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#ihat must 1 do to be saved?t is o guestion which might well
arise in the mind of an esrnest secker of selvation vhe has heen wder

the influence of varicus types of presching, This is due Yo the fach

that there are tuwo main snd meany medlebing theories concerning the

Se

ch salvation is ablained, One of these major theories

precess by whl

i

is that God i entively responsible for man's salvation and the man
hingell can conbtribute nothing twward it. The other main theory is
that nmen e responsgible for sccepting or rejecibing the salvetion that

God offers, DBebween these two theories lie varying points of view

congerning the relative respongibility of Jod and man to salvation,

s

The basls of these theories depends on bhe interpretation
given to cerbain pessapges of scripbure. The Hew Tesbament conteins

various phrases conesrning the process by which nan enbters salvetion,
Some of thease arve:®Ye rmust be born anew® (John 3:7 5‘.?@..55.“{?.}; Yheliove
on the lord Jesus, and thou chalt be soved® (Acts 16831, A.5.V.)5 mnd
#yith the heard man believeth unto righitecusness® {(Jfomans 10:10; 4.5.V.).

During the pericd of the early fathers, different idess concerning the

natter of salvation begen i develop and finelly culminsted in the

Pelagian Conlroversy. AL the ltime of the leformation new conlroversgics
arose, Todsys a men sesking personal sslvetion is feced with many

exhorteblons such as, "God will save you," "you must make the decision,®

and "accert Jesus as your Saviour® and he ig ofben lefb in a stale

of confusion,



The Problen

with sueh an arvey of idess facing him, one may not imow just
what to do in order thet a fim foundation might be laid for his faith,

)

The problen was to discover that part of the salvation experience for

wnich man is responsible and thebd which he can expect God to do for him,

dustification and Delimitation

2,

In o matter as important as onels personal salvation iv is ime
perative thet this problem be answered as clearly as possible. The
auwthor gought to do this by studylng some of the key solutlons men have
come to in the course of Christien history and then making his own Bibe-
lieal study in order to determine to the best of his gbility that which
is in hammony with Cod's Word. The cholce of the bock of Homans wes
nade becsuse of the definibte theological gpproach of the book, and the
choice of chapters Dy 10 end 11 was assumed Yo be justified on the basls
of their specific emphasis upon the problem which was before the author,
The fact that Homans 9 was a key chepter In one of the conbroversies

ves added support bo the author's choice of this section. It wes

o
i

3

assumed that the conclusions drawn from this limited section would nob

be out of harmony with other Biblical tesching and hence would yield a
reasonsbly Justifizble theological Judgment. The book of Ephesians

which also emphasizes the problem would have made o more adeguate studys
but since o thorough study of any one of The questions under consideration

omuld have been an extensgive work in itselly the suthor limited himself

awh

to the three chapters in homans,



Yuat

Befinition of Terms

erpilsme  "Synergism places in man the declsive foctor whidh

is supposed to determine the conversion of one sz well as the non-cons .

version of snother, and assumes this factor to be the human 1

Hethod

Since much r&eaém&z had already been done in the historical
field, and the suthor needed only o foundation for his oun geripiural
study, large rellence wes placed upon such historicel accounte, The
consultation of only the direct works or compendiwms of the works of
Calvin and Arminius, apart from any subseguent developments of the basic

doctrine of these meny limited these phaoses of the doctrinal study,

Similar whation of the Lutheren gysten of doctrine was obbalined b
consuliing pertinent srbicles in the lautheran Encyclopedia. These

articles depended lavgely on the Formula of Concord, Because of its

particular relevance to the problem, Homens 9, 10 and 11 became the
basis for the Biblical study. The author was conscious of the limited
field within which he worked and drew conclusions; and of the consequent

valldivy of this field for & larger doctrinal context,
Procedure

This study is arvanged In three nein chapters. The first of
these chaptors is an historical survey of tlwree great controversies

wiich were concermed with the problen., The first of these conbroversies,

w&(’%f 8%) Le G{rasbner), “bgnez‘g}lmmﬁ The lutheran Encyclopaedia
{(New York, Cherles Scribner's Sons, L099)s ne i0i0e




b

~

namely the Pelagion Controversy, cleavly defined the problem., The
position of the fupustiniens who won the conlroversy becaue the norm
for subseguent czmm«me; The Flecian and irmdinien conbroversies were
later stiampits to solve the same problen in the Isa"aﬁarem and Colvinistic
groups, 1he second chapter is a comparigson of the doctrines of three
ngin theological systems which were comnected with these controversies
and concludes with points of agreement and disagreement, The last of
these nain chapters 1s a study of Romauns 9=11 sgeingt which the three

systens are compared mnd controsted, The avthorls conclusions {ollow,
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HISTORY OF THE SYUERGISTIC PROBLEF

Invroduction

Oe 1 2

ebbampting to Lind the @1&% on vo any problem it is proper

5 0 N Ay

o begin with a hisbtorical study t f:’:‘imi vhaty 1f any Ezawi’i{;, has al.wmi;

been done with the problem. To discover whot men have thwoght and ﬁem

2

" the sarly

[

with respect Lo the i;mmm of asalwvation, the %xm oYy ©
fathers and that of thres greab am@m%m" as concerning this subject
will be considered in this chapber, These controversies are the Pe-
lagiony the Fleclzn snd the Arminilan,

A8 o gulde for the studys the following quesitions will be Conse

siderad, that develoments of thought book place prior to the contiroe
vergles? Vhal were the positions of the main figures in the controver-

slea? hat course did each of the conbroversies bakes and whal were

&

the results of the conbroversies?
The bulk of the materisl fm’ this cheplter was drawn Lfrom articles
concerning Augustine,; Pelagiuvs and the Pelaglan Controversy, Synergisnm f

and Amuinienism in the following eacyclopedias: Cyclopeedie of Biblicel,

o

Theolepicael, and Ieclesisstical Literature; 4 Religious fncyclopaedia:

friys

or g Hicbionary of Biblical, Historical, Dociringl and Practicsal The-

ology; end The Hew Schalfl«f evmg ngyclopedia of Heliplous Enowledge.

Ideas Prior to the Pelagisn Controversy

The early fathers of the church maintained the necessity of

homean g@»@a:}mtmm in the matier of salvation. Since man hes free



{‘:;

willy it is necessory for him to choose salvetiony but this does nov

exclude God's grace, These early fathers, howevery had no sclentilic
views and thelr ideas were expressed rgther v&g&;&m@.z

Justing Iremaeus and Hippolytus defended maxds froedom to accept
or reject salvation, Tertullian belleved that man had free will which
enabled him to gppropriate the provisions of gracey yet nceded divine
grace b aceomplish salvebion, According to Apollinaris, salvation
was a cholce of the will to indtiabe snd assimilabe the salvation

e & oy * B ’D " 3 Gl < 2 "
duich Christ provided,” Origen and Clement belisved thab man was

“*z,

free to obey or disobey God, snd thab mon could initiate his ows sale
V1 2 [ & . U 4 2
vebion bub needed the help of the Divine Spirit to complete it~

Thue both nan's free wlll and Godls provision were rocoguilged by the

The enphasis which the Gnosbics placed upon the sinful neture

2 - ; 4 5 [

of man and his ingbility bo use free will caused the fathers to stress
the free morsl ggency of man to the neglect of the effect of depraviity
and gposbesy upon the actions of the will, wre woere developing,

howevery two main ldees concerning the origin of the soul which greatly

£

5

influenced opinions concerning s8in, The Lirst of these was advanced

~iugustine," Cyclopaedia of ii:almml, Theological, and be

cleslas w& Literature 'y Harper @ Brothnerss %ﬁ).i&ﬁem,
1o i ‘)
1G99} 4 ®
"Balbw% Henry Hewneny 4 Haonual of Church History At v. and
enlarged edes; Fhiladelphisz, The imerican Saptist Pt ‘%}E,i atlon Soclely,

1’&?’3153 Ly 359363

3y e Go Doptong "Pelaglanign,® mﬁ‘g@l%yaaé&% of Biblical, Theological,
end Begleslagtical Literature (llew York,; Harper & Drothers, Publishers,
1694 ) VIL, C6U,




by Jerome end briefly is this: each soul is cregbed from nothing,
and so there is no voom in this view for griginad sine The other
ides is comnected with Tertvllian who defended the ides that the soul
is propagated the same as the body., TFrom thie it was argued thet sin

™

cen glso be propagated.™ ‘

Clement snd Origen developed the ides that original sin is
lodged in the body ond the sensuous nature and not in the soul, Core
ruptiony therefore, descends fvom Adam; bub the souly, & pre-existent
gpiritual nature from the angelic spheresy is mob gudlly wiless it
yields to bempltetion of its owm Iree will, Although this doctrine

was modified by the fethers of the Antiochian and the later Alexandrian

schwols and by Jeromels ldea of the ovigin of the soul, it conbimed

Tertullisn developed traces of traducisniam which he found in

the West; and sccording to hile view, man's soul as well as hils body

£

is procrested. From this 1t was srpued that sin is propagsted; sod

s since man's soul has Dmabte sinfulness, it hag no tendency or

3 ¢ 2

inclinstion toward holiness unbil acted upon by the Spirdd of fod,
The origin and progression of the desirve for holiness ls solely by
the Spirdit of God, Tertullian, bowever, only opened the wey for these

3

doctrines which found their greabest develomment during the tine of

“kaston, loc. clle

“loe, eibe



wgam%ma.l

The Pelagian Controversy

»

Pelagius, Pelagius was a native of Britain, whe, during a
considerably lengthy stey in Rome, gained the high repard of all for

his purdty of mamersy plety and sc%mlwash:‘i@.z Tuwo of the things which

st

may be regardsd ss influencing the development of his doctrinel views
were the teschings of the Bastern Church concerning the freedom and

moral responsibility of man and the perversion of truth in the sest

o

where the doctrines of humen depravity and the necessity of divine

3

grace were made a closk for practical ungodliness.
4s for the ideas of Pelagius, the following guoteblon gives
a good SuFnerys

Herdue Hercvabors; in his Compmonitoriom adversus haeresin
Polagili et Coelestli, published In (29, records the chare
pes broupht against Coelestius on this occasion (112
council of Garthagel by Paulinus. They are the following,
as quoted by MWorter: 'l Thabt Adem wos created morbal,
and would hove disd whether he had simmed or note 2.

That Adam's sin injured himself glone, and not the human
race, 3. That new-born infents are in the same condition
in which Adem wes before his transpgression. L. That since
neither by the death nor transgression of Adam the whole
Iwman race dies, so nelther will the whole Inman race rise
sgain from the dead on account of Christ's resurrection,
e That the law guides into the kingdom of heaven as well
a8 the Jospel. 6o That there were men who lived withoul
sin {impeccabiles, i. €., sine peccato) before the advent
of our lora,! Thne far quoting Hercator, Worber continues:
VIL we add, 7. Thab the grace of God is not ebsolutely

37 k]
b groce s

necessary to lead men to holiness; andy 0. Tha

liﬁf:l&‘s”!“@?} BOET peed o e gy ihe s e LOEmEE
WOl “relagianiingn Gg. Cilles Dite 8568 {,m?,

A
[ I Y & oy "
Augustine,® ope Clles e HU3e

BEM'%QﬂQ The Qi‘%éo,’ De 8’{;90



siven to men in proportion to thelr merdiit, we will then
e e a m%%&;f complete summary of the docirines btaught
Ly Pelogine and his followers, 't

Heander considered the second agnd third of the propositions

iisted by Hercator to be basic, and that other propositic

el

19 Were g~

ducsd from these. Hesnder thoughbt it probeble that none of these

L

deduced propositlons were asserted by Coelestus in the same fom as

allezeds; and that some of them were abbrlbuted to hm only by inference,

The ervor of Pelugiuns gnd his fellower Coelestus lay in their dendal

of the corruptlon of humsn nature, snd thelr conssguent beliefl in the

-

ngtural ability of men W me:;, the divine cowm ,mmciw."‘

Augaustine, Augustine was born Hovember 13y 354,

T Paros

o g,
[N LR N 7 iRk

in Hweddie, Ils mother wos o Godly wouan wb 30&;}&@ her son's

spiritual weliare, but his fether was core councerned with earthly

knowledge, In his early life Augustine becuame entangled v

s

chaenlen and ilommorel heblis, Under the influence of imb

Ll Mande

roges he lell

into a stote of deep conviction and finmally was coaverted upon resding

a verse from the rauline epistles, lle was consecrated bishop of

Hippo din 395, Hiz later years were spent in writing, N

L

writlings were trestises against the Pmm.;. 208

wy of these

“Der Pelagicnisrus nach seinen f%’wgmng;i, und ﬁaim%:f:‘ Lehrey

na Fredneit)

(ein Beitrog mur Geschichte des Dopmes von der Cnsde u
quoted in Bestony op. cites Dpe Bo=E70,

5&&3&:%» Heander, General History of the Christlen Heliglon

and Churchs trans, by Joseph Lorrey (Goird A, 6,y HOSUOL, Brocker

% Drowsoery 1852), 11, ;&G«S@l.
J10idey pe 5704

@“ﬁu@mwﬂ@ﬁ Ope Cibes ppe HUO=5LL,

2



10

Augustine believed thalt the f2il coused humen nabure o s

totelly corrupted wnd deprived 1t of all shility and inclinebion wwo

Go gocte His views of prace may be brielly steted as Lollows: 1,

Zﬁimm grace is necessary for man's obedience 6 the divine will,
2e Eﬁ?zﬂ*é is unable to co-cperabe in the renovatlon of his meral nature.
3o Grace ig dlrresistibles lie Grece is given %o only part of the
human reces that is to tlose who manifest the fruits of grece ig
their sanctification, 5, Pergeverance is secured %o all on whom
grace is bestoweds® o
Thus in Pelagiug' view vhe £all had no effect upon Adas's pos-
terity, and therefore grace was not sbsolutely necessary in order for
man to live a holy life. fugustinels view wes the direct opposite. Adamt's
poagberity wes totelly c{aﬁaipﬁ as a result of the fall, and therefore

the only means of man living a boly 1ife was by the grace of God,

The Course of Contreversy. In L1l Pelagius and his follower

2

Coelestus went to Horth Afrdea, After sending a letbter ol greeting
o supgustine, Pelagiusg left Coelestus ab Corthage and proceeded to
Pslestine, Coelestus sought the office of presbybery and vpon ex-
amination was suspected of heresy. 4 councll of the Church of
Carthage was called in 412, and Coclestus was condenmed,

Orogsiug, e young Spanish ecclegiastie, carried the news 1o

-~

Bethlehen, where he weni to sm@,‘ﬁ Orosivat veport stirred Jerome

W aurustines® Cyclopaedia of Biblical, Theological, and Low
2 ® ) , = " 2 ? i
clesisstical Literabures Ope Clvles De bible

e T % o
“Hestony "Pelagleniem," op. Clbes ppe 869-070.



1l

into actlony ond he lost no time in weiting Plalogl conlre Pelaglonos,

In this work he dealb with the question of whether man could be withe

ay

out sin, To ssttle the conbroversy between Jerome and Pelagius, Dlsh=

o

\9 3 . . - " -xs.» 3 LI S,
op Johanmes convened the synud of Jerusales,” This synod, which was
sssembled in U415, considered Pelouius o be orthodox, Another council

- e st e eeelat ge
2 year, and egein Pelagius

wag sssenbled at Dlospolis (Iydda) in the
was declared orthodom, Tuo reasons for his cscape were thal the Egst=
ern Church had net clesarly defined sin and grace, and thelr antlropols
ogy was still thet of the second and third f::examri@scg

In the VWest Auppstine gtirrved the church o invesbigale the

mebter and published Do pestis Pelagli, Other works concerning tho
2 28 ge agide

m daving the next byenty years.

o
f’“ 3
ey
i..! .

controversy were also published
In 416 wwo provineisl synods held abt Mileum end Carthage both condemned
the Pelegians, The Bishop of Rome, Innocent, concurred in their finde

. g

Afbter being twms condemed, Pslagiuvs prepared o sbabtement of

s, L

e falth to send o Pope Inmocent I3 bub before 1t resched himg

"“:?"

Innocent dled. This statement btogether with en aopsal Lrom Coelestus
caused lmocentls successory dosimus, o reverse Innocentts decision,

Not satlsiied with this sction, s genersgl gounclil in Carthage was

»»«:

held in LlB, and tiis council reaffirmed thelr scarlier position and

Lig, H8ller, "Pelagius snd the '}‘;’c&*w on Gonbroversiles,” 4 Helie
vloug Bneyclopsedias or o Dicblongry of Biblical, His 'i;zama:mig ﬁa&auzﬁm
gid Prociical ?“'ime:)l@ww?fﬁ e Joviy Tonk & @,:’@W"H% » PUDLLSHETS, 1005,
A.‘é»}.y e f ﬁwl

1\3

Bagto Uy ?ii' @ﬁjﬁo} Pe 8?{}0

fad

m‘*{:&ﬁf “«*-n'}' \..ngw!""l.!?%.'.
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publighed nine propositions in opposition to the errors which they

condemneds Zoslimg was persusded to reconsider the matbter ond sume

i

moned Goelestus for exwnination. OCoelestus fled, and Zosimus then

'3 2

confirmed the declesion of Immocunte fAlso in L1D the oivil authorities

n

pronounced against Pelagienism, and Pelagius passed from the scene.

»

VYelegianiem was condamued in the Bast ab the Council of Ephesus in

SO X
431

Although Peloglandan fw@ thus condemned in both Bast an
a group cglled »a%.,a-tmug&m& gprang up. This group opposed Augustinels
exbrame view of salvebion by grace slone beecause they concluded that
such e view would nmake the nonelect not responsible for thelr perdition,

Thelr synerglstic view of regenerabtion was sceepbed by the Church of

fdome and waes laber vipgorously meintained by the Tridentine Theologlans,

]
o s g ole d X By e I C3F S N S oy E s NUNRI SRR % Ty S S« L RV S
Aupgustinienism woned wntdl it was given new 1ife by luther and CGelvin,

The Flieoisn Controversy

fas <f w3 % et Y o] . 2 ity o 3 £ e ye . % ony "1
Avguetiniendien waned wnbtil given new life by uther and Calvin,

Iotherts position was that sin had conpletely ruined man, so that he
is entdirely unsble tw contribubte enything Yo his salvabion, In his
controversy with Intherp Erasmus advanced the doctrine that there is
the possibility of co-operzbion between the Iman will and diwvine
grace in the work of conversion. At first Helancthon agresd with

Iuthery but labter he took the position thebt Inman liberty as well as

Libides ppe 871=B72,

Thoen n
2Ibidey e 8724
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3

divine necessity is a fector of conversion, thus sgreeing with BErasmg?

idea. The third edition of Helancthon's Iocl mainteins thabt men after

the fall retains a messure of fresdom Yo obey the divine law, but needs

the 2ild of the Holy Spirit bo fulfill the lax

pether in every good actions these are the W

# A

and the humen will, This synerpgistic ides

2%

Inberin as followss ¥lod does not operste on nen ag on & block, bub

dgrews bin dn such o wey thot his will co-operclcos. wl

The Gourse of He Controversy. In 1555, Johann Pleffinger,

professor and pastor gt Leipsic, asdvocated in a polesical address the

same idea ss wes expressed in the Interine, In 1550, Amsdorf contended

8
%

i:;
c*i"
5
[0

M
%—

{;
“S

7y Baying that no man em,.,m; by his own power, pre-
pare himsell to receive groce, This was nob 3;%’;‘@3??:1&3&343 ides, for he
had said thet the Holy Soirdit zust srouse the willy, snd then it must
e x e : 3 . 5 - # I, ;
do 1ts part dn bringing sbould conversion,®

Flacive brought the conbroversy out of the persongl realm and
carried it into the schools.” In 1558, he wrote his fefutation of

Pleffingerts Propositions which declared that man has no more pard

in his conversion than & block of wood or gione has in becoming a

Lu Cycloveedia of Biblical, Theologicaly, and Doclew
sabls 23,5. .4%.3&‘”**13," émé‘ %?’i}“}:, Harper & Drothorsy PUbLLonerS, LUl s

}E‘Q U{."
“los, Clte

3Loge cite




1h
stotues” Han is oven worse then a block, for he is not nmerely passive

% b o
the work of Gods" Flaclus spent two

“

w Y o - 3. i 3 Vi) on

days defending his postulabes st o dispubabtion held at Jens.” This
‘ H

g B3 e "‘” o3y & 4 . o ) A o5 5% v omene

ook place Hovember 10«11, 1559, 7 The recently founded University

2

of Jdena now becane the cenber for the m‘tw:ﬁr: upon the syaergilstse,
3 g 1,‘ [ : P " = 24

who had thelr headguarters ab Witbeuberg gm,» Lﬂ;&, e

The next step in the controversy wes the pu‘%ﬂm%zmg of the

eimer Book of Confutations by Flacius, This document served o re=

r<)

fute the errors of the time and placed the supporb of the duke of

Szxpony o the side of orthedoxye. It also caused the temporary Govine
fall of Strigel, He i,a.u been compeiled to help with the Lirst dralt
of the book, but he opposed the Improvenenis sugpested by Flacius and
wrote against the work as it sppeared. For thds he was thrown into
prigon, but he was soon relessed in deference 4o public opinion,Y
A dispubation bebween Flacius end Strigel was esiled for by

By oy FS T b Rl
AUPUBT delg LL0U,

» oy o

ke Johann Friedrich, end this was held at Welmsr

Ab this disputebtion Flacius held thab conversglon tskes pleace during

‘ 1z, Franl, “Synerglem," 4 Heligious Encyclopaedias or &
Dietionary of Biblice 8l zv;a.u‘hmﬂﬁ.ml, Doctyinal, oo bracoical T ieology
(Tew Iorks Punk 7: sopnallss PUDLLGNETEs LUCajs iids 2200

2

“G, Kowerau *‘iiwgiz“z‘g“:s.m,gi and éﬁyﬁwﬁ':’ atic Gonbrove LY 3“ Ltm iéw
sehafi-terzog Miﬁg‘ﬂl@g@ﬁ&& of Reliplous Knowledze (Hew York -
ond Wegnells Gompaitys LULL)s Kis 2Clie

SuSynergismg® ope Cibes pe 00
i w&u@i”a&»g &@‘3. i:.z..“&.
S¥rant » ko€, Cites "Synergilem," loc. vib.

é*‘ﬁ}ﬂaz*g;im 9" loc, cit,
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a brief period of repentence end endownent with faith, the natural
will is passive, bui o new will is originated by the "gift of faith,
Btrigel considered conversion to be zs, process which contimues throughe
out 1ife and is accomplished by scbion of the human will in every
g&mﬁml Flecius asserted that origined sin is pert of the substance
of man and not an goclident, He refused to retract this statementd,
and the Lavor of the court waned, The Flacians raged ggeinst all vwho
did not support them, end this resulted in the dismlssal of Flaclus
and his follovers on December 10y 1501,

On Harch 3; 16562, Strdgel brought forth his Declorablo in which
he distinguished betueen the "power" to please God, which ms lost
in the fall, end the Yeapacity" for divine calling, ‘E:y‘ which he is
sbile to assent to the Word with the help of 'i:hé Holy Spmm and to
reboin the blessing of grace once 1t is acquired, This was eccepled

and Strigel wes vestored o his professorship. To please s refrvactory

refvactory clergynen

&

This only mede the controversy worses and th

2

were removeds Strigel, who was not satisfied with the Superdeclerabio

2 43 Beon Vot o, end 3 s s . B0 e N PP X g " N
withdrew to Ileipsic.,” Some of the Helencthonisn pardy were then calle

ed to Jensy but when o new duke came to the throne in 1507, they

15&%‘3@?%” %‘ '&i‘i}" }g}. 225.
2ugymergisn," Cyolopagdia of Biblical, Theolopical and fic-
clesiasbical ldterature, Ops Ciles De Ul

3
i,

Rawermiy loc, cile
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retired, snd members of the Flaclen party took thelr places.>

October 21, 1560, 1o restore

A colloguy was held =t

peace to the churchy bulb this wos o futile ablen g@.“‘a The men Lrom

Witbenberg broke off the discusgiony and the Jens theolopglens had o

- e s, e L * 2 b1 " Il ¥ ‘Q'
be content with & wribben protest mode up of the vld objectlonse”

The duke then had the corpus dochtrinee Thuringilcunm drawn up,

witieh held thebt mon hed no spirdibuel power left afler the f8ll, The
will con do no good and 1s passive in conversion. Conversion 1s o
resuscliation from spiritusl wam.%

The controvers ‘;g; wvas brought to a clese by the Formule of Cone

b B S 2 s 2 ﬁ & N
cord whiech favored the Flaclon wiew substantially,” but rejetted, as

X4 > 3 s [':,
& Hanicheon error, the identificetion of originsl sin with substance,”

Thus in fevoring the Fleciang, the old Augustindon position

concerning man's naturel condition anc the impossibility of co-opere

The Avdnion Controversy

Backpround, During the Refomaetion, Calvin and oithers nob

Tt " 2 . e

~Fronk, "Uynergiom,® op. Glbes De 2200,
bt oA e

G . .

“HSerglemn, ® OPe ew. s De GCo

Qg 21
shoueravs 10Ge Glb.
=mes ol

5

Lprg axilty 1oce cite; "Symergisms® log. cil.
or x . x
SMoynerglon,® loc, ¢lt.

Clawerauy 0pe Glles pe 225,




L7
only revived, but also extended Auvgusiine's doctrine of unconditional
predest ms:m_a,n.i James Arminilus, with his doctrine of conditional
election led the naturzl and necesssry reaction Yo his exbreme view

which threatened the universelity of divine gre m::.?

dmminius. Amuinius was born ab Otdewoter in Holland, October
10, 1560, His father died during nis infancy, émi his mother was
killed by the Spaniasrds vhen he was sgbout fifteen., Among the protectors
who cared for hin were Theodorus Alwilius and Peter Bertius., ABnilius
sent him to school in Utrechts and Dertius sent him to the University
of Leyden where he studled for six years, The directors of the nere
chants of Amsterdon sent him o Geneva bto study in 1502, He spent
some time studying at Basle and made a trip ‘o Rome before being ree

called to Amsterdam, where he was ordained in 1588.7

Course of the Controversy. In 1509, Theodore Hoornbert pub-

lished o number of works in widch he attecked the docltrine of predos=

. Eﬁ}) an a‘att@?’i?‘%} 'b@ Gﬁ"@'ﬁ&%ﬁ

&3

tination as beught by Calvin and Bes

»

bovrnhertVs objections, some ninigters of Delflb propo ged 2 chenge in

e T

Beza's doctrine which would make 1% sublapsordan rather then supras

»

lapsarisn, Lydiuvss a y%i%@““’“ v at Franeker, o whom the book cone

““.&mﬁ&zﬁ,mﬁnmgﬁ Cyclopgedis of Biblical, Theclogical, and lce
clesingbloal Literature (New Tork, Harper & brothers, robiichers
18957 Ls ulZe

“*(,m,. Fo Le Ao} Pelty %irminisnlam, Historicalst 4 Heligious
Eacyclopoetia: or ﬁj&-‘*‘wm vy of Biblicel, Historic ai, Dot r.iz‘é%i
and Fractical Theology (Hew Jork, Fulk & leghallss Publishersy L1002)s

Ts Li3e

Jthrminianian," ope Cites ppe L12e413,
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telning this proposel wes senty; asked Arminius to answer the work,

A48 Armindus pondered the guestion, his

A sermon on Homans Tell brought a charge of Pelaglanism, but this
was stilled by his pledge not w teach contrary to the catechisa of

Heldelberg ond the confession of the Church of the Hetherlands,

Y N £

inother sermon cn fomans nine brought fresh investigations and dig-

]

putabions, bt uzazggb served only to meke Arwminiueg more fiymly convinced

5 7 0 - 3 . 3 * 2
that the b&ﬁuwgma views of predestinetion and grace were mlstaken,

dhen two of the professors of leyden died in 1602, the currabors
called Avminiuvs, Afber being reconciled m w narusy who had proe

tegted his eppointment, he took up bils a%szmeg in 160 ﬁ;“; In February,

160L, Avminins set forth certain theses concerning predestingtion,
The sum of these views ls a3 follows:

Hivine predestination
*’%uwi he has decreod W

with @ his
the faithiv e s
*3::%:’@."*1 fé‘:ﬁ.ul. Un the mfs:fs iandy oy m‘%m‘iw 41 ::2. o decres

of the anger or severe will of xs@{ig by w:u.m he L@ﬁ; de-
termined from e @mw, for the purpose of showing his
anger oad POHEr's to condenm o ebernel deaths as placed
out of wndon with Christ, the unbelieving whoy by thelr

OB fmm:;; gnd the Just Judpment of God, sre not 1o bee
lieve,

Gomarus openly *L’*a@%w& these theses the following October, and fron

1ibide, pe Ll3e

2 .5 o
Trelly Ope Ciles pe Lile
31%. Co Hoggey "Arminus, Jocobus {Jakob Hermanss)s and Arminienism,

fhe Bew Schaff«Hergop Ineyclopedia of Rellgious %%”iﬂifl&&igb {:5 s York,
Tk and lagnalis Gompany, 1o0GJs Ls 207e

b g i nd ande 13% Ope Clbey po llle
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v

then on the controversy raged throughout the resainder of

R

Arminius?
life sud begyond. Deputies from churches all over Holland and from

the Synod of leyden demanded o conference concerning bis opinions,
preschers attacked hin os a Pelegian and o synod woes plamed to setbtle
the disputes In 1600, a conference between Arminlus end Gomarus wes
held before the Supreme Gourt of the Hoguo.> This court ruled thab
singe thelr differences were not concorned with the nain polints of
gsalvabion, each shovld bear with the other; bub Gomerus would mwob
accept this é@ci@i@zzﬁ Later thot vears Avminius gave an sccount of
his oplnions to the States ab the Hague ,3 and in Augusty 1609, Avminius

-

and Gomarug, with four ministers for sach, were invited by the States

of Holland to negotiste for a gettlement. The delibersbions, which
were oral at first and loter in weibing, were brought to o cloge by
the death of Aminiust in October, 160945

Armindus? death was by no mewns the close of the conbroversy,

for both the clergy and the lalty were divided into two hostile amies,

The Comardsts hed the sdvantege in mmbers, but the Arminlsas had the

advantage in scholarship and the suppert of the lesding sitatesaen,

Lipe, cite

T N 2 .
“lopges Cue Ciles pe 297,

3 3 x ¥ 7 hd LY - 2 ¥ s e o o oy
“#imminienian,t Cyclopaedis of Bibllcal, Theolopical, and Ege

clesiastical Literalure, Ope Siles Pe Ldlie
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L pebitlon; called the “"Hemonstrance," which was presented to the
States of Holland and West Friesland in 1610, ggve the name of
Hemonstranbs to the Arminians, The Comerists were called Contre~

-
o ; . s g
Hgmonstrauts becanse they answered with a "Counter-lanonstrance,t

Pelt glves the following summary of the srbicles contained in the

% Bemonstrance’ s

3

he first of these ariicles reads: 'By an ebernal and
seribeble decrees befove the foundabion of the world,

d ordained to save in Chrdist, and through Christ, froa
out of the humen race, which is fallen and subject to sing
those whe by the grace of the Holy Spirit believe io His
ony and who, by the same grace, persevere unbo the end
in thet falth and the obedience of that faith,! ete, The
second griicle sgys that Jesug Christ, the Saviour of the
world, died for all and sach one, ele.; the thivd, that
man of himself end by the power of good, otc.; the fourtlh,
that the grace of Gody though not irresistible, is ihe
beginming, the progressy end the perfecilion, of every
thing a good man does or thinks, ebe.; and the Lifth,
that those who are grafted into Christ, and partoke of
his vivifying spirit, hove the means by which to Iight
against Szlan, sin, the world, and their own flesh, snd

1

to cbbain vigtory by the ald of the grace of the Holy

Spirit, ete,

egk

}

The "Counter-femonstrance was not so moderate in expression, and the

5

attempls ob negotiation only mede the combroversy more bitber.s The

wbbempis at reconsilistion by the suthordities included a confercunce

ey

et the Hepue In 1611, o discussion ab Delit in 1613, and an edict

' F 4 3 3 E N 1 Nk k3 i & -
enjoining peace in 16};,-53.3“ The Gomarisbs would not obide by the oivil

LIbide, p. 416,

*”»’F@}“% ®irminianisn, Historicals! ope Clbes Dpe 1ia3=Lili.

STbides pe Lilie

“Harminlandsm,® Oyclopaedia of Biblical, Theological, snd Zo-
5" MIUIOL az 2 & s 2

clesizstical Literabure, ope Cibes Do idile
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injunctiong and the political parties became involved. Heuyice of
Orangep a wonarchist, favored the Gomerists, end Oldenbarneveldt wes
on the slde of the Remounstranis.

To stop the incressing viclence, a synod was convened at Jordy
Hovember 13, 1619--igy &y 1019 The chalman of the assenbly,; Dogerw
menii; was opposed to the Remoustrents, and the assebly took upon
thenselves the position of accuser and Judge, The five articles were
condenned, the minisbters deposed and those who would not be silont
were banished, Oldenbarneveldt was execubed, though mainly for
politicel reasons, The defense which the deposed ministers who
gathered in imsberdam prepavedy together with the acts of the synod,
which were published in 1620, made o favorsble impression on the
govermment, In 1625, Prince Henry succeeded Mavricey and vhe Are
miniane were glven tolerance., In 1630, they were given permission to
live where they pleased snd to build churches and 6chools o

In 1621-1622 Simon Bpiscopius published e twenbty-Iive chapter
Confessio which set forth the Armindan folth clearly and mmm@ﬂy.ﬁ
Polyander end four other leyden professors answered by publishing a
Cengura of the confession, and in turn, Hpiscopius veplied, in 1630,

with his fpologle pro Confessione, The Confessio had disgppointed

the Gomarists, for 1t had gbly enswered the charge of Socinilanisnm

which had been brought sgainst the ;ﬁ,,mmimm.:%

1Peity ops Cites pe Lilie
f} -
«loc, Gite

Jugrminienien,® op. Gites pe blle
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The Imtherans were sympatbetic be the Arninlen movementy and
even the victory of the Gomardists did not lsste Dbrard says:
o o « this oubword show of vichtory was really o defect;
for the true elenents of Arminianism were aot killied ab
Dorty Lot grew up, silenbly but surely, within the boson
of the orthodox Reformed Church,h

Thus Arminisniswm, which sterted oul @8 a veaction sgainst ex=

trame Calviniom and was soundly defeated by the Galvinistic group ab

3 2

the Synod of Dort, graduslly gained favor and even ascted o5 a purge

o exbrase Colvinien.
Other Forms and Developments of Arminianisa

In Bogland Arminisn doctrines were held prior bo the time of
Arminiuvs, The Articles of Heligion were so seb up as to leave liberbty

o

of congcience to believe elther the Arminisn or the Calwindstic way

of thinlking, The Hecessery Eradition of o Ohristisn Mon (15h3), which

Cramer helped Yo draw up Just prior to the complletion of the articles,

is certalnly not Calvinistic, Under leaders such as lend and Juxon,

e

Arminianisn become entengled with politics; end as it wes comected

g

0

with the king's perty duving the civil wer, seamed to perish with the

king end the Church of Englande The Arminienism of Laud end that of

» x3

L7 38 eyed “ T B A g o A . e e BT gy FCN S TR £ A,
the divines of Charles II was ot in harpony with thet of the Dutch

-

lesders, Arminlvs would heve considered Loudts combinatlon of Amindan

type docbrines and sacramentel efficacy as superstitious; and the
Arminianisn of the labter group of divines minimized grece and exalied

the exasple of Christ, Pure Ammindenisn was revived in Englieond by

B

LEbrord, Christliche Dogmet:

a5 s Ly 30, quoted in %Arminisnismg®
O0e Glley De idilg
m&w— AR
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The Yesleyans of the British BEmpire and the Hethodists of

fmerics are Arminians end heariily oppose the Calwinlstic doctrine of
absolute predestinetion. The main points ob which they oppose Gole

vindan are o8 followss 1, thile they uphold Godls supremasy, they

&

consider

o2

GodVs forelmovledgze ep preceding his vollitions rether then

a result of them. 2, God conbrols naturel zziimﬂmmm, but meval

curances are contingent upon the actions of his -
not accomplish bis own selwvablon, but he can cloose to be saved,
Bspeeislly they believey tha man L is E}i}f@z uﬁ.%; @@%T‘K%Q%

noral affections By and L@mmw}z@
%o love or to serve God accep
wiivergal atonenent of O i
of the Holy Spirit, such p
aff }r*mc’i to every mau

5

oversone the blsg

.

#

sid is Se.zi t&;m&z ally
ea:azé to ensble hin to
ai“cacmfﬂ Ss and the

m*‘ z.}La u.%.&}gi

weokness or per verseness of his u,llg 50 thaty .s.w he chooses,

he mayy through the m}ﬁ”’"ﬂ& nbed means, lay xmla moa TS
salvabion of the gospels
2 ,5@1

3e Innate deprovity of the heardt but not the Imperfection of the prase

state of probation can be completely ramoved in this life. L. MHan con

lopse from grece and be losty but the seue assistance which made hinm
g child of God can keep hkim if

Before closing this secilon on Awninianism 1t should be exte

plained that the title hes been applied to all sorits of novemenbs

ronging, from those sdvocobing wnwerranted Lresdon and bolerabtion to

M*f”mmzimj.m,“ Cyclopaedia of ma&ma&; Theological, and S~
clesiosticel Literalure, ope iley The 1wl e

O P S ;
cdemes Strong, Yirminienisn (esleyen), ¥ CuS Bneye

pE 2 or a Dictlonary of Biblical, mi.kaéw:s:“:s‘e;u}, 3 m@mﬁ.&r‘nﬂ s m&
mf:’ u;i. “?‘E}Qlﬁ;&f (ew Tork, Fonlk & vegnalls, Publiishers)s Ls Lise

N s #
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The ng MA&{;’& Tor widch
Amsindenden proper wvas nob retionalistlic
tendencies of thought, dep %& £ the serious nature .

cf sin, indifference to vital plelys ond laxity of morals.

Thus the term Arminianisn hos been greatly misused,

Un the other hand, Aminien docbrine concerning predestinetion

It colncides

has been diffused in a proper namer O
with thet of the Ceman Iuthersns asnd is held by Yeslevan Hethodist
churches throughout the world, by & large pordion of the Church of

-
the smaller groups.s

a"}gi Eﬁ}ﬁ;‘, 5

Llosvened the Ghely

Beckwith sgys thot it hes

o3

& 5 K g %
GL ASrilie

o

»

Armindion type doctrines were held in Bngland prior to the iine

of Arminius. Durdng the time of

held in corrept forms ond wea nob

The title Arminienism has been gpplied Tt vari=
ous movanents which not in hompony with Amindenizp propery but

ay de B B2 SR TR, SN B T, gt ot L, B
on the other hand it has been diffused in proj

wortds

b{?;‘.r::'mm@; Alupustine) Bleckwith) , # Wu_@mﬁg Jacobus {Jaiob
98}, end hrmindenilgmy” The i%“a:s i Ly ’f.’ggﬁfim;ﬁul‘“ of
g 2 i&ﬁiﬁ,&bwk‘ﬁ iixb\éf i@f‘}f Foni ool i’:" AL i?“ ﬁiﬁi‘% AN %i@ U}, o-’

2o prpiniandian, Ope Clles Do 410
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Burmary snd Conclusions

of the sarly fathers believed thabt man could coopersie

G

Yoad

in obtaining his solvabion, but needed the grace of God to help him

3

accomplish szlvaetion, Clesent and Origin's ides thot sin is Jodged

®

in the body together with Jercmets ides that sach soud is creshed from

<

nothing Leid the basls for Peleglanioms and Tertullisn's ldes that

@

each soul is propegated the some as the body opened the wy Lor the

Pelagiug held that God's grace is nob ebsolutely necessary for

fect upon his posterity. fugustine believed that wan

&

ies tobally corrupbed by the fpll, =nd so God's grace iz the only means
: ] [] o

s,

wl outeone of the coulroversy

k‘@

of men comdng into galvebtion, The f

>

was thet Pelegius wos condammed and poaped I com the scene of istory.

d

His Ldeus were modified, however, and the resuliant SexiePelaglonisnm

Fou, - ) LY TRy JURCRE AP o &2 e % L% 2. %
betame the doctrine of the 1o Ghurchie

The Hefornmation brought sosbindenio, bub He-
Sy & 5

o

lancthon svon began to rmwderate hils vieus, and came to belleve that
men retained a meosure of frecdom towerd the good and could thereby

» o %

% - e o PN N | el ¥ E¥ P e PG S S T3 H [ .2 ~p e i
co-operate with the lbrd of God gnd the Holy Spirit in accor

*

%}‘.%.ﬁiam, After o bitter controversy, the malbter was sebiled by the

Formala of Concord which favored the Flsclen view, Thus the lntherans

&l

efs congerning ment's noturel condition

i-w!

followed Augusbtine in their b
and ability to co-operpte in salvebtion,
o
Arpinius, though himself g Caolvinist, turned from the extreme

Celvinistic posibion concerning predestinstion, He had been called on



2

L

&

o relute sbtlocks which had besn nade spainst this posiblong ond durdng

%

the course of hls study come to bellisve that electlon is conditional,

ang bhat g;**éﬁea ie vndversale 45 he began to propound his new vieus,

he was %u,e et by mk;uu and soon the controversy was widespresd

Arminivs died durlng the heat of the controversy, bub his mwm TS

carrvied on, They were condemned by the Synod of Dort, Although thus

condenmnad, they groduelly won back é::}.éamzw@ and finglly permission

to live vhere they plessed snd to bulld churches end schools,
Arindan type doctrines were found in Englond even before the

time of Avminivs, During the time of Leund and the divines of Charles

1

- "l L

1l corrupt forms of Armindanism were held, and the true fowm was nob

T

vegtored wonbtil the btine of the Beformation. Although the

Toimawy el el o¥emet Ivir  ewrwes Torlvier N T ol wweyse R —— [T g
name hes been misused by apolying 1t bo & wide rauge of wovemenbts wireh

were not in hermony with true Arminlenisn, the true dectrines ol ire
siinlonisn have beon spread over the world,
Thus man has strugsled with the problem of hils own place dn

salvation in three gresd controversies. Although in each case the

*

counciliar oction has alugys favored the fugustinisn view, the rvesulis

of these councils heve not slways sbood in practice. The Pelaglon

L)

controversy served to purge Pelagisnism of its exbreme errors, and it
x4 apd »

#

resppeared in the fomm of Senl-pelaglenism, Armminionism was condermed

by the Synod of Dortg bub gredually won back lavor and has betoue
gpread ever the whole world, Ouly the resulis ol the Flaclen conls

versy heve renained essentially unchenged,
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1TG0H OF CALVINISTIC, LUT

A Copa

DOUTEINES
Tnbroduction

How can men's free will and God's sovereign groce be harnonlzed

in the salvation process? This is o problen that haes perplexed the

2

minds of theoloplans down through the centuries, Basicelly this was

the problem which brought ebout the controversies bebtween Pelagius

and Anpustines bebweon Helancthonts followers and the Flaclen school,

sts and Arminiens, It wes the purpose of this

&

and between Calvin

chapter to cumpave three systens of doctrine, namely, Calvinismy Iuthere

anden and Arminienisn which in some way were conmected with these
controversies; and from the results obbained to determine what portion

of the salvabtion process cen be abttributed to Godds grace and also

that porvion for wixlch man is responsible.

in hondling this problen the following cuestions will be cone

sidereds, In whab position wes the grace of CGod placed in each of these

2 3

gysbens? In what woy is man respongsible for his ocwn sslvabtion? %o

b

. 2 T oy o ool g a3 - . By o o 3] de ey T
angwer these naln questions, the problems of men's condition before

1

gelvaviony the conversior wilversel grace, irreslstible

gracey and perseverance and works will be consldered.
The naterial for the Celvinistic position was drawn from Celvints

ingvitutes and A Compend of Calvin's institutes by Hugh Thomson Herr,

1G

3
E

The maberial for luthersniom woes droawm Dvom the srticles on HConvergion®

T

and "Synerglan® in the Intheren Bucyclopedie which was edited by Jeccbs




numerouns guotations from the

Formula of Concord, which was supposed to have sebbled the Flaciam
5 I

conbtroversy, snd the Book of Concord which sets forth the Iutheran

doctring. The moberial war e aa:wm*z an pesition was drawn from A

5

Theological Compand of ithe Works of James frmindus which was compiled

by Bern H. Warren.
Domarison of the Doctrines

Henlg i‘-{mdwmm Before Conversion. In answering the question

ghout men's condition baﬁmm conwvergion, Calvin turned to the words
of Christ and e:gam bed John 336, YThat which is born of the flesh is flesh,”
1t wes upon this fact that the Loxd based his argument for e new birth.
Han iz entirely carmal, and it is only through regemeration that wan
can have argyrbhing of the &Qiﬁ%i In enother place Colvin stabed

We are not afredd vo allow whabt Peul ve ':3*’ stremuously

asserts, thet all, without e depraved and
addicted to wickedness + + &

%l,

e

This evil si,z:,aa was brought gbout by Adam's transpression which alunos

8

obliterated the divine imsge in men.” Han still has willy but it is

. 33,

turmed entively bowerd e

In considering nen a8 btotally depraved, Galvin found himself

A

‘aced with the guestion of how some men pursue virtue and live come

ox

1"“ h Thomson Herry ed,s A Compend of the J&,.m tutes of the
G&m stlan "zgs?x,s.gmm 7 John L:alvm i.@?&dj«mﬂ@i@i&&; eBhyveraan poard
0F Uhristich sestions 40397y pe Ll

ﬁ}lm-s Pe 20w

3ﬁ}i&.a e 9{3‘

P
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parabively good lives on the mere dictales of nature. He answered
this by saying that divine grace resitraing these men withoubt purifying
thame Lt is necessary thet this be = ; for if every man were to fol-

2o

low freely his natursl m_cz’i:ixmmm toward evil, 1t would not be hard
o imagine the resull :*

As will be exmplained laber, mﬁgﬁ ey espect of ments 1ife before
conversion iz that those who are destined to be converted are preserved
from f2lling too deeply into sine-theld iz to become unpardonsble W.”}

e Iotheran view of nabural mon as presented by professor

Greebner 18 ot 28 severe as Calvin's though 14 leans o thal direction.

He quoted from the Formula of Concord, 1o show thet it rejected ihe

idea theb nan has something good in him and can begin to work in splre
2 g i A | A3 23 ., & 3 % bor * . K N
itual things "or to co-work for sometlilogp good,®~ IHoweverp in snother

54 % L

plage he stabed thet naturel man is in o measure capeble of sliending
upon the means of gracee This is neot a part of conversion bub merely
preparetory scbs widch conviclt the man of his sinful stabte and give
im an historical understanding of the truths of Gospel conveprsion™

Although Professor Stellhorn, another Intheran, believes thabt men

4.,

mind and will ave ¢ wletely cormupts he stlll hos a measure of Iree

L Z"is;}:z* o czzm m, *bi*u; iz @*i:tzm%ss of the Christian feligion

i‘ﬁima., Pe 137

3&(@;@5“’5} L. {é(rw@ bner; , %*v:zzwmlm,* The Lutheran Enevelopedia,

(liew York, Obarles Seribmer's Sons, 1099}y pe OF e

“4(ugust L G{roehner), "Conversion," The lutheren Hncyclopedis,

i’%}i{é,y j;«}' mﬂ,}é‘
et meeatves
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%

8 o N P e * § = 3 3-:
willy and his personslity ls not ainhilated.

o

The Dook of Concord, as quobted by Stellhorn, gives the following

P

view ol naobural men:

T

i1though ments ressgon of noburel wderstanding has
stlll indeed o dim sperk of the Imowledge that thers ls a
Gody as also (Home 1:19 8gge.) of the doctrine of ithe Law:
yet it is so ignorants blind and perverted that, when even
most eble and learyned nmen read or hear the gospel of the
Son of God and promise of etermal selvation, they cawmobs
Irzom thelr owm powersy percleve; asprehend; understand,

or believe and regard it true; bub the more diligence and
sernestness they euploy in order o cumprehand, with thelr
reagony the spirituel things, the less they uwnderstand or
belleve, and, before they become enlightened or taught of
the loly (host, they regerd o1l this as foclisbness or
fietion,”

#,

Thws Professor Uracbner and the Book of Concerd were in agregment in
thet though man can lmow sboub the things of God, he cen do nothing

»

toward the accomplishment of his salvebion.

R e . S - I T e S U e B TN P AR ST £ Vs T T s SO, |
Arpdndus paints a plobure of natural men wilch is Ivlly as dark

R s,

as that of Calvin and someuhat darker than thad of the lutherans, In

ls view man's free wlll hos been losbdy bis mind lhws been darkened
EX I 3

and hlz heard hos been turned toward evil, The followling series of

wotgblons set forth these ldess very clearly.

P
]

b

In this stats, the free will of man towards the true
ig not only wounded, maimed, inflrmy bent, and wealk-
ened; bubt 1t is olso dmpriscned, degtroyeds snd loste And
its powers sre not only debilitebed useless unless they

are sssisted by grace, but 1t has no powers whatever except
such as ave excited by Livine grace.

Lp(rederick) . S{tellhiorn), “Conversion,” The Iutheran Incy-
clopedio, ibides pe 130,

2ipides De 139

3pern #, Warrens & Theologloal Compend of the Works of domes
Arminius, & dissertation sumiLvued To the faculty of lorthern Baptist

cological Seminary, Uhlcago, Iilinois, Hays 1954 pe 191
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The mind of 1aizy in this stabe, is dark, destitute
of the pa v"g 3@ knowledge of Gody andy cccording to the
Apostley peble of those things which beloug to the
wplrdt of G z.%

-

A

Fﬁ
i‘“’

To the derlmess of the mind succeeds the perverseness
of the affectlons and m the heart, sccording to wxich 1%
hates ohd Hes an aversion o that whiich is truly good and
pleasing to Ood; but it loves and purvsues what is evil.®

0y

From these quotabions it is evident thot man is nold only %}Q'Gx;li‘ r m‘%:am

to do that which is good, bub alse hes a2 beot to that which is evils
g all three poglblons are %am lally in sgreements for all

essert that men ls evil and canvot accomplish salvation by his own

power, i iis sbbtempt to melntain a messure of free willy Luotheranism

shows iiself to Le slighltly wove moderabte then the other two views ob
5o

this pointe With man in such a helpless stabe, the question of how

conversion can be sccomplished naburally svilses,.

Gonversion, in Calvin's theology couversion is the process by
whlch men's evil will ils chenged into a will for good, This is entirely
the work of grace. lhmen will gttends the conversion procesa; b

03 " @

gince it ds only as the lord refomms the will that 1t is zble 0 ate

tend, man camot be given amy credit for soplying the wille” Han's

part in conversion is repentances or the chenge of mind and intentiocng b

e Pl 1% %,
Shery ry 4 Gammm of the Institutes of the Chwistlan Relipion
by Jobn Calv Vins Ope C1T Cites e Gle

Eyvrpo s o i P
- Ihlﬁ‘ 3 Lie ﬁ,;f;fz.



bub since this is the product of faith,t and faith is the zift of

this slso depends entirely upon God,

The Formula of Concord abbribules the work ol conversion golely
to the grace and pover of the loly &:‘g{;ifiﬁa.j &fter the Holy Spirit hes
bepun His work through the word and sacraments, man can co-gperate in

5.

o weal maner. This is not by his nabural powers bui through the pouer
given to hm.ﬁ Profegsor Stellhorn quoted references such as Matt, 13:15;
Inkee 223323 Acts 3:19; 92355 11:21; LhsliSy 18:19; 26:203 II Cor. 3:16;
i Thess. 1:9 and others Yo show thot conversion is an act of mane. le
also quotes such references as Acts 3:l9; 26:203 Mabb. 3323 Lsl7; 11:20;
Acts 23385 17:30; Rev. 2353 163 3:3; 19 to show thet repentvence is an
sct of men, On the other hand Acts 51313 11318; II Tim, 2:25 show that
Uod gives repentance., He concludss that though conversion is on att
of manty it is also a cregltive work of Uody and that man czn 1ot ate
compiish 1t in his oun FOT oP

In Arminilus! system conversion is the turning from evil, sin

and Gabten to Uod, It is closely comected with repentance, which is

a "change of mind after reflection,® and penitence which is "regret

o

Ly relsted parts

&

on gecount of wisdeeds.” ALl thres of these clos

Libides pe Tlie

Cibidas pe 93
3&-@&&%@:}3&@2’, "oynerglens® Ope Ciles De 578

Sloc, cite
— SxX
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L

wore grouped under the heading of repentance.” The menner in which it

.
bakes nlage io ag Dollows:

T resulbs not only from the grecious ¢ z:l fiicaslious st
of Gody who bestous "f‘*@;:;«uﬁ;zmm s ondd conve ﬁ g ‘%xs ‘Emzs@lfg
but likewise from the act of the penibents thouselvesy by
which mm:"m{, themsolves sway £rem sins 3 axzz.,% re mmmgg o
Gody they "walk in newness of living" all the doys of
thelr 3«2..,..@.

@

4z in the other gystems, grace is a necessity

It is an infusion (both intoe the human undersbanding and
into the %mi and affections,) of a,l.i, thoge gifts of the

Holy Spirit which apperiain m the regeneration and re-
newing of man--guch as follh, hope, (.;szauwt” ey Lory

g,

wiithout these gracious gilte s nan is nov :M.N;u;.mum Lo
bhink, will, or do @m"mmg that is zood.~

Grace 18 a Irvee affectlion of God by which he loves the slnner and for
whom he geve his Son, "that whoscever believeth in him might have eleyw

nal life." As e pospel Is presched, the Holy Spirit illlumines and
affects the heart so thot 43 might believes the heart does not neces~
sarily sceept, Ior 1t cen reject the grece which is offers i

From this 1t appears thet conversion is sccomplished in mach

the same woy in all thres systens., Hen in one sense cowmoporabes,

he is enebled to do this only 28 prace has preceded his co-operction,

Llection. uho caon be seved? Colvinism oloces this gquestlon

entirely in the hands of Uod, He has determined, sccording to his
his own will, vhom he would have 0 e saved, end thls is entirely

Enu'mn, 4 Theological Compend of the ﬁsw}&:: ol Janes Axining,
53?‘ ol b.p Te fﬂ,}w‘

¥ ey O
‘jrﬁlw‘y Phe e Tm2olie
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apart from honon a’&amu. Galvin rejocted the ides that election is

boged upon Godls foreknouledge of chavecter and seld that those who

do so obscure God's election and place the & source in a &;z,,.mﬁm'%, CENBRe
{utheranisn opposed the Celvinistic doctrine ab

placed the respongibility for the choice in the hands of man. In the

words of the Formula gg_ Soncords

‘e should be cwﬁs&;@, Trom m’*é according to the prome
inab the )@"ﬁmammr* snd heoring of the VWord of Ged ia
an office end work of the Holy gmm, where by he 1s cepe
éwmﬁ;i efficacious and works in our hearts (2Cor. 2:103T.)
« » e o« bDub ubare such a A e the instrument of
the mly mm:ﬁ;, and will nc injustice belalls

hiimy 41 the Holy CGhost do mm enlihsen Dille o o o0

e

Jod draus the men vhon he wisheg bo converd in such o way a8 bo convert

Y-y
3
himg bubt 1f the nmen resists, conversion will not tale place.t Tus
men can choose in o negebive sense by rejectlon, bul he caumet thoose

positively to be convorted,

.

vemiindus belleved tha

3,

would believe or not, This can be seen in 4

accoprding o Arminiug, were made by God,

expiate sing recover

?ﬁ
)
e

&2
L]
[p)
m"
e
1ok
L
Giue
&
43
&
%
5
o
4
fie}

by which God sppointed
iogt salveltion and digpense salvebion. The sccond decree was o recelve

%

and save those who vepent, believe and persevere and o condenn the

i@

i«sazm Celvin, Institubes of the Christian
Jgohn ﬁmlm gm.& Uh Ale m.# TCVe G GOTes CIALLOCELD
Board of Publicabion, n.dejy LI, 1LY,

3&3"@@%@%, #Conversiony” Op. Ciles Do 138,

Lgtellhorn, "Conversion 5" 0D Clbes pe L0



Impanitent snd unbellevers,

aasorys sufllicient

The Tourth decroe wes conce

particolar p az’srms .

onesy by the gld of 3
and persevere,- I

for God bas decreed
v

Although 21l

difference separates

Armirdanisn on the othere

"

man can choose eithe

ism the choice is entirely in the heonds of God,

axich

35

-

The third decres was Lo provide the nege

afficaciou rapenbance and faitlie

s mesns Lo

1

erned with the selvation oy daation of

Thils decree rested on God's fores

preventing snd subseguent gracey would believe

S

Ly upon :{fmﬂ':’s choice,

i:

ectilon, then, depends snbire

that 1t should bo so.

three systeuns differ ot this point,; a serious

Calvinism on the one hand and Iutheranism and
In Iutherenisn grace is offered and is

man rejects, in Arminianien grace is offered and

er to belleve or remain in unbelisf, bw

This loods

guestion as o whether or not grace ls directed toward zll men.
Undverssl Grave, In Coivints systen graece iz not dirvested

toward all men,

apeinst Celvindisa uh b God would be incons

men to

This

racelve him and

WES

brought cut in his reply to the obiecbion

g o 3,

dotent 1L he dovited alil

fj Eed . 3
then enly cheose the elect.,® To Calvin the

objection was false in btuo respecis., In the first place, God can
withhold doctrine from certain places Just as he withholds rein (fmos
b7y Call). bf"f“e“m also gives as preof the faclt thet Paul wes for-

bidden tw o em‘z in

Ly Warren, é, Theological Comper nd of

Agie and turned from Bithynls, but was called

- the Works of James Armindus,

Ope Ciles ppe 12 L=125,
gﬁﬁz’r, 4 Compend of the Institutes of the Christien Beliglon

Ly Jdoln Colving op.

@1{20; kﬁn w.g‘lb




He referved to Isgid

EONE Wy disciples,.
.
hideth his fag *M &

éiﬁéfi L m.l LR som sﬁ zw e
from the house of Jogobs and I will look for hime*

5.

cnly lor the elect of which “he declaores that

ciples.®” Hence he colls the doctrine thab selvebion is offered in

. E3EH oo i Y e O P T I T I T . N 4
an effectual woy to &ll, a Teoryupt progbibtution of that which is
W 33 &

declared to be reserved particularly fer the children of the church, nls

In the secoud pla c.ag though the gospel 1z sddressed to all mens falth

§\4

iz not given to gll, ALl hove not been given eves and sars with which

aboy so why should God even call those whon he Imows will

not come? Thus God not only withliolds the zospel fropm some, but he
s g g ») M
glso does mob call those whom he lmows will not come.”
in the Luthersn porbion of the section on election it was
srought out theb the Holy Spirit works in men's hesrits in an effice-

" 4Ty " T v S Sy P iy g B SR 2o Yo gy e oo Lo
clous wgy, end the only resson why some are 1ot saved is thet they

continue in resigtance, A quotablon from Gresbner brir

i 7%
same ideas

“logplal Gslb6~17s heV¥e
B%Q@m"y loce cibe

e NN
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a3

That some ave ot converted ls due only to thelr own
hardness of hearby thelr obstinete resistance to the meuns
of grace; and theb others arve gonverted is owing to

grace of God alone (Moo, 13:9)

Thig indlcales thab the sbonement ls offered bo ally I

st

sprace is provided foxr

groce can be seen fron

Avmindust position concerming uni

5 % 3 A

eingt the Colvindstic denigl of grece to g porbion of

aaenkd e says
For when they are baught that the pgrace of God {which is
really necessary o the performonce m L?t:aé: least portion
o pood) is dendled o the majority of mank *215 according

W an gboolute and perampbory decres of God o o « 4% ,«.3
sgarcely gmmhm for any :::*%aéwésr regalt %ft) ensuey than thab
the individusl who camot even with greab difficuliy work
a perguaegion within himself of his be. ing elec w:%_g s,:‘zmmi
goon congider hingelf included in the mumber of the ﬁ%‘m”
b&‘h@. From such on z%}'mmmmzﬂ;i@zz ag this, mest arise o

ertain degpalir of pe gkl 3‘*.@{;3%@&@53%5;3 and obtelining
dﬁlw"q :;Q:X}‘d

ot

£t " e oy P, P B B Lo % - = Yoy L el
An sypovent such ag this ghows bhat he muast bove belleved in universal
LraiCe

Irreglstible Grace, 1t has slveady been sghown that in Colvin's

gyeban grace is offered only to those whom Jod hes elected. It should

gloo be exmleined thot those who have besn elected have no cheolce in

2,

X o o s e LY o £ o [ ’ o e G b gyl e £ oy e ot i e o]
the natter-=that lg, they are nob fres o refuse thot graoces Tuo stoles

m" - 1 P &
Lt gonversio fip" ODe Ciles e 13Ca

£ 4

Sygrren, A Theolo pical Compend of the Works of Jemes Amminius,
Ope Gites ppe 205-250,
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the defections of vest muliiitudes, sheling the whole w :f,la;ig
yebt the counsel of God will be stable M*,Zq :m mer bhan €

heavens, o that elecltion cen never fall,*

The conclusion ilsg, that God creabtes whom he chiooses to be
hids chdldren by gratuitous adoption; that the cause of
this is wholly in mﬁﬁf}@li 3 “r.mcﬂ ise he exclusively regards
1is own secret determinetion.s '

S

Thus God chooses and makes whon he would to be Christians, and they
have oo cholce in the mabber,
The Intheren view has elready been indicated; for it has been

wi that the only reason why some men are not converbted iz betawse

they resist graces Thus groce is definitely not irresistible.

Elbhoush Armdnies ase

¢

ALL GOOD® he did not congider

COHTINUGANGE

e « « 4+ Dolleve, according to the scriplures, thab many
persons resist m’ﬁ Holy Spirdt and reject the grece thab
ke ’K\m e %

is oifereds”

Thus Amsinius and the Lutherans belileve in resistible grace as opposed

&
&

o

Perseverance and Works, Calvin considerved perseverance 1o

&

the free gift of Godo™ In 2 senge this gpplies even to those who hove

not been saved,; for those whom God has debermined to save aye preserved

Loy Aving Institutes of the Christlan Relipion, ope Clles De 157,

}}.}3&1'5 De 3—5&&

3
"’ . ErY g TSRS yEREY
@ITEy ODe Ciles Die ZE20-2Z2Y,

“ﬁii@w* s & Compend of the Institutes of the Christian Heligion by
J@Eﬁ G&ﬂmj Q“)a Q,!.G.g iJ' ).LQ




v 1 81, » L. L3
Bfrom fplling iuto wnperdonsble blaspbemy. " Alter a Chrlstien is

k3

adopted by the reulssion of gins, he is kept by the sewe mercy thab

X,
Eg

pevdoned him, DBecause the person reslizes neny Infirmdties,; the mercy

S

must be convinuousy for divine merey would be in valn LT provided

o

only ontee”

e
o
\

e regstoration of the divine inmsgey but this is nob sone-
thing thal is completed in a short time, bubt il is sometihing that is

praduslly sccomplished and terminated only Ly @@zﬁfz}.g

1 another place Calvin wrobes

God begins the geood work in us by exelting in our hearis

o love, desirey cw:i weﬁmxt R zw.“b of 1&@;‘%@%@1@“** 83 or

o speak nore properly %:; bending, formingy and ﬁ&%c%ﬁ;@

our hearte towsrds m’* teousnegs, bulb he completes 1t by

confirming ug O perseverance, :
After men is comverted, his will is still noi

mey sectm o heve cholee In matbers which not pretain to splritusl

thingss even in these God's providence may overrule; so thet the

T

) )

‘.30{.&.

A

Christian's liberty is reslly controlled by the influences of
&ny good in the work bthot he may perform rust come directly

Prom the grace of fody Lor zpything thet nen noy doy no mabier how

. ¥ o TR o ol 3 gyt RN S IR 5 DT S Y T o e [ S
goudy is gffected by some talnt {rom the [Nesh, I some perfect work

.’ s - P
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sy

could be accamplished, it would be millified by the committal of sine®

In the Lutheran systen, many efter hils conversion, exercises

= 2 3 oy ] oy 2 . . o Yn

repentance deily.” In so far as his will is renewed, he wills the
good, delighis in the law of God (Fom, 7:22) and does the good as he

is moved by the Sm.m.’%‘m

Stellhorn dncludes in his article ®Conversion,! o quotation
3

e é»
from Iuelsensnn which indicates the Luthersn view of perversnce,”

According to this quobation, the higher works of grace which follow

;

conversion are not irresis J&I}.ﬁ.  The Formla of Concord says man

does good Vso long s God by his Holy Spirit, mules, guides; and leads
hime#C  From these stetements it follows thet men doos not necessari Ly

PErSEvere.

On the matter ol perseversnce, Arminius made it plain thet he

5

never teught that man could either totally or finally Lgll swey from

£ T P

aith and perisl, e believed that those who were truly grafited lnto

T % - ;
I the grace

hrist had sufficient powers Lo overcome 2ll enemiss throl
given by the Holy Spirit. He thought that some seriptures seemed to

indicate that o bellever could fall awsy from Lfallth, and that a synod

Ixerry 4 Compend of the Institutes of the Christien Heligion by
éﬁ}fﬁf? ﬁulf.é‘:iﬁ, wE.' G«L‘%g’ De }.1»*.4‘

2Grachner, "Conversion," Ope Sites pe 137,

Sloe, cibe

%‘3. Clbes Do 140, Stellhorn soys of Huelsemann that he was
from the @1&@.{* school @1“ Tathereans: Em&:—mmrg the portion of his stabe-
ment uhiich is used here does nob conilict with vost Concord Luthersnism,

5Loce Cite

éi}i‘@ﬁbﬁ@i”; 1Synersismty ope Cilbes e 470,



Ll
should investigate the mabtiter carefully, On the other hend, certain
passages which fever unconditionsl perseverance he considered to be

2.8 ¢3 E% ™ wé
worthy of careful considerabion,”

ks to the possibility of regenerated men doing pood worksy

srminies felt that singe mon weg delivered from sin in regensration,
he i owm silling end doing goody bub wj“ 59 he is
Y . ;'i
sided by divine grace.
Arminius believed in sanctificatlon of

o deliver him frvom the dominion of

God in newness of 1life, le described it as “a gracious cot of Gody®

3

vet 1t is not en instentaneous sm‘t.?’ He descrilised the process in the

following momers

This panctification is not completed in o gingle
woments but sin, from whose dominion u'%,s hove been deliversd
thirough the cross s::zfi the deatih of E) ;L, is weskened more
and more by daily losses,; and the lmner man is dey by day
enevwed more ad mores while we Gdﬁz‘é‘"’ mﬁ; with us in our
bodies,, the death of Chrisbt, and the mz"’a vard mgn 1s per-
dshing,

5y

frminivs lefd the guestion as to perfection in this 1ife une
decided, seying thal though he did not deny the possibilily, he would
rather spend his tine praying concerning that which wes lackding and
adnonishing to seck perfection thaen bo enter into contest concerning

7

j
the matbere.~

1y Brra, .éi Theological CGompend of the Works of James Arminius,
gg:}“ Gl %3.3 lJ‘gj). 5,}:;*&31&..

L e

”

dﬁ}iﬁ. ; :{} {}L:;.

Dy 5t oy
Jlblﬁig -] j}:};}‘ 2&5}”2 :3? °

e -

f\!’

“ibides De 267

Sl'bic}‘.., Doe C67w 269,



*

misbic view as bto the abllity of man in hig renewed condition than

Colvin ¢id, In theilr view men was restored so thabt he could will and
do good as he had the help of grace or the Holy Spirit, but Colvin

atbributed all that was good to grace slome gpert from ayy responsi

K

bility on the part of man, The same sligment was lound in the mabber

of perseverance, UGalvin believed that perceverance is o gift of Gody

bt the latherans and Amgdinius belicoved that man couvld fall awsy or

Summary and Conclusions

WLl three systems are essentielly in apreement on the guestlons
of man's natural condition, the conversion protess end o come exbent
on the mabtter of works, A11 hold that natural man is evil and can do
nothing toward his salvation by his nabturel povers. He is able o
play a pert in the conwersion process, bub thel only as he is pided
by the grece of God. Afber he is converbed; he can do good works as
he is alded by grece or the Spirity but the Intheran and Armindian

L

views are much nore optimistic, they consider man cegpable of willing

M
?‘%S
&

to do good, whereas Cglvin holds o degraded view of man ond says
any good trat he might do would be btainted by the §
by the comnlbtel of some cin,

On the guestion of elecblon, wniversal grace, drresistible

grace snd perseverances; the Iuthers and Arvminius hold much the sane

view, ot Calvin's view was in direct opposition to thelrs, Although
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the Iutherans thought thab man hed power o resist grece but not w

accept Lt positively, and fmminius held to the cholice of believing
rapaining in unbelief, they both placed the responsibility for the

cholee entirvely upon mang CGalvin on the obther hand placed the cholce

in God's sovereignty, In line with this view of election, Calvin

beldeved in Limited grace, irvesistible grace and perseverance, but

Far)

&
%‘;
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)
et
&
o

the Inthergns and Arminius believed in universal grece

3

D nob persevering in grace.s

Pl

grace and the possibilily o @

.
e

Calvin, then, makes Godls prece entirvely soverelgn snd allous
ne place for man's will in choosing whebther be will be saved or nob.

1, -

In such o sysben men bears no vesponsibllity for his own salvabion

o

which is entlrely in the hands of God.

The Lutherans and Aminius neke Godls grace soverelgn in that

it is bthe only means Uy wileh man nmay be saved, but they harmonize

5

this groce with man's free will by giving men the power o resist
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(in the case of the Lutherans)
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elief (in Axmindus' systen). Godls grace is sovereign, bubt within

o

thet soverelgnty the power of cholee is delegebed to individuals thus

LT N § kg e g o LT - b e
making them responsible for thelr salvabion,



A BIBLICAL
Introduction
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The problem of how men ig saved hes been treced through the

course of history, parbleulerly thot of the three great controversiess

e g o

and three major systems of doctrine which grew out of these conlroversie

have been compeared, The mein source of information concerning the

problen remaing 0 be considered. 1f the guthor were o look into

o Dind infors

what men have seld sboubt that sourcey he would be
mablon in harmony with all of the three views wiich have alresdy been

iscussed; therefore, it wes the purpose of ithis chopber 4o discover
for himself whot the Bible has to sgy conscerning this mubier.

The problem will be handled by using the same questions as were

congldered in chepber threey that is the cuestions of man's natural

3 e, 4 ryrads

condition, conversion, election, uwnlversal grace, lrresiatible grac
and perseversate and works will be used as bools to answer the wmain
guestions ol what ie CGod's part in sslvetion, and for whael 1s men
responsible,

} . P S . I ey
le would be a work ol major

proportions, therefore, the author has Linited himsell Lo fomens 9,
10 and 11 which deal most direcbly with this problame

fen's Hatural Condition. Verious verses in the chaplers which

e

wers chosen fox study indlcote nanls condition before conversion, In
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Homang 10:3 Isrsel was spoken of sg bsing ignorant of God's righteousge
nease 1f Israel, to whom belonged the adoption, glory, covenanbsg

law, service of Gody provdses, fethers and coming of G%ﬁ*”éﬁ«%l was

. Fa P

- of the rishieousness of God, how much morve so the Gentliles

s wmede all thelr

who had no such advantege. This lack

gaal for God bo no gvall. 2

% &

Hen cannot atbtain rightecusness through his own works,y for

Israsl tried to follow the Law of rightecusness, but did not etitein

Thes men 48 both ignorant of God's righteousuess and helpless

e even when he hog bhe law o

guide hin,

Converalon, The way inbo righbtecusness or salvetion is indiceled
oot

in fomans 9:32«=30; and that is by faith and believing on "Himy! which
¥ 7 & i

bring out the idea of subjecting themselves to the rightecumuess of

in Ghriste Han does not nesd o

Gody and that egain is

seck in hegven or gnong the dead for Christ, but he simply hay W
believe the word thet iz preached bto him concerning Chrlste IF he
believes in his heayt thabt (od has raised Christ from the dead, he has

5

attained unto rightecusness through that belief; end L

s

Lronans ﬁmm), L.3.Ve, 411 rveferences in this
to the fmericon Stendard Version of 1501,

ERIpS e

[+ \ .
“Homans 1022,

SHomens 9330-32,



with his mouth that Jesus is his Lords he hes sobtained salvation
through theb wmf”assim.l The nessage or word of faith is really
the giflt of God; for it is he who provides the messenger to the ones
. . 2

in need.”

Hen in order to be saved nceds the provision of grace which is

supplied thwough the presching of Christ, He musl be made righteous

(o

»

through belleving the word or message in his hearty and finally, he

Tt

st acknowledge with his mouth that Jesus is his Lord., Man then
plays a definite part in obtaining bis selvationg bub it is only by

accepting that which has been provided for hinm,

LR

Blection, It ils evident from these @h@g}%z‘a that there cere
tainly is an election by God, however, a careful study ls necessary
W determine the nature of this eslection, The rirst fact thet should
‘be notlced is that electlon gpplies o a m’ﬁi@ﬁ.g This nation of
Israsl canme through especially chosen individuels, nemely, Abrahanm,
Isaae and Ja%%&.éé Time God chose or @met@d a nablon and the chon-
nels through vhich the nabtion came and was developed,

A8 glready indicated, electlon also spplles to indlvideals,
These individugls were not chosen agcording to thelr works; bul ate

P % = 3 “ 4 @ " - QJ
cording to the purpose of CGod and the service which they were to render.”

Liomans 10:6-10,
% pomens 101118,
Stomens 1128,
Mromans Gewlls

SFomans 981112,
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God had mercy on individuals and hardened individusls vot according

to the individualls willing or working bult sccording Lo his cun cholCe.
This election wes concerned with the showing of his power and the
publishing of his name throughout the earth snd God chooses the ones
through whom he is going to do i:i’.is.i
Thus God's election of his nation and alse that of individuals

dosg not depend upon man'e cholce or works, bub upon the service theb

k2

God desires then to renders.

There is salso an elecbion that perteins to salvation. God
desired that all Israel would come bto him ;2 but because of thelr une
bellef, God Lroke off or haordencd zome of *@i&@m.s Before he haordened
them, howsver, he elected that s remnant should be saved according
to Godls grace j*" and Paul testified that there was 5 remnant in his

-

W EJ 5 R - . 4, el b Pl
wee”  The election of the remnent and the hardening of the rest he

for ibts purpose the bringing in of the Gentiles and in burn the
provoling of Isrsel to 3@&1&&&&5 thet he might show merey to alle!
Thus in one sense God elected that all should be saved, for he was

seeling both Jews and Gentiles.

LRomans 911ii~18,
5 ‘
“Homens 10:21,

3., ‘

somang 11120
b
“Homans 1136-8,

Homans 1135,

o AN

formens 11:ll.

?i”mmﬁs 11830=32,
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HBomens 9e1l9-2L presents somewhet of o difficuliys In 931921
Paul was speaking of a vessel made uvnbo honor and snother unto dlse
honor and this in connecbion with verses 1li-10 where (od has mercy on
whom he will and herdens whon he will according to the service he
wanhs. p@z‘mmm. In Bomans 9308=2 3 y he spoke of vessels of wrath {ite
ted for destructlon and vessels of mercy prepsred for glory, the latter
of which refers to those who were &&V@a: ‘Since Paul wenbt fyrom one
Pigure right inbo the other and spoke of those prepared for glovy as
vessels ol mercy, it would sean that Jod chose them in the same way
&5 he chose the vessel made for honor, that is he had mercy according
to his own choice, There is,; however, 2 definite break between verses
21 and 22, In 21 the vessels are singular in mumber and are mads for
honoy m; dishonore In verse 22 the vessels are plural in nuwaber snd
are deseribed as those of wrath {itted for destruction and those of
mercy fitted for glory, Since there is this definite break; and, as
will be explained labery the choice of the one who is to be saved,
depends on the individual, then the fitting for wrelh snd the preparving
for gloyy smat refer to c¢lasses of people and nobt to individuals;
thet is, God ordaing one cless for destruction and another for glorys
bt the individuals who make up each of these classes are there because
of thelr own choice,  Thusg in ciother zense, God elects to solvabion
and destructlons

That the cholce of the ones wiw are o be saved depends on the

individuels themselves ls evident from a muwber of things, Une of

l—{m ?nn f.?‘



b9
these is that tho message of good tidings is universsl, bm. because
of unbellel part of Israel was broken off,
the Gentiles stood wes thelr faiﬁa,k and even Isreel could be restored
1T they rengined not in m@:aeli&i‘.i% Thos faith or beliel is the cone
dition of selvetion, That it is individual faith is clearly seen in
Remans 10:12-13, tThe Lord is rich both to Jews and Greeks (all)y and
whosoever {(individusl) calls upon himy that is exercises his privilege
of belief,? shall be saveds
Thet election and salvabtion should not be teken synomymously
is most clearly seen in Romans 11320, for here Peul spoke of ILsrael

being, as far as the gospel s concerned, enewdes for the Gentiles

%

salie; bul beloved for the father's seke. Thus some of ithe ¢lect were
not savels

Summerdzing these various items, God elects individuels and

classes of people, such as the nation of Isrgel, to fuliill his pure
poBes, in the matiter of salvetion Gody in one sense, slects all
people to be saved for bhe seeks both Jews and Gembtilss, In another
sense the electlon to salvation is by clags only, end the ones who
malte up that class is conditioned by individugl choice,

Although Wiley divides his maberisl in o different nanery he

Lromens 10318,
2Romans 11320,
':'35.’23.. ang LLi20,

Fomang 11123,

b
5@%@ 1036=10.
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takes the same position with regerd to election as worked out by this

am*%:‘haz‘.}'

Universal Grace. By bringing together various portions of

these chepters and weighing u‘ia&z speinst one snothery Paul's bellsel
in uwniversal groge can be shown, The mﬁéagg;@ woas sent oub to the
ends of the world? which shows that God md not withhold his mes-
age. ALl that the people had to do was to hear and believe.,” God
did not withhold his messsge even fronm the disobedient, but stretched
out hils hands o them sll day 1mz;g.§5 Thus the message was universal
in scope.

According to the election of grace, part of Israel was preserved
as a remnant, and the rest was b ardﬁmﬂ.g Although Poul recognized the
fact thet God had given this herdened group & dullness of splrdit end
the inability to see and hear,” yet he sought to minister to the Gen

tiles in such a way a5 to provoke Israel to Jealousy to save some of

ik

%@g.? in doing this he must have congldered bthal grace wes provided

E

for the herdensd group. Orace was provided for the Gentiles, for

b

fle Orton uiley, Chrisbian Theology, (Kansas City, lUissouri,
Beacon HILL Press, 194l), ils Sa(%3iile

[

Romens 10318,

Lad

Homang 1017,

e

“Romang 10321,

Shomame 11:5=7.
6



mercy was grantec to the Gentiles because of the discbedience of
Esm,@i.i' In Bomans 10:12«13 4% wes shown thai God is rich to
Jews and Gentiles, and thet the lord woul L save any © owould ealld

upon dm, Thus grace was provided for the el @"@%{% rgmnant, the hards

ened group and the Gentiles, snd that it wes provided for all is shown

by the fact thet vwhos soever wuld call would be saved,

:r

lrregistible Grace, Afber Paul hod explaeined that selvation

is by %:}@.Lﬁ.msmf the word of felth which ig preached “ he sgid that
o =) & :
Q “, i) ™ V3 1
all did mot hearken to the glad tidings.,” In Bomens 10:21; he related
how God had spread his hands to o discobodient end galosaying peoplee

"% o uln L

Both of thege instances show that grace 1s resistible.

it Lz sbill possible to resist ity for Paul indicabed that Godls

goodness would be manifested to the belleving Gentiles as long as

they continue in his poodness, I8 they did not contimue, they would
§

ve cub off,% Thus it is posgible not to persevere in graco.

et man does with his 1ife, that is hils works, depends on

God, This wasg shown in Uz@ fact thot those t,éf)ﬁ‘jii}},

are sent.” (n the other hand man ploys o part, for Paul glorified

Lromans 11:30,
25omens 10s0-15,
Romans 10316,
. ,
Sliomans 11322,

omens 1018,
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bis Gentile mindetry in an abtempt to provolke his own countrymen to

Jealousy. i
Supmeory and Conclusions

¥en in his natursl condition is ignorent of the righteousness
of God and cannot ablein righteousness through his own works, He
obtaing salvation by believing the gospel negsage which 48 presched
concerning Christ and confessing that Jesus is hig Lovds God certainly
elects individuals and classes of people to sceonplish hls purposes,
o show his power and to publish his nsme &lvoady but his election to
sedvabion applies vo class only. The guestion of wiw 1s 1o be suved

rests upon the individual choice to believe, Thobt all are given 2 chance

to believe can be seen from the facts that the nesssge is universal,

and that God ls Tord of both Jew @nd Greek and will sccept the ones

dience thet he might show mercy vo the Genitlles; yol would sbill
reueive %}emwem Lrom the hardened provp, thus including all clesses,
God's grace is nob irresistibley, and even those who do not resist can
fell from grece once they have oblalned salvation, Hanls works are
dependent upon Gody yeb he also plays a part,.
GJod supplies the means of m&f’&ﬁgg Wy sending preachers o
preach the message of his Son. e slao slects thal all should be

szved in one senge, and that some shovld be ssved and others destroyed




in ancther seuse. Men is responsible for his cwn salwvation in the

Chy 2 E0 L3

genge that the choice o belileve resits upon hiln,

s



The early fathers belleved that man could coe-cporate in obteining

3

ie salvationg bub needed the grace of God to helpy hin accomplish sale

Fin

vablon., The ideas of Jorome and Tertullian concerning the origin of

oul lzid the besis for the Felaglon conbroversy. Although the

e

F‘”
ko]

Augnetiniens with thelyr exbrens emphasis on the sovereignty of God
were victoricus in the councils, o Semi-Pelegionism arose and becwae
the doctrine of the Homan Church,

The Iuthersn Reformetion revived fugustinianism, but soon a

conbroversy arose which centered sround man's naborel condiblon and his

ability to cowoperabe in obleining salvation. The Flaclanists wh

“t

avered the Augustinian position were fovored by the Formula of Concord.

Its position thet naturel nen is evil and camot co~operate in salvabtion

has renginede

The Amdnian controversy dealt of prew
destination, The Synod of ort which sebiled the conbroversy between

& s

the Armindane and the Gomarists upheld the Gomerisls wio were extreme
Calwindsts ond therefore followed the Augustinisn pattern of thinking,
The Avmindens with their belief in conditlonel elecblon graduslly won
buck favory sad thelr doclrines hove become spread over the whole

world and even lesvensd the Celvinlstic doctrines in varying degrees.

The comperison of the Calvinistie, Lutheran ond Arminien
systens showed that &1l three systems were essentlally in ogreement
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on the following pointss thet man's natural condivion is evil,

that he cannot sceomplish salvation by his own powery and that his
works depend upon God., On the guestions of electiony universal
gracey lrresistible grace and perseverancey the Calvinistic view is
opposed to the Lutheran snd Arminien views., The Cglvinists believe
in unconditional election, limited grace, irvrezistible g;%*aee and pore

severance. The Lutherans and Arninians believe in condibtlongl election,

universal gracey resistible grace and perseverance., Thus in Celvints
gyabemy God's grece is entirely sovereign and man has no responsibllity
for his salvation, Although %?e;’s@ lutherens and Avminiens belleve thab

- man cannot accomplish salvation gpart from God, they believe that men
has %.hé;g}mm:f of cholece as bo whether or not he shall be saved and

£

therefore 1s responsible foy his salvabion,

In the Biblical study of Homans 9y 10 and 11 it was found that
EEra camm% abbain rightecusness through his own works., He obtains
salvetion by believing the message concerning Christ and confessing
Christ as Lord, Uod certainly elects individuals and classes to fule
fill his purposes, but the election to salvation is by class auly,

In one sense thig class includes all ;{.}@Gz;’élﬁ and in another sense it
includes only those who by their oun cholce are believers, %&‘5

grace 1s universal, but can be resisted, and cven those who vab‘%;m
grace do not n@ﬁ@waﬁlﬁf persevere, Tims God provides the memns of

galvation through the messege of Chrlst agnd the sending of preachers

tw preach ity bub man lg respongible for maling his own cholee,
Conclugions

Prom this study the author concludes that:



o
Le Mon in hls naturel condibi (Bﬂ’ ig evil and cannot save him-
aalis
Ze Conversion is en aclh of Gody but men co-operates to the
exbent thot he scoepts thet which has been provided,
3, There cerbtainly is an election on the part of Gody bul

election and individusl salvebion should not be considered synouy-

mously, Glecbion vefers to individuals and classes of people with

ie by class only. In one sense this class includes all people, and
in another sense it includes only bellevers,

e Urace is universal

5. Grace is resistible

6o Hen does not 1 weessarily persevers in salvabion,

7o Hanls works depend upon Gody yob he co-operabes in those
works,

From these specific conclusions the genersl conclusions were

grown thats

le God provides everytiilng necessary for salvation,

2e lzn is responsible for meling his own choice of aceeptance

or rejecblon,
L £

Suggestions for Further Jtudy

Une subjeet which, although move bistorical than theological

in natorey, would meke an interesting study would be the tracing of
the developments of Arminienism which have influenced Calvinisn,

Enother stady would be the trecing of developments within each systen--
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Armindenicn, Celvinisny Lutheranism.

Another type of work which this study hes sugpested is that
of m Biblicgl study of such matiers as electlon and Godls provision
of grace, The arves which wes covered in this study was limlied in
scope, and 1t would be of velue to conilm the work thet has been
done by meking o nors extensive gtudy of these btopics.

It would alse be interesbting o meke s gtudy of what believing
in Christ and confessing Christ as Lord mesns. Certainly the intel-
lectual lmowledge that Jesus Christ lived iz not the type of belisd

that ig meanty 50 1t would be of value to make & study of that in

which believing in and confegsing Christ consists.
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