THELIE OF TOTAL INABILITY

And Abram said, Behold, to me thou hast given no seed: and, lo, one born
in my house is mine heir. And, behold, the word of the LORD came unto
him, saying, This shall not be thine heir; but he that shall come forth out of
thine own bowels shall be thine heir. And he brought him forth abroad, and
said, Look now toward heaven, and tell the stars, if thou be able to number
them: and he said unto him, So shall thy seed be. And he [ Abram] believed
in the LORD; and he [the Lord] counted it to him for righteousness.
Genesis 15:3-6

I will pass through all thy flock to day, removing from thence all the
speckled and spotted cattle, and all the brown cattle among the sheep, and
the spotted and speckled among the goats. and of such shall be my hire. So
shall my righteousness answer for mein time to come, when it shall come
for my hire before thy face: every one that is not speckled and spotted
among the goats, and brown among the sheep, that shall be counted stolen
with me.

Genesis 30:32-33

Tonight, I’m going to discusstheissue of righteousness. As !’ ve said before, righteousnessistheleast
understood subject in Chrigtianity. Everyonethinksthey understand it—but they don’t. One reason, maybe
the biggest reason, they don’t understand it is because they are walking under the influence of John
Calvin'sfasedoctrines. | know people get tired of hearing me condemn John Calvin; but if they only
redlized how much thisone man has poi soned theentire Protestant Church; if they only redlized how much
responsibility thisone man bearsfor the destruction we see happening al around usin the churches; they
would be ranting and raving against this heretic too.

Most peoplethink John Calvin was a“hero of thefaith”. They think he wasjust one of the “ Reformers’
who ddivered usfrom the bondage of Rome. What the average Christian does't redlly understand isthat,
fira of dl, the Reformerswere just Roman Catholicswho were dowly—very dowly—hbeing ddlivered from
thefa se doctrines of Rome. Even though many of them wereintellectual giants, spiritualy they weren't
much more than baby Chrigtians. They did not know how to rightly divide the Word of Truth in many aress.
They weregetting spiritua light on many important issues, but they had along way to go beforethey would
have enough experience and wisdom to tackle the more subtle issues of salvation.

Beforethey had achanceto grow in knowledge of the Word and mature spiritudly, the Reformation Sarted
to break apart over disagreements between itsleaders. John Calvin saved the Reformation single-handedly
by writing agigantictheological treetisecalled “ Thelngtitutes Of The ChristiansReligion”. Inthat work, he
defined and codified the theology of the Reformation. A council was called and the |eaders of the
Reformation put their ssamp of gpprova on hiswork. From that point on, “Ingtitutes’ became “the Bible’
of the Reformation. So when Reformation pastors and church-goerstak about “ Sola Scripturd’, asif they
conformtheir livesstrictly to the Scripture, they areonly deluding themsalves. They stopped following the
Sola Scripturawhen Calvinwrote histhesis. From that point on, al Protestant leadersfollowed Calvin's
“Ingtitutes” much more than they did the Scripture.
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Theresult was, the leaders of the Reformation never matured in their revelation or understanding of the
Scripture. What Calvinwrotein “ Ingtitutes” becamethefount of al wisdom, al truth and al doctrinefor
hundreds of years. The destruction you see taking place right now in the churchesisthe result of the
influence of Calvin'son Protestant Chrigtianity. The doctrines and concepts he taught—most of which are
adirect contradiction of the Scripture—have spread through the entire denominationa world like poison
and waste discharges from a broken sewage pipe. His theories defile every truth of the Scripture and
create a“god” that istotally foreign to the Bible.

Andthisisjust hisdoctrines I’ m talking about. The man himself was even worse. He was pompous liar
who didn’t hesitate to have his opponents murdered. He became the leader of the city of Genevaand ruled
that city with aniron fist, having dozens of people killed and many more exiled. Themore you learn about
the " Pope of Geneva’ and theerrors he propagated, and the more you understand the destruction hiserrors
havewrought in thebody of Chrigt, themoreyou will despise him and themoreyou will warn people about
his heresies too.

Haveyou ever heard of the phrase, “ Total Depravity”. Total Depravity isavital part of Calvin’ stheology
andit' sasfdseascan be. Yet it'spart of the very foundation of the entire Protestant system. Calvin taught
that the Adamic man—that is, thefallen human race—istotaly depraved. Hedidn't teach that we have the
potential to becometotally depraved aswe progressthroughlife. He said we are born totally depraved.
According to him, mankind, in hisfallen state, cannot desire righteousness, cannot pursue righteousness,
and cannot walk in righteousness Neither can werespond to God or obey God. That' swhat Calvinwrote
in “Institutes’, and that’ s what Protestant Christian leaders have been teaching people ever since.

So I’'m going to take afew minutes and look at what the Bible actualy says regarding the Adamic man.
Let me gtart off with aquestion. Can anyonetell meinthreewords or lesswhat the fundamenta difference
is between the Old and the New Covenants? The differenceis“the new man”.

That ye put off concerning the former conversation the old man, which is
corrupt according to the deceitful lusts; And be renewed in the spirit of
your mind; And that ye put on the new man, which after God is created in
righteousness and true holiness.

Ephesians 4:22-24

Lie not one to another, seeing that ye have put off the old man with his
deeds; And have put on the new man, which is renewed in knowledge after
the image of him that created him: Where thereis neither Greek nor Jew,
circumcision nor uncircumcision, Barbarian, Scythian, bond nor free: but
Christisall, and in all.

Colossians 3:9-11

Inthe New Testament, Paul continualy contraststwo spiritua entities. One entity he callsthe“old man”
and the other he callsthe*new man”. The old man isthe Adamic man. The new manis“Christinyou”.
The old man isusually associated with evil. Paul said we should put off the old man which is corrupt
according to deceitful lusts, and put on the new man whichiscreated in righteousness. So Christiansliving
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under the New Covenant have these two natures. However, under the Old Covenant, this was not the
case. Whether you were asaint or asinner, you only had one nature—the Adamic nature. There was no
new man until the establishment of the New Covenant. The concept or theredlity of “Christinyou” didn’t
exist until after the death and resurrection of Jesus. Until that point, al mankind was stuck with hisorigina
fallen nature and God had no choice but to work within the framework of that fallen nature.

What shall we say then that Abraham [before the Law] our father, as
pertaining to the flesh, hath found? For if Abraham were justified by
works, he hath whereof to glory; but not before God. For what saith the
scripture? Abraham believed God, and it was counted unto him for
righteousness. Now to him that worketh is the reward not reckoned of
grace, but of debt. But to him that worketh not, but believeth on him that
justifieth the ungodly, his faith is counted for righteousness. Even as
David (during the Law) also describeth the blessedness of the man, unto
whom God imputeth righteousness without works, Saying, Blessed are
they whose iniquities are forgiven whose sins are covered. . .And he
[ Abraham] received the sign of circumcision, a seal of the righteousness of
the faith which he had yet being uncircumcised: that he might be the father
of all themthat believe, though they be not circumcised; that righteousness
might be imputed to them also.

Romans4:1-7 & 11

According to the Scripture, the saints of al ages have been judtified “by faith”. Before the Law was given,
Abraham wasjudtified by faith. During the Law, King David was judtified by faith. After the Law, weare
justified by faith. The same thing istrue of forgiveness and imputed righteousness. Before the Law,
Abraham received forgivenessand imputed righteousnessby faith. During the Law, King David received
forgiveness and imputed righteousness by faith. After the Law, we receive forgiveness and imputed
righteousness by faith. God's people have always received forgiveness, justification, and imputed
righteousness by faith.

Paul emphasized thistruth in thebook of Romans and Ga atians when making hisargument against trying
to bejustified “ by works’. There was never atime when people could bejustified by anything other than
faith. It was never possibleto earn justification, forgiveness or imputed righteousness by being good, or
by obedience to any law or commandment. The reason it’s important to understand that forgiveness,
judtification and imputed righteousness have dways been available to people by faith is because Chrigtian
religious|eaders have been teaching for hundreds of yearsthat thisiswhat being savedisal about. This
iswhat gets you your aticket to heaven.

But you see, if forgiveness, justification and imputed righteousnessare what savationisal about, and if
these things have always been available to people by faith, then why was it necessary to establish anew
covenant? If these things are our ticket to heaven, what more do we need? The reason anew covenant had
to beestablished isbecauseforgiveness, justification and imputed righteousness are not the central issues
of salvation. They are absolutely necessary for salvation because they are the foundation of redemption.
But they are not the central issue of salvation, nor do they condtitute the totality of redemption. The centra
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issue of redemption under both covenants is sanctification—and sanctification means righteousness.
Sanctification meansrighteousliving. It meanswalking in righteousness. Thedifference between thetwo
covenantshasnothing to do with forgiveness, justification or imputed righteousness. It haseverything to do
with righteousness. The two covenants are designed to bring forth two different kinds or levels of
righteousnessin us. Thisdl hasto do with our experience. It al hasto do with what kind of righteousness
we can actualy manifest. It has nothing to do with our legal position. The lega position isthe same for
everyone in every age who walks by faith.

Sincethere was only one man (the Adamic man) until the resurrection of Chrigt, thereisno way that man
could ever manifest the righteousness that was accredited to his account, for the righteousnessthat’s
accredited to hisaccount isthe very nature of God. So even though the saintswho lived before the New
Testament received precisely the sameforgiveness, justification and imputed righteousnesswedo, it was
impossiblefor themto actually experience or demonstrate that righteousness because they had no “ new”
man. Even though God' s nature had been reckoned to them, they were unable to manifest that nature to
theworld. The only kind of righteousness the Adamic man can experience or manifest to theworldis
HUMAN righteousness.

Can you see the problem, yet?

If Cavinwasright, if wearedl born totally depraved, you might aswell cut the Old Testament out of your
Bible and pitchit because God repeatedly calls people righteousin the Old Testament—and 95% of the
time, when God calls somebody righteous, He' s not talking about imputed righteousness (whichisan
invisiblelegal position); He' stalking about actua righteousness. He' s talking about righteous living,
righteous motives and righteous desires. One exampl e of this was Noah. The Lord told Noah he was
righteous: “And the LORD said unto Noah, Come thou and all thy house into the ark; for thee have
| seen righteous before me in this generation” (Gen. 7:1).

Pray tell—how can atotaly depraved man who istotally incapable of choosing righteousnessand total ly
incapableof producing righteousness be righteous? How can such aman berighteouswithout being born
again?How can aman whoistotally incapable of responding to God, walk with God, hear God’ svoice,
and obey God when God tellshim to build aboat? How did Abraham, or any of the Old Testament saints,
walk with God and obey God without a“new man” and being in a state of total depravity?

He brought me forth also into a large place: he delivered me, because he
delighted in me. The LORD rewarded me according to my righteousness:
according to the cleanness of my hands hath he recompensed me. For |
have kept the ways of the LORD, and have not wickedly departed from my
God. For all hisjudgments were before me: and asfor his statutes, | did not
depart from them. | was also upright before him, and have kept myself
from mineiniquity.

I1. Samuel 22:20-24

Thispassageisvery interesting. It' s part of asong of praisethat King David sang when God delivered him
from King Saul. Please notice what David says. He says. “ The Lord rewarded me according to my
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righteousness’ and the* cleanness of my hands’. My righteousness? Oh my! Don't look now, but the great
King David just stolethe glory from God! He just established his own righteousness. What he should have
said was: “The Lord has rewarded me according to his righteousness”.

But it getsworse. He then hasthe audacity to say he haskept himsdlf from hisown iniquity! There he goes
again, stedling the glory from God. How can he take the credit for keeping himself pure?What’ swrong
with thisguy?What heshould have said was. “ God has kept mefrom my iniquity” or “God hascaused me
not to sin” or at the very least, “ God has helped me to not give in to my iniquity”.

Say yeto therighteous, that it shall be well with him: for they shall eat the
fruit of their doings. Woe unto the wicked! it shall beill with him: for the
reward of hishands shall be given him.

Isaiah 3:10-11

Throughout the Old Testament, God talksto the* righteous’ and the“wicked” through the prophets. This
isbascaly what Hesaysevery time. It will gowell with therighteousbut it will goill with thewicked. The
righteouswill eat thefruit of their doings, just asthewicked will eat of thefruit of their doings. When God
talks about the righteousness of the righteous, He' s not talking about imputed righteousness. He' s not
talking about aninvisiblelega position. He stalking about actual righteousness. He' stalking about what
people do and how they live. If they live righteoudly, if they do righteousness, they will be rewarded
according to their righteousness.

The word of the LORD came again to me, saying, Son of man, when the
land sinneth against me by trespassing grievously, then will | stretch out
mine hand upon it, and will break the staff of the bread thereof, and will
send famine upon it, and will cut off man and beast fromit: Though these
three men, Noah, Daniel, and Job, werein it, they should deliver but their
own souls by their righteousness, saith the Lord GOD. . .Or if | send a
pestilence into that land, and pour out my fury upon it in blood, to cut off
fromit man and beast: Though Noah, Daniel, and Job, wereinit, as| live,
saith the Lord GOD, they shall deliver neither son nor daughter; they shall
but deliver their own souls by their righteousness.

Ezekiel 14:12-14 & 19-20

Noticethat in this passage, God says when He bringsjudgment upon the land because of itssin, only the
righteousness of therighteouswill savethem. It’ stheir righteous living that will savethem, not God's
imputed righteousness. So you see, in the Old Testament, it wasn’t wrong to establish your own
righteousness. That’swhat God expected. He expected peopl e to choose righteousness and turn away
frominiquity. It wastheir responsibility to do so, and they had the ability to do so. Therefore, when they
did so, it wasn’'t wrong for them to take the credit for what they did.

Of course, it was't their righteousnessthat justified them or saved them. It wastheimputed righteousness
of God that justified and saved them. Salvation only comesthrough theimputed righteousness of God. But
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the saints of the Old Testament weren’t pursuing righteousnessin order to bejustified. They were pursuing
righteousnessto please God because they loved Him and/or because of the materia andtempora blessings
which camewith arighteouslife. God blessed therighteous materidly. It’ sonly imputed righteousness that
saves people and imputed righteousness always has and always will come by faith, not by walking in
righteousness. However, this does not take away thefact that God still expected the Adamic man to pursue
(human) righteousness because he was capable of doing so.

Oncewe get to the New Testament, everything changes. Even though we are il justified and saved by
imputed righteousness, just like before, God no longer commandsustowak in HUMAN righteousness.
He now commandsusto wak in DIVINE righteousness because now it’ s possible to do so. Now, through
the NEW MAN, it’ s possible to manifest the very nature of God. What has been credited to our account
legally can now be experienced and demonstrated to the world.

Under the New Covenant, God no longer alows usto establish our own righteousness. Now, we are to
submit to the righteousness of Christ inour “new man”. Thisradical changeiswhat threw the Jews. For
2000 yearsthe Jewish peoplewere allowed to establish their own righteousnessin order show their love
for God and recelve the material blessingsof God (not salvation). Then, practically over night thewhole
religiousorder they had been familiar with for solong wasturned onit’ shead. Now it’ sjust the opposite.
Now, the only righteousness that God will accept or blessisHIS OWN righteousness—the righteousness
that comes from our “new man”, which isthe righteousness that was imputed to us. Aswe learn how to
hear thevoice of God in our new man, aswelearn how to yield to the leading and wisdom and checking
of the new man, we begin to manifest the very character and nature of God.

Under the Old Covenant, thiswas not poss ble because there was no new man. The only righteousnessthat
wasavall ableto experienceand manifest was human righteousness—whichis Adami c righteousness—and
the Bibleisfull of examplesof peoplewho did exactly that. Soit’ s pretty clear that John Calvin wasaidiot
when it came to theology. He had no ideawhat he was talking about, especially when it comesto the
Adamic man because the Adamicis capable of pursuing righteousness, and of walking in righteousness,
and of knowing God, and of loving God, and of obeying God.

I’ve taken the time to explain al this because it has very much to do with what’ s going on between
Apostasy Watch and mysdlf. I’ ve been trying to warn people for aover year now that Mr. Lumbley isvery
much under theinfluence of Calvinism, and that hehas been incorporating many (though maybe not al) of
Cavin'serrorsinto histeachings. | have said over and over againin my chat room that most preachersand
Bible teachers, both inside and outside the Religious System, are under Calvin’s influence; and my
teachings have directly contradicted the teachings of Apostasy Watch on a consistent basis.

| have been trying to warn the oneswho were still listening to both of us, without coming right out and
naming Mr. Lumbley because | didn’t want the Situation to come to what it now has. Unfortunately, some
people are not able to put 2 and 2 together. So | finally had to comeright out and say that Mr. Lumbley
and | are not teaching the same thing and that heisin fact teaching Calvinistic error. Whether or not he
realizeswhat heisdoing isbesidethe point. Heisunder theinfluence of Calvin'serror and hisdoctrines
strongly reflect that influence. Of course, al Mr. Lumbley hasto doisdeny that he’ steaching Calvinism
and his followers will accept that statement without question. But that’s not my problem. I’ m not
responsible to make people accept the truth. I’m only responsible to present the truth to them.
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Itismy conviction that Mr. Lumbley iswalking under theinfluence of adecelving spirit and quite frankly,
| don’t want that spirit in my chat room—which means| don't want anyonein my chat room who iswaking
under hisspirit. | was hoping the peoplewho were il listening to us both would eventually discern the
difference between what the two of us are teaching, and then quietly choose which one they think is
speaking thetruth. But I’ ve cometo redlize that the deception heis propagating is so subtle, some people
will never “get it” without help. Therefore, | felt it wastimeto explain that difference very clearly so
everyone can make an intdligent choice. If you believe Mr. Lumbley isteaching thetruth, then do usal a
favor and stay away from my room. Thank you.

| began exposing the error of Apostasy Watch last month by showing how wrong Mr. Lumbley’ sgpproach
istothe problem of overcoming sin. | gave some quotesfrom hismessage ontheworksof thefleshin order
to show that while explaining how to dedl with sin, he made some statementsthat were very dangerousand
unscriptura. Oneof them—which | did not quote at that time—wasthat if wewill just walk in the Spirit,
wewon't haveto “use our willsto resist sin”. Theideahe was promoting isthat God want’ s usto get
victory over sin by “believing” His promise that He will sanctify usby grace. God wants usto get the
victory over asin by waiting for Him (in faith) to remove the desire for sin from our hearts.

Theideais, God does't want usattempting to get victory over sn by ressting that Sn“with our ownwills’
because that’ s doing things * by the power of flesh”. It'san attempt to gain the victory over Sn by personal
effort ingtead of alowing God to give you thevictory by grace—that is, by removing the desirefor that sin.
Inthisview, exercising persona effort inthe battle against snisnot only uselessbecauseit does nothing
to removethe desirefor that sn—which istheroot of the problem—it actualy interfereswith getting to
the root because only God can remove that desire, and aslong as you are exerting your own persond
effort, you are blocking or hindering the work of the Holy Spirit in removing that desire.

In Mr. Lumbley’ smind, persond effort isthe same astrying to establish your own righteousness. Persond
effort isthe same as you trying to produce spiritua fruit by your own power. Persond effort isthe same
asyou trying to perfect yoursalf without the help of the Spirit. Personal effort isthe sameasyou trying to
be conformed to theimage of Christ without the help of Christ. What he said inthat messagewasthat the
only thing we can doto overcomesinisbdieveand yied. Bdievethat God will ddiver you from sin—that
is, “rest” inthe promisethat Hewill eventualy ddliver you—and“yield” tothework of theHoly Spiritin
your life so He can ddliver you (ie: by removing the desirefor it). He said very clearly that the whole
sanctification processis: “all of God and none of you”.

| brought this out and tried to show what he wasredlly teaching but of course, he denied that thisiswhat
he' steaching. Upon further examination, wefind that he' snot really saying God hasto doiit “al”. He sjust
doing apoor job of explaining what he believes—or if you see things from his perspective, the problemis
that peoplejust aren’t hearingwhat he' ssaying “by the Spirit”. It’ snot hiscommunication skillsthat arethe
problem; it’ s that people aren’t hearing him correctly.

Inafollow up message he articulateshimself alittle better by explaining that when he sayswe can't do
anything, he' s not using the word “anything” in itsmost narrow sense because in redlity, there are afew
things we have to do. We have to believe; we have to walk by faith; and we have to yield to the work of
the Spirit inus. So when he sayswe can't do anything, he actually meanswe can’t do anything except
believe. We can't do anything except walk by faith and yield to the work of the Spirit.
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Wi, | would certainly never expressmyself that way. | would never say “we can't do anything” if | redly
believed there are afew thingswe haveto do. To me, that’ s double talk, and double-talk produces nothing
but confusion. However, now that he hasexplained hispostion alittle better, we understand that he does't
really mean we can’t do anything when he sayswe can’t do anything. Still, might there bea reason he
keeps saying “we can't do anything”—even though technicaly speaking, he admitsthere are some things
wemust do? Theansweris“Yes’, thereisareason he kegps expressing himself thisway. Thereason he
keeps saying we can't do anything is because in his mind, even the few things that we have to do, must
actually be done by the Spirit in us.

Y ou see, God hasto cause you to believe. God has to cause you to walk by faith. God hasto cause you
to yied to the Spirit. God hasto cause you to want to do Hiswill and God hasto cause you to do Hiswill.
If God were not causing you to do all these things, you would never do them. In Mr. Lumbley’ smind, if
you can do anything that wasn't caused by God, you would be stedling the glory from Him. Y ou would be
establishing your own righteousness. So when you get right down to it, guesswhat? Heredly doesbelieve
we can't do anything! Heredlly does believe we have no responsibility in our own salvation because even
the few things which appear to be our responsibility (ie: believe, wak infaith, yield), these things must
actually be done by the Holy Spirit in us.

Didyou ever havethe®desire’ to get rid of somethinginyour life, or to op engaging in some practice that
you felt was displeasing to the Lord? Well, if the desireto get rid of that thing or stop engaging in that
practicedidn’t comefrom God, then whatever you did wasawork of theflesh. Whatever you did wasan
attempt to establish your own righteousness. God must bethe cause of everything you do inthe realm of
righteousness and choosing good over evil or el seit’sjust your old stinking flesh (which wantsto steal
God’s glory) that’ sdoing it.

What I’ vejust described ispoint # 1 of John Cavin's T.U.L.I.P. theory. It'scdled “ Total Inability”. Tota
Inability isthe belief that our Adamic natureisso fallenand so totally corrupt, we are incapable of doing
righteousnessor choosi ng righteousness. Both beforeand after our conversion, weremaintotaly incapable
of walking in any kind of righteousness, or respondingto God, or obeying God. God must cause usto do
everything. In short, we are “€elect robots”.

Ohyes, Mr. Lumbley giveslip servicetotheideaof ushaving achoice—just like he giveslip serviceto
alot of things he doesn't redly believe. He sayswe can choose to yield to the Spirit or we can choose to
resist the Spirit. But what he really believesisthat unless God were causing usto yield to the Spirit, we
would never “choose” to yield to the Spirit. Unless God were causing us to obey Him, we would never
“choose’ to obey Him. The bottom lineisthis: he believesthat if we could actually choose to obey God
or yield to God without God causing us to do so, and if we did choose to obey or yield, we would be
establishing our own righteousness. Wewould be coming forth in righteousnesswithout God’ shelp. Inhis
mind, anything you do that’s not being caused by God is a*“work of the flesh”.

Do you remember the other week when brother Hugh got on the mic and shared how he had just
discovered that Cavinists believe God must regenerate a person involuntarily, before that person can then
voluntarily chooseto accept thegospd ? That’ sCalvin' sdoctrine of “ Tota Inability”. Accordingto Cavin,
man’ sfallen condition is so total and complete, we cannot respond to God when He calsus or convicts
us of our sins. He must first give us the ability to respond before we can respond.
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Asl sadthat night, theCavinist positionisvery smple: “adead man can't chooselife’. Only aliving man
can choose life. Since we are spiritually dead before salvation, we could never accept the gospel or
respond to the conviction of sin unless God first gave usthe ability to respond. The way He gives usthe
ability to respond is by sovereignly regenerating us. He regenerates usfirgt, without our permission, sowe
can then voluntarily choose life. He saves usfirst, then He offersus sdlvation! He savesusin order to save
us. In thisway, the ability to accept salvation comes directly from Him. Y ou can't take any credit for
responding to Him because without Him causing you to respond, you would never respond because you
aretotally incapable of responding.

I”’m not even going to bother going through the Scripture to refute this absurd teaching. Just let me say that
all unsaved people are born with a conscience. That conscience is not the Spirit of God, nor does it
belong to God. It's not something we can lose if we don’t stay in union with God becausewearenot in
unionwith God when it first operatesin usaschildren. It sour conscience—and it’ scapable of |etting us
know the difference between right and wrong in many areas of life.

Inaddition, al unsaved peopleare born withtheir own will. Their will hasthe capability of interacting with
their conscience. When their consciencete lsthem something they are doingiswrong, they havethe ability
to choose between obeying or disobeying what their conscienceistelling them. Thereare dill quiteafew
unsaved peopleinthisworld who live by the dictates of their conscience and they are very moral people.
Infact, some of these people know the difference between right and wrong much better than the average
Western Christian does because the average Western Christian thinks he can violate what hisconscience
tells him because he is under the “grace” of God.

Now don’'t misunderstand what | am saying. I’ m not saying we can be saved by following our conscience.
I”’m just pointing out the fact that every person who has ever been born into thisworld, has been born with
their own conscience and their own will which has the power to obey or disobey that conscience. What
thisshowsisthat when it comesto the unsaved, choosi ng between good and evil or righteousness and
wickedness does not directly involve God. God is not causing the conscience of the unsaved to function.
Neither is He causing the will of the unsaved to choose to obey or disobey their conscience. In other
words, Calvin'sdoctrine of “Totd Inability” isalie and a deception. When God draws people or convicts
them of their sin, they have the ability to respond. God doesn't haveto “save’ them firdt, beforethey are
even capable of responding. The ability to respond to the Creator is within the creature.

Even when we were dead in sins, hath quickened us together with Christ,
(by grace ye are saved;) And hath raised us up together, and made us sit
together in heavenly placesin Christ Jesus:

Ephesians 2:5-6

Satan took thisverse of Scripture, and otherswhich state the sametruth, and twisted itsmeaning in the
mind of Calvin. Satan took atruth of God’s Word—which isthat the unsaved are dead spiritualy, as
opposed to being aive spiritudly—and he put adant on that truth which turned it into alie. Thetwist that
turned avitd truth of Scriptureinto ademoniclieisthat because we are spiritudly dead before we come
to Christ, we don’t have the ability to respond to the conviction of the Holy Spirit. Because we are
spiritually dead, we don’t have the ability to choose Christ when He calls us.
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In Calvin’smind, God hasto cause usto choose Him because we are totaly incapable of choosing Him
on our own. And when | say “on our own”, I’ m not talking about us going after God. I’ m not talking about
us seeking after Him. He must seek after us. Hemust call us and convict us. What I’ m talking about is our
responsewhen Hecals. I' m talking about our response when He speaks. I’ m talking about our response
when He convicts us. Calvin taught that we are incapable of responding unless God first causes usto
respond. Theway he causes usto respond is by saving us without our permission. He regenerates us so
wearenolonger “dead’. Then, after we have been made spiritudly dive, He offers sdvation to us because
only aliving man can choose to accept salvation. A dead man can’t choose anything.

Widl, Duh! Who wouldn't choose Chrigt after they have already been regenerated? Who wouldn't choose
Chrigt after He has aready saved them? Ah, but you see, that’ sthewhole point. That' swhy point #4in
the T.U.L.1.P. theory iscalled “Irresistible Grace” . Nobody who has aready been regenerated by Godis
going to reject the salvation He then offers them. It'san irresistible deal.

It svery easy for Satan to takeatruth of Scriptureand totally pervertit. He doesn’t haveto blatantly deny
that truth. Hejust hasto put alittletwist on it and that twist will turnit into alie. Y ou know, God' s people
just don’t understand how powerful Satan redly isintheream of deception. They aredwayswatching and
warning others about false religious “ experiences’. But Satan is decelving just as many people with the
Bibleasheiswith bogus spiritua experiences. Hehasall kinds of waysto usethe Bibleagainst us. Heis
not relegated to just denying the truth or twisting the truth. All he hasto do is over-emphasizeatruthin
someone smind and the effect will bethat other vital truths become minimized and obscured. The effect
will be an unbalanced and unstable Christian.

Y ou may recall that about 6 monthsago | started another war with some women who were coming to the
chat room. That war began when | gave amessage called: “ Using Truth To Deceive’. Thetruth that was
being used to deceive peoplewasthetruth of “death to self” . The deception that was being propagated by
that truth wasthat if wewill dieto slf every day, wewon't redlly haveto directly face Satan, or battle him
and overcome him. It wasn'’t easy to expose that particular deception without appearing to minimizethe
need of dying to salf every day. But theissue wasn't whether or not we need to dieto self every day. We
certainly do. The question was, how does dying to self relate to confronting and overcoming the enemy.
Their view wasthat dying to self isthe way you overcome the enemy. But the Scripture says. “ Submit
yourselves therefore to God. Resist the devil, and he will flee from you” (James 4:7).

Submitting ourselvesto Godisdying to salf. Soif submitting oursavesto God werethe way we overcome
the enemy, Jameswould never have goneonto say “resist thedevil”. Y ou can't resist thedevil by dying
to self anymorethan you can submit to God by resistingthe devil. The command isto submit to theoneand
resst the other. Y ou resist the devil by resisting the devil! Dying to salf will never remove you from the
battle against Satan—and that’ s precisely what these women were teaching.

WEéll, we have asimilar situation with the deception that’ sbeing propagated by Apostasy Watch. Mr.
Lumbley hasincorporated Cadvin's* Totd Inability” concept into hisview of sanctification. Thisputsadant
on avita truth of the Scripture that turnsit into alie. Thetruth is, we cannot possibly comeforth in the
image of Christ without the help of the Holy Spirit. The deceptioniis, al persond effort isarefusa of that
help and an attempt to bring ourselvesforth in that image by our own strength. Mr. Lumbley issaying all
personal effort is an attempt to be sanctified without the help of God.
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| amthe vinge, ye are the branches. He that abideth in me, and | in him, the
same bringeth forth much fruit: for without me ye can do nothing.
John 15:5

In hismessagelast Sunday night, Mr. Lumbley quoted this passage as proof of theerror heisteaching. I'm
not going to take the timeto quote him. I'm just going to explain his argument. Anyone who suspects that
I’mmisrepresenting himwill haveto takethetimeto listen to that messagethemselves. Hispoint in quoting
this passage wasto show that we can’t bring forth fruit (ie: become sanctified) without Christ. Then hesaid
“those” —and that would be me—who say personal effort isrequired to be sanctified are preaching the
samelie Satan presented Evein the Garden of Eden—"ye canbeas Gods’. In other words, Mr. Lumbley
is defining personal effort as an attempt to walk independently from God.

It' sdifficult to untwigt this pervergon without appearing like I’ m saying something I’ m not. But for the sske
of the few who are still struggling over which one of usis preaching afalse gospel, I’'m going to untwist
Lumbley’ stwist for you. The question is not—can we come forth in theimage of Christ, or bear fruit, or
be sanctified, or reach perfection without the help of the Holy Spirit. The answer to that question isclearly
“No”. And let me bevery dear: | have never believed, or sated (publicly or privately), or even hinted that
it' s possible to be sanctified without the help of Christ. So if anybody istrying to present my teachingin
that kind of light, they arealiar.

Thequestion | have been askingisthis: ispersonal effort the antithesis of believing, walking by faith and
yielding to the Spirit; or ispersona effort anintegral part of our Christian walk? Does personal effort
cancel out believing God' spromises? Does personal effort cancel out walking by faith? Does personal
effort cancel out yielding to the Spirit?

If the answer to these questionsis“Y es’—if persona effort equals an attempt to establish your own
righteousness; if it equals an attempt to reach perfection independently from God—then Dan Maceis
preaching afalse gospel of works and you need to avoid me like cancer.

If the answer is*“No”—if personal effort does not necessarily equal an attempt to establish your own
righteousness or reach perfection without the help of God—then Seve Lumbley is preaching afd se gospd
of grace and you need to avoid him like cancer.

Theissueisnot whether or not we can come forth in righteousness or be sanctified without the help of the
Spirit. The question iswhether dl persond effort in the quest for righteousness equasadenial of the Holy
Spirit’s help. The question is whether all personal effort in the quest for righteousness equals an
independent effort to obtain or establish righteousness.

In hismessage, Mr. Lumbley used what Jesus said about us not being able to bear fruit without Him, to
edtablish thefact that persond effort isprecisely an attempt to bear fruit without Him. When Jesus said we
cando nothing without Him, in Mr. Lumbley’ smind, that meanspersonal effort istheantithesisof walking
by faith and abiding in the Vine.

Will, | have aquestion for everyonewho ishearing my voice. Doyou think Jesus was required to do the
samething we are, when it comesto bearing fruit and walking in righteousness? Do you think He had to
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depend on the Spirit to bear fruit and walk in righteousness, just like we have to depend on the Spirit to
bear fruit and walk in righteousness? Do you think He had to “yield” to the Spirit just likewe do? In case
there is any doubt as to the correct answer, consider the following passages:

Therefore the Jews sought the more to kill him, because he not only had
broken the sabbath, but said also that God was his Father, making himself
equal with God. Then answered Jesus and said unto them, Verily, verily, |
say unto you, The Son can do nothing of himself, but what he seeth the
Father do: for what things soever he [the Father] doeth, these also doeth
the Son likewise.

John 5:18-19

| can of mine own self do nothing: as| hear, | judge: and my judgment is
just; because | seek not mine own will, but the will of the Father which hath
sent me.

John 5:30

As the living Father hath sent me, and | live by the Father: so he that
eateth me, even he shall live by me.
John 6:57

Then said Jesus unto them, When ye have lifted up the Son of man, then
shall ye know that | am he, and that | do nothing of myself; but as my
Father hath taught me, | speak these things.

John 8:28

For | have not spoken of myself; but the Father which sent me, he gave me
a commandment, what | should say, and what | should speak.
John 12:49

Believest thou not that | amin the Father, and the Father in me? the words
that | speak unto you | speak not of myself: but the Father that dwelleth
in me, he doeth the works.

John 14:10

| think it’ s pretty clear that when Jesustold Hisdisciplesto “abidein” Him, Hewasn't telling them to do
something Hewasn't required to do himsalf. He had to abide in the Father. When he told the disciples that
they could “do nothing” without Him, Hewasn't telling them to do something He wasn't required to do
himself. He could do nothing without the Father. Theideaof abiding in God and not being able to produce
spiritud fruit without God' s help were concepts that Jesus taught and lived. So then, do you think Jesus
ever tried to bring forth His own righteousness? Do you think He ever tried to produce spiritud fruitin His
own strength? Do you think Jesus ever tried to sanctify himsdf by the“arm of theflesh”? Do you think He
ver tried to obey God by His own power?
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For consider him that endured such contradiction of sinners against
himself, lest ye be wearied and faint in your minds. Ye have not yet resisted
unto blood, striving against sin.

Hebrews 12:3-4

When referring to the struggle Jesus went through in the Garden of Gethsemane, the writer of Hebrews
said: “consider Him”. Consider Him! Consider what the Scripture says of that struggle. | know | went
through thislast month; but people need to hear it again and consider what’ s being said by the writer of
Hebrews—especially asit relatesto the deception that’ sbeing propagated by Apostasy Watch. First of
al, obeying God and waking in righteousnessis not just amatter of God removing wrong desiresfrom us.
God didn't “remove’ the desirein Jesusto avoid going to the Cross. Jesus had to overcome that desire.

Then cometh Jesus with them unto a place called Gethsemane, and saith
unto the disciples, St ye here, whilel go and pray yonder. And he took with
him Peter and the two sons of Zebedee, and began to be sorrowful and very
heavy. Then saith he unto them, My soul is exceeding sorrowful, even unto
death: tarry ye here, and watch with me. And he went a little further, and
fell on hisface, and prayed, saying, O my Father, if it be possible, let this
cup pass from me: nevertheless not as | will, but as thou wilt. And he
cometh unto the disciples, and findeth them asleep, and saith unto Peter,
What, could ye not watch with me one hour? Watch and pray, that ye enter
not into temptation: the spirit indeed is willing, but the flesh is weak. He
went away again the second time, and prayed, saying, O my Father, if this
cup may not pass away from me, except | drink it, thy will be done. And
he came and found them asleep again: for their eyes were heavy. And he
left them, and went away again, and prayed the third time, saying the
same words. Then cometh he to his disciples, and saith unto them, Seep on
now, and take your rest: behold, the hour is at hand, and the Son of man
is betrayed into the hands of sinners.

Matthew 26:36-45

Saying, Father, if thou be willing, remove this cup from me: nevertheless
not my will, but thine, be done. And there appeared an angel unto himfrom
heaven, strengthening him. And being in an agony he prayed more
earnestly: and his sweat was as it were great drops of blood falling down
to the ground.

Luke 22:42-44

Thedisciplesgiveavery honest description of the struggle Jesuswent through that night. But | wonder how
many peopleinthe Apostasy Watch religious group have considered that struggle. Maybethey aretoo
mesmerized by seducing spiritstoreally consider thefact that therewasa*“ desire” in Jesusto not “ drink
the cup” the Father had prepared for Him. Maybe they are too mesmerizedto consider thefact that Jesus
wasin anintense struggle against avery powerful temptation to sin by choosing Hisown will over the
Father’ swill, and that He exerted alot of personal effort to win that battle.
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The Lord Jesushad Hisownwill, and at that moment, Hiswill was having astruggle. Thedesireto have
that “ cup” passfrom Himwasnot asinin and of itself. However, if Jesuswould have given in to that
desire, if Hewouldn't have gotten the victory over that desire, Hewould have snned and wewould dl be
on our way to Hell right now. So have you redlly consdered that struggle? Have you realy considered the
fact that Jesus was resisting the temptation to sin with all His own strength that night?

WEéll, while you' re consdering that, consider this: Jesusdidn’t get the victory over that desire smply by
believing the promises of God, or simply by becoming fully persuaded that God would perform those
promises. Hedidn't get the victory over that desiresimply by getting is mind off of it, or ssimply by not
considering that desire—like Abraham didn’t consider the fact that his body was now dead. Hedidn't
overcomethat desresimply by giving glory to God for the victory before He had actudly gotten thevictory
Jesusdidn’t get the victory over that desresimply by trusting that God would removethat desirefrom Him
by grace. He didn't get the victory over that desire smply by yielding to the work of the Spirit. Jesus got
the victory over that desire by overcoming it.

How did He overcomeit? Well for starters, He had to pray three timesto overcomeit. He had to pray
three times get to the place where he would submit to the Father’ swill. But that was just the beginning. In
oneaccount of those eventswe retold that Hewasin such an intense struggle againgt the temptationto sin,
He sweat great drops of blood. How much* personad effort” do you supposes a person hasto beexerting
in order to sweat drops of blood?

| don't care what part the Holy Spirit played in that whole ordedl. | don't careif the Spirit was helping Jesus
50% or 75% or 100%—Jesus was still ressting and striving againgt the temptation to snwith al Hisown
strength, and with all Hisownwill. There’ sjust no way around thefact that Jesus will wasfully engaged
inthat battle. He was resisting the temptation to sin with al Hisown power. That’ swhy an angel had to
come and “ strengthen” Him. That’s why he sweat great drops of blood.

Y ou see, just because we need the L ord’ shel p to win these kinds of battles; just becausewe can’'t do it
by our own strength alone, that does not mean God no longer requires us to use our own strength. It
doesn’t mean that God no longer requiresusto do our part. We are still responsibleto fully engage our
minds, our wills, our strength, and our determination to overcome sin.

Anyonewho deniesthat Jesuswas exerting persond effort inthe battleto overcomesinthat nightisafilthy
liar. Anyonewho triesto equate Jesus persond effort with trying to do something without the help of God
isafilthy liar. And anyonewho triesto equate Jesus persond effort with trying to produce spiritua fruit
by His own strength or trying to sanctify Himself by the flesh isafilthy liar.

Neither Lumbley or any of hisdeluded followerswill ever be ableto get around the fact, or explain away
thefact, that the Lord Jesus did much moreto overcome sinthan SIMPLY walk by faith, or yield to the
Spirit, or believe God' s promises, or become fully persuaded that God would perform His promises, or
get Hismind off the problem, or give glory to God before the victory waswon, or trust that God would
removethe desire hewasresisting by grace. Neither Lumbley or any of his deluded followerswill ever be
ableto get around the fact the Scripture states very clearly that Jesus exerted persond effort in Hisstruggle
against sin—and not just some effort. He gave that struggle all the effort He had in Him. All of His
being—His mind, will, heart, emotions, and even His body—was engaged in that battle.
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No, Jesuswasn't engaged in that battlealone. No, He wasn't trying to overcome sin through His human
strength only. No, He wasn’t rgjecting the help of the Holy Spirit or trying to act independently of the
Father. Certainly the Father waswith Him and certainly the Spirit was helping Him. But whatever level of
help the Father was providing, that will never take away the fact that Jesus had to put forth His own
persona effort to win that battle. He had to resist and strive against the temptation to sin. That’ s not just
the persona opinion of Dan Mace. It saFACT that’ splainly recorded in the Scripture. Thosewho don't
want to live with the truth this fact reveals, will just have livein religious delusion.

If Jesus had to go through that kind of a struggle to overcome the temptation to sin, what in the world
makes people think they won’'t have to do the same, and more, when they are faced with a strong
temptation? And lissen—I"m not saying we haveto struggle like that againgt every sn. We shouldn’'t have
to srugglewith every sinlikethat. If we do, we aren’t a Christian—we re just religious. I’ m talking about
asinyou just can't seem to overcome, even though you' ve tried to overcomeit. I'm talking about asin
that just keepsreturning again and again and keeps overcomng you! When we are up against that kind
of kind of atemptation, what makes peoplethink they won't have to do the same thing Jesus did when He
faced a powerful temptation?

I”ll tell you what makesthem think they won’t haveto do what Jesusdid—seducing spirits. And thereason
peopl e open themseal ves up to seducing spiritsisbecausethey arefilled with pride and arrogance. It’ sthe
epitome of prideto read how Jesus strove againgt sin in the garden that night, and then turn around and tell
people dl they have to do to overcome ainishave “fath” that God will ddiver them from the desreto sin
by grace asthey restin Him and yield to the work of the Spirit. That’s passivity; and it’ sjust what lazy,
carnal, Christians want to hear. God will do everything for meif | will just have faith and trust Him.

Ill tell you something else Mr. Lumbley and al his deluded followerswill never be ableto get around or
explain away. They will never be able to explain away the fact that the writer of Hebrews used Jesus
persond effort against sin in the garden that night as an example to encourage usto do the same. That's
right! He was using the example of Jesus persond effort in overcoming temptation to encourage thosein
the Hebrew congregation (to whom he was writing) who were having a problem with sin, not to give up
resisting and striving against that sin.

So to be quitefrank, | don't careif Mr. Lumbley strings athousand verses of Scripture together in order
to support hiserror—Hebrews 12:4 exposes him asafdseteacher. Actudly, it’svery sad to watch people
choose thewords of a self proclaimed Bible teacher over the actions of their Lord. Jesus did the exact
oppositeof what Mr. Lumbley ispreaching, yet people choose thisman’ swordsover the example set by
their Savior. Talk about putting your trust in man! Talk about trusting in the arm of the flesh!

Wil severa weeksago Mr. Lumbley gave another message to support hiserror, in which he stated the
Scripture“seemstoimply” that we areresponsibleto do certain thingsin order to be sanctified. But of
course, we aren't redlly respongible to do any of these things. He then went through 4 or 5 passages which
“seemed” to say we have to do something ourselves. But as he read each passage, he would then point the
people to another passage nearby which talked about grace or faith. “ See”’, he would say, the Bibleisn't
really telling you to do these things. It' stelling you to let God do them in you. You do them through
grace. You do them by believing that God will do themin you” .
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What took place that night was arepeat of what happened in the Garden of Eden 6000 years ago; and of
course, the peoplein that roomfell for it, lock, stock and barrel. “ Hath God said?’—said the Serpent to
Eve. “Hath God said?’—said Mr. Lumbley to hisfollowers? Surely, when God told you to resist the devil,
Hedidn’'t mean that you should exert any personal effort to do so. What He really meant wasthat you
should let Him resist the devil for you as you yield to the work of the Spirit. Surely, when God told you to
flee youthful lustsHe didn’t mean you should exert any persond effort to do so. What Heredlly meant was
that you should let Him cause you to flee. Better yet, if you are redly waking by faith, God will remove
the temptation before you even have to faceit.

Those who are hearing my voice, please answer methis: do you think Jesuswas*“abiding” in the Father
when He exerted personal effort to resist sn? Do you think Jesuswas*“yielding” to the Spirit when He
exerted personal effort against Ssn?Well then, guesswhat? If Jesus could exert persond effort and still be
yielding to the Spirit, so can you! If He could exert persona effort and still be abiding in the Father, so can
you! If Jesus could exert persona effort to overcome sin and still be walking by faith, trusting God and
believing God' s promises, so can you. If Jesus could exert persond effort without being guilty of trying to
establish Hisown righteousness, or of trying to perfect Himself, or of trying to produce spiritud fruit by His
own power, then so can you!

Persond effort does not equa resisting the Spirit or rgjecting the help of the Spirit! It does not equd trying
to wak independently of God! Nor isit the antithesis of walking by faith or yieding to the Spirit. Thiswhole
ideaisaliefromthe pit of Hell—and Mr. Lumbley isfunctioning as Satan’s mouth piece. It' s designed
to produce passive Christianswho can easily be overcome by Satan. Thefact that this man has been able
to seduce the kind of people he has, shows just how powerful Satan’s deceptions are right now.

In that same message, one of the passages Mr. Lumbley looked at was Hebrews 12:1—“Wherefore
seeing we also are compassed about with so great a cloud of witnesses, |et uslay aside every weight,
and the sin which doth so easily beset us, and let us run with patience the race that is set before us’ .
Hispoint in quoting this passage wasto show that eventhough it “seemed” like the writer of Hebrewswas
telling usto lay aside every weight and sin, even though it “ seemed” like hewastelling usto run therace
with patience, that fact is, hewasn’t telling usto do these things because if we actually tried to do them,
it would involve persona effort—and al persona effort isargection of God’ sgrace. All persond effort
isarefusa to let the Spirit todo it for us. Then hereferred the people to the very next verse and said this
ishow we are to lay aside these weights and sins. Thisis how we are to run the race with patience:

Looking unto Jesus the author and finisher of our faith; who for the joy
that was set before him endured the cross, despising the shame, and is set
down at the right hand of the throne of God.

Hebrews.12:2

According to Mr. Lumbley, theway weobey the command to lay aside every weight and sin and run the
raceisby “looking unto Jesus’. When he sayswe areto look to Jesus, he meanswe areto smply believe
that Jesuswill accomplishthisfor usby grace asweyield to thework of the Spiritin our lives. No persond
effortisnecessary. Indeed, no personal effortisallowed. In Mr. Lumbley’ smind, personal effort isthe
antithesis of looking unto Jesus.
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WEll, | certainly don’t have aproblem with the fact that we must to “look to Jesus’ to help uslay aside
every weight or sin that besetsusor to run therace. What | have aproblem with isthe ideathat persona
effort isthe antithesisof looking unto Jesus. What | have aproblem withistheideathat persond effort and
looking unto Jesus are polar opposites, and that we will have to choose one or the other because one
automatically cancels out the other. What | have aproblem with istheideathat we can't possibly put forth
persond effort and ook to Jesus at the sametime. Thereason | have aproblem with thisideais because
it directly contradicts the clear meaning of the very next verse, which says:

For consider him that endured such contradiction of sinners against
himself, lest ye be wearied and faint in your minds. Ye have not yet resisted
unto blood, striving against sin.

Hebrews 12:3-4

Do you think there might be a connection between the exhortation to look unto Jesusin Hebrews 12:2 and
the exhortation to consider the struggle He went through in Hebrew 12:4? Do you think it’ spossible that
when the writer of Hebrewstold usto ook unto Jesus, he wasn't saying we should just believe we will
overcome sin by grace, but that we should resist sin with all our might, just like Jesus?

See, what thewriter of Hebrewsis saying inversetwelveis: “Hey, you may think you are doing a lot to
fight against a besetting sin in your life, but just remember what Jesus had to do to overcome sin
in the garden that evening. He had to resist and strive against the temptation to sin so hard He bled
great drops of blood! So until you've resisted sin like that, don't think you’ ve done all you can to
overcomeit.”

He snot saying what Mr. Lumbley issaying. Hedidn't look a people in that fellowship who were having
aproblem with sin and say: “Hey, you may think you are doing a lot to fight against some besetting
sininyour lifebut all you are doing iswalking in theflesh! Sriving against that sinis personal effort
and that isn’t what God wants from you! He wants you to ‘rest’ in His promise. He wants you to just
believe and walk by faith. Just yield to the Spirit's work in you and you will get delivered.”

Listen people; either thewriter of the book of Hebrewsisaliar or Mr. Lumbley isaliar. If the doctrine
being propagated by Apostasy Watch istrue, then Jesuswasressting snin His*flesh” that night! Y ou need
to understand that Mr. Lumbley is a dangerous man because of the very subtle way he twists the
Scripture. He' sdangerous because he' sconvinced hiserror istrue. The most dangerouskind of deceiver
isthe onewho is utterly convinced of hiserror. The deception that’ staking place in that chat roomisso
subtle, most of the peoplein that group have absolutely no ideawhat’ s happening. Thefew who have seen
the truth have separated themselves from that group.

The“grace” Mr. Lumbley is propagating is not the grace that’ staught in the Scripture. 1t'sacounterfeit
gracethat’ sdesigned to produce passive Christians that are food for the demons. The grace that’ staught
inthe Scripture givesyou the power to overcomethe temptation to sin. Mr. Lumbley’ sgraceremovesthe
temptation to sin so there is nothing to overcome. That was the whole point of hisillustration about
throwing away hisworldly music wasn't it? He threw his music out before the desire for that music had
been removed from his heart, so it didn’t work. That act was just a worthless “work of the flesh”.
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But somewheredong theway, God just removed the desirefor that music from him. Therewasno struggle
against thedesirefor that music. No personal effort wasrequired to resist the temptation to listen toiit.
Apparently Mr. Lumbley didn’t even feel the need to pray and ask God to deliver him fromit. He just
walked by faith and yielded to the Spirit every day and presto, one morning hewoke up and thedesirefor
that music was gone. God had removed it. It was “all of God and none of him”.

| wonder if Mr. Lumbley was ever convicted by the Holy Spirit concerning hisworldly mucic?He said he
“gotitinhishead” a thevery beginning that he should get rid of it, and then he blamed an unknown minister
for putting that thought in hisbrain. Since helistened to aman and not the Holy Spirit, that whole effort was
a“work of theflesh”.

But | wonder—after he redlized that throwing themusic out didn’t remove the desirefor it, was he ever
convicted of it by the Holy Spirit?1 wonder if hewasever “ conflicted” about theissue? Did the Holy Spirit
ever try totell himto get rid of that music; or wasthe whole thing anon-issue until the morning he woke
up and redlized the desire was gone.? Was he ever in aplace where he knew God (not man) wanted him
to give up that music, but the desire for it was still so strong in him he couldn’t do it?

See, that’ sthe way things work in the real world. God is continually convicting us of things that are
displeasing to Him. God is continudly convicting usof thingsthat are hindering our union with Him. And
thefact is, most of the time, the things He convicts us of are thingswe desire. Sometimes, thethingsHe
asks usto let go of are so important to us, we would rather die than let them go. In the real world of
conflictingwillsand desires—not in Mr. Lumbley’ sreligiousfantasy world—thisiswherethedifference
between the grace of the Bible and his counterfeit grace is revealed.

For we have not an high priest which cannot be touched with the feeling of
our infirmities; but was in all points tempted like as we are, yet without
sin. Let us therefore come boldly unto the throne of grace, that we may
obtain mercy, and find grace to help in time of need.

Hebrews 4:15-16

Thewriter of Hebrews said Jesuswastempted in dl pointslikeasweare. Since Hewastempted just like
us, and since He can be touched with the fedling of our infirmities, and since Heis at the right hand of the
Father behind the Vell, we are encouraged to go boldly to the throne of grace in order to “ obtain mercy
and find graceto help in time of need” . In other words, when we are tempted to sin, we are to run to
Jesus and ask for help! Weareto ask Him to help usresist and overcomethat temptation. The“help” we
recelve from the throne of grace isthe power to overcome the temptation. The*help” we receive from the
throne of grace is the power to turn away from that sin.

Mr. Lumbley’ sgrace doesn’t hel p you overcomethetemptationyou arefacing. It removesthetemptation
from you so there is nothing to overcome. When you walk in Scriptura grace, both you and God are
engaged in the battle, just as both Jesus and the Father were engaged in the battle in the Garden of
Gethsemane. It’ sthesword of the Lord and of Gideon. Just as Jesuswasres sting thetemptationto sinwith
al Hisown strength that night, so we must resist the temptation to snwith al of our own strength. Just as
Jesus needed “help” to win the battle, so we need “help” to win the battle.
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True graceis God giving usthe strength we arelacking so we can win. Heis helping uswin. Heisnot
winning for usby removing thething wearestruggling againg. Thereisabig difference between thosetwo
concepts. Scriptural grace makesyou an overcomer becauseit strengthensyou to gain thevictory over
all your internal enemies. Mr. Lumbley’ sgrace makesyou apassive robot becauseit removesall your
internal enemies from you. There is nothing to fight, nothing to overcome.

Let your conversation be without covetousness; and be content with such
things as ye have: for he hath said, | will never leave thee, nor forsake thee.
So that we may boldly say, The Lord ismy helper, and | will not fear what
man shall do unto me.

Hebrews 13:5-6

TheLordisour helper, said thewriter of the book of Hebrews. Apparently, Mr. Lumbley doesn’t know
the difference between having someone hel p you do something and someone doing that thing for you. This
isbecause hismindisfilled with the errors of Calvin. Y ou see, when you start off with abad foundation,
everything you build on that foundation is skewed. When you build your theology on the foundation of
Calvin's" Total Inability” lie, then even though everything you build looksright, there’ safundamental
distortion in al of it that makesit false. When your start off by assuming that our Adamic natureis
incapable of doing anything good; that it’ sincapable of choosing to follow God or obey God; that it's
incapable of waking in righteousness, then the rest of your theology is going to be warped and you will
never, ever understand the issue of righteousness.

Thosewho listen to Mr. Lumbley may have noticed that he is obsessed with the (seemingly) noble task of
making sure God gets AL L the glory for our redemption. He' s obsessed with making sure that we don’t
take credit for ANYTHING we do. Thereason for thisis very smple. He believes that if we had any
responsibility at all in the salvation process, and we carried out that responsibility faithfully, then God
couldn’t get al the glory. He would have to share it with us. If we actually had the power to make a
righteous choice without God causing usto make that righteouschoice, then we could rightfully take some
credit for making that choice—not all the credit, mind you—~but certainly the amount that’s proper.

Calvinigshave a“phobia’ about people stealing God' sglory. That’ swhy Mr. Lumbley spitsand fumes
a thevery thought of God dlowing usto sharetheresponghbility for our sanctification. That' swhy he says
over and over and over again that our fleshwant’ sto take the credit for what God does. If wewerereally
responsiblefor anything in the salvation process, they could not keep propagating their “it’sall of God
and none of you” slogan.

Onceyouregect Cavin's“Totd Inability” lig, it’ svery easy to understand that we sharethe responsibility
for our own salvation, and that thisin noway “steals’ glory from God. Y ou will understand that we have
theability torespondtothe Lord in every areaand at every stage of the salvation process. Whether it's
our responseto Hisinitial call to repentance, or our response to His daily leading in the sanctification
process, we have the ability to choose life or desth. The fact that we can’t be sanctified without the Lord's
help does not mean we are hel pless automatons who are incapable of doing anything that God isn’t
causing usto do. We havea“new man” and that new man leads us and guides us and empowersus. But
we are totally responsible for whether or not we yield to the influence of that new man.
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For the Son of man shall come in the glory of his Father with his angels;
and then he shall reward every man according to hisworks.
Matthew 16:27

He that is unjust, let him be unjust still: and he which isfilthy, let him be
filthy still: and he that isrighteous, let him be righteous still: and he that is
holy, let him be holy still. And, behold, | come quickly; and_my reward is
with me, to give every man according as hiswork shall be.

Revelation 22:11-12

Oneof the things people don’t understand about the Calvinist error Mr. Lumbley isteaching, isthat it annuls
the whole concept of rewards. If we are sanctified by “faith” in the same exact way we arejustified by
“faith” (asMr. Lumbley asserts) then you will never receive areward for anything you do because you
didn’t do anything! If it’sreally “all of God and none of you”, then on what basis are you expecting to
receive areward? What have you done?

“Well”, you may say, “I walked by faith”. Oh really? Could you have walked by faith if God wasn’t
CAUSING YOU towalk by faith? According to Cavin and Lumbley, you are incapable of walking by
faith.

Try again

“Wel”, youmay say, “1 believed God' spromises’. Oh really? Could you have believed God’ s promises
if the Spiritwasn’'t CAUSING Y OU to bdievethem? According to Cavinand Lumbley, you areincapable
of believing God’ s promises.

Try again.

“Wdl”, youmay say, “I yielded to the work of the Spirit”. Oh realy? Could you have yielded to the work
of the Spirit if the Spirit wasn't CAUSING Y OU to yield? According to Calvin and Lumbley, you are
incapable of yielding to the Spirit.

Sorry friend, this lie cuts both ways.

If you can't takeany credit for anything you do, then neither can you be rewarded for anything you do. If
God doesit dl, then Henot only getsall the credit, He dso getsdl thereward. If it's* all of God and none
of you”, God can't possibly reward you for what Healone has done. In order for you to receive areward
you must deserve it. Nobody will ever receive any rewards through Mr. Lumbley’ s counterfeit grace
becausethat grace saysyou will never deserve anything. God deservesal the credit and God deserves
al the glory, so guess what—God gets all the rewards.
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