PERVERTING THE “FIRST PRINCIPLES’
Conclusion

I‘'mgoing tofinishthisseriesontheperversion of thefirst principlestonight. Thelast few weeks| havetried
to show how the Scriptural teaching of justification has been perverted, and some of the ramifications of
that perverson. Basically, in order to bejustified, we must repent and believe. But our belief must be more
than menta assent to the truth. We must repent and believe with afaith that producesfruit or works. What
has happened is, beginning back in the Reformation, religious|eaders havere-defined faith—at least when
it comesto justification—to mean Smply believing the gospd with themind. Thisset the stagefor much of
the error that would come into the church over the next 500 years.

L et me explain something about the Reformation. Theteachings of the Reformation are nothing more or
less than Calvinism. Thiswasn't dwaysthe case. The Reformation became Calvinism becauseof aman
named Jacob Hermansz, aDutch theologian of thelate sixteenth century, whois better known by hisLatin
name, Jacobus Arminius. Arminiusand theearly Dutch reformerswerenot Calvinisiswhenthey overthrew
Catholicism (in 1566).

Arminiuseventually moved to Genevato study under Calvin'sson-in-law and successor, Theodore Beza.
Hewasingdled as pastor in Amsterdam in 1587 and he pastored there for 15 years. During that time he
had the reputation of being a brilliant preacher and a humble, dedicated Christian. His expositional
preaching drew large crowds. During that time, he also formulated his own ideas and teachingsfrom his
study of the Bible and some of those ideas came into conflict with the teachings of Calvin.

Eventudly hefound himsdf in agituation where he wasforced to publicly rgect some of Cavin' steachings,
especidly onecaled“ supralapsarianism’, which istheideathat God decreed in Eternity past exactly who
would be saved and who would be lost. Arminius concluded that supral gpsarianism made God the author
of sin. No one could refute his scholarship regarding the subject, but preachers began to openly attack him
from the pulpit. Hiswords were twisted out of context and his enemiestried to destroy hisinfluence. In
1603, he moved to Leiden, whichisacity and municipality in the province of South Holland, and he
becameaprofessor of theology at the university there. Hewas considered by many asthe greatest scholar
of hisday. But even at Leiden hewas under attack from aCavinist professor. Findly, he asked for apublic
hearing or debate. However, he died before the synod could convene.

After hisdeath, 42 of hisfollowerswrote their manifesto, which they called the Remonstrance. In 1618,
the Synod of Dort was convened. The Synod was supposed to be an open forum to debate the ideas of
Cdvin and theideas of Arminius. But because Cavinism has become so strong paliticaly, it was conducted
morelikeatrial. Therewere 130 Cavinists present and 13 Remongtrants, who were actually prisoners of
the state. The Remonstrants were at a disadvantage from the beginning.

Thesuccessor of Arminiuswasaman named Simon Episcopius. Hedelivered aspeech of two hourslength
that day, which historians say was so logical and magnificent, it moved many of the hearerstotears. Y et
the Synod of Dort condemned Arminianism as heresy and asaresult, around 200 Remonstrant ministers
were ousted from their pulpits. The synod officidly adopted Calvin' stheology, including suprdgpsarianism,
and formulated five specific theologica points which contradicted the five main points of Arminism. This
iswhen the T.U.L.I.P. acronym was created.



From that point on, the Reformation officially became Calvinism. So whenever you hear anyonetalking
about the Reformation or the doctrines of the Reformation, you need to understand they aretalking the
theology of John Calvin. Reformation theology is Calvinism.

I”’m not saying that nobody has ever been saved as aresult of accepting the Reformation gospel. Anybody
who truly repents of their snand placestheir trust in Jesusfor savation is saved—as|ong asthey bear fruit
and continue to follow Him. What people don't redlize is that there' s a difference between the theology
of the Reformation, and what the actual sermonsthat were preached to the people by the evangdlistswho
werespreading the gospel. Evangdlistsdidn’t run around telling the peopleto “smply believe’ like Abraham
did. When they preached, they told the peoplethey were snners, they told them they were God’ senemies,
they told them they deserved to burn in Hell forever, and the told they there would burn in Hell forever
unlessthey repent of their sinsand ask Jesusto save them. If the Holy Spirit was present to convict the
people, then the reality of these truths would produce true repentance.

Moreover, the message most pastors have preached to the Christians in their churches, ever since the
Reformation, isthat they should love, serve and seek to please God. So many of those who have believed,
have gone onthebear fruit. However, whatever has been accomplished through the preaching of the gospel
all these centuries, it has been accomplished in spite of the theology of the reformers, not because of it,
for that theology does not require repentance before salvation, nor does it require works after salvation.
It only requires belief.

If you want to see the effect preaching the actual theology of the Reformation has on people, just look at
what has happened since themid-1900's. It was during this period that the theology of belief alone took
center stage. Telling people that they are sinners and enemies of God who deserved to burnin Hell, and
that they need to repent of their sins, became passé. These things began to be seen astoo negative, too
harsh, and too judgmentd. The“Hell, Fireand Damnation” preaching vanished, the need to repent was cast
aside, and the only thing that was emphasized was belief.

That changed the whole situation. The result has been the emergence of many false gospel s—Robert
Schuller’ s self esteemis salvation gospel; Kenneth Copeland’ s God wants you healthy and wealthy
gospel; Joel Osteen’ s your best life now gospel; and Rick Warren's God has purpose for you, social
gospel—being just afew of them. Thisiswhat happens when you replace the true gospel of repent and
believe, with afalse gospel of believe and accept.

When you neglect the absol ute necessity of repentance and emphasizetheideaof “smply believing”, the
chances of people ending up in adead faith becomes much greater. Also, when you emphasize theidea
of “smply believing”, even thereality that people can end up in adead faithislost becauseif belief isthe
only requirement for justification, then why woul d anyone suspect they might end up with anything other
than aliving faith when they believe? If beief isthe only requirement for justification, then why would
anyone suspect they didn’t meet the necessary requirement? Therewould be absol utely no reason for them
to suspect that anything other than genuine conversion would follow their belief!

Thisiswhy some people can’t even understand what you are saying when you talk about “dead” faith.
Having adead faithisn't redly apossibility for them because they think belief equalsaliving faith. Intheir
minds, if you believe, you havealiving faith; youwill haveworks, you will producefruit. The possibility that
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belief may not equa aliving faith, that it may not have works or produce fruit, isn’'t even on their radar
screen. And when you mention such apossibility, it still does not compute because you are talking about
something that directly contradicts the very foundation of their belief system. If it’'snot possibleto believe
the gospel and end up with adead faith, then most of the stuff James said in hisletter wasfaseteaching.
If it' snot possible to believe the gospe and end up with adead faith, then Jameswas certainly decelved
when hesaid faith without worksisdead becauseit’ snot possibleto havefaith without works, right?If you
“believe’, then works will automatically follow, right? Not necessarily.

Thou believest that there is one God; thou doest well: the devils also
believe, and tremble. But wilt thou know, O vain man, that faith without
works is dead?

James 2:19-20

James said the devilsbdieve. Arethey saved? Why doesn't the belief of the devils help them? It doesn’'t
do them any good because they don’t obey God. The Scripture saysthe purpose of faith is obedience. The
writer of Hebrews said Jesusistheauthor of salvation for al who obey him (Heb. 5:9). A living faith requires
obedience, and obedienceis something wedo. What we believe must produce action on our part. We have
to do morethan believe in order to have aliving faith. We have to obey in order to have aliving faith.
Obedienceisthe“work” which validates our faith. Thisisrevealed throughout the New Testament. For
instance, consider what Paul wrote at the end of the book of Romans.

Now to himthat is of power to stablish you according to my gospel, and the
preaching of Jesus Christ, according to the revelation of the mystery, which
was kept secret since the world began, But now is made manifest, and by
the scriptures of the prophets, according to the commandment of the
everlasting God, made known to all nations for the obedience of faith:
Romans 16:25-26

He said there was amystery that had been hid from previous generations, but that mystery wasto be made
known to the nationsin hisday. For what purpose wasthis mystery to be made known? It was to be made
known for the* obedience of faith”. Another way to put it would bethat the revelation of the mystery that
washidin Christ from past generations, which was now to be made known to the nations, wasin order that
those nations would obey God through faith. The object isnot to just believe. The object isto obey. We
are given faith so we can obey.

Then Peter and the other apostles answered and said, We ought to obey
God rather than men. The God of our fathers raised up Jesus, whom ye
slew and hanged on a tree. Him hath God exalted with his right hand to be
a Prince and a Saviour, for to give repentance to Israel, and forgiveness of
sins. And we are hiswitnesses of thesethings; and so isalso the Holy Ghost,
whom God hath given to them that obey him.

Acts 5:29-32



Here, Peter statesthat we should be obedient to God over any man. He also said the Holy Spiritisgiven
to “them that obey him”—that is, to them who obey Jesus. Hedidn't say it was givento al who “believe’
on Him. Theworksthat areavital part of genuinefaith is obedienceto God. That thisisthe case can be
seen by what the writer of Hebrews said. He said: “For ye have need of patience, that, after ye have
done the will of God [ obeyed] , ye might receive the promise” (Heb. 10:36). Notice that the writer said
after we have donethewill of God (that’ s obedience), wewill receivethe promise. Thisversealone shows
that what’ sbeing preached about justification today isalie. Belief done doesn’t secure usthe promise of
eternal life—obedience securesiit!

Of course our obedience must spring from our faith. We can't obey God as unregenerated religious people
and secure eternd life. My point is, belief alonewon’t doit. After we havebeen justified, after our (past)
snshave been forgiven, after we have recelived theimputed righteousness of Jesus, we must do thewill of
God. Doing God' swill isthe*work” that accompaniesgenuinefaith. When our obedienceiscomplete (not
when our “belief” iscomplete), we shall receive the promise and without obedience, wewon't receive the
promise. If you want to call that a“works-righteousness’ salvation, then go right ahead.

Know ye not, that to whom ye yield yourselves servants to obey, his
servants ye are to whom ye obey; whether of sin unto death, or of
obedience unto righteousness?

Romans 6:16

Thisisan important passage because the same guy who just got done telling us we receive imputed
righteousness by believing, turnsaround and tells us do not receive actual righteousness by believing.
Actud righteousness comes asaresult of obeying. Actud righteousnessis not, and can never be, imputed
becauseit istheresult of something we do. It’ sthe result of obedience. When we disobey God, wesin,
and that sin leads to (eternal) death. When we obey God, that obedience produces righteousness.

Justification—whichisimputed righteousness—isdesigned to cover uswhile God makesusrighteousin
word and deed. The righteousness of Jesusthat wasimputed to uswhen we believed the gospel, must be
brought forth in our character and personalities so that we are not just covered withit, but that we possess
it and manifest it to theworld. Imputed righteousness does not become actual righteousness simply by
believingit will becomeactud righteousness! Imputed righteousness only becomes actud righteousnessas
aresult of our co-operation with the work of the Holy Spirit in our lives.

Theimportance of obedience can be seen in many of the things Jesus said. One exampleisin John 15,
Jesus said Heisthe Vine and we are the branches. He commanded usto “abide in” Him (dn. 15:4). He said
if we do not abidein Him, wewill be cast forth as abranch and cast and into thefire (an. 15:6). Just four
verseslater, Hetellsushow we areto abidein Him: “1f ye keep my commandments, ye shall abidein
my love... (In. 15:10). Keeping God' s commandmentsis synonymous with doing God swill, which iswhat
the writer of Hebrews was talking about.

Unfortunately, whenever you start talking like this, most peoplewon’t even admit that it' s possible to
believe in Jesus and not abide in Him because they are convinced that belief isthe only requirement for
salvation (or justification). Sincethisis s, and since Jesus said only those who abidein Himwill remain
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saved, they assume that a person who has believed will abideinthe Vine. Intheir minds, it’s belief (not
obedience) that keeps us saved, so it must be belief (not obedience) that keeps us abiding in the Vine.
When you remind them that there are brancheswho “ bdlieve’ (ie are part of Chrigt, the vine), but who can
gtill get cut out of the Vine anyway, their responseisthat if branches get cut out of the Vine, dl that means
isthat those branched didn’t really believe; they just thought they believed.

| say, oh redly? Well, how do you know they didn’t redly believe? By what sandard are you judging they
weren't redlly part of the Vine, but just appeared to be part of the Vine? The answer they will give you,
the only answer they can giveyou, isthat being cut out of the Vineisthe proof they never redly believed.

Wil if that’ sthe case, then how do these people know THEY redlly believe? How do they know THEY
won’'t end up being cut out of the Vine next week, or next month, or next year? They will say they know
they won't ever be cut out of the Vine because they are eternally secure.

Okay, so why do they think THEY are eternally secure? They will say they are eternally secure because
they are “justified by faith, not by works’. They will say they are secure because they believe—and
believing isthe only requirement for justification, according to Romans4:3; “ For what saith the scripture?
Abraham believed God, and it was counted unto him for righteousness’. Abraham believed and he
was saved, so | believe and | am saved.

Excuseme? That' scircular reasoning! And they still haven't answered the question of why they think they
are secure but the other branches weren't. Since the only requirement for being made part of the Vineand
abidingintheVineisbdlief, how do they know their belief isgenuine. Just becausethey are still connected
to the Vine at thismoment, that doesn’t mean they won'’t be cut out of the Vinetomorrow. They can’'t
possibly know for sure because thereis no objective standard to measure the belief by—except getting
cut out of theVine! Belief isthe standard. So unlessyou can craw inside someone’ s head, nobody can be
surewhether or not they really believe, or if they just think they believe! Not only areal the arguments
these people give nonsense and circular reasoning, it fliesin the face of what Jesus clearly said in John 15,
which isthat we abide in Him by obeying Him!

But what about fruit?Why don’t they say we know we are secure becausewe are bearing fruit? Why don't
they say we know we are abiding in the Vine because we are bearing fruit and you can’t possibly bear fruit
unlessyou areabidinginthe Vine? Well, some peopledo say that. Some of themalso say they areeterndly
secure because God istotally responsible to keep them secure. I'mreally just focusing on one particular
argument that comesfrom OSA S people. But thefact is, whenever you back theminto acorner and they
have no more answers, Romans 4.3 is alwaystheir final line of defense. If you want to see just how
opposed the idea of “simply believing” isto what Jesus taught, consider the following parable.

Not every one that saith unto me, Lord, Lord, shall enter into the
kingdom of heaven; but he that doeth the will of my Father whichisin
heaven. Many will say to me in that day, Lord, Lord, have we not
prophesied in thy name? and in thy name have cast out devils? and in thy
name done many wonderful works? And then will | profess unto them, |
never knew you: depart from me, ye that work iniquity. Therefore

5



whosoever heareth these sayings of mine, and doeth them, | will liken him
unto a wise man, which built his house upon a rock: And the rain
descended, and the floods came, and the winds blew, and beat upon that
house; and it fell not: for it was founded upon a rock. And every one that
heareth these sayings of mine, and doeth them not, shall be likened unto
a foolish man, which built his house upon the sand: And therain descended,
and the floods came, and the winds blew, and beat upon that house; and it
fell: and great was the fall of it.

Matthew 7:21-27

| don’t know of aclearer teaching in the New Testament that shows the error and bankruptcy of today’ s
“amply believe’ gospd. It snot belief alonethat gets usinto God' skingdom. It' sdoing the Father’ swill!
Belief iscertainly necessary. But if it doesn’t produce obedience, it’ sworthless. Jesus starts of f by talking
about those who say, Lord, Lord. They say Jesusistheir Lord, but they don’t obey Him. They choose
instead to remainthe“lord” of their own livesand obey their own desires. They are connected to the Vine,
but they chooseto “abidein” their own lifeinstead of thelife of the Vine. Thus, they produce no fruit.
Instead, they produce iniquity.

We' renot talking about God-hating pagans here. We' re not talking about Humanistsor New Agersor
Buddhists or Mudims or Hindus. We re talking about people who professto be Chrigtians, and are totally
convinced they are Christians. Why do they think they are Christians? First of al, because they believe
JesusisLord. They say, Lore, Lord. They believe Jesusisthe Lamb of God who shed Hisblood for the
snsof theworld, includingtheir sins. They believe the gospel—but they don't obey the Lord. Secondly,
they are convinced they are Christians because they have “works’. When God condemns them, their
response will be: “...have we not prophesied in thy name? and in thy name have cast out devils? and
in thy name done many wonderful works?”

Dead works is a subject we haven't even begun to explore yet, but this teaching shows you that it’s not
only possibleto believe and have noworks, it’ salso possible to believe and have dead works. Thefact
is, most of thosewho have adead faithfal into the last category. They do religiousworks, but those works
are of no value because they are not the product of aliving faith. Thisis exactly what the writer of
Hebrewswastalking about when he said thefirst principle of thefaithis* repentance from dead works”
(Hev.6:1). Thisisaspecific referenceto religious peoplewho are not regenerated, but who aretrying to
serve God. They have works, but those works aren’t the result of faith. They are dead.

Next, Jesusgavetheillustration about the two men who build their houses on rock and sand. What isthe
rock? The rock isdoing what the Lord said. What isthe sand? The sand isnot doing what the Lord said.
Therock isobedience; the sand is disobedience. Both these men heard what the Lord said. Both of them
believed what He said. They were both convinced that what He said wastrue. But only one obeyed what
Jesus said. Jesus said the onewho simply believeswill fal during the coming storms, and greet will be that
fall! The one who believes and obeys will stand the coming storms.

According to the Scripture, obedience is the object of faith. That’swhy | keep asking avery smple
guestion, over and over again, which nobody wantsto hear. The questioniis. I's obedience mandatory for
salvation?



Thefirst thing most peoplewill say is, what kind of questionisthat?If you are saved, youwill obey God.
If you are saved, you will want to obey God. Why would God demand something that comeswith faith?
Why would He demand something from you that you aready have and are dready fredly giving Him. All
Chrigtians obey God so the point ismoot. Thiskind of response revealsthat they nolonger redlize you can
believethe gospe and till have adead faith. Of course, everyonewhoistruly saved will obey God. But
the question is, are they truly saved? Istheir faith alive or dead? Do they actually obey?

So | ask again: I's obedience mandatory for salvation?

Thevast mgority of today’ s Christianswill say No. They will say that we are saved “by faith” and not “by
works’. Therefore, obedience cannot be mandatory. If it was, then salvation would not be by “grace
adone’. It would be partly by grace and partly by something we do. However, there are still some Chrigtians
around who would answer Yesto that question. Thereare still somewho believe obedienceismandatory
for salvation and they are always bing accused of believing a“works-righteousness’ salvation.

But if | asked that same question and used theterm *justification” instead of theterm savation, | would get
aunanimous response. It wouldn’t be most people saying one thing and alittle remnant saying the
opposite. If | said: “Is obedience mandatory for justification?’—absolutely everyone would say No
because every Protestant Christian on this planet has been taught that they are justified by what they
believe, not by anything they do.

No doubt, some of those who hear thismessage will say to themselves: how doesthisguy know the ones
who “smply believe’” won't end up with aliving faith? My answer is, | don’t know that they won't end up
with aliving faith. | never said they definitely won't end up with aliving faith. What | said was, smply
believing may or may not result in aliving faith. Smply believing may or may not have works and bear
fruit. I’ m sure there are some people who are saved when they believe. But they are saved in spite of that
error not because of it. They are saved becausethey keep yieding to the Holy Spirit’ smovingintheir life
and they start to produce fruit.

However, thisin not awaysthe case. Some peoplewho smply believe never producefruit. Some people
who smply believe never end upinalivingfaith. So my questionis: why do peoplealways assume smply
believing automatically equalsaliving faith? Why do people assumethat believing will always produce
obedience and be accompanied by works? 1’ m not aways assuming people who bdieve will never end
up with aliving faith. All I'm saying isthereisagood chance they won'’t, and many they haven’t. But
today’ s Christians assume just the opposite. They assume belief will always result in living faith.

My question is: Why?

The reason people assumethisis because they have been taught that belief, in and of itsdlf, isBiblicd fath.
They have been taught that belief al one savesthem and keepsthem saved. Well, dl | can say is, takea
good look around you, my friend. There aremultitudes of peopleintoday’ schurcheswho “smply believe’
and they are no more regenerated than the Osama Bin Laden. Just ask Paul Washer. He |l tell you there
aremany “professing” Christiansin the Church System. Hisown wifewas one of them. After years of
“amply believing’, after yearsof going to church and being married to someonelike Paul Washer, shejust
recently got genuinely converted!



How’ s something like that possible? According to the “justification-by-belief-alone’ gospd, it’s not
possible. According the*smply believe’” gospel, Mr. Washer made amistake. Hiswifewasa Christian
all along because she believed, and believing is the only thing that’s necessary to be justified, right?

I’m sorry folks, but we have a choice to make. We can deny reality and say all the people who attend
today’ s churches are genuine believers—they certainly al believe the gospel—or we can admit that the
theology of the Reformation iserror. Judtification by faith (meaning belief) aloneisafadse doctrine. When
you quit preaching repentance, and you stop demanding works as proof of truth faith, and you make
judtification by belief donethe center-piece of your message, what you get iswhat you are seeing al around
you. Thefactis, smply beieving may or may not result inaliving faith. For someit has. For many others,
it hasn’t—and the determining factor is obedience. If your faith hasworks, then your faith isdive. If your
faith doesn’t have works, then your faith isdead. And if you think faith, asit is being defined today, will
automatically have works, then you are deceived.

A few months back, | mentioned aman named Bob DeWaay, who was once aflaming Charismatic, but
whoisnow, for al practical purposes, aFundamentalist. Now that he’ sadefacto Fundamentalist, Mr.
DeWaay hasfully embraced the doctrine of the Reformeation, whichisnothing moreor lessthan Calvinism.
Mr DeWaay iswel known for exposing the Purpose Driving error of Rick Warren. Someof the articles
he haswritten agasint Warren are good; but some are not. Back in March of 2006, hewrotean articlein
which he exposed the error of Warren, buit tried to replace that error with another error, called Calvinism..
The subject of the article was engineered or man-maderevivas. The name of the articlewas. * Recovering
Reformation Theol ogy--Rejecting Synergism and Returning to Monergism”

He begins the article by saying the reason people like Rick Warren are so successful is because the
churches have “ for the most part left behind Reformation Theology”. He says the idea that man can
produce or engineer revivasisan error. With this| certainly agree. Then he saysthe reason people have
accepted this error is because they have embraced “ synergism” instead of “monergism”.

Synergism is the teaching that salvation is a co-laboring between God and man. It is the opposite of
monergism, which istheteaching that salvation isdone by God aone from gart to finish. Monergismis best
expressed by the mantral have been referring tothe last few months—* It sall of God and none of you™.
Mr. DeWaay’ swhole point in the articlewasthat the reason the Churchisinthe satethat it'sintoday is
because much of it has abandoned monergism and has accepted the concepts of synergism.

Wil if you know anything about these two theol ogies, you will know that DeWaay' s view isdanted and
biased because anyone who believes the doctrine of Eterna Security isunder the influence of monergism,
not synergism. Under synergism, the possibility of falling away exists precisely because man hasapart to
play in hisown sdvation. Only amonergistic view can sustain the lie of Eternal Security becausein order
for that error to be true, man cannot have any part to play in hisown savation. It must be dl of God and
none of you, or eseyou might messthings up! Theonly people who regject thelie of Eterndly Security are
the ones who believe we carry a certain degree of responsibility in our own salvation and that failing to
carry out that responsibility can get us cut out of the Vine. Not only do all the Reform churcheshold the
monergistic view of redemption, dmost al churchesare under theinfluence of monergism to some extent.
If you can find acongregationthat doesn’ t preach Eterna Security—either implicitly or explicitly—then,
and only then, have you found a congregation that is not under the influence of monergism.
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Mr. DeWaay isdoing what so many of these Discernment Ministries do. Heistrying to fix one error with
another error. He' strying to root out the Seeker Friendly, Seeker Sensitive, Purpose Driven error by
replacing it with Cavinism. If wewould al just return to thedoctrine of the Reformation, helaments, none
of this stuff would be happening. Next, he saystheideathat we can engineer revivalsdidn't start with
Warren, it began with Charles Finney. He quotesboth Finney and Warren to substantiate hisclaimand then
he says people like them have “ a faulty theology of human ability”.

Both Finney and Warren believe there is something in every person that can be touched, and every person
hasthe ahility to respond when that thing istouched. Finney called it the “innate power’ or “mora power”
inman. Warren saysthereisa“key” to reach every person and that key istheir “felt needs’. DeWaay says
peoplelike Warren look for different thingsin aperson to touch, but they arewrong in assuming that the
person has any ability to respond to that touch. He says:

“Finney and Rick Warren claim that revival can be engineered by human efforts. This
belief is grounded on the idea of human ability. It is plausible to them only because
Finney and Warren believe that there is some principle, be it a “dormant moral power” or
“felt need,” that can be excited into action to cause people to become Christians and live
godly lives. Neither Finney nor Warren would deny that the Holy Spirit's work is necessary.
But in their theology, the Holy Spirit is always everywhere doing His part. It becomes our
business to find the key to unlock something in sinners to get them to do their part. This
theological perspective is fully at odds with the doctrines of the Reformation. The
Reformers taught human inability and bondage to sin. They taught monergism (that
salvation is fully an act of God) not synergism (that salvation is a cooperative effort between
man and God). They taught that only a sovereign work of grace (grace alone) brought
salvation. The ideas of Finney and Warren suggest that man has some innate principle
or ability that could be stirred up by the revivalist with the right method, and thus
anyone could be saved. In this article we will discuss this belief system and suggest a
return to the doctrines of the Reformation.”

Right away, the issue is framed by DeWaay as a choice between monergism (man is incapabl e of
responding to God) and synergism (man is capabl e of responding to God). He certainly statesCalvin's
definition of monergism correctly. But thequestioniis, isheaccurately describing synergism; or isheinfact
creating a“straw man” and calling it synergism? | believe he's creating a straw-man.

Now, let me say that I’'m not defending Rick Warren or the Seeker Friendly movement in any way.
Warrenisan apostate. Neither am | defending Charles Finney, who created an very unscriptura theology
caled “Mora Government Theology”. Neither am | defending Jacob Arminius—though | am certainly
closer to the hisview than thoseof Calvin or Finney. What I’ m defending isthetruth. And according to the
Scripture, savationisaco-laboring between God and theindividual . So the doctrine of synergismistrue
and the doctrine of monergism is alie, regardless of who taught it them originally.

Mr. DeWaay saysthat both Finney and Warren claim reviva can be engineered by human efforts because
they believethe error of human ability. They think it’ sthejob of therevivalist to find the right method or
theright key that triggersaresponse. Theissue | have with Mr. DeWaay’ sview isthat he'snot just saying
we shouldn'’t let these man-made tactics affect us or stir us up emotiondly. He s saying we don't have the
ability to respond to God Himself when He begins to convict us and move upon our hearts.
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I’ve aready done ateaching on the lie of total inability, so | won't go through al that again. Just let me
make afew observations. According to Cavin, which isthe same as saying according to monergism, man
isso corrupt and evil in hisnatura state, he' s not even capable of responding to the moving of the Holy
Spirit. He is dead, dead, dead. Dead men can’t respond to anything, not even to God, according to
Calvinists. Therefore, God must actualy regenerate people so they can respond. God must sovereignly
regenerates them first, without their permission, without their asking, so they can then choose life. God
saves usfirst; the He offers us salvation. In thisway, the ability to accept salvation comes directly from
Him and has nothing to do with us. Y ou can’t take any credit for responding because you weretotally
incapable of responding. God had to regenerate you so you could respond.

Weéll, if thisistrue, then there is absolutely no difference between the Old Covenant and the New
Covenants because the saints under the Old Covenant would have had to be born again (just likewe are)
inorder to respond to God, or walk with God, or serve God, or obey God. How can aman like Abraham,
who is (supposedly) totaly incapable of responding to God, walk with God, obey God, and trust God like
he did without having God first regenerate him?

How can aman like Noah, who is (supposedly) totally incapable of responding to God, walk with God,
obey God, and trust God like he did without having God first regenerate him? How could Noah hear God
tell himto build aboat? And how could God Noah righteous?“ And the LORD said unto Noah, Come
thou and all thy houseinto the ark; for thee have | seen righteous before mein this generation (Gen.
7:1). How can atotally depraved man, who istotally incapable of choosing righteousness, and totally
incapable of producing righteousness, be called righteous by God? How was Noah righteous?

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.

1. 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 said: “ The Lord rewarded meaccording to my righteousness’
and the “ cleanness of my hands”.

My righteousness? Oh my! Don't look now, but the greet King David just stole the glory from God! What
he should have said was: “ The Lord has rewarded me according to hisrighteousness’. But it getsworse.
He hasthe audacity to say that he has kept himsdf from hisown iniquity! There he goes again, stedling the
glory from God! How can he take the credit for keeping himself pure? What's wrong with this guy?
Doesn't he know heistotaly depraved? What he should have said was: “ God has kept me from my
iniquity”; or “God has caused menot to Sin”; or a the very least, “God has heped meto not giveinto my
iniquity”. Tojust stand up and say | have kept myself from sin? Wow!

10



Did you ever read Hebrews chapter eleven and think about the fact that every one of those heros of the
faith loved and served God without being born again? Did it ever occur to you that none of those had
Chrigt dwelling in them. Y et they walked with God, they loved God, they served God, and they heard His
voice. Did it ever occur to you that when God called these people” righteous’, Hewasn't just talking about
imputed righteousness; He was talking about actual righteous living and actual righteous deeds?

Say ye to the righteous, 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
isbascdly what He saysdl thetime. It will go wdl with the righteous but it will go ill with thewicked. The
righteous will et thefruit of their doings (not the fruit of their legal position of imputed righteousness).
Likewise, thewicked will eat of the fruit 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 postion.
He' stalking about actual righteousness. He' staking about what peopledo and how they live. If they live
righteoudly, if they do righteousness, they will be rewarded according to their righteousness

Monergism—whichisthedoctrine of Tota Inability, whichisdsothe“T” inthe T.U.L.1.P. accronym—is
alie. Many people who were (supposedly) totally incapable of responding to God, did respond to Him.
They walked with Him their wholelivesMany people who were (supposedly) totaly incapable of choosing
righteousness, or walking in righteousness, or even desiring righteousness, walked in righteousness and
were called righteous by God! Listen my friends. somebody’ s doctrineiswhacked out and it ain’t the
doctrine of the Bible! 1t sthe doctrine of deluded Calvinistslike Mr. DeWaay that’s completely false.
DeWaay then proceeds to mis-represent the teaching of synergism. He says.

“Most people, based on their own perceptions, assume synergism to be true. They
assume that though God made it possible for people to be saved, it was something
in them, apart from any special work of grace, that caused them to “accept
Christ” as they say.”

Thisis addiberate misrepresentation of the teaching of synergism. | don’t think DeWaay isthat stupid.
| think heintellectualy dishonest. | believe the doctrine of synergism, but | have never taught that we are
saved “apart from any special work of grace’”.

What do you think the conviction of the Holy Spirit in aperson’ slifeis? What do you think the drawing
of theHoly Spiritinaperson’slifeis? Wheredo you think spiritud illuminetion comesfrom? All thesethings
comefrom the Holy Spirit! They arethework of God' sgracein aperson’slife! Just because peoplelike
me believe we have the ability to respond to that grace, that doesn’t mean we aretrying to save ourselves
by our own efforts, or that we think we can be saved * gpart from any specia work of grace’. Thesekinds
of statements serve only to show what a dishonest person this “pastor” is. He goes on to say:
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“[T]he synergist must admit that the reason he or she is saved and someone
else is not is found only in themselves, not in God. Why? Because in their
system, (a cooperative effort between God and man), God ALWAYS continually
does His part. Some synergists claim that fairness requires that God MUST do
everything He can to save everyone. Since they assume this as an a priori
belief, they will not accept any Biblical evidence to the contrary. But a logical
corollary to their belief is that if God is indeed always doing everything He can to
save everyone, and yet some are saved and some are not, then the reason some
are saved has to be found in them, not God.”

Being asynergi<, | don’t “haveto admit” anything. | boldly proclaim thereason | am saved and the guy
next to meisn't, isbecause | chosetoyield to the grace of God and he chose not to yield to that grace. He
resisted that grace. But for the Calvinist, thissmply isn't possible. They are convinced that if you and |
could resst asovereign God, then God isn't really sovereign. Soin order to maintain God' s sovereignty
with regards to saving the people He want saved and damning the people He wants damned, Calvin
invented a secret weapon called “Irresistible Grace”, whichisthe“1” in the T.U.L.I.P. acronym.

Irresistible Graceisthe fal se teaching that when God starts calling a person who was predestined to be
saved, Hewon't alow anything to hinder that call. Hewill sovereignly override every areaof unbelief and
stubbornness, and basically forcethe personto*becomewilling” to respond. When non-Calvinists say this
isno different than making robotsout of people, ministerslike DeWaay will deny that thisisthe caseand
say that the person hasfreely chosen to answer thecall. But thefact is, they have only “freely chosen” to
answer the call because they had no other choice! God decreed that person would be saved before the
world was created; and in order to maintain His sovereignty, that person must be saved. The eterna decree
must be accomplished. Theguy or girl who hasbeen e ected cannot stop God from “making themwilling”.
So inthe end, they are robots—they are willing robots.

Mr. DeWaay aso said synergists “claim that fairness requires that God must do everything he can
to saveeveryone.” Thisisjust another deliberate misrepresentation of the position of those who reject
Cavin'serors. Thisliar knowsvery wel wedon't go around claming that God “must” do everything He
can to save everyone because it’s the only “fair” thing to do. He knows very well we say THE
SCRIPTURE tells usit’s not God' s will that any one perish eternally.

Look unto me, and be ye saved, all the ends of the earth: for | am God,
and thereis none else.
|saiah 45:22

TheLordisnot slack concerning his promise, as some men count slackness;
but is longsuffering to us-ward, not willing that any should perish, but
that all should come to repentance.

[l. Peter 3:9

For thisis good and acceptable in the sight of God our Saviour; Who will
have all men to be saved, and to come unto the knowledge of the truth.
|. Timothy 2:3-4
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Say unto them, As || live, saith the Lord GOD, | have no pleasurein the

death of the wicked; but that the wicked turn from hisway and live: turn

ye, turn ye fromyour evil ways, for why will ye die, O house of Israel?
Ezekiel 33:11

If you can read these kinds of passages and il believe the God of the Bible hasunilateraly chosento send
billions of peopleto Hell, then you have asick mind and a heart of stone—and you DESERVE to be
deceived! Y ou can't possibly see the demon-god of Calvin in these passages. The God of the Bible has
testified repeatedly that Heis*not willing” that any should perish; that Hewould have“all men” to be
saved; and that he calls“all the ends of the earth” to be saved. The God of the Bible hastestified that it
isnot Hiswill that billions of people perish. Thereisno way thetestimony of Scripture and the testimony
of Calvin can be reconciled. One of them isaliar.

Everyonewho is under the influence of Calvinism needsto understand that Calvin's god desiresto see
billionsof peopletormented forever. It sHiswill andit' sHisdesire. Thereisno other possibleway to view
the situation. DeWaay goesto gresat lengthsto prove that salvation isall of God and that you and | have
nothing to do with it. According to him, if you are saved, it’ s because God choseto save you in Eternity
past; then Hecdled you at theright timein your life; then He caused you to yield and answer that cdll; and
now Hecausesyou to yield to Him asHe makesyou the person He has pre-determine to make you; and
soon He will glorify you. From start to finish, it's all of God a none of you.

Wil if that’ strue, then there’ sno way to avoid result of such adoctrine. If salvationisall of God, then
He can save anyone He wants to. He can make anyone “willing” that He chooses. Thefact is, He could
save every person on the planet if he wanted to because salvationisall of Him and none of us. He does
it al and we do nothing. So the bottom lineisthis: God doesn’t want to save everyone. He only wantsto
save the “elect”. He wants the rest to be damned and he makes sure they end up that way!

Now is the judgment of this world: now shall the prince of this world be
cast out. And I, if | belifted up from the earth, will draw all men unto me.
John 12:31-32

Therewas a man sent from God, whose name was John. The same came for
a witness, to bear witness of the Light, that all men through him might
believe. He was not that Light, but was sent to bear witness of that Light.
That was the true Light, which lighteth every man that cometh into the
world

John 1:6-9

TheBibletelsusisthat God seeksto draw all men to Himself and that He giveseveryone achanceto
cometotheLight. He genuinely offers salvation to every person who comesinto thisworld. Thisiswhat
the Scripture meanswhen it talks about God' sgrace. No one deserves an opportunity to be saved and
thereisnothing we can do to earn such an offer. It' sGod’ sgrace and mercy aonethat causesHim to offer
salvation to any one. But He does offer it to all of us.
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| don’t know exactly how God has made savation available to everyone down through the ages, but the
Scripture says He has, so | will accept what it says. Also, Jesus said He would draw all men to
Himse f—which means He would draw all men to God—if He waslifted up on the Cross. So everyone
who comesinto thisworld hasareal opportunity to be saved from eternd destruction. Everyone hasared
opportunity to accept and/or follow whatever “light” God has provided for them.

Sincethisiswhat the Scripture clearly teaches so clearly, Calvin had to come up with an argument that
would explain why the Bible doesn't really mean what is says. In order to prop up hisfase doctrine, he
came up with theidea of two different kinds of callsto salvation. One call to salvationisreferredto asa
“General” call and the other one isreferred to as an “Effectual” call. The General call goes out to
everyone, but thefact is, it’ snot intended to save anyone because it lacks that secret weapon, irresistible
grace, which makes the General call an Effectual call.

The General call isan outward call that can be heard with the natural ear. But sinceit doesn’t contain
irresstiblegrace, it can beressted. Thisisthe cal that goesforth when the evangdists preaches the gospel
to all men. But the effectual call isan inner call that can only be heard by the one who has been
predestined to salvation. Thisinner call containsirresistible grace and that grace overrideseverythingina
person’s heart, mind, and will that would resist it.

Thiswholeideamakes God ahypocrite. He offers salvation to people He doesn’t even want to be saved
and has no intention of saving. Heoffers salvation to people He hasalready decreed will not and cannot
possibly be saved. He calls peopleto salvation who Heknows not only can resist and will resist, but must
resst in order to fulfil Hisplan. He offers salvation to people who' shearts He has hardened (like Pharaoh)
to be sure they don’t somehow accidently accept the offer.

Now you tell me—what kind of “ spirit” gavethiskind of doctrineto Calvin. What kind of spirit would tell
him God wantsto seebillionsof peopleeternaly destroyed?What kind of spirit would tell him Godiscrue
and unjust? What kind of spirit would tell him God isahypocrite? What kind of spirit would tell him God
isaliar? And what kind of character do all thesetraits portray? Who isit that’ sacruel, unjust, lying,
hypocritewho wantsto seebillions of people perishin eterna torment? It’ s Satan—and Satanisthe god
Calvin served!

Thereason Calvin' sdoctrineisso wrong isbecause he started off with afaulty premise. He started out with
afaulty view of God’s sovereignty, and his entire theology was built upon, and around, that view.
Moreover, hisview of God' ssovereignty did not come from the Bible. It came out of hisown desirefor
power and control. He himsdf wasatyrant who ruled the city of Genevalike a Protestant Pope. Hewould
tolerate no dissent, no disagreement of any kind. Anyone who crossed him was put to death or banished
from the city—including women, children, and the elderly. He was acontrol freak with a heart of stone.
Why does anyone think his doctrine would not reflect that reality?

Calvin' sdistorted view of God’ ssovereignty requiresabsol ute control over every action of every human
being who has ever lived. It aso requiresthat God aone decides who will be saved and who will not be
saved. Y ou have nothing to do with it! If you think you chose to accept the Lord asyour Savior, your
deceived. He chose you and that’ s the only reason you are saved. According to Calvin, if you are saved,
the decision to save you was madein eternity past and has nothing to do with you or anything you will ever
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do. The decision was madein the secret council of God and nobody will ever understand why God only
desired to save afew people, while desiring to sendtherest into eternd torment. Listen to thewordsof this
murder yourself. Thisis no “straw-man” talking. Thisisthe real man, John Calvin:

“First, the eternal predestination of God, by which before the fall of Adam He decreed what

should take place concerning the whole human race and every individual, was fixed and
determined”.

Concerning the Eternal Predestination of God,

p.120 - 121

“God had no doubt decreed before the foundation of the world what He would do with every
one of us and had assigned to everyone by His secret counsel his part in life”.

Calvin's New Testament Commentaries;

p.20

“...the reason why God elects some and rejects others is to be found in His purpose

alone...before men are born their lot is assigned to each of them by the secret will of
God...the salvation or the destruction of men depends on His free election”.

Calvin’'s New Testament Commentaries;

p.203

Calvin said God “decreed what should take place” concerning the whole human race and “every
individua”. According to him, thelife of every individua has been “fixed and determined” by God before
thefall of Adam. Before the foundation of theworld, God decreed “what He would do with every one of
us’ and He “assigned to everyone” who would ever live, their “part in life’. Before men are even born,
“their lot is assigned to each of them by the secret will of God”.

Theterms*“everyone’, “every individud” , and* each one of them” includesthewicked along with theelect.
So God decrees and ordainsthe life of the wicked as well asthe life of the elect. He assignsthe life of
the wicked to the wicked before they are born. Their lot in thislifeisfixed and determined by God, who
pre-determinesthat they will be wicked beforethey are even born. Every once and awhilea Cavinist will
gpesk thetruth, without redlizing it, as heis analyzing the meaning of hisdoctrines. R.C. Sproul made one
such slip on page 51 of his book, “Chosen By God”:

“Predestination seems to cast a shadow on the very heart of human freedom...If God has
decided our destinies from all eternity, that strongly suggests that our free choices are
but charades, empty exercises in predetermined play acting. It is as though God wrote
the script for us in concrete and we are merely carrying out his scenario”

No Dr. Sproul! It doesn’t just “seem” like that’ s the outcome of your doctrine; that isthe outcome of your
doctrine. If Cavinwasright, mankind hasno freewill. God wrote adivine script in eternity past and every
person who has ever lived on this earth—both good and evil—isssmply following that script. What free
will they think they have or seemto haveisjust anillusion. Inthe end, we all end up doing exactly what
God predestined usto do. Y ou see, in the warped little mind of John Calvin, without thiskind of a*script”
God would not betruly sovereign (ie: intotal control). Thisisexactly why Jacob Arminiussaid Calvin's
doctrine makes God is the author of sin—it does. It turns the God of the Bible into Satan!
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All Calvinists begin with the presumption that God is sovereign, but in away that pre-loads the very
definition of sovereignty according to what Calvintaught. They then dismissdl argumentsagaing Calvinism
onthegroundsthat it diminishesor destroysthat sovereignty. Thefact is, non-Cavinistslike mysdf also
believe in the sovereignty of God. It'sjust that we don’t accept Calvin's demonic, control-freak definition
of God' ssovereignty. Webdlievewhat the Scripture teaches, whichisthat God isawayscontrol, but not
necessarily controlling everything that everyone does. God sets the boundaries for what a man can
choose, and He determines the consequence for what a man will choose.

Our Godisgrater than Calvin’ sgod becauseour God sovereignly works out His eterna planwithout being
acontrol freak. Heis bringing His plan to passwithout acting like some kind of Pope who hasto have
control over every thought, deed and action of every living thing on the planet. Our Godis big enoughto
be God, yet till dlow each man to make his own choices. It sasmall, impotent and weak god who has
to have absol ute control over every move everyone makes. When you apply that desire to have absolute
control over everything toaman, it’ scaled tyranny. When you apply it to theleader of areligiousgroup,
it'scaled a“cult”. But when it’s applied to God, everyone calsit holy.

To whom God would make known what is the riches of the glory of this
mystery among the Gentiles; which is Christ in you, the hope of glory:
Whom we preach, warning every man, and teaching every man in all
wisdom;_that we may present every man perfect in Christ Jesus: Whereunto
| also labour, striving according to his working, which worketh in me
mightily.

Colossians 1:27-29

Monergismisalie and anyone who preachesit is deceived. Paul said helabored and he stove to present
every man perfect in Christ. Thisisthe casefor usindividually aswell. We must |abor and strive to be
presented perfect. Wemust labor and strive to receive the inheritance. We must labor and strive to receive
the prize of the High Calling. Of course we cannot and we must not strive and labor alone. Paul said he
labored and strove according to the working the Holy Spirit in him. Without the indwelling Holy Spirit to
lead usand guide us, all 1abor will beinvain. But thefact that it must be* Christ in you” who guidesyour
labor and enables your striving does not remove the need to for you to strive and labor! 1t does not take
away thefact that itis'Y OU who must strive and Y OU who must |abor! If we do not strive, if we do not
labor, we will not gain the destiny or the inheritance God has ordained for us!

Now, you tell me: if individual effort (ie: striving and laboring) is absolutely necessary to receive the
inheritance, who would betelling you dl such individud effortisevil?Who do you think it isthat’ susing
every conceivable meansto convince usto not do the very thing God has said we must do in order to gain
our inheritance?!’ [l tell youwho it is, my friends. It’ sthe spirit of Satan. The enemy isdoing everything he
can—including twisting and perverting the basi ¢ principles of Christ—in order to rob you and me of the
inheritance God has prepared for us. And the sad fact is, he has accomplished hisgod in thelives of many
believers. But we don’t have to be one of them. We can continue to strive and labor, according to his
working in us, until we have won the victory and gained our inheritance!

Amen!
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