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FForwarorwardd

Does Calvinist theology change the character of God? In
answering this question, the author has attempted to allow
notable Calvinists to speak for themselves by providing a
plethora of footnotes. (Footnotes marked with an * sign
include additional quotations and helpful content.) The
primary focus of this work is whether God has authored
sin—a conclusion that seems to be natural to the Calvinist
doctrine of predestination—because this strikes at the
heart of God’s character.

The author was formerly a Calvinist for ten years who
frequently debated the matter with others. As such, the
author understands the Calvinist perspective, and he is
sympathetic to the struggle of many Calvinists to under-
stand how others cannot see such an “obvious” and “logi-
cal” teaching of Scripture. It is his hope that those reading
this book—regardless of their theological system—will
endeavor to truly grasp what the other side intends by
what they teach. Beyond this, he hopes that those reading
this book will understand the reasoning that under-girds
each position as well as the necessary conclusion of such
reasoning.

It should be noted that Calvinism is an unsettled The-
ology. Debate rages within their camp even to this day.
Flavors of Calvinism include Traditional Calvinists, Mod-
ern Calvinists, Neo Calvinists, New Calvinists, 5 Point



Calvinists, 4 Point Calvinists, 3 Point Calvinists,
Supralapsarian Calvinists, Infralapsarian Calvinists, Sub-
lapsarian Calvinists, etc. … For this reason, we have cho-
sen to focus our attention on the founding fathers of
Calvinist Theology because every kind of Calvinism
builds upon the foundation laid by these men. Particularly
key to the doctrine of Calvinism are the many writings of
John Calvin. Therefore, special attention has been given
to his writings.

The natural conclusion of the Calvinist doctrine of
predestination leads one to believe that God is the author
of sin which is an outrageous attack against the character
and nature of God. Contrary to the opinions of many, this
issue is forever settled Biblically: God, by His very nature,
attributes, and character, cannot possibly be the author of
sin. Yet, Calvinist doctrine, carried out to its logical end,
can leave one with no alternative to the conclusion that
Almighty God is the author of sin. When Calvinist doc-
trine alters the character of God, it becomes a doctrine
worthy of serious consideration and debate. By provid-
ing this work, it is the author’s desire to assist the reader in
transcending the quagmire of Calvinist arguments so the
reader can accurately evaluate the truth of this doctrine.
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IntrIntroductionoduction

Time Magazine, in its March 2009 issue, listed Calvinism
as among the top ten ideas that are changing the world
today. Global instability, broken homes, and the difficul-
ties of modern life have driven many to seek refuge in the
seeming certainty offered by Calvinism. For these people,
it is comforting to believe that God has predetermined
every event in their lives from before the foundation of the
earth.1 The Calvinist says that nothing happens outside of
the foreordaining will of God.*2 According to Calvinism,
the unstable economy, the death of loved ones, failed busi-
ness ventures, and shattered dreams have all been foreor-
dained by God.

Calvinism teaches that man is dead in his trespasses
and sins, and because of this, he is incapable of under-
standing the truth of the gospel, doing good, or even seek-
ing after God. It teaches that God has chosen a select
group of individuals called the elect. For these people,
God regenerates their spirit, substitutes a good will from

1. Biema, “The New Calvinism – 10 Ideas that Are Changing the World
Right Now.”

2. “Not as much as a fly can settle upon you without the Creator’s bidding,
any more than the demons could enter the herd of swine until Christ gave
them permission.” (Arthur W. Pink, Gleanings in Exodus, 78.)



Himself, provides them with faith, and effectually saves
their souls.*3*4*5*6 According to Calvinism, it was only for
those chosen individuals that Jesus died on the cross, and
it is only those elect who will experience salvation.7 All
others are left to remain in their depravity without hope of
salvation. In fact, they were born unto this fate.*8 Calvin-

3. “Regeneration is not the creating of a person which hitherto had no exis-
tence, but the renewing and restoring of a person whom sin had unfitted for
communion with God, and this by the communication of a nature of princi-
ple of life, which gives a new and different bias to all his old faculties.” (Pink,
A.W. Pink’s Studies in the Scriptures – 1930-31, Vol. V, 137.)

4. “[T]he Lord both corrects, or rather destroys, our depraved will, and also
substitutes a good will from himself.” (Calvin, Institutes of the Christian Reli-

gion, Book I, Ch. 3, Sect. 7.)
5. “Hence it follows, that he is now an exile from the kingdom of God, so that

all things which pertain to the blessed life of the soul are extinguished in him
until he recover them by the grace of regeneration. Among these are faith,
love to God, charity towards our neighbour, the study of righteousness and
holiness. All these, when restored to us by Christ, are to be regarded as
adventitious and above nature.” (Calvin, Institutes of the Christian Religion,
Book II, Ch. 2, Sect. 12.)

6. “For this was the sovereign counsel, and most gracious will and purpose of
God the Father, that the quickening and saving efficacy of the most precious
death of his Son should extend to all the elect, for bestowing upon them
alone the gift of justifying faith, thereby to bring them infallibly to salvation:
that is, it was the will of God, that Christ by the blood of the cross, whereby
he confirmed the new covenant, should effectually redeem out of every peo-
ple, tribe, nation, and language, all those and those only, who were from eter-
nity chosen to salvation, and given to him by the Father; that he should
confer upon them faith, which together with all the other saving gifts of the
Holy Spirit, he purchased for them by his death; should purge them from all
sin, both original and actual, whether committed before or after believing;
and having faithfully preserved them even to the end, should at last bring
them free from every spot and blemish to the enjoyment of glory in his own
presence forever.” (The Cannons of Dort, II:8.)

7. Piper, Sermon Series on Hebrews: For Whom Did Jesus Taste Death?

8. “Now, since the arrangement of all things is in the hand of God, since to
Him belongs the disposal of life and death, He arranges all things by His sov-

22 Timothy ZebellTimothy Zebell



ists believe that God is capable of saving all mankind, but
chooses instead to save only some because of the “kind
intention of His will.”9 This is because God, predestined
all things according to the secret counsel of His will and
works in all things to accomplish this will.*10 In short,
Calvinism dogmatically asserts that nothing happens out-
side of the foreordaining and sovereignty of God.*11

It may be comforting for some to imagine a God who
micromanages our lives, having predetermined our every
action, but is this what the Bible really teaches? We do
not base our theology on what is comforting. Likewise, we
do not base our theology on philosophy and creeds (Col.
2:8). Rather, we must always be as the Bereans who turned
to Scripture to verify the truth of what they had heard
and been taught (Acts 17:10–11). What we believe about
God—who He is, what He does, and how He works—must
be based solely on the Word of God.

When we consider the doctrine of Calvinism, we are
confronted with a serious question: If God predetermines
every action and then works to accomplish those actions,

ereign counsel, in such a way that individuals are born, who are doomed
from the womb to certain death, and are to glorify Him by their destruction.”
(Calvin, Institutes of the Christian Religion, Book III, Ch. 23, Sect. 6.)

9. Dave Hunt, Debating Calvinism, 51.
10. “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, Calvin’s New Testament Commentaries, Vol.

XI, 20.)
11. “God can foreordain things in different ways. But everything that happens

must at least happen by his permission. If he permits something, then he
must decide to allow it. If He decides to allow something, then in a sense He
is foreordaining it.” (Sproul, Chosen By God, 15–16.)
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and if nothing happens outside of the foreordaining and
sovereign will of God, then is God responsible for sin?
Did God predetermine the fall of Adam and Eve and then
ensure that it happened? What of the times in our own
lives when we fall into sin; does God predetermine our
sinful acts and then work to accomplish them? If nothing
occurs outside of God’s will, then are we to believe that
God is the author of sin?

This question has always loomed ominously over the
teaching of Calvinism. The fathers of Reformed theology,
a term used synonymously with the term “Calvinist,” were
adamant that God was not the author or originator of
sin.*12 These early Calvinists were reluctant to make God
culpable for sin. We find numerous statements in their
writings and in their church creeds that absolve God of
any and all responsibility for creating or causing sin. How-
ever, their own writings are fraught with confusion and
contradiction. Reformed theologians attempted to claim
that God was not responsible for sin while simultaneously
arguing that all things, including sin, had to happen in
accordance with the foreordained and sovereign will of
God.*13 The contradiction is apparent.

So, what is the truth? Has God willed and ordained

12. Leonard Coppes referring to the term “Reformed Theology:” “This term is
often used synonomously with the term Calvinistic when describing a theo-
logical position.” (Vance, The Other Side of Calvinism, 26.)

13. “God from all eternity did by the most wise and holy counsel of his own
will, freely and unchangeably ordain whatsoever comes to pass; yet so as
thereby neither is God the author of sin; nor is violence offered to the will of
the creatures, nor is the liberty or contingency of second causes taken away,
but rather established.” (Westminster Confession of Faith, III:1.)
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sin? Is God the author of sin? These are the questions we
will examine and strive to answer in this work.
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The 1646 Westminster Confession of Faith is highly esteemed
among Calvinists. It is an integral supporting document in
the explanation of their doctrines. Regarding the issue of
sin, how it came about, and who is responsible, The West-

minster Confession of Faith says:

The almighty power, unsearchable wisdom, and infinite
goodness of God so far manifest themselves in his provi-
dence, that it extendeth itself even to the first fall, and all
other sins of angels and men; and that not by a bare permis-
sion, but such as hath joined with it a most wise and pow-



erful bounding, and otherwise ordering, and governing of
them, in a manifold dispensation, to his own holy ends; yet
so, as the sinfulness thereof proceedeth only from the crea-
ture, and not from God, who, being most holy and right-
eous, neither is nor can be the author or approver of sin.1

According to this confession, God “binds” and
“orders” in His “governing” of all things including “the
first fall” and “all other sins of angels and men,” but is not
the “author or approver of sin” because God is “holy and
righteous.” God is said here not to merely grant His cre-
ation permission to sin, but that God binds them to sin. This
confession of faith clearly states that the fall of mankind,
the rebellion of Lucifer and his followers, and every sin
of man occurs because of God’s almighty power, wisdom,
and goodness.

The first question which springs immediately to mind
is, “How is God’s binding His creation to sin a good
thing?” Unfortunately, the writers of The Westminster Con-

fession of Faith offer no explanation to this question.

Secondly, a typical mind will instantly link man’s being
unchangeably bound by God’s almighty power to act in a
sinful way with God’s being responsible for sin. Nonethe-
less, Calvinists miss this connection. Instead, they repeat-
edly contradict themselves. With one breath they say that
nothing happens outside of God’s will, that God is in con-
trol of all things, that He alone is sovereign, and that He,
according to His almighty power, wisdom, and goodness,

1. Westminster Confession of Faith, V:4.

88 Timothy ZebellTimothy Zebell



has bound or compelled man to sin. Then, with another
breath, they say that God is holy, righteous, and is not
responsible for sin. Both cannot be true.

The Westminster Confession of Faith appears to explicitly
state that God is the author of sin. What other conclusion
could be reasonably drawn? Nevertheless, the authors of
this confession denied such a claim. They state that
because the sinful act was not actually performed by God
Himself, but only by the creature, God is not responsible
for the sin.

God has used His almighty power, wisdom, and good-
ness to bind His creatures to act in a sinful way. He orders
and governs their actions. Nevertheless, we are told that
God is not the author of those actions. How can this be?
How can we be expected to accept this? The inherent con-
tradiction in this statement is apparent.

A third question which comes to mind is, “If God’s
creatures act in a way which is obedient to God’s predes-
tination, wisdom, binding, ordering, and governing, then
how can God not approve of those actions? Is God disap-
proving of His own wisdom, will, and governing?” Sadly,
we are again not given an answer.

For further clarification of this issue, let us examine
another portion of The Westminster Confession of Faith,
“God from all eternity did by the most wise and holy
counsel of his own will, freely and unchangeably ordain
whatsoever comes to pass; yet so as thereby neither is God
the author of sin; nor is violence offered to the will of
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the creatures, nor is the liberty or contingency of second
causes taken away, but rather established.”2

We are told that everything that happens—good or
bad—is part of God’s will. Not only this, but God has
determined every action in advance. Thus, every sinful
act was predetermined from eternity past and is in perfect
agreement with what God willed and ordained. However,
we are also told that God is not the author or approver of
sin. To support this claim, they rely upon the argument of
second causes.

Briefly stated, the argument of second causes main-
tains that because God is only the primary cause of sin,
while man is the secondary cause of sin, God cannot be
held responsible.*3 It was man, not God, who actually per-
formed the action, so God’s hands are clean. However,
even if this argument is accepted as true, it still fails to
explain how God is not the author of the action. The West-

minster Confession of Faith makes bold statements about
God’s ordaining all things after the counsel of His own
will from eternity past, binding His creatures to that will,
and ordering or governing His creatures to accomplish His
will. It then directly contradicts these claims by stating
that God neither authors those actions, nor approves of
them.

The Westminster Confession of Faith provides us with a
beautiful example of the contradiction inherent in the

2. Ibid, III:1.
3. “What I have maintained about the diversity of causes must not be forgot-

ten: the proximate cause is one thing, the remote cause another.”
(Calvin, Concerning the Eternal Predestination of God, 181.)

1010 Timothy ZebellTimothy Zebell



theology and writings of Calvinists. They are logically
inconsistent. Unfortunately, even though they say and
write such blatant contradictions in the space of only a
few sentences, most of these contradictions are ignored or
missed.
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Let us consider now the argument of second causes. John
Calvin establishes God as the primary cause of all things,
“For the man who honestly and soberly reflects on these
things, there can be no doubt that the will of God is the
chief and principal cause of all things.”1 He further writes,
“But of all the things which happen, the first cause is to
be understood to be His will, because He so governs the
natures created by Him, as to determine all the counsels
and the actions of men to the end decreed by Him.”2

1. Calvin, Concerning the Eternal Predestination of God, 177.
2. Ibid, 178.



Essentially, John Calvin is trying to convey the idea
that nothing at all occurs outside of the direct will, power,
and predestination of God. There is not a single action
which was not first conceived in the mind of God from
eternity past, established in His will, and made effectual
by God Himself. According to the doctrine of Calvinism,
God is the primary cause of everything, and John Calvin
establishes God’s creation as the secondary cause of sinful
actions, “Further what I said before is to be remembered,
that since God manifests His power through means and
inferior causes, it is not to be separated from them.”3

In his writings, Calvin uses the term “proximate
cause” to mean “primary cause” and “remote cause” to
mean “secondary cause.” Calvin believes that man, as a
secondary cause, acts only because God, as the primary
cause, wills and governs them to do so. Nevertheless, he
believes the primary cause cannot be blamed for the
actions of the secondary cause, “What I have maintained
about the diversity of causes must not be forgotten: the
proximate cause is one thing, the remote cause another.”4

Integral in John Calvin’s argument of distinction is
God’s character. God is holy, so God cannot be respon-
sible for creating and causing sin. God is holy, so every-
thing God wills and desires must be holy. Consequently,
John Calvin concludes that if God wills and desires a sin-
ful action, He must have a good and holy intention for it.
Calvin writes:

Certain shameless and illiberal people charge us with

3. Ibid, 170.
4. Ibid, 181.
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calumny [slander] by maintaining that God is made the
author of sin, if His will is made first cause of all that hap-
pens. For what man wickedly perpetrates, incited by ambi-
tion or avarice or lust or some other depraved motive, since
God does it by his hand with a righteous though perhaps
hidden purpose—this cannot be equated with the term sin.5

Thus, John Calvin’s argument of second causes main-
tains that God predetermines sinful actions in His good
and perfect will. God governs man so that he acts in the
sinful manner He predetermined. Man then performs
these actions and assumes the role of the secondary cause.
However, man intends the actions as sin while God
intends the same actions to accomplish His good, holy,
and perfect will. Both God and man will the same action,
but God’s intention for the sin is good while man’s inten-
tion is evil. Calvin writes:

Must we then impute the guilt of sin to God, or invent
a double will for Him so that He falls out with Himself?
I have shown that He wills the same as the criminal and
the wicked, but in a different way. So now it is to be main-
tained that there is diversity of kinds while He wills in the
same way, so that out of the variety which perplexes us a
harmony may be beautifully contrived.6

The confusion of Calvinism is apparent in the writings
of John Calvin himself. How is it that God, according to
Calvin’s own writings, wants the same things as the

5. Ibid.
6. Ibid, 184.
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wicked and the criminal, just in a different way? What
“harmony can be beautifully contrived” by this? Calvin
attempts to answer these questions by saying, “Elsewhere
it is said that sins are the punishments which God exacts
for previous sins.”7 Nevertheless, we are still talking about
sin. How are we supposed to believe that a righteous and
wise God punishes sin by willing further sin? Would such
actions accomplish any more than simply compounding
and increasing sin? Calvin even acknowledges his confu-
sion regarding this issue when he identifies this as, “the
variety which perplexes us.”8 He also attempts to argue
that our spiritual eyes are not acute enough to perceive
and understand this issue.*9

The Scriptural will of God is not a perplexing thing.
Yet, for the Calvinist who tries to balance his position
on God’s sovereignty with the clear Scriptures regarding
God’s holiness, the will of God is a very confusing matter.
It is important to realize that this matter is made no clearer
or more easily understood by Calvinist writings. In fact,
the writings of devout Calvinists, as we shall see later in
this work, continually contradict Scripture, as well as
other Calvinist writings, and simply serve to further con-
fuse the issue.

7. Ibid.
8. Ibid, 177.
9. “Is it any wonder that such immense splendour should blunt the acuteness

of our mind? Our physical eyes are not enough to sustain a contemplation of
the sun. Is our spiritual insight greater than our natural powers, or the
majesty of God inferior to the glory of the sun? It is becoming in us, then, not
to be too inquisitive; only let us not dare to deny the truth of what Scripture
plainly teaches and experience confirms, or even to suggest that it does not
reach agreement with God.” (Ibid, 184–185.)

IS GOD THE AIS GOD THE AUTHOR OF SIN?UTHOR OF SIN? 1515



Many Christians today who read Calvinist writings see
the obvious contradictions and are unable to justify their
teachings with Scripture. This leads to confusion. Never-
theless, they continue to highly regard John Calvin, along
with his writings, followers, and doctrines. Why is this?

We must remember that the Word of God tells us in
Acts 10:34, “that God is no respecter of persons.” If a man’s
teachings and doctrine are unscriptural, then regardless of
that man’s name or position, we are to turn away from
those positions of his that Scripture deems to be wrong.

The argument of second causes is one such position.
John Calvin is saying that God wills evil to accomplish
His righteous purposes. In other words, God ordains man
to do evil so that His righteous purposes can be done.
Clearly, God must be unfamiliar with the common expres-
sion among Christians that, “The ends do not justify the
means.” Just because a person intends something evil in
order to accomplish something good does not make the
evil acceptable. There is never an excuse for sin. Sin done
for good intentions is still sin. Evil intended for good is
still evil.

1616 Timothy ZebellTimothy Zebell
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Masterminding an action, governing it, and ensuring its
fulfillment makes one responsible for the action. It matters
not whether the mastermind was the one doing the action
or merely engineering the action. He is still held account-
able for the action. To claim that God masterminds, gov-
erns, and ensures the sinful actions of men but is in no way
responsible for those actions is ludicrous. Both are respon-
sible.

An analogy might be a man who masterminds the rob-



bing of a bank.*1 He formulates the plan, provides the nec-
essary materials, and has his friends put his plan into
action. He himself does not rob the bank; his henchmen
do. When captured by the police, will not the mastermind
also be held accountable for the robbing of the bank? Even
though the mastermind was only the primary cause and
did not personally rob the bank, he is still held responsi-
ble.

Calvinists argue that we cannot apply our standards to
God. Some have gone so far as to conclude that God is not
subject to any standard. Arthur W. Pink, a leading Calvin-
ist of years ago, notes, “Yet, let it be pointed out, on the
other hand, that God is sovereign, high above all law, and
by no means tied by the restrictions which He has placed
on His creatures.”2 Elsewhere he says:

But though His creatures are bound by the laws He has pre-
scribed them, God Himself is not. God is under no law, but
is absolute Sovereign. … God possesses supreme authority,
and when He pleases sets aside His own laws, or issues new
ones contrary to those given previously. … Learn then, that
God is bound by no law, being above all law.”3

Thus, some Calvinists believe God to be independent
of any standards, including His own.

1. The Calvinist has a tendency to redirect his focus from the point being dis-
cussed to the validity or accuracy of the analogy. The author understands
that no analogy is perfect, but it can still assist us in visualizing the basic
point being made.

2. Pink, The Divine Covenants, 176.
3. Pink, A. W. Pink's Studies in the Scriptures, Vol. VI, 99.
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Nevertheless, Calvinists are also fond of saying that
“God is not less than His creature, man.”4 This is true,
but it also means that man will not possess a higher stan-
dard for justice and morality than God. How then is it
that Calvinists argue that man holds himself to a higher
standard for justice and righteousness than God? Are we
to assume that man’s sense of what is right and wrong
or what is just and unjust is greater than God’s under-
standing? How is it that these standards are written on
man’s heart so that man’s conscience condemns his wrong
doing (Rom. 2:14–15), but God is incapable of such a self-
realization? How is it that Calvinists expect us to believe
a doctrine which necessitates that man exceed God in his
ability to control his actions and hold himself to a rigid
standard?

The argument of second causes depends upon a belief
that God’s omnipotence means that He is capable and free
to do anything at all regardless of whether it is in accor-
dance with His moral character. When this assertion is
accepted as truth, the argument of second causes is justi-
fied in the Calvinist mind. However, we must never for-
get that God binds Himself to act according to His moral
character of perfect holiness and righteousness. He always
acts according to His laws and standards (Psa. 145:17). Man
is not given a separate standard for holiness. Instead, man
is judged against the standard that God has for Himself
(1 Peter 1:16). For this reason, when we say that God is
all powerful, we mean that He is capable and free to do
anything which is in accordance with His moral character
and can do nothing to the contrary. Titus 1:2 reminds us,

4. Dave Hunt, Debating Calvinism, 12.
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“In hope of eternal life, which GGod,od, tthathat ccaannnnotot lielie,, promised

before the world began;” (emphasis added). Paul, in writing to
Titus, clearly states, not that God will not lie, but that God
cannot lie.

According to Calvinist doctrine, we would be justified
in questioning which laws God chooses to break. For
example, is God’s standard of truth too confining for Him?
Does God choose to break this law and lie to us? If this is
a genuine possibility, then how can we be sure of anything
God has told us? If God can lie, but He has told us in His
Word that He cannot, then how are we to believe all that is
written in the Word of God? Wouldn’t this thinking natu-
rally lead us to doubt God and His Word?

Obviously, the ideas inherent in the argument of sec-
ond causes are worthy of consideration. They possess the
potential to undermine everything we as Christians have
ever known or believed about God. The Calvinist argu-
ment of second causes is not Scriptural in that it wrongly
assumes that God is so high above everything that He can
do whatever He likes without fault or blame. It misses the
truth that God, powerful as He is, remains subject to His
own divine character and laws which do not allow Him to
do what is wrong (James 1:13).

That God rejects the argument of second causes is
clear to see when we examine Scripture. In 2 Samuel chap-
ters 11 and 12, we read the story of David’s adulterous affair
with Bathsheba, his plot to kill her husband Uriah, and
God’s judgment upon him. David determined to have
Uriah killed in 2 Samuel 11:14–15, “And it came to pass in the

morning, that David wrote a letter to Joab, and sent it by the
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hand of Uriah. And he wrote in the letter, saying, Set ye Uriah in

the forefront of the hottest battle, and retire ye from him, that he

may be smitten, and die.”

Even though David did not personally kill Uriah, he
was still the one held responsible by God in 2 Samuel 12:9,
“Wherefore hast thou despised the commandment of the LORD,

to do evil in his sight? thou hast killed Uriah the Hittite with the

sword, and hast taken his wife to be thy wife, and hast slain him

with the sword of the children of Ammon.” God considered
David’s actions no different than if David had personally
killed Uriah with the sword.

David was the primary cause of Uriah’s death; the
Ammonites were the secondary cause. Nevertheless, God
judged David! If it was just for God to judge David as the
primary cause of Uriah’s death, then it must also be just
to judge God as the primary cause of man’s sinful actions.
Anything different, and God would be guilty of using a
double standard for judgment. Surely, none would be so
brash as to argue that God has a different standard of jus-
tice and holiness for His creation than He has for Himself.
Again, God does not hold His creation to a higher stan-
dard than He does Himself.

The argument of second causes is unscriptural.
David’s testimony proves that God sees no distinction
between primary and secondary causes of sin. In God’s
eyes, the primary cause is still responsible and will be held
accountable for his actions. Thus, if John Calvin is correct
when he says that God is the primary cause of sin, then
God is responsible for sin. This would make God the
author of sin.
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A FA Failedailed
PhilosophyPhilosophy

PP

The Bible does not teach the argument of second causes.
This is man’s invention. It is merely philosophy. More
than that, it is a wrong philosophy. We are warned in
Colossians 2:8 about the dangers of philosophy, “Beware

lest any man spoil you through philosophy and vain deceit, after

the tradition of men, after the rudiments of the world, and not

after Christ.”

As Christians, we are not to build our doctrine upon
philosophy. Augustine—the chief father of Calvin-
ism—was a philosopher.*1*2 When men try to make sense

1. “While reading the Roman orator Cicero (106–430, Augustine became
enamored with philosophy and turned to the Manichaean religion. ...
Manichaeism was a Gnostic religion drawing on Zoroastrianism, Buddhism,
and Christianity.” Augustine also “came under the influence of Neoplatonic

https://www.biblegateway.com/passage/?search=Colossians+2%3A8&version=KJV


of spiritual matters, using logic and what they can perceive
with their five senses as their primary defense, they are
bound to miss the truths of God. When attempting to
explain spiritual matters in this way, it is easy to fall prey
to confused or contradictory logic, and even the simple
truths of God can become major stumbling blocks. Ulti-
mately, the argument of second causes is of “vain deceit”
and “not after Christ.”

The Bible teaches in 2 Samuel chapters 11 and 12 that
the one who intends evil and works to ensure that evil is
accomplished is just as culpable as the one actually doing
the evil. If God, in His Word, rejects the Calvinist philo-
sophical argument of second causes in regard to man, then
why would He find such an argument acceptable in regard
to Himself? With this in mind, let us return again to The

Westminster Confession of Faith.

We are told that the original sin of Adam and Eve, as
well as all the sins of angels and of men are “not by a bare
permission, but such as hath joined with it a most wise and
powerful bounding, and otherwise ordering, and govern-
ing of them.”3 In other words, God does not merely allow
it to happen, He binds His creatures to His will in such a
way that they could never do anything otherwise. They are
ordered and governed by God to perform those acts of sin.

philosophy, a revival of Platonism by the pagan philosophers Plotinus (c.
205–270) and Porphyry (c. 232–302)” (Vance, The Other Side of Calvinism,

47–48.)
2. “According to [Timothy] George, Augustine’s ‘whole theology of justifica-

tion’ was influenced by Greek philosophy.” (Ibid, 64–65.)
3. Westminster Confession of Faith, V:4.
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We are told that God did “ordain whatsoever comes to
pass.”4

The Westminster Confession of Faith, which is highly
esteemed by Calvinists, tells us that nothing happens
apart from God’s will, and that God predetermined all
things.

In attempting to absolve God of the responsibility for
sin, The Westminster Confession of Faith provides only one
argument … second causes. We have already proven this
argument to be false and unbiblical. Contrary to what the
Calvinist claims, we have proven that God holds the pri-
mary cause of sin responsible. Thus, when we combine
what the Bible says with The Westminster Confession of

Faith, the confession must be saying that God, as the pri-
mary cause of sin, is responsible for sin. Biblically, it is
impossible for it to say that God is the primary cause of sin
without also saying that God is the author of sin and a sin-
ner Himself.

We must carry the thinking of this Calvinist doctrine
out to its ultimate and unscriptural conclusion. If God is
the primary cause of sin, as their confession states, then
God must be responsible for sin. He ordained it after the
counsel of His own will and according to His own wisdom.
If God is responsible for sin, then God is a sinner. The
word “sinner” simply means “one who commits
sin.”5 Therefore, according to The Westminster Confession of

Faith, which is considered by Calvinists to be one of the
most important church documents ever written, Almighty

4. Ibid, III:1.
5. “Sinner,” Strong’s #2398, Strong’s Exhaustive Concordance, 38.
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God must be a sinner because He is responsible for sin as
its primary cause.

The fact of the matter is that it is, at best, confused. At
worst, The Westminster Confession of Faith teaches heresy.
Calvinists will say that their doctrine does not necessitate
the conclusion that God is a sinner. However, just because
someone says something, does not make it true. When
reading Calvinist literature, it is apparent that what they
say and the conclusions they draw from what they say are
often very different, and The Westminster Confession of Faith

is just one example of this disconnect between Calvinist
writings and logical conclusions. Consider the logic of this
Confession when diagrammed:

• The sins of angels and men are according to God’s

almighty power, wisdom, goodness, and providence

• God does not merely permit angels and men to sin but

binds, orders, and governs them to sin

• The sins of angels and men are according to God’s

wisdom to accomplish His holy ends

• Therefore, God is not the author or approver of sin.

Angels and man alone are responsible

The conclusion in this diagram is impossible to
derive from the first three premises.

Some Calvinists are more willing than others to admit
the logical impossibility of their position, such as Edwin
Palmer who writes:

Over against these humanistic views, the Calvinist
accepts both sides of the antimony. He realizes that what
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he advocates is ridiculous. It is simply impossible for man
to harmonize these two sets of data. To say on the one
hand that God has made certain all that ever happens, and
yet to say that man is responsible for what he does? Non-
sense! It must be one or the other, but not both. To say that
God foreordains the sin of Judas, and yet Judas is to blame?
Foolishness! Logically the author of The Predestinated Thief

was right. God cannot foreordain the theft and then blame
the thief. And the Calvinist freely admits that his position is
illogical, ridiculous, nonsensical, and foolish. … The Calvin-
ist holds to two apparently contradictory positions.6

Even John Calvin himself realizes that he is unable to
prove the argument of second causes. He writes:

But how it was ordained by the foreknowledge and decree of
God what man’s future was without God being implicated
as associate in the fault as the author and approver of trans-
gression, is clearly a secret so much excelling the insight of
the human mind, that I am not ashamed to confess igno-
rance.7

Calvin realizes that he cannot prove his argument.
Nowhere is he able to find a clear statement in Scripture
affirming this argument, nor is he able to defend it logi-
cally. Thus, Calvin cannot have adhered to this argument
because God said it. Instead, he believes it to be true based
solely upon his assumptions which he describes as “the
experience of my heart.”8 Calvin is convinced that his doc-

6. Palmer, The Five Points of Calvinism, Ch. 3: Perseverance of the Saints.
7. Calvin, Concerning the Eternal Predestination of God, 124.
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trine is correct, and he is convinced that God cannot be
the author of sin. Rather than work to make the two fit
together in a way that can be proven from the Bible,
Calvin chooses to blame the contradiction on man’s feeble
mind, saying:

Is it any wonder that such immense splendour should blunt
the acuteness of our mind? Our physical eyes are not
enough to sustain a contemplation of the sun. Is our spiri-
tual insight greater than our natural powers, or the majesty
of God inferior to the glory of the sun? It is becoming in us,
then, not to be too inquisitive; only let us not dare to deny
the truth of what Scripture plainly teaches and experience
confirms, or even to suggest that it does not reach agreement
with God.9

In other words, John Calvin is saying the argument of
second causes is true because he says so. Calvin claims that
our spiritual senses are not acute enough to ever truly see
and understand the truth that he is teaching. How then
can Calvin be sure that what he is teaching is true? Is he
the only one spiritually insightful enough to see it? John
Calvin acknowledges his ignorance but still expects us to
trust his judgment. He even encourages us not to be “too
inquisitive,” but is that what God encourages in Isaiah
1:18, “Come now, and let us reason together, saith the LORD

…”*
10 God invites us to be inquisitive and to think about

8. Ibid.
9. Ibid, 184–185.

10. “Let us not be ashamed to be ignorant in a matter in which ignorance is
learning. Rather let us willingly abstain from the search after knowledge, to
which it is both foolish as well as perilous, and even fatal to aspire. ... If at any
time thoughts of this kind come into the minds of the pious, they will be suf-

2828 Timothy ZebellTimothy Zebell

https://www.biblegateway.com/passage/?search=Isaiah+1%3A18&version=KJV
https://www.biblegateway.com/passage/?search=Isaiah+1%3A18&version=KJV


the things of God. 1 Corinthians 2:15–16, “But he that is spir-

itual judgeth all things, yet he himself is judged of no man. For

who hath known the mind of the Lord, that he may instruct him?

But we have the mind of Christ.” John Calvin may say that
we are unable to judge this matter of God’s culpability of
sin, but the Bible says otherwise. God does not say that our
spiritual senses are dulled by His splendor. Instead, God
tells us that we have been given the mind of Christ and can
now judge any spiritual issue.

Taking advantage of this God-given gift, we choose
to judge the argument of second causes. When compared
against Scripture, it is clear to see that this argument is for-
eign to the Bible. God does not approve the argument of
second causes.

The Bible commands us in 1 John 4:1–3 to “try the spir-
its.” We are to consider the truth of a man’s words based,
not on that man’s testimony or reputation, but in light of
God’s Holy Word. The Bible gives legitimacy to a man’s
doctrine when that man’s beliefs can be clearly proven in
Scripture. However, we quickly find that Calvinists do not
hold to this same standard for trying the spirits. They are
quick to claim sola scriptura which means that they rely
solely upon the Word of God for their beliefs. However,
John Calvin himself admits that he is unable to prove his

ficiently armed to repress them, by considering how sinful it is to insist on
knowing the causes of the divine will, since it is itself, and justly ought to be,
the cause of all that exists. ... Nor let us decline to submit our judgment to the
boundless wisdom of God, so far as to confess its insufficiency to compre-
hend many of his secrets. Ignorance of things which we are not able, or which
it is not lawful to know, is learning, while the desire to know them is a species
of madness.” (Calvin, Institutes of the Christian Religion, Book III, Ch. 21, Sect.
2, and Book III, Ch. 23, Sect. 2, 8.)
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doctrine based solely upon Scripture. Instead, he relies
upon the experience of his heart saying:

But how it was ordained by the foreknowledge and decree of
God what man’s future was without God being implicated
as associate in the fault as the author and approver of trans-
gression, is clearly a secret so much excelling the insight of
the human mind, that I am not ashamed to confess igno-
rance. … II prescriprescribebe nnoothinthingg toto ooththersers butbut wwhahatt comcomeses outout
ofof ththee eexxperiperienencece ofof mmyy hheaeart.rt. …… InIn aa wword,ord, II aacqcquiuiesceesce qqui-ui-
eetltlyy anandd willinwillinglglyy inin ththee oopinipinionon ofof AAugustinugustinee …*11 (empha-
sis added)

This is in direct opposition to how the true believer
is to accept truth. If a doctrine cannot be substantiated
by Scripture, then that doctrine—regardless of who it is
propagating it or how much he loves the Lord—cannot be
accepted as true.

11. Calvin, Concerning the Eternal Predestination of God, 124.
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In the WIn the Worords ofds of
JJohn Calvinohn Calvin

PP

Given that John Calvin’s theology is based on a combi-
nation of Scripture, the experience of his heart, and the
writings of Augustine, we can begin to understand why
his writings are so full of contradictions. Before proceed-
ing further, let us consider John Calvin’s argument of sec-
ond causes in his own words. It is clear that John Calvin
is himself confused regarding this issue. His writings are
filled with contradictions that are never fully explained.
Nevertheless, today’s Calvinists expect the reader to sim-
ply accept his writings as true regardless of whether his
statements are Biblical, sensible, or logical.

God has PGod has Predredeetermintermined Eved Everythinerything:g:
“We also note that we should consider the creation of

the world so that we may realize that everything is subject



to God and ruled by his will and that when the world has

done what it may, nnotothing haphing happens otpens other ther thahan wn what Ghat Godod

ddecrecreeeess.”
1 (emphasis added)

“First, the eternal predestination of God, by which

before the fall of Adam HHe de decrecreed weed what shat shoulhould td takake pe plalaccee

ccoonnccerning terning the whe whoholle hue humaman rn raacce ae annd every ind every individdividual,ual,

was fixwas fixed aed annd dd deteterminermineded.”
2 (emphasis added)

“God had no doubt ddecrecreedeed before the foundation of

the world wwhat Hhat He woule would dd do wito with every oh every onne oe off usus and had

asassignsigned ted to everyo everyoonne by He by His sis secrecret cet couounsnseel his pal his part inrt in

liflifee.”
3 (emphasis added)

“[I]nasmuch as God elects some and passes by others,

the cause is not to be found in anything else but in his own

purpose … befbefoorre me men aen arre boe born trn their lheir lot is asot is assignsigned ted to eao eacchh

ooff tthem by them by the she secrecret will oet will of Gf Godod … the salvation or the

perdition of men depends on His free election.”
4 (emphasis

added)

GodGod’’s Ps Predredestinaestinatition Is Aon Is Accordinccording tog to His SecreHis Secret Wt Will:ill:
“Let him, therefore, who would beware of such unbe-

lief, always bear in mind, that there is no random power, or

agency, or motion in the creatures, who are so ggovernoverned byed by

tthe she secrecret cet couounsnseel ol of Gf Godod, that nnotothing haphing happens but wpens but whathat

1. Calvin, Acts, 66.
2. Calvin, Concerning the Eternal Predestination of God, 121.
3. Calvin, Calvin’s New Testament Commentaries, 20.
4. Calvin, Calvin’s Bible Commentaries, 262–263.

3232 Timothy ZebellTimothy Zebell



he has khe has knnowingowinglly ay annd willingd willinglly dy decrecreedeed.”
5 (emphasis

added)

“When [Augustine] uses the term permispermissiosionn, the

meaning which he attaches to it will best appear from a

single passage (De Trinity. lib. 3 cap. 4), where he proves

that the will owill of Gf Godod is the supreme and pprimarimary cry caaususe oe off

all tall thinghingss, because nothing happens without his order or

permission.”
6 (emphasis added)

“But when they call to mind that the devil, and the

whole train of the ungodly, are, in all directions, held in by

the hand of God as with a bridle, so that tthey chey caan nn neiteitherher

ccoonncceive aeive anny misy miscchiefhief, n, noor pr plalan wn what that they hahey have cve coonncceivedeived,

nor how much soever they may have planned, move a sin-

gle finger to perpetrate, unless in so far as [[GGod] permitod] permitss,

nay, unless in so far as he che coommmamanndsds; that they are not

only bound by his fetters, but are even ffoorrcced ted to do do him so him ser-er-

vicvicee,—when the godly think of all these things they have

ample sources of consolation.”
7 (emphasis added)

DeniDenies thaes that God is tht God is the Ae Authuthor of Evil:or of Evil:
“First, it must be observed that the will owill of Gf Godod is the

ccaaususe oe of all tf all thinghingss that happen in the world; and yyet Get Godod

is nis not tot the ahe aututhohor or of evilf evil.”
8 (emphasis added)

Affirms thaAffirms that God is tht God is the Ae Authuthor of Evil:or of Evil:

5. Calvin, Institutes of the Christian Religion, Book I, Ch. 16, Sect. 3.
6. Ibid, Book I, Ch. 16, Sect. 8.
7. Ibid, Book I, Ch. 17, Sect. 11.
8. Calvin, Concerning the Eternal Predestination of God, 169.
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“It is easy to conclude how foolish and frail is the sup-

port of divine justice by the suggestion that evils come to be

not by His will, but merely by His permission. Of course, so

far as they are evils … I admit they are not pleasing to God.

But it is quite frivofrivollous rous refugefuge te to so saay ty that Ghat God otiood otiosseelly [y [idlidlyy]]

permitpermits ts themhem, when Scripture shows Him not only willing

but the aaututhohor or of tf themhem.”
9 (emphasis added)

RRecognizes thecognizes the Ae Apppaparenrent Pt Paararaddoox:x:
“For myself, I take another principle: WWhathatever tever thinghingss

aarre de doonne wre wroongnglly ay annd ud unjustnjustllyy by man, these very things

are the rigright aht annd just wod just worrks oks of Gf Godod. This mamay sy seem paeem parra-a-

ddooxicxicalal at first sight to some …”
10 (emphasis added)

EstaEstabblishlishes Secones Secondadary Cry Caauses wiuses with Man:th Man:
“Further what I said before is to be remembered, that

since GGod maod manifnifeeststs Hs His power tis power thhrrougough mh meaeans ans annd infd inferioeriorr

ccaaususeess, it is nnot tot to be so be seepaparratated fred froom tm themhem.”
11 (emphasis

added)

EstaEstabblishlishes Pes Primarimary Cry Caauses wiuses with God:th God:
“But where it is a matter of men’s counsels, wills,

endeavours, and exertions, there is greater difficulty in see-

ing how the providence of God rules here too, so that noth-

ing happens but by His assent and that mmen cen caann

9. Ibid, 176.
10. Ibid, 169.
11. Ibid, 170.
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ddeeliberliberatateelly dy do no notothing uhing unlnleesss Hs He inse insppirire ite it.”
12 (emphasis

added)

“Indeed, the ungodly pride themselves on being compe-

tent to effect their wishes. But the facts show in the end that

by them, unconsciously and unwillingly, wwhat was divinhat was divineellyy

oorrdaindained is imped is impllememententeded.”
13 (emphasis added)

“For the man who honestly and soberly reflects on these

things, there can be no doubt that the will of GGod is tod is thehe

cchief ahief annd pd prinrincipal ccipal caaususe oe of all tf all thinghingss.”
14 (emphasis

added)

“But of all the things which happen, the firfirst cst caaususee is to

be understood to be HHis willis will, because He so governs the

natures created by Him, as to ddeteterminermine all te all the che couounsnseelsls

aannd td the ahe actioctions ons of mf men ten to to the enhe end dd decrecreed byeed by

HHimim.”
15 (emphasis added)

CCononcedcedes thaes that wt whihicch God Ph God Permiermits, He Ats, He Authuthors:ors:
“But it is quite frivofrivollous rous refugefuge te to so saay ty that Ghat God otiood otiosseellyy

permitpermits ts themhem, when Scripture shows Him not only willing

but the aaututhohor or of tf themhem.”
16 (emphasis added)

FFaaces thces the Dile Dilemma:emma:
“But the objection is not yet resolved, that if all tif all thinghingss

12. Ibid, 171–172.
13. Ibid, 173.
14. Ibid, 177.
15. Ibid, 178.
16. Ibid, 176.
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aarre de doonne by te by the will ohe will of Gf Godod, and men contrive nothing

except by His will and ordination, tthen Ghen God is tod is the ahe aututhohorr

oof all evilsf all evils.”
17 (emphasis added)

“They again object, WWerere ne not mot men pen prrededeestinatstinated by ted by thehe

oorrdinatiodination on of Gf God tod to to that chat coorruptiorruptionn which is now held

forth as the cause of condemnation? If so, when they perish

in their corruptions they do nothing else than suffer punish-

ment for that calamity, into which, by tby the phe prrededeestinatiostination on off

GGod, Aod, Adadam fm feellll, and dragged all his posterity headlong

with him. Is not he, therefore, unjust in thus cruelly mock-

ing his creatures? I admit that by tby the will ohe will of Gf God all tod all thehe

ssoons ons of Af Adadam fm feellll into that state of wretchedness in which

they are now involved; and this is just what I said at the

first, that we must always return to the mere pleasure of the

divine will, the cause of which is hidden in himself. But itBut it

ddoeoes ns not fot foortrthwithwith fh foollllow tow that Ghat God lieod lies os open tpen to to thishis

cchaharrggee.”
18 (emphasis added)

“Thinking that the difficulty here may be resolved by a

single word, some are foolish enough serenely to overlook

what occasions the greatest ambiguity; namely, how Ghow Godod

mamay be fry be free oee of guiltf guilt in doing the very thing that He con-

demns in Satan and the reprobate and which is to be con-

demned by men.”
19 (emphasis added)

“We learn that nothing happens but what seems good

to God. HHow tow then is Ghen is God tod to be eo be exxemptempted fred froom tm the bhe blalammee to

17. Ibid, 179.
18. Calvin, The Institutes of Christian Religion, Book III, Ch. 23, Sect. 4.
19. Calvin, Concerning the Eternal Predestination of God, 179.
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which Satan with his instruments is liable?”
20 (emphasis

added)

CCalalvinvin’’s Answs Answer to ther to the Dile Dilemma:emma:
“What I have maintained about the diversity of causes

must not be forgotten: the pprrooximatximate ce caaususe is oe is onne te thinghing, the

rrememotote ce caaususe ae annototherher.”
21 (emphasis added)

“Certain shameless and illiberal people cchaharrgge use us with

calumny by maintaining that GGod is maod is madde te the ahe aututhohor or off

sinsin, if His will is made firfirst cst caaususe oe of all tf all that haphat happenspens. For

what man wickedly perpetrates, incited by ambition or

avarice or lust or some other depraved motive, since GGodod

ddoeoes it by his has it by his hannd witd with a righ a righthteous teous thoughough perh perhaphaps hids hidddenen

pupurrpopossee—this ccaannnnot be equatot be equated wited with th the the termerm

sinsin.”
22 (emphasis added)

“Must we tMust we then imputhen impute te the guilt ohe guilt of sin tf sin to Go God, ood, or inr inventvent

a da douboublle wille will for Him so that He falls out with Himself? I

have shown that HHe wills te wills the she saamme as te as the criminal ahe criminal annd td thehe

wicwickked, but in a diffed, but in a differerent waent wayy. So now it is to be main-

tained that there is diversity of kinds while He wills in the

same way, so that out of the variety which perplexes us a

harmony may be beautifully contrived.”
23 (emphasis

added)

CCalalvinvin’’s As Admissidmission:on:

20. Ibid, 180.
21. Ibid, 181.
22. Ibid.
23. Ibid, 184.
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“But how it was ohow it was orrdaindaineded by the foreknowledge and

decree of God what man’s future was witwithout Ghout God beingod being

implicated as associate in the fault as tthe ahe aututhohor ar anndd

apappprrover oover of trf traansnsgrgreesssiosionn, is clearly a secret so much

excelling the insight of the human mind, that I aI am nm notot

asashahammed ted to co coonfnfeesss igns ignoorraannccee.”
24 (emphasis added)

John Calvin struggled to defend his argument
because it is inherently contradictory. Did you notice
that he flatly denied the charge that God is the
author of sin only to later affirm it? Even on a philo-
sophical basis, Calvin was unable to truly support his
own argument. The argument of second causes sim-
ply fails both philosophically and Scripturally.

24. Ibid, 124.
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Calvinists DenyCalvinists Deny
the Charthe Chargege

PP

John Calvin, along with the other leading Reformed the-
ologians, deny that God is the author of sin. Theodore
Beza, John Calvin’s successor, declares, “God himself is
neither the author of sin nor a participant in the act of sin-
ning.”1 Similarly, Grover Gunn says, “The sovereignty of
God also teaches that God is not the responsible author of
evil, that man is a free moral agent who is not forced to sin
and who is responsible for what he does.”2

The Calvinist refuses to concede that the logic of his
doctrine inevitably concludes that God must be the author

1. Muller, Christ and the Decree: Christology and Predestination in Reformed The-

ology from Calvin to Perkins, 84.
2. Gunn, The Doctrines of Grace, 14.



of sin. John Calvin writes, “First, it must be observed that
the will of God is the cause of all things that happen in
the world; and yet God is not the author of evil.”3 Calvin
may believe this to be true, but the statement is inherently
contradictory and illogical. Consider the logic of his state-
ment that God is the cause of all things that happen in the
world:

Correctly Diagramed

• God authors and causes all things that happen in the

world

• Sin happens in the world

• Therefore, God authors and causes sin

Calvin’s Diagram

• God authors and causes all things that happen in the

world

• Sin happens in the world

• Therefore, God does not author and cause sin

The conclusion that Calvin draws cannot possibly be
derived from his premises. Unhappy with the logical con-
clusion, Calvin simply changes it. However, merely saying
that the logical conclusion of his statement is false does
not make it false. As we have already seen, Calvin attempts
to deny the validity of the charge by invoking the argu-
ment of second cause, but he does not succeed. Instead, we
have proven that the argument of second cause is blatantly
unbiblical.

3. Calvin, Concerning the Eternal Predestination of God, 169.
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Diagramming the logic of Calvin’s argument makes it
easy to see the error in his teaching. If God authors and
causes all things in the world to happen, then God must
author and cause sin. The simple logic is irrefutable. For
Calvin to firmly deny the conclusion of his own premises
is intellectually dishonest, and it appears as though he rec-
ognizes his dilemma because he tries several different ways
to pass his beliefs off as Biblically centered and true. First,
he employs the argument of second causes which we have
seen is not Biblical and, therefore, untrue.*4 Second,
Calvin simply claims ignorance of so grand a subject but
advises the readers to believe him anyway because he
knows in his heart that his doctrine is true.*5*6 Third,
Calvin claims that man’s spiritual understanding is too
simple to ever understand such truths on this side of
heaven.*7

4. “What I have maintained about the diversity of causes must not be forgot-
ten: the proximate cause is one thing, the remote cause another.” (Ibid, 181.)

5. “But how it was ordained by the foreknowledge and decree of God what
man’s future was without God being implicated as associate in the fault as
the author and approver of transgression, is clearly a secret so much excelling
the insight of the human mind, that I am not ashamed to confess ignorance.”
(Ibid, 124.)

6. “But how it was ordained by the foreknowledge and decree of God what
man’s future was without God being implicated as associate in the fault as
the author and approver of transgression, is clearly a secret so much excelling
the insight of the human mind, that I am not ashamed to confess ignorance.
... I prescribe nothing to others but what comes out of the experience of my
heart.” (Ibid.)

7. “Is it any wonder that such immense splendour should blunt the acuteness
of our mind? Our physical eyes are not enough to sustain a contemplation of
the sun. Is our spiritual insight greater than our natural powers, or the
majesty of God inferior to the glory of the sun? It is becoming in us, then, not
to be too inquisitive; only let us not dare to deny the truth of what Scripture
plainly teaches and experience confirms, or even to suggest that it does not
reach agreement with God.” (Ibid, 184–185.)
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Among the few alternative arguments presented by
Calvinists, none have successfully explained the obvious
contradiction in Calvin’s logic. An examination of one of
these arguments will reveal how anxious the Calvinist is
to defend Calvin’s doctrine.

John Calvin writes, “For the proper and genuine cause
of sin is not God’s hidden counsel but the evident will of
man.”8 However, in context, he contradicts this statement
by saying that Adam’s fall was “not without the knowledge
and ordination of God.”9

In a desperate attempt to resolve the obvious contra-
diction, Dr. John Frame writes, “[A]lthough Calvin rejects
cause he affirms ordination. God is not the ‘cause’ of sin, but
it is by his ‘ordination.’ … evidently in the vocabulary of
Calvin and his successors there was a difference between
the two terms.”10

This is an extremely weak argument. To begin with, it
is based solely upon assumption. If John Calvin intends
a different definition for the word “ordain” than is com-
monly accepted, he should provide the definition he is
choosing to use. Nowhere do we find John Calvin provid-
ing a different definition for the word “ordain” than has
been commonly and historically accepted.*11

8. Ibid, 122.
9. Ibid.

10. John Frame, The Doctrine of God, Source: Mathis, Does God Cause

Sin?, “Does God Cause Sin?.”
11. Definition of ordain: “To decree; give orders for; to destine or predestine;
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A superficial reading of John Calvin’s works will
quickly reveal that he has no new and special definition for
the term “ordain.” Indeed, if he utilized such a new defini-
tion, he surely would provide it as clarification against his
opponents’ accusations.

To simply assume a new and mysterious definition for
such a key term in Calvin’s argument is disingenuous at
best. We do not have the freedom to simply redefine terms
whenever they seem opposed to our conclusions. Yet this
is what the Calvinist has done.

Regardless of whether John Calvin meant “ordain” to
mean “cause,” Calvin does clearly argue that God’s pre-
determined will is the cause of all things, “But of all the
things which happen, the first cause is to be understood
to be His will, because He so governs the natures created
by Him, as to determine all the counsels and the actions
of men to the end decreed by Him.”12 Elsewhere, Calvin
writes, “When [Augustine] uses the term permission, the
meaning which he attaches to it will best appear from a
single passage (De Trinity. lib. 3 cap. 4), where he proves
that the will of God is the supreme and primary cause of all
things, because nothing happens without his order or per-
mission.”13

Clearly, John Calvin is trying to communicate that
God’s predestination—His secret will—is the cause of all
things. Calvin is also trying to say that God is not the

to order or command.” (“Ordain,” Webster’s New Universal Unabridged Dictio-

nary, 1362.)
12. Calvin, Concerning the Eternal Predestination of God, 178.
13. Calvin, Institutes of the Christian Religion, Book I, Ch. 16, Sect. 8.
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cause of sin. Calvin says both; however, they cannot both
be true statements.

Once again, let us take a moment to clarify that
Reformed theologians and adherents deny the charge that
God causes or authors sin. As Jay Adams says, “God is nei-
ther the author of sin, nor sanctions it. He is not responsi-
ble for sin, though He decreed it. Those guilty of sinning
are responsible.”14 Nonetheless, even though they deny the
charge, the logic of Calvinists inevitably leads us to con-
clude that God must be the author of sin.

The apparent willingness of the Calvinist to illogically
accept both sides of an argument is troubling. It shows his
willingness to embrace faulty logic for the sake of hold-
ing onto his preferred doctrinal belief. Rather than have
a deep desire to get to the truth of a matter, the Calvinist
accepts what is clearly illogical and unbiblical in order to
hold on to his system of beliefs. It seems as though pro-
tecting Calvinism is more important to the Calvinist than
discovering the truth.

When the Calvinist is forced to redefine clearly
defined terms in order to correct Calvin’s contradictions,
it is clear that he has no good and logical answer for how
to unite the teaching that God causes everything and yet
God is not the author of sin. Simply saying that it is a
mystery, a paradox, or God’s secret will is not a sufficient
answer. Stating that God causes all things but does not
cause sin is a logical contradiction. It is equivalent to say-
ing that something is both all wet and all dry at the same

14. Adams, The Grand Demonstration, 61.
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time. Any reasonable person would reject such an argu-
ment. Similarly, we must reject John Calvin’s argument.
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Having laid a proper foundation, let us consider a series of
quotations from influential Calvinists. It will soon become
apparent that Calvinist doctrine leads to only one conclu-
sion—God is the author of sin:

“The first man fell because the Lord deemed it meet

that he should.”
1

~John Calvin

“I freely acknowledge my doctrine to be this: that

Adam fell, not only by the permission of God, but by His

very secret, the counsil and decree …”
2

~John Calvin

“God not only foresaw the fall of the first man, and in

1. Calvin, Institutes of the Christian Religion, Book III, Ch. 23, Sect. 8.
2. Calvin, On the Secret Providence of God, 267.



him the ruin of his posterity; but also at his own pleasure

arranged it.”
3

~John Calvin

“I again ask how it is that the fall of Adam involves so

many nations with their infant children in eternal death

without remedy unless that it so seemed meet to God? Here

the most loquacious tongues must be dumb. The decree, I

admit, is, dreadful; and yet it is impossible to deny that

God foreknew what the end of man was to be before he

made him, and foreknew, because he had so ordained by

his decree.”
4

~John Calvin

“Even the fall of Adam, and through him the fall of the

race, was not by chance or accident, but was so ordained

in the secret counsels of God.”
5

~Loraine Boettner

“Not only did His omniscient eye see Adam eating of

the forbidden fruit, but He decreed beforehand that

he should do so.”
6

~Arthur W. Pink

“Surely, if God had not willed the fall, He could, and

no doubt would, have prevented it; but He did not prevent

it: ergo, He willed it. And if He willed it, He certainly

decreed it.”
7

~Jerome Zanchius

“God’s decree of election and reprobation rendered it

necessary that he infold man in sin and disobedience for

the sake of the justice and utter mercy of the decree.”
8

3. Calvin, Institutes of the Christian Religion, Book III, Ch. 23, Sect. 7.
4. Ibid, Book II, Ch. 23, Sect. 7.
5. Boettner, The Reformed Doctrine of Predestination, 234.
6. Pink, The Sovereignty of God, 147.
7. Zanchius, The Doctrine of Absolute Predestination, 88.
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~Richard Muller

“[God] might have hindered the fall, but he would not.

The reason was because he had decreed their fall, as we

may gather from God’s creating the tree of good and evil

before their creation.”
9

~Dr. Jonathan Edwards

“God made Adam and Eve to this very purpose, that

they might be tempted and lead into sin. And by the force

of this decree it could not be otherwise but that they must

sin.”
10

~John Piscator

“The fall of man was both necessary and wonderful

…”
11

~Theodore Beza

These statements should infuriate any Christian
because they place the blame for the fall of mankind at the
feet of God. According to these quotations, Adam did not
fall because he chose to disobey God. Adam did not fall
because he exercised his free will. Adam fell because God
decided that it would be good for him to sin and fall, and
somehow we are supposed to believe that this is not only
a necessary and good thing but, as Theodore Beza says, a
“wonderful” thing.

Instead of rejoicing, James Arminius is repulsed by this
doctrine. He believes that this doctrine of predestination
is:

8. Muller, Christ and the Decree, 81.
9. Jonathan Edwards, On the Decrees, Book I, Ch. 111, 102, Source: Benson, The

Revival and Rejection of an Old Traditional Heresy, 46.
10. Foster, Objections to Calvinism As It Is, 266.
11. Beza, The Christian Faith, Source: Morrell, Is God the Author of Sin?.
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repugnant to the nature of God,
repugnant to the justice of God,
repugnant to the goodness of God,
contrary to the nature of man,
diametrically opposed to the act of creation,
at open hostility with the nature of eternal life,
opposed to the nature of eternal death,
inconsistent with the nature and properties of sin,
repugnant to the nature of divine grace,
injurious to the glory of God,
highly dishonorable to Jesus Christ our Saviour,
hurtful to the salvation of men, and
in open hostility to the ministry of the Gospel.12

If we accept the idea that God predetermined it to be a
good thing that mankind should sin, and if God arranged
for the fall of Adam and Eve, how can we say that God is
not the author of sin? According to John Calvin, God not
only arranged the fall of mankind, but it gave Him plea-
sure to do so!13 This is blasphemy.

This doctrine completely re-writes the Bible. Not only
does it establish God as the author of sin, it excuses
mankind of all blame and responsibility. Jesse Morrell is
not a Calvinist, and he adheres to doctrines which are
clearly unbiblical, such as Open Theism. Nevertheless, he
succinctly makes this point, saying:

If Adam sinned because God forced him to, then Adam is

12. James Arminius, The Works of James Arminius, Vol. I, 623, 624, 625, 626, 628, 629, 630,
631, Source: Vance, The Other Side of Calvinism, 284.

13. Calvin, Institutes of the Christian Religion, Book III, Ch. 23, Sect. 7.

IS GOD THE AIS GOD THE AUTHOR OF SIN?UTHOR OF SIN? 4949



not really a sinner at all because what he did was not his
own free will choice. You see, Adam would actually be a vic-
tim of God’s divine bullying, or a victim of God’s divine
marionette show, but he wouldn’t be a sinner deserving of
punishment. He would be deserving of pity. He wouldn’t be
a sinner deserving of condemnation; he would be a sinner
deserving of compassion. But if God causes all the sins of
all men, then really God is the only sinner in all of the uni-
verse. That’s because God is the one that causes all of the
sins in all of the universe. And we would not be responsible
or accountable for our actions at all. God, and God alone,
would have moral character because God is the only one
who causes moral choices to occur.14

According to Calvinism, Adam’s sin was in accordance
with God’s eternal decree and Divine will. This can be
clearly seen in John Calvin’s declaration, “I, at the same
time, witness as my solemn confession that whatever hap-
pened to, or befel, Adam was so ordained of God.”15 How
then can it be honestly said that mankind is rebelling
against God? Would it not be more accurate to say that
Adam was submitting to the will of God when he sinned?
Jesse Morrell explains:

To deny that mankind has genuinely revolted and rebelled
against the divine will is actually to deny the fall of man
because if sin is God’s plan, then man has not rebelled
against His plan. And thus, they’re not rebels. If sinners
have not disobeyed God’s will, but are actually sinning in
accordance with His will, then sinners are obedient servants

14. Morrell, Is God the Author of Sin?

15. Calvin, Calvin’s Calvinism, 93.
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of His will. Sinners are simply puppets in the hands of the
Divine.16

It may sound spiritual to say that nothing happens
apart from God having foreordained it, but this doctrine is
terribly wrong. The Calvinist believes it to be spiritual to
say that God has foreordained all things and is in control
of all things. He believes that he is more spiritual in believ-
ing that God, in His sovereign will, has predetermined all
things to happen according to His will. He is convinced
that believing this gives one a grander picture of God and
allows one to more fully understand His glory. However, if
he is correct in his belief that God causes all things to hap-
pen, then he must accept the logical conclusion that God
is the author of sin. This would mean that mankind is not
rebelling against God. Instead, man is submitting himself
to God’s will only to be punished for it in the end.

16. Morrell, Is God the Author of Sin?
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The notion that God willed and organized the fall of
mankind into sin is a troubling thought. For many Calvin-
ists, it is too much to accept. Consequently, they attempt
to maintain in their doctrine that God predestined all
things from eternity past and controls all things to ensure
that only His will is accomplished, but they also try to
remove the Fall of Adam and Eve from the list of things
that God has predestined. The contradiction is obvious.
God cannot predestinate and control allall things and, at the
same time, not have predestinated the fall of mankind.



Within Calvinism, there are two primary ideas regard-
ing God’s predestination and election:

1) Supralapsarianism—God predestined all things
from eternity past and actively works to ensure that
these things happen in exactly the way He has predes-
tinated them. Because God’s will and foreordination
was established prior to the fall of mankind into sin,
God also predestinated the fall of Adam and Eve. Sin
and the Fall were a necessary part of God’s plan.

2) Infralapsarianism—God predestinated all
things from eternity past and actively works to ensure
that these things happen in exactly the way He has
predestinated them. Because the fall of mankind into
sin occurred after God’s will and foreordination was
established, and because God cannot be the cause of
sin and the fall of mankind, God must have estab-
lished His will and predestination based on His fore-
knowledge. God foreknew that Adam and Eve would
fall into sin, and God predestinated all things based
on this foreknowledge. However, Adam and Eve had
genuine freedom to choose to obey God or to sin,
so God’s foreknowledge of the Fall was not responsi-
ble for the Fall and does not mean that God predesti-
nated or decreed the Fall.

The first idea—supralapsarianism—undergirds the
teachings of John Calvin.*1 Recall his declaration, “I, at the

1. “The system of supralaparianism is not hyper-Calvinism and neither does
it go beyond the teachings of John Calvin. In spite of the overwhelming evi-
dence to the contrary, some have claimed that Beza and others distorted
‘Calvin’s Calvinism’ in promoting the supralapsarian view [Cunningham,
The Reformers and the Theology of the Reformation, 349, 358; Sell, The Great

Debate, 1]. Custance claims that Calvin started out ‘supra’ but softened his
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same time, witness as my solemn confession that what-
ever happened to, or befel, Adam was so ordained of
God.”2 Regarding the role of God’s foreknowledge in the
Fall, John Calvin says:

If God merely foresaw human events, and did not also
arrange and dispose of them at his pleasure, there might be
room for agitating the question, how far his foreknowledge

position in later years [Custance, The Sovereignty of Grace, 159–160]. He calls
Beza the ‘most ultra-Calvinist of the time’ [Custance, The Sovereignty of

Grace, 159–160]. Best insists that ‘Calvin could be classified as neither infralap-
sarian nor supralapsarian. He leaned more toward infralapsarianism’ [Best,
God’s Eternal Decree, 10]. Schaff contends that Calvin ‘carried the doctrine of
the divine decrees beyond the Augustinian infralapsarianism’ to ‘the very
verge of supralapsarianism’ [Schaff, The Creeds of Christendom, vol. 1., 453].
Some maintain that Calvin never held this belief at all, [Kent Kelly, Inside the

Tulip Controversy, 12; Gill, A Body of Doctrinal and Practical Divinity, 185; Shedd,
Dogmatic Theology, vol. 1, 409] while others that Calvin did not express himself
clearly or consistently on this matter [Custance, The Sovereignty of Grace, 75;
Leith, Introduction to the Reformed Tradition, 114]. While consistency was not
one of Calvin’s greatest attributes, neither is it to be found in the majority of
other Calvinists. Most Calvinists, including A. A. Hodge and Berkhof, who
disagreed with Calvin on this point, as well as non-Calvinists, recognize that
Calvin did hold to the ‘supra’ position [Hodge, The Atonement, 389; Fisher,
History of Christian Doctrine, 300; Shank, Life in the Son, 345; Berkhof, Introduc-

tion to Systematic Theology, 110; Arminius, Works of Arminius, vol. 1, 92;
Calvin, Institutes of the Christian Religion, Ed. McNiel, lviii; Cairns, Christianity

Through the Centuries, 310; Jewett, Election and Predestination, 89; Neve, A His-

tory of Christian Thought, vol. 2, 16]. The only reason that there is some ques-
tion is, like Limited Atonement, the issue had not reached such prominence
in Calvin’s day that it required its own vocabulary to understand it. A factor
in the determination of Calvin’s position is, as stated by the Dutch Reformed
theologian, Klaas Dijk (1885–1968), that ‘the supra presentation is the one of
the Reformation’ [Klass Dijk, Source: Berkouwer, Divine Election, 260–261].
Luther, Zwingli, and Bucer being prime examples, with Bullinger and
Melanchthon dissenting. Therefore, supralapsarianism is the original posi-
tion of Calvinism.” (Vance, The Other Side of Calvinism, 285–286.)

2. Calvin, Calvin’s Calvinism, 93.
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amounts to necessity; but since he foresees the things which
are to happen, simply because he has decreed that they are
so to happen, it is vain to debate about prescience, while it
is clear that all events take place by his sovereign appoint-
ment.3

Additionally, supralapsarianism was the doctrine of many
foundational Calvinist theologians and teachers. Indeed,
“supralapsarianism is the original position of Calvinism.”4

The second idea—infralapsarianism—is the common
Calvinist position today. Loraine Boettner speculates, “At
the present day it is probably safe to say that not more
than one Calvinist in a hundred holds the supralapsarian-
ism view. We are Calvinists strongly enough, but not ‘high
Calvinist.’ By a ‘high Calvinist’ we mean one who holds
the supralapsarian view.”5

In other words, only one in a hundred Calvinists today
believe that John Calvin, Martin Luther, Jonathan
Edwards, and most of the founding fathers of Calvinism
are correct on such a key doctrine as that of God’s decree
and predestination. Whereas John Calvin ardently rejects
the suggestion that any part of God’s decree could rest
upon His foreknowledge, Loraine Boettner informs us
that most modern Calvinists do accept God’s foreknowl-
edge as the basis for His decree.

Infralapsarianism maintains that God established His
decree and predestinated all that was to happen based

3. Calvin, Institutes of the Christian Religion, Book III, Ch. 23, Sect. 6.
4. Vance, The Other Side of Calvinism, 285.
5. Boettner, The Reformed Doctrine of Predestination, 129.
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upon His foreknowledge that Adam and Eve would
choose to disobey and fall into sin. God only foreknew
the Fall; He did not predetermine the Fall. Thus, every-
thing God predestinated and decreed depended upon the
accuracy and certainty of God’s foreknowledge. However,
God’s foreknowledge was based only upon His omni-
science and not upon His foreordination.

Infralapsarian Calvinists would vehemently deny the
charge that their understanding of God’s predestination
and election rests upon God’s foreknowledge. They can-
not acknowledge such a statement because they have den-
igrated their opponents who believe that God foreknows
who will and who will not accept His offer of salvation
without compelling and overwhelming their will with His
irresistible grace. In their minds, they wrongly believe that
God cannot foreknow something unless He first foreor-
dains it. Lewis Sperry Chaffer explains:

The Arminian approach to the solution of this problem
assigns to God no relation to the advent of sin into the uni-
verse other than that He foreknew that it would eventuate.
This view is wholly inadequate, since foreknowledge on the
part of God carries with it, of necessity, all the force of a
sovereign purpose. A thing cannot be foreknown that is not
certain, and nothing is certain until God’s sovereign decree
makes it thus.”6

All Calvinists—both supralapsarian and infralapsar-
ian—steadfastly hold to the idea that God’s foreknowl-
edge is a synonym for God’s foreordaining. Nothing can

6. Chafer, Systematic Theology, Vol. I, 228.
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be known by God to be certain unless it was established
in eternity past by God’s predestinating it to be so. This is
a well-established teaching among Calvinists. Arthur W.
Pink affirms this, “[D]ivine foreknowledge is based upon
the divine purpose—God foreknows what will be because
He has decreed what shall be.”7 Also, “Foreknowledge of
future events then is founded upon God’s decrees, hence
if God foreknows everything that is to be, it is because
He has determined in Himself from all eternity everything
which will be.”8 Likewise, Forrest Keener explains,
“Defined Biblically, foreknowledge refers to a loving rela-
tionship which God foreknew, and it always has to do
with foreordination, not foresight.”9 Similarly, Grover
Gunn says, “The idea that God knows the future without
having planned it and without controlling it is totally for-
eign to Scripture.”10 Finally, John Calvin says, “God fore-
sees future events only by reason of the fact that he
decreed that they take place.”11

In an attempt to absolve God of willing and decreeing
the Fall, infralapsarian Calvinists have strayed from the
original position of Calvinism. Ultimately, they have
found themselves relying on the same argument their
opponents use … God’s foreknowledge. Thus, infralap-
sarian Calvinists have embraced a two-fold definition of
“foreknowledge.” Concerning all things except the fall of
mankind into sin, foreknowledge is based upon God’s

7. Pink, Doctrine of Election, 160.
8. Pink, The Sovereignty of God, 110.
9. Keener, Grace Not Salvation, 93.

10. Gunn, The Doctrines of Grace, 13.
11. Calvin, Institutes of the Christian Religion, Book III, Ch. 23, Sect. 7, Source:

Vance, The Other Side of Calvinism, 288.
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foreordination. God foreknows it because He foreor-
dained it. However, concerning the fall of mankind into
sin, foreknowledge is based solely upon God’s omni-
science. God knew it to be true in advance, but God did
not cause it to be true.

If it is reasonable to believe that God could act with
certainty based upon His foreknowledge of the fall of man
without causing the Fall, then is it not equally reasonable
to believe that God can act with certainty upon His fore-
knowledge of who will choose to accept His offer of sal-
vation without causing man to irresistibly accept it? Why
then do Calvinists so vehemently reject and denigrate
their opponents’ suggestion that God foreknows who will
choose to accept Him, based not upon His foreordination,
but upon His omniscience?

In an attempt to absolve God of the responsibility for
causing the fall of mankind into sin, infralapsarian Calvin-
ists have undermined the core ideology of Calvinism as a
whole—including their own infralapsarian views. If Adam
and Eve had genuine freedom to choose to obey God or
to choose to sin, then they could have, theoretically, lived
their entire lives without ever sinning. Consider what the
implications of this would mean to the doctrine of Calvin-
ism. If Adam and Eve had used their free will to not sin,
then everything else that God had predestinated would
not be necessary. Christ’s death on the cross would not
have been necessary. God’s election of some to salvation
would not have been necessary. God’s reprobation of the
many would not have been necessary. In fact, every aspect
of life would be dramatically different from the predesti-
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nated plan of God if Adam and Eve had used their free will
to obey God instead of sin.

A decision must be made. Both sides of the opposing
argument between supralapsarian Calvinism and infralap-
sarian Calvinism cannot be true. Yet again, we see that
Calvinists claim that both sides of an argument are true
even though those sides are inherently contrary to each
other. Either God can foreknow the certainty of an event
or decision without being responsible for that event or
decision, or God’s foreknowledge of the Fall means that
God foreordained and caused the fall of mankind into sin.
Only one of these arguments can be true.

If God can foreknow the certainty of an event or deci-
sion without being responsible for that event or decision,
then why is the Calvinist doctrine of predestination and
election necessary? The argument of God’s foreknowledge
would be a sufficient answer for the Calvinist’s questions.
Thus, we can see that John Calvin is correct in his belief
that Calvinism depends upon a universal understanding
that “foreknowledge” is synonymous with “foreordained.”
John Calvin would not consider infralapsarian Calvinists
to be true Calvinists because their argument is contradic-
tory to original Calvinism and contradictory and disin-
genuous to even their own doctrine of infralapsarian
Calvinism.
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If all things occur because of the predestined will of God,
and if even Adam and Eve’s original sin was according
to the arrangement and good pleasure of God, then God
must will and ordain sin. Let us consider some rather bla-
tant quotations from Calvinists:

“God worketh all things in all men even wickedness in

the wicked for this is one branch of his own omnipotence.”
1

~Martin Luther

“It is certain then, that the existence of sin was the ordi-

nation of the divine will … Sin could not have existence,

without, or contrary to the divine will: its being, must be the

1. Toplady, The Works of Augustus M. Toplady. Vol. V, 210, Source: Benson, The

Revival and Rejection of an Old Traditional Heresy, 146.



consequent of the divine purpose … Sin is the wise and holy

ordination of God.”
2

~William Tucker

“[A]s nothing exists contrary to the will of Him who

says I will do all my pleasure. It certainly was his deter-

mination to permit it, and his will, that sin should have

being.”
3

~William Tucker

“When God makes angels or men sin, he does not sin

himself, because he does not break any law.”
4

~Ulricus Zuinglius

“God is the author of that action, which is sinful, by

his irresistible will.”
5

~William Twisse

“God necessitates man unto sin …”
6

~John Piscator

“God does holily drive and thrust men on unto wicked-

ness.”
7

~John Piscator

“God justly wills that sins be committed by us, and

indeed absolutely wills that they be committed; nay, pro-

cures in time these sins themselves.”
8

~John Piscator

“God procures adultery, cursing, lyings.”
9

~John Piscator

2. Tucker, Predestination, L. xvi, 119, 121—L. xv, 112, Source: Benson, The

Revival and Rejection of an Old Traditional Heresy, 2.
3. Tucker, Predestination Calmly Considered from Principles of Reason, 179.
4. Foster, Objections to Calvinism As It Is, 267.
5. Ibid, 266.
6. Benson, The Revival and Rejection of an Old Traditional Heresy, 39.
7. Benson, The Revival and Rejection of an Old Traditional Heresy, 41.
8. Newman, A Manual of Church History, Vol. II, 338.
9. Foster, Objections to Calvinism As It Is, 266.
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“God … is the cause of those actions which are sins …”
10

~Peter Martyr

“The basic principle of Calvinism is the soveriegnty

of God. [He] creates the very thoughts and intents of the

soul.”
11

~Loraine Boettner

“God controls everything that exists and everything

that happens. There is not one thing that exists or that hap-

pens that he has not decreed and caused—not even a sin-

gle thought in the mind of man. Since this is true, it follows

that God has decreed and caused the existence of evil. He

has not merely permitted it, because nothing can originate

or happen apart from his will and power. Since no creature

can make free or independent decisions, evil could never

have started unless God decreed and caused it, and it can-

not continue for one moment longer without God’s will for

it to continue or without God’s power actively causing it to

continue.”
12

~Vincent Cheung

“Sin is one of the ‘whatsoevers’ that have ‘come to pass,’

all of which are ‘ordained.’”
13

~William Shedd

“It is even Biblical to say that God has foreordained

sin. If sin was outside the plan of God, then not a single

important affair of life would be ruled by God.”
14

~Edwin Palmer

“If the Lord directs the steps of a man, is it not proof

that he is being controlled or governed by God? … Can this

10. Ibid.
11. Boettner, The Reformed Doctrine of Predestination, 32.
12. Cheung, The Problem of Evil, God's Sovereignty.
13. Shedd, Calvinism: Pure and Mixed, 31.
14. Palmer, The Five Points of Calvinism, Ch. 3: Perseverance of the Saints.
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mean anything less than, that no matter what man may

desire and plan, it is the will of his Maker which is exe-

cuted?”
15

~Arthur W. Pink

“We also note that we should consider the creation of

the world so that we may realize that everything is subject

to God and ruled by his will and that when the world has

done what it may, nothing happens other than what God

decrees.”
16

~John Calvin

“When [Augustine] uses the term permission, the

meaning which he attaches to it will best appear from a sin-

gle passage (De Trinity. lib. 3 cap. 4), where he proves that

the will of God is the supreme and primary cause of all

things, because nothing happens without his order or per-

mission.”
17

~John Calvin

“But when they call to mind that the devil, and the

whole train of the ungodly, are, in all directions, held in by

the hand of God as with a bridle, so that they can neither

conceive any mischief, nor plan what they have conceived,

nor how much soever they may have planned, move a single

finger to perpetrate, unless in so far as [God] permits, nay,

unless in so far as he commands; that they are not only

bound by his fetters, but are even forced to do him ser-

vice,—when the godly think of all these things they have

ample sources of consolation.”
18

~John Calvin

15. Pink, On the Sovereignty of God, 42.
16. Calvin, Acts, 66.
17. Calvin, Institutes of the Christian Religion, Book I, Ch. 16, Sect. 8.
18. Ibid, Book I, Ch. 17, Sect. 11.
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“God desired for man to fall into sin. I am not accusing

God of sinning; I am suggesting that God created sin.”
19

~Robert C. Sproul Jr.

“God wills all things that come to pass.”
20

~Robert C. Sproul Jr.

“Since, therefore, God moves and does all in all, He

necessarily moves and does all in Satan and the wicked

man.”
21

~Martin Luther

“All things including even the wicked actions of wicked

men and devils—are brought to pass in accordance with

God’s eternal purpose.”
22

~John Machen

“Both the elect and the reprobates were foreordained

to sin, as sin, that the glory of God might be declared

thereby.”
23

~Jerome Zanchius

“[I]t was God’s will that sin should come into the world.

He wished to enhance his glory by means of its punish-

ment and removal.”
24

~Cornelius Van Til

“Sin, or moral evil, is no accidental thing, but a wise

and holy ordination of God for the manifestation of his own

glory, in the person of his dear Son, the adorable Redeemer

from it.”
25

~William Tucker

19. Sproul Jr., Almighty Over All, 54.
20. Ibid.
21. Luther, The Bondage of the Will, 94.
22. Machen, The Christian View of Man, 46.
23. Foster, Objections to Calvinism As It Is, 266.
24. Van Til, The Defense of the Faith, 160.
25. Tucker, Predestination Calmly Considered from Principles of Reason, 102.
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“Not an impure thought, word, or act, more or less, can

arise among the creatures, than God has actually deter-

mined the being and permission of. Omnipotence cannot

pervade, or absolute wisdom guide his arm; if any thing

comes to pass and he commands it not.”
26

~William Tucker

“Foreordination means God’s sovereign plan, whereby

He decides all that is to happen in the entire universe. Noth-

ing in this world happens by chance. God is in back of

everything. He decides and causes all things to happen that

do happen. He is not sitting on the sidelines wondering and

perhaps fearing what is going to happen next. No, He has

foreordained everything ‘after the counsel of his will’ (Eph.

1:11): the moving of a finger, the beating of a heart, the

laughter of a girl, the mistake of a typist – even sin.”
27

~Edwin Palmer

Having looked at these many quotations, is it really
necessary to continue to question whether Calvinism
necessitates that God is the author of sin? Nothing could
be clearer.

Nevertheless, it should be noted that some Calvinists
attempt to seek refuge from this charge by teaching that
God permits sin. In other words, God does not will or
decree that a person sin. Instead, God permits that person
to sin if his heart is bent on sinning.

Aside from the fact that the foundation for this argu-
ment rests in the Arminian doctrines and is completely
opposed to everything the Calvinist believes about God’s

26. Tucker, Predestination, L. xxiv, 192, Source: Benson, The Revival and Rejec-

tion of an Old Traditional Heresy, 102.
27. Palmer, The Five Points of Calvinism, 30.
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sovereignty and foreordination, John Calvin adamantly
opposes such thinking. He writes:

It is easy to conclude how foolish and frail is the support of
divine justice by the suggestion that evils come to be not by
His will, but merely by His permission. Of course, so far as
they are evils … I admit they are not pleasing to God. But it
is quite frivolous refuge to say that God otiosely [idly] per-
mits them, when Scripture shows Him not only willing but
the author of them.”28

Elsewhere John Calvin writes, “But why shall we say ‘per-
mission’ unless it is because God so wills?”29

The doctrine of Calvinism necessitates that nothing
happen apart from God’s will. John Calvin declares, “My
doctrine is that the will of God is the first and supreme
cause of all things.”30 John Calvin is convinced that,
“Nothing happens except what is knowingly and willingly
decreed by [God].”31 If this is true, then God must know-
ingly and willingly decree man’s sin. It is in this sense that,
as John Calvin said, God cannot be said to merely permit
sin but rather to will and to author it.*32

28. Calvin, Concerning the Eternal Predestination of God, 176.
29. Calvin, Institutes of the Christian Religion, Ed. McNiel, Book III, Ch. 23, Sect.

8, Source: Vance, The Other Side of Calvinism, 288.
30. Calvin, Calvin’s Calvinism, 266.
31. Calvin, Institutes of the Christian Religion, Ed. McNiel, Book III, Ch. 23, Sect.

7, Source: Vance, The Other Side of Calvinism, 289.
32. “God can foreordain things in different ways. But everything that happens

must at least happen by his permission. If he permits something, then he
must decide to allow it. If He decides to allow something, then in a sense he is
foreordaining it.” (Sproul, Chosen By God, 26.)
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Antics withAntics with
SemanticsSemantics
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Robert C. Sproul Jr. makes the statement, “I am not accus-
ing God of sinning; I am suggesting that he created
sin.”1 How can such a statement be made? What is the dif-
ference between a sinner and someone who creates sin?
Are they not the same thing? In his attempt to hold onto
unscriptural beliefs, the Calvinist willingly accepts both
sides of an argument even though those sides are in
staunch opposition to each other.

The Bible speaks often about workers of iniquity. Luke
13:27 says, “But he shall say, I tell you, I know you not whence

ye are; depart from me, all ye workers of iniquity.” The term

1. Sproul, Almighty Over All, 54.
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“worker of iniquity” means “to do or make wickedness or
unrighteousness.”2

Luke 13:27 reveals that God punishes not only the
action of evil but also the creation of evil. We see further
evidence of this in Micah 2:1, “Woe to them that devise iniq-

uity …” God is opposed to every form of evil—be it the act
of evil or simply the creation and plotting of evil. This is
why we see God condemn lustful intent as equivalent to
adultery in Matthew 5:28, “But I say unto you, That whosoever

looketh on a woman to lust after her hath committed adultery

with her already in his heart.” It is not merely the act itself
that is evil but the plotting, devising, and creation of the
act which is considered just as evil by God.

Clearly, a holy God cannot create evil. A holy God
cannot intend or will evil. A holy God cannot be pleased
with evil. Nevertheless, John Calvin says that “nothing
happens other than what God decrees.”3 John Piscador
says, “God necessitates man unto sin.”4 And Augustus
Toplady claims, “God worketh all things in all men even
wickedness in the wicked …”5

These three quotations are a natural progression of
thought. If nothing happens other than what God decrees,
then God must decree sin. If God’s decree is always
accomplished, then God must necessitate man unto sin. In

2. “Worker,” “Iniquity,” Strong’s #2040, 93, Strong’s Exhaustive Concor-

dance, 32, 8.
3. Calvin, Acts, 66.
4. Benson, The Revival and Rejection of an Old Traditional Heresy, 39.
5. Toplady, The Works of Augustus M. Toplady, Vol. V, 210, Source: Benson, The

Revival and Rejection of an Old Traditional Heresy, 146.
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order for this to happen, God must accept responsibility
for working all things in man including the evil He wishes
to accomplish.

Calvinism attributes all credit for all things solely to
God. This sounds spiritual until one realizes that this must
mean that God is also given credit for creating and causing
sin. Given the doctrine of Calvinism, there can be no
other conclusion but to accept that God is the author of
sin.
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Does God HavDoes God Havee
a Double Will?a Double Will?

PP

It is astonishing that reasonable men can accept such an
outrageous claim as John Piscador’s, “God does holily
drive and thrust men on unto wickedness.”1 2 Corinthians
6:14 says, “[W]hat fellowship hath righteousness with unright-

eousness? and what communion hath light with darkness?” A
righteous God cannot unite himself with unrighteous-
ness. James said it this way in James 1:13–14, “Let no man say

when he is tempted, I am tempted of God: for God cannot be

tempted with evil, neither tempteth he any man: But every man

is tempted, when he is drawn away of his own lust, and enticed.”

The God of the Bible cannot be tempted with evil and
will never, contrary to Calvinist doctrine, tempt, drive, or
cause man to sin.

1. Benson, The Revival and Rejection of an Old Traditional Heresy, 41.
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If our God is holy, then He will never “drive and
thrust” men unto wickedness. Such compulsion would be
wicked and against the very nature of God. It is impossible
to say that it is righteous, holy, and acceptable for God to
compel men to do evil. It is a spiritual impossibility for
God, who is light, to work the darkness of sin. Light and
darkness are polar opposites, and there is found no place
of sin or darkness in the holy God of the Bible.

Piscador’s statement is essentially the same as that of
John Calvin when he says that God “wills the same as
the criminal and the wicked, but in a different way.”2 In
other words, God wills evil in holiness, but men will evil
in wickedness. How can anyone accept such outrageous
claims when 1 Corinthians 6:14 clearly teaches us that
righteousness and wickedness cannot work together? God
will never unite His holiness with evil.

Attempting to explain this discrepancy, many Calvin-
ists have established a double will within God. They argue
that God has a revealed will and a secret or permissive
will. John Piper writes:

Affirming the will of God to save all, while also affirming
the unconditional election of some, implies that there are at
least “two wills” in God, or two ways of willing. It implies
that God decrees one state of affairs while also willing and
teaching that a different state of affairs should come to pass.
This distinction in the way God wills has been expressed
in various ways throughout the centuries. It is not a new

2. Calvin, Concerning the Eternal Predestination of God, 184.
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contrivance. For example, theologians have spoken of sov-
ereign will and moral will, efficient will and permissive will,
secret will and revealed will, will of decree and will of com-
mand, decretive will and preceptive will, voluntas signi (will
of sign) and voluntas beneplaciti (will of good pleasure), etc.3

God’s revealed will is that all men everywhere be holy
and righteous. God’s secret will is that men sin in order to
accomplish a greater glory for God, as Theodore Beza says,
“Nothing falls outside of the divine willing, even when
certain events are clearly contrary to God’s
will.”*45 According to this doctrine, God has chosen to use
sin to bring Himself even greater glory.

Jonathan Edwards concludes, “God did from all eter-
nity will or decree the commission of all the sins of the
world, because his permissive will is his true and real
will.”6 In other words, God has two wills—his revealed
will and His real or permissive will. If God’s revealed will is
not His real will, then how is it not a fake will? It is the will
He talks about, but doesn’t really mean. Instead, God acts
upon His real or permissive will which requires and neces-
sitates sin.

According to this method of thinking, God is essen-
tially saying one thing and doing something different.

3. Piper, “Are There Two Wills in God?"
4. “The secret will of God is His eternal, unchanging purpose concerning all

things which He hath made, to be brought about by certain means to their
appointed ends.” (Pink, The Sovereignty of God, 244.)

5. Beza, Of Christ and the Decree, 86.
6. Edwards, On the Decrees, Book I., Ch. 3, 112–113, Source: Benson, The

Revival and Rejection of an Old Traditional Heresy, 80.
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Arthur W. Pink explains, “But God knowing that we
should fail to perfectly do His revealed will ordered His
eternal counsels accordingly, and these eternal counsels,
which make up His secret will, though unknown to us are,
though unconsciously, fulfilled in and through us.”7 Pink
concludes, “God’s revealed will is never done perfectly or
fully by any of us, but His secret will never fails of accom-
plishment even in the minutest particular.”8 So God, in
his revealed will, commands man to be holy in 1 Peter
1:16, but He secretly wills that man should sin because,
as Arthur W. Pink explains, “This secret will is ‘always
effected, always fulfilled.’9 Does this accurately describe
the God of the Bible? Of course not! Truth is a fruit of the
Holy Spirit, “For the fruit of the Spirit is in all goodness and

righteousness and truth” (Eph. 5:9).

Isaiah 45:19 reminds us that God does not say one thing
and intend or do another, “I have not spoken in secret, in a

dark place of the earth: I said not unto the seed of Jacob, Seek

ye me in vain: I the LORD speak righteousness, I declare things

that are right.”

Consider the implications of serving a God who says
He wants righteousness but secretly wills sin instead.
Although we may not agree with all his doctrine, Jesse
Morrell aptly expounds:

If God commanded Adam and Eve not to sin when He
secretly wanted them to sin, then God was misrepresenting
His own character while misleading and deceiving Adam

7. Pink, The Sovereignty of God, 246.
8. Ibid, 244.
9. Ibid.
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and Eve by giving them false impressions. You see, truthful-
ness is the foundation of trustworthiness. But what confi-
dence can you have in the character of a being who doesn’t
even mean what he says? It may be simplistic, but it’s true
that the mere fact that God commanded them not to sin,
and that He warned them about the negative consequences
if they did sin, is proof positive that God didn’t want them
to sin, but that they sinned contrary to His will and despite
God’s influence in their lives.”10

Of course, John Calvin does not accept the two-wills
of God argument. He does not believe that God has a
divided will but rather that we are unable to understand
how two apparently contradictory wills can truly be one
will:

Still, however, the will of God is not at variance with itself. It
undergoes no change. He makes no pretence of not willing
what he wills, but while in himself the will is one and undi-
vided, to us it appears manifold, because, from the feeble-
ness of our intellect, we cannot comprehend how, though
after a different manner, he wills and wills not the very same
thing.11

Thus, according to Calvin, God only appears to have
two wills. We simply are not spiritually acute enough to
comprehend how God wills the very things He says that
He does not want to happen. John Calvin maintains that
his doctrine is true, but he is unable to prove it Scrip-

10. Jesse Morrell, Is God the Author of Sin?.
11. Calvin, Institutes of the Christian Religion, Book I, Ch. 18, Sect. 3.
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turally. Rather than admit that his doctrine does not make
sense, he blames mankind for not being astute enough to
understand.*12

Though John Calvin does not accept the idea that God
has two wills, he often speaks about God’s secret will
when referencing the aspects of God’s will that man does
not understand, “Let him, therefore, who would beware of
such unbelief, always bear in mind, that there is no ran-
dom power, or agency, or motion in the creatures, who are
so governed by the secret counsel of God, that nothing
happens but what he has knowingly and willingly
decreed.”13

Contrary to what Calvin believes, we do not serve a
God of secrets. Instead, we serve a God who reveals His
will to us as Amos 3:7 says, “Surely the Lord GOD will do

nothing, but he revealeth his secret unto his servants the

prophets.” Further, according to 1 Corinthians 2:16, we have
been given the mind of Christ and are encouraged to
investigate and judge all spiritual matters.

Our confidence in God’s will is what supplies our con-
fidence to speak against sin. Jesse Morrell explains:

12. “It is any wonder that such immense splendour should blunt the acuteness
of our mind? Our physical eyes are not enough to sustain a contemplation of
the sun. Is our spiritual insight greater than our natural powers, or the
majesty of God inferior to the glory of the sun? It is becoming in us, then, not
to be too inquisitive; only let us not dare to deny the truth of what Scripture
plainly teaches and experience confirms, or even to suggest that it does not
reach agreement with God.” (Calvin, Concerning the Eternal Predestination of

God, 184–185.)
13. Calvin, Institutes of the Christian Religion, Book I, Ch. 16, Sect. 3.
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It would make no sense to rebuke sin if sin was God’s plan
because then we would be rebuking God’s plan. It would
make no sense to be upset with sin if sin was God’s plan,
because then we would be upset with the plan of God. But
all throughout the Bible, we see God’s condemnation of sin.
Is God condemning the fruit of His own hands? Is God con-
demning the result of His own activity? Does God condemn
His secret and sovereign will when He condemns sin?14

14. Morrell, Is God the Author of Sin?.
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God's DecrGod's Decreeee

PP

Calvinism stresses God’s absolute control over every-
thing. God is credited as the mastermind and ultimate
cause of all things. This understanding of God’s sover-
eignty is firmly established among Calvinists:

“[N]othing happens other than what God decrees.”
1

~John Calvin

“The Scriptures make it very clear that no one can

frustrate the eternal counsel and will of God. God always

gets exactly what He wants.”
2

~Steven Houck

“God Himself actively brings about all things … God

sovereignly works in all things in such a way that He

makes all things do what He has willed in His eternal

counsel. All things, not just some things, always do exactly

1. Calvin, Acts, 66.
2. Houck, Bondage of the Will, “God’s Sovereign Will.”



what He has determined. They do exactly what He has

determined just because God Himself works that in them.

All of history and everything in history is exactly as God

has willed it. The world is not out of control. Even the most

minute details take place according to His eternal will and

counsel.”
3

~Steven Houck

“God’s decree is synonymous with God’s will.”
4

~Patrick Mel

“God did certainly decree from the beginning every-

thing which should befall the race of man.”
5

~John Calvin

“I again ask how it is that the fall of Adam involves so

many nations with their infant children in eternal death

without remedy unless that it so seemed meet to God? Here

the most loquacious tongues must be dumb. The decree, I

admit, is, dreadful; and yet it is impossible to deny that

God foreknew what the end of man was to be before he

made him, and foreknew, because he had so ordained by

his decree.”
6

~John Calvin

“God … effects, and moves and impels all things in a

necessary, infallible course …”
7

~Martin Luther

“Hence, we find every matter resolved, ultimately, into

3. Houck, Bondage of the Will, “God’s Sovereign Will.”
4. Mell, A Southern Baptist Looks at Predestination, Source: Vance, The Other

Side of Calvinism, 479.
5. John Calvin, Concerning the Secret Providence of God, 266, Source: Vance,

The Other Side of Calvinism, 288.
6. Calvin, Institutes of the Christian Religion, Book II, Ch. 23, Sect. 7.
7. Luther, Bondage of the Will, 265.
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the mere sovereign pleasure of God, as the spring and occa-

sion of whatsoever is done in heaven and earth.”
8

~Augustus Toplady

“The Sovereignty of God over all, and his indepen-

dency, clearly shew, that whatever is done in time is

according to his decrees in eternity.”
9

~John Gill

“God predestinates all things whatsoever, both ani-

mate and inanimate. His decree includes all angels, both

good and evil.”
10

~David West

“Not as much as a fly can settle upon you without the

Creator’s bidding, any more than the demons could enter

the herd of swine until Christ gave them permission.”
11

~Arthur W. Pink

“It is impossible that any thing should be done, but that

to which God impels the will of man.”
12

~William Twisse

“Nothing comes to pass contrary to his decree. Nothing

happens by chance. Even moral evil, which he abhors and

forbids, occurs ‘by the determinate counsel and foreknowl-

edge of God.’”
13

~William Shedd

“If God did not foreordain all things, then he could not

know the future. God foreknows and knows all things

because He decreed all things to be.”
14

8. Toplady, The Works of Augustus M. Toplady: Vol. V, 202.
9. Gill, A Body of Doctrinal and Practical Divinity, 173.

10. West, The Baptist Examiner, 5.
11. Pink, Gleanings in Exodus, 78.
12. Benson, The Revival and Rejection of an Old Traditional Heresy, 40.
13. Shedd, Calvinism: Pure and Mixed, 37.
14. West, The Baptist Examiner, 5.
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~Arthur W. Pink

“God only permits that which is according to His

will.”
15

~Arthur W. Pink

“[N]othing happens accidentally or apart from the

just decree of God”
16

~Theodore Beza

“If God had not determined its existence, it could not

have had being; unless we suppose sin to be greater than

God.”
17

~William Tucker

“What God does not will to be done, cannot be done:

and what he wills, must be done.”
18

~William Tucker

Arthur W. Pink teaches that, “God has appointed
where each person shall reside: the particular country in
which he should be born, and the very city, town, village,
and house in which he shall dwell, and how long he shall
remain there.”19 Further, “Christ rules and overrules for
the good of His Church the deliberations of the senate,
the conflict of armies, the history of the nations.”20 There-
fore, Pink concludes that, “Plainly it was God’s will that
sin should enter this world, otherwise it would not have
entered, for nothing happens save as God has eternally

15. Pink, The Sovereignty of God, 243.
16. Muller, Christ and the Decree, 84.
17. Tucker, Predestination, L. xvii, 124, Source: Benson, The Revival and Rejection

of an Old Traditional Heresy, 92.
18. Tucker, Predestination, L. c., 67, Source: Morrell, Is God the Author of Sin?.
19. Pink, Gleanings in Joshua, 73.
20. Pink, Gleanings from Paul, 153.
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decreed. Moreover, there was more than a bare permission,
for God only permits that which He has purposed.”21

The Calvinist readily accepts that nothing happens
apart from God’s decree and will which God formulated
in eternity past. With this in mind, Jonathan Edwards
states the logical conclusion that, “The eternal decree is
the cause of the necessary futurition of evil acts, for the
acts inevitably follow on the decree.”22 He also says, “If
God by his decree did force men’s wills, and so necessitate
them to be vicious and wicked, then he might justly be
called the Author of Sin.”23

The Calvinist, John Piscator, sums it up when he says,
“We neither can do more good than we do, nor less evil
than we do; because God from eternity has precisely
decreed that both the good and the evil be so done.” In
other words, every thought that comes to mind, every
motion we make with our bodies, every word that we
utter, is the direct fulfillment of what God decreed. We
cannot possibly do anything different from what God
determined we should do. Thus, we are the product of
God’s will. If we are not perfect, it is because God willed
that we should not be perfect. If we are liars, it is because
God determined that we should be liars. We are com-
pletely helpless to do anymore good or evil than what God
has already decided that we should do.

According to the natural conclusion of Calvinist doc-

21. Pink, The Sovereignty of God, 147.
22. Jonathan Edwards, On the Decrees, Book I, Ch. 3, 125, Source: Benson, The

Revival and Rejection of an Old Traditional Heresy, 41.
23. Ibid.
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trine, we are merely puppets in the hands of God. We
never truly determine to do good or evil for ourselves.
Instead, we merely follow the script that God wrote for our
lives in eternity past. As the Calvinist Philip Melanchthon
says, “All things turn out according to divine predestina-
tion; not only the works we do outwardly, but even the
thoughts we think inwardly.”24 Nevertheless, God will
judge us for our actions. How can this be? Prosper, the dis-
ciple of Augustine, realized that judgment can only occur
if the individual has genuine freedom to choose to do
good or evil, “By no means would there be a day of judg-
ment, if men sinned by the will or decree of God.”25

Consider it in this way. The Calvinist claims that when
God rewards Christians for their service to Him, He is
merely rewarding His own merits which He placed in
them. Quoting Augustine, John Calvin teaches, “‘God
crowns not our merits but his own gifts; and the name of
reward is given not to what is due to our merits, but to
the recompense of grace previously bestowed?’”26 In other
words, man is not truly responsible for his reward; it is
only God acting in his life who is being rewarded. How-
ever, when it comes to judgment, the Calvinist says that
the man alone is responsible for his actions. Once again,
we see the Calvinist accepting both sides of the argument
even though those sides are in blatant opposition to each
other. If man only does those things which God acts in His
life to accomplish according to His eternal decree, then
would it not be God who is truly responsible for those

24. Boettner, The Reformed Doctrine of Predestination, 15.
25. Prosper, Pros. ad. obj. 10, Vinc., Source: Fletcher, The Works of the Reverend

John Fletcher, Volume 2, 205.
26. Calvin, Institutes of the Christian Religion, Book II, Ch. 5, Sect. 2.

8282 Timothy ZebellTimothy Zebell



actions which are being judged? Thus, just as it is really
God who will be rewarded in the lives of Christians, so
also it must really be God who will be judged in the lives
of the lost. Such an idea is preposterous, but it is the only
logical conclusion of Calvinist doctrine.

Consider something else. According to The Westmin-

ster Shorter Catechism’s response to its seventh question,
“The decrees of God are his eternal purpose, according
to the counsel of his will, whereby, for his own glory, he
hath fore-ordained whatsoever comes to pass.”27 If man
sins because God decreed that he should sin, then man has
a perfect excuse to present to God. “I couldn’t help it. God
made me do it,” would be the cry of many. Likewise, if only
those God elects are capable of ever coming to a point of
salvation, then man would have another perfect excuse. “I
didn’t have a chance,” would be the cry of many. Neverthe-
less, Romans 1:20 says that no man will be able to offer a
legitimate excuse to God on the day of judgment.

Most Calvinists agree with James White when he says
that man will stand “screaming his hatred at God from the
parapet of hell.”28 James White believes that, “Every single
person who enters into eternal punishment would, were
they given the opportunity, freely choose to remain under
punishment rather than bow the knee in loving adoration
of the God they hate.”29 Some have even gone so far as to
say that condemned man will willingly and happily go to
the lake of fire simply because it is the sovereign will of
God. However, none of these pictures are what the Bible

27. Westminster Shorter Catechism, response to the 7th question.
28. Dave Hunt, Debating Calvinism, 51.
29. Ibid, 13.
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describes. In the story of the rich man and Lazarus, the
rich man wanted his family to repent in order to be spared
the torment he was experiencing. Luke 16:27–30 says:

Then he said, I pray thee therefore, father, that thou wouldest send

him to my father’s house: For I have five brethren; that he may tes-

tify unto them, lest they also come into this place of torment. Abra-

ham saith unto him, They have Moses and the prophets; let them

hear them. And he said, Nay, father Abraham: but if one went

unto them from the dead, they will repent.

Jesus, in Luke 16, paints a far different picture of con-
demned man than does James White. Elsewhere we read
in Matthew 7:22–23, “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 I profess unto them, I never knew you: depart from

me, ye that work iniquity.”

Jesus does not speak of man screaming his hatred
toward God. He does not describe men willingly and hap-
pily plunging themselves into the lake of fire. Instead,
Jesus says there will be many who will attempt to reason
with God. They will try to convince God to allow them
into heaven. When God refuses, He says it is because they
had no relationship with Jesus but chose instead to work
iniquity. How can God condemn people to hell for not
knowing Him and doing evil if they were truly following
God’s will? How can God condemn people to hell for not
having a relationship with Christ when He did not choose
for them to have a relationship with Christ? If God deter-
mined that those men should never have the opportunity
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to know Him and, further, decreed that they should do
evil, then it is God who should be condemned to hell and
not those men. As preposterous as this sounds, and as dis-
tasteful as it is to even write this here, this is the logical
end of Calvinist thought and doctrine. If God chose that
all men should be sinners and that the majority of those
sinful men should be condemned to eternal punishment,
then in truth, it is not man who is really responsible for
what he is or what he does. He is simply what God fore-
ordained that he should be. Ultimately then, it is God, the
maker of all that man is and does, who is responsible. As
utterly ridiculous as this is, it is the only logical and sen-
sible conclusion of Calvinist doctrine. This could be the
argument of millions if it were true. However, we know
that this cannot be true because Romans 1:20 says that no
man will be capable of providing a legitimate excuse to
God.
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It should not be necessary to continue to build the case
that the doctrine of Calvinism necessitates that a person
believe God to be the author of sin. That which has
already been provided should be sufficient enough to
establish this fact. Instead, let us consider what the Bible
teaches the truth to be.

At the heart of this issue is William Tucker’s question,
“For does, or can, any thing come to pass, and the Lord
command it not?”1 Tucker understands the answer to this
question to be, “No.” Likewise, John Calvin was con-
vinced that God maintains absolute control over all things
to the extent that He predetermines it and orders it to

1. Tucker, Predestination Calmly Considered from Principles of Reason, 52.



come to pass.*2 In 1646, this doctrine was firmly established
in The Westminster Confession of Faith:

The almighty power, unsearchable wisdom, and infinite
goodness of God so far manifest themselves in his provi-
dence, that it extendeth itself even to the first fall, and all
other sins of angels and men; and that not by a bare permis-
sion, but such as hath joined with it a most wise and pow-
erful bounding, and otherwise ordering, and governing of
them, in a manifold dispensation, to his own holy ends …3

Calvinism may teach that nothing happens apart from
the command of God, but this is not what Scripture
teaches:

“And Nadab and Abihu, the sons of Aaron, took either

of them his censer, and put fire therein, and put incense

thereon, and offered strange fire before the LORD, wwhichich heh he

ccoommmamanndded ted them nhem notot..” (emphasis added)
~ Leviticus 10:1

“And hath gone and served other gods, and worshipped

them, either the sun, or moon, or any of the host of heaven,

wwhichich I hah I have nve not cot coommmamannddeded” (emphasis added)
~ Deuteronomy 17:3

“They have built also the high places of Baal, to burn

their sons with fire for burnt offerings unto Baal, wwhichich Ih I

ccoommmamanndded ned notot, nor spake it, nneiteither cher caamme it inte it into mo myy

minmindd” (emphasis added)

2. “But of all the things which happen, the first cause is to be understood to
be His will, because He so governs the natures created by Him, as to deter-
mine all the counsels and the actions of men to the end decreed by Him.”
(Calvin, Concerning the Eternal Predestination of God, 178.)

3. Westminster Confession of Faith, V:4.
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~ Jeremiah 19:5

“And they built the high places of Baal, which are in

the valley of the son of Hinnom, to cause their sons and

their daughters to pass through the fire unto Molech; wwhichichh

I cI coommmamanndded ted them nhem notot, n, neiteither cher caamme it inte it into mo my miny mindd, that

they should do this abomination, to cause Judah to sin.”

(emphasis added)
~ Jeremiah 32:35

These passages reveal in plain language that men have
done things which were not according to God’s will or
decree. Jeremiah 19:5 is especially interesting because it
says that not only did they act apart from the command
of God, but they did that which did not even come into
the mind of God. In other words, God was not secretly
intending or hoping that they would do these things.
There was no part of God that willed this to occur.

If, as Calvinism teaches, God has a revealed will and
a secret will, then Jeremiah 19:5 is a lie. According to this
teaching, God revealed that His will was for the Israelites
not to offer their children as sacrifices to the false god,
Baal. However, seeing as they did offer their children,
God’s secret will must have been that they do offer their
children as sacrifices to Baal in order that God might ulti-
mately receive greater honor.4 If Calvinism is correct in its
teaching about God’s secret will, then this had to be in
God’s mind. However, God tells us in Jeremiah 19:5 that He
was not secretly willing this or even thinking about will-

4. “This secret will is ‘always effected, always fulfilled.’”(Pink, The Sovereignty

of God, 244)
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ing it. Clearly, the claim that God has a revealed will and a
secret will is not in accordance with Scripture.

If the Bible rejects the notion that God has a revealed
will and a secret will, then we too must reject it. If the Bible
teaches that man can act apart from God’s command, then
we must reject the Calvinist teaching that man can do only
those things which God has decreed from eternity past.
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Does GodDoes God
CrCreate Evil?eate Evil?
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Isaiah 45:7 is sometimes offered by the Calvinist as proof
that God does create evil, “I form the light, and create dark-

ness: I make peace, and create evil: I the LORD do all these

things.” However, note what the word “evil” is contrasted
against in this verse. Light and darkness are contrasted,
and peace and evil are contrasted. Evil is not contrasted
against righteousness. In other words, God is not saying
that He created sin. God is saying that He creates a lack of
peace. According to the Strong’s lexicon, the word “evil”1 in
this verse can accurately be translated as “calamity” or
“distress.”

Many times God speaks about bringing “evil” against

1. “Evil,” Strong’s #7451, Strong's Exhaustive Concordance, 109.

https://www.biblegateway.com/passage/?search=Isaiah+45%3A7&version=KJV


a city, but the context always shows it to mean judgment,
calamity, or distress (Neh. 13:18; Jer. 21:10; 25:29; Amos 3:6).
When God says in Isaiah that He creates peace and evil,
God is saying that He gives peace to the righteous and dis-
tress to the wicked.

Scripture is clear that God is holy in His character.
Because of this, He neither sins nor approves of it:

“The LORD is righteous in all his ways, and holy in

all his works.”

~Psalm 145:17

“For thou art not a God that hath pleasure in wicked-

ness: neither shall evil dwell with thee.”

~Psalm 5:4

“Therefore hearken unto me, ye men of understanding:

far be it from God, that he should do wickedness; and from

the Almighty, that he should commit iniquity.”

~Job 34:10

“Yea, surely God will not do wickedly, neither will the

Almighty pervert judgment.”

~Job 34:12

“Who hath enjoined him his way? or who can say,

Thou hast wrought iniquity?”

~Job 36:23

“To shew that the LORD is upright: he is my rock, and

there is no unrighteousness in him.”

~Psalm 92:15

“He is the Rock, his work is perfect: for all his ways are

judgment: a God of truth and without iniquity, just and

right is he.”

~Deuteronomy 32:4

“Every good gift and every perfect gift is from above,
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and cometh down from the Father of lights, with whom is

no variableness, neither shadow of turning.”

~James 1:17

“The just LORD is in the midst thereof; he will not do

iniquity …”

~Zephaniah 3:5

Jesus teaches in Matthew 7:18 that, “A good tree cannot

bring forth evil fruit, neither can a corrupt tree bring forth good

fruit.” God is good; therefore, God’s fruit cannot be evil.
This means that because God is good, God cannot be the
author of sin.

Instead, God created everything perfect, but God’s
creation exercised it’s free will to do evil. The Bible is clear
that man is responsible for evil, not God. Ecclesiastes 7:29,

“Lo, this only have I found, that God hath made man upright;

but they have sought out many inventions.”

Consider the fall of Lucifer. He did not fall because
God decreed that he should fall. Rather, Scripture reveals
that Lucifer chose to place his will above God’s will for
him. Isaiah 14:13–14 recounts, “For thou hast said in thine

heart, II willwill ascend into heaven, II willwill exalt my throne above the

stars of God: II willwill sit also upon the mount of the congregation,

in the sides of the north: II willwill ascend above the heights of the

clouds; I willI will be like the most High.” (emphasis added)

It was never God’s decree that His creation should sin.
God’s decree is given to us in Exodus 20 where He says,
“Thou shalt not …” God means what He says. Unfortu-
nately, Calvinism leads one to believe that God is insin-
cere in His decree. In fact, by ascribing God’s decree and
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secret will as the ultimate cause behind all things, Calvin-
ism makes God a minister of evil. Paul refutes such
notions in Galatians 2:17, “But if, while we seek to be justified

by Christ, we ourselves also are found sinners, is therefore Christ

the minister of sin? God forbid.” Isaiah also refutes the teach-
ing that God decrees unrighteousness when he says in
Isaiah 10:1, “Woe unto them that decree unrighteous decrees,

and that write grievousness which they have prescribed.” If God
holds accountable those who decree unrighteousness,
then God cannot decree such things Himself.

God does not secretly desire or will sin. Isaiah 45:19, “I

have not spoken in secret, in a dark place of the earth: I said not

unto the seed of Jacob, Seek ye me in vain: I the LORD speak

righteousness, I declare things that are right.” If God declares a
will which is different from His secret will, then God can-
not truthfully be said to be declaring things that are right.
Further, if God is in the habit of speaking things and com-
manding things which are actually opposite of what He
really wants or means, then how can we trust God in any-
thing that He has said?

The Calvinist’s understanding of God places God’s
sovereignty above all other aspects of His character and
attributes. Fortunately, we do not merely serve a powerful
God. We serve a God who is holy in His character. We can
trust whatever He says to be absolutely true. God does not
have a secret will which is contrary to His declared will.
God cannot will or decree sin. All that God does is com-
pletely holy and totally right because God is completely
holy and totally right in character, attitude, and nature.

IS GOD THE AIS GOD THE AUTHOR OF SIN?UTHOR OF SIN? 9393

https://www.biblegateway.com/passage/?search=Galatians+2%3A17&version=KJV
https://www.biblegateway.com/passage/?search=Isaiah+10%3A1&version=KJV
https://www.biblegateway.com/passage/?search=Isaiah+45%3A19&version=KJV


1515

LogicalLogical
ConclusionsConclusions

PP

In case that which has been presented is not yet sufficient
to prove the error of Calvinism, consider a few logical syl-
logisms. If you ask a Calvinist if sin is a part of God’s plan,
he must say, “Yes.” God is absolutely sovereign which
means nothing can occur which is outside of God’s plan,
so sin must be a part of God’s plan.

If you ask a Calvinist if God is angry and grieved with
sin, he must say, “Yes.” Psalm 7:11 and Genesis 6:5–6 sub-
stantiate this position.

When combined, these two premises lead to an obvi-
ous and necessary conclusion. If sin is a part of God’s plan,
and if God is angry and grieved with sin, then God is angry
and grieved with His own plan.

https://www.biblegateway.com/passage/?search=Psalm+7%3A11&version=KJV
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• Sin is a part of God’s plan

• God is angry and grieved with sin

• Therefore, God is angry and grieved with His own plan

This syllogism is logically sound. The first two premises
are affirmed by the Calvinist. Nevertheless, he refuses to
affirm the conclusion. How can he? It is contradictory for
him to say that God wills and decrees all things according
to the good pleasure of His will and to also say that God is
angry and grieved by this same will.

Consider another syllogism regarding the Calvinist
claim that God foreordained man to fall into wickedness.
Revelation 4:11 says that we were created for God’s plea-
sure, “Thou art worthy, O Lord, to receive glory and honour

and power: for thou hast created all things, and for thy pleasure

they are and were created.” Further, God takes no pleasure
in wickedness. God loves righteousness and hates wicked-
ness (Prov. 6:16; Isa. 61:8; Zech. 8:17; Heb. 1:8-9).

If mankind was created for the pleasure of God, and if
God has no pleasure in wickedness, then man was not cre-
ated to fall into wickedness.

• Mankind was created for the pleasure of God

• God has no pleasure in wickedness

• Therefore, mankind was not created to fall into

wickedness

Continuing this thought, we were created for the plea-
sure of God (Rev. 4:11), and we know that God is pleased
when men live holy lives (1 Thess. 4:1; Heb. 13:16; 1 John
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3:22). These premises are firmly rooted in Scripture. If we
were created for the pleasure of God, and if God is pleased
when men live holy lives, then mankind was created to live
holy lives. God decreed that man should live holy lives.
God did not decree that man should fall into sin.

• Man was created for the pleasure of God

• God is pleased when men live holy lives

• Therefore, mankind was created to live holy lives

Finally, let us consider one more logical syllogism.
Martin Luther says, “This is the highest degree of
faith—to believe that He is merciful, the very One who
saves so few and damns so many. To believe that He is
just, the One who according to His own will, makes us
necessarily damnable, that he may seem, as Erasmus says,
‘to delight in the torments of the miserable, and to be an
object of hatred rather than of love.’”1

Does God create men to be damned? Mankind was cre-
ated for the pleasure of God (Rev. 4:11). In Ezekiel 33:11, we
read that God does not take pleasure in the death of the
wicked, “Say unto them, As I live, saith the Lord GOD, I have

no pleasure in the death of the wicked; but that the wicked turn

from his way and live: turn ye, turn ye from your evil ways …” If
mankind was created for the pleasure of God, and if God
does not take pleasure in the death of the wicked, then
mankind was not created to be damned. God does not cre-
ate anyone to be damnable.

• Man was created for the pleasure of God

1. Luther, The Bondage of the Will, 30.
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• God does not take pleasure in the death of the wicked

• Therefore, mankind was not created to be damned

According to these syllogisms, if God’s will is always
done, then sin would never exist, and no man would ever
be damned to hell. The fact that sin does exist and sinners
are damned is proof that God’s will can be resisted by man
and that man does possess a free will.
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If God is not the author of sin, then who is? James 1:13–15
provides us with the answer, “Let no man say when he is

tempted, I am tempted of God: for God cannot be tempted with

evil, neither tempteth he any man: But every man is tempted,

when he is drawn away of his own lust, and enticed. Then when

lust hath conceived, it bringeth forth sin: and sin, when it is fin-

ished, bringeth forth death.” We are solely responsible for our
own sin.

If God cannot even tempt us to sin, then how could
anyone conclude that God predetermined, willed, and
necessitated us unto sin? No, we alone are to blame for our

https://www.biblegateway.com/passage/?search=James+1%3A13%E2%80%9315&version=KJV


sin. Man sins because his nature is corrupt, and he chooses
to sin.

Adam and Eve tried to blame others for their sin.
Adam blamed Eve, and Eve blamed the serpent. Neverthe-
less, God blamed them. Genesis 3:11–13, 17:

And he said, Who told thee that thou wast naked? Hast tthouhou

eaten of the tree, whereof I commanded thee that tthouhou sshoulhoulddeestst

nnotot eateat? And the man said, The woman whom thou gavest to be

with me, she gave me of the tree, and I did eat. And the LORD

God said unto the woman, What is this that tthouhou hast done? And

the woman said, The serpent beguiled me, and I did eat. … And

unto Adam he said, Because tthouhou hasthast heahearrkkeneneded unto the voice

of thy wife, and hast eaten of the tree, of which I commanded thee,

saying, Thou shalt not eat of it: cursed is the ground ffoorr tthyhy ssakakee;

in sorrow shalt thou eat of it all the days of thy life; (emphasis
added)

Before punishing them for their sin, God made it clear
that they alone were responsible for their actions. How
could this be if God was truly the mastermind behind
their fall? If God had secretly willed and necessitated their
sin, then He could not justly blame and punish them for
that sin.

Remember that God made us in His image. If we are
truly imagers of God, then like God, our wills must be free.
In granting us free will, God revealed the true extent of
His power and sovereignty. Only a truly free and all power-
ful God could grant anyone a genuinely free will. In argu-
ing that God has given man the ability to resist God’s will
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and act contrary to it, we are not limiting God. Instead,
God chose to limit Himself. God, in His wisdom and sov-
ereignty, chose to extend some of His freedom to us.

We know that God can choose to limit Himself. We
have seen this in the life of Christ. According to Philip-
pians 2, Christ made Himself nothing, taking on the very
nature of a man and becoming obedient unto death.
Christ was God; He never lost His attributes—including
His omnipotence and sovereignty. Nevertheless, Christ
was limited. This limitation was not something that man
placed upon Him but rather something God did to Him-
self.

God has chosen to limit His own freedom by extend-
ing genuine freedom to man. We might imagine it to be
something like the maker of a board game. He fashions
the board, the pieces, and the rules. Having created and
authored every aspect of the game, he then invites another
to play it with him. Before beginning, he chooses to sub-
mit himself to play by the rules he himself had established
for the game. By doing this, he knows that he might lose
the game or struggle. Nevertheless, he deems it more
important to play by his rules than to invoke authorship
and break the rules to accomplish his will of winning the
game.

God has created a rule for Himself. He refuses to tram-
ple the free will of man. Of course, God has the power
to break this rule, but He chooses not to—even though
at times it means watching His creation fight against Him
and choose to reject Him. Nevertheless, it is more glorious
for God to will the affection and submission of men who
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choose Him than it is for Him to break His rule and force
man to comply with His will. God’s will, according to
clear Scripture, is for all men to be saved (2 Peter 3:9).
However, God does not force man to be saved, but rather,
allows man to use his God-given free will to choose salva-
tion or to reject it.

In this way of thinking, God remains all powerful. He
always has the power to compel man to do His will. God
is sovereign. God chose the rules—nobody else. However,
God is also limited. He is not limited by outside forces but
by Himself. In His goodness and holiness, we can be cer-
tain that God will always remain true to the rule He Him-
self established when He chose to give us free will.

It is only according to such thinking that we can prop-
erly explain passages such as Psalm 78:41, “Yea, they turned

back and tempted God, and limited the Holy One of Israel.”

Consider this: Which is truly more glorifying to God?

• God is unable to be sovereign and all-powerful if
man has free will.

• God, in His sovereignty, gave man free will. He
could overpower man’s will at any time, but He
chooses to use other means to win their affection
and submission.

A simple illustration might help to illuminate this idea.
If you had the power to make someone love you, would
you use that power to force that person to love you? Or,
would you rather show your love to that person so that
she could respond of her own free will and choose to love
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you—not because you forced her to, but because she chose
to? We know that forced love is not true love. God also
understands this. He was faced with this same choice, and
He chose to win man’s affection. God is not any less pow-
erful, glorious, or majestic because He allows man to have
free will and to make a free will choice.
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In his effort to exalt God’s sovereignty and power, the
Calvinist has made a serious error. By attributing every
thought, action, and event to God as the primary cause, he
has made God the ultimate cause of evil. This is the only
logical conclusion to the doctrine of Calvinism. Consider
what the Calvinist, John Feinberg, concludes:

Sometimes it would be easier not to be a Calvinist. An intel-
lectual price tag comes with any conceptual scheme, but the
one that comes with Calvinism seems beyond the resources
of human intelligence to pay. Calvinists hold views that
appear at very least counterintuitive. This is especially so
with respect to Calvinist accounts of God’s sovereign con-
trol in relation to human freedom and moral responsibility
for evil.



If Calvinists are right about divine sovereignty, there
seems to be little room for human freedom. If freedom
goes, so does human moral responsibility for sin. Worst of
all, if Calvinists are right, it appears that God decides that
there will be sin and evil in our world, maybe even brings it
about that there is such evil, and yet, according to Calvin-
ists, is not morally responsible for any of it. We are.

If this is Calvinism’s God, Calvinism seems not only
intellectually but also religiously bankrupt. Who would
worship this God?1

Scripture teaches that God hates the idea that He is
responsible for sin. Revelation 2:15 states, “So hast thou also

them that hold the doctrine of the Nicolaitans, which thing I

hate.” According to Brown’s Dictionary of the Bible, the Nico-
laitans “imputed their wickedness to God as the cause
…”2 Man errs when he lays the responsibility for his sin at
God’s doorstep.

Calvinists and the Nicolaitans have very different sys-
tems of belief. Nevertheless, they both conclude that God
is the ultimate cause of their wickedness. Jesus Christ
makes it clear in His letter to the church at Ephesus that
this is an evil doctrine. Revelation 2:16 says, “Repent; or else

I will come unto thee quickly, and will fight against them with

the sword of my mouth.”

It is interesting to note that the manner in which Jesus

1. John Feinberg, God, Freedom and Evil in Calvinist Thinking, Source:
Bryson, The Dark Side of Calvinism, 17.

2. Bron, A Dictionary of the Holy Bible, 365.
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will fight against this doctrine is with the sword of His
mouth. In other words, Jesus will use His Word—the
Bible—to refute this doctrine. Proper biblical interpreta-
tion will never lead a person to believe any doctrine which
necessitates that God be responsible for his sin.

Calvinism is nothing more than man’s philosophy.
Paul reminds us in Galatians 1:11–12 that the true gospel
message is not the result of man’s thinking, “But I certify

you, brethren, that the gospel which was preached of me is not

after man. For I neither received it of man, neither was I taught

it, but by the revelation of Jesus Christ.” This is the true dan-
ger of Calvinism. Ultimately, its errors stretch beyond the
question of sin and into the gospel message itself.

Calvinism teaches that man is dead in his trespasses
and sins. Because of this, he is incapable of understanding
the truth of the gospel, doing good, or even seeking after
God. However, God has chosen a select group of individu-
als called the elect. For these people, God regenerates their
spirit, substitutes a good will from Himself, provides them
with faith, and effectually saves their soul.3 It was only for
those chosen individuals that Jesus died on the cross, and
it is only those elect who will experience salvation.4 All
others are left to remain in their depravity without hope of
salvation. In fact, they were born unto this fate.*5 Calvin-

3. “[T]he Lord both corrects, or rather destroys, our depraved will, and also
substitutes a good will from himself.” (Calvin, Institutes of the Christian Reli-

gion, Book I, Ch. 3, Sect. 7.)
4. Piper, Sermon Series on Hebrews, 1996.
5. “Now, since the arrangement of all things is in the hand of God, since to

Him belongs the disposal of life and death, He arranges all things by His sov-
ereign counsel, in such a way that individuals are born, who are doomed
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ists believe that God is capable of saving all mankind, but
He chooses instead to only save some because of the “kind
intention of His will.”6

This is different from the gospel message that Jesus
declared in Revelation 22:17, “And the Spirit and the bride say,

Come. And let him that heareth say, Come. And let him that

is athirst come. And whosoever will, let him take the water of

life freely.” Jesus does not place any restrictions on who is
capable of partaking in the salvation He freely offers to all
mankind.

from the womb to certain death, and are to glorify Him by their destruction.”
(Calvin, Institutes of the Christian Religion, c. 23, Sect. 6.)

6. Dave Hunt, Debating Calvinism, 51.
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The reality is that we alone are to blame for our sin. Make
no mistake about it, we are all sinners held responsible
by God for our own sin. Romans 3:23 states, “For all have

sinned, and come short of the glory of God.” The word “sin” lit-
erally means “to miss the mark.”1 It is not now, and never
has been, God’s will that we sin. Sin is our missing the
mark, or falling short, of what God intends for our lives.
It is acting in a manner which is contrary to the will and
character of God.

The result of our sin is spiritual death. Romans 6:23
tells us, “The wages of sin is death; but the gift of God is eternal

life through Jesus Christ our Lord.” Fortunately, this verse

1. “Sin,” Strong’s #264, Strong’s Exhaustive Concordance, 10.
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does not conclude by simply informing us of the conse-
quence of our sin. Instead, it announces a wonderful alter-
native. We do not need to remain in our sin, but can
receive the free gift of eternal life.

John 3:16 tells us, “For God so loved the world, that He gave

His only begotten Son, that whosoever believeth in Him should

not perish, but have everlasting life.” God sent His Son, the
Lord Jesus Christ, to die on the cross as the payment for
our sin. Jesus Christ died to save us from our sin. He took
the penalty for our sin upon Himself so that, believing in
Him, we can have eternal life. All we need to do is believe
on Him.

John 3:16 makes it perfectly clear that Jesus Christ died
on the cross for everyone. Salvation is made available to
any person who is willing to accept His free gift. The apos-
tle John clarified that he did indeed mean that Jesus died
for the entire world—all people everywhere—when he
wrote 1 John 2:2 stating, “And [Jesus Christ] is the propitiation

for our sins: and not for ours only, but also for the sins of the

whole world.”

Jesus Christ offers us a free gift. He has done all the
work for us to be saved. Jesus has made a way for sinful
men to be saved. Without Christ, man’s sin will take him
to hell, and ultimately the lake of fire (Luke 16:22–31). Rev-
elation 20:15, “And whosoever was not found written in the book

of life was cast into the lake of fire.” However, man does not
have to spend eternity in the lake of fire separated from
God.

Jesus Christ left the glory of heaven to come to earth
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to suffer and die for the sins of all mankind. Jesus Christ
lived a sinless life, died on the cross as the payment for our
sin, was buried in a tomb, and on the third day rose again
victorious over death, hell, and the grave—proving to us
that as He lives again, so we, by faith in Him, will also live
again.

Jesus makes Himself known to us and reaches out to us
with the gift of salvation. The Holy Spirit of God, through
the Word of God, touches man’s heart to convince him
that the message of salvation is true, but man must make
the final decision to receive Jesus Christ as his Savior. God
offers man the free gift of eternal life, but man must use
the free will that God has given him to choose to receive
that gift. Jesus has done all the work of salvation. The only
thing left is for us to accept it.

Romans 10:9–13 makes it clear how a person can be
saved:

That if thou shalt confess with thy mouth the Lord Jesus, and shalt

believe in thine heart that God hath raised him from the dead,

thou shalt be saved. For with the heart man believeth unto right-

eousness; and with the mouth confession is made unto salvation.

For the scripture saith, Whosoever believeth on him shall not be

ashamed. For there is no difference between the Jew and the Greek:

for the same Lord over all is rich unto all that call upon him. For

whosoever shall call upon the name of the Lord shall be saved.

The call to repentance and faith in Jesus Christ is made
to all people. Acts 17:30, “And the times of this ignorance God

winked at; but now commandeth all men every where to repent:”
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Believing that he is a sinner, condemned to and deserving
of hell, man must choose of his own free will to turn in
repentance to the Lord Jesus Christ to receive Him as the
Savior of his soul. From the heart, man can pray a simple
prayer of faith to receive the precious and wonderful gift
of salvation:

Dear Jesus,

I know that I am a sinner and I believe that my sin will

take my soul to hell. I also believe that you love me and died

for me. You paid for my sin when you died on the cross. I

believe that you rose from the grave. I repent of my sin and

want to receive your free gift of salvation. I am sorry for my

sin, and I ask you right now to come into my heart to save

me. I thank you for loving me so much that you would die

for me, and I thank you for saving my soul. In Jesus name I

pray. Amen.
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The natural conclusion of the Calvinist doctrine of pre-
destination is that God must be the author of sin. In
review:

1) The Westminster Confession of Faith plainly states
that God, by His own will, binds, orders, and governs
angels and man to sin.

2) The argument of second causes is unscriptural,
and therefore invalid. 2 Samuel chapters 11 and 12
reveal that the primary cause of sin is still held
accountable.

3) If God foreknows because He foreordains, then
God is responsible for ordaining the fall of man into
sin.

4) According to Micah 2:1, if God created sin,
then God must be a sinner.

5) Isaiah 45:19 states that God does not possess a
revealed will and a secret or permissive will.
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6) If God decreed all things in eternity past, then
God decreed sin and the fall of man.

7) Calvinist logic does not work. The Calvinist
consistently arrives at conclusions that do not follow
from his premises.

8) Calvinism is a philosophy based more on the
writings of man than on the Scriptural teachings of
the Bible.
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