
Scriptures and Doctrine :: Rom 6:1

Rom 6:1 - posted by imnowhere, on: 2009/12/9 16:27
Romans 6:1

What kind of gospel do you have to teach to have this kind of response?

Would Finney have received the same response as Paul?  Spurgeon?

(We all know it's the wrong assumption and not what Paul taught, but an interesting response to Paul's gospel. Would yo
u get the same objection as Paul did?)

Re: Rom 6:1, on: 2009/12/9 16:36
This was a false accusation, not a logical accusation. Paul's undersanding of grace was not a license to sin, but actually 
that we should not sin because we are under grace.

Paul knew that people might misundersatnd what he meant by saying that we are not under the law. He knew people mi
ght think that he was talking about our obligation to the moral law, which is why he corrected this by saying that sin shall 
not have dominion over you.

Re: , on: 2009/12/9 16:39
The modern lawless Gospel contradicts these passages:

* Everyone who is sinning is under GodÂ’s wrath (Rom. 1:18; 2:8-9; Eph. 5:6; Co. 3:6). 

* God will not allow anyone who is still sinning into Heaven (Matt. 13:41-42; Rev. 21:27; 22:15). 

* The sin must stop before we die (Rev. 22:11). 

* Only those who are obedient to GodÂ’s commandments will be allowed into Heaven (Matt. 7:21; 1 Cor. 6:9; Rev. 22:14
). 

* Men must give up their sins, or forsake their sins (repent) in order to be forgiven (Eze. 33:11; Isa. 55:7; Prov. 28:13; 2 
Pet. 3:9).

The modern lawless Gospel turns God's grace into a license to sin (Jude 1:4). True grace teaches us to live holy (Titus 2
:11)

The truth is according to godliness (Titus 1:1). The doctrine which is of God is according to godliness (1 Tim. 6:3). False 
doctrine tends to a life of sinning.

Re:  - posted by imnowhere, on: 2009/12/9 16:45
Do the Ezekiel and Isaiah verses you quoted pertain to backsliding Israel or unbelievers hearing the gospel for the first ti
me?

Also, explain 'lawless gospel' and how the saving gospel contains the law?
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Re:  - posted by imnowhere, on: 2009/12/9 16:48
I found a number of commentators found even this question repulsive, but others believe Paul himself put it forward to a
nswer the foremost and pre eminent question that would arise from a gospel of grace instead of law (old covenant), as t
his is the first question Paul fields concerning his doctrine of the gospel (aside from a passive one in Romans 4.  Also no
teworthy is that this question is penned exactly the same as the one in Romans 9 that is a legitamite question that Paul 
answers)

Douglas Moo's commentary on Romans is noteworthy (found online re Romans 6.  I think he works with D A Carson)

Re: Rom 6:1 - posted by twayneb (), on: 2009/12/9 16:51
If you look carefully at what proceeded this statement in the letter to the Romans, you find Paul teaching very strongly o
n the grace of God.  He makes the point over and over again that works cannot earn us relationship with or right standin
g in God's eyes.  In fact, he teaches the message of the grace of God so strongly that he has to balance it lest he be mis
understood.  Ignore chapter divisions.  They were placed so that we can easily find our way around.  They were placed 
where someone thought it logical to place them.  Read chapter five and into chapter 6 without paying attention to them.  
Paul says, its all by grace, not by works.  It is a free gift, not earned....What shall we say then (referring to everything he 
has just taught), shall we continue in sin that grace may abound?  Since it is the grace of God and not our adherence to l
aw, can we just keep sinning and trust in grace?  God forbid!  It is by grace, but when we are born again we die to sin an
d are made alive unto Christ.  We have been transformed.  No longer is there in us the desire to continue in sin.  How ca
n a dead man continue living his old life?  

So it is a gospel of the "almost too good to be true" news of God's grace shed abroad to us that would elicit a response t
hat invokes this kind of statement.

If we really teach the grace of God for salvation the way Paul did, instead of the dead religious adherence to laws, rites, 
and form, we would need to respond to the same question that Paul responded to.  

Re:  - posted by tjservant (), on: 2009/12/9 16:56

Quote:
-------------------------If we really teach the grace of God for salvation the way Paul did, instead of the dead religious adherence to laws, rites, and form, w
e would need to respond to the same question that Paul responded to.
-------------------------

You nailed it brother.  :-) 

Re:  - posted by imnowhere, on: 2009/12/9 16:58
.
Quote:
-------------------------If we really teach the grace of God for salvation the way Paul did, instead of the dead religious adherence to laws, rites, and form, w
e would need to respond to the same question that Paul responded to. 
-------------------------

I think that's an excellent reply.  No one questions that the allusion made by the question is dead wrong, but the fact that
Paul's gospel illicits such a question speaks volumes about how Paul went about it and the doctrine he taught.  

The statement 'lawless gospel' would have been a great compliment to Paul.

Tit 3:5  Not by works of righteousness which we have done, but according to his mercy he saved us, by the washing of r
egeneration, and renewing of the Holy Ghost;
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Re: , on: 2009/12/9 17:17
By "lawless Gospel" I meant the false Gospel that says you don't need to forsake your sins to be saved. 

It is true that no amount of obedience can ever earn salvation. The idea that we can be justified by works of the law is a f
alse Gospel. But likewise, the idea that we don't need to give up our sins (repent) in order to be forgiven is also a false G
ospel. We are not saved by our obedience, but we must change our mind about living a disobedient life in order to be sa
ved.

The Gospel that the prophets preached, John the Baptist preached, Jesus Christ preached, the Apostles preached, all in
cluded repentance. A lawless Gospel says that you can be saved while continuing in your sins. God promises wrath for t
hose who continue in their sins. God promises mercy to those who give up their sins.

Justification by grace through faith means that we are undeservingly forgiven by an obedient working faith. We are not ju
stified by dead faith, but by true faith. True faith purifies the heart, sanctifies us, works by love, overcomes the world, and
obeys God.

Re:  - posted by twayneb (), on: 2009/12/9 17:39

Quote:
-------------------------By "lawless Gospel" I meant the false Gospel that says you don't need to forsake your sins to be saved.  It is true that no amount of 
obedience can ever earn salvation. The idea that we can be justified by works of the law is a false Gospel. But likewise, the idea that we don't need to 
give up our sins (repent) in order to be forgiven is also a false Gospel. We are not saved by our obedience, but we must change our mind about living 
a disobedient life in order to be saved.  The Gospel that the prophets preached, John the Baptist preached, Jesus Christ preached, the Apostles preac
hed, all included repentance. A lawless Gospel says that you can be saved while continuing in your sins. God promises wrath for those who continue i
n their sins. God promises mercy to those who give up their sins.  Justification by grace through faith means that we are undeservingly forgiven by an 
obedient working faith. We are not justified by dead faith, but by true faith. True faith purifies the heart, sanctifies us, works by love, overcomes the wor
ld, and obeys God.
-------------------------

Brother, I don't think anyone would argue that repentance is not necessary for salvation.  Scripture makes that very clear
.  

The term "lawless gospel" means that we are saved outside of the law.  i.e., it is not in keeping the law that we become r
ight with God, it is in receiving the sacrifice of Christ for atonement for our sins.  

We are not saved by faith.  We are saved by grace, through faith.  It is God's grace by which we obtain salvation.  Faith i
s the vehicle through which we receive His grace.  It is our positive response to trust in and receive what God has alread
y provided.  For by grace are we saved through faith...

Re:  - posted by imnowhere, on: 2009/12/9 17:40

Quote:
-------------------------By "lawless Gospel" I meant the false Gospel that says you don't need to forsake your sins to be saved. 
-------------------------

Is forsaking your sins what saves you?  Or what Christ did on the cross that saves you?

By reading the rest of chpt 6, I see Paul exhorting the church to put sins behind them because of their position in Christ, 
not to get saved in the first place. 

I agree they go together, but there is most definitey an order, and justification comes before sanctification.  One is the re
ason for the other.
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Those that confuse this will never hear the response that Paul did.

Re:  - posted by roaringlamb (), on: 2009/12/9 18:14

Quote:
-------------------------The Gospel that the prophets preached, John the Baptist preached, Jesus Christ preached, the Apostles preached, all included rep
entance
-------------------------

Soo, the "good news" declared by them all was that man had to forsake his sin in order to be saved?

"7 Know then that it is those of faith who are the sons of Abraham. 8 And the Scripture, foreseeing that God would justify
the Gentiles by faith, preached the gospel beforehand to Abraham, saying, Â“In you shall all the nations be blessed.Â” 
9 So then, those who are of faith are blessed along with Abraham, the man of faith." Galatians 3

You are trying to make the Gospel into a new law. Which none of the people you mentioned ever did!

Here is the Gospel-

"1 Now I would remind you, brothers, of the gospel I preached to you, which you received, in which you stand, 2 and by 
which you are being saved, if you hold fast to the word I preached to youÂ—unless you believed in vain.3 For I delivered
to you as of first importance what I also received: that Christ died for our sins in accordance with the Scriptures, 4 that h
e was buried, that he was raised on the third day in accordance with the Scriptures..." 1 Corinthians 15

Re: , on: 2009/12/9 20:37
John the Baptist preached a "baptism of repentance for the remission of sins". That means that before our penalty is re
mitted, we must forsake our sins.

The problem with the Antinomian Gospel is that is fails to distinguish between "justification by works of the law" and "rep
entance for the remission of sins". 

Justification by works of the law is trying to earn your salvation by obeying laws. Repentance for the remission of sins is 
when you give up your sins so that God can pardon you by His grace and mercy. 

We are saved by God's mercy upon condition of atonement, repentance, and faith. God will not extend His mercy unless
the conditions of atonement, repentance, and faith are first met. 

God cannot wisely set aside our penalty (forgiveness) unless there is an atonement (a substitute for penalty) a change o
f mind about sinning (repentance) and an obedient trust (faith). It would be unsafe for God to simply forgive man. Theref
ore these conditions must be met first. God cannot simply forgive those who remain in their sins, who continue in their di
sobedience. Just as God has good reasons for requiring the atonement, and He cannot forgive without an atonement, s
o also God has good reasons for requiring repentance, and He cannot forgive without man's repentance.

Re:  - posted by Leo_Grace, on: 2009/12/9 22:28
The Arminian,

Quote:
-------------------------God will not extend His mercy unless the conditions of atonement, repentance, and faith are first met. God cannot wisely set aside 
our penalty (forgiveness) unless there is an atonement (a substitute for penalty) a change of mind about sinning (repentance) and an obedient trust (fai
th). It would be unsafe for God to simply forgive man. Therefore these conditions must be met first. God cannot simply forgive those who remain in thei
r sins, who continue in their disobedience. Just as God has good reasons for requiring the atonement, and He cannot forgive without an atonement, so
also God has good reasons for requiring repentance, and He cannot forgive without man's repentance.
-------------------------
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There are so many "God will not"s and "God cannot"s in your post that I cannot help but wonder whether you truly know 
the mind of God, or you are deceiving yourself that you do.

Isa 55:8-9 Â“For my thoughts are not your thoughts, neither are your ways my ways,Â” declares the LORD. Â“As the he
avens are higher than the earth, so are my ways higher than your ways and my thoughts than your thoughts."

Isa 40:13-14 "Who has understood the mind of the LORD, or instructed him as his counselor? Whom did the LORD cons
ult to enlighten him, and who taught him the right way? Who was it that taught him knowledge or showed him the path of
understanding?" 

I think you presume too much about your knowledge of God. That is a dangerous thing, and you should carefully consid
er your ways.

Re: , on: 2009/12/10 2:21

Quote:
-------------------------There are so many "God will not"s and "God cannot"s in your post that I cannot help but wonder whether you truly know the mind of
God, or you are deceiving yourself that you do. 
-------------------------

Are you saying that the God of the Bible can forgive men without an atonement? The Bible says without the shedding of 
blood, there is no remission of sins.

Are you saying that God can forgive men without repentance? The Bible says repent for the remission of sins.

God cannot, consistent with His wisdom and goodness, forgive men without repentance and an atonement,

Quote:
-------------------------Isa 55:8-9 Â“For my thoughts are not your thoughts, neither are your ways my ways,Â” declares the LORD. Â“As the heavens are hi
gher than the earth, so are my ways higher than your ways and my thoughts than your thoughts."
-------------------------

I think you are misunderstanding this verse. In context it is talking about the wicked forsaking his way and the unrighteou
s man forsaking his thoughts "for my thoughts are not your thoughts, neither are you ways my ways". In other words, Go
d's ways are not wicked, God's thoughts are not unrighteous. That is what this verse is saying. "Let the wicked forsake hi
s way and the unrighteous man his thoughts... for my thoughts are not your thoughts and your ways ar enot my ways..." 

This verse doesn't mean that we can't understand God, or that we can't know His mind, or that we can't see His reasonin
g. It is to twist the meaning of that verse  and take it out of context to use it that way.

Re:  - posted by Leo_Grace, on: 2009/12/10 3:16

Quote:
-------------------------I think you are misunderstanding this verse. In context it is talking about the wicked forsaking his way and the unrighteous man fors
aking his thoughts "for my thoughts are not your thoughts, neither are you ways my ways".
-------------------------

There is no misunderstanding here. God is calling the wicked to repent - in particular, he is calling the wicked who think t
hey are capable of thinking and reasoning at the same level as God to repent. An example of such a person would be so
meone who presumes to know what God will not do, or what God cannot do.

Quote:
-------------------------This verse doesn't mean that we can't understand God, or that we can't know His mind, or that we can't see His reasoning.
-------------------------
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That is exactly what it means - no one can truly understand Gods' thoughts - but there are some prideful people who thin
k they can, and they speak as if they do. Read Job 38:2-39:30 and then tell God that you understand him and that you k
now his mind.

Re:  - posted by imnowhere, on: 2009/12/10 11:32

Quote:
-------------------------Isa 55:8-9 Â“For my thoughts are not your thoughts, neither are your ways my ways,Â” declares the LORD. Â“As the heavens are hi
gher than the earth, so are my ways higher than your ways and my thoughts than your thoughts."

I think you are misunderstanding this verse. In context it is talking about the wicked forsaking his way and the unrighteous man forsaking his thoughts "
for my thoughts are not your thoughts, neither are you ways my ways". In other words, God's ways are not wicked, God's thoughts are not unrighteous
. That is what this verse is saying. "Let the wicked forsake his way and the unrighteous man his thoughts... for my thoughts are not your thoughts and y
our ways ar enot my ways..." 

This verse doesn't mean that we can't understand God, or that we can't know His mind, or that we can't see His reasoning. It is to twist the meaning of 
that verse and take it out of context to use it that way.
-------------------------

Actually I believe you're both mistaken.
Look at the context.  This is one of the most mis-quoted verses in the bible.

In this passage, God implores the backslider to come back to Him, He says...

Is 55:6 Â¶  Seek ye the LORD while he may be found, call ye upon him while he is near:
7  Let the wicked forsake his way, and the unrighteous man his thoughts: and let him return unto the LORD, and he will 
have mercy upon him; and to our God, for he will abundantly pardon.
8  For my thoughts are not your thoughts, neither are your ways my ways, saith the LORD.
9  For as the heavens are higher than the earth, so are my ways higher than your ways, and my thoughts than your thou
ghts.

What God is saying is this:  Forsake your wicked ways and return unto me, and I will have mercy and grant you an abun
dant pardon.  WHY?  HOW CAN WE KNOW GOD WILL RECEIVE US BACK?

"BECAUSE MY WAYS AREN'T YOUR WAYS..."

Mankind don't naturally lean towards 'free grace'.  We aren't like God.

Since seeing this passage in it's correct light, it's become to me one of the most encouraging verses in the bible.  God is 
telling us, "I'm not like you.  I'll readily show mercy and an abundant pardon if you only come back."  

We aren't nearly as gracious.  We want our 'pound of flesh'.   Not so with God.

To twist this passage to show God angrily demanding righteousness before taking us to Himself is the most gross error.

God is not like us.  His thoughts are not ours.  His ways are higher.  Much higher.

He will show mercy.  He will pardon abundantly.

Paul understood this grace well.  That's why he had to answer the question in Romans 6:1.

Jer 3:12  Go and proclaim these words toward the north, and say, Return, thou backsliding Israel, saith the LORD; and I 
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will not cause mine anger to fall upon you: for I am merciful, saith the LORD, and I will not keep anger for ever.

Re: Rom 6:1, on: 2009/12/12 6:07
Hi imnowhere,

I've joined the thread because in an earlier post you stated emphatically: 
Quote:
-------------------------and justification comes before sanctification
-------------------------
and I thought 'now that's definitely open to discussion!' and carried on reading.

Then I came to your last post, in which you stated (as if it were God speaking) :
Quote:
-------------------------I'll readily show mercy and an abundant pardon if you only come back." 
-------------------------
So.... my 2c is that 'sanctification' is the act of setting oneself apart unto God... like, the act of returning you described, a
nd, God showing mercy, is how they are 'justified' - because in the Old Testament God was the God of Calvary - that's h
ow He was able to forgive sin - even through Calvary had not occurred yet.

So... which is it?  Justification first, or sanctification?  You've aligned yourself with both, in your last and second last post.

Sorry.  Couldn't resist challenging you...  ;-) 

Re: , on: 2009/12/12 9:06

Quote:
-------------------------that's how He was able to forgive sin
-------------------------
There was no forgiveness of sins per se, they were only covered by a temporary substitute of the blood of animals. Thes
e were the sins that Christ made atonement for and then there were those sins that had no atonement for because of re
bellion in the house of Israel. So when Christ came, the sins of Israel was very great, no wonder it is said that the "axe la
y at the root of the tree". In mercy God came on the scene to get rid of the debt that Israel owed. (plus our own). Hebrew
s 10

Thanks for your post, this has really stirred something in me regarding this subject that I never knew before.

Re: Rom 6:1, on: 2009/12/12 9:31

Quote:
-------------------------There was no forgiveness of sins per se, they were only covered by a temporary substitute of the blood of animals. 
-------------------------
I know (about the covering of sins by the blood of animals).  But there was forgiveness, because the Bible says there wa
s.

Lev 4:20, 26, 31, 35 etc

But this is interesting: Psa 32:1, Psa 85:2,  Psa 130:4.

My point is... as an example, Matt 9:2 - before the cross?

Quote:
-------------------------These were the sins that Christ made atonement for 
-------------------------
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Christ made atonement for all sins.
Quote:
-------------------------and then there were those sins that had no atonement for because of rebellion in the house of Israel.
-------------------------
The reason Israel did not experience forgiveness, was not that lack of atonement, but their lack of repentance.
Quote:
-------------------------So when Christ came, the sins of Israel was very great,
-------------------------
But God didn't come for Israel only.  He had 'other sheep' to call. (John 10)
Quote:
-------------------------no wonder it is said that the "axe lay at the root of the tree". 
-------------------------
I'm not sure why you're picking on Israel.  That axe is laid to the 'tree' of the knowledge of good and evil in everyone who
identifies properly with Christ's death.  This doesn't include unbelievers, whether Jewish or Gentile.  Matt 3:10, Luke 3:9.
 Notice too, that John the Baptist actually said 'trees': that's us - but just one root: Adam.
Quote:
-------------------------These were the sins that Christ made atonement for
-------------------------
Joshua 3:16  That the waters which came down from above stood  rose up upon an heap very far from the city Adam, th
at  beside Zaretan: and those that came down toward the sea of the plain,  the salt sea, failed,  were cut off: and the peo
ple passed over right against Jericho.  

(My understanding of the reference to the city of Adam, is, that the waters piled up to way way beyond Adam.  In other w
ords, our father Adam was included in the deliverance.)

Now, I'll be interested in what you make of the sins being covered, but the transgression, or the iniquity, being 'forgiven'.

Re:  - posted by imnowhere, on: 2009/12/12 10:28

Quote:
-------------------------So... which is it? Justification first, or sanctification? You've aligned yourself with both, in your last and second last post.

Sorry. Couldn't resist challenging you...  
-------------------------

I guess the short answer is that how God in His omniscience forgives, ie... 'Rev 13:8, Rev 17:8'.
from before, knowing what he will do in the future (Rom 3:25).

You make a good question based on my post, but the bible says it's Christ that saved us with the shedding of his blood a
t Calvary.

On the other hand, many times in the bible He calls us to turn to Him to be saved.  It doesn't change what saves us, just 
that the order we experience things isn't the order that God legally saves us in.

Make sense?

ps:  There's also the point of whether its someone who's backslidden and is coming back to the Lord or whether it's som
eone hearing the gospel for the first time (diff between Is 55 and some NT verses).

But to say otherwise that Sanctification comes first is nothing other than works salvation.
I think it's more, in answer to your question, a matter of how salvation actually happened (atonement etc) and how God c
alls us to enter into it (repentance, faith etc).
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Re: Rom 6:1, on: 2009/12/12 12:02

Quote:
-------------------------On the other hand
-------------------------
Hi brother, 
You can't have it both ways!  (;-))  Your reply is no clearer than the two posts on which I commented.

I say, there is an order, and, sanctification (the act of setting oneself apart to God) first is not works.  For, if turning to Go
d is works, than no-one can be saved.  Methinks this is a theological non-starter.

Re:  - posted by Miccah (), on: 2009/12/12 13:18

Alive-to-God wrote:

Quote:
-------------------------Methinks this is a theological non-starter.
-------------------------

I would agree and go even further and say that the whole Cal/Arm debate is a non-starter.

Re: , on: 2009/12/12 14:50

I give up! 8-) 

Re: Rom 6:1, on: 2009/12/12 15:42
Miccah wrote:

Quote:
-------------------------I would agree and go even further and say that the whole Cal/Arm debate is a non-starter.
-------------------------
Ah... I didn't mean to stir that up at all.

In fact, after my last post, I was wondering whether to ask imnowhere to look at the thread on Rom 10:17, for its superbl
y clear testimonies of God speaking to brethren before they were born again.

Partly my desire here, is to point out that man turning to God - whether for the first, middle or last time - is a response to 
Him.  He loved us first.

In whatever way we respond affirmatively to His drawings or conscious word to us, we are setting ourselves apart to Him
by that act of response, and according to the honesty of our response, He declares us justified or not.  

1 John 4:19;  Luke 18:13 And the publican, standing afar off, would not lift up so much as his eyes unto heaven, but smo
te upon his breast, saying, God be merciful to me a sinner.   14 I tell you, this man went down to his house justified rathe
r than the other: for every one that exalteth himself shall be abased; and he that humbleth himself shall be exalted. 

How did the first man know he was such a sinner?  Because he was looking for God, to God and at God, and finding Hi
m, saw how far short he fell.  The other man was looking at himself.

Page 9/35



Scriptures and Doctrine :: Rom 6:1

Re:  - posted by imnowhere, on: 2009/12/12 18:07

Quote:
------------------------- and according to the honesty of our response, He declares us justified or not. 
-------------------------

That's Cal/Arm type thing, and though I enjoy the theological debate, I think it's been hammered through pretty good alre
ady.

But to answer, I'm not trying to have it two ways, I'm just acknowledging that there's two parties involved.  

God does what He does, and that is saving the lost.

We do what we do, and that is responding to the salvific work of God.

So, though my returning doesn't procure my salvation (Christ dying for me did), I nonetheless have to respond to His call
to be saved; not to procure it, but to enter into it.

It's basically a hypothetical question:  Could the elect of God be saved if they never believed?  The answer is no, not bec
ause they never did the 'work' of believing to save themselves, but because those that God saves will come to Him  (Jo
hn 6:37)

Would someone you share the gospel with ever ask the question asked of Paul in Rom 6:1 based on how you deliver it?
 It's been a good question to ask oneself I think.

Quote:
-------------------------How did the first man know he was such a sinner? Because he was looking for God, to God and at God, and finding Him, saw how f
ar short he fell. The other man was looking at himself.
-------------------------

Exactly right.  But it is by the grace of God that he was able to see.  Without being born again, we can't even see the kin
gdom of God.

BTW, good dialogue

Re: Rom 6:1, on: 2009/12/12 19:43
Yeah, it is good!

Quote:
-------------------------That's Cal/Arm type thing
-------------------------
Nothing that I'm offering to this discussion, is being written from that perspective.  Every time I hear/read that type of disc
ussion, I switch off, because neither party is making sense by then.  The further either 'side' veers off the whole counsel 
of God, the less sense they make.

Quote:
-------------------------But to answer, I'm not trying to have it two ways, I'm just acknowledging that there's two parties involved. 
-------------------------
That's not the way it reads to me.  You seem to have 'work' firmly in your mind - whereas God is looking for voluntary rel
ationship.
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Quote:
-------------------------God does what He does, and that is saving the lost.
-------------------------
But they're not lost by the time He actually saves them.
Quote:
-------------------------We do what we do, and that is responding to the salvific work of God.
-------------------------
Now I'm going to show my utter ignorance: please explain in different words what you mean by 'and that is responding to
the salvific work of God'.  Thanks.
Quote:
-------------------------So, though my returning doesn't procure my salvation (Christ dying for me did)
-------------------------
Well, your returning wouldn't procure your salvation unless Christ had already died, but, that's not quite what you've writt
en.  Christ procured the possibility of salvation for everyone.
Quote:
-------------------------I nonetheless have to respond to His call to be saved; not to procure it, but to enter into it.
-------------------------
I agree with this statement.  :-D  
Quote:
-------------------------but because those that God saves will come to Him
-------------------------
Don't you mean 'but because those who come to God, He will save'?  That's what your verse (John 6:37) is saying, actu
ally.
Quote:
-------------------------Would someone you share the gospel with ever ask the question asked of Paul in Rom 6:1 based on how you deliver it? It's been a 
good question to ask oneself I think.
-------------------------
I'm not quite sure what you mean, here, because when Paul asked Rom 6:1, it was rhetorical, and designed in the classi
cal style of debating, to give him a handcarved window of opportunity to unpick the false doctrine going around.
Quote:
-------------------------But it is by the grace of God that he was able to see
-------------------------
True.
Quote:
-------------------------Without being born again, we can't even see the kingdom of God.
-------------------------
As long as you aren't saying he couldn't receive the grace of God until after he was born again.  And, as long as you are
n't saying he couldn't seek God until after he was born again.  And, as long as you aren't saying he couldn't hear God un
til after he was born again.

I look forward to your clarifications. :-)

Re:  - posted by imnowhere, on: 2009/12/13 0:32

Quote:
-------------------------But they're not lost by the time He actually saves them.
-------------------------

Then He's not really saving them is He?   :-) 

Quote:
-------------------------Now I'm going to show my utter ignorance: please explain in different words what you mean by 'and that is responding to the salvific
work of God'. Thanks.
-------------------------

Our theology differs.  I believe that God saves man through the atonement (not possible but actual.  No one whom Chris
t has paid the sins of will ever be punished the second time for the same sins in hell.  As Charles Spurgeon said, this is t
he worst heresy that has ever crept into the church) and gives him the gift of faith (Phil 1:29) and the gift of repentance (
2 Tim 2:25) and brings him (John 6:44) to Himself.  
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Quote:
-------------------------Christ procured the possibility of salvation for everyone.
-------------------------

We disagree, but I do understand where you're coming from.  I believe when Christ died and took upon himself our trans
gressions and paid our penalty, that is it, we are justified before God.  The only thing remaining is for God to 'draw' (John
6:44, James 2:6 is the same word) us to Himself.

Quote:
-------------------------Don't you mean 'but because those who come to God, He will save'? That's what your verse (John 6:37) is saying, actually.
-------------------------

A simple look at the structure of the verse shows that it is the giving of the church to Christ that is the effective part, not v
ise versa (similar to John 10:26, many would say some are not of God's sheep because they don't believe, but Jesus sa
ys they don't believe because they are not of His sheep).

Quote:
-------------------------As long as you aren't saying he couldn't receive the grace of God until after he was born again. And, as long as you aren't saying he
couldn't seek God until after he was born again. And, as long as you aren't saying he couldn't hear God until after he was born again.
-------------------------

Sorry, that's what I'm saying.   :-) 

Rom 3:9  What then? are we better than they? No, in no wise: for we have before proved both Jews and Gentiles, that th
ey are all under sin;
10  As it is written, There is none righteous, no, not one:
11  There is none that understandeth, there is none that seeketh after God.
12  They are all gone out of the way, they are together become unprofitable; there is none that doeth good, no, not one.
18  There is no fear of God before their eyes. 

I don't disagree whatsoever that the points you make re our salvation that we do are absolutely neccessary and must be 
done to be saved.  I just believe that all the things we do are done because of God's work in us (Phil 2:13).

Re: Rom 6:1, on: 2009/12/14 2:40

Quote:
-------------------------But they're not lost by the time He actually saves them.

Then He's not really saving them is He? 
-------------------------
You seem to be saying that when your bus gets to the destination and you get off, you didn't know where you were goin
g when you got on. 

However, that example has its own problems, because a baby doesn't know what's going on either before or after it's bo
rn. It all gradually dawns on its understanding as it grows up. But from the parent's (God's) point of view, nothing is certai
n until it breathes in the spirit for the first time.  Because it could come to birth but not breathe.
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We are not talking about babies though, for the most part, when we are discussing the process of faith and repentance.  
And I think you are reading far too much preconceived Arminian theology into my posts, because the fact is God cannot 
save anyone against their will.  

That is why those people in the presence of Jesus, by not believing despite the faith that was being created in them ever
ytime He said something, were in a different state of unbelief than those who have never heard His word.

In fact, I'm wondering if this is what the Bible means by 'unbelief'.  I haven't studied it enough to be sure, though.  Certai
nly, from Paul's writings, the initial state of never having heard God speak, he later describes as 'ignorance' (rather than 
unbelief).  (God doesn't 'wink' at 'unbelief'.)
Quote:
-------------------------Our theology differs.
-------------------------
So I've come to see.  

Jesus said: John 10:34, 35.  This is why it is necessary for a man consciously to bow, and give up his little kingdom of fl
esh, self and sin, by being planted into the death of Christ, in order to receive resurrection life (new birth).

I believe in God's sovereignty very much, but the very fact that God left Adam free to choose to sin, shows that man's fre
e will is patterned on God's free will. (Gen 1:26,27)  Except, God hates sin.  That's His heartstate.  He would never choo
se to sin, because He loves purity and truth.  But, when it comes to a man wanting only purity and truth in his life, he has
to turn away from everything he has become.  No-one, not even God, can turn away for him.

And that's a choice God makes, which is a valid part of His 'sovereignty'.
Quote:
-------------------------No one whom Christ has paid the sins of will ever be punished the second time for the same sins in hell.
-------------------------
I've never heard of this 'heresy'.  A man has to get into Christ, though, before he will have his sins washed away in His bl
ood.
Quote:
-------------------------Christ procured the possibility of salvation for everyone.

We disagree,

-------------------------
Well, may I publickly praise God that I was evangelised by believers who believed anyone who came to Him, could be s
aved? 
Quote:
-------------------------I believe when Christ died and took upon himself our transgressions and paid our penalty, that is it, we are justified before God.
-------------------------
You are taking a great liberty with the death of Christ, by this statement.  You don't seem to give any humble reverence t
o what it was for Him to step up, and take responsibility for every sin which has or will ever occur in history; to have born
e the image of fallen man (Gen 5:3, Heb 2:14)(Please check Gen 5:1, 2 for context of 'likeness').

I acknowledge that Christ's atoning work had to come first, but we are justified by faith in Christ's atoning work. (Rom 5:1
) There is not one word in scripture, which implies that Christ did not die for everyone who will ever live.  All those verses
about having our names found to have been written in the Lamb's book of life, could (or should?) be read in the light of t
he verses in the Old Testament, about having one's name blotted out.  

He was, after all, the Lamb slain before the foundation of the world.
Quote:
-------------------------but Jesus says they don't believe because they are not of His sheep
-------------------------
I don't think this  means what you think it does.  Remember that God was the Shepherd of Israel long before Christ cam
e. His people had been referred to as 'sheep', first by David.  
Quote:
-------------------------Sorry, that's what I'm saying.
-------------------------
Then, may I, as a midwife, recommend you take pains to find a book or a person, from which or whom to learn about wh
at goes on in the womb before birth, and what happens at birth, and what happens after birth?  Because scripture is clea
r that the natural is patterned on the pre-existent spiritual, (Heb 8:2, 5) and God was very particular about the process H
e chose for procreation to occur in natural man.  By this, we learn a great deal about spiritual new birth.  God is not at all
sophisticated.
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Quote:
-------------------------I just believe that all the things we do are done because of God's work in us 
-------------------------
In a way, that is stating the obvious, but at the same time, you give so little credibility to the part man plays in receiving s
alvation, that it doesn't come over like you acknowledge the love relationship between God and man which very many p
arts of scripture picture.  

The Old Testament has a lot to offer, as do the testimonies of believers who've come through a lengthy process with Go
d, before they were sure they were born again.

Re:  - posted by imnowhere, on: 2009/12/14 11:06

Quote:
-------------------------However, that example has its own problems, because a baby doesn't know what's going on either before or after it's born. It all gra
dually dawns on its understanding as it grows up. But from the parent's (God's) point of view, nothing is certain until it breathes in the spirit for the first t
ime. Because it could come to birth but not breathe.
-------------------------

Analogies usually do fall short somewhere or other.  I believe God used the 'born again' analogy' to show many things, o
ne of them being that it was God that brought us into salvation and not us...  John 1:13

Quote:
-------------------------I believe in God's sovereignty very much, but the very fact that God left Adam free to choose to sin, shows that man's free will is pat
terned on God's free will. 
-------------------------

Except for one thing... Man's free will disappeared after he sinned and fell into slavery to sin.  Paul would not have quote
d Rom 3:10-18 for Adam before the fall, but does for 'all' those afterwards.  To say that we compare in freedom exactly t
o pre-fall Adam is very much to miss one of the most oft expressed doctrines in the bible.

Quote:
-------------------------Well, may I publickly praise God that I was evangelised by believers who believed anyone who came to Him, could be saved? 
-------------------------

I praise God for that too.  The difference between our ideas is that I see in Rom 3:11 Paul says, 'no one seeks God' as w
ell as in Rom 10:20 ' I was found of them that sought me not; I was made manifest unto them that asked not after me.'.  
Now in John 6:37 Jesus says that every single person the Father gives Him 'shall' come to Him (not maybe or hopefully)
and he says immediately after that everyone that comes to Him none will be turned away!  I believe what your evangelist
friend does insomuch that I believe that any that come to Christ can be saved, I just believe Paul and Christ when they s
ay none will come unless the Father draws them.  

Quote:
-------------------------You are taking a great liberty with the death of Christ, by this statement.
-------------------------

No, I took it right out of Is 53.
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Quote:
-------------------------I don't think this means what you think it does. Remember that God was the Shepherd of Israel long before Christ came. His people
had been referred to as 'sheep', first by David. 
-------------------------

Your answer means nothing re what the verse says.  I don't see what God as a shepherd in the OT has to do with Jesus
saying the reason they don't believe is because they aren't of his fold, not vise versa.  The verse couldn't be any plainer. 
There's no plainer way to put it.

Quote:
-------------------------In a way, that is stating the obvious, but at the same time, you give so little credibility to the part man plays in receiving salvation, th
at it doesn't come over like you acknowledge the love relationship between God and man which very many parts of scripture picture. 
-------------------------

Well, I stated that it's imperative to our salvation, so I can't give it more credibility unless I say it's the source of our salvat
ion.  And that would be a great heresy.  Christ is the source of my salvation.  At the cross he said, 'it's finished', not 'it's s
tarted'.

Yes, God won't save us against our will, but rather as David said, 'We are made willing in the day of Him power'.

God softens our hearts.  That is what the New Covenant is all about.  The 'I wills' of the New Covenant in Jer 31 and Ez 
36.  God declares he 'will' do these things in our hearts because on our own, we won't.

That is why it is called 'free grace', why it says we are 'freely justified' and why it is called an 'election of grace'.

Those were good thoughts.

Re: Rom 6:1 - posted by Logic, on: 2009/12/14 11:24

Quote:
-------------------------imnowhere wrote:
Romans 6:1

What kind of gospel do you have to teach to have this kind of response?
-------------------------
It isn't the teaching that brought about this kind of response, but what they believed before the teaching.

To put Romans 6:1 into context, Romans 5:20 Moreover the law entered, that the offense might abound. But where sin
abounded, grace did much more abound:

Romans 5:21 So that, just as sin has reigned until death, therefore, in this way might grace reign through righteousness
toward eternal life by Jesus Christ our Lord.

Paul was taking their thinking to the conclusion which they MIGHT come to after hearing what he just wrote; What shall 
we say then? shall we not obey the law because we say that we have faith; because it is not of works of the law but 
of faith that grace may abound?

They have the same theology as some now who say that there is no need to repent, because that would be a "works ba
sed salvation"

Paul rejects this theology with the next verse:
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Romans 6:2 God forbid! How shall we, that are dead to sin, live any longer in it?
Notice the play on words:
Dead to sin, live any longer in it.
 
Being dead to something is to be cut off from it.

"God forbid! How shall we, that are dead (cut off) from sin, live (have a connection with it) any longer in it?"

Paul is showing the nonsense of their conclusion; he is definitely showing that one must repent in order to receive grace 
for righteousness.

Quote:
-------------------------Would Finney have received the same response as Paul?  Spurgeon?
-------------------------
They might have received the same response from those who say that one must ONLY believe; but still live the way the
y always have.

Quote:
-------------------------(We all know it's the wrong assumption and not what Paul taught, but an interesting response to Paul's gospel. Would you get the s
ame objection as Paul did?)
-------------------------
It is wrong to you because that you know that repentance is essential to faith.
However, those the disagree would say that "if one must do something in order to be saved, it is a works based salvatio
n."

They do not take notice that repentance is the "work" of faith which makes the faith living (James Chapter 2)

Re:  - posted by imnowhere, on: 2009/12/14 12:31

Quote:
-------------------------It isn't the teaching that brought about this kind of response, but what they believed before the teaching.
-------------------------

Just wondering how you came to that conclusion?  It follows on the heels of the doctrine he just laid down and it is the fir
st objection that Paul deals with following his own teaching.  It is obviously the teaching that brought it on as they were v
ery 'law' oriented beforehand and Paul's gospel of grace is so over-the-top grace laden that it incited this opposition from
the jews.  That's like saying it wasn't Paul's teaching that brought the same type of questions in Rom 9:14,19.

Quote:
-------------------------They have the same theology as some now who say that there is no need to repent, because that would be a "works based salvatio
n"
-------------------------

Quite the opposite.  The jews had dumbed down the law into something that they believed saved them.  To say the jews
of Paul's day taught there was no need to repent is a new opinion, that's for sure.

Quote:
-------------------------However, those the disagree would say that "if one must do something in order to be saved, it is a works based salvation."
-------------------------

Depends if the 'doing' is what brings about the salvation or is in response to God's initiative.
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Our answer must stay true to all Paul says about grace.  If we merit the salvation it's not grace.  If we respond to God's 
work, it's still grace.

If God gets 'all' the glory, we're fine.

Re:  - posted by elected (), on: 2009/12/14 13:11
Anonymous:

Quote:
-------------------------Justification by grace through faith means that we are undeservingly forgiven by an obedient working faith. We are not justified by d
ead faith, but by true faith. True faith purifies the heart, sanctifies us, works by love, overcomes the world, and obeys God.
-------------------------

I think the emphasis is in the wrong place. Its true we are justified and sanctified by true faith, but faith is only a means to
salvation and our focus and emphasis should be on Jesus and his work on the cross. Jesus Christ is our wisdom, justific
ation, sanctification, redemption.

We are forgiven because Jesus shed His blood on the cross and we receive forgiveness thru faith but its grace that save
s us not faith.

What purifies the heart is the cross and the Holy Spirit but its thru faith we receive this purification.

Brother i believe you need the balance of faith and grace and of repentance and holiness. You emphasize too much one
-sided truth, the human responsibility and ability to the neglect of devine work of grace.

Keep the balance!  :-) 

Edited

Re:  - posted by Logic, on: 2009/12/14 15:52

Quote:
-------------------------imnowhere wrote:
Quote:
-------------------------It isn't the teaching that brought about this kind of response, but what they believed before the teaching.
-------------------------
Just wondering how you came to that conclusion?
-------------------------
Because they must have had a preconceived theology in order to come to the conclusion which Paul mentions in Rom 6
:1.

Quote:
-------------------------It follows on the heels of the doctrine he just laid down and it is the first objection that Paul deals with following his own teaching.
-------------------------
Yes, an objection, because they had a preconceived theology that Paul comes against in Rom 6:2 "God forbid!..."

Quote:
-------------------------It is obviously the teaching that brought it on as they were very 'law' oriented beforehand and Paul's gospel of grace is so over-the-t
op grace laden that it incited this opposition from the Jews.
-------------------------
In order for a teaching to have a reaction as they did, they must have had a preconceived theology before hand.

-------------------------
That's like saying it wasn't Paul's teaching that brought the same type of questions in Rom 9:14,19.
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-------------------------
No, it's like having a wrong theology when a good teaching is heard.
One will get objections because of a preconceived theology of the listeners.

Quote:
-------------------------
Quote:
-------------------------They have the same theology as some now who say that there is no need to repent, because that would be a "works based salvatio
n"
-------------------------
Quite the opposite.  The Jews had dumbed down the law into something that they believed saved them. To say the Jews of Paul's day taught there wa
s no need to repent is a new opinion, that's for sure.
-------------------------
Did you read my whole post, or just skim over it just to argue against it?

Why do you think that they would say "Shall we continue in sin, that grace may abound?"
If they didn't have the idea in their heads what Paul was saying in Rom 4 against works of the law?

What they thought Paul was saying is that "to him that doesn't work, but only believes on him that justifies the ungodly, his faith is counted for righteo
usness." (Rom 4:5)

They already know that sin is the transgression of the law (1 John 3:4).
However, when Paul starts to say that one must not do "works of the law, they figured that if you don't keep the law, you will be sinning.

That is why they might say in Romans 6:1 What shall we say then? Shall we continue to transgress the law (shall we not obey the law because we say
that we have faith (Rom 4:4-5). Because it is not of works of the law but of faith?), that grace may abound?"

Do you see their confusion?

Quote:
-------------------------
Quote:
-------------------------However, those that disagree would say that "if one must do something in order to be saved, it is a works based salvation."
-------------------------
Depends if the 'doing' is what brings about the salvation or is in response to God's initiative.
-------------------------
Your "doing" is responding to God in obedience.
What is obedience?
REPENTING Rom 2:4-7, 10
And keeping His commandments John 14:15, John 51:10, Rom 2:13, James 1:22, 1 John 5:2-3

Repenting from what?
Romans 2:13
from not following the MORAL law which is based in love (Matthew 22:37, John 13:34, 1 Peter 1:22) and from your own conscience (Romans 2:14-15)
.

Quote:
-------------------------Our answer must stay true to all Paul says about grace.  If we merit the salvation it's not grace.  If we respond to God's work, it's still
grace.

If God gets 'all' the glory, we're fine.
-------------------------

Duty is not meritable.
Their is no boasting in doing what your supposed to do (Luke 17:910).

Our duty is that you present your bodies a living sacrifice, holy, acceptable unto God (Rom 12:1)

Romans 6:15 What then? Shall we sin, because we are not under the law (shall we sin by not obeying the law as because we are not justified by the l
aw but by faith), but under grace? God forbid.
:16 Know you not, that to whom you yield yourselves servants to obey, his servants you are to whom you obey; whether of sin unto death, or of obedie
nce unto righteousness?
Rom 6:18 Being then made free from sin, you became the servants of righteousness.

What is righteousness?
he that does righteousness is righteous, even as he is righteous. (1 John 3:7)
In all manner of conduct, be holy as He who has called you is holy (1 Peter 1:15)

All in all, we must do something in order for our salvation to be valid; but not to earn anything, but only because we love God.
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When we do that which is our duty, it glorifies God.

Re:  - posted by imnowhere, on: 2009/12/14 17:07

Quote:
-------------------------Did you read my whole post, or just skim over it just to argue against it?
-------------------------

Yes.  I did read it all.

Re: Rom 6:1, on: 2009/12/14 21:46
Brother nowhere,

Sorry it's taken all day to get back here.  I'd like to agree with elected's comment about the one-sidedness of your
theology.  Because you keep pounding away as if you're the only person who sees God's part in our salvation, it's very
difficult to say anything you find acceptable about man's part.  You seem to assume that everytime man's part is mention
ed, automatically the writer is now discounting God's part.  This is frustrating, to say the least.  We love Him BECAUSE 
He loved us first.  Can we agree on this as the platform from which the rest of man's relationship with God springs?
Quote:
-------------------------Except for one thing... Man's free will disappeared after he sinned and fell into slavery to sin. Paul would not have quoted Rom 3:10
-18 for Adam before the fall, but does for 'all' those afterwards. To say that we compare in freedom exactly to pre-fall Adam is very much to miss one o
f the most oft expressed doctrines in the bible.
-------------------------
I didn't say it was 'exactly'.  Because you seem to believe man has no freewill at all, and that there is no process before t
he crisis of new birth, you are stuck with a very rigid, blacker than black - whiter than white interpretation of everything.

Despite Rom 3:10 - 18, there is plenty in the Old Testament to suggest that God fully expected Israel to depart from their
idolatry.  If they had been totally unable to, the Jews would have been wiped out by God long before Christ could have c
ome.  

But frequently God points out to the Jews, that it was not that He would not receive them, but that they would not return 
to Him.  Embedded in the word 'would' is the word 'wish'.  They wished to not return to Him.  Why would He have continu
ed to invite them, if He knew they were unable to repent?

Then, there are all those who were waiting for Messiah when He did come, showing again that Jews were capable of se
eking God and finding Him.

And, there were people like Legion, who may not have been Jewish (though he may have been descended from one of t
he lost tribes), who despite being so demon possessed, at the sight of Jesus 'ran and worshipped Him' (Mark 5:6).

Quote:
-------------------------I was found of them that sought me not; I was made manifest unto them that asked not after me.'
-------------------------
But these verses don't apply to the Jews.  In fact, it seems to me that a good deal of belief is a misunderstanding.
Quote:
-------------------------I just believe Paul and Christ when they say none will come unless the Father draws them. 
-------------------------
So do I.  Now, perhaps you can explain why you think this must mean that He only draws some people?  Why can it not 
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mean that He draws everyone?  (I'm serious.  Please explain.  And please don't tell me it's because most people don't g
et saved.  That answer is flawed.)

Quote:
-------------------------No, I took it right out of Is 53.
-------------------------
If you have, then you I hope you will not mind my saying that you sound a bit cocky about Christ's death, considering the
content of Isa 53.

From your earlier post

Quote:
-------------------------A simple look at the structure of the verse shows that it is the giving of the church to Christ that is the effective part, not vise versa (
similar to John 10:26, many would say some are not of God's sheep because they don't believe, but Jesus says they don't believe because they are n
ot of His sheep).
-------------------------
Have you looked at John 6:45 in context, and wondered what 'all' might mean?

Regarding the having of saving faith, you need to understand Rom 10:17 properly, you to see what Jesus means when 
He talks about His sheep hearing His voice.  

There is more to hearing than having sound waves beat on an eardrum.  'Hear', is more like what Jesus used to say her
e: Luke 9:44.  Okay.  Let me put it this way.  I believe when Jesus calls the people who 'hear' His voice 'sheep', it is in th
e same manner as Paul describes here: 1 Cor 1:28 And base things of the world, and things which are despised, hath G
od chosen, , and things which are not, to bring to nought things that are: .  

This is the explanation from the verses you quoted from Isa, which refer to the Gentiles finding Him without having soug
ht Him - which is about Him finding them, when John 10 is included.  On the face of this last sentence, I seem to be agre
eing with everything you've stated; but really, I don't - not if you're discounting the response of some men (to believe), to 
the obedience of others (to preach).  See also 1 Cor 1:21.
Quote:
-------------------------The verse couldn't be any plainer.
-------------------------
That's the problem with your interpretation.  It has no spiritual content.  It is an entirely 'natural' interpretation you're givin
g it.  You may be in good company.  But you may be incorrect.  All of you.
Quote:
-------------------------At the cross he said, 'it's finished', not 'it's started'.
-------------------------
Please tell me if this is one of the tenets of traditional Calvinism?  Is it really what Calvin thought Jesus meant?  (Becaus
e I doubt it.)  

I have never heard 'It is finished' applied to 'salvation', in this way.  And, your previous statement about us having been j
ustified at the time of Christ's death (in the sense that we were saved then), comes too close to universalism for comfort.
 

Now, I am not saying Christ's death had nothing to do with our salvation, but, when He cried 'It is finished', He was (obvi
ously) alive.  

So, what was it that was finished, seeing His death is essential to our salvation?  

I hope you're man enough to chew this question thoroughly, and if God shows you something you didn't see before, you'
ll be glad for Him to tweak your theology into better shape.
Quote:
-------------------------God declares he 'will' do these things in our hearts because on our own, we won't.
-------------------------
Not because we won't, but because we can't.  There's an enormous difference - and I hope you'll think about it.  For inst
ance, look at the difference between Isa 59:20, and Rom 11:26.  Paul makes a significant change when he is quoting th
e OT there, which completely justifies 'can't', rather than 'won't'.  People in the NT like Peter, Andrew and John, who wer
e already training their spiritual eyes for the coming of the Messiah, as well as many others who were, prove that they w
ere willing.  Yes, they didn't understand some things that Jesus told them, but it wasn't for want of trying or desiring, it w
as because they needed the revelation from God to 'see' - whether it was when Christ expounded the scriptures to them 
after His resurrection, or, when they were filled with the Holy Spirit on the day of Pentecost.  Their spiritual blindness wa
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s not due to an unwillingness to see.
Quote:
-------------------------That is why it is called 'free grace', why it says we are 'freely justified' and why it is called an 'election of grace'.
-------------------------
It's called 'grace' because nothing we can do would make us deserving of His redemptive acts.  

And it's free, because we don't pay anything to receive it.  Instead, we lay down our pride, we give up our rebellion, and 
our status as little gods, and become like little children - who don't have to 'work' for anything their Father provides.

Re:  - posted by imnowhere, on: 2009/12/15 11:32

Quote:
-------------------------Sorry it's taken all day to get back here. I'd like to agree with elected's comment about the one-sidedness of your theology. 
-------------------------

I think he was speaking about your side of theology.  I could be wrong, but you might want to re read.

Quote:
-------------------------Because you seem to believe man has no freewill at all, and that there is no process before the crisis of new birth
-------------------------

I've never said or implied that.  No free will at all?  Man has a will, it's just not entirely 'free' like God's is.  We are slaves t
o sin or slaves to righteousness.  Not 'free'.  But man does need to excercise his will, for without faith and repentance he
cannot enter into salvation.  He needs God's grace to do so, not on his own.  

Quote:
-------------------------So do I. Now, perhaps you can explain why you think this must mean that He only draws some people? Why can it not mean that H
e draws everyone? (I'm serious. Please explain. And please don't tell me it's because most people don't get saved. That answer is flawed.)
-------------------------

Please don't ask a question and then tell me how I can and can't answer it.  You're the moderate one remember?
Rom 8:30 says all that are predestined to salvation are called.  All that are called are justified.  All that are justified are gl
orified.
I'm sure you're familiar with the distinction in scripture between the internal/effectual call and the external/general call of 
God.  Rom 8:30 says all that God calls will be glorified.  In this light, to deny the doctrines of grace I'd have to be a unive
rsalist to stay true to the text without ignoring or twisting it.

Quote:
-------------------------Have you looked at John 6:45 in context, and wondered what 'all' might mean?
-------------------------

Well, from the verse it seems that 'all' those taught of God are those that do come to Him.  The all cannot therefore refer 
to everyone who has ever lived.

Quote:
-------------------------That's the problem with your interpretation. It has no spiritual content. 
-------------------------
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Sorry for that.  Why are you asking my opinion then?  I thought I was the 'black and white' guy?   ;-) 

Quote:
-------------------------I have never heard 'It is finished' applied to 'salvation', in this way. And, your previous statement about us having been justified at th
e time of Christ's death (in the sense that we were saved then), comes too close to universalism for comfort. 
-------------------------

Too close only if you believe in universal atonement, which almost all of the great theologians of the church age have de
nied.  But it's not about comfort, if it was, I'd believe what you do, honestly.  Particular redemption is a hard doctrine, yet 
biblical.  You're right, it's not comfortable.  Comfortable would be a theology where man was actually sovereign and had 
totall free will and was in control of his own salvation and God was waiting to see who might join Him.
Wait, in light of Rom 3 that would be terrifying.

Quote:
-------------------------So, what was it that was finished, seeing His death is essential to our salvation? 
-------------------------

Do you think the 'spiritual' interpretation would be that he had his own death in mind when he said this as it was moment
s away?  It's hard to make a statement for mankind regarding the greatest work ever done once you've died.  Jesus prob
ably understood this and uttered what he did before he died because it would be more helpful to us.

Quote:
-------------------------I have never heard 'It is finished' applied to 'salvation', in this way. 
-------------------------

If it's not about the atonement for our salvation, what could he be speaking about?  This gets more interesting as we go!

Quote:
-------------------------I hope you're man enough to chew this question thoroughly
-------------------------

That's awesome, brother.  My theology must be bad enough for you to imply that not only have I not even considered th
ese things, but I'm somehow a bit of a coward as well.

My friend, free-will theology is far easier to accept than the doctrines of grace.  That is why George Whitefield said we all
start out Arminian.

Your posts show that you care deeply about how salvation comes to be.  I've shared my views as best I can.  I'm sure w
e'll both continue to grow as God speaks to our hearts and minds.

God bless.
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Re:  - posted by Christinyou (), on: 2009/12/15 21:25
These words written by other men, in whom I am in total agreement with.  It is not all will be saved, it is all will know that 
salvation is available and none are able to agree with Christ's Gospel unless the Father draws them into the Truth by the
Holy Spirit, that they might receive, not get by their own wills.

""Christ declares that the doctrine of the Gospel, though it is preached to all without exception, cannot be embraced by a
ll, but that a new understanding and a new perception are requisite; and, therefore, that faith does not depend on the will
of men, but that it is God who gives it.

Unless the Father draw him. To come to Christ being here used metaphorically for believing, the Evangelist, in order to c
arry out the metaphor in the apposite clause, says that those persons are drawn whose understandings God enlightens, 
and whose hearts he bends and forms to the obedience of Christ. The statement amounts to this, that we ought not to w
onder if many refuse to embrace the Gospel; because no man will ever of himself be able to come to Christ, but God mu
st first approach him by his Spirit; and hence it follows that all are not drawn,but that God bestows this grace on those w
hom he has elected. True, indeed, as to the kind of drawing, it is not violent, so as to compel men by external force; but 
still it is a powerful impulse of the Holy Spirit, which makes men willing who formerly were unwilling and reluctant. It is a f
alse and profane assertion, therefore, that none are drawn but those who are willing to be drawn, 1 as if man made hims
elf obedient to God by his own efforts; for the willingness with which men follow God is what they already have from him
self, who has formed their hearts to obey him.""

""John 6:44
Ver. 44. That by drawing here is not to be understood any coaction, or force upon the will, is a thing on all hands out of q
uestion; but whether by it be only to be understood a rational drawing by arguments, (used in the ministry of the gospel),
or a further powerful influence upon the soul, inclining it to be willing and obedient, that is the question. The patrons of a 
power in man's will to do what is spiritually good and necessary in order to eternal life and salvation, understand it of the 
former only (of which the compelling, mentioned Lu 14:23, is to be understood, for the ministers of the gospel have no ot
her power to compel); but in regard the drawing here mentioned is the act not of the servants, but of the Master; not of th
e ministers, but of the Father; it is more reasonably concluded that it here signifies a Divine power put forth upon the sou
l of man, by which it is made obedient to the heavenly call, and willing to close with the offer of Christ in the gospel; for th
ough no such thing can necessarily be concluded from the word draw, yet it is easily concluded from the nature of the m
otion, in coming to Christ, which is the soul's motion to a sublime, spiritual object, to which no soul hath any power of itse
lf; such is the darkness of the human mind, the obstinacy of the will, the depravation of the affections, unless it be illumin
ated and drawn by the Spirit of God. No soul is able of itself to discern spiritual things, so as to see that goodness and e
xcellency that is in them, much less to move towards the participation of them.""

These are just two, there are many, many more.

I could copy and paste until Christ comes and no one would understand or believe until the Father Draws them with the 
Holy Spirit conviction and prompting us to believe.  The main Word that must be revealed to those that believe is not of 
man but of God and Christ and the Holy Spirit of Whom the Whole Word of God is ONE.  

John 1:1-4  In the beginning was the Word, and the Word was with God, and the Word was God. The same was in the b
eginning with God. All things were made by him; and without him was not any thing made that was made. In him was life
; and the life was the light of men.

You must be born again?  Who does the birthing?
Who gives the soul of man the Light to understand and be drawn?  Jesus said, "No man can come to me unless the Fat
her draws him".

Pretty simple, it is all of God and None of man that salvation comes to those that are Christs'.

Then the responsibility comes to man, by the Teacher, The Holy Spirit, That we all come to love The Father as the Son 
does, now we can repent and believe, by the Spirit and Mind of Christ in us, and the Holy Spirit also teaching us how to r
enew our minds to the Mind of Christ and be conformed to His Image that we Love as He Loves us.

In The Love of the Father and the Love of the Christ in us: Phillip
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Re: , on: 2009/12/15 21:58

This whole thing can be summed in these verses.

Romans 9:15 I will have mercy on whom I will have mercy, and I will have compassion on whom I will have compassion.

Romans 9:16 So then it is not of him that willeth, nor of him that runneth, but of God that sheweth mercy.

Re:  - posted by Logic, on: 2009/12/15 23:21

Quote:
-------------------------DeepThinker wrote:

This whole thing can be summed in these verses.

Romans 9:15 I will have mercy on whom I will have mercy, and I will have compassion on whom I will have compassion.
-------------------------
15:compassionate to and to whom HE will show mercy on. 

God knows the heart of man. HE knows if & when they will yield to Him or not. 

God will be gracious to & show mercy on those HE knows will yield. For this is the character of God. 
 ________________________________

God is not stating that He is arbitrary, for that is against His character. 

It is not saying that He can do anything with out reason, just because He is God, for God's character has a boundary of 
purpose.

God has His own reasons for mercy which are based upon standards outside of Himself which has been before creation
and are according to His character; He is... 
selfless, Just, righteous, loving, compationate, peaceable, gentle, and easily entreated, full of mercy, without partiality...e
ct...

Quote:
-------------------------Romans 9:16 So then it is not of him that willeth, nor of him that runneth, but of God that sheweth mercy.
-------------------------
16: This verse is pointing out that man's favorite is not always God's favorite. 

Abraham willed or desired that it the promise might be given to Ishmael. 

Isaac also willed or desired that the promise might be given to Esau. 

This verse is in context with Exodus 33:18-20 & Abraham willing that the promise would come through Ishmael as the co
ntext proves Genesis 17:18
Moreover, in Genesis 27 Isaac is willing for Esau to have the blessing and Esau "running" to hunt and make Isaac's fav
orite meal for the blessing. 

God also chooses the one which is not wanted or favored by man. 
Jacob wanted Rachel because he favored her more than Leah. But God shown HIS favor on Leah by her child bringing t
he SEED through Judah.
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Re:  - posted by Leo_Grace, on: 2009/12/16 1:01
Dear Logic,

Quote:
-------------------------God knows the heart of man. HE knows if & when they will yield to Him or not. God will be gracious to & show mercy on those HE k
nows will yield. For this is the character of God.
 ________________________________ 

God is not stating that He is arbitrary, for that is against His character.

It is not saying that He can do anything with out reason, just because He is God, for God's character has a boundary of purpose.
-------------------------

Jeroboam was a man to whom God was gracious and merciful. In fact, he was offered an opportunity that few were ever
granted - he was offered the kingdom of Israel and a dynasty as enduring as that of David, if only he would keep the Lor
d's commands as David did.

God said to Jeroboam through the prophet Ahijah:
1Ki 11:37-38 However, as for you, I will take you, and you will rule over all that your heart desires; you will be king over I
srael. If you do whatever I command you and walk in my ways and do what is right in my eyes by keeping my statutes a
nd commands, as David my servant did, I will be with you. I will build you a dynasty as enduring as the one I built for Da
vid and will give Israel to you.

But Jeroboam did not yield to God's wish. He accepted the kingdom of Israel and turned them away form God.

I say this out of loving concern for you, Logic, with no intention to hurt. There are times when you presume too much. On
ce cannot know God the way one can know other people. He is not a man. His ways and his thoughts are beyond ours - 
as heaven is higher than the earth.

There are many things about himself that God has made known to us, and these are the things that we can cling to with 
full knowledge - like his love, his mercy, his justice...etc. But there are things that he also warns us that he has kept us ig
norant about, and this is one of them. We must not presume to know how he will think with regards to his grace or his m
ercy. There is no divine formula regarding this that has been revealed to man. In this area, no one can presume what Go
d thinks or what God will do.

Ro 9:15-16 For he says to Moses, Â“I will have mercy on whom I have mercy, and I will have compassion on whom I ha
ve compassion.Â” It does not, therefore, depend on manÂ’s desire or effort, but on GodÂ’s mercy.

He is God; He will do as he pleases and no man can say he did wrong.

(Edit - added):
We all deserve the fires of hell anyway, so anything we get is undeserved -- gravy to be thankful for. If others get more, t
here is no reason to complain. If one gets nothing -- no grace from God -- still there is nothing to complain about. His just
ice is still served.

Re:  - posted by Christinyou (), on: 2009/12/16 19:56
Logic wrote:

""God will be gracious to & show mercy on those HE knows will yield. For this is the character of God.""

God also knows that none will yield without His intervening in any life that will yield and believe.

Both old and new testament;

PsÂ 14:3 They are all gone aside, they are all together become filthy: there is none that doeth good, no, not one.
PsÂ 53:3 Every one of them is gone back: they are altogether become filthy; there is none that doeth good, no, not one.

1 Corinthians 6:5  I speak to your shame. Is it so, that there is not a wise man among you? no, not one that shall be able
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to judge between his brethren?

Even Paul did not know his own salvation, only God knows.

2 Corinthians 12:2-6  I knew a man in Christ above fourteen years ago, (whether in the body, I cannot tell; or whether ou
t of the body, I cannot tell: God knoweth;) such an one caught up to the third heaven. And I knew such a man, (whether i
n the body, or out of the body, I cannot tell: God knoweth;) How that he was caught up into paradise, and heard unspeak
able words, which it is not lawful for a man to utter. Of such an one will I glory: yet of myself I will not glory, but in mine in
firmities. For though I would desire to glory, I shall not be a fool; for I will say the truth: but now I forbear, lest any man sh
ould think of me above that which he seeth me to be, or that he heareth of me.

This is the only glory man has;

Colossians 1:27-29  To whom God would make known what is the riches of the glory of this mystery among the Gentiles
; which is Christ in you, the hope of glory: Whom we preach, warning every man, and teaching every man in all wisdom; 
that we may present every man perfect in Christ Jesus: Whereunto I also labour, striving according to his working, which
worketh in me mightily.

1 Corinthians 1:30-31  But of him are ye in Christ Jesus, who of God is made unto us wisdom, and righteousness, and s
anctification, and redemption: That, according as it is written, He that glorieth, let him glory in the Lord.

Glory?  None of man, all of God.

RoÂ 3:10 As it is written, There is none righteous, no, not one:
RoÂ 3:12 They are all gone out of the way, they are together become unprofitable; there is none that doeth good, no, no
t one.

In Christ, who is all and in all that are His by the Father's election:

Phillip

Re:  - posted by Logic, on: 2009/12/16 21:52
Psalm 14 & Psalm 53 are about fools who say their his heart, "There is no God." They are corrupt, they have done abo
minable works, there is none (fools) that does good..."

2 Corinthians 12:2-6 is a rebuke for being able to judge, but not doing it.

Romans 3:10 is a quote from Psalm 53, see above.
Romans 3:12 is a quote from Psalm 14, see above.

Re: , on: 2009/12/16 22:28

Quote:
-------------------------for God's character has a boundary of purpose.
-------------------------
Where do you get your logic?

Re:  - posted by imnowhere, on: 2009/12/16 22:52
I agree.  I think 'fool' is a good term for the 'natural man', for he can't understand anything spiritual (1 Cor 2:14), as a
matter of fact it says he can't know them.  Now if man can't know spiritual things before he's saved, it's hard to give him 
much credit at all.

That's why we don't boast in man or ourselves (1 Cor 4:7).  We could if we liked, and many do, but it would be amiss.

God is jealous of His glory.  He doesn't share it with anyone.  Not you, Logic, not me, or anyone else. (Is 42:8)

Spend your time and energy pointing people to Christ and the glory due Him.  Not man.
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Re:  - posted by imnowhere, on: 2009/12/16 23:00

Quote:
-------------------------for God's character has a boundary of purpose.
-------------------------

It's simple...

'for God's boundaries have a purpose of character'

'for God's purposes have a boundary of character'

'for God's purposes have a character of boundaries'

Just jokin.  no offense.  What did you mean?

Re:  - posted by Logic, on: 2009/12/17 10:27

Quote:
-------------------------DeepThinker wrote:

Quote:
-------------------------for God's character has a boundary of purpose.
-------------------------
Where do you get your logic?
-------------------------
Logic is logic.
It is a system of reasoning as the rules of natural deduction which describe how we may proceed from valid premises to 
valid conclusions, where the premises and conclusions are expressions in confirmed detail.

The confirmed detail is that God does nothing with out purpose

My logic is everyone's logic, not my very own. It is the only logic there is, It's universal.

If you disagree that God's character has a boundary of purpose, then you think God acts with out purpose.
You think God is arbitrary and acts with out criteria.

If you disagree, you go against logic.

Re:  - posted by imnowhere, on: 2009/12/17 10:41

Quote:
-------------------------It is a system of reasoning as the rules of natural deduction which describe how we may proceed from valid premises to valid concl
usions, where the premises and conclusions are expressions in confirmed detail.
-------------------------

Or you can get Logic's answer verbatim off this web site...

http://www.unique-design.net/library/word/logic.html

Having read through the site, Logic's answers now make a lot more sense...

"This website defines a new religious ideology to which its author adheres..."
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"All views and opinions presented on this web site are the views and opinions of individual human men and women that, 
through their writings, showed the capacity for intelligent, reasonable, rational, insightful and unpopular thought..."

"Opinion and thoughts have been adapted, edited, corrected, redacted, combined, added to, re-edited and re-corrected 
as nearly all opinion and thought has been throughout time but has been done so in the spirit of the original writer with th
e intent of making his or her thoughts and opinions clearer and relevant to the reader in the present time..."

Re:  - posted by Logic, on: 2009/12/17 13:00

Quote:
-------------------------imnowhere wrote:
Quote:
-------------------------It is a system of reasoning as the rules of natural deduction which describe how we may proceed from valid premises to valid concl
usions, where the premises and conclusions are expressions in confirmed detail.
-------------------------
Or you can get Logic's answer verbatim off this web site...

http://www.unique-design.net/library/word/logic.html

Having read through the site, Logic's answers now make a lot more sense...
-------------------------
So, do you through logic out the window?

1+1=2
This is logic; this is fact.

"God does nothing with out purpose"
This is fact, therefore logical to know.

"God does nothing arbitrarily and never acts with out criteria"
This is fact, therefore, logical to know.

I don't see how you are disagreeing to all this.

Re:  - posted by Christinyou (), on: 2009/12/17 15:35
God has already told us that the logic and wisdom and strength of all men everywhere put together  doesn't hold a candl
e to the weakness and foolishness of God.

1 Corinthians 1:17-31  For Christ sent me not to baptize, but to preach the gospel: not with wisdom of words, lest the cro
ss of Christ should be made of none effect. For the preaching of the cross is to them that perish foolishness; (((not logica
l)))but unto us which are saved it is the power of God. For it is written, I will destroy the wisdom of the wise, and will brin
g to nothing the understanding of the prudent. Where is the wise? where is the scribe? where is the disputer of this world
? hath not God made foolish the wisdom of this world? For after that in the wisdom of God the world by wisdom knew no
t God, it pleased God by the foolishness of preaching to save them that believe. For the Jews require a sign, and the Gr
eeks seek after wisdom: But we preach Christ crucified, unto the Jews a stumblingblock, and unto the Greeks foolishnes
s;
(((NOT LOGICAL))) But unto them which are called, both Jews and Greeks, Christ the power of God, and the wisdom of 
God. Because the foolishness of God is wiser than men; and the weakness of God is stronger than men. For ye see you
r calling, brethren, how that not many wise men after the flesh, not many mighty, not many noble, are called: But God ha
th chosen the foolish things of the world to confound the wise; and God hath chosen the weak things of the world to conf
ound the things which are mighty; And base things of the world, and things which are despised, hath God chosen, yea, a
nd things which are not, to bring to nought things that are: That no flesh should glory in his presence. But of him are ye i
n Christ Jesus, who of God is made unto us wisdom, and righteousness, and sanctification, and redemption: That, accor
ding as it is written, He that glorieth, let him glory in the Lord.
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There is nothing logical about the Christ birthed in us, we have a new life in us, that is the born again Spirit of Christ in u
s the hope of Glory.  This is foolishness to man, only God can reveal this new nature and life we have by the Christ rebirt
hed in us.  Even the epitome of Law, Logic, understanding, wisdom and strength of Nicodemus was answered with a qu
estion of no Logic at all, "go back into my mothers womb?".  

Galatians 2:16-20  Knowing that a man is not justified by the works of the law, but by the faith of Jesus Christ, even we h
ave believed in Jesus Christ, that we might be justified by the faith of Christ, and not by the works of the law: for by the w
orks of the law shall no flesh be justified. But if, while we seek to be justified by Christ, we ourselves also are found sinn
ers, is therefore Christ the minister of sin? God forbid. For if I build again the things which I destroyed, I make myself a tr
ansgressor. For I through the law am dead to the law, that I might live unto God. I am crucified with Christ: nevertheless 
I live; yet not I, but Christ liveth in me: and the life which I now live in the flesh I live by the faith of the Son of God, who lo
ved me, and gave himself for me.

Glory?  This mystery is totally illogical and even Peter says is hard to understand.

Colossians 1:25-29  Whereof I am made a minister, according to the dispensation of God which is given to me for you, t
o fulfil the word of God; Even the mystery which hath been hid from ages and from generations, but now is made manife
st to his saints: To whom God would make known what is the riches of the glory of this mystery among the Gentiles; whi
ch is Christ in you, the hope of glory: Whom we preach, warning every man, and teaching every man in all wisdom; that 
we may present every man perfect in Christ Jesus: Whereunto I also labour, striving according to His working, which wor
keth in me mightily.

How are we perfect?

In Christ our Glory: Phillip

Re:  - posted by Logic, on: 2009/12/17 17:25

Quote:
-------------------------Christinyou wrote:
God has already told us that the logic and wisdom and strength of all men everywhere put together  doesn't hold a candle to the weakness and foolish
ness of God.
-------------------------
No He didn't.
The Scriptures say, "the wisdom of this world is foolishness with God"

The Scriptures say nothing about "the logic of all men"

I have not used any worldly wisdom.

Quote:
-------------------------This mystery is totally illogical and even Peter says is hard to understand.
-------------------------
God always makes sense. He is never "illogical".

Re:  - posted by Leo_Grace, on: 2009/12/17 19:40

Quote:
-------------------------
Logic wrote:

Quote:
-------------------------Christinyou wrote:
God has already told us that the logic and wisdom and strength of all men everywhere put together  doesn't hold a candle to the weakness and foolish
ness of God.
-------------------------
No He didn't.
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The Scriptures say, "the wisdom of this world is foolishness with God"

The Scriptures say nothing about "the logic of all men"

I have not used any worldly wisdom.

Quote:
-------------------------This mystery is totally illogical and even Peter says is hard to understand.
-------------------------
God always makes sense. He is never "illogical".

-------------------------

Logic,

Are you telling us that God is always logical, and therefore all his decisions and actions are always predictable?

Where would you get this "logic" that you claim can define God's ways, if it is not from man's wisdom, where does it com
e from?

I'm trying to get a handle on what you are trying to say, so please have patience with these questions.

Re:  - posted by Logic, on: 2009/12/17 23:53

Quote:
-------------------------Leo_Grace wrote:
Logic,

Are you telling us that God is always logical, and therefore all his decisions and actions are always predictable?
-------------------------
No, not predictable.
Logical, does not mean predictable.

Quote:
-------------------------Where would you get this "logic" that you claim can define God's ways,
-------------------------
This logic is from who God is.
He is the greatest conceivable being.
If He be with out purpose, illogical, arbitrary, & choose with out criteria, He would not be so great.

Do you think God is unreasonable, illogical?

Do you think God is with out purpose?

Do you think God is arbitrary?

Do you think God chooses with out criteria? 

Quote:
-------------------------if it is not from man's wisdom, where does it come from?
-------------------------
"Man's wisdom" discounts God.
I am not using "man's wisdom"

Quote:
-------------------------I'm trying to get a handle on what you are trying to say, so please have patience with these questions.
-------------------------
Sure  :-)
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Re:  - posted by Leo_Grace, on: 2009/12/18 0:28
Logic,

Quote:
-------------------------Do you think God is unreasonable, illogical? 

Do you think God is with out purpose? 

Do you think God is arbitrary? 

Do you think God chooses with out criteria?
-------------------------

I know that God has a reason, a purpose, and a basis for everything he does. However I also know that the wisdom behi
nd his choices is beyond all human knowledge. God's "logic" cannot be comprehended by human "logic". 

There will be many times when God's choices will be incomprehensible and will seem illogical to man. Anyone who does
not acknowledge this truth of God's unreachable superiority thinks too highly of himself.

Quote:
-------------------------I am not using "man's wisdom"
-------------------------

I take this to mean that you are acknowledging a wisdom that is beyond yours; and not that you are literally using God's 
wisdom in your own head?

Re:  - posted by Logic, on: 2009/12/18 17:49

Quote:
-------------------------Leo_Grace wrote:
Logic,
Quote:
-------------------------Do you think God is unreasonable, illogical? 

Do you think God is with out purpose? 

Do you think God is arbitrary? 

Do you think God chooses with out criteria?
-------------------------
I know that God has a reason, a purpose, and a basis for everything he does. However I also know that the wisdom behind his choices is beyond all h
uman knowledge. God's "logic" cannot be comprehended by human "logic".
-------------------------
You're implying that there are two different kinds of logic; God's & ours.
Logic is logic, no matter who's using it.
If God is logical, then we may follow that logic & understand it.

Quote:
-------------------------There will be many times when God's choices will be incomprehensible and will seem illogical to man.
-------------------------
That is only because He's omniscient; He sees ahead and does things according to His knowledge of the future.
However, we will eventually understand, not because we will receive HIS logic, but we will see the reason & purpose wh
y He willed such.

Quote:
-------------------------Anyone who does not acknowledge this truth of God's unreachable superiority thinks too highly of himself.
-------------------------
No, I just know that there is only one kind of logic and God is logical, but also omniscient.

Quote:
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-------------------------
Quote:
-------------------------I am not using "man's wisdom"
-------------------------
I take this to mean that you are acknowledging a wisdom that is beyond yours;
-------------------------
No, do not take this to mean that I'm are acknowledging a wisdom that is beyond ours, but take it to mean that man's wis
dom discounts God &/or even Christ and I'm not discounting Christ, therefore, my wisdom is not man's.

All "man's wisdom" is godless, with out considering Him at all.

1Corinth 1:18 For the preaching of the cross is to them that perish foolishness; but unto us who are saved it is the powe
r of God.
:19  For it is written, I will destroy the wisdom of the wise, and will bring to nothing the understanding of the prudent.
:20  Where is the wise? where is the scribe? where is the disputer of this world? has not God made foolish the wisdom o
f this world?
:21  For since in the wisdom of God the world by wisdom knew not God, it pleased God by the foolishness of preaching t
o save them that believe.
:22  For the Jews require a sign, and the Greeks seek after wisdom:
:23  But we preach Christ crucified, unto the Jews a stumbling block, and unto the Greeks foolishness;
:24  But unto them who are called, both Jews and Greeks, Christ the power of God, and the wisdom of God.

The preaching of the cross is foolishness to them that perish because they do not acknowledge sin; for with out sin, the 
cross is indeed foolish.

Furthermore, the Jewish Messiah being crucified was not at all what the Jews expected. It was one of the major reasons
for Paul hating the Christians; making the Messiah a curse!?! "Cursed is every one that hangs on a tree" (Gal 3:13).
The Messiah was supposed to reign as king & bring peace. 

Pro 3:5 Trust in the LORD with all your heart; and lean not unto your own understanding.
:6 In all your ways acknowledge him, and he shall direct your paths.Some like to use this verse as their defense for your 
argument.
This verse is in context of our ways & paths.

It is like trusting a leader who knows the future and what's beyond perception as the one who's being lead knows only th
e now and whats in front of him.

Quote:
-------------------------and not that you are literally using God's wisdom in your own head?
-------------------------
We may all do this.
In fact, we do when we acknowledge our guilt and acknowledge Christ as our savior from sin as He is Lord.
"...Christ Jesus, who of God is made unto us wisdom..."

1Corinth 2:1-10
tells us that we may know God's wisdom, which is not "man's wisdom" (verse 4) or "wisdom of this world" (verse 6)
"We have received, not the spirit of the world, but the Spirit who is of God; that we might know the things that are freely 
given to us of God.
Which things also we speak, not in the words which man's wisdom teaches, but which the Holy Spirit teaches; comparin
g spiritual things with spiritual."

Furthermore, we also may have His wisdom when we take into consideration of our actions who He is as He reveals Hi
mself.

We use God's wisdom when we repent.
We use God's wisdom when we pray.
We use God's wisdom when we obey Him.
We use God's wisdom as we apply His Word in our everyday lives.
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Re:  - posted by Christinyou (), on: 2009/12/19 11:59
Isaiah 55:8  For my thoughts are not your thoughts, neither are your ways my ways, saith the LORD.

Ezekiel 18:25  Yet ye say, The way of the Lord is not equal. Hear now, O house of Israel; Is not my way equal? are not y
our ways unequal?

Ezekiel 18:29  Yet saith the house of Israel, The way of the Lord is not equal. O house of Israel, are not my ways equal?
are not your ways unequal?

God's ways are so far above our ways, it will take all eternity to even come to a simple understanding like; "Christ in you 
the Hope of Glory, forever in eternity, even with the Holy Spirit in us forever, that is a new life, rebirthed in the believer.  I
srael could not do it for thousands of years, how do you expect the unregenerate man to even come to a logical underst
anding of God, It takes the whole God Head for us to come to salvation and the image of Christ, even with the Mind of C
hrist in us.  God and only God can reveal to the believer what His Logic in our salvation is, God must draw every believe
r to come to the revelation of Christ as our salvation, "Christ in you the Hope of Glory".  Praise God it is not up to my intel
lect, or logic, because I could never come to the truth and be saved.

In Christ, by the Father and the Holy Spirit only:
By the total work of Christ on the Cross:

Phillip

Re:  - posted by Leo_Grace, on: 2009/12/19 12:39
Logic,

Quote:
-------------------------You're implying that there are two different kinds of logic; God's & ours. Logic is logic, no matter who's using it.
-------------------------

Then you are deluded by your pride. No matter how much you crow or boast, your puny mind cannot match the infinite g
reatness of God's. God's logic spans endless time and plumbs the depths of reasoning that men are not able to explore.

Re:  - posted by Logic, on: 2009/12/19 16:21

Quote:
-------------------------Leo_Grace wrote:
Logic,
Quote:
-------------------------You're implying that there are two different kinds of logic; God's & ours. Logic is logic, no matter who's using it.
-------------------------

Then you are deluded by your pride. No matter how much you crow or boast, your puny mind cannot match the infinite greatness of God's. God's logic
spans endless time and plumbs the depths of reasoning that men are not able to explore.
-------------------------
You are not talking about logic.

Re:  - posted by imnowhere, on: 2009/12/19 22:20
It's obvious Paul's gospel wasn't coming across as 'logic' either.
The law is logical, not free grace.
Hence a bit of confusion on the part of the hearers.
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Re:  - posted by Leo_Grace, on: 2009/12/19 23:12

Quote:
-------------------------You are not talking about logic.
-------------------------

I am talking about logic.

Re:  - posted by Logic, on: 2009/12/19 23:23

Quote:
-------------------------Leo_Grace wrote:
Quote:
-------------------------You are not talking about logic.
-------------------------
I am talking about logic.
-------------------------
No your not, Logic is a system of reasoning which comes to conclusions, judgments, based on facts &/or criteria.

It doesn't matter if God "spans endless time and plumbs the depths of reasoning", He still uses the same logic as we do.
.. 1+1=2.
Or .+.=..

Re:  - posted by roaringlamb (), on: 2009/12/19 23:38

Quote:
-------------------------He still uses the same logic as we do...
-------------------------

Really? So would you offer up your Son to die for your enemies? Would you tell a cripple to walk?

Hmm, somehow I don't think so.

Re:  - posted by Leo_Grace, on: 2009/12/20 0:15

Quote:
-------------------------
Logic wrote:

Quote:
-------------------------Leo_Grace wrote:
Quote:
-------------------------You are not talking about logic.
-------------------------
I am talking about logic.
-------------------------
No your not, Logic is a system of reasoning which comes to conclusions, judgments, based on facts &/or criteria.

It doesn't matter if God "spans endless time and plumbs the depths of reasoning", He still uses the same logic as we do... 1+1=2.
Or .+.=..
-------------------------

You are a grasshopper, a worm, an insignificant mite with the audacity to claim that you can exercise the same depth of 
reasoning as God. While your definition of logic may be correct, the extent to which you can continue coherent deductio
n or induction is limited -- God's is not. Can you out-think or out-reason a Chess grandmaster? Can you, using your own 
logic, arrive at the Theory of Relativity that Einstein derived with logic? You are not even fit to compare to some men and
you dare lay claim to have the same logic as God.
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I am talking about true logic, which is always limited by mental capacity, not theoretical logic which you would use to ele
vate yourself to God's level. 1 + 1 = 2? (Edited:) I think God's logic goes beyond that.
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