming, DNA, or desires.
When Love is described in 1 Corinthians 13, it is not a feeling which can come and go.
Love is not something done to us, like turning on a lightbulb or using a toaster. It is a
series of choices we are free to make about the other person. When we suggest that God
cannot MAKE us love Him, or DETERMINE us to make free choices, we are only saying
something like, “God cannot make Adam a polygamous batchelor,” or “God cannot draw
a triangle that only has one side.” This is not implying a lack of his control or power
anymore than saying God CANNOT lie. God wants us to love Him and our neighbor, but
in order for that love to be real, we have to be able to choose to do the things which are
love. God created us with the ability to make real, free choices, because it has to do with
our purpose in being created. We have free will BECAUSE of the will, power, and control

of God, not against it.

Here our Calvinist friends from that same website* show their lack of respect for a God
who calls, invites and draws instead of electing/determining from eternity past;
This view of God is an emasculated God who is desperately hoping mankind utilizes his
free will to choose Him. Frankly, this is a somewhat pathetic view of God.
Instead of a powerful, wise God who can work out His plans through other beings made
in His image, He is reduced on this Calvinist view to the ONLY being who can make
decisions. If any other beings actually had the ability to make free choices, He not only
can’t accomplish His goals, but He loses his throne!
“..If God is not sovereign, God is not God. If there is one single molecule in this universe
running around loose, totally free of God’s sovereignty, then we have no guarantee that
a single promise of God will ever be fulfilled.” — R.C. Sproul
This is the same RC Sproul who said,
“Every sin is an act of cosmic treason, a futile attempt to dethrone God in His sovereign

authority.”



Remember when | said I’'ve never seen a consistent Calvinist? If you put RC’s ideas
together, you have God determining sinners to attempt to dethrone Him. This is a bit of a
rabbit trail, but it’'s worth it to see what this Calvinism does to a person’s theology. RC,
because he cannot KNOW he is ‘elect,” knows he might not be elect, and so his faith
might be false and he might go to hell. He said this about himself;

I sure don’t want to end up in hell... if | do, if I've deceived myself all these years...

I know that if He sent me to hell tonight, | could make no just complaint against Him. I've

been guilty of treason—cosmic treason.

And yet, on his Calvinistic view, WHY did he commit cosmic treason? Because God
determined him to. Sproul is here trying to put up a pious facade to cover the giant
accusation he is making against God and somehow he can’t see over it. It becomes the
snake eating its own tail. God punishes sinners for the sins God determines them to
commit. This brings us back to escaping the atheism of Determinism. How can God be
just if he literally causes us to commit the sins He is punishing? We must be, in some
sense, guilty of those sins if it is to be just for us to be punished for them.
So how do they free us from being ‘“reduced to an automaton making robotic responses to
situations™? The Calvinist website* explains that we are free to do as we desire, and we
always do what we desire.

The choices that man makes emanate from his desires.
But then they also tell us that our desires are Totally Depraved:

both unable and unwilling to submit to God’s sovereign authority; therefore, when man

makes choices according to his desires, we must remember that man’s desires are

depraved and corrupted and wholly rebellious toward God.



Furthermore, they explain that our desires are the means by which God determines the
outcome He wants:
He not only ordains the ends, but the means as well...Human choices are one of the

means by which God accomplishes His will.

Let me paint their picture of what this means:
The Bible describes God as sovereign, and sovereignty designates control.
...libertarian free will is incompatible with the sovereignty of God.

(man is) both unable and unwilling to submit to God’s sovereign authority.

God controls LITERALLY everything, which is why we cannot make “free” choices, and
we are... UNABLE to submit to God’s sovereign authority? Are we able to NOT submit?

It seems that their position must be that we are unable to submit to God’s sovereign
authority because this was determined by God’s sovereign authority. Are they trying to
say we don’t DESIRE to submit? But they are also trying to tell us that God determines
our choices by determining our desires to make us freely choose what He wants us to
choose. But don’t take MY word for it.

Popular Calvinist author John Edwards once said,

“I suppose the will is always determined by the strongest motive.”

The Calvinists writing the website* try to describe what this means by reminding us that
our “free” choices are us freely doing what we desire to do, and yet the fact that we are
“free” to do what we desire does not mean we are “free” to do anything else. We HAD to
get cookie dough because that was, in that instance, our strongest desire. We COULD
NOT have done otherwise. We ‘freely’ chose the one option we were free to choose.
We obey those desires because we have to, and this is the means by which God
accomplishes His will.
The choices that man makes emanate from his desires. God grants the creature a
certain amount of freedom, but that freedom always operates within the boundaries of
God'’s sovereignty.
Not one rogue molecule, remember? According to Calvin, God grants us the freedom to
choose, but determines what we desire so that every single choice we make is the one
He wants us to make, even if it is an act of “cosmic treason.” Trying to clarify this
position as distinct from determinism, they say:
Now by embracing this view, we must avoid two errors...The second error to avoid is to
think that God is somehow a cosmic manipulator setting up situations so that His
creatures freely make the choices that accomplish His will.
A few lines down and they add this soft statement:
God ordains that certain things will happen, and He also ordains how they will happen.

At the beginning of this article they said,



What is the sphere of God'’s sovereignty? Everything.
And they DEFINE “sovereignty” to mean CONTROL. But now they claim that “God ordains
that certain things will happen™? | think they mean that “God ordains that everything that
happens will happen exactly as it does. Down to the molecule.” Right?
As I've said before, Calvinism is an indefensible mess, and the Calvinist is forced to
conclude by both attacking the character of those who don’t accept Calvinism, and by
admitting that Calvinism is an indefensible mess. They literally do this at the end of this
webpage:
In conclusion, we must try to understand the effort to import libertarian free will into the
Scriptures...God cannot be seen as just if He would condemn those who cannot choose
against their depraved wills.
This isn’t answered. It’s just sort of leveled as an accusation against those who think
personal responsibility is a vital part of justice. It’s a dumb accusation.
A person who is punished for a crime must have been able to NOT commit the crime,
otherwise it’s literally equivalent to racism. Imagine some podunk southern, Civil War era
town making a law that it was illegal to be ‘black’. No sane person in the world would
think this was just. A person doesn’t choose to be black! He was born that way! In fact, it
was determined BEFORE he was born! Or make it illegal to have blue eyes, or to be more
than six feet tall, or to turn nine years old, or to be born in New York, or to have a great
grandfather who owned slaves. You may as well punish a fish for not nesting in the
treetops, or a man born without eyes for not being able to see the difference between red
and blue. Justice means getting what you deserve, punishment or reward.
Then our Calvinist friends admit that this Compatibilism nonsense is a bunch of
nonsense:
The fact that we cannot completely harmonize these two biblical truths should not cause
us to reject either one. Things seem impossible to us often simply because we do not
have the mind of God.
Because they have forced Calvinism into the Bible, they feel obligated to accept self
contradictory nonsense which THEY KNOW cannot be reconciled. Instead of admitting
that they have misunderstood the scriptures and trying to read it without the Calvin
lenses on, they appeal to fake piety and pretend the ‘apparent contradiction’ is because
of our own lack of ability to match God's wisdom. But this is not like Creation or the
Trinity, where we have to accept a limit to what we can know. This is Calvinism’s
contradiction of itself, and to our everyday lived experience. It CANNOT be true, just as a
triangle cannot have only one side, and a triangle cannot have five sides, and a man who
has never been married cannot have five wives. The wisdom of God does not make

nonsense into truth.

This may as well be the doctrine of “The Color Blue does not exist.”



If you have seen the unobstructed sky at daytime, you may think you have seen
the color blue. And you might be familiar with Exodus 26:31 which says “Make a
curtain of blue.” But according to 2 Opinions 4:44, the color blue does not exist.
The fact that we cannot completely harmonize these two biblical truths should not cause
us to reject either one. Things seem impossible to us often simply because we do not
have the mind of God.

Or, maybe this isn’t a mystery. Maybe you just badly misunderstood the scripture.
A MYSTERY is what cannot be KNOWN, not what cannot be TRUE.

I’'m trying to be like
“Calvinist Jesus”

W

So | tied my grandkids to a tree
and then called them in for cake

*Quotes from https://www.gotquestions.org/libertarian-free-will.html



Part 7- It's a MYSTERY

The contradiction between Calvin’s “election” and our ability to make choices is so
obvious that Calvinists have to answer, and the answer is simply that it is a mystery
which we cannot hope to understand- as the Grudem’s describe it:
If we can't fully understand how these two things can be true at the same time, then we
must acknowledge that there is mystery here. At least in this age, we cannot completely
grasp this mystery. And although we do not understand it, we should at least be sure

that we speak the way the Bible speaks about this in all aspects of its teaching.

This is not a mystery, it is a contradiction. A Mystery is when something is unexplainable
- such as the Trinity, or the Creation of the Universe. We can only know so much about
those doctrines, so we have to be content not being able to fully explain them. To clarify,
a contradiction would be if the doctrine of the Trinity was “There is only one God and
there are three Gods.” Or “God created the heavens and the earth in six days, and it took
billions of years.” This is like saying “God made Adam to be a Polygamous Bachelor,” or
“God taught Adam how to draw a square circle.” Invoking God does not make nonsense
become reasonable and true.

A MYSTERY is what cannot be KNOWN, not what cannot be TRUE.

If God determines any of our choices, then those choices are not free. It does not matter
if He determines them directly, or by some means such as determining our desires.
Either way we are not free to make a choice - that is what DETERMINING means. If our
beliefs and actions are CAUSED by something or someone outside of ourselves, they are

NOT our choice. The question is merely whether we are a hand puppet or a marionette.



As a strange but true scientific metaphor, there are parts of the brain that, when
stimulated, cause a particular physical response, such as raising one’s arm. A brain
surgeon discovered that he could, during surgery, stimulate a part of his patient’s brain
so that the patient’s arm went up. The patient was awake during the surgery, but when
asked, the patients would always describe such an event as, “l didn’t do that. That was
you causing my arm to go up.” The same brain was stimulated so their arm used the
same muscles it always did when they raised their arm, and yet, when the stimulation
came from a source outside of their own will, they knew it, and they knew those two
things were not the same.

| hope this is obvious. | mean, it’s not...

Oh... well, I mean, it is... Well, it’s not rocket science.

Rent-A-Friend 2000 @ABitOfOrange - Nov 2 & BT
@Y’ Calvinists can either be inconsistent or absolutely ridiculous. This one

managed to be both.
Learn what Calvinism is and why it's silly at abitoforange.com/free-books
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“So you see how, | can start with the intuition that | have free will,
that I'm free from God, but when | go to the Bible and | find out

matrmnot, | N@Ve @ choice to make.

Do | abandon my false intuition and adapt it to what the Bible says?
Or do | try to hold onto that intuition, and basically, @
i

interpret it through my lens which

| am refusing to let go of?”
-The Consistent Calvinist
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To be clear, a FREE choice is not a completely uninfluenced choice, as that is nearly
impossible in a physical universe. But if we always have to do what we desire most, then
temptation is not anything less than a causal determination of our actions. We are
commanded by scripture to do what is right, no matter what we DESIRE, and we have

that ability as anyone who has ever fought against an addiction or gone on a diet knows.

walk by the Spirit, and you will not gratify the desires of the flesh.
(Galatians 5:16)

Blessed is the man who remains steadfast under trial... each person is tempted when he

is lured and enticed by his own desire (James 1:12 & 14)



flee youthful passions and pursue righteousness (2 Timothy 2:22)

make no provision for the flesh, to gratify its desires. (Romans 13:14)

As a side note, the Grudems’ position does not require God to determine ALL of our
choices as some Calvinists believe. Rather, they need only assert that the ONE decision
which God causes us to make (or keeps us from being able to make) is the decision to
accept or reject the gospel. Frankly, | find this option actually worse than the other. This
is like having someone trapped in a burning building and the only door you lock is the
fire escape. Having access to the kitchen isn’t a lot of comfort at the end of the day.
The Grudems continue to try and defend the idea that we have free will and can make real
choices, again with a false dichotomy:
Furthermore, God also created us so that our choices would be real choices.
However, our choices do not need to be absolutely free of any involvement by God in

order to be real, voluntary, willing choices.

This is true, but it assumes a false dichotomy. Remember what | said about looking out
for bazaar and unnecessary absolutes? Being determined so that we CANNOT make a
choice, or being “absolutely free of any involvement by God” are not the only two
possible choices, and it annoys me that Calvinists present it like this;

1. “God controls every molecule in the universe so that every thought, word, belief and
action of every person in history are meticulously controlled according to what God
determined from eternity past”

or

2. “God can’t influence any person or event in history, and he cannot determine
ANYTHING.”

There is the reasonable middle ground and third option that God can and does cause
certain things, influences others, and lets us generally make free will choices, but
because He is all knowing He can both affect what choices we have to make and also

deal with the choices we do make so that He gets the ultimate outcome He desires.

Turning these things into extreme bazaar absolutes like that is dishonest and illogical

and staggeringly common.



Part 8- Who Gets the “Blame” for People in Hell?

If the toast is good,
I get the credit!

Pg 84

What about those who do not believe, those whom God has not "elected” or chosen?
The Bible never puts any blame on God for anyone's rejection of Christ's claims. The
emphasis is always on the willing choices of those who refuse to believe, and the

blame for their unbelief rests with them.

Note the word “BLAME.” This is a subtle change of topic, intentionally done with
emotionally charged language. They could have said, “Who is ultimately responsible?”
or “Who makes the decisive decision which results in salvation or damnation?” Or
perhaps, “Who or what is the Effective Cause"? But instead they use the language of
BLAME so that we FEEL it wrong to even ask the question. The subtle assertion is that
you cannot ask if God (in this system) is the actual decisive agent which results in the
damned being lost forever without criticizing God for His choices. This is why the
Calvinists’ favorite scripture is Romans 9:20, “who are you, O man, to answer back to God?”
By phrasing the question with the accusatory word “blame” they attack the person who
would ask the question. But while an effective poisoning of the well, it does not answer

the question, it only accuses the questioner. The question is still legitimate.



Also note, “the willing choices of those who refuse to believe.” This statement only makes
sense if they have the ability to choose otherwise, but as we will see later, they don’t
believe that the non-Elect CAN choose to do anything but refuse to believe.

A person who is pushed into the pool can’t choose not to be wet, and they haven’t

“refused” to stay dry. It would be silly to even phrase it that way.

| see you've chosen to get wet!

The Grudems previously established the T of TULIP:
“We lack any spiritual good in ourselves, and therefore, we are unable to do any spiritual
good before God.”
And they told us we are literally conceived with the guilt of sin already laid on us because
of our species:
We received not only Adam's sinful nature, but also his sin-produced guilt.

...when Adam sinned, God thought of us all as having sinned.

And so not merely BORN as guilty sinners, but conceived GUILTY of sin because we are
human. We cannot do any spiritual good. We are what Calvin called "Totally depraved,”
which includes in it the idea that we are “Totally Unable” to respond positively to God or
the Gospel.
God chooses or “Elects” who will believe and be saved, but many people “refuse to
believe” which brings us back to the previous question about our ability to make free will
choices, or at least this free will choice.
Not to be redundant, but remember they said this:
Election is an act of God before creation in which He chooses some people to be
saved...God works through our choices and desires to bring about his plan, assuring
that our choices will be in accord with what God our infinitely powerful and wise

Creator decided and ordained would happen.



If God chose that a particular person would reject the gospel and go to hell... | don’t think
we need to use the language of “blame” to see that this clearly teaches that God decided
that the person going to hell was going to go to hell. He essentially elected them for hell.
And again, it doesn’t matter if He determined it directly or merely determined their
desires which determine their actions and choices, He has caused them to reject the

gospel because He decided from eternity past that they would.

I'm so mad that this toaster burned the toast
Simply because | set it to “Burn”!

This is called ‘double predestination’, and not all Calvinists affirm it, but it makes little
difference to their system. It’s like saying, “Pushing someone into the pool doesn’t mean
| have chosen them to get wet.”
You knew the pool was there when you pushed them over.
Or to bring up a previous metaphor - When | chose to rescue SOME of the kittens from
the burning Kitten Orphanage, | didn’t choose to let the rest of them die in the inferno. |
just left them in their sorry state. Just because | COULD have saved them but didn’t
choose to, doesn’t mean | chose to let them die. Their death wasn’t my choice, it was
their own fault.
Ok Calvin. Good talk.
Calvinism essentially teaches that, since we are born not only sinful, but guilty, we are
destined for hell the moment we are conceived, even if we are Elect, because we carry
the GUILT of Adam’s sin. This is not taught in the Bible. The opposite is:
The one who sins is the one who will die. The child will not share the guilt of the parent,
nor will the parent share the guilt of the child. The righteousness of the righteous will be
credited to them, and the wickedness of the wicked will be charged against them.
(Ezekiel 18:20)



On the Calvinist system, every human is conceived guilty and deserving of hell, because
they are held guilty for Adam’s sin. The ‘double predestination’ Calvinist says, “God
elects those he loves, and he damns those he hates and all from eternity past.” The
‘single predestination’ Calvinist says, “God chooses some to be saved (and leaves the
others alone to end up in hell as they deserve).” Instead of choosing the unelect to be
damned, on this view God is simply passive and watches people he COULD Elect go to
hell, because somehow this brings Him more glory than saving everyone would do.
Again, the Bible does not teach this, and it leaves God as the only being capable of being
an agent of free will, therefore the only being in existence capable of causing a person to

avoid hell, be forgiven and saved.

Rent-A-Friend 2000 @ABitOfOrange - Feb 26, 2024 7 v
W’ Replying to @ReformedDoc

But if you don't hate sin, it's because God determined you to be totally
unable to hate sin, because he hates you, because you sin, because he
makes you sin.

-Calvin

To clarify, on Calvinism, every single human is guilty the moment they are conceived
because they inherit Adam’s guilt. ALL of them will be born rejecting God and the gospel.
Those chosen to be the ‘Elect’ will, at some point, accept the gospel and be saved
because of something God does to them. The rest are lost either because God hardens
them in their rebellion and causes them to remain in their sinful rejection of the gospel,
or merely watches passively as they are in sinful rebellion, knowing that He alone can

cause that to change and choosing to do nothing instead.

This is how Calvinism describes God. This is not how the Bible describes God.

I need to combine a few ideas and show the way Calvinism ruins everything it touches.

Calvinists will say that people are born sinners, hating God and loving sin. When |
describe the lost as kittens left to die in a burning building, they will reply that | refuse to
acknowledge the wickedness of sin and rebellion against God. They will say | am

diminishing God’s glory, or making light of our sin against a holy God.

RC Sproul said, “Sin is cosmic treason. Sin is treason against a perfectly pure Sovereign.”

And he said, “When we understand the character of God, when we grasp something of His
holiness, then we begin to understand the radical character of our sin and hopelessness.”

And he said, “To say that God's sovereignty is limited by man's freedom is to make man

sovereign.”



But RC Sproul also said “We take comfort, however, that mystery is not a synonym for
contradiction.”

And here we agree. So, let’s see if he’s teaching mysteries or contradictions.

Treason would be intentionally acting against the throne under which you are a servant.
If the King demands an action from you, and you obey perfectly, then how can that be
treason? It would be perfect obedience! If everything you do fulfills the will of the king
who commands you, then you are the furthest thing FROM treasonous! The King is so
complete in His sovereignty that we CANNOT do anything apart from what he
DETERMINES we will do. Every action and even desire is in perfect alignment with His
will because our actions and even our desires are CAUSED by His will.

Yet, the Calvinist has to insist that our actions are determined by our desires, and our
desires are determined by God, and yet... we are capable of sinning - capable of

committing “cosmic treason”.

CAN we disobey the God who is Sovereign in the sense that Calvin defines it?
Remember, to Calvin, God’s ultimate Sovereignty is not merely about His position as the
highest authority. It is by definition about His CONTROL over everything, down to the
very last molecule. As RC Sproul said:
"If you don't believe that God ordains everything that comes to pass, bottom line, you
don't believe in God...if God is not sovereign, God is not God.”
But if every thought, action and belief of mankind is, like the molecules, ENTIRELY under
the complete Sovereign control of God, then SIN is literally a form of obedience. When
the KING decrees that you shall ‘commit treason’ and you obey, treason is obedience to
the King. If we commit treason because we choose to rebel against the King and break
his laws, then treason is against the law. But if the King makes it HIS COMMAND that we
break the law, then breaking the law is literally what the law demands. It is obedience.
On Calvinism, not only are we born in a state of Total Depravity, but we are slaves to our
desires such that we cannot choose to do differently than we do. The Calvinist* says,
The choices that man makes emanate from his desires... when man makes choices
according to his desires, we must remember that man’s desires are depraved and
corrupted and wholly rebellious toward God.
And yet, where do those desires come from? Do we create them? Do we choose between
different desires?
Human choices are one of the means by which God accomplishes His will.
Our desires are the strings on the marionette. If our desire is to rebel, then it is God who
gave us that desire. We must obey our strongest desires as they are the only things we

can ‘freely’ choose. The string moves the puppet. If God gives us the desire to rebel, and



we must obey as He knows we must, then we will rebel. But this means that rebellion is

complete and total obedience.

On Calvinism, it is literally impossible to sin in any meaningful way.

There is a very talented and funny performer named Jeff Dunham. He is a ventriloquist
and has a collection of puppets, the most famous of which is a purple fuzzy thing called
“Peanut.” As Jeff and Peanut have conversations, Peanut likes to be what we in the
theater business refer to as “Zany.” He says things, or sometimes does things which are
potentially annoying or offensive. This means, Jeff, acting as the adult presence in the
act, is frequently telling Peanut, “Stop that!”

Jeff (the puppeteer) is telling Peanut (his puppet) to STOP DOING whatever it is Peanut
is doing.

AND PEANUT IS REFUSING TO OBEY.... Because Jeff is controlling him.

On Calvinism, sin is ventriloquism.

Don’t worry- Calvin has an answer to this seeming logical problem. In a couple of
chapters I'll show you how Calvin resolves this apparent contradiction by opposing God
with Himself. I'm not saying it’'s blasphemy, but Calvin and blasphemy take the same bus

to work.

| think God sends babies to hell
For sins committed by someone else

I can’t understand why anyone
has a problem with that




Part 9- Jars of Clay

The authors are about to use this verse to tell us we’re not allowed to ask these
questions, but consider it in this context:
But who are you, O man, to answer back to God? Will what is molded say to its molder,
“Why have you made me like this?” Has the potter no right over the clay, to make out of
the same lump one vessel for honorable use and another for dishonorable use?
(Rom 9:20-21)

Hey! It’s our good friend, Romans 9! Calvin interprets this verse to mean that God makes
some people for salvation and others for damnation, and there’s nothing we can do or
say about it. But if that is the case, then what sense does it make to try and remove the
“blame” from God for those who are lost? Are we pretending that it is somehow outside
of His control? It doesn’t matter if you dislike the word “blame” when the heart of the
issue is, every single individual who goes to hell (according to Calvin) is going because
God determined before creation that they would. NOT because of a choice they made.
Let me quote them again with a slight modification:
Therefore, if we respond to Christ's invitation in a NEGATIVE way, we can honestly say
that we chose to reject Christ while also saying that it was (in ways we cannot fully

understand) ordained by God.

In neither case could we have done any different, and in both cases the only determining
factor which led one to accept Christ and the other to reject Christ was the election of
God. The authors seem to understand that this paints God in a very bad light, and so

they continue trying to get him off of the hook:



...earlier, Jesus said, "You refuse to come to me that you may have life" (John 5:40).
And Paul in Romans 1:20 says that all who reject the clear revelation of God given to all
mankind are "without excuse." This is the consistent pattern in Scripture: People who
remain in unbelief do so because they are unwilling to come to God, and the blame for
such unbelief always lies with the unbelievers themselves, never with God. Once again,

we probably will not be able to fully understand in this age just how this can be so.

Like many Calvinists, they have the awareness to acknowledge that their doctrine
doesn't make sense. But the Calvinist isn't allowed to admit that the inability to
understand comes from trying to hold contradictory ideas which negate each other.
Instead, the clearly contradictory nature of the ideas is swept under the nearest rug with
some pious appeal to humility, as if there is something humble about refusing to think
about a position you are claiming is taught in scripture. For my purpose, it's enough that

they at least admit that what they teach is a contradiction that cannot be solved.

Again, contrast this with the doctrine of the Trinity. It is a mystery in the sense that we
cannot fully explain or understand it. We have nothing which is three and one in exactly
the same way that God is three persons and yet one God, so we have to rely on imperfect
pictures of what it means. It is not, however, a contradiction. The doctrine of the Trinity

does not say that there are three Gods and only one God.

Calvin says, “God wants everyone to be saved, but God wants most to go to hell.” So
when you bring up 2 Peter 3:9 and ask Calvin if God wants, as the scripture says, ALL to
come to repentance, he replies, “Yes! But actually no.”

I will get into the way Calvin sets God against Himself in an attempt to defend his terrible

doctrines later.

Perplexingly, the Grudems have chosen to use some of the many passages of scripture
which indicate that we can make a real choice in spiritual matters, saying that all of
mankind are “without excuse”. But can there be a better excuse for rejecting the gospel
than the fact that God assures that “our choices will be in accord with what God our infinitely
powerful and wise Creator decided and ordained would happen™?

In other words “God made me do it”.

Can there be a better excuse than that?



If you find me in the pool wearing my new shoes, and you scold me, “l told you not to get
those shoes wet!” And | answered, “It's not my fault! Kyle pushed me into the pool!” And
Kyle was all, “Hecks yes I did.” Would you still blame me?

Now, what about if instead of Kyle giving me a shove, it was “in accord with what God
our infinitely powerful and wise Creator decided and ordained would happen”?

Would | be more blameworthy in that case? Or would that be a legitimate excuse?

Calvin says God determined that we were born without eyes, and as a result, we cannot
distinguish between red and blue. Is a person born without eyes "without excuse” when
he cannot tell red from blue? Or does he have an excuse which is literally outside of his
control? Does he not have indeed the most legitimate excuse?

Does a clay vessel made for dishonorable use bear the weight of having determined that
it would be a vessel for dishonorable use, or was that decision made for it?

Punting to “mystery” does not change the fact that they are caught in a rather obvious
contradiction, and are insisting that we don’t think about it. They say “People who remain
in unbelief do so because they are unwilling to come to God,” and yet the reason they remain
in their unbelief is because God determined from eternity past that they would. Yet, it’s
not His “fault” that they remain in unbelief even though He planned it in advance and
works to insure it comes about? Their ‘unwillingness’ is perfect obedience to His will!

The Calvinist accuses God but points to mystery when this obvious fact is noticed.
This is like saying, “Yes, Kyle absolutely pushed you into the pool, and there was nothing
you could have done to not be in the pool right now, but it's still, for some mysterious

reason, your fault that your shoes got wet.”

It’s not a MYSTERY. It's KYLE’S FAULT!



Calvinists be like:

LBUT, YOUKNOW
HE MADE ME/AIFISH,

r Lo

RIGHT"

My question for Calvinists is simply this: Is this the God you find described in the Bible?
Does the God of scripture ever punish someone for something ENTIRELY out of his
control? Does God accuse the blind for not being able to see, or does he accuse those
who CHOOSE not to see?

Jesus said, “If you were blind, you would not be guilty of sin; but now that you claim you

can see, your quilt remains. (John 9:41)

Does God demand the LITERALLY IMPOSSIBLE from anyone and then punish them for
not doing what they absolutely COULD NOT do? No! Not once!

The God of the Bible is the father of the prodigal son. He is patient, slow to anger. He is
merciful and quick to forgive. He is loving, and that love extends to all people. He is just,
but He is willing to pay the debts of his own debtors, carry the cross we could not, and
forgive those who have done wrong if they only humble themselves. The prodigal son
only needed to recognise his lowly state and begin walking home. His Father ran to meet

him and poured out love that the boy absolutely did not deserve.

THAT is where God goes above and beyond what we can do - in His mercy and love. Not

in His demands and punishments.



Part 10- An Emotional Argument

Against Emotional Arguments

They continue to dig the hole they are standing in even deeper:
Is God Really Fair?
At this point some people will object that if the doctrine of election is true, then God isn't
really fair. Since God chooses some to be saved and passes over others, deciding not

to save them, his grace is awarded rather unfairly.

Just keep in mind the admission: “deciding not to save them,” as it is one of the only
times that they will paint God (our infinitely powerful and wise Creator) as other than
entirely passive when it comes to the lost. They continue:

But if he does save any human beings, then this is a demonstration of grace, which goes

far beyond the requirements of fairness and justice.

Quite literally, it goes AGAINST the requirements of fairness and justice, as they are
about to explain themselves:
If God saved only five people out of the whole human race, this would be mercy and
grace. If he saved one hundred, this would be amazing mercy and grace. But in fact he
has decided to save "a great multitude that no one could number, from every nation,
from all tribes and peoples and languages" (Rev. 7:9). This is mercy beyond our

comprehension.

Yes, but MOST people will not be saved, and they have just told us that it is because “God

chooses some to be saved and passes over others, deciding not to save them”. The Calvinist



seems to think this is a piece of their doctrine which has already been explained, or
which doesn’t need to be thought about in the light of scripture. Here they basically tell
us, “Stop asking questions”:
(Rom. 9:19). In essence, Paul is giving voice to a very common question: If each
person's ultimate destiny is determined by God, then how can this be fair? Even
when people make willing choices, determining whether they will be saved or not, if God
is actually somehow behind those choices, then how can he be fair?
(Romans 9:20-24)

The better question is, How can they be "without excuse” as Paul states in Romans 1?
Calvinism doesn’t merely say that “God is actually somehow behind those choices” like
a coach suggesting plays from the sidelines, but rather that the lost were chosen by God
from eternity past to BE LOST. Not only is this in direct conflict with those passages
which indicate that the sinner who rejects Christ is accountable for rejecting Christ, but
also those which say that God does NOT WANT ANY to be lost, but for all to be saved:

God our Savior, who desires all people to be saved
1 Timothy 2: 3-4

The Lord is not slow to fulfill his promise as some count slowness, but is patient toward
you, not wishing that any should perish, but that all should reach repentance.
2 Peter 3:9

The times of ignorance God overlooked, but now he commands all people everywhere
to repent
Acts 17:30

Whoever believes in the Son has eternal life
John 3:36

For God did not send his Son into the world to condemn the world, but in order that the
world might be saved through him.
John 3:17

The next day he saw Jesus coming toward him, and said, “Behold, the Lamb of God,
who takes away the sin of the world!
John 1:29

He who did not spare his own Son but gave him up for us all
Romans 8:32



Again, the Bible does not tell us that Jesus came to offer eternal life to the Elect, or to
“some” but to ALL. And the scripture tells us that God desires, not “some” to be saved,

but ALL. Calvinism is forced to ignore or distort many passages of scripture.

This argument, is exactly like the one from the previous chapter where they said:
P84- The Bible never puts any blame on God for anyone's rejection of Christ's claims.
The emphasis is always on the willing choices of those who refuse to believe, and

the blame for their unbelief rests with them.

Their argument is built, not on a reasonable interpretation of what is taught in scripture,
but on the emotional word choices in their argument. This is less of an argument and
more an attempt to attack anyone asking the question.

| have heard multiple Calvinists ask their congregation, “Do you think you are more
qualified than God to decide who is saved and who is not?” And they brush aside the
obvious contradiction between God determining before eternity passed who was elect
and the Bible's clear instruction that we respond to the gospel, by accurately stating “I'm
not God.”

Right, but you CAN read. This debate doesn’t require you to match God in wisdom.

I’'m going to keep saying this: Nonsense does not become reasonable because you
blame God for it. Rather, it remains incompatible with the character of God.

The argument from this chapter, like the previous ones, is not meant to answer the
question but merely to shut it down with an emotional attack on the person asking the
question. They couch the question in terms like ‘blame’ and then dodge the question by
telling you that no one deserves to be forgiven so just shut up. God decided to leave
MOST of those kittens in that burning building, and if you’re asking why, then you’re
claiming to be MORE QUALIFIED than GOD to run the universe!

WHO ARE YOU TO TALK BACK TO GOD?!?

If | can take an aside for a moment, one of my biggest frustrations with the whole debate
over Calvinism is the fact that the single most common answer to any question posed to
Calvinists (other than “you don‘t understand Calvinism”) is merely an attack on the
person asking the question. But that's not an answer. Even if all of those attacks against
the non-Calvinists are true and valid, that doesn’t make Calvinism Biblical and logical.

The only reason the Calvinist can make the claims they do is because they refuse to
answer all of the questions. On one hand, we are told that God determines every thought,
feeling and action, literally the action of every molecule in the universe at every moment
of time. But then we are also told that we are personally individually responsible for
every sinful thought, feeling or action we commit, and also for the sin of Adam which we

did not commit. But if God determines every sinful action, and we cannot do other than



He determines, then on this view, He is literally the arsonist who set fire to the
orphanage. When the Calvinist claims that God is merciful for saving a couple of
orphans, saying “if He saved five that would have been merciful,” their system also says
He is the reason they needed to be saved in the first place. The Calvinist has made Jesus
not merely the firefighter who saves ‘some,’ but also the arsonist who started the fire in
the first place. He started the fire and then locked most of the fire escapes. THAT is
Calvinism. And when you point this out to them, they misquote Romans 9 and say “Who
are you to talk back to God?”

If your position can have no better defense than for you to tell the person asking the

question that they're a bad person for asking the question, your position is bad.

We are not talking back to God, we are pointing out the flaws in Calvinism.
My complaint is not, “Calvinism makes God UNFAIR!”

My complaint is, “Calvinism says God is a liar.”

I’'m trying to be like
“Calvinist Jesus”

So when my kids set the house on fire,
| refused to save all of them




Part 11- Two of Everything

The Calvinist answer to this contradiction between the scripture and their system is to
label it as a “mystery” and then to accuse us of being arrogant for even asking these
questions:
Paul is essentially saying that there is a point beyond which we cannot answer back to
God or question his justice. God has done what he has done according to his
sovereign will. He is the Creator; we are the creatures, and we ultimately have no basis
from which to accuse him of unfairness or injustice. Our response to these words in
Romans reveals a lot about our hearts and our willingness to submit to our sovereign
Creator.
So, when it comes to the gospel, our willingness to submit is determined from Eternity
past, but when it comes to accepting the doctrine of ‘election’, God just leaves that one
up to us? We CANNOT be “willing” to accept the Gospel, because of Total Depravity and
Unconditional Election and Irresistible Grace... But if we reject Calvinism it’s because of
‘our willingness to submit’? That seems to be what they are saying. Also, “Stop asking
questions.”
But what we are objecting to is NOT God and his sense of justice, but Calvinism and its
distortion of scripture and the character of God. Responding by saying we as creatures
have no right to question God is a gross misrepresentation of the question being
addressed. Again, it’'s not an attempt to answer the question, but merely to attack the
person asking the question.
| know | just said this, but it’s worth repeating: My complaint is not, “Calvinism makes

God UNFAIR!” My complaint is, “Calvinism says God is a liar.”



Calvin does try and make some sense of the obvious contradictions his system creates
out of the clear teaching of scripture. Our friends, the Grudems, dive into that here:
If election is true, then does God still want everybody to be saved? Yes, according to
some Scripture passages. In 1 Timothy 2:4, Paul writes of our God and Savior "who

desires all people to be saved and to come to the knowledge of the truth."

Pg 86- Peter says the same thing in 2 Peter 3:9 when he writes that the Lord "is patient

toward you, not wishing that any should perish, but that all should reach repentance."

The contradictions between the clear and repeated teaching of scripture and the
doctrines of Calvinism are so obvious that the Calvinist is forced to start creating
doubles of everything. The first one is the desire or WILL of God.

“Calvinism doesn’t oppose the will of God!” Calvin will boldly assert. “God’s OTHER will

is what opposes the will of God!” And that’s not even sarcasm.

God:

I want you to go
to Nineveh!

Jonah:
But you programmed me
to run away to Tarshish?

God'’s Will Vs God'’s Will

But people who support the doctrine of election will say that God desires to further his
glory more than he desires to save every person and that passages like Romans 9

indicate that His glory is furthered by saving some people but not all.

So, 2 Peter 3:9 SHOULD have said “the Lord "is patient toward the elect, not wishing that any
of the elect should perish, but that all should reach repentance, except those who he

determined not to be saved." Once again, Calvin is here to tell us what the Bible SHOULD



have said but somehow forgot. It’s kind of him to spend so much time correcting the
inerrant, authoritative Word of God. And do you see the baggage they want to saddle
Romans 9 with? | tried to tell you. | hope you believe me now. | don’t make this stuff up

you know, and when you don’t believe me, it hurts my feelings.

The original version of 2 Peter 3:9 only took into account one of God’s wills -

his “revealed” will, as the Grudem’s explain:
This is what is sometimes called his "revealed" will, what he tells everybody on earth
they should do. But such verses are not talking about God's secret, hidden plans from
all eternity to choose some people to be saved.

So, does God want ALL people to be saved? “Yes! But actually no.”

Because “God desires to further his glory more than he desires to save every person,” and
(somehow) “His glory is furthered by saving some people but not all,” then his "revealed" will
(He wants everyone to repent and be saved) is in conflict with his “Secret” will (he hates
most people and wants them to go to hell). Though, if it's a SECRET, how do they know
about it? But | digress.

Read this line again: “His glory is furthered by saving some people but not all.”
This contradicts scripture SO MUCH that they have to split God’s desires into two
irreconcilable desires that makes a LOT of verses somewhere between nonsense and
lies. Calvinism distorts the character of God to protect its system.
It’s not MYSTERY, it's HERESY.
Rent-A-Friend 2000 @ABitOfOrange - Mar 20 (A e
M@l Replying to @RisingDisciples

Did God want Jonah to obey and go to Nineveh or did God want Jonah to
disobey and run from Nineveh?
Calvin: Yes

God’s Love Vs God’s Love

Consider John 3:16:
“For God so loved the world (of the elect), that he gave his only Son (to the elect), that
whoever believes in him (the elect) should not perish but have eternal life.”
(The John Calvin translation)
Not only do you have to crow bar ‘the elect’ into verses which do not mention them, you
have to change other things too - For God so LOVED ‘the world’ now either means the
world of the elect, OR it means the general love of God for all people as opposed to
God’s personal love for the elect who he desires to be saved. But then this verse

immediately changes from one to the other. “For God so loved THE WORLD” (which must



be a general love for all mankind) “that he sent his only son” (only to the elect because of
his personal love for them individually). The love of God in a single sentence has to be
defined in two incompatible ways in order to preserve Calvinism!

This is similar to how God desires all people to be saved, but at the same time desires
only the elect to be saved. Calvinism has to split the will of God into two, and the love of
God into two. If the Calvin Box needs its own description of God, maybe the ‘God’ in that

box is NOT the same one in the Gospel Box. It’s worth considering.

God’s Desires Vs God’s Desires

But now the Grudems will explain how God makes himself sad:
God has great sorrow when he thinks about those who will not be saved. "As | live,
declares the Lord God, | have no pleasure in the death of the wicked, but that the wicked
turn from his way and live; turn back, turn back from your evil ways, for why will you die,
O house of Israel?" (Ezek. 33:11).
They quote a verse where in God clearly says he has no pleasure in the death of the
wicked, and instead He desires that they repent and turn away from evil, AND YET “each
person's ultimate destiny is determined by God (our infinitely powerful and wise Creator)” and

he decides “not to save them” which... makes him sad?

GOD




“God has great sorrow when he thinks about those who...” He could have elected to salvation
but decided not to? God is sad when he thinks about those He decided NOT to save?
Nothing forces God to choose the elect or to reject those who are not elect, so it only
makes sense to say that the distinction is the will of God. In one sense, for those who go
to hell, God desires for them to go to hell and He acts to make it happen according to His
desire and decree. But then, He ALSO desires everyone to be saved, so that when the
lost are lost, He “has great sorrow when he thinks about those who he doesn’t desire to be
saved... because he desires them to be saved’? The Calvinist system describes God as
being double minded, and yet being double minded is criticised in scripture:

the one who doubts is like a wave of the sea that is driven and tossed by the wind. For

that person must not suppose that he will receive anything from the Lord; he is a

double-minded man, unstable in all his ways. (James 1:6-8)

God works through our choices and desires to bring about His plan, which includes who
will go to hell, and when His plan is brought to completion because He works through
our choices and desires to bring about his plan, God has great sorrow when He thinks
about those who he decided NOT to save? It’s nonsense! This isn’t the God of the Bible!
The authors continue trying to make this seem Biblical:

When Jesus thought of the people who rejected him in Jerusalem, "he wept over it"

(Luke 19:41), and he said,

"O Jerusalem, Jerusalem... How often would | have gathered your children together as a

hen gathers her brood under her wings, and you would not!" (Matt. 23:37).

Shouldn’t Jesus have said “/ would have gathered your children together... but you were not
elect’? And if he decided who would be elect, why is he weeping over those who He
determined would not be elect? Are we really expected to interpret this verse to mean
that? It’s absurd. Calvinism puts God in conflict with himself. Or rather, the God
described in the Calvin box is in conflict with the God found in the Gospel box. No
Calvinist ever preaches like a Calvinist when they preach the gospel, because it’s

impossible. But we’re not done yet.

The Grace of God Vs The Grace of God

Having split God's desires into two conflicting desires such that getting what He
determines makes Him sad, and He weeps because His eternal decree is fulfilled, and
then splitting God’s love for the world into a general, neighborly love which does not
desire people to avoid eternity in hell, and a personal love which includes desiring those
people to avoid eternity in hell, the authors will now split God’s blessings and grace into

two conflicting kinds:



In addition, God gives all human beings innumerable blessings in this life that are not
part of salvation. This doctrine is sometimes called "common grace™ because it refers
to a manifestation of God's grace that is common to all people and is different from
God's saving grace. Sometimes those blessings will be physical. Jesus says, in
Matthew 5:45, that God "makes his sun rise on the evil and on the good, and sends rain

on the just and on the unjust.”

God has a kind of grace that he pours out on the whole world (like rain) and another kind
which brings the gift of eternal life which is only for the elect. For some sinners, He
apparently says, “l love you enough to bring rain and sun for your crops, but you are
absolutely going to hell because (somehow) My glory is furthered by saving some people

but not all.”

I'll feed those kittens and give them fresh water, but I'm not letting them out of the

burning building. Because | love them! But | don’t LOVE them.

The authors offer this example which, to me, seems to work against them beautifully:
...even those who reject the claims of Jesus are not

fully given over to falsehood and irrationality.

EXCEPT when it comes to the gospel. THAT is what this position is teaching!

Think about it! They are saying that God allows or even produces clear thinking and the
ability to grasp truth and logic in ALMOST any area, except the one which could lead
them to Christ and in Him, eternal life.

It's like unlocking EVERY door in a burning building except the fire escape!

That is not the God of the Bible.
Yes, God offers a common grace in the form of sunshine and rain, but he also offers the

gift of grace through Jesus Christ to all people because he desires all people to be



saved. God loves THE WORLD. Jesus is the Lamb of God who takes away the sins of
THE WORLD. The Lord "is patient toward you, not wishing that any should perish, but

that all should reach repentance.”

THAT is what the scripture teaches.

I will not go so far as to say that Calvinists aren’t Christians, or that they do not believe in
the true God. I’'m confident that most are Christians as they claim to be. What | am saying
is that the Calvin Box and the Gospel box cannot have the same description of God in
them. Calvin uses words and passages from the Bible to create a description of God
which is NOT taught in the Bible, and he does it by redefining words and splitting God

into two irreconcilable descriptions.

In the Calvin box, God has decided from eternity past who will be saved and who will not.
In the Gospel box, God wants everyone to repent and be saved.

In the Calvin box, faith is something God does to a person because he has chosen them.

In the Gospel box, faith is the response that God commands of all people. It's something
everyone can do and everyone is commanded to do.

In the Calvin box, some babies are going to go to hell because of sins committed
thousands of years before they were born by his ancestors.

In the Gospel box, God does not punish the sons for the sins of the fathers, nor fathers
for the sins of their sons. Every person is accountable for his own sin.

In the Calvin box, God hates most of the people who ever lived and wanted them to go to
hell from eternity past.

In the Gospel box, God is merciful, patient and longsuffering, not willing that any should

be lost.

If the God those Calvinists believe in is the one in the Gospel Box, then they believe in
Jesus, and they have eternal life. However, when they look in the Calvin box, the
description of God in that box does not describe the true God, and this is why they have
that sense of cognitive dissonance that forces them to say things like,

...we probably will not be able to fully understand in this age just how this can be so.

...it was (in ways we cannot fully understand) ordained by God.

...we cannot completely harmonize these two biblical truths...

The conflict doesn’t lie in the Bible, or in the character of God.

It’s only a problem with Calvin.



Part 12- Limited Atonement

Go into the world and
let them know...

¢
"You MIGHT be

Though, honestly, you're probably not...."

Believe it or not, Calvinism offers itself one more escape pod for its dilemma, and it’s the
L of TULIP: Limited Atonement. In short, it teaches that the atonement paid for by Jesus'
death and resurrection was limited to the elect. The “Lamb of God who takes away the
sin of the world” actually only died to take away the sin of the elect. So, | guess John the
Baptizer was being sarcastic or something? Or maybe he meant “The world of the elect”
and just forgot to say so.
Just as a random example to let you know | am not making a straw man out of this, here
is a Calvinist’s post from during the week | was working on this chapter:

Jesus did not pay for the sins of every single person who has ever lived, but only for

those whom He foreknew and predestined to believe. - Danny on X

According to Calvin, God doesn’t determine those people to accept the gospel, and there
would be no point because JESUS DID NOT DIE FOR THOSE PEOPLE. Their sins are
NOT paid for. God has, on this system, chosen NOT to give the lost the desire to accept a
gift which is NOT OFFERED TO THEM. If a non-Elect person could somehow admit that
they are a sinner and repent, Jesus would say “No.”

That is what Calvinism teaches, and yet, what does the Bible say over and over?

“everyone who calls on the name of the Lord will be saved.”
Romans 10:13

Peter said to them, “Repent and be baptized every one of you in the name of Jesus
Christ for the forgiveness of your sins, and you will receive the gift of the Holy Spirit.
Acts 2:38



For I am not ashamed of the gospel, for it is the power of God for salvation to everyone
who believes, to the Jew first and also to the Greek.
Romans 1:16

If anyone hears my voice and opens the door, | will come in to him and eat with him, and
he with me.
Revelation 3:20

whoever hears my word and believes him who sent me has eternal life.
John 5:24

He who did not spare his own Son but gave him up for us all
Romans 8:32

The times of ignorance God overlooked, but now he commands all people everywhere
to repent
Acts 17:30

For God did not send his Son into the world to condemn the world, but in order that the
world might be saved through him.
John 3:17

The next day he saw Jesus coming toward him, and said, “Behold, the Lamb of God,
who takes away the sin of the world!
John 1:29

) Galvinismy

“Go into the world
and tell everyone that
| hate MOST of them
and want them to
go to hell...”

¢

“But | picked a couple at random and died for their sins,
So that’s good news for a handful of people.”

The book of Mark doesn’t even get halfway into the first chapter before Jesus is

preaching repentance to everyone:



Jesus came into Galilee, proclaiming the gospel of God, and saying, “The time is fulfilled,
and the kingdom of God is at hand; repent and believe in the gospel.”
(Mark 1:14-15)

“Repent” is a command, which indicates that the people hearing it could obey. Otherwise
this is like walking into a room full of people who were born without eyes and saying,
“Everybody walk through the red door! For it leads to life! But do NOT go through the
blue door or you’ll be killed by wild dogs.”

Also, the red door is probably locked from the other side.

Jesus does not seem to believe that there are an elect or an unelect who are Totally
Unable to repent. He just goes around telling EVERYONE to repent. And he doesn’t ask
who is elect before he commands them to believe. His disciples learned it from Him;
Peter said to them, “Repent and be baptized every one of you...”

The authors widen the gap between the common grace of God and the saving grace of
God:

Pg 88- God answers many prayers that are prayed for the benefit of unbelievers.

He’s willing to give them sun, rain and answered prayers for their benefit, but not
salvation. Really? Maybe these are the people who Osteen intended to target with “Your
Best Life Now.” Like, better live your best life now, because you can get sun and rain and
common grace, but after that you ARE going to hell. Best life NOW, bro.

Again, the Bible does NOT divide the human race into these two categories.

Calvinist evangelism be like:

God hates you, Kevin.
He’s hated you before time began.

P
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And don’t bother asking Jesus for help,
Because he didn’t pay for your sins.




This actually gets a little worse when you remember that Grudem and Grudem said this:
When Jesus thought of the people who rejected him in Jerusalem, "he wept over it" and
he said, "O Jerusalem... How often would | have gathered your children together as a

hen gathers her brood under her wings, and you would not!" (Matt. 23:37).

Again, Jesus completely forgets He is a Calvinist, and says these things that need help
from Calvin to mean what Jesus certainly meant it to mean. Now that we’ve learned about
Limited Atonement, we need to adjust this verse a little more:
"O Jerusalem, Jerusalem... How often would | have gathered your children together as a
hen gathers her brood under her wings? Never, because you were not elect. I'm not

going to pay for your sins, so don’t come to me. Go to hell." (Matt. 23:37)

We’re going to have to help Jesus out too, because He was clearly not teaching Biblical
truth (by which | mean Calvinism).
Jesus came into Galilee, proclaiming the gospel of God, and saying, “The time is fulfilled,
and the kingdom of God is at hand; You WILL repent and believe in the gospel if you
are among those God chose from eternity past to be elect. Maybe not today, but at some
point, God will give you the gift of faith, and you will believe. If that’s you, I'm going to die
for your sins. If that’s not you, go to hell. It will make me sad to think of you in hell, but it
is what | really want, even though | want everyone to be saved. If they’re elect.”
(Mark 1:14-15)

You should see how much work it takes to fix the parable of the Prodigal son.

| realize that I’'m just getting snarky at this point but can you blame me?

I’m going to take a second to make an important distinction which bears repeating:

I am NOT saying that | have some standard of justice and | am using it to judge God.
I am NOT saying,

“l would have done something different, and so God is wrong to do what He’s doing.”

What | am saying is this:
The Bible describes who God is and what He is like.
| believe the Bible.

What Calvinism says about God is incompatible with what the Bible says about God.



Part 13- God is Patient with Himself

for no Apparent Reason

The authors try to get their position to merge with 2 Peter and it just gets perplexing:
Although common grace does not save people, God's delaying his judgment allows
many to come to salvation: "The Lord is not slow to fulfill his promise as some count
slowness, but is patient toward you, not wishing that any should perish, but that all
should reach repentance" (2 Peter 3:9). Such common grace already demonstrates a

large measure of God's goodness and mercy toward all Mankind.

If God has determined from eternity past who will and will not be saved, then how is
delaying his judgement allowing anyone to be saved? He’s being patient with Himself?
Essentially, He planned before creation who would be saved and who would not, and now
He’s waiting on Himself to finish saving those who He determined would be saved so that
all of the elect should reach repentance? Let me cut out the middle and just quote this
section again:

common grace does not save people...Such common grace already demonstrates a

large measure of God's goodness and mercy toward all Mankind.
And previously they said:

Election is an act of God before creation in which He chooses some people to be saved
And now:

God's delaying his judgment allows many to come to salvation
No. Just, absolutely no.
First, God is not ALLOWING anyone to be IRRESISTABLY dragged into faith anymore

than Kevin ALLOWS me to get wet when he pushes me into the pool. Again, on



Calvinism, saying God ALLOWS anyone to come to salvation is like saying the police
ALLOW some people to spend the rest of their lives in jail.

And secondly, on Calvinism, God is obviously not ALLOWING anyone who isn’t elect to
come to salvation at all, so what is this even about?

But if 2 Peter 3:9 is about the elect, it gets even more ridiculous, because we’re supposed
to believe that God is patient toward the elect, not wishing any of the elect to perish, but
that all the elect should reach repentance as He already Determined they would from
eternity past. God not only determines WHO will be saved, but WHEN they will be saved.
WHAT is he WAITING FOR? Calvin has told us over and over that God controls
EVERYTHING down to the last molecule, and so if something has not yet happened, it is
entirely because He has determined it. How can the God who is controlling LITERALLY
EVERYTHING also be “patient toward you”? If He’s waiting for us, it’'s because he

determined us to make Him wait for us. It’s truly dizzying theology.

They tell us that, the fact that God is patiently waiting for those who He chose before
creation to be saved, to reach repentance, “demonstrates a large measure of God's
goodness and mercy toward all Mankind.” How? They admit at the start that “common grace
does not save people.” It’s utter nonsense! His patience with the elect won’t keep a single
lost sinner out of hell, so how is this even common grace? It’s not!
Once again we are told to look at the doctrine in a manner selfish enough to give no
thought to those who are being lost.

The doctrine of election demonstrates to us that God loved us, not for who we are or

what we have done or will do, but simply because he decided to love us.

“Us” here means ONLY the elect. We won the salvation lottery, so we should believe that
this means God loves only us and just ignore those verses about God so loving the
WORLD, because those verses don’t mean love like he loves US. Those verses are about
a different kind of love - a love for people who you give rain and sunshine and eternal
damnation with no hope of salvation or chance for repentance. That sounds like | am

being sarcastic, but it is literally their position. This is NOT what Jesus taught.

Calvinists have literally preached that, when they see their family, friends and children in
hell, they will celebrate because it somehow gives glory to God. While also filling Him
with great sorrow as they explained previously.
It’'s not a mystery, it’'s a pile of nonsense so close to blasphemy that they share a zip
code. Just read this and see if you can figure out what it means:
"The Lord is not slow to fulfill his promise as some count slowness, but is patient toward
you, not wishing that any should perish, but that all should reach repentance”
(2 Peter 3:9)



I’'m not going to sugar coat this. If you think this verse and all of those like it are
compatible with Calvin’s ‘Election’ or Limited Atonement, you may just be illiterate.

God is more merciful than you’re willing to accept. His mercy is not limited.

If | can take one more rabbit trail - Not all Calvinists are Determinists.

| mentioned this before, but | feel | need to address it again. Determinism is the belief that
God controls literally every molecule in the universe, such that He is the only being in
existence who has ever made a real and free choice. Every thought, feeling, belief and
action of every person who has ever lived, according to this system, was scripted out by
God before time began. Every single event in all of history, everywhere in the universe,
was just the falling of dominos. From Adam and Eve to Satan himself and you and your
wife and kids - EVERYTHING was DETERMINED.

But as | said, not every Calvinist believes this. As far as | can figure, there is no direct
requirement for TULIP and Determinism to be packaged together. It may be just a
coincidence that a lot of Determinists and Calvinists are the same people. If you are a
Calvinist and you are not a Determinist, then | want you to know, | see you.

There you are. And you look good.

Some of the things the Grudems and RC Sproul say might not apply to your belief
system, even though (as far as | understand him) John Calvin himself was a determinist.
If you’re a person who embraces TULIP, but not Determinism, then let me have a word

with you for a second. Let me explain where you fit into all of this.

On your view, God lets people make free choices. When we sin, it is not because we
slavishly obey a scripted programming. We’re not just puppets moving our lips when the
ventriloquist talks. We are capable of committing “Cosmic treason,” to an extent.
However, while that changes your system into one a lot less incompatible with basic
humanity, it’s still incompatible with the Bible. The Determinists have to believe that the
father of the prodigal son is the literal cause of his son taking the money and running.
That father determined every bottle of booze and every ‘woman of the night’ the boy
would throw away the money on. The father would be the actual reason the boy came
home, being dragged away from the pig sty against his will, until the father changed his
will and he was then glad to be home again.

Your view has choices, but not where it matters. On your view, the son took the money
because he chose greed over love. He decided for himself how to spend that money on
wicked living. And maybe he even realized his lowly state face down in the mud of the pig

sty. However...



On TULIP, the boy chose the money over love because he was BORN greedy and selfish.
Being Totally Depraved, there was nothing else he was capable of doing. Until the father
changed his heart, the son was wicked and selfish. He could no more choose love over
greed than he could choose to flap his arms and fly. And don’t think he didn’t try!

He tied that towel around his neck and jumped off the roof more than once, flapping like

a chicken on fire! But it was not to be, for it was impossible. He was Totally Unable to fly.

On TULIP, the boy could choose what evils he squandered the money on. He could even
choose to invest some of it wisely, and maybe even give some to those in need. What he
COULD not do is choose to go home and ask for mercy. Like Judas at the end of his life,
he could look at the wickedness he had done and despise it. Also like Judas, he could
not repent and ask for mercy. On TULIP, he would have spent the rest of his life face
down in the mud, far from his father. He could choose anything except going home to

repent. That is literally the ONE choice he didn’t have.

To interject TULIP into the story- somehow the father changes the boy’s heart so that he
now chooses love over greed. And while he’s at it, the father drags the boy back home,
tied hand and foot so he can neither struggle against it, nor help in any way.

And depending on your Calvinist, let’s just say the son died there in the pig sty, and then
his father came, carried his lifeless body home, and then brought him back to life with a

new heart and new desires. That’s pretty TULIP. Right?

But there was another brother - one not mentioned in the version Jesus tells. Like the
first one, he was born selfish. He was sent away from home to live in wickedness. He
ends up face down in the mud. But this boy doesn’t get to come home. The father steps
over his cold body and walks past without a glance to carry his brother home, leaving the
un-elect son to lay in the mud until he is eaten by those pigs. His father doesn’t want him.
But what if somehow that son came to his senses and walked home?

On TULIP, the father does NOT run out to meet him. The gate stays closed and locked.
The son says to him, ‘Father, | have sinned against heaven and against you. | am no
longer worthy to be called your son.’

And the Father says, “You are DEAD to me. | never wanted you. Get lost.”

That is TULIP, and there’s a good reason that Jesus didn’t tell the story that way.

I’ll say this again- my problem is NOT with God’s justice or his Sovereignty.

My problem with Calvinism is that it is incompatible with the God of the Bible.

Jesus did NOT teach Calvinism. He lived and He taught a very different story than Calvin.



Part 14- Irresistible Grace

A while back | introduced the | of TULIP, which was Irresistible Grace. Here the authors

bring in the concept without the name to both teach and horribly muddile the idea of faith.
Pg 90, CH 13, What Does It Mean to Become a Christian? Effective Calling
This kind of calling is a summons from the king of the universe; it is a summons that
can't be denied, and it brings about the desired response in people's hearts.

Note: “can't be denied” (But really, can ANYTHING?)
This calling is an act of God the Father, speaking through the human proclamation of the
gospel, in which he summons people to himself in such a way that they respond in
saving faith. Because it comes from God and always results in saving faith, it is
sometimes referred to as effective calling.

Note: “always results in saving faith”

The Calling of God Vs The Calling of God

But there is a broader sense of "calling" that refers to any preaching of the gospel to
anyone, whether they respond or not. In distinction from effective calling, which always
brings response, we can talk about the "gospel call" in general, which goes forth to all

people, and which is sometimes referred to as external calling or general calling.

Now we have two distinct and conflicting kinds of ‘calling’. One is irresistible and causes
a person to believe, and the other is a useless waste of time. Clearly those to whom the
call is effective are the ‘elect,” and those to whom the call is general are not the elect,
though an elect person can hear a NON effective calling MANY times before they hear the

EFFECTIVE calling. Whether the person hearing is non-elect or elect but not at the time



they were determined to believe (because they have been given the gift of faith which
makes them believe) a general calling is a waste of time, and it doesn’t matter how it is
done, the result will ALWAYS be nothing. This is why evangelism is not a high Calvinist
priority. More accurately, this is why it SHOULDN'T BE. If Calvinism is true, then sharing
the gospel is like putting up a sign instructing people NOT to read the sign. Why bother?

\1

In John 12, Jesus says:

“And |, when | am lifted up from the earth, will draw all people to myself.”
According to Calvin, that ‘drawing’ is apparently a ‘general’ draw, because otherwise
Jesus would be a universalist. Clearly Jesus doesn’t mean this drawing of “ALL people”
is an effectual call, or He is saying that, as of the crucifixion, literally everyone on earth is
Elect. Maybe Jesus intended to do something else which will only draw the elect because
to them it will be effective. Jesus doesn’t say that here, but we’re meant to believe He
intended to, but just forgot. Calvin must assume that Jesus forgot to mention a LOT of
things in his teaching. It’s a good thing Calvin is here to fill in those gaps.
Now in John 6 Jesus says:

“No one can come to me unless the Father who sent me draws him.”
In this verse, Calvin believes that Jesus is talking about an effective call, and when he
says “no one can come to me unless the father draw him” we’re supposed to assume Jesus
meant “No one who the Father draws can resist coming to me,” even though neither the
English nor the Greek allows the actual text to mean this in some equivalent sense.
Both John 6:44 and John 12:32 use the same Greek word for “draw”, but thanks to Calvin
we know that one of them is a general invitation (which is not meant sincerely to most
people) and the other is an irresistible DRAGGING which no one can resist.
Like | said, Calvin is here to offer a LOT of helpful corrections to a LOT of the Bible. I'm
sure Jesus appreciates the help. Otherwise, when Jesus used the same word in a very

similar context, we might think he meant the same thing!



If instead of accepting helpful corrections from John Calvin, we assume that Jesus said
the things he meant, and that John actually read his own book as he wrote it, we can put
these two passages together and have Jesus communicating;
“No one can come to me unless the Father who sent me draws him, And I, when | am
lifted up from the earth, will draw all people to myself.”
Jesus is telling us that the way in which God the Father is going to draw all people to
himself is through Jesus, and if people don’t come to God through Jesus, they will not be
able to come to God. The Gospel is the invitation to come to God, and Jesus is the Way.
John has spelled it out for us:
We can come to God because God draws us to Him. How? Through Jesus.

But that’s not Calvinism. It’s merely Biblical.

Drawing Sheep

Let’s take a minute and look at John chapter 6, since it’s one a lot of Calvinists use to
claim the Bible teaches Unconditional Election and Irresistible Grace:

All those the Father gives me will come to me...I shall lose none of all those he has

given me (John 6:37 & 39)
If you remember my flat earth metaphor from the intro- this is the kind of thing that
sounds VERY Calvin if you’ve been taught Calvinism. If you haven’t, then you might not
have ANY idea how Calvinists are interpreting this. | know this because I’ve had lots of
conversations with people, and it’s funny how things that seem OBVIOUS to one person
is something the next can’t see or hear even after you point it out to them.
But that’s why people like me write books like this.
To Calvin, All those the Father gives me HAS to mean the elect. Because of TULIP.

No one can come to me unless the Father who sent me draws them (John 6:44)
First off, it should be pretty obvious that Jesus has NOT said, “no one can come to me
except those elect from eternity past.” Jesus has simply set up a condition. Can a person
come to Jesus if the Father has not drawn that person? No. But does Jesus here say
WHO has been drawn? Not yet. But in verse 45, Jesus explains who the Father is drawing
to the Son:

Everyone who has heard the Father and learned from him comes to me.
Can a person come to Jesus if the Father has not drawn that person? No.
But does Jesus here say WHO has been drawn? Yes. “Everyone who has heard the Father
and learned from him.” That is who is coming to Jesus.
Jesus explains this in John 10 when he explains that the reason why the Father’s sheep
become His sheep are because Jesus and the Father are one:

Jesus answered, “...The works | do in my Father’s name testify about me, but you do

not believe because you are not my sheep. My sheep listen to my voice; | know them,



and they follow me. | give them eternal life, and they shall never perish; no one will
snatch them out of my hand. My Father, who has given them to me, is greater than all;
no one can snatch them out of my Father’s hand. | and the Father are one.”
(John 10:24-30)
So let’s put a few things together:
No one can come to me unless the Father who sent me draws them. It is written in the
Prophets: ‘They will all be taught by God.” Everyone who has heard the Father and
learned from him comes to me. (John 6:44-45)
My sheep listen to my voice...My Father, who has given them to me, is greater than all
(John 10:24-30)
Jesus is explaining that those who belong to the Father (sheep) are the Jews who are
believing in Jesus. Those who are rejecting Jesus (not sheep) do not belong to the
Father. None of this is about Calvinistic Election. It’s about the fact that Jesus and the
Father are one, such that those who belong to the Father will belong to the Son.
In 1845, people lived in Texas, and they were Texans. They were not Americans. But then,
at the end of 1845, Texas became a state, and so the Texans became Americans. No
territory could become a state unless the USA invited them. No Texan could be part of
America unless America invited them. Everyone who was a Texan when Texas became a
state, became an American. As of December 29, 1845, Texas and America are one.

That’s why TRUE Jews became Christians. It’s not a perfect metaphor, but | stand by it.

Jesus references Isaiah 54:13, which says “All your children will be taught by the Lord and
great will be their peace.” This passage is about God restoring the people of Israel after
judgement. Jesus says “Everyone who has heard the Father and learned from him comes to
me.” Jesus does not paint a picture of some group of elect coming to Him, but rather,
those who belong to the Father. Those who belong to the father are those who heard and
learned from Him, and those who had the opportunity were “ALL”.

John chapter 6 (and a bunch of other chapters) all present an opportunity presented to
ALL. ‘They will all be taught by God.” And I, when | am lifted up from the earth, will draw all
people to myself.” The Bible is consistent, and Jesus is clear; God has sent the invitation
out to all of the Jews and then to all of the Gentiles. Like in the parable of the banquet
(Luke 14:15-24 and Matthew 22:1-14), an invitation is given to those who choose to
reject it, not to those unable to accept it. This is in line with Jesus lamenting over
Jerusalem in Matthew 23:37 and Luke 13:34; “/ have longed to gather your children together,
as a hen gathers her chicks under her wings, and you were not willing.”

Jesus does not teach Irresistible Grace. He teaches a universal grace- an invitation sent
first to the Jew and then to the Gentile. Those who are not in the banquet are those who
refused to come, or those who refused to come clothed in the righteousness of Christ.

Never do we see Jesus present those who came because they could not choose to reject,



and never do we see Jesus present those who did not come because they were not

invited. Jesus was not a Calvinist.

100% Effective... Unless It's Said Wrong

Our Calvinist authors have decided that some people are elect, and God chose them for
salvation from eternity past. They CANNOT resist the call when it is made to them, and
their decisions are determined by their desires, which God uses to get the result he
wants. And yet, they have decided that you can give the gospel and still screw it up:
Elements of the Gospel Call - There are three key elements that should be a part of
every gospel call: an explanation of the facts concerning salvation; an invitation to
respond to Christ personally in repentance and faith; and a promise of forgiveness and

eternal life.

There are three key elements that should be a part of every gospel call... But WHY?
If the person is Elect, and the call is effective, then they CANNOT resist. This is like
saying, “If you don’t say ‘Have a nice TRIP! See you next FALL!” when you push him into
the pool, he won’t get wet.” Gravity is irresistible.
The Grudems continue trying to teach you how to give a call which the elect cannot
resist because God decided they would accept it from eternity past:
Pg 92 - But simply stating these facts isn't enough. There must be an invitation to
repent and believe this good news personally.
Calling this an “invitation” is like saying being arrested is an invitation to spend time in

jail, or pushing you off a cliff is an invitation for you to experience gravity induced

acceleration. It’s misleading at best.




An invitation is, by definition, something you can accept or reject. Jesus includes this in
the Parable of the Banquet:
Jesus replied: “A certain man was preparing a great banquet and invited many guests.
At the time of the banquet he sent his servant to tell those who had been invited, ‘Come,
for everything is now ready.’ But they all alike began to make excuses.” Luke 14:15-24
And another version:
He sent his servants to those who had been invited to the banquet to tell them to come,
but they refused to come. Matt 22:3
Just like in his parable of the Prodigal Son, Jesus screws up the Calvinist doctrine He
obviously meant to teach with these parables. Clearly Jesus meant to tell the story so
that everyone who was invited HAD to be there, and no one else was invited. Otherwise
this looks like Jesus is teaching... | don’t know. Something about it feels familiar. Let me
check my notes.
| seem to remember reading this somewhere:
“Scripture continually views us as personal creatures who make willing choices to
accept or reject the gospel... This invitation and many others like it are addressed to
genuine persons who are capable of hearing the invitation and responding to it by a
decision of their wills.”
Yeah! An invitation, like in Jesus’s story about the banquet! And people are CAPABLE of
hearing the invitation and responding to it by a decision of their wills, like in the parable
of the banquet! Exactly! Now, where is that quote from? Give me a second to look it up.
| found it. Page 82 of... Christian Beliefs: Twenty Basics Every Christian Should Know
by Wayne Grudem, and Elliot Grudem.

WHAAAAAAA???

Hang on... | need a second...



According to Calvinism, either you MUST accept, or you CANNOT. And just as a
reminder, for those who cannot accept, there is literally nothing for them to accept
anyway as (on Calvinism) Jesus did not die for their sins, so the invitation is a lie. The
Calvinist will tell you that, we don’t know who the elect are, so it’s ok to pretend that they
MIGHT be until we know better, but to me this doesn’t change the fact that Jesus
commanded his disciples to “Go into all the world and preach the gospel to all creation.”
(Mark 16:15) This is a very strange command if you remember that we are supposed to
accept the idea that God has already decided, from eternity past, that MOST people will
be UNABLE to accept the Gospel, and the few that accept it have no choice because they
were determined to be saved from eternity past.

| suppose that Calvin would edit Mark 16:15 to say, “Go into all the world and preach to all
creation, “Hey, some of you are going to get the gift of faith! Maybe you! But probably not.”

What is the point of preaching the gospel to anyone? Surely the Calvinist doesn’t think
God can’t save the Elect if we don’t preach to them, because then their salvation is

determined a little bit by our works and we are helping God to save them.

Doesn'’t this just seem like busy work?

Like, this won’t affect your grade, but it will kill twenty minutes. Is it just me?
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THEN | REALIZED: HE MUST BE A CALVINIST




Part 15- Responding in Faith

Because they have to do SOMETHING with it, the authors get around to John 3:16 and

hope we don’t think about it too much because, ideally, we’ve accepted their whole

“Mystery” schtick:
To those who respond in faith to the gospel call, God promises that their sins will be
forgiven and that they will experience eternal life with God himself. "For God so loved
the world, that he gave his only Son, that whoever believes in him should not perish but
have eternal life" (John 3:16). As Jesus said in John 6:37, "Whoever comes to me | will

never cast out." (emphasis mine, as per usual)

Consider for a moment that the Elect may hear the gospel many times for years and
reject it over and over. But if they are Elect, then at some point they will accept it and be
saved. What the Grudems have said above seems to imply that the way we present the
gospel can persuade people to accept or reject it, but that would mean that we HELP God
to save people, even if just a little, so clearly they didn’t mean that. But the larger
question is, why does God refuse to have them accept it the first time? If He has chosen
them to be saved, why wait? This verse seems to indicate God is being patient with us:

The Lord is not slow to fulfill his promise as some count slowness, but is patient toward

you, not wishing that any should perish, but that all should reach repentance.

(2 Peter 3:9)

However, this verse indicates that any particular person is capable of accepting or
rejecting the gospel. It would mean God’s patience is due to his wanting all people to be

saved, and not his own refusal to just flip the FAITH switch on those Elect people right



away. So again, Calvin decided that God is waiting for Himself to finally flip the faith
switch on a person who was always elect from eternity past.
Which still forces us to ignore half of this verse entirely. The whole verse fits into the

Gospel box, but only part of it can fit into the Calvin box.

Calvin teaches that God commands us to repent, knowing that only the Elect will EVER
be able to, but also knowing that the elect are also TOTALLY UNABLE to repent until
AFTER God regenerates them and gives them the gift of faith. But then He also refuses to
make the Elect repent until a particular time, maybe very long into their life after many
years of being a lost sinner. The Grudems are about to explain this.
None of this makes sense by itself, and it absolutely does not make sense when
compared to what it taught in the Bible. The authors continue:
After the invitation to respond to the gospel is given, God must bring about a change in
an individual's heart before he or she is able to respond in faith. That change, a
secret act of God in which he imparts new spiritual life to us, is sometimes called

regeneration. We play no role in this regeneration; it is completely an act of God.

Let me clarify: Even the Elect CANNOT respond positively to the gospel. They are born

TOTALLY incapable of repenting and accepting the gospel.

Let me also remind you of a few things they said previously in this book:
Pg 82 - “Scripture continually views us as personal creatures who make willing choices
to accept or reject the gospel.”
“This invitation and many others like it (for example Matt 11:28) are addressed to
genuine persons who are capable of hearing the invitation and responding to it by a
decision of their wills. These real decisions have eternal consequences as is shown in
John 3:18...7



Both of these statements are Biblical and true, but incompatible with their Calvinism. For
a moment they close the Calvin box and open the Gospel box. But they soon shut the
gospel box and go back into the Calvin box. Now we learn that their system teaches that,
not only are these statements a lie about MOST people, but even for the elect this is not
true. In their system, even the Elect CANNOT accept the gospel until God “regennerates”
them. This is what | referred to as “flipping the FAITH switch,” and what they will
describe as “being given a new heart.” As they said above, this is “completely an act of
God.” It is something God does TO the Elect, not merely for them and certainly not with

them. The elect has NO part to play.

God flips the switch in the mind of the elect from “Reject” to “Accept,” and they discover

that they have a faith which has been given to them, just as a lightbulb discovers it is
emitting light because you flipped the switch to “on.” The lightbulb doesn’t help or even
consent. A switch is flipped, and the light goes on. The lightbulb plays no part in the

change. It simply receives it. It doesn’t know until after it’s been lit up.

Pg 93- How the Call Is Responded To

Once God has summoned through an effective call and changed a person's heart
through regeneration, the necessary response is repentance and faith.

But since the gospel call is a personal call, it requires a personal response. This willing,
personal, individual response to the gospel call, in which a person sincerely repents of

his sins and places his trust in Christ for salvation, is called conversion.
Once again, this is either dishonest or a baffling misunderstanding of their own system.
The authors have said “the necessary response is repentance and faith,” and yet, how can

something be a “necessary response” to an irresistible change which is done to them?

Again, this is like saying, “Falling is the necessary response to being pushed off a cliff.”



&r
This feels right...

Remember they said this at the start of this section:

This kind of calling is a summons from the king of the universe; it is a summons that

can't be denied, and it brings about the desired response in people's hearts.

It CANNOT be denied, and yet it carries with it a “necessary response”? But the reason
you not only CAN do this, but WILL do this is because God has flipped your faith switch
to ON. It’s not a response, it is merely a RESULT:
That change, a secret act of God in which he imparts new spiritual life to us, is
sometimes called regeneration. We play no role in this regeneration; it is completely an
act of God.

In the passages below, it seems that the authors not only think that regeneration is
necessary before a person can repent and have faith, but also that regeneration is when
God puts repentance and faith in you, such that they are not actually a response to
regeneration, but they are the substance of regeneration.

If | have true saving faith, | no longer simply believe facts about Jesus; instead, |

personally trust Jesus to save me.

This is true, and it is found in the GOSPEL box. But again, if Calvinism is true, this is
something not even the elect can choose to do. This, on their system, is something God
does to you when you are regenerated, and no one is BORN regenerated. Regeneration
happens when you are able to hear and understand the gospel preached to you (when it
is an Effective Call), which may be many years into a person’s life. Again, they describe
as a "response” what is merely a RESULT. The light bulb does not RESPOND when the
switch is flipped by emitting light. It simply emits light as a resulit.



The Grudems continue:
This trust involves two aspects: repentance and faith. Paul preached a gospel "of
repentance toward God and of faith in our Lord Jesus Christ" (Acts 20:21). The author of
Hebrews says that the first two elements of foundational Christian teaching are
"repentance from dead works" and "faith toward God" (Heb. 6:1). Repentance means a
conscious decision to turn away from your sins, and faith means turning to Christ to

forgive those sins.

But once again they are talking as if this is something a person can choose to do. This
fits into the Gospel box, but it cannot be found in the Calvin box. A “conscious decision”
is not something which is done to you. It is something you choose to make happen while
aware that you are choosing to make it happen. But they just told us this:
After the invitation to respond to the gospel is given, God must bring about a change in
an individual's heart before he or she is able to respond in faith. That change, a
secret act of God in which he imparts new spiritual life to us, is sometimes called

regeneration. We play no role in this regeneration; it is completely an act of God.

Here they say “We play no role in this regeneration; it is completely an act of God,” and yet
continue talking as if we have a choice we can make when they say “he or she is able to
respond in faith.” But they have already told us that we cannot choose to respond, which
they described as “it is a summons that can't be denied” and affirmed by saying “God must
bring about a change in an individual's heart before he or she is able to respond in faith.”
Regeneration does NOT give us the ABILITY to respond. It flips the faith switch to ON.
We are not ABLE to NOT respond positively, so what sense does it make to say he or she
is ABLE to respond? This is like saying, “After | push you off the cliff, you will be ABLE
to fall.” It’s true in a sense, but it’s very misleading at best.

So again, the idea of this system is that faith and repentance are the result of (or
substance of) something God does to us, which we CANNOT do even if we are one of the
Elect. The Calvinist is forced to tell us what is in the Gospel box, and then use what is in
the Calvin box to explain what they saw in the Gospel box without ever comparing the

contents of both boxes. Let me divide their doctrine into the proper boxes:

Gospel Box: the necessary response is repentance and faith. But since the gospel call is a
personal call, it requires a personal response. This willing, personal, individual response to the
gospel call, in which a person sincerely repents of his sins and places his trust in Christ for

salvation, is called conversion.

Calvin Box: After the invitation to respond to the gospel is given, God must bring about a

change in an individual's heart before he or she is able to respond in faith. That change, a



secret act of God in which he imparts new spiritual life to us, is sometimes called regeneration.

We play no role in this regeneration; it is completely an act of God.

In Luke 18:9-14 Jesus tells The Parable of the Pharisee and the Tax Collector:
Jesus told this parable.... the tax collector stood at a distance. He would not even look
up to heaven, but beat his breast and said, ‘God, have mercy on me, a sinner.’
“l tell you that this man, rather than the other, went home justified before God. For all
those who exalt themselves will be humbled, and those who humble themselves will be

exalted.”

Once again, Jesus describes the sinner in the same manner he described the prodigal
son in Luke 15:
“When he came to his senses, he said, “...I will set out and go back to my father and say
to him: Father, | have sinned against heaven and against you. | am no longer worthy to
be called your son; make me like one of your hired servants.” So he got up and went to
his father.

A man in a sorry state because of his own sin, recognizes his sad state and decides to
ask for mercy. Jesus says of these men, “those who humble themselves will be exalted.”
Jesus does not say, "For all those elect who are exalted (or regenerated) by God will be
humbled...” Yet this is the order presented by Calvin. You are a totally depraved sinner,
incapable of any spiritual good. Then God regenerates you (exalts you), making you able
to respond in faith. Then you discover that you believe, and have humbly repented of

your sins. Calvin presents the opposite of Jesus’ teaching.

Many of the same elements which are in the Gospel box are found in the Calvin box, but
they MUST be rearranged or TULIP no longer makes sense. If a wicked tax collector can
humble HIMSELF, then how can we continue to say he was TOTALLY DEPRAVED?

When Jesus commands everyone to repent, we must assume that He knows they
CANNOT repent, otherwise what becomes of Irresistible Grace? And if literally anyone
hearing His message can repent, then what becomes of Limited Atonement?

In order to protect TULIP from the teachings of Jesus, we need to change the order of
events so, instead of a sinner having the faith to believe God is merciful and good,
humbling himself and asking for mercy, after which he is forgiven and given a new heart,
we must instead assert that the sinner is given a new heart and the gift of faith, after
which he discovers that he believes in Jesus and is able to repent.

The prodigal son must be welcomed home by his father BEFORE he is able to realize he
is face down in the mud because of his own foolishness. This is what is taken to protect

Calvin from the teachings of Jesus.



Part 16- What God Does

Pg 95 ch 14

Paul writes in Romans 8:30 that those whom God called "he also justified." We
discussed "calling" in the previous chapter. In this chapter, we will discuss what God
does after he effectively calls someone and after that person responds positively to

God's call in repentance and saving faith.

Actually, we discussed two different callings in that previous chapter. But the issue here
on out is the continuing question as to the relationship between faith, repentance, and
regeneration, and where, if anywhere, a person makes a choice of any kind or if the Elect
person is entirely passive. Does ‘that person responds positively” actually mean “that
person does ABSOLUTELY NOTHING”?
Paul is clear that this justification comes after we respond to the gospel call in faith
and that justification is God's response to our faith. In Romans 3:26, Paul writes that
God is the "justifier of the one who has faith in Jesus" and in Romans 5:1 that we are
"justified by faith." In Galatians 2:16 he writes, "We know that a person is not justified by
works of the law but through faith in Jesus Christ." These verses clearly show that
justification is by faith.
So, “justification is by faith” and “justification is God's response to our faith” and “we respond to
the gospel call in faith.” But what is FAITH? Is it something we DO?
Look, I've read Romans 8, and Paul doesn’t make it easy. That’s why Peter complains
about Paul’s writing. Yes, that’s in the Bible. And it’'s true. Sometimes you just want to
shout, “PAUL! Bro! Can you maybe try that again? Not all of us studied under Gamaliel."”

But our dear friends, the Grudems, also don’t make it easy. I’ll try and help them out.



Reminders of their statements from previous chapters:

1. Election is an act of God before creation in which He chooses some people to be
saved.

2. God must bring about a change in an individual's heart before he or she is able to
respond in faith. That change, a secret act of God in which he imparts new spiritual life to
us, is sometimes called regeneration. We play no role in this regeneration; it is
completely an act of God.

3. [God] summons people to himself in such a way that they respond in saving faith.
Because it comes from God and always results in saving faith, it is sometimes referred
to as effective calling.

4. Once God has summoned through an effective call and changed a person's heart
through regeneration, the necessary response is repentance and faith.

5. Repentance means a conscious decision to turn away from your sins, and faith

means turning to Christ to forgive those sins.

Let’s see what part of this we do as a “willing, personal, individual response” as they said;

1. Done from eternity past by God

2. We play no role, it is completely an act of God.

3. We CANNOT resist - it comes from God and always results in saving faith

4. The result of 2&3

5. (see 4)

So, absolutely nothing. They just said “justification comes after we respond to the gospel call
in faith and that justification is God's response to our faith,” but we don’t RESPOND. We are
CHANGED.

They call it a “necessary response”. Perhaps | am being semantic, but | think repentance
and faith, in this system, is not a ‘necessary response’, but an irresistible response - a
result equivalent to a chemical reaction. I've never heard anyone claim that God
regenerates a person who doesn’t repent and believe, and so it seems that these are
intended to be two sides of the same coin. While it doesn’t seem to be expressed clearly
in this book, most Calvinists will say that Faith itself is a gift which, like regeneration (or
as part of it?) is entirely of God and something we don’t even WANT until after He has
bestowed it to us. The Grudems imply this briefly in this line:

God honors our initial faith (faith that he gives us)

They have just identified faith as something God GIVES us. So which is it? Something we
do as a response to the gospel? Something God responds to? A “willing, personal,
individual response”? Or something GIVEN to us which is “completely an act of God”?

Part of the problem, not only with the Grudems but with a lot of theological discussions,

is that people cannot decide what FAITH is. Calvinists talk about it like it is something



God DOES TO us, something God PUTS IN US, and something God demands OF US. But
they also said “ faith means turning to Christ” which is clearly something WE DO, and they
said “justification is God's response to our faith.” We TURN ourselves to Christ- otherwise
they would have said faith means BEING TURNED TO Christ. They describe it here as
active and not passive. This seems to be a description of faith from the Gospel box.

But then they also have the description of faith from the Calvin Box where God GIVES us
faith, and “We play no role, it is completely an act of God.” This is purely passive.

These cannot all be true in the same way. But we’re not done. Just to muddy the waters
some more, the Grudems mentioned God responding to our faith. The proof text below is

only going to make things worse:

Pg 96- Justification by Faith Alone

Paul explains that people are "justified" by God's grace "as a gift, through the
redemption that is in Christ Jesus" (Rom. 3:24). In Ephesians 2:8-9, Paul is clear when
he writes, "By grace you have been saved through faith. And this is not your own doing,
it is the gift of God, not a result of works, so that no one may boast."

Justification comes as a result of God's grace (which means we don't deserve it), and it
comes as God's response to our faith (which is the opposite of depending on

ourselves or our good works).

See that phrase at the end there? “faith (which is the opposite of depending on ourselves or
our good works).” This paragraph is weirdly worded, but | think | can say with confidence
that they have just defined “Faith” to mean “the opposite of depending on ourselves or our
good works”. This can be aligned pretty easily with their previous statement, “faith means
turning to Christ to forgive those sins.” In that light, regeneration and faith seem to mean the
same thing. Or perhaps Faith is one of the parts of Regeneration? All I’'m saying is, if you

bought them both on line, Amazon would ship them to you in the same Calvinist box.

When they read Ephesians 2, Calvinists tend to interpret “it is the gift of God” to refer to
Faith, instead of (as was almost certainly intended by Paul) the entire phrase “By grace
you have been saved, through faith.” In the Calvin box, since FAITH is something God
gives/does to us, and we are TOTALLY DEPRAVED and DEAD in our sins, any claim to
choose to believe in Jesus, or accept the Gospel, or any such thing is seen as describing
a WORK WE DID which ultimately caused our salvation. Remember they said this:

If election were ultimately based on our decision, it would seem to diminish God's

love, cheapen his grace (for there would be some merit on our part), and diminish the

glory that is due him for our salvation.

In the Calvin box, “Turning to Christ”, if it is something we do, would be a work which

merits our salvation. Because it is something we have to do in order to be saved, they



decide it means we are essentially HELPING God to save us, thereby HELPING Jesus to
pay for our sins. These authors talk SORT OF as if we choose to put our faith in Jesus,
while at the same time implying that this is something we do because of what God does
to us (regeneration). They say, ““faith means turning to Christ,” and they call it a “necessary
response”. Turning and responding are things we do, not (as far as they described them)
things that are done to us while we remain entirely passive. But they’ve already locked
themselves into a position where we cannot CHOOSE to do these things. It cannot be

“based on our decision.”

So “justification... comes as God's response to our faith,” But “God must bring about a change
in an individual's heart before he or she is able to respond in faith...called regeneration. We
play no role in this regeneration; it is completely an act of God.” They also say “Once God has
summoned through an effective call and changed a person's heart through regeneration, the
necessary response is repentance and faith.” Why do they say “necessary response”?

Again, it seems like they are suggesting that, because God Elected to push us into the

pool, we ‘respond’ by getting wet.

------

It seems that they may intend “necessary” to mean what HAS to follow, as opposed to

what is required- more of a cause and effect as opposed to a morally right response. It is
‘necessary’, not as an obligation, but in a metaphysical sense, meaning that it can not be
any other way. Once submerged in the pool, one becomes necessarily wet.

But then the use of the word "response” is misleading because we do not and cannot
respond by repenting and “turning to Christ”. Repentance and turning to Christ has

happened to us, just as getting wet happens when we are pushed into the pool. It might



be a necessary result, but it is not a "response" as we cannot respond or even react. All
of these, on this Calvinistic view, happen to us, and we come to realize it after it has been
done to us. The attempt to maintain both Calvinism and our ability to make real,

meaningful choices forces them into word play and contradiction.

According to Calvin, We DO NOT humble ourselves and have faith, we are GIVEN faith
and discover that we have been humbled. The problem again is the teaching of Jesus
and the rest of the New Testament:

“..those who humble themselves will be exalted.” (Matthew 23:12)
And verses which say Humble Yourself, You humbled yourself, seek humility, etc.

James 4:10,

1 Peter 5:6,

2 Chronicles 7:14,

Daniel 10:12,

Zephaniah 2:3,

Luke 14:11,

Matthew 18:4,

1 Kings 21:29,

Exodus 10:3
While the authors fail to clarify it, this section seems to imply the doctrine of election and
Limited Atonement:

Pg 97- In John 1:12 we are told that to all who received Christ, to those "who believed in

his name, he gave the right to become children of God." This is not a privilege

available for everyone; Paul says in Ephesians 2:2-3 that those who don't believe in

Christ are "sons of disobedience" and "children of wrath."

To most Christians, this claim that those who don't believe in Christ are "sons of
disobedience” and "children of wrath" would be a moral judgement on them for rejecting
God and embracing their sin, just as when Jesus says of those who reject him in
Jerusalem “YOU were not willing” (Matthew 23:37). However, because of their Calvinist
foundation, these authors are most likely intending to describe the non-Elect as having
been born to be sinners, existing only to have God’s wrath poured out on them (they are
the vessel made for a dishonorable purpose in Rom 9:20-21). This is not, on their system,
an accusation of those “who suppress the truth by their wickedness” (Romans 1) but
instead the identification of their species, in a sense. They don’t become children of

wrath by rejecting God’s Mercy. They were ALWAYS children of wrath, from eternity past.

Where Jesus says you must be born again, the Calvinist says you were born a hell bound
sinner the same way a moose was born to be a moose and can be nothing else. Even if

the moose wanted to be a sparrow, he could not climb into an egg and hatch as a



sparrow. Similarly, the non-Elect do not want salvation, but even if they did, they could
not be born again. They are not children of God waiting to have the faith switch flipped to
on. They are children of wrath waiting for the "common grace” to end and the wrath to

begin. Jesus did not die for their sins. That was a privilege for the elect.

Pg 102, ch 15
Becoming a Christian is a gift from God that requires our involvement; we find the

same to be true for sanctification. Progress in sanctification is a gift of grace, but it is a
gift we can expect to receive. Just as God honors our initial faith (faith that he gives

us), he also honors our continual acts of faith and obedience...

It is strange that they say “Becoming a Christian is a gift from God that requires our
involvement” as many a Calvinist has said, “l contributed nothing to my salvation except
my sin.” This is their effort to again respect us as moral agents who are capable of
making choices, which conflicts badly with their Calvinism. Ironically, here they finally
make clear that faith is a gift from God, as is traditional in Calvinist doctrine: “God honors
our initial faith (faith that he gives us)...” Because remember they said this:

Once God has summoned through an effective call and changed a person's heart

through regeneration, the necessary response is repentance and faith.

So once again, either because they are contradicting themselves or are just poor writers,
they have described that our response is a gift from God which He gives us. These
cannot both be true. If faith is a gift, it is not something we choose to do in response to
something (whether that something is regeneration or the preaching of the gospel). It is
something we receive, either because of being regenerated or as a key component of it.

When we are pushed into the pool, we receive the gift of getting wet, but we cannot



respond by getting wet the way we can respond to anything else, especially in a willing,
conscious manner as they have implied previously:
Therefore, if we respond to Christ's invitation in a positive way, we can honestly say that
we chose to respond to Christ...
In other words: “Therefore, if we are pushed into the pool, we can honestly say that we
chose to respond by getting wet...”
Like | said, it’s impossible to be a consistent Calvinist. They have to shut that Calvin box
and look into the Gospel box from time to time.
“the Bible appeals to our ability to make voluntary choices or willing choices
hundreds of times... We aren't forced to make choices contrary to our own will. We
ultimately do what we desire to do.”
“Scripture continually views us as personal creatures who make willing choices to
accept or reject the gospel.”
“This invitation and many others like it (for example Matt 11:28) are addressed to
genuine persons who are capable of hearing the invitation and responding to it by a

decision of their wills.”

Here is the trick of the Calvinists’ definition of “Regeneration.” We are described as
having free will because we have the “ability to make voluntary choices or willing choices...
We aren't forced to make choices contrary to our own will. We ultimately do what we desire to
do.” But before being regenerated, every single person ever born desires to reject the
gospel, even those who are Elect. The Elect will eventually hear an "effective calling”
which is followed by God regenerating the person, which means (at least in part) that
they “get a new heart” which means they have new and different desires. Regeneration
ends with a person who desires to accept the gospel and repent, which they do because
“We ultimately do what we desire to do.”
Just to backtrack a little, we are responding to their claim:

Paul is clear that this justification comes after we respond to the gospel call in faith

and that justification is God's response to our faith.

But again, either because of dishonesty or just bad writing, this is all, at best, misleading.
We don’t “respond,” we are CHANGED. We don’t put our faith in Christ, God puts faith in
Christ into us. And since “our initial faith” is “faith that he gives us”, Justification is
either another part of regeneration, or God “responding” to other things God has done
(assuming these things are put in a temporal order and don’t happen all at once).
However this all plays out once it is clarified, it is incompatible with their claim that

anyone is “capable of hearing the invitation and responding to it by a decision of their wills.”



This language is only meant to hide the fact that this whole system is deterministic and
fatalistic. It’s deceptive and inaccurate, and it is unbiblical. They know they have to
acknowledge our ability to make choices, because in the Gospel box they see:
“the Bible appeals to our ability to make voluntary choices or willing choices hundreds of
times... Scripture continually views us as personal creatures who make willing choices to
accept or reject the gospel”
But in the Calvin box they see:
“We play no role in this regeneration; it is completely an act of God.”
Once again, the conflict between the contents of these two separate boxes is why they
describe their own doctrine this way:
...we probably will not be able to fully understand in this age just how this can be so.
...it was (in ways we cannot fully understand) ordained by God.

...we cannot completely harmonize these two biblical truths...

Justification, Sanctification, and Faith

We’ve got a whole bunch of theological terms being bantered about in this chapter, so

let’s take a minute to explain them so we can have some idea of what is being discussed.
Pg 96- Paul explains that people are "justified" by God's grace "as a gift, through the
redemption that is in Christ Jesus" (Rom. 3:24). In Ephesians 2:8-9, Paul is clear when
he writes, "By grace you have been saved through faith. And this is not your own doing,
it is the gift of God, not a result of works, so that no one may boast." Justification comes
as a result of God's grace (which means we don't deserve it), and it comes as God's
response to our faith (which is the opposite of depending on ourselves or our good

works).

Let’s start with Faith and work our way around. Theirs isn’t a bad definition, but let’s
consider it a little more generally.

FAITH is the decision to act on the trust you have in another. This is why James says
"Faith without works is dead" (James 2:26). If you say you have faith but you’re unwilling to
act on it, your faith isn’t much. It might not be faith at all. It might be somewhere between
an opinion and a nice idea. You’re not married. You’re just dating. Metaphorically.

Trust is to accept a fact as true. In this case, the prodigal son trusted in the goodness of
his father. At this point he is still face down in the pig sty.

The prodigal son went home with the faith that his father would have mercy on him. If he
didn’t trust in his father’s goodness and capacity to forgive, he would avoid his father. If
he trusted only in his father’s justice, he would expect to be, not only rejected at the gate,
but maybe killed by his father or his father’s servants. But the son had trust in the
goodness of his father and acted on that trust, turning mental belief into FAITH by going

home to repent. Faith is trust in action.



It’s painting the lamb’s blood over your door. It’s walking across the Red Sea on dry land.
It’s stepping out of the boat onto the water. BEING obedient because you trust is FAITH.

Faithful is the other side of that coin- it is acting in such a way to honor the trust
someone else has in you. God is described as ‘faithful’, which means he keeps his
promises. For us, being faithful is continuing to do the things which are our trust in
action. God proves himself to be faithful, so we trust him, and we are faithful to put that
trust into action. When Jesus says “Come follow me,” in Matthew 4:19, this is what he is

asking his disciples to do. We follow his example and his teaching by doing.

REPENTANCE is often used as another word for “Apologizing” or "asking for
forgiveness,” but in a literal sense it means a change of mind. Jesus describes the
prodigal son as “he came to his senses.” The boy had been living under a lie, but he’s seen
the light. He has understood the truth and let go of the lie. He knows he’s ruined his life

and lost his home.

“The son said to him, ‘Father, | have sinned against heaven and against you. | am no longer

worthy to be called your son.’ Like faith, repentance needs to go from a thought in our
heads to an action. He knew this when he was face down in the mud, but it becomes true
repentance when it moves from a thought we know to acting as though that thought was
true and it matters. Often people will describe repenting as “turning around” or
“changing direction,” which is another way of saying, putting that change of mind into

action. Like faith, it’s got to be active if it's going to be alive.



JUSTIFIED means you were formerly considered guilty, but now you are considered not
guilty. It is a change of position, but not a change of substance.

The prodigal son came home, and his Father made a decision about him. Previously he
was considered “Dead” and “Lost.” The Father declares him FOUND and ALIVE. He is

still a filthy runaway who’s broke and smells like pigs, but he is CALLED a son.

REDEMPTION is being returned to the rightful place. In Exodus, the Jews were saved
from slavery and returned to their rightful place as free people. Sometimes it means a
debt is paid. The result is, something or someone returns to its rightful owner. The Jews
belonged to Pharaoh, but then they were redeemed and belonged only to God. When
someone was so deep in debt that they were forced to sell themselves into slavery, their
debt could be paid off by a kinsman so they could be returned to their family. When
Jesus saved us from sin, we were redeemed from the slavery to sin. The debt of the law
is fulfilled by Jesus, and we are given adoption into the family of God.

The prodigal son is taken back into the house. He is Redeemed.

“But the father said to his servants, ‘Quick! Bring the best robe and put it on him. Put a ring on
his finger and sandals on his feet.”

His filthy rags are replaced with robes. The pig sty is replaced with a place in his father’s
house, and as a son, not as a servant. The father essentially declares the debt paid and

he is welcomed back into the family.

SANCTIFICATION usually refers to the ongoing process of becoming more like Christ.
The pig stink is washed off. We learn to recognise and refuse the greed which got us into
trouble in the first place. When previously he “squandered his wealth in wild living” the

prodigal son now learns to be more like his father, and to value what his father values.

Application

We all agree that the prodigal son made a wicked, selfish choice, but Calvin thinks he
didn’t have any other choice. Selfish greed was the only thing he could do, so he did
what he desired. Jesus and the entirety of the Bible and all of human experience seem to
indicate strongly that he could have made a different choice. Proverbs 22:6 says,

Train up a child in the way he should go,

And when he is old he will not depart from it.
There is no mention of election, depravity or original sin. A child can learn to love what is
good, and do what is right. Kids are all different, and some can be difficult, but none are
"vipers in diapers.” But this is a Proverb, and people are not robots. A son raised by a
good father can decide to do what is wrong. But then, a son who has done wrong, can

decide to repent, go home, and ask for mercy.



According to Jesus’ story, the son spent his money and ruined his life and ended up in
the consequences of his own decisions.
He “came to his senses,” repented, put action to his trust, and had the faith to go home
and ask for forgiveness.
In a sense, the boy repented, had faith, and went home to ask for mercy.
In Luke 18:9-14 Jesus tells The Parable of the Pharisee and the Tax Collector:
Jesus told this parable.... the tax collector stood at a distance. He would not even look
up to heaven, but beat his breast and said, ‘God, have mercy on me, a sinner.’
“l tell you that this man, rather than the other, went home justified before God. For all
those who exalt themselves will be humbled, and those who humble themselves will be
exalted.”

This is what the boy went to do. He went to humble himself and ask for mercy.

The father is full of love and mercy. He runs to the boy, this boy who was dead and lost,
and justifies him, declaring his son to be alive and found, and declaring him to be HIS
SON.

The son owes the father a huge debt, both in terms of honor and in terms of having taken
half of his fortune. The father redeems the son, NOT demanding repayment, but also
passing by the mere cancellation of the debt to then giving the son a robe and a ring and
a feast! He cancels the debt and immediately pours out blessings.

While Jesus doesn’t address it in this story, the assumption is that the boy would turn
his life around, with the help of his father, and become a better man. This is

sanctification. He would not return to the pig sty.

The Calvin version of this story has to play out very differently:

We start the same- a wicked boy takes half of his father’s fortune to squander his father’s
property with prostitutes. But, again, Calvin believes the boy was born TOTALLY
DEPRAVED- incapable of doing anything to please his father, and incapable of anything
but selfishness and greed. He doesn’t want to please his father, and he doesn’t even
WANT to want to please his father.

The father commands the boy NOT to take the money and go waste it in reckless living,
and then he uses his power and authority to make sure the boy takes the money and
goes to waste it in reckless living.

So the boy runs off and ruins his life. Here’s where the story has to change a bit more.

He dies in the pig sty, a cold lump of inert corpse-like deadness, next to a handful of
other brothers who all did the same thing. The pig sty is a spiritual graveyard.

The father declares that he wants all of his sons returned to him, not willing that any

should be lost. He goes in search of the lost son, who he finds dead in the mud.



His father steps over the bodies of his brothers, sad that they are dead in the mud but
also glad that they are. He chooses the one son to carry home, leaving the others where
they lay, dead in filth. He wants them all to return, but he doesn’t want them ALL to
return. He loves ALL of his sons, but he doesn’t LOVE all of his sons.

After returning home, he sets his son’s cold, lifeless body down, and brings it back to
life, with a new heart, new desires, and the start of a new personality. He has the boy
washed and dressed.

The prodigal son awakes, to discover that he’s not only alive, but clean, and for the first
time ever, sorry for how he was selfish and greedy. He apologizes to his father.

The father has given him a new heart, which makes him sorry for his wickedness, and he
responds by being sorry for his wickedness.

The son considers his situation and asks, “Can you bring my other lost prodigal brothers
back to life?” His father assures him that he absolutely can, and he gives him the task of
going back to the field of mud where the bodies of his dead brothers lay and declare to
them, “l have already chosen some of you to be given life! You might be one of the

chosen! But, you know, probably not.”

Calvinism ruins everything it touches.

According to the Bible, we have the ability to choose God or wickedness. We are born,
able to be trained in the right way. The Bible commands us to.

According to Calvin, we are totally depraved and guilty before we are born. We come into
the world, vipers in diapers, full of evil.

According to the Bible, we can humble ourselves, come to our senses, and ask for
mercy. We can repent. Jesus commands us to.

According to Calvin, we are literally incapable of repentance and faith until God makes us
into a different thing- a new heart with new desires. We must be exalted BEFORE we can
be humble and repent. We must be saved BEFORE we can even WANT to be saved.
According to the Bible, God is “rich in mercy” and loved us even while we were “dead in
our sins” (Ephesians 2:4), and “patient with you, not wanting anyone to perish, but
everyone to come to repentance.” (2 Peter 3:9) Jesus lived and taught this.

According to Calvin, this is only true of the elect. For the rest, God has a general love
which is compatible with wanting them to go to hell, and a general grace which provides

sun and rain, but no hope of salvation.

The description of God found in the Calvin box is not found in the Bible. These are
incompatible. They do not SEEM incompatible because God’s ways are higher than our

ways, but because they are incompatible.
A MYSTERY is what cannot be KNOWN, not what cannot be TRUE.



Part 17- Their System in a Nutshell

Calvinism be like:

"You have sinned
and will be punished!"

Here is their system made of quotes from the book. Following is a dismantling of the
system showing how there are Biblical ways to understand the ideas which are actually
found in scripture such as Election, calling, and others.

The words are “There’s a BAD MOON on the RISE.” If you listen to that song again, you’ll

see that they never mention where the bathroom is. You’ve been hearing it wrong.

TULIP: AKA the Five Petals of PAIN.
The Dutch Flower of Destiny from the Garden of DOOM.

T- Total Depravity:
We lack any spiritual good in ourselves, and therefore, we are unable to do any
spiritual good before God.

AKA: Vipers in Diapers, Doomed from the Womb.



Also, inherited guilt:
We received not only Adam's sinful nature, but also his sin-produced guilt.
...when Adam sinned, God thought of us all as having sinned.

AKA: Social Justice.

U- Unconditional Election:
Election is an act of God before creation in which He chooses some people to be saved,
not on account of any foreseen merit in them, but only because of His sovereign good
pleasure.

AKA: The Frozen Chosen, The Eternal Draft Pick

L- Limited Atonement:
In John 1:12 we are told that to all who received Christ, to those "who believed in his
name, he gave the right to become children of God." This is not a privilege available
for everyone; Paul says in Ephesians 2:2-3 that those who don't believe in Christ are
"sons of disobedience" and "children of wrath."

AKA: The Partial Payment Plan, The Shrinking Cross Theory

I- Irresistible Grace:
[God] summons people to himself in such a way that they respond in saving faith.
Because it comes from God and always results in saving faith, it is sometimes referred to
as effective calling.
It is a summons that can't be denied and always results in saving faith.

AKA: The Divine Tractor Beam, The Gravity of Glory, Flipping the Faith Switch

P- Perseverance of the Saints

| haven’t said much of anything about this one, and I’'m not even certain it comes up in
their book. First, what it means depends on which Calvinist you ask, but in general it
means, once you are saved and given eternal life, the eternal life is eternal. It doesn’t end
or go away. You can’t sin one too many times to keep it. Jesus doesn’t divorce the bride
of Christ.

Calvin wasn’t wrong about EVERYTHING.

But | may as well warn you that there are people, Calvinists and not, who believe this is
not your comfort, but your responsibility. They think of this not as, “The Saints WILL
persevere to eternal life,” but rather, “The Saints darn well BETTER persevere if they
know what’s good for them!”

And if you’re hoping | can explain how that fits with the doctrine of Election... I'm not
even going to try. John Piper once told a story about a woman who, believing herself to

be elect, and therefore saved from eternity past, irresistibly graced, etc. decided she



could cheat on her husband. She had a lover on the side, because, why not? The whole
election thing is entirely out of her hands, so what does it matter what she does?
Piper warned her that, if she didn’t stop sinning, she would go to hell. He did not say
anything about her NOT being elect. He seemed fine with her declaration that she was
elect, but for some reason he decided that, even though she was elect, choosing to cheat
on her husband as a lifestyle would... unelect her? Your guess is as good as mine.
Regeneration:
God must bring about a change in an individual's heart before he or she is able to
respond in faith. That change, a secret act of God in which he imparts new spiritual life
to us, is sometimes called regeneration. We play no role in this regeneration; it is
completely an act of God.
AKA: The Sovereignty Switch, The Divine Defibrillator

Repentance:
Once God has summoned through an effective call and changed a person's heart

through regeneration, the necessary response is repentance and faith.

Repentance means a conscious decision to turn away from your sins, and faith

means turning to Christ to forgive those sins.




Faith is a Gift:
Becoming a Christian is a gift from God that requires our involvement; we find the same

to be true for sanctification. Just as God honors our initial faith (faith that he gives us)

Justification:
justification comes after we respond to the gospel call in faith and that justification is

God's response to our faith.

Calvinism:

...we probably will not be able to fully understand in this age just how this can be so.
...it was (in ways we cannot fully understand) ordained by God.

...we cannot completely harmonize these two biblical truths...



Part 18- Pulling the Weeds out of the TULIP Garden

The following is Chapter 16 From my book “Tip Toeing Through the TULIP”,

available on Amazon, or AbitOfOrange.com

Most of this book has been me explaining what | think are the logical fallacies of

Calvinism, but | would like to take a few pages and explain what the Gospel is. In order
that you may see what | think and not just what | disagree with, let me take a brief walk
through TULIP and offer another point of view so | can clarify what it is | think the Bible
actually teaches. Yes, I’'m going to drag the Bible into this discussion. | know, it sounds
crazy, but humor me if you would. This is what TULIP would look like if it were based on

the teachings of Jesus instead of John Calvin.

I can already hear the Calvinists hitting their CAPS LOCK keys as they prepare to answer

me. Bring it on. But read this chapter first.
Total Depravity

Depravity- the stain left by sin- is totally everywhere. This is true, easy to observe in our

own hearts and neighborhoods, and clearly taught by the Bible.

“The heatrt is deceitful above all things, And desperately wicked;, Who can know it?”
Jeremiah 17:9



Every part of us is touched by sin, from our physical bodies that get sick and die, to our

hearts which are quick to adopt fear, selfishness and greed.

We’re not PURE EVIL, and we’re rarely as bad as we COULD be. Even an atheist can love
his wife and children. Even an atheist can care for widows and orphans. Even a politician
tells the truth every now and then, even if only by accident. We’re not TOTALLY depraved
in the sense that we’re overflowing with evil and nothing else. We’re just living in a world

where no part of it isn’t stained by sin.

Even our good deeds are often stained by our pride as we hope someone sees us doing
good so they can praise us for our goodness, or by greed as we hope we get rewarded
for doing good. But we are still human, made in the image of God and therefore capable
of great good. A stain doesn't destroy the fabric, it just miscolors it. Our sin doesn’t
remove from us the image of God we were created with, it only distorts and dirties it. Our
deceitful hearts aren’t incapable of love, compassion, kindness, and even repentance.

They are simply difficult to trust because they are also capable of much worse things.

Our depravity doesn’t remove from us the ability to know we need God. We are
incomplete without Him, and restless until we find our rest in Him, like a dirty pig feeder
wishing he was back in his father’s house. We’re poor and dirty because of our own
foolish sin, but we’re still capable of admitting that. Some of us still try to find the way

back home. Some people do search for God and all who search find Him. Jesus says,

“Ask and it will be given to you; seek and you will find; knock and the door will be opened
to you.” Matt 7:7

Others prefer another god of their own making and fail to find Jesus for the same reason
criminals fail to find a police officer. But those are choices we make, not a program we
are given before birth which we must follow like robots. It’s not a determination which
was made for us before we were born. We are not incapable of accepting the love of God,
but rather we are called by Jesus- in fact commanded- to accept His mercy, put our trust

in Him, and be forgiven and adopted as sons and daughters.

“l have set before you life and death, blessing and curse. Therefore choose life...”
Deut 30:19

Jesus came into Galilee, proclaiming the gospel of God, and saying, “The time is
fulfilled, and the kingdom of God is at hand; repent and believe in the gospel.”
Mark 1:14-15

Jesus taught repentance, and it is still the message the church preaches 2,000 years

later.



We may be addicted to our sin, but we are entirely capable of admitting that addiction
and crying out to Jesus for help. The prodigal son came to his senses, acknowledged
what a mess he had made of his life and decided to ask his father for forgiveness. That’s

the story Jesus told, and it's the one | believe.

Unconditional Election

To be “elect” means to be “chosen.” Who were the chosen people of God in the Old
Testament? It was the Jews. Does that mean that being born a Jew was all that was
needed to be saved? Did it mean that no gentile could be saved? No on both counts. It
meant that God chose the Nation of Israel to be his messengers, carrying to the whole
world the truth of who God was and how EVERYONE could have a relationship with him.

They were also chosen to be the people through which Jesus would come to the world.

It wasn’t the Jews who decided to be the people God used in this way- God chose them.

The nation of Israel was chosen- Elect.

The salvation of the individual Jew depended on their choice to worship God alone. They
had the ability to choose to give their heart to the one true God, or to one of the many
demons masquerading as a god, which sadly many of the chosen people did through
Israel's history. The nation was a chosen nation, but the individuals still had a choice to
make. The choosing was corporate- a nation was chosen- a people. But the salvation was

a matter of the individual.

“Now therefore fear the Lord and serve him in sincerity and in faithfulness. Put away the
gods that your fathers served beyond the River and in Egypt, and serve the Lord. And if
it is evil in your eyes to serve the Lord, choose this day whom you will serve, whether the
gods your fathers served in the region beyond the River, or the gods of the Amorites in

whose land you dwell. But as for me and my house, we will serve the Lord.”
Joshua 24:14-15

The chosen people of God today is the church. The body of believers which we call the
church is, like the Jews before us, the group chosen to bring the message of God’s love
to the world, but also like the Jews, being born into the group was never how one is
saved. | was born to parents who went to church because they were born to parents who
went to church. | was not saved because | was born into a Christian family, and no one
who is not born into a Christian family was born without hope of salvation. We each have
a choice to make- whom will we serve? Being Jewish, Baptist, Lutheran, Pentecostal, or
any other will not save you from your sins. The church is the chosen nation to bring
Jesus to the world, and those chosen for salvation are not those in the “church,” but

those who are in Jesus Christ.



The Church is the kingdom of God, where King Jesus waits to adopt new children into
his family. This election- this being chosen- is not based on those of us in the church. We
did not earn a place by being smart or beautiful or important. Jesus earned our place and
offers it to us as a gift. The condition for being chosen is not found in us. It is found in
Jesus. OUR election is unconditional. Jesus met the conditions for our election, and we

are saved and made new when we are in Him.

for in Christ Jesus you are all sons of God, through faith. For as many of you as were
baptized into Christ have put on Christ. (Galatians 3:26-27)

Limited Atonement

The limit to the atonement is the number of doors which lead from hell to heaven: one,

and it is Jesus Christ.

Salvation is found in no one else, for there is no other name under heaven given to

mankind by which we must be saved. (Acts 4:12)

But where Calvinism teaches that Jesus only died for a small group of people chosen
before time began, Jesus himself teaches that he was lifted up on that old rugged cross

so that ANYONE who looks to Him will be saved from death and given life.

“And as Moses lifted up the serpent in the wilderness, so must the Son of Man be lifted
up, that whoever believes in him may have eternal life.

“For God so loved the world, that he gave his only Son, that whoever believes in him
should not perish but have eternal life. For God did not send his Son into the world to

condemn the world, but in order that the world might be saved through him.”
John 3: 14-17

Repent and be baptized, every one of you, in the name of Jesus Christ for the

forgiveness of your sins. And you will receive the gift of the Holy Spirit.

Acts 2:38
Irresistible Grace

This just falls on the heels of the previous ones. Atonement is not limited- Jesus died for
the sins of the whole world so that whoever believes in him shall not perish but have

eternal life.



...If anybody does sin, we have an advocate with the Father—Jesus Christ, the
Righteous One. He is the atoning sacrifice for our sins, and not only for ours but also for

the sins of the whole world.
1 John 2: 1-2

| feel like that’s as clear as it can get. Jesus died for the sins of the whole world.
EVERYONE is offered the grace of God. So why are some not saved? Because they resist

the grace of God.

Why then does Calvinism teach irresistible grace? It’s the logical continuation of the first
parts of TULIP. If we are totally depraved so that we are totally unable to repent, and if our
unconditional election isn’t about how we are saved or the election of the church to carry
the Gospel to the world, but rather about how certain individuals are chosen to be given
the gift of faith, then it logically follows that a totally depraved person would only reject
faith and the grace of God, so they must not be ABLE to reject it. Grace must be

irresistible. But what does the Bible say?

For he is our God, and we are the people of his pasture, and the sheep of his hand.

Today, if you hear his voice, do not harden your hearts
Psalm 95:7-8

Therefore, as the Holy Spirit says, “Today, if you hear his voice, do not harden your

hearts as in the rebellion”
Hebrews 3:7-8

How often would | have gathered your children together as a hen gathers her brood

under her wings, and you were not willing!
Matthew 23:37

The wrath of God is being revealed from heaven against all the godlessness and
wickedness of people, who suppress the truth by their wickedness, since what may be

known about God is plain to them, because God has made it plain to them.
Romans 1: 18-19

Over and over the Bible says that we hear the call of God and have the ability to either
accept His love and turn away from our sin, or to harden our hearts and be unwilling to
be gathered to Him as His children. We are commanded NOT to harden our hearts, and
told that the wicked suppress the truth which is plain to them. It does not say that we are

totally unable to hear and understand the invitation, and it does not say we are only



capable of hating God, and it does not say that the grace of God is irresistible. We are
told that the love and mercy of God is a gift that he offers to us, and that we are told to

accept. “Choose this day whom you will serve.”

That choice is real.
Perseverance of the Saints

This one is hazy even among the Calvinists, but here’s my take.

My sheep hear my voice, and | know them, and they follow me. | give them eternal life,

and they will never perish, and no one will snatch them out of my hand.
John 10: 27-28

The idea that there is a set limit on how many times you can sin before you lose your
salvation seems to me to be one of the more absurd ideas I’ve had to ponder. When you
have ETERNAL life, it isn’t like a house plant that you have to keep alive. It’'s ETERNAL.

This is why Jesus and the New Testament writers compare our relationship with Jesus
with a marriage. We make vows to each other, and it is till death do we part- but Jesus is
eternal and gives us everlasting life, so there is no parting. Being married is a lifetime
commitment, and if you're a selfish idiot, then maybe you’re a bad husband, but you
don’t lose your husbandness by being a bad husband just as you don’t lose your
sonness by being a bad prodigal son. A bad Christian is still saved, because Jesus is still
committed to him, even though he is a bad Christian. We don’t obey Jesus to continually
earn that salvation, but to celebrate it and be thankful for it. | don’t do the dishes to
maintain my marriage, but because | love my wife. If | never washed another dish again, it

would not make me less married, even though it might make my wife less happy.

If you have eternal life, it is eternal. But being engaged is not the same as being married.
Living together is not the vows of marriage. Being religious or calling yourself a Christian
is not the same as making the vows to the bridegroom of the church. Choose this day
whom you will serve. If you’re still dating other gods, or dress shopping because you’re
PRETTY SURE He’s the one... you’re not married. Raised in the church, speaking fluent
Christianese, listening to Christian pop radio hits, or even eating at Chick-Fil-A are not
the same as being a Christian, any more than living together is the same as being

married.

You need to take the step of faith, make the vow, and be the bride.



| promised you to one husband, to Christ

2 Corinthians 11:2

“For this reason a man will leave his father and mother and be united to his wife, and the
two will become one flesh.” This is a profound mystery—but | am talking about Christ

and the church.

Ephesians 5: 31-32

| saw the Holy City, the new Jerusalem, coming down out of heaven from God, prepared
as a bride beautifully dressed for her husband. And | heard a loud voice from the throne
saying, “Look! God’s dwelling place is now among the people, and he will dwell with
them. They will be his people, and God himself will be with them and be their God.

Revelation 21:2-3



Bible reading and meditation

God our Savior, who desires all people to be saved
1 Timothy 2: 3-4

The Lord is not slow to fulfill his promise as some count slowness, but is patient toward
you, not wishing that any should perish, but that all should reach repentance.
2 Peter 3:9

“For | have no pleasure in the death of anyone, declares the Lord God; so turn, and live.”
Ezekiel 18:32

As | live, declares the Lord God, | have no pleasure in the death of the wicked, but that
the wicked turn from his way and live
Ezekiel 33:11

we have our hope set on the living God, who is the Savior of all people, especially of
those who believe.
1 Timothy 4:10

If we confess our sins, he is faithful and just to forgive us our sins and to cleanse us
from all unrighteousness.
1 John 1:9

if anyone is in Christ, he is a new creation.
2 Corinthians 5:17

“everyone who calls on the name of the Lord will be saved.”
Romans 10:13

“Turn to me and be saved, all the ends of the earth! For | am God, and there is no other.
Isaiah 45:22

For the grace of God has appeared, bringing salvation for all people,
Titus 2:11

Peter said to them, “Repent and be baptized every one of you in the name of Jesus Christ
for the forgiveness of your sins, and you will receive the gift of the Holy Spirit.
Acts 2:38



For | am not ashamed of the gospel, for it is the power of God for salvation to everyone
who believes, to the Jew first and also to the Greek.

Romans 1:16

If anyone hears my voice and opens the door, | will come in to him and eat with him, and
he with me.
Revelation 3:20

whoever hears my word and believes him who sent me has eternal life.
John 5:24

“For God so loved the world, that he gave his only Son, that whoever believes in him
should not perish but have eternal life.
John 3:16-17

Whoever believes and is baptized will be saved
Mark 16:16

if you confess with your mouth that Jesus is Lord and believe in your heart that God
raised him from the dead, you will be saved.

Romans 10:9

| have set before you life and death, blessing and curse. Therefore choose life, that you
and your offspring may live,

Deuteronomy 30:19

He who did not spare his own Son but gave him up for us all

Romans 8:32

“Sirs, what must | do to be saved?” And they said, “Believe in the Lord Jesus, and you
will be saved, you and your household.”
Acts 16:30-31

The times of ignorance God overlooked, but now he commands all people everywhere to
repent
Acts 17:30

Whoever believes in the Son has eternal life
John 3:36



For God did not send his Son into the world to condemn the world, but in order that the
world might be saved through him.
John 3:17

The next day he saw Jesus coming toward him, and said, “Behold, the Lamb of God, who
takes away the sin of the world!
John 1:29

Thanks for letting me be your Rent A Friend!
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