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Josef Urban Lies About Jesse Morrell, on: 2009/11/20 12:05
JESSE MORRELL RESPONDS TO JOSEF URBAN
The words of Josef are in bold, my response to what he said comes after each quote.
Josef Urban is a man who believes that Charles Finney and John Wesley are in hell right now because they were
Â“false teachersÂ”. He also believes that Leonard Ravenhill, Albert Barnes, and Paris Reidhead were heretics. I do not
take it too personally that he calls me a heretic, since it seems I am in good company. Josef himself is a five point
Calvinist. He greatly misunderstands and misrepresents my theology. I have tried to correct this in the past but he has
ignored my corrections. I have tried to reasonably dialog with him in the past, but he has refused to answer my
questions and also results to harsh name calling. The impression that I have gotten from him over the years is that he is
overly critical and harsh, and comes off as very mean spirited and even cruel, as lest towards me.
You will notice that in his accusations against me, and in his attacks against my theology, he NOT EVEN ONCE
provides a single quote of something I have said.
Â“Yet, despite the outward appearance of zeal in evangelism and devotion to theological subjects, there is reason to
have grave concern about this man and the ministry he leads. Not only has he employed unscriptural and cruel tactics of
Â“shock and aweÂ” preaching where crude statements are shouted in the open air in the hopes of offending people so
that a heckler will rise up and yell and then a crowd will gather,Â” quote
What are my Â“cruel tacticsÂ” or what are the Â“crude statementsÂ” that I have made?? He gives absolutely no quotes
whatsoever. I have nearly 200 videos on YouTube people can watch to see what it is that I say and do. Anyone can
judge my open air preaching by watching the videos.
While I do say, Â“The unrighteousness will not inherit the Kingdom of God. If you are sleeping with your girl friend you
are on your way to hellÂ”. I do not see this as crude or cruel. It is truth spoken in love.
Jesus Christ often said shocking statements like Â“unless you repent, you will perishÂ”, Â“I am the way the truth and the
lifeÂ”, Â“unless you eat my flesh and drink my bloodÂ”, etc. The truth is often shocking. For me to say, Â“God is going to
judge your lifeÂ” or Â“God is angry with the wicked every dayÂ” might be considered Â“shock and aweÂ” but it is
completely biblical.
There is no doubt that I aim at dialoging with those who disagree with me. I go to a campus, not to talk to those who
already agree, but with those who disagree. And so I will bring up controversial issues that I know others will get an
opposing opinion about. Examples would be abortion, homosexuality, etc. I am not bringing up these topics in the
Â“hopes of offending peopleÂ” but in the hopes that those who disagree would vocalize their disagreement, so that we
could discuss it. Crowds do gather when there is a public debate, I use this for the advantage of the Gospel.
Â“and not only does he align himself with false evangelists who are known for their shockingly offensive and anti-biblical
methods of ministry,Â” quote
He is talking about Ruben Israel, Kevin Farrer, JK, Jed Smock, Micah Armstrong, Dick Christenson, etc. These men are
my friends and I believe they preach the truth. They are not Â“False evangelistsÂ”.
Â“I have already communicated with Jesse on numerous occasions pleading with him from GodÂ’s Word to recognize
his error and to renounce the false doctrines he believes, and have communicated with him numerous times and even
rebuked him sharply, all to no avail.Â” quote
I once had to ban Josef from my message board because he was making false accusations and was not open to a
discussion. He refused to answer any of my questions but just continued to rail on in his false accusations. I told Josef
that he would be allowed back on if he would be willing to engage in reasonable dialog.
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But I am not going to Â“repentÂ” of what I believe is taught in the Bible. I am not going to Â“repentÂ” and become a
Calvinist.
Â“The doctrine of GodÂ’s Omniscience: Simply stated and summarized, Jesse does not believe that God immutably
knows the futureÂ” quote
I believe that God is omniscient. Omniscient means Â“all knowledgeÂ”. God has all the knowledge that exists. God
knows everything that there is to know. The parts of the future that are predetermined, God knows as predetermined,
and the parts of the future that are undetermined, God knows as undeteremined.
The future is partly settled, because God had made predeterminations. And the future is partly open, because God
allows men to choose.
* God speaks of the future in terms of what may or may not be: Ex. 3:18, 4:9, 13:17; Eze. 12:3
* God changes His plans in response to changing circumstances: Ex. 32:10-14, Jer. 18:1-10
* God's willingness to change His plans is considered one of His glorious attributes: Jonah 4:2; Joel 2:12-13
* God tests people to see what types of decisions they will make: Gen. 22:12; Ex. 16:4; Deut. 8:2, 13:1-3; 2 Chron.
32:31
* God has had disappointments and has regretted how things turned out: Gen. 6:6; 1 Sam. 15:10, 15:35
* God has expected things to happen that didn't come to pass: Isa. 5:1-5; Jer. 3:6-7, 3:19-20
* God gets frustrated and grieved when he attempts to bring individuals into alignment with his will and they resist: Eze.
22:29-31; Isa. 63:10; Eph. 4:30; cf. Heb. 3:8, 3:15, 4:7; Acts 7:51
* The prayers of men have changed the plans of God: Ex. 32:10-14; Num. 11:1-2, 14:12-20, 16:16:20-35; Deut. 9:13-14,
9:18-20, 9:25; 2 Sam. 24:17-25; 1 Kin. 21:27-29; 2 Chron. 12:5-8; Jer. 26:19
* God is said to have repented (changed His mind) multiple times in the Bible: Gen. 6:6-7; Ex. 32:12-14; Num. 23:19;
Deut. 32:36; Judges 2:18; 1 Sam. 15:11, 15:29, 15:35; 2 Sam. 24:16; Ps. 90:13, 106:45, 110:4, 135:14; Jer. 4:28, 15:6,
18:8, 18:10, 20:16, 26:3, 26:13, 26:19, 42:10, Eze. 24:14, Hos. 11:8, 13:14; Joel 1:13-14; Amos 7:3, 7:6; Jonah 3:9-10,
4:2; Zach. 8:14
* Prophecies are often God foretelling what He Himself will later bring to pass. So they have to do more with God's
omnipotence then His omniscience: Gen. 3:15; 1 Kin. 8:15, 8:20, 8:24, 13:32 (with 2 Kin. 23:1-3, 15-18); 2 Kings 19:25;
2 Chron. 1:9 (1 Chron. 6:4; 10, 15); 2 Chron 36:21-22; Ezra 1:1; Isa. 5:19, 25:1-2, 37:26, 42:9 (with vs. 16); Jer. 29:10,
32:24, 32:28, 33:14-15, Lam. 3:37; Eze. 12:25, 17:24, 33:29, 33:33; Dan. 4:33, 4:37; Acts 3:18, 27:32-35; Rev. 17:17
* Scriptures that say God has a past, present, and a future: Rev. 1:4, 1:8, 4:8
* Scriptures that say GodÂ’s eternity is endless time, that is, time without beginning or end: Isa. 9:6-7; Isa. 43:10; Isa.
57:15; Job 36:26; Dan. 4:34; Hab. 1:12 Ps. 23:2; Ps. 90:2; Ps. 102:24; Ps. 102:27; Lk. 1:33; Heb 1:12; Rev 1:4; Rev.
1:8; Rev. 4:8; Rev. 5:14;
* Scriptures that say man's eternity is endless time: Isa. 45:17; Eph. 3:21; Rev. 14:11;
* Scriptures that say eternity is endless time for Heavenly creatures: Rev. 4:8
* Scriptures that say there will be time in Heaven, or a distinction between the past and the present: Rev. 5:12
* Eternity is time without end (endless time instead of timelessness): Isa. 9:6-7; Isa. 43:10; Isa. 57:15; Job 36:26; Dan.
4:34; Hab. 1:12 Ps. 23:2; Ps. 90:2; Ps. 102:24; Ps. 102:27; Lk. 1:33; Heb 1:12; Rev 1:4; Rev. 1:8; Rev. 4:8; Rev. 5:14;
Isa. 45:17; Eph. 3:21; Rev. 14:11
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The future is not some eternal fixity. The future is flexible. The future is not entirely certain, the future is changeable.
Examples of how the future can be changed is how God was going to destroy Israel but did not (Numbers 14:11-20),
how Hezekiah was going to die but God added years to his life (2 Kings 20:1-6), how Nineveh was going to be
destroyed but was not (Jonah 3:10) and how Jesus Christ could have escaped the cross by being rescued by angels
(Matt. 26:53). The future multiple possibilities which God and man can choose between. The future can be changed.
Â“but that God just makes really good guesses.Â” quote
Prophecy is not God making Â“really good guessesÂ”. There are four different types of prophecies:
1. ABSOLUTE PROPHECIES
These are prophecies of events that will inevitably come to pass. This relates to the omnipotence of God to bring about
events predetermined by Himself. The matter is completely settled and certain.
Two example would be:
- God will crush the head of Satan:
"And I WILL put enmity between thee and the women, and between thy seed and her seed, and it shall bruise thy head."
Gen 3:15
- The end of of the world:
"Declaring THE END from the beginning, and from ancient times, the things that are not yet done, saying MY COUNSEL
shall stand, and I WILL do all MY PLEASURE... I have spoken it, I WILL also bring it to pass, I have purposed it, I WILL
also do it." Isaiah 46:10-11

2. CONDITIONAL PROPHECIES
These are prophecies of contingent events. They relate to the freewill of men. The matter is completely open and
contingent.
Two examples of this would be:
- The repentance of Judah:
"Perhaps they will hear and turn every man from his evil way, that I may repent of the evil which I purposed to do unto
them because of the evil of their doings." Jer 26:3
- Blessings and wrath contingent upon obedience and disobedience:
"At what instance I shall speak concering a nation, and concerning a kingdom, to pluck up and to pull down, and to
destroy it; if that nation, against whom I have pronounced, turn from their evil, I will repent of the evil that I thought to do
unto them. And at what instance I shall speak concerning a nation, and concerning a kingdom, to build and to plant it; if
it do evil in my sight, that it obey not my voice, then I will repent of the good, wherewith I said I would benefit them." Jer
18:7-10

3.EXTRAPOLATIVE PROPHECIES
These are prophecies that are predicted, based upon God's exhaustive knowledge of the past and the present. Looking
at the pattern of the past and the circumstances of the present, our Infinite God is able to make accurate and detailed
predictions of the future behind our own finite comprehension:
Examples of this type would be:
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- The future disobedience of Israel
"For when I shall have brought them into the land which I swore unto their fathers, that flows with milk and honey; an
they shall have eaten and filled themselves, and waxen fat; then will they turn unto other gods, and serve them, and
provoke me, and break my covenant. And it shall come to pass, when many evils and troubles are befallen them, that
this song shall testify against them as a witness; for it shall not be forgotten out of the mouth, of their seed: I KNOW
THEIR IMAGINATION which they go about, EVEN NOW, before I have brought them into the land which I swore." Deut
31:20-21
- Peters denial:
Mark 8:31-34, Peters heart was revealed that he greatly feared the cross. He rebuked Jesus for talking about crucifixion
and the Lord rebuked Peter for His cowardice.
Mat 26:34, Jesus knew PeterÂ’s heart had not changed. And Jesus new all the circumstances Peter would face that
night, since Jesus knew the devil was orchestrating PeterÂ’s circumstances (Lk. 22:31), and predicted Peters denial
based upon his past pattern, present character, and present/future circumstances.

4. PARALLEL OR ANALOGOUS SCRIPTURE FULFILLMENTS
These are events found in the New Testament, which correlate with events found in the Old Testament. The scriptures
used had an original meaning in the Old, yet are applicable to a situation in the New.
Examples would be:
- My Son called out of Egypt:
Hos 11:1 speaking of Israel in the Old Testament.
This is also applied to Jesus in the New Testament, Mat 2:15.
- The betrayal of a trusted friend:
Psa 41:9, David speaking of his trusted friend and counselor Ahithephel.
John 13:18, this is also applied to Jesus and his trusted friend and disciple Judas.
- The replacement of Judas, Acts 1:16:
Acts 1:20, Peter applies two Scriptures to the situation of Judas.
Ps. 69:25, talks about Â“their habituationÂ” being desolate, but Peter modifies it so say Â“his habituationÂ”, and Â“let
none dwell in their tentsÂ”
Ps. 109:8, David curses his enemies, who treated him wickedly.
WHAT PROPHECIES DO NOT PROVE:
- That the future has already happened
- That God already lives in the future
- That God lives outside of time
- That God has determined everything
- That all events are foreknown as certain
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WHAT PROPHECIES DO REVEAL:
- That the future is partly settled by God (absolute prophecies)
- That the future is partly open and contingent (conditional prophecies)
- That the future is partly predictable to the Divine Mind (extrapolative prophecies)
- That the future is repetitive and similar to the past (parallel or analogous prophecies)
Â“This is the result of exalting the free will of all Â“moral agentsÂ” to a Deified position, exalting free will even above God
Himself.Â” quote
Again, a false accusation. When have I ever exalted moral agents to a deified position, or exalted free will above God?
Give me a quote.
God, man, and angels, have a free will. But God is above man. God not only has a free will, God is omnipotent. While
we are free to will whatever we want, only God is free to do whatever He wills. Free will does not mean that we have the
ability to do anything. Free will is the ability to will, not to do. Omnipotence is the ability to do anything, and only God is
omnipotent.
Because God is above manÂ’s free will, God can take away manÂ’s free will whenever He chooses, and God also holds
men accountable for the way that he uses his free will.
All of the Early Church taught that mankind has a free will. The only people who denied that man had a free will were the
Gnostics.
Â“Therefore, Jesse thinks that even God has to submit to the free will of manÂ” quote
God does not submit to the free will of man. God has graciously granted man a free will:
Â“Behold I set before you this day a blessing and a curse; a blessing if ye obey the commandments of the Lord your
GodÂ…. And a curse if ye will not obey the commandments of the Lord your GodÂ” (Deut. 11:26-28).
Man is free to choose between obedience and disobedience. But God has freely determined to punish those who
disobey.
Â“and doesnÂ’t know what any man will choose to do before that man actually makes the choice and does it.Â” quote
See the above about prophecy and omniscience. If God predetermines what a man will do (like King Cyprus or John the
Baptist) then God can know it because there is no free will involved. And if God knows a personÂ’s heart and character
(like Israel and Peter) he can know what they will do in the immediate future. Again, see the above on prophecy.
Â“Because of this, Jesse believes that God doesnÂ’t know the future, but kind of just makes the best choices He can as
He finds out what free moral agents decide. This is in direct contradiction to the teaching of the whole Bible! In JesseÂ’s
theology, God Almighty has been stripped of His Omniscience!Â” quote
See the above about prophecy and omniscience. I believe that God does know the future as it is, and God is omniscient.

Â“Yet the fact that God knows the future and declares it immutably is one of the glorious attributes of His character that
distinguishes Him from false pagan gods and from every other being in creation:
Isaiah 42:9 Â– Â“Behold, the former things are come to pass, and new things do I declare: before they spring forth I tell
you of them.Â” quote
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This is talking about things that God has predetermined to do. Prophecies are often God fortelling what He will do. This
does not mean that the far in the future free will choices of man are foreknown a head of time.
Remember:
* God speaks of the future in terms of what may or may not be: Ex. 3:18, 4:9, 13:17; Eze. 12:3
* God changes His plans in response to changing circumstances: Ex. 32:10-14, Jer. 18:1-10
* God's willingness to change His plans is considered one of His glorious attributes: Jonah 4:2; Joel 2:12-13
* God tests people to see what types of decisions they will make: Gen. 22:12; Ex. 16:4; Deut. 8:2, 13:1-3; 2 Chron.
32:31
* God has had disappointments and has regretted how things turned out: Gen. 6:6; 1 Sam. 15:10, 15:35
* God has expected things to happen that didn't come to pass: Isa. 5:1-5; Jer. 3:6-7, 3:19-20
* God gets frustrated and grieved when he attempts to bring individuals into alignment with his will and they resist: Eze.
22:29-31; Isa. 63:10; Eph. 4:30; cf. Heb. 3:8, 3:15, 4:7; Acts 7:51
Isaiah 46:5-10 Â– Â“To whom will ye liken me, and make me equal, and compare me, that we may be like? They lavish
gold out of the bag, and weigh silver in the balance, and hire a goldsmith; and he maketh it a god: they fall down, yea,
they worship. They bear him upon the shoulder, they carry him, and set him in his place, and he standeth; from his place
shall he not remove: yea, one shall cry unto him, yet can he not answer, nor save him out of his trouble. Remember this,
and shew yourselves men: bring it again to mind, O ye transgressors. Remember the former things of old: for I am God,
and there is none else; I am God, and there is none like me, Declaring the end from the beginning, and from ancient
times the things that are not yet done, saying, My counsel shall stand, and I will do all my pleasure.Â”
The difference between the pagan idols and the God of the Bible is that God can say He will do something in the future,
and then He will actually do it! This verse is not contrary to the open view of God, but is actually teaching it. In the open
view, prophecies are often God foretelling a head of time what He plans on doing in the future.
Acts 15:18 Â– Â“Known unto God are all his works from the beginning of the world.Â” quote
The context of this was the salvation of the Gentiles.
Â“That the residue of men might seek after the Lord, and all the Gentiles, upon whom my name is called, saith the Lord,
who doeth all these things. Known unto God are all his works, from the beginning of the world. Wherefore my sentence
is, that we trouble not them, which from among the Gentiles are turned to God.Â” Acts 15:17-19
The Gentiles were not a Â“plan BÂ” for God. God always planned on blessing all nations through the seed of Abraham.
All of GodÂ’s purposes have been determined from the very beginning, and now He is finding ways to carry them out.
Romans 8:29-30 Â– Â”For whom he did foreknow, he also did predestinate to be conformed to the image of his Son,
that he might be the firstborn among many brethren. Moreover whom he did predestinate, them he also called: and
whom he called, them he also justified: and whom he justified, them he also glorified.Â” quote
Who did He foreknow? He knew the Israelites in the Old Testament. Â“ForeknewÂ” does not mean to know in the future,
it means to have known in the past. An example of this is when Paul uses the same Greek word to say how the
Israelites knew him when he was a Pharisee (Acts 26:5). That is what it means when it says that the Lord has not cast
off his people whom he foreknew (Rom. 11:2). God, who knew the Israelites in the past, has not cast them off. The
Greek word Â“foreknewÂ” does not teach exhaustive foreknowledge, or that God foreknows the outcome of a
contingency before it occurs.
Â“The doctrine of Substitutionary AtonementÂ” quote
This is not true. I believe that the atonement of Christ substitutes our eternal punishment of hell. The six hours of
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JesusÂ’ suffering, and his death, is a substitute for our eternal torment in hell. Because an atonement has been
provided, which substitutes our eternal penalty, God can remit our penalty by His grace and mercy.
Â“The real doctrine of the Atonement as taught in the Bible teaches us that Christ died as a literal Substitute for sinners;
that Christ took our sin and was punished on behalf of our sin as our Substitute under the wrath of God so that the
righteous demands of GodÂ’s holy Law could be satisfied and we could receive the forgiveness of sins and His
righteousness and eternal life as a free gift of grace.Â” quote
1.Christ suffered and died for our sins (Isa. 53:5; 1 Peter 3:18). Punishment implies sin and guilt. Sacrifice implies the
sin and guilt of another. Jesus Christ was sacrificed for our sins.
2.The law demanded the eternal death of the guilty (Eze. 18:20; Prov. 17:15, 26; 2 Thes. 1:9) and therefore the
atonement could not have satisfied the demands of the law. The atonement rather satisfied the purpose of penalty, it
honored the law as equally as the penalty would have.
3.The penalty for our sins is eternal hell (2 Thes. 1:9)
4.Jesus did not suffer eternal hell, He suffered six hours on a cross.
5.Therefore Jesus suffered a substitute for our penalty, not the penalty itself.
6.Jesus said that the disciples would drink the same cup that he drank (Mark 10:38-39), therefore Jesus did not drink
the cup of GodÂ’s wrath. The cup of GodÂ’s wrath is still full after the atonement (Rev. 16:19).
7.God still has wrath after the atonement (Acts 12:23; Rom. 1:18; Rom. 2:5; Rom. 2:8-9; Col. 3:6; Rev. 6:17; Rev.
14:10, Rev. 14:19, Rev. 15:7; Rev. 16:1) and therefore the atonement did not satisfy GodÂ’s wrath.
8.Nobody is saved from GodÂ’s wrath until they forsake their sins (Isaiah 55:7; Jer. 26:13; Prov. 28:13; Acts 3:19; Acts
8:22).
9.The atonement is a substitute for our penalty (Heb. 9:22), so that God could remit our penalty (Matt. 26:28; Rom.
3:25) without dishonoring or weakening His law.
10.Forgiveness is the remission of penalty (Matt. 26:28; Rom. 3:25; Heb. 9:22). Forgiveness is when God turns away
from His wrath (Ps. 85:2-3; Micah 7:18). But if Jesus took our penalty and satisfied GodÂ’s wrath, there could be no real
forgiveness. The atonement makes it possible for our penalty to be remitted, it makes it possible for God to turn away
from His wrath when sinners repent.
We can see that the atonement does not automatically or unconditionally save anyone. Many of those for whom Christ
died will ultimately perish for their sin (1 Cor. 8:11) because they choose to continue in their sin (Heb. 10:26-31). Though
Christ died for all (Isa. 45:22; 53:6; 55:1; Eze. 18:30-32; Matt. 23:37; Mk. 16:15-16; Lk. 2:10-11; Jn. 1:29; 3:16; Rom.
2:11; 5:15; Heb. 2:9; 2 Cor. 5:14-15; 1 Tim. 2:11; 4:10; Tit. 2:11; Heb. 2:9; 2 Pet. 2:1; 1 Jn. 2:22; Rev. 3:20), many are
on the broad road (Matt. 7:13). ItÂ’s possible to deny the Lord that bought us and thereby fall into condemnation (2 Pet.
2:1).
Â“Simply put, He bore our sins and our punishment so we could receive His righteousness and reward. Any denial of
this truth is a denial of the essential truth of the biblical Gospel. To deny that Christ literally suffered in our place on the
Cross in order to bear the wrath of God which we deserve, as our Substitute, in order to avert GodÂ’s wrath and
condemnation from us and to purchase our redemption, is to deny the Gospel.Â” quote
Jesus did not suffer our punishment (eternal hell) but Jesus provided a replacement for our punishment (his own blood
shed on the cross) so that God could forgive us our sins by remitting our penalty and turn away from His wrath.
See the above 10 points.
Â“Jesse Morrell believes that Christ did not actually bear our sin on the Cross, that our sin could have never been
imputed to Christ, and therefore Christ could have never been punished for our sin.Â” quote
I do believe that Christ bore our sins on the cross, that He suffered and died for our sins, suffering the replacement for
the penalty of the law, so that the eternal punishment for our sins could be withheld.
Â“This is heresy, and if this is true, we are all yet dead in our sins and there is no forgiveness in Christ since there can
only be forgiveness if He actually bore our sin and took it away.Â” quote
It is not heresy to say that our punishment is eternal hell and that God still has wrath after the atonement. It is not heresy
to say that our penalty could be remitted and God could turn away from His wrath because of the atonement of Christ. If
the atonement is not a substitute for our penalty, but was actually our penalty, then there can be no forgiveness of sins
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because forgiveness is when our penalty is remitted. Our penalty cannot be executed and remitted at the same time.
Many men have held to the view of the atonement that I am expounding, such as Leonard Ravenhill, Jonathon Edwards
Jr, Albert Barnes, Gordon Olson, Harry Conn, Charles Finney, Catherine Booth, etc. Were they all heretics?
Â“The Christ of God offered Himself as a sacrifice for the sin of man. The Divine law had been broken; the interests of
the universe demanded that its righteousness should be maintained, therefore its penalty must be endured by the
transgressor, or, in lieu of this, such compensation must be rendered as would satisfy the claims of justice, and render it
expedient for God to pardon the guiltyÂ… Christ made such a sacrifice as rendered it possible for God to be just, and
yet to pardon the sinner. His sacrifice is never represented in the Bible as having purchased or begotten the love of the
Father, but only as having opened up a channel through which the love could flow out to His rebellious and prodigal
children. The doctrine of the New Testament on this point is not that Â‘God so hated the world that His own Son was
compelled to die in order to appease His vengeance,Â’ as we fear has been too often represented, but that Â‘God so
LOVED the world, that He gave His only begotten Son.Â” Catherine Booth (Popular Christianity, p. 30, Published by
Convention Bookstore)
Â“The very idea of atonement is something done, which, to the purpose of supporting the authority of the law, the dignity
and consistency of divine government and conduct, is fully equivalent to the curse of the law, and on the ground of
which, the sinner may be saved from that curseÂ…a less degree or duration of suffering endured by Christ the Son of
God, may, on account of the infinite dignity and glory of his person, be an equivalent to the curse of the law endured by
the sinner.Â” Jonathon Edwards Jr. (The Necessity of the Atonement, p. 7)
Â“His sufferings were in the place of the penalty, not the penalty itself. They were a substitution for the penalty, and
were, therefore, strictly and properly vicarious, and were not the identical sufferings which the sinner would himself have
endured. There are some things in the penalty of the Law, which the Lord Jesus did not endure, and which a substitute
or a vicarious victim could not endure. Remorse of conscience is a part of the inflicted penalty of the Law, and will be a
vital part of the sufferings of the sinner in hell - but the Lord Jesus did not endure that. Eternity of sufferings is an
essential part of the penalty of the Law - but the Lord Jesus did not suffer forever. Thus, there are numerous sorrows
connected with the consciousness of personal guilt, which the Lord Jesus did not and cannot endure.Â” Albert Barnes
(Commentary on Galatians 3:13)
Â“He did not endure eternal deathÂ….eternal death was the penalty of the law...No man can possibly hold that the
Redeemer endured eternal sorrow; and no man, therefore, who believes that the penalty of the law is eternal death, can
consistently maintain that he endured the literal penalty of the law.Â” Albert Barnes (The Atonement, Published by
Bethany Fellowship, p. 236-237)
Â“The atonement is something substituted in the place of the penalty of the law, which will answer the same ends as the
punishment of the offender himself would. It is instead of punishment. It is something which will make it proper for the
lawgiver to suspend or remit the literal execution of the penalty of the law, because the object or end of that penalty has
been secured, or because something has been substituted for that which will answer the same purpose. In other words,
there are certain ends proposed by the appointment of the penalty in case of violation of the law; and if these ends are
secured, then the punishment may be remitted and the offender may be pardoned. That which will secure these ends is
an atonement.Â” Albert Barnes (The Atonement, Published by Bethany Fellowship, p. 244-145.)
Â“The atonement is the substitute for the punishment threatened in the law; and was designed to answer the same ends
of supporting the authority of the law, the dignity of the divine moral government, and the consistency of the divine
conduct in legislation and execution. By the atonement it appears that God is determined that his law shall be supported;
that it shall not be despised or transgressed with impunity; and that it is an evil and a bitter thing to sin against God. The
very idea of an atonement or satisfaction for sin, is something which, to the purposes of supporting the authority of the
divine law, and the dignity and consistency of the divine government, is equivalent to the punishment of the sinner,
according to the literal threatening of the law. That which answers these purposes being done, whatever it be,
atonement is made, and the way is prepared for the dispensation of pardon.Â” Jonathon Edwards Jr. (The Necessity of
the Atonement, p. 5-6)
Â“The death of Christ manifests GodÂ’s hatred of sin and love of holiness in the same sense as the damnation of the
wicked manifests these, namely, on the supposition that the divine law is just and holy. If it be allowed the divine law is
just and holy, then every thing done to support and execute that law, is a declaration in favor of holiness and against sin;
or a declaration of GodÂ’s love of holiness and his hatred of iniquityÂ…By atonement I mean that which, as a substitute
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for the punishment which is threatened in the law, supports the authority of that law, and the dignity of the divine
government.Â” Jonathon Edwards Jr. (Inferences and Reflections on Atonement, p. 3)
"If free pardon is to be extended to penitent sinners, some great measure must be substituted for the punishment of
sinners that will uphold the moral government of God at least equally as well as the pronounced consequences would
have done." Gordon C. Olson (The Truth Shall Make You Free, Published by Bible Research Corp, p. 95)
"In his undertaking the work of redemption; in his manifested character on earth; in his teaching; in the spirit with which
he bore his trials; in his readiness to meet death, and in the manner in which he actually met it; in the offers of salvation
which he made to mankind on the ground of the sacrifice which he made for human guilt, no one who believes the
Saviour at all can doubt that he was in all respects pleasing to God. Whatever were the sufferings which were brought
upon him, they were not of the nature of punishment for his own offences; whatever was the reason why he was left in
darkness and gloom on the cross, it was not because he had incurred for himself the wrath of God. In the very midst of
those sufferings he was performing a work which, of all the works ever performed on the earth, was most acceptable to
a pure and holy God." Albert Barnes (The Atonement, Published by Bethany Fellowship, p. 292-293)
Â“An atonement is, properly, an arrangement by which the literal infliction of the penalty due to sin may be avoided; it is
something which may be substituted in the place of punishment; it is that which will answer the same end which would
be secured by the literal infliction of the penalty of the law. It is not a commercial transaction, - a matter of debt and
payment, of profit and loss. It pertains to law, to government, to holiness; not to literal debt and payment.Â” Albert
Barnes (The Atonement, Published by Bethany Fellowship, p. 230)
Â“Retributive justice, therefore, is not at all satisfied by the death of Christ. But the general justice to the Deity and to the
universe is satisfied. That is done by the death of Christ which supports the authority of the law, and renders it
consistent with the glory of God, and the good of the whole system, to pardon the sinner.Â” Jonathon Edwards Jr.
(Inferences and Reflections on Atonement, p. 8)
"The sufferings and especially the death of Christ were sacrificial, were not the punishment of the law but were
equivalent to the meaning to it, were representative of it and substituted for it. The demands of the law were not
satisfied, but the honor of the law was promoted by it as much as this honor would have been promoted by the infliction
of the legal penalty upon all sinners." Gordon C. Olson (The Truth Shall Make You Free, Published by Bible Research
Corp, p. 100)
"The death of Christ is not a substituted penalty, but a substitute for a penalty. The necessity of an atonement is not
found in the fact that the justice of God requires an invariable execution of deserved penalty, but in the fact that the
honor and glory of God, and the welfare of his creatures, require that his essential and rectoral righteousness be
adequately declared. The death of Christ is exponential of divine justice, and is a satisfaction in that sense, and not in
the sense that it is, as of a debt, the full and complete payment of all its demands." John Miley (The Governmental
Theory of the Atonement, p. 9)
Â“Atonement is, properly, an arrangement by which the literal infliction of the penalty due to sin may be avoided; it is
something which may be substituted in the place of punishment. It is that which will answer the same end secured by
the literal infliction of the penalty of the lawÂ… The atonement is the governmental provision for the forgiveness of sins,
providing man meets the conditions of repentance and faith towards our Lord Jesus Christ.Â” Harry Conn (Four Trojan
Horses, Published by Mott Media, p. 80-81)
Â“It provides a substitute for the penalty of the lawÂ”. Winkie Pratney (Youth Aflame, The Nature of Sin, Published by C
ommunication Foundation Publishers)
Â“Yet the Bible clearly refutes JesseÂ’s (and Moral Government TheologyÂ’s) heretical doctrine of the Atonement:Â” qu
ote
He hasnÂ’t even stated what my doctrine of the atonement is. He said, or tried to say, what I do not believe. But he hasn
Â’t even said what I do believe. This is probably because he doesnÂ’t even know what I believe, or at least could not pro
perly articulate it.
Â“2 Corinthians 5:21 Â– Â“For he hath made him to be sin for us, who knew no sin; that we might be made the righteous
ness of God in him.Â” quote
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I agree with Adam Clarke on this passage that it means Jesus was made a sin offering for us. A sin offering is somethin
g which God will accept on behalf of someoneÂ’s sins, so that He does not need to execute the penalty of their sins upo
n them.
I disagree with Martin Luther on this passage. Jesus was not turned into a sinner on the cross. Jesus did not become gui
lty of any sin. Jesus was offered as a spotless lamb to God.
I agree with Albert Barnes that the moral character of Jesus never changed. He never became a sinner. He was always
sinless.
Â“Though innocent, he was treated in his death as if he had been guilty; that is, he was put to death as if he had person
ally deserved itÂ…He was suspended on a cross, as if he had been a malefactor. He was numbered with malefactors; h
e was crucified between them; he was given up by God and man to death as if he had himself been such a malefactor.Â
” Albert Barnes (The Atonement, Published by Bethany Fellowship, p. 296)
Â“Standing for the sinner, he must, in an important sense, bear the curse of the lawÂ–not the literal penalty, but a vast a
mount of suffering, sufficient, in view of his relations to God and the universe, to make the needed demonstration of God
Â’s displeasure against sin, and yet of his love for both the sinner and all his moral subjects. On the one hand, Jesus rep
resents the race; on the other, he represented God.Â” Charles G. Finney (The Oberlin Evangelist; July 30, 1856; On the
Atonement, p. 4)
Â“The Savior identifies Himself with sinners so intimately that He is treated as if their sins were His, if the seemingly insu
rmountable problems of reconciliation were to be solved. He must be the great High Priest who voluntarily places the sin
of mankind, not upon the head of an innocent animal, but upon Himself, with dreadful heart-broken solemnness, until it c
rushes out His holy and spotless life.Â” Gordon C. Olson (The Truth Shall Make You Free, Published by Bible Researc
h Corp, p. 33)
Â“Christ was treated as though he had been a sinner Â– and as his sufferings answered the purpose of the sinnerÂ’s pu
nishment, and are the ground of his pardon, it may be said with respect to all believers, that their sins were imputed or re
ckoned to Christ, and his righteousness imputed or reckoned to them. That is, Christ was treated as sinners deserve, an
d sinners are treated as Christ deserves.Â” Nathan Beman (Four Sermons on the Doctrine of the Atonement, p. 39)
Â“Jesus was not sinful, or a sinner, in any sense. He did not so take human guilt upon him, that the words sinful and sin
ner could with any propriety be applied to him. They are not applied to him any way in the Bible; but there the language i
s undeviating. It is that in all senses he was holy and undefiled. And yet language is often used on this subject which is h
orrible and only a little short of blasphemy, as if he was guilty, and as if he was even the greatest sinner in the universe.
I have heard language used which sent a chill of horror to my heart; and language may be found in the writings of those
who hold the doctrine of imputation in the strictest sense, which is only a little short of blasphemy. I have hesitated whet
her I should copy expressions here on this subject from one of the greatest and best of men (I mean Luther) to show the
nature of the views which people sometimes entertain on the subject of the imputation of sin to Christ. But as Luther deli
berately published them to the worldÂ… and since similar views are sometimes entertained now; and as it is important t
hat such views should be held up to universal abhorrence, no matter how respectable the source from which they eman
ate, I will copy a few of his expressions on this subjectÂ…Â“If thou wilt deny him to be a sinner and accursed, deny, also
, that he was crucified and dead.Â” Â“But if it is not absurd to confess and believe that Christ was crucified between two
thieves, then it is not absurd to say that he was accursed, and of all sinners, the greatest.Â” Â“God, our most merciful Fa
ther, sent His only Son into the world, and laid upon him all the sins of all people, saying, be thou Peter, that denier; Paul
, that persecutor, blasphemer, and cruel oppressor; David, that adulterer; that sinner which did eat the fruit in Paradise; t
hat thief who hung upon the cross; and, briefly, be thou the person who has committed the sins of all people; see, theref
ore, that thou pay and satisfy for themÂ” Â– Luther on the Galatians, Gal_3:13. (pp. 213-215. London edition, 1838).
Â“Luther was a great and holy man. He held, as firmly as anyone can, to the personal holiness of the Redeemer. But thi
s language shows how imperfect and erroneous views may warp the language of holy people; and how those sentiment
s led him to use language which is little less than blasphemy.Â” Albert Barnes (Commentary on Galatians 3:13)
1 Peter 3:18 Â– Â“For Christ also hath once suffered for sins, the just for the unjust, that he might bring us to God, being
put to death in the flesh, but quickened by the Spirit.Â”quote
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I completely believe in the substitution of Â“the just for the unjustÂ”. The death of the innocent (Jesus Christ) substitutes
the eternal death of the guilty (sinners). This verse is teaching substitution, and the moral government view of the atone
ment teaches substitution.
Â“the atonement is the governmental substitution of the sufferings of Christ for the punishment of sinners.Â” Charles Fin
ney (Lectures on Systematic Theology, p. 281)
Romans 3:23-26 Â– Â“For all have sinned, and come short of the glory of God; Being justified freely by his grace throug
h the redemption that is in Christ Jesus: Whom God hath set forth to be a propitiation through faith in his blood, to declar
e his righteousness for the remission of sins that are past, through the forbearance of God; To declare, I say, at this time
his righteousness: that he might be just, and the justifier of him which believeth in Jesus.Â” quote
The atonement is a declaration of GodÂ’s righteousness so that He could remit our penalty. Now that the atonement has
been made, God can remit our penalty and still be just to Himself, just to His law, and just to His universe. He is just to H
imself because He has made a public declaration of His righteousness and His regard for His law. He is just to His law b
ecause the value of the law is declared through the atonement of Christ as equally as it would have been through the pe
nalty being executed. And God is just to His universe because the atonement of Christ maintains the authority and influe
nce of GodÂ’s law, just as equally as the penalty would have, and therefore the rights and well-being of the universe are
protected even though God withholds our punishment or remits our penalty.
Galatians 3:13-14 Â– Â“Christ hath redeemed us from the curse of the law, being made a curse for us: for it is written, C
ursed is every one that hangeth on a tree: That the blessing of Abraham might come on the Gentiles through Jesus Chri
st; that we might receive the promise of the Spirit through faith.Â” quote
The curse of Jesus Christ hanging on the tree saves us from the eternal curse of the law (hell fire). Because Jesus Chris
t suffered and died on the cross, we can be saved from eternal hell if we repent and believe.
Isaiah 53:4-6 Â– Â“Surely he hath borne our griefs, and carried our sorrows: yet we did esteem him stricken, smitten of
God, and afflicted. But he was wounded for our transgressions, he was bruised for our iniquities: the chastisement of our
peace was upon him; and with his stripes we are healed. All we like sheep have gone astray; we have turned every one
to his own way; and the LORD hath laid on him the iniquity of us all.Â”quote
Because all men have been sinners by choice, Â“all we like sheep have gone astrayÂ” we need the atonement of Christ
Â“the Lord hath laid on him the iniquity of us allÂ”.
The wounding and bruising and whipping of Jesus Christ was done on behalf of our sins, so that the penalty for our sins,
or the eternal punishment of hell, could be remitted. God does not need to send sinners to eternal hell, in order to mainta
in his law, because Jesus Christ has suffered for the sins of the whole world.
Isaiah 53:10 Â– Â“Yet it pleased the LORD to bruise him; he hath put him to grief: when thou shalt make his soul an offe
ring for sin, he shall see his seed, he shall prolong his days, and the pleasure of the LORD shall prosper in his hand.Â” q
uote
God sacrificed His son, by giving him into the hands of wicked men, and it pleased the Lord to make such a sacrifice, be
cause through the sacrifice of the atonement God will be able to pardon mankind without dishonoring or weakening His l
aw, without encouraging sin, without endangering His universe.
Re: Josef Urban Lies About Jesse Morrell, on: 2009/11/20 12:07
Â“The doctrine of Original Sin: This core Christian belief states that all men enter this world with an inherently sinful
nature and all men possess an inherent moral corruptness in their own flesh.Â” quote
Josef, I know for a fact, teaches Gnosticism which says that our flesh is sinful. Some of his friends have confronted him
on this but he has not repented. In Gnosticism, sin is not a choice of the will but a substance of the body. That is why
Josef believes that we are sinners because of the type of body we inherit, and why he believes we cannot be morally
perfect until we get a glorified body.
But the Bible does not teach that it is a sin to have flesh, or that our flesh is sin. It is sinful to live after the flesh (Rom.
8:13), or to live selfishly (Rom. 8:7). But it is not sinful to have flesh, since Jesus Christ had flesh (John 1:14; Luke
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24:39; 1 Tim. 3:16). Nor do you need a glorified body to be morally perfect, because Jesus Christ was morally perfect (2
Cor. 5:21) before He had a glorified body (Luke 13:32).
The Gnostics denied that Jesus Christ came in the flesh because they believed that the flesh was sinful:
Â“And every spirit that confesseth not that Jesus Christ is come in the flesh is not of God: and this is that spirit of
antichristÂ…Â” 1 John 4:3
Â“For many deceivers are entered into the world, who confess not that Jesus Christ is come in the flesh. This is a
deceiver and an antichrist.Â” 2 John 1:7
Sinfulness is not a substance of matter. Our flesh is not a sin in and of itself. We could use our body for sinfulness or we
could use our body for righteousness:
Â“Neither yield ye your members as instruments of unrighteousness unto sin: but yield yourselves unto God, as those
that are alive from the dead, and your members as instruments of righteousness unto God.Â” Rom. 6:13
Â“I speak after the manner of men because of the infirmity of your flesh, for as ye have yielded your members servants
to uncleanness and to iniquity unto iniquity; even so now yield your members servants to righteousness unto holiness.Â”
Rom. 6:19
Â“I beseech you therefore, brethren, by the mercies of God, that ye present your bodies a living sacrifice, holy,
acceptable unto God, which is your reasonable service.Â” Romans 12:1
Â“And the very God of peace sanctify you wholly, and I pray God your whole spirit and soul and body be preserved
blameless unto the coming of our Lord Jesus Christ.Â” 1 Thes. 5:23
Sin is when we choose to gratify our flesh in an unnatural and forbidden way. Jesus Christ was tempted in the
wilderness, not because he had a sinful nature or because his flesh was a sin, but because he had a natural desire for
food (Matt. 4:3). Eve was tempted because of her natural God given desires (Gen. 3:6). Eve choose to gratify her God
given flesh in a forbidden way. She had a natural desire for food and wisdom, but it was forbidden for her to gratify that
desire by eating of the fruit.
God is the one who forms us in the womb (Gen. 4:1; Ex. 4:11; Isa. 27:11; 43:7; 49:5; 64:8; Jer. 1:5; Ps. 95:6; 139:13-14,
16; Ecc. 7:29; Job 10:9-11; 31:15; 35:10; Jn. 1:3) and that is why God is responsible for the condition of our flesh when
we are born (Exodus 4:11). Men are not sinful because God has created us with a flesh. Men are sinful because they
have chosen to violate GodÂ’s law. Sin is not a substance of matter, sin is the choice to transgress GodÂ’s law (1 Jn.
3:4).
Â“Now temptation is not sin. Temptation is the proposition presented to the mind that you can satisfy a good appetite in
a forbidden way. Temptation leads to sinÂ…. Sin is the decision of the willÂ…. sin is the decision to gratify a good
appetite in a bad way." Paris Reidhead (Finding the Reality of God, pg 141-142)
Â“DonÂ’t mistake temptation for sin. Temptation is a suggestion to gratify a desire in an illegal way or amount.
Temptation is not sin. Jesus was tempted.Â” Winkie Pratney (Youth Aflame, Bethany House, pg. 83).
Â“God created us to exist in a constant state of desire and appetiteÂ… The infant cannot think of terms of duty,
responsibility, or moral choiceÂ…. The self-centeredness of infants has all the appearances of a vice. But they are
acting on natural, God-given impulses to survive and seek their own pleasureÂ…. They do not have the intellectual and
moral capacity to say Â“NoÂ” to appetites and impulses. They cannot yet be held responsible. They begin life in
innocent self-centerednessÂ…. But the growing child or adult who doesnÂ’t rise above self-indulging desires has fallen
from GodÂ’s intention and design. The root of all sin is founded in runaway indulgence of God-given desiresÂ… Drives
which are not in themselves evil, nonetheless, form the seedbed on which sin will assuredly growÂ… When does this
innocent, natural selfishness of a child become sin? In other words, when is a child to blame? Keep in mind that a child
will not come under condemnation until his moral faculties are fully operativeÂ… When a child goes against his
conscience, however limited and incomplete his understanding may be, he is then guilty. The degree to which his
understanding has developed is the degree to which his actions can be called sinÂ…. As the body of flesh was the
medium of EveÂ’s sin and of ChristÂ’s temptation, so it is the implement of your childÂ’s development into selfishness
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Â– which, at maturity, will constitute sinfulness.Â” Michael & Debi Pearl (To Train Up A Child, No Greater Joy, pg. 15-20)
Â“The bodily appetites and tendencies of body and mind, when strongly excited, become the occasions of sin. So it was
with Adam. No one will say that Adam had a sinful nature. But he had, by his constitution, an appetite for food and a
desire for knowledge. These were not sinful but were as God made them. They were necessary to fit him to live in this
world as a subject of GodÂ’s moral government. But being strongly excited led to indulgence, and thus became the
occasions of his sinning against God. These tendencies were innocent in themselves, but he yielded to them in a sinful
manner, and that was his sin.Â” Charles Finney (You Can Be Holy, published by Whitaker House, p. 215).
"We have a nature that is capable of being perverted from legitimate to illegitimate, from the natural to the unnatural,
from the pure to the polluted." Sin is to "pervert... natural, legitimate, human desires." F. Lagard Smith (Troubling
Questions for Calvinists, page 134-135).
The Bible does not teach that men are born sinners. The Bible teaches that men are sinners by choice (Gen. 6:12, Ex.
32:7, Deut. 9:12, Deut. 32:5, Jdg. 2:19, Hos. 9:9, Ps. 14:2-3, Isa. 53:6, Ecc. 7:29, Rom. 3:23.) It is their own fault
because it is their own choice, and therefore they deserve punishment and therefore they need ChristÂ’s atonement and
GodÂ’s mercy.
Infant children are morally innocent (2 Kng. 21:16; 24:4; Jer. 13:26-27; Ps. 106:37-38; Matt. 18:3) and have not yet
Â“done anythingÂ” morally Â“good or evilÂ” (Rom. 9:11) until the age of accountability, which is the age of reason, when
they know right from wrong (Deut. 1:39; Isa. 7:15-16), and choose to do wrong (Jas. 4:17). Jesus said that if you were
blind, you would have no sin. Since infants are morally blind, they have no sin.
Children do not inherit the guilt or sin of the parent: Deut. 24:16,2 Kng. 14:6, 2 Chron. 25:4, Jer. 31:29-30, Eze. 18:2-4,
Eze. 18:19-20.
Sinners are separated from God for their own sin: Isa. 59:2; Lk. 15:24; Rom. 5:12; Rom. 7:9, Col. 2:13.
"If a man were created evil, he would not deserve punishment, since he was not evil of himself, being unable to do
anything else than what he was made for.Â” Justin Martyr (First Apology Chap. 43)
Â“Those who do not do it will receive the just judgment of God, because they had not work good when they had it in thei
r power to do so. But if some had been made by nature bad, and others good, these latter would not be deserving of prai
se for being good, for they were created that way. Nor would the former be reprehensible, for that is how they were mad
e. However, all men are of the same nature. They are all able to hold fast and to go what is good. On the other hand, the
y have the power to cast good from them and not to do it.Â” Irenaeus (A Dictionary of Early Christian Beliefs by David B
ercot, p. 287, published by Hendrickson Publishers)
Â“If man is in fault for his sinful nature, why not condemn man for having blue or black eyes? The fact is, sin never can
consist in having a nature, nor in what nature is, but only and alone in the bad use which we make of our nature. This is
all. Our Maker will never find fault with us for what He has Himself done or made; certainly not. He will not condemn us, i
f we will only make a right use of our powers Â– of our intellect, our sensibilities, and our will. He never holds us respons
ible for our original natureÂ… since there is no law against nature, nature cannot be a transgressionÂ… manÂ’s nature i
s not a proper subject for legislation, precept, and penalty, inasmuch as it lies entirely without the pale of voluntary actio
n, or of any action of man at all.Â” Charles Finney (Sermons on Gospel Themes, p. 78-79, published by Truth in Heart)
Â“And lest, on the other hand, it should be thought to be nature's fault that some have been unrighteous, I shall use the
evidence of the scripture, which everywhere lay upon sinners the heavy weight of the charge of having used their own wi
ll and do not excuse them for having acted only under constraint of nature.Â” Pelagius (The Letters of Pelagius and his F
ollowers by B. R. Rees, p. 43, published by The Boydell Press).
"If anyone is truly religious, he is a man of God; but if he is irreligious, he is a man of the devil, made such, not by nature,
but by his own choice." Ignatius (Ante-Nicene Fathers, Volume One, p. 61)
Â“The ScripturesÂ…emphasize the freedom of the will. They condemn those who sin, and approve those who do rightÂ
… We are responsible for being bad and worthy of being cast outside. For it is not the nature in us that is the cause of th
e evil; rather, it is the voluntary choice that works evil.Â” Origen (A Dictionary of Early Christian Beliefs by David Bercot,
p. 289, published by Hendrickson Publishers)
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Â“All men are therefore sinners by natureÂ” quote
Ephesians 2:2-3 says that we are by nature children of wrath, but in context this is talking a lifestyle of living for the flesh.
Those who are selfish, those who live for the gratification of their flesh, are children of wrath. Â“By natureÂ” simply mean
s that they are choosing to live for their flesh, instead of living for God, instead of subjected their flesh to its proper place
and presenting it to God for His service. The Â“natural manÂ” is someone who lives for his flesh, instead of for God.
Charles Finney said, Â“To represent the constitution as sinful, is to present God, who is the author of the constitution, as
the author of sin.Â” (FinneyÂ’s Systematic Theology, Bethany House, p. 261).
An unknown writer in the Early Church said, Â“Â… it is impious to say that sin is inherent in nature, because in this way t
he author of nature is being judged at fault.Â” (The Letters of Pelagius and his Followers by B. R. Rees, p. 168, publishe
d by The Boydell Press).
Â“To equate humanity with sinfulness is to make God the Author of His own worst enemy; to make God responsible for t
he thing that has brought Him unhappiness.Â” Winkie Pratney (Youth Aflame, Bethany House, pg. 78).
Â“The next dogma deserving attention is the position, that mankind derived from our first progenitor a corrupt nature, whi
ch renders obedience to the commands of God impossible, and disobedience necessary, and that for the mere existenc
e of this nature, men Â‘deserve GodÂ’s wrath and curse, ot only in this world, but in that which is to come.Â’ If the above
dogma is true, it is demonstrably evident, that this corrupt nature comes into existence without knowledge, choice, or ag
ency of the creature, who for its existence is pronounced deserving of, and Â‘bound over to the wrath of God.Â’ Equally
evident is it, that this corrupt nature exists as the result of the direct agency of God. He proclaims himself the maker of Â‘
every soul of man.Â’ As its Maker, He must have imparted to that soul the constitution or nature which it actually posses
ses. It does not help the matter at all, to say, that this nature is derived from our progenitor: for the laws of generation, by
which this corrupt nature is derived from that progenitor, are sustained and continued by God himselfÂ… If, then, the ab
ove dogma is true, man in the first place, is held as deserving of eternal punishment for that which exists wholly indepen
dent of his knowledge, choice or agency, in any sense, direct or indirect, He is also held responsible for the result, not of
his own agency, but for that which results from the agency of God.Â” Asa Mahan (Doctrine of the Will, published by Trut
h in Heart, p. 115).
Men are sinners because they choose to sin, not because of the flesh that they inherit from their parents. Sinners are cri
minals because of their choices, they are not victims of their circumstances.
It should also be noted that sin is contrary to our design, and our conscience demands obedience to God, and in this wa
y sin is contrary to human nature. Our body naturally coughs when it first smokes a cigarette. Our body throws up and s
uffers a hang over when consuming alcohol. These sins are contrary to our design and are therefore against our nature.
Men also naturally feel guilt and shame when they sin, which shows that our nature is against sin. The Bible says that ho
mosexuals do that which is against nature (Rom. 1:26-27) and our conscience, which demands obedience to God, is par
t of our nature (Rom. 2:14-15).
Â“Homosexuals often cover and excuse their evil acts of perversion by saying that they were born homosexual. And if th
e teaching is true that men are born with a sinful nature, homosexuals are right to say they were born homosexuals. For
they were born homosexuals if they were born sinners. Also they are right to excuse their evil actions of perversion. For i
s they were born sinners, they were born homosexuals; and if they were born homosexuals they can no more be blamed
for their evil acts of perversion than the brute beasts can be blamed for being born brute beasts. Likewise the alcoholic c
annot be blamed for his drinking if it true that he was born with the Â‘disease of alcoholismÂ’. In fact the murderer, the ra
pist, and all other sinners have a perfect and legitimate excuse for all their sins if they were born with a sinful nature. But
God never excuses the murderer or the drunkard or the rapist or the homosexual or any other sinner for his sins. For Go
d created al men with a good nature. All sin is a corruption of manÂ’s nature, it is a perversion of manÂ’s nature. It is reb
ellion against our nature Â– it is rebellion against the Â‘law of God written in our heartsÂ’ and against the God who has
written his law in our hearts. No man is born a sinner. No man is born with the Â‘disease of alcoholismÂ’. No man is bor
n a homosexual.Â” Alfred T. Overstreet (Over One Hundred Texts From The Bible That Show That Babies Are Not Born
Sinners, pg. 8).
Â“Sin is never natural. It is horribly un-natural. Sin is never Â‘humanÂ’. It is horribly in-human. Sin creates remorse, guilt,
and shame; every time a man feels these three witnesses in his soul, they tell him sin is not natural. Even the simple lie-
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detector can tell us this. The whole body reacts adversely when a man sinsÂ… God never planned sin for man. It is the
most un-natural thing in the moral UniverseÂ… Do not dare say sin is Â‘naturalÂ’! God hates sin with perfect hatred; He
loves humanity.Â” Winkie Pratney (Youth Aflame, Bethany House, pg. 78).
Â“The nature we are born with teaches us to reject evil and choose goodÂ…. Men must go against their nature to sin.Â”
Alfred T. Overstreet (Over One Hundred Texts From The Bible That Show That Babies Are Not Born Sinners, pg. 6-7).
Â“and apart from redemption through the grace of Christ, are under the curse of the LawÂ” quote
Agreed. But the law commands us to make certain choices, therefore those who choose contrary to the law are under th
e curse of the law. Men are not under the curse of the law because of the body or flesh that they have, since the law doe
s not demand us to have a certain type of flesh neither does it forbid us from having a certain type of flesh.
Â“abide under the wrath of GodÂ” quote
Agreed. Those who are sinning are under the wrath of God, notwithstanding the atonement of Christ. While the atoneme
nt of Christ made it possible for God to turn away from His wrath without dishonoring or weakening His law, no man is ac
tually saved from GodÂ’s wrath until they are converted. Men, after the atonement, are still under the wrath of God while
they are sinning.
Â“are by nature children of wrathÂ” quote
Agreed. Those who are choosing to live after their flesh, who are living for their own selfish gratification, are children of
wrath. Anyone who chooses to be a sinner, who chooses to live for their flesh, is under GodÂ’s wrath.
Â“are dead in trespasses and sinsÂ” quote
Agreed. Sinners do not have a relationship with God, but are separated from Him, because they have personally chosen
to sin. To be dead in sin means that you do not have a relationship with God (Luke 15:24). Sinners are separated from
God for their own sin: Isa. 59:2; Lk. 15:24; Rom. 5:12; Rom. 7:9, Col. 2:13.
Â“do nothing that pleases GodÂ” quote
Agreed, because sinners are entirely selfish, they are living supremely for themselves, and God is not pleased with this.
Sinners are carnally minded, which means that their purpose is to gratify their flesh, and this is violation of GodÂ’s law a
nd does not please Him (Romans 8:6).
Â“and sin continually against God as a manifestation of the wicked sinful nature in their own hearts.Â” quote
Sinners sin continually because of their own sinful character, not because of the nature, flesh, or body that they inherit.
Sinners sin because of their own sinful hearts. The term Â“heartÂ” in the Bible is a symbolic word used to describe man
Â’s will. All sin comes out of the heart Jesus said (Matt. 15:19). The root of man, which brings forth fruit, is his own heart
or will (Luke 6:43-45). God commands sinners to make unto themselves a new heart (Eze. 18:31), which means that He
wants them to change the state of their will. God command men to change from having a disobedient will to an obedient
will.
Â“The Bible teaches that we (commit acts of) sin because weÂ’re sinners (by nature), not that we are sinners only becau
se we (commit acts of) sinÂ” quote
Disagree. Men are sinners because they sin. The definition of a sinner is someone who sins. Until you sin, you are not a
sinner. Adam was not a sinner until he sinned. Eve was not a sinner until she sinned. Lucifer was not a sinner until he si
nned.
Likewise, the Bible does not teach that men sin because they are servants of sin. The Bible teaches that men are servan
ts of sin because they sin (John 8:34, Romans 6:16). Nobody serves sin until they choose to sin.
Â“that outward acts of sin are manifestations of the moral depravity of our own hearts.Â” quote
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Sin is not merely an action, sin is a state of the will. Men are sinners when they choose to have disobedient hearts, whe
n they choose to have rebellious wills.
Outward actions of sin are the manifestations of the disobedient will or rebellious hearts of men. This is what Jesus taug
ht in Luke 6:43-45. If our will (heart) is good, our life (fruit) will be good. But if our will (heart) is sinful, our life (fruit) will be
sinful. Actions are the fruit of the will. The will is the cause, the actions are the effects. Good trees have good fruit, bad tr
ees have bad fruit. Sinful actions are manifestations of sinful hearts. A sinful life is proof that a person is choosing to be
selfish, that they have a selfish heart.
Â“Moral Government Theology and Jesse Morrell deny that this is true, and believe that all come into this world in a mor
ally neutral stateÂ” quote
We inherit physical depravity from Adam (1 Cor 15:22), that is, we all physically die as a consequence of AdamÂ’s sin b
ecause he was removed from the tree of life (Gen. 3:22).
But while physical depravity is hereditary, moral depravity is not, because moral depravity has to do with the will.
Infant children are morally innocent (2 Kng. 21:16; 24:4; Jer. 13:26-27; Ps. 106:37-38; Matt. 18:3) and have not yet Â“do
ne anythingÂ” morally Â“good or evilÂ” (Rom. 9:11) until the age of accountability, which is the age of reason, when they
know right from wrong (Deut. 1:39; Isa. 7:15-16), and choose to do wrong (Jas. 4:17).
Â“and deny that all of AdamÂ’s posterity died spiritually in AdamÂ’s original sin in the beginning.Â”
Children do not inherit the guilt or sin of the parent: Deut. 24:16,2 Kng. 14:6, 2 Chron. 25:4, Jer. 31:29-30, Eze. 18:2-4, E
ze. 18:19-20.
Sinners are separated from God for their own sin: Isa. 59:2; Lk. 15:24; Rom. 5:12; Rom. 7:9, Col. 2:13.
Men are not born dead in sins, they become morally depraved and relationally separated from God when they voluntarily
choose to sin: Isa. 59:2, Lk. 15:24; Rom. 5:12, Rom. 5:14, Rom. 7:9, Rom. 7:11, Col. 2:13.
Â“Further, they declare that all sin is a choice and only a choice, and therefore all must make the choice to Â“stop sinnin
gÂ” and become morally perfect in order to be accepted by God.Â”
Repentance is the choice to stop sinning, it is a change of mind about breaking GodÂ’s law. Until a sinner repents, until t
hey make this choice, they are not accepted by God. True repentance is not forsaking some sin, it is forsaking all sin. If
a person does not forsake all sin, they do not forsake sin at all.
Â“If my people, which are called by my name, shall humble themselves and pray, and seek my face, and turn from their
wicked ways; then will I hear from Heaven, and will forgive their sin, and will heal their landÂ” (2 Chronicles 7:14).
Â“Repent, and turn yourselves from all your transgressions, so iniquity shall not be your ruinÂ… Cast away from you all
of your transgressions, whereby ye have transgressed; and make you a new heart and a new spirit: for why will ye dieÂ
… For I have no pleasure in the death of him that dieth, saith the Lord God: wherefore turn yourselves and live yeÂ” (Ez
ekiel 18:30-32).
Â“wash thine heart from wickedness, that thou mayest be savedÂ” (Jeremiah 4:14).
Â“Let the wicked forsake his way, and the unrighteous man his thoughts: and let him return unto the Lord, and he will ha
ve mercy upon him; and to our God, for he will abundantly pardonÂ” (Isaiah 55:7).
Â“He that covereth his sins shall not prosper: but whoso confesseth and forsaketh them shall have mercyÂ” (Proverbs 2
8:13).
Â“Repent therefore of this thy wickedness, and pray God, if perhaps the thought of thine heart may be forgiven theeÂ” (
Acts 8:22).
Â“Then Peter said unto them, RepentÂ…. For the remission of sinsÂ…Â” (Acts 2:38).
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Â“Repent, ye therefore, and be converted, that your sins may be blotted outÂ…Â” (Acts 3:19).
Â“Then hath God also to the Gentiles granted repentance unto lifeÂ” (Acts 11:18).
The Bible talks about Â“repentance to salvationÂ…Â” (2 Corinthians 7:10).
Â“he believes that when a man chooses to stop sinningÂ” quote
The Bible says that it is a choice to sin or not sin (Deut. 30:19; Isaiah 1:16; Rom. 6:13; Rom. 6:19; 1 Cor. 10:13; 1 Cor. 1
5:34; Eph. 4:26) Repentance is a change of mind about sinning. This change of mind results in a change of life. That is c
alled the fruit of repentance (Matt. 3:8; Acts 26:20). If a person changes their mind about sinning, they will stop sinning.
But they are later free to change their mind again and begin to sin again (Matthew 21:28-30; Ezekiel 3:20; 18:26-27; 33:
18-19).
Â“that man can enter a state of sinless and moral perfectionÂ” quote
We cannot have physical perfection in this life (Php. 3:12) but we can have moral perfection in this life, or have a perfect
heart (1 Kings 8:61; 1 Kings 11:4; 1 Kings 15:4). Since sin is not having a certain type of body, we do not need a new bo
dy to be free from sin. But sin is the intention of the heart, and therefore to be free from sin we simply need a new heart.
Moral perfection is not getting a glorified body, moral perfection is having a pure heart of love (Matt. 5:48, Rom. 13:8). Si
nce sin is transgression of the law (1 Jn. 3:4), but love is the fulfillment of the law (Gal. 5:14; James 2:8), the person who
has a loving heart does not have any sin in their life, they are morally perfect. We cannot have glorification in this life, but
we can be sanctified in this life (Acts 20:32; Acts 26:18; 1 Cor. 1:2; Hebrews 2:11; Heb. 10:10; Heb. 10:14; Jude 1:1).
Â“and must keep his right-standing with God based on his own works by maintaining such a state of sinless perfection.Â
”
God only forgives those who turn away from their sin, and therefore we remain forgiven as long as we stay away from si
n. If we return to our sin, we are returning to the broad road the leads to destruction. If anyone is sinning, they are on the
broad road to destruction.
The Bible says that if a believer sins, they are not covered by the cross and are under the wrath of God (Heb. 10:26-31),
but they can be restored through repentance. If backsliders repent (Lk. 13:3; Jas. 5:19-20) and seek forgiveness (Matt. 6
:12; 1 Jn. 1:9), they can be restored (Ps. 51:9; Jer. 3:22; 4:1; Lk. 15:20; 22:32; Rom. 11:23; Jas. 5:19-20) unless they ar
e apostates (Heb. 6:4-6; 2 Cor. 13:5; 2 Tim. 3:8; Titus 1:14-16), having grieved away the Spirit (Matt. 12:31-32; Eph. 4:3
0), having resisted (Acts 7:51) all possible influence (Heb. 6:4-6; 2 Tim. 3:8).
The Bible tells believers to pray for forgiveness if they sin (Matt. 6:12). Charles Finney said, Â“if Christians are not conde
mned when they sin, they cannot be forgiven, for forgiveness is nothing else than setting aside the penalty. And therefor
e, if they are not condemned, they cannot properly pray for forgiveness. In fact, it is unbelief in them to do so.Â” (Oberlin
Evangelist, Justification, July 19, 1843)
The wrath of God is impartial (Ex. 32:33; Deut. 10:17; Rom. 2:9; 2 Cor. 10:6; Col. 3:25; 2 Pet. 1:17; 1 Jn. 3:15; Rev. 21:8
; 22:15), so anyone who consciously or knowingly sins or rebels is under condemnation (Jn. 3:19; Rom. 1:18, 2:6-11; He
b. 10:26-31; 1 Jn. 3:8, 3:15, 3:20; 2 Jn. 1:9).
The notion of being positionally righteous but still practicing unrighteous is absolutely contrary to scripture (1 Jn. 3:7; 3:1
0). Such a concept is false doctrine and damnable heresy (2 Pet. 2:1; Jude 1:4-5). Jesus is the author of salvation to all t
hem that obey Him (Heb. 5:9),
The Bible says that those who are going to Heaven are sanctified (Acts 20:32, 26:18; 1 Cor. 6:9-11).
The Bible says that those who are breaking GodÂ’s law not enter the Kingdom of God (1 Cor. 6:9-10; Gal. 5:19-21) but o
nly those who keep GodÂ’s commandments will enter into Heaven (Matt. 7:21; Matt. 19:17; Rev. 22:14).
There is no salvation or forgiveness apart from repentance. If a believer sins, they must repent or perish (Luke 13:3, 5).

Page 17/41

Scriptures and Doctrine :: Josef Urban Lies About Jesse Morrell

Â“if Christians are not condemned for one sin, they would not be for ten thousand, and that the greatest apostates could
be saved without repentance. But what kind of a gospel is that? It would overthrow the entire government of God.Â” Cha
rles Finney (Oberlin Evangelist, Justification, July 19, 1843)
Â“Now when any individual sins, he must be condemned till he repents, or forsake his sinÂ…. Repentance is a hearty a
nd entire forsaking of sin, and entrance upon obedience to GodÂ…. when one has truly repented, he is justified, and re
mains so just as long as he remains obedient, and no longer; and that when he falls into sin, he is as much condemned
as any other sinner, because he is a sinner.Â” Charles Finney (Oberlin Evangelist, Justification, July 19, 1843)
The entire Bible repeatedly and abundantly teaches the doctrine of probation or conditional security for believers, or that
salvation could be lost or forfeited by sin (Eze. 3:20-21; 18:18-31; 33:12-20; Matt. 6:14-15; 10:22; 24:13; 24:48-51; 25:113; Mk. 4:16-19; 13:13; Jn. 6:66; 8:31; 15:6; Acts 1:25; 11:23; 13:43; 14:22; Rom. 8:13; 11:20-23; 1 Cor. 3:16-17; 6:9-10
; 9:27; 10:5-13; 15:1-2; Gal. 5:4-9; 5:19-21; 6:7-9; Col. 1:21-23; 1 Thes. 3:5; 3:8; 2 Thes. 2:3; 1 Tim. 1:5-6; 1:18-20; 3:6;
4:1; 4:16; 5:15; 2 Tim. 2:12; 4:9-10; Heb. 2:1; 2:3; 3:6; 3:8-15; 3:18-19; 4:1; 4:11; 4:14; 6:1; 6:8; 6:11-12; 6:15; 10:23; 10:
26-31; 10:35-39; 12:14-15; 12:25; Jas. 1:13-16; 5:19-20; 2 Pet. 1:9; 2:20-22; 3:17; Rev. 2:4-7; 2:10-11; 2:17; 2:25-26; 3:
2-5; 3:10-12; 3:16; 3:19; 3:20; 21:8; 22:15).
The Bible speaks of Christians who have departed from the faith (Matt. 18:21-34; 24:10; Mk. 4:17; Lk. 8:13; Jn. 6:66; Act
s 1:25 w. Matt. 19:28; 2 Thes. 2:3; 1 Tim. 1:19; 4:1; 2 Tim. 3:8; 4:10; Heb. 3:12-15; 4:1-11; 6:6; 10:29; 2 Pet. 2:20-22; Ju
d. 1:5).
We have the example of the unforgiving servant who was forgiven of his unpaid debt, but then later had his debt reinstat
ed because of his immoral conduct (Matt. 18:23-35). This parable clearly shows how the Lord can graciously pardon an i
ndividual and then later execute the punishment that they deserve.
We also see the example of the Apostle Judas who lost his salvation. Judas was a disciple of the Lord and therefore he l
eft all to follow Jesus (Lk. 14:33). He picked up his cross (Lk. 14:27) and even loved Jesus more then his own family (Lk.
14:26). Judas was picked by Jesus specifically to cast out devils, heal, and preach (Matt 10:1-27). Judas was a friend Je
sus trusted (Ps. 41:9; Jn 13:18), so Judas kept the money (Jn. 12:6; 13:29). Jesus told Judas that He was shedding His
blood for him (Lk. 22:14-20), and previously said that His name was written in the Lambs book of life (Lk. 10:20). Jesus
even said that Judas was one of His sheep (Matt. 10:1-4, 16), who received His truth (Matt 10:1-4, 8), whoÂ’s Father wa
s God (Matt 10:1-4, 20), who even had a throne in Heaven upon which he would judge Israel (Matt. 19:28; Lk. 22:30). B
ut then later we see that Judas became a devil (Jn. 6:70) and therefore it would have been better for him to have never
been born (Mk. 14:21). He even began to steal money from the group (Jn. 12:6). Judas fell from his apostleship by his tr
ansgression (Acts 1:25) because He failed to do what Jesus picked him for. His name was blotted out of the book of life
(Ex. 23:33; Rev. 3:5).
"Judas was sincere, when Christ chose him to the apostleship." John Fletcher
"Judas was at first a child of the kingdom and heard it said to him with th disciples, 'You shall sit upon twelve thrones' but
at last he became a child of hell" St. Chrysostom
"For both Saul and Judas were once good...Sometimes they are at first good, who afterward become and continue evil;
and for this respect they are said to be written in the book of life, and blotted out of it." St. Ambrose
Genesis 6:5 Â– Â“And GOD saw that the wickedness of man was great in the earth, and that every imagination of the th
oughts of his heart was only evil continually.Â” (See also Gen. 8:21) quote
This is talking about the unconverted. This is not talking about those who have been changed and transformed by Jesus
Christ. This verse is not saying that sanctification is not attainable in this life, or that moral perfect or purity of heart is not
possible on earth.
Likewise Romans 3:10-18 is taking about the unconverted. Many apply these passages to everyone, but they are specifi
cally talking about those who are not saved because it says they do not have the fear of God and they do not know the
way of peace.
It is interesting that right after Genesis 6:5, in verse 6, it says that God repented of making mankind because he saw thei
r wickedness. This implies that God did not know mankind was going to sin and that mankind was not created for the pur
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pose of sinning. God created mankind to obey Him, not to disobey Him, which is why he sent the flood. This is a great te
xt used for open theism.
Psalms 51:5 Â–Â“Behold, I was shapen in iniquity; and in sin did my mother conceive me.Â”quote
A. This scripture is talking about David and his mother. It is not referencing all of humanity. It says nothing about Adam.
B. The event spoke of is the conception of David, not the birth of David. He is not saying that he was born a sinner, he is
saying that his mother was in sin when she conceived him.
C. A strong case can be made that Ps. 51:5 is talking about the defilement of DavidÂ’s mother, because of a previous m
arriage to another man Â– a heathen.
(1.) David had two half-sisters named Zeruiah and Abigail (1 Chron. 2:13-16).
(2.) The father of DavidÂ’s half sisters was not Jesse but Nahash (2 Sam. 17:25).
(3.) Nahash was an Ammonite king (1 Sam. 11:1; 1 Sam. 12:12).
(4.) DavidÂ’s father was Jesse, not Nahash. But the Father of DavidÂ’s half sisters were daughts of Nahash. This could
explain why Nahash showed kindness towards David (2 Sam. 10:2).
(5.) DavidÂ’s mother was most likely the second wife of Jesse. The first wife of Jesse would have been considered supe
rior to his second wife which had been either the concubine or wife of a heathen king.
(6.) This would explain why DavidÂ’s half brothers viewed themselves as superior to David, and why David was consider
ed prideful for thinking he was as good as them (1 Sam. 17:28-30).
(7.) This may explain why David was not called before Samuel the prophet amongst the other sons (1 Sam. 16:11).
(8.) DavidÂ’s mother apparently had a good relationship with the Lord (Ps. 86:16; 116:16). But she would have been, in t
he eyes of Jewish law, considered defiled by her previous relationship with an Ammonite (Num. 25:1,2; Deut. 7:3,4; 1 Ki
ngs 11:2-4, Ezra 9:2; Neh. 13:23,25; 2 Cor. 6:14-17).
D. The context of DavidÂ’s prayer of repentance is not consistent with David making an excuse for his adultery, Â“I was
born this wayÂ”. In true repentance, an individual takes full responsible for their sin, offering no excuses for justification.
David was not blaming his sin on his birth. David was simply stating that even the circumstances of his birth were surrou
nded by sexual sin.
E. David said that he was Â“wonderfullyÂ” and Â“marvelouslyÂ” made by God in the womb (Ps. 139:13-14). Therefore,
he could not have been sinfully made by his mother in the womb. It is not wonderful to be born sinful or marvelous to be
created evil.
Ecclesiastes 7:20 Â– Â“For there is not a just man upon earth, that doeth good, and sinneth not.Â” quote
This might have been true in the days of Solomon, but it was not true of all generations. And this might be true of the un
saved, but it is not true of the saved. The Bible says that Joseph was a Â“just manÂ” (Matt. 1:19), that those who are bor
n of God Â“doeth goodÂ” (3 John 1:11), and the Bible says that whosoever abides in Christ Â“sinneth notÂ” (1 John 3:6;
5:8). So in the New Testament Â“There are men that are just upon the earth, that doeth good, and that sinneth notÂ”.
Romans 5:12-19 Â– Â“Wherefore, as by one man sin entered into the world, and death by sin; and so death passed upo
n all men, for that all have sinned: (For until the law sin was in the world: but sin is not imputed when there is no law. Ne
vertheless death reigned from Adam to Moses, even over them that had not sinned after the similitude of Adam's transgr
ession, who is the figure of him that was to come. But not as the offence, so also is the free gift. For if through the offenc
e of one many be dead, much more the grace of God, and the gift by grace, which is by one man, Jesus Christ, hath abo
unded unto many. And not as it was by one that sinned, so is the gift: for the judgment was by one to condemnation, but
the free gift is of many offences unto justification. For if by one man's offence death reigned by one; much more they whi
ch receive abundance of grace and of the gift of righteousness shall reign in life by one, Jesus Christ.) Therefore as by t
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he offence of one judgment came upon all men to condemnation; even so by the righteousness of one the free gift came
upon all men unto justification of life. For as by one man's disobedience many were made sinners, so by the obedience
of one shall many be made righteous.Â” quote
IIII. Â“For as by one mans disobedience many were made sinners, so by the obedience of one shall many be made right
eous.Â” Romans 5:19:
A. If we are going to apply the first section of the passage unconditionally and universally, we must also apply the secon
d section of the passage unconditionally and universally, since the language for both is the same. If the first section mea
ns mankind is universally and unconditionally condemned in Adam, then the second section would mean that mankind is
universally and unconditionally justified through Jesus.
B. By AdamÂ’s disobedience of eating from the tree, Adam provided all mankind with the opportunity of choosing to be s
inners, since moral knowledge has been granted to all men. A sinner is an individual who voluntarily chooses contrary to
their moral knowledge. The result of one manÂ’s disobedience (eating from the tree of knowledge) was that many were
made sinners (men have chosen to be sinners).
C. By ChristÂ’s obedience of hanging on the tree, Christ has provided all mankind with the opportunity of choosing to be
saved, since remission of sin has been offered to all men upon condition of their repentance and faith.
D. The word Â“madeÂ” used in these passages is not referring to a constitutional change, but referring to a conditional p
osition which requires the consent of the will. Being a sinner is conditional upon choosing to sin. Likewise, being justified
is conditional upon choosing to repent and believe.
You can read my entire commentary on Romans 5 at LibraryofTheology.com in the writing section, in the original sin sec
tion, called Â“The Fall of MankindÂ”.
Ephesians 2:1-3 Â– Â“And you hath he quickened, who were dead in trespasses and sins; Wherein in time past ye walk
ed according to the course of this world, according to the prince of the power of the air, the spirit that now worketh in the
children of disobedience: Among whom also we all had our conversation in times past in the lusts of our flesh, fulfilling th
e desires of the flesh and of the mind; and were by nature the children of wrath, even as others.Â” quote
A. The word nature can describe a manÂ’s God given constitution: (Rom 1:26; 1:31; 2:14; 2:27; 2 Tim 3:3). But this is ju
st dirt and it is created by God. Therefore it cannot be sinful in and of itself.
B. The word nature can describe a manÂ’s self chosen character, custom, habit, or manner of life: (Jer. 13:23; Acts 26:4
; 1 Cor 2:14; Eph 2:2-3; Gal 2:14-15; 2 Tim 3:10; 2 Pet 1:4). This is voluntary and has to do with the heart. Therefore mo
ral character, or sinfulness, can belong to this type of nature.
C. The context of this particular passage is talking about a former manner of life, addressing a previous lifestyle. "Wherei
n in time past ye walked according to the course of this world... among whom also we all had our conversation in times p
ast in the lusts of the flesh, fulfilling the desires of the flesh and of the mind..." Eph. 2:2-3
D. To say that they are Â“children of disobedienceÂ” (Eph. 2:2, 5:6) and Â“by nature children of wrathÂ” is to say the sa
me thing.
E. That which brings the Â“wrathÂ” of God is voluntary moral character, not involuntary constitutions.
F. A sinful nature is moral not physical, it is a personÂ’s self chosen character and not his God given constitution. A man
Â’s heart (will) can be sinful, but a manÂ’s body can only be an occasion of temptation. Though continual choices of selfgratification, man has developed a habit of sin.
1 John 1:8 Â– Â“If we say that we have no sin, we deceive ourselves, and the truth is not in us.Â” quote
1. This passage must always be looked at in context. The entire book of John must be consulted, especially verses 1:710, 2:1. Those who isolate this passage usually twist its meaning to be contrary to the rest of the epistle which is about
moral perfection. The meaning of a verse is always lost or misunderstood when scripture isolation is practiced. The imm
ediately surrounding context gives us much clarity into this verse.
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2. The phrase, "have no sin" in verse 8 could mean two things. It could mean "have no sin" in your present conduct, or it
could mean "have no sin" on your record. Verse 10 is very clear that John is talking about those who deny having any di
sobedience on their record by saying "If we say that we have not sinned, we make him a liar, and his word is not in us."
None can deny that they have sinned or disobeyed in the past, but Christians can say that they presently obey God.
3. Verse 7 and 9 promise, not merely the pardon of sin, but also cleansing from sin. There is a proper distinction made b
etween forgiveness and cleansing, Â“to forgive us our sins, AND to cleanse us from all unrighteousness.Â” These passa
ges promise not only forgiveness of sin but also freedom from sin. They promise freedom, not merely from some sins, b
ut freedom from "all" sins, "to cleanse us from ALL unrighteousness".
4. The man spoken of in verse 8 is the man who had not yet experienced verse 9. That is, the deceived man who denies
having any sin is the one who has not yet confessed their sins, been forgiven of their sins, and has had their sins cleans
ed out of their life. Verse 8 is directed to, or specifically talking about, the man who has not yet been forgiven and cleans
ed as described in verse 9. Verse 9 is written as the solution to the sin described in verse 8. The man in verse 8 is the o
ne who denies his need for what is offered in verse 9, that is, he denies instead of confesses his sins, and therefore say
s he needs no forgiveness or cleansing, he denies his need of being converted and denies his need of Jesus Christ.
5. If 1:8 means that nobody can state that Jesus Christ has cleansed them from all sin, then saying that you have experi
enced 1:9 makes you a liar. This interpretation of 1:8 would mean that believing 1:9 would make you Â“deceivedÂ”.
6. If "have no sin" means that no Christian can state as Paul did that we are presently "free from sin" (Romans 6:22), the
n John immediately contradicts his purpose as stated in 2:1, "these things write I unto you, that ye sin not." This interpret
ation would mean that John was writing this epistle so that we would Â“deceive ourselvesÂ” and so that Â“the truthÂ” wo
uld not be Â“in usÂ”. Why would John write them so that they Â“sin notÂ” if when they believe that they Â“sin notÂ” they
are simply Â“deceivedÂ” without Â“the truthÂ”?
7. If 1:8 means that you are a liar if you claim to presently keep God's commandments, then 2:3-4 is a total contradiction
. These passages state that "we do know that we know him, if we keep his commandments. He that saith I know him, an
d keepeth not his commandments, is a liar, and the truth is not in him." Such an interpretation would amount to this: if yo
u claim to keep God's commandments, you are a liar and the truth is not in you (1:8), but if you claim to know God but d
o not keep His commandments, you are a liar and the truth is not in you (2:4). So the truth would not be in the one who c
laims to keep God's commandments, and the truth would not be in the one who says they know God yet breaks His com
mandments. Then the only logical conclusion would be that nobody knows God, if the Bible teaches that everyone prese
ntly breaks GodÂ’s commandments and you cannot know God if you presently break His commandments.
8. If 1:8 means that we all always have sin in our lives, then we do not "abideth in him" and have "not seen him, neither
known him" according to 3:6, we are all "of the devil" according to 3:8, and we have njesseot been born of God accordin
g to 3:9.
9. If 1:8 means that you are a liar if you state that you no longer break God's commandments, then the Apostle John is a
liar because he says "we keep his commandments and do those things that are pleasing in his sight" in 3:22. According
to the popular interpretation of 1:8, this would make the Apostle Â“deceivedÂ”, it would mean that the Apostle was witho
ut Â“the truthÂ” because he claimed to Â“keep his commandmentsÂ”.
10. The difference between the children of God and the children of the devil, is that the children of God do what is righte
ous, but the children of the devil commit sin, according to 3:8-10. This could not be a proper or accurate distinction if 1:8
means that everyone converted or not has present disobedience in their life.
11. The meaning of this passage is clear: If anyone claims that they have never sinned, that they Â“have no sinÂ” on the
ir record, they are deceived. But if they confess that they have sinned, their sin can be both forgiven and cleansed out of
their lives, so that they will walk in holiness and righteousness.
Regarding 1 Jn 1:8 Charles Finney said, Â“This verse is immediately preceded by the assertion that the "blood of Jesus
Christ cleanseth us from all sin." Now it would be very remarkable, if immediately after this assertion the apostle should
mean to say, (as they suppose he did,) that it does not cleanse us from all sin, and if we say it does, we deceive ourselv
es; for he had just asserted, that the blood of Jesus Christ does cleanse us from all sin. If this were his meaning, it involv
es him in as palpable a contradiction as could be expressedÂ…. This view of the subject then represents the apostle in t
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he conclusion of the seventh verse, as saying, the blood of Jesus Christ his Son cleanseth us from all sin; and in the eig
hth verse, as saying, that if we suppose ourselves to be cleansed from all sin, we deceive ourselves, thus flatly contradic
ting what he had just said. And in the ninth verse he goes on to say, that "He is faithful and just to forgive us our sins, an
d to cleanse us from all unrighteousness;" that is, the blood of Jesus cleanseth us from all sin; but if we say it does, we d
eceive ourselves. "But if we confess our sins, he is faithful and just to forgive us our sins, and to cleanse us from all unri
ghteousness." Now, all unrighteousness is sin. If we are cleansed from all unrighteousness, we are cleansed from sin. A
nd now suppose a man should confess his sin, and God should in faithfulness and justice forgive his sin, and cleanse hi
m from all unrighteousness, and then he should confess and profess that God had done this; are we to understand, that
the apostle would then affirm that he deceives himself, in supposing that the blood of Jesus Christ cleanseth from all sin
? Â…. This then appears to me to be the meaning of the whole passage. If we say that we are not sinners, that is, have
no sin to need the blood of Christ; that we have never sinned, and consequently need no Saviour, we deceive ourselves.
Â” (FinneyÂ’s Systematic Theology, Lecture LXX)
Adam Clarke said, Â“If we say that we have no sin - This is tantamount to 1Jo_1:10 : If we say that we have not sinned.
All have sinned, and come short of the glory of God; and therefore every man needs a Savior, such as Christ is. It is ver
y likely that the heretics, against whose evil doctrines the apostle writes, denied that they had any sin, or needed any Sa
vior.Â” (Commentary)
THESE ARE SOME OTHER VERSES EXPLAINED WHICH ARE USED FOR THE IDEA OF BEING BORN A SINNER:

I. "The wicked are estranged from the womb: they go astray as soon as they are born, speaking lies." Ps. 58:3:
A. This is a poetic book which verses can be taken figuratively or literally.
B. The context of this passage requires a figurative interpretation.
(1.) The entire chapter is figurative; the surrounding verses are all poetic. It talks of men being like serpents and deaf ad
ders (vs. 4), of God breaking the teeth of the young lions (vs. 6), men melting away like running water (vs.7), God bendin
g his bow to shoot arrows (vs. 7), men passing away as a snail which melts (vs. 8), and God destroying like a whirlwind (
vs. 9).
(2.) It says that children speak lies from the womb.
(3.) Infants do not know how to speak as soon as they are born.
(4.) Therefore, this passage is poetic not realistic; it is figurative not literal.
C. The obvious meaning of this passage is that individuals choose to sin at a very early age, from the dawn of their mora
l agency, and the first sin which children usually commit is lying.
II. "Can the Ethiopian change his skin, or the leopard his spots? then may ye also do good, that are accustomed to do ev
il." Jeremiah 13:23
A. This passage is talking about Israel during a certain period of time in their history. This passage is not talking about all
sinners of all time. To apply this passage to all sinners of all time is to ignore the proper rules of hermeneutic interpretati
on, particularly context.
B. This passage is not talking about the way Israel was born. This passage is talking about the way Israel had become t
hrough their self-chosen habitual manner of life. The unchanging state of these people was a moral condition by choice,
not a constitutional condition by birth.
C. Israel had resisted God for a long time. These men disobeyed God continually, after God had been reaching out to th
em time and time again. But despite all of the efforts of God, they were still wicked and evil. In fact, they were worst than
when they started, because they had to continually harden their hearts as God was reaching out to them. They were wel
l accustomed in doing evil.
D. They were so accustomed to do evil that their reformation would be comparable to a leopard changing his spots or an
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Ethiopian changing his skin. Through their habitual choice of disobedience, they made themselves reprobates. They resi
sted the influence of God to the point of no return. It was as likely to see an Ethiopian changing his skin, or a leopard ch
anging his spots, as it would be to see these hardened reprobates changing their moral ways.
E. This passage was given to show Israel that they were without excuse, not with excuse. If they were born evil, or had n
o choice, they would have an excuse for being evil. God was revealing to them the justice of their punishment (Jer. 13:2
1-22). They rightly deserved punishment because of their continual disobedience, because of their voluntary and well es
tablished custom in doing evil.

Re: , on: 2009/11/20 12:07
Â“The doctrine of Justification by Faith alone: The Bible teaches that salvation is by grace through faith alone, apart from
works, based not on what we do, but solely on what Jesus Christ did for us.Â” quote
The Bible teaches that God forgives, by His grace and mercy, those who turn from their sins and trust in Christ. Only
those who decide to repent of their sins and believe the Gospel are saved by GodÂ’s grace and mercy through the
atonement of Jesus Christ.
Â“Since all have sinned, there is therefore no difference between men and all are sinners deserving of GodÂ’s just
punishment, but since Jesus Christ purchased our redemption, we can be saved by believing in Him with a true saving
faith in our hearts and upon believing, have our sins forgiven and receive the perfect righteousness of God.Â” quote
All men can be saved through the atonement of Jesus Christ, if they will repent (turn from sin) and believe (trust in
Christ). Those who turn from sin and trust in Jesus are forgiven, which means they are imputed or treated as righteous
(Romans 4:6-8).
Â“Furthermore, the Bible teaches that God doesnÂ’t justify those already righteous, but that He justifies the wicked, the
sinner, the rebel, while that person is still a sinner.Â” quote
God does not justify us while we are still sinning, God justifies those who repent, those who forsake their sin, those who
turn from their sins. Only those with repentant hearts are granted the remission of sins. God does not pardon those who
have not had a change of mind about crime, whose heart is still planning on rebellion.
Â“Of course, with this justification of the sinner comes regeneration, which gives that sinner a new heart and a new
nature which will choose to hate sin and love the holy things of God, and this will be evident in his life by a radical
change of life.Â” quote
Nobody is justified (forgiven) until they are regenerated by the Holy Spirit (brought to repentance and faith).
Â“Nevertheless, the Gospel is that through Christ, God justifies the ungodly and makes them Godly, that God transforms
the sinner into a saint by His free unmerited grace.Â” quote
God justifies or forgives those who have sinned, when they turn from their sins, and transforms their moral character by
bringing them to repentance through the influence of the Holy Spirit. Through repentance and faith, sinners are turned
into Saints. We are forgiven by GodÂ’s unmerited favor, by GodÂ’s grace and mercy, and not because our repentance
and faith has earned it.
Â“Since our sin was imputed to Christ and He bore the punishment in full, now His righteousness is imputed to us as a
free gift by faith in Him.Â” quote
A term in the Bible which is used to describe forgiveness and justification is Â“imputed righteousnessÂ”. King David and
the Apostle Paul described in detail what imputed righteousness is. Their description is the clearest presentation of
imputed righteousness in the Scripture. According to these inspired writings, imputed righteousness consists in being
considered righteous, having your transgressions forgiven, having your sins covered, and as not having your iniquities
imputed or accounted against you (Ps. 31:1-2; Rom. 4:7-8). In other words, to be imputed righteous is when God
pardons our crimes, not giving us the governmental treatment that we deserve, but rather treating us as if we were
righteous, that is, giving us the treatment of law abiding citizens. God considers us righteous by treating us as righteous.
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The New Testament word Â“logizomaiÂ” is translated as Â“thinkÂ” (2 Cor. 3:5; 10:2; 10:7; 10:11; 12:6; Phi. 4:8), as
Â“imputedÂ” (Rom. 4:11; 4:22-24; Jam. 2:23), as Â“countedÂ” (Rom. 2:26; 4:3; 4:5; 9:8), as Â“reckonedÂ” (Lk. 22:37;
Rom. 4:4; 4:9-10), as Â“accountedÂ” (Rom. 8:36; Gal. 3:6), as Â“reckonÂ” (Rom. 6:11; 8:18), as Â“supposeÂ” (2 Cor.
11:5; 1 Pet. 5:12), as Â“accountÂ” (1 Cor. 4:1), as Â“accountingÂ” (Heb. 11:19), as Â“concludeÂ” (Rom. 3:28), as
Â“countÂ” (Phi. 3:13), as Â“esteemethÂ” (Rom. 14:14), as Â“imputeÂ” (Rom. 4:8), as Â“imputethÂ” (Rom. 4:6), as
Â“imputingÂ” (2 Cor. 5:19), as Â“laidÂ” (2 Tim. 4:16), as Â“numberedÂ” (Mk. 15:28), as Â“reasonedÂ” (Mk. 11:31), as
Â“thinkestÂ” (Rom. 2:3), as Â“thinkethÂ” (1 Cor. 13:5), and as Â“thoughtÂ” (1 Cor. 13:11). When an individual is imputed
righteous, it simply means that their sins are forgiven and they are thought of as righteous, esteemed as righteous,
counted as righteous, reckoned as righteous, or considered as righteous. When a person is imputed as righteous they
are treated as if they were righteous, treated as if they were never unrighteous, being treated as law abiding citizens.
The Old Testament equivalent word is Â“chashabÂ” and it is translated as Â“countedÂ” (Gen. 15:5-6; 31:15; Lev. 25:31;
Num. 18:30; Jos. 13:3; Neh. 13:13; Job 18:3; 41:29; Ps. 44:22; 88:4; 106:31; Prov. 17:28; 27:14; Isa. 5:28; 40:15; 20:17;
Hos. 8:12), as Â“thoughtÂ” (Gen. 38:15; 50:20; 1Sam. 1:13; 18:25; 2 Sam. 14:13; Neh. 6:2; Ps. 73:16; 119:59; Jer.
18:8; Mal. 3:16), as Â“thinkÂ” (Neh. 6:6; Job 41:32; Isa. 10:7; Jer. 23:27; 29:11; Eze. 38:10), as Â“accountedÂ” (Deut.
2:10-11; 2:20; 1 Kin. 10:21; 2 Chro. 9:20; Isa. 2:22), as Â“imagineÂ” (Job 6:26; Ps. 140:2; Hos. 7:15; Zec. 7:9-10), as
Â“esteemedÂ” (Isa. 29:16-17; Isa. 53:3; Lam. 4:2), as Â“reckonedÂ” (Num. 18:27; 23:9; 2 Sam. 4:2; 2 Kin. 12:15), as
Â“countÂ” (Lev. 25:27; 25:52; Job 19:15), as Â“reckonÂ” (Lev. 25:50; 27:18; 27:23), as Â“countethÂ” (Job 19:11; 33:10),
as Â“imaginedÂ” (Ps. 10:2; Ps. 21:11), as Â“imputedÂ” (Lev. 7:18; 17:4), as Â“accountÂ” (Ps. 144:3), as Â“consideredÂ”
(Ps. 77:5), as Â“esteemÂ” (Isa. 53:4), as Â“esteemethÂ” (Job 41:27), as Â“imaginethÂ” (Nah. 1:11), as Â“imputeÂ” (2
Sam. 19:19), as Â“imputethÂ” (Ps. 32:2), as Â“reckoningÂ” (2 Kin. 22:7), as Â“regardÂ” (Isa. 13:17), as Â“regardethÂ”
(Isa. 33:8), as Â“thinkestÂ” (Job 35:2), and as Â“thinkethÂ” (Psa. 40:17). To be imputed righteous is to be counted as
righteous, to be thought of as righteous, to be esteemed as righteous, to be reckoned as righteous, to be considered as
righteous, to be regarded as righteous, etc.
The word Â“imputedÂ” does not mean transferred. It is a theological error to say that Â“the righteousness of Christ is
transferred to our accountÂ”. If imputed means transferred, when God imputed an uncircumcised individual as
circumcised (Rom. 2:26), it means that someone elseÂ’s circumcision is transferred to them! The obvious meaning is
that they are simply considered circumcised, reckoned as circumcised, or thought of as circumcised, but not that
someone else loses their circumcision so that it could be transferred to another. Some have represented the doctrine of
the imputed righteousness Â“of ChristÂ” as the Gospel itself. But if this is the Gospel, neither Jesus nor the Apostles
ever preached it! The Scriptures abundantly talk about imputed righteousness, but it never talks about the imputed
righteousness Â“of ChristÂ”. Rather, the truth is that we have imputed righteousness through Christ!
When a person is imputed righteous God considers them righteous and governmentally treats them as righteous. It is
not that the righteousness of Christ is transferred to them. To say that we need the perfect obedience that Christ
rendered to the law to be transferred to our account in order to be justified is to say that we are in fact justified by the
works of the law. Christ needed to perfectly obey the law in order to be a spotless sacrifice and qualify as a sin offering
(Exo. 12:5; 2 Cor. 5:21; Php. 2:8), but justification is by ChristÂ’s blood (Rom. 5:9) and by faith (Rom. 3:28; 5:1; Gal
3:24), but not at all by the works of the law (Acts 13:39; Rom. 3:20; 3:28; Gal. 2:16; 3:11; 5:4). Christ was under
obligation to obey the law of love for Himself (Matt. 5:17; Gal. 4:4), just as God is under obligation to His own conscience
(Gen. 3:22; 18:25; Job 34:10, 12), so ChristÂ’s obedience to the law cannot be a work of supererogation, there can be
no Â“extraÂ” obedience to be transferred to another. So if Christ was under obligation to the law, His obedience to the
law cannot be transferred to another. And if Christ was not under obligation to the law, there would be no obedience to
be transferred. It was not His obedience to the law, but His suffering on the cross, which is credited to us. He suffered
and died for us and His suffering was a work of supererogation since He was not obligated to do it. That is the means of
justification.
Some have supposed that when God looks upon a Christian who is sinning that God doesnÂ’t see the Christian sinning
but Â“seeÂ’s the righteousness of ChristÂ” instead. But God clearly saw the bad works of the Christians in Revelations
(Rev 2:2, 2:9; 2:13; 2:19; 3:1; 3:8; 3:15), not Â“the righteousness of ChristÂ”. Imputed righteousness is not some
scheme that fools or blinds God so that He no longer knows reality as it is, or no longer seeÂ’s individuals as they are.
That would mean God is no longer omniscient. Whenever anyone is in sin, our omniscient God sees it clearly and
perfectly (Prov. 15:3; Eze. 8:12; 9:9; Jer. 32:19; Mal. 2:17; Heb. 4:13).
Imputed righteousness is a gift of God (Rom. 5:17), it comes from God (Isa. 54:17; 2 Cor. 5:21) by His grace and mercy,
not earned or deserved by anything that we have done. It is Â“the righteousness of GodÂ” as opposed to the
righteousness of man, since it comes from God and not from man. It is a gift from God, through Christ, to man. Christ is
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our righteousness (Jer. 23:6; 1 Cor. 1:30) because it is only through Him, what He did for us on the cross, that God is
able to treat us as if we were righteous, treating us as if we were never unrighteous. Imputed righteousness is not the
transfer of ChristÂ’s righteousness, neither is it a scheme that blinds God the Father so that He does not see our true
condition, but it is rather the same thing as forgiveness and justification, it is when God setÂ’s aside the punishment that
we deserve for our unrighteousness and treats us as if we had always been righteous, when God reckons or considers
us as righteous, because Christ shed His blood for our sins. Forgiveness, justification, and imputed righteousness are
expressions of the same event, when God forgives our sins and remits our penalty, letting our iniquities go as if they had
not been committed (forgiveness), thus treating us as if we were just (justification), treating us as if we were righteous
(imputed righteousness), because of the blood of Jesus.
But let it be clear that forgiveness, justification, or imputed righteousness is conditional upon an attitude of heart
repentance (Isa. 55:17; Eze. 18:32; Mk. 1:4; Lk. 13:3; 13:5; 24:47) and faith from the heart (Jn. 3:18; Acts 16:31; Rom.
10:9; Eph. 2:8-9). And final salvation is ultimately conditional upon perseverance unto the end (Matt. 10:22; 24:13; Mk.
13:13; Acts 13:43; Acts 14:22; Heb. 3:6; 3:14; 2 Pet. 2:20). Repentance is when a person changes their mind about
sinning and makes up their mind to sin no more (Isa. 1:16; 55:7; Jn. 5:14; 8:11; 1 Cor. 15:34; Eph. 4:22-28), and faith is
the hearts embrace and obedience to the truth (Lk. 24:25; Acts 8:37; 15:9; 26:18; Rom. 10:10; 1 Pet. 1:22). The notion
of being righteous in our position but unrighteous in our practice is absolutely contrary to scripture (1 Jn. 3:7; 3:10), and
it over looks the conditions of forgiveness and the nature of saving faith. Such a concept is false doctrine and damnable
heresy (2 Pet. 2:1; Jude 1:4-5). Jesus is the author of salvation to all them that obey Him (Heb. 5:9), the Gospel must be
obeyed (Rom. 2:8; 6:17; 10:16; Gal. 3:1; 5:7; 2 Thes. 1:8; 1 Pet. 4:17). Christians are those who keep GodÂ’s
commandments (1 Jn. 2:3; 3:22; 5:2-3). Only those who keep GodÂ’s commandments will enter through the gates into
the Heaven (Matt. 7:21; 19:17; 25:21, 23, 46; Lk. 10:28; Heb. 12:14; Rev. 22:14), while all sinners will be left outside the
Holy City (Matt. 7:23; Lk. 13:27; Rev. 22:15). God will kill and destroy all sinners and rebels (Amos 9:10; 2 Cor. 10:6; 2
Thes. 1:8; Heb. 10:27; 1 Pet. 4:8; 4:17). Remember, the wrath of God is impartial (Ex. 32:33; Deut. 10:17; Rom. 2:9; 2
Cor. 10:6; Col. 3:25; 2 Pet. 1:17; 1 Jn. 3:15; Rev. 21:8; 22:15), so anyone who consciously or knowingly sins or rebels is
under condemnation (Jn. 3:19; Rom. 1:18, 2:6-11; Heb. 10:26-31; 1 Jn. 3:8, 3:15, 3:20; 2 Jn. 1:9). God is utterly against
all those who sin every day (Isa. 52:5; Hos 13:2; 2 Pet. 2:14). God must condemn all those who do not stop sinning
since God is absolutely benevolent and therefore always enforces His laws which protect the well-being of all. And
remember, Christians are those who were formerly disobedient (Tit. 3:3; 1 Pet. 3:20) but are no longer disobedient
(Rom. 6:17; Php. 2:12). Christians make the daily choice to obey God (Lk. 9:23; 1 Cor. 15:31). Christians are not sinners
(Ps. 66:18; Jn. 9:31; 2 Cor. 6:14; 1 Tim. 1:9; Jas. 5:16; 1 Pet. 3:12; 4:18; 1 Jn. 3:22) unless they backslide (Jas. 4:8;
5:19-20), all Christians are saints (Acts 9:13; 9:32; 9:41; 26:10; Rom. 1:7; 8:27; 12:13; 15:25-16; 15:26; 15:31; 16:2;
16:15; 1 Cor. 1:2; 6:1-2; 14:33; 16:1; 16:15; 2 Cor. 1:1; 8:4; 9:1; 9:12; 13:13; Eph. 1:1; 1:15; 1:18; 2:19; 3:8; 3:18; 4:12;
5:3; 6:18; Php. 1:1; 4:22; Col. 1:2; 1:4; 1:12; 1:26; 1 Thes. 3:13; 2 Thes. 1:10; 1 Tim. 5:10; Phm. 1:5; 1:7; Heb. 6:10;
13:24; Jud. 1:3; 1:14; Rev. 5:8; 8:3-4; 11:18; 13:7; 13:10; 14:12; 15:3; 16:6; 17:6; 18:24; 19:8; 20:9). As saints,
Christians are sanctified (Acts 20:32; 26:18; 1 Cor. 1:2; 6:11; Heb. 2:11; 10:10; 10:14; Gal. 5:24; Jud. 1:1), that is,
Christians are free from deliberate rebellion or intentional sin (Jn. 8:34-36; Rom. 6:2; 6:6-7; 6:11; 6:18; 6:22; 8:2; Gal.
5:24; Eph. 6:6). Christians have pure hearts (Matt. 5:8; Rom. 6:17; 1 Pet. 1:22), so they keep GodÂ’s commands (1 Jn.
2:3; 3:22; 5:2-3).
When men turn from all their sins and put their faith in the blood of Jesus Christ which was shed for them, God forgives
them of their sin by remitting the penalty they deserve. God considers them righteous, governmentally treating them just
as if they had never sinned.
Â“This is, if I understand it, the true doctrine of Â‘imputation;Â’ not that there is any transfer of moral character from us to
the Redeemer, or from him to us, and not that God literally Â‘reckonsÂ’ or imputes our sins to him as his, or his
righteousness to us as ours, but that his work may be estimated as performed in the place and on the account of sinful
men, and that in virtue of that we may be regarded and treated as if it had been performed by ourselves.Â” Albert
Barnes (The Atonement, Published by Bethany House, p. 315)
Â“God imputeth righteousness. Whom God treats as righteous... forgiven, and whose sins are not charged on him, but
who is freed from the punishment due to his sins. Being thus pardoned, he is treated as a righteous man. And it is
evidently in this sense that the apostle uses the expression Â‘imputed righteousnessÂ’ i.e. he does not imputed, or
charge on the man his sins; he reckons and treats him as a pardoned and righteous man.Â” Albert Barnes (Commentary
on the Romans, p. 105)
Â“This passage deserves special attention, as it explains all those text that seem to favor, and have been construed to
support the theory of the imputation of ChristÂ’s active and passive righteousness to the sinner. Here it is manifest that j
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ustification, imputation of righteousness, forgiving iniquities, covering sins, and the non-imputation of sin, are phrases su
bstantially of the same import, and decide positively that the Scripture view of the great doctrine under consideration, is
an actual deliverance from the guilt and penalty of sin: from which it follows, that the phrases so often occurring in the wr
itings of Paul Â– the righteousness of God and of Christ Â– must mean GodÂ’s righteous method of justifying the ungodl
y, through the atonement and by the instrumentality of faith Â– a method that upholds the rectitude of the Divine charact
er, at the same time that it offers a full and free pardon to the sinner.Â” Asbury Lowrey, (Positive Theology, Published by
R. P. Thompson, 1854, pg. 211-212)
Â“In theology, the remission of sin, and absolution from guilt and punishment; or an act of free grace by which God pard
ons the sinner, and accepts him as righteous, on account of the atonement of Christ.Â” Noah WebsterÂ’s 1828 Dictionar
y
Â“Holiness isnÂ’t something you can borrow Â– you either have it or you donÂ’t. The theological doctrine of Â‘imputed ri
ghteousnessÂ’ has been grossly distorted in our day. We are told that God looks at us through the blood of Christ and s
eeÂ’s us as righteous, regardless of our actual stateÂ… LetÂ’s stop kidding ourselves. God sees us exactly the way we
are. If we are living in obedience, He sees it. If we are living selfish, unholy lives, we can be sure he sees that too.Â” Ge
orge Otis Jr. (The God They Never Knew, Published by Mott Media, p. 40)
Â“As one Â‘made under the lawÂ’ (Ga. 4:4-5), Christ was obliged to obey and keep the law. Since He had to obey for Hi
mself, He could not obey for others in the sense that His obedience could be literally imputed to themÂ… while Christ co
uld not obey for us, He could die entirely in our behalf since there was not the least guilt charged against Him for which
He must die.Â” Gordon Olson (The Kindness of God Our Savior, Published by Revival Theology Promotions, p. 91)
Â“Forgiveness of sin, such that the penalty is not carried out, is sufficient to qualify as a definition of Â‘imputed righteous
nessÂ’Â… How could the Holy Spirit convict us of sin if he did not know we were sinning? How could we grieve the Spiri
t of God if he never saw us as anything other than righteous? God has a very good sense of reality, he knows when we
sin, and he sees us exactly as we are.Â” Michael Saia (Understanding the Cross, Published by Xulon, p. 132).
Â“Moral Government Theology and Jesse Morrell deny the biblical doctrine of justification by faith and believe that salvat
ion is conditional upon abiding in a state of sinless perfection, that one has to completely stop sinning in order to be justif
ied before God.Â” quote
Justification is synonomous with forgiveness and it is conditional upon repenting and believing. True faith includes both r
epenting and believing.
We are forgiven if we turn away from our sin, if we change our mind about sinning. If we turn back to sin, or if we make u
p our mind to disobey God, we are no longer under His grace but are under His wrath.
Â“Jesse denies that ChristÂ’s righteousness could be imputed to us as a free giftÂ” quote
Imputed righteousness, according to Romans 4, is synonymous with forgiveness. Those who repent and believe are imp
uted righteous, that is, they are forgiven and treated as if they had never sinned. Forgiveness is a free gift granted to tho
se who repent and believe. Turning from sin and turning to Jesus does not earn or merit forgiveness.
Â“and states that we must earn our own salvation by offering our own righteousness to God.Â” quote
This is a blatant false accusation. When we repent and believe, we have no righteousness at all. God forgives us when
we repent and believe, not after we perform works of righteousness. Nothing we do can ever earn our salvation. God off
ers salvation by His grace and mercy to those who forsake their sin and trust in Christ.
Â“This is salvation by works, not by grace, and is condemned with an Â“AnathemaÂ” in the book of Galatians for adding
works to the Gospel of grace, and is refuted by the entire BibleÂ’s teaching on the plan of salvation.Â” quote
Repentance (turning from sin, forsaking your sin) is NOT salvation by works, it is NOT contrary to grace, and it is NOT c
ondemned in the Bible! Jesus Christ preached repentance. John the Baptist preached repentance. The holy prophets an
d apostles taught repentance!
When the Bible talks about justification by works, it is not talking about repentance preachers, it is talking about Judaizer
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s who say that you must be circumcised and obey the Torah (Acts 15:1; Rom. 2:25-29; Rom. 3:28-30; Rom. 4:4-10; 1 C
or. 7:19; Gal. 2:3-7; Gal. 5:2-4). Read these passages in context and you see that PaulÂ’s point was that Gentiles do not
need to be circumcised or obey the Torah. He was not saying that you can be forgiven without repenting of your sins!
Â“Galatians 1:9 Â– Â“As we said before, so say I now again, If any man preach any other gospel unto you than that ye h
ave received, let him be accursed.Â”quote
This is talking about Judaizers who say that you must be circumcised and obey the Torah (Acts 15:1; Rom. 2:25-29; Ro
m. 3:28-30; Rom. 4:4-10; 1 Cor. 7:19; Gal. 2:3-7; Gal. 5:2-4). It is not condemning those who say you must repent of you
r sins (turn from them, forsake them) as a condition of forgiveness or pardon.
Â“Romans 3:20-22 Â– Â“Therefore by the deeds of the law there shall no flesh be justified in his sight: for by the law is t
he knowledge of sin. But now the righteousness of God without the law is manifested, being witnessed by the law and th
e prophets; Even the righteousness of God which is by faith of Jesus Christ unto all and upon all them that believe: for th
ere is no difference.Â”
Romans 4:5 Â– Â“But to him that worketh not, but believeth on him that justifieth the ungodly, his faith is counted for righ
teousness.Â” quote
This is talking about Judaizers who say that you must be circumcised and obey the Torah (Acts 15:1; Rom. 2:25-29; Ro
m. 3:28-30; Rom. 4:4-10; 1 Cor. 7:19; Gal. 2:3-7; Gal. 5:2-6). It is not condemning those who say you must repent of you
r sins (turn from them, forsake them) as a condition of forgiveness or pardon, otherwise the Apostle is condemning the p
rophets and Jesus Christ.
Â“Romans 5:1 Â– Â“Therefore being justified by faith, we have peace with God through our Lord Jesus Christ.Â” quote
What kind of a faith? An easy believism? No. Faith that turns from sin, a living faith, a loving faith, and love is the fulfillm
ent of the law.
Â“Circumcision is nothing, and uncircumcision is nothing, but the keeping of the commandments of GodÂ” 1 Cor. 7:19
Â“For in Jesus Christ neither circumcision availeth any thing, not uncircumcision, but faith which worketh by love.Â” Gal.
5:6
Â“and though I have all faithÂ… and have not love, I am nothingÂ” 1 Cor. 13:2
Â“What doth is profit, my brethren, though a man say he hath faith, and have not works? Can faith save him?... Even so
faith, if it hath not works, is dead, being aloneÂ… ye see then how that by works a man is justified, and not by faith only.
Â” James 2:14, 17, 24
Romans 5:6-10 Â– Â“For when we were yet without strength, in due time Christ died for the ungodly. For scarcely for a ri
ghteous man will one die: yet peradventure for a good man some would even dare to die. But God commendeth his love
toward us, in that, while we were yet sinners, Christ died for us. Much more then, being now justified by his blood, we sh
all be saved from wrath through him. For if, when we were enemies, we were reconciled to God by the death of his Son,
much more, being reconciled, we shall be saved by his life.Â” quote
AMEN! I do not see JosefÂ’s point in using this passage.
Ephesians 2:8-9 Â– Â“For by grace are ye saved through faith; and that not of yourselves: it is the gift of God: Not of wor
ks, lest any man should boast.Â” quote
AMEN! We are not saved because we deserve it or earn it by our works. We are saved by GodÂ’s grace and mercy whe
n we choose to repent and believe.
Â“The doctrine of Biblical Regeneration: The Bible teaches that regeneration, or in other words, the New Birth, is a super
natural miracle of GodÂ’s sovereign grace that imparts to us a new nature by the power of the Holy Spirit and changes u
s and transforms us by GodÂ’s power to create in us the very nature of Christ Himself and thereby imparts to us the abili
ty to please God. It involves receiving a new heart and a new spirit and being given the ability by God to habitually glorify
God and take pleasure in the commands of Christ in the Gospel. Jesse Morrell teaches that regeneration is not a miracl
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e which gives one the ability to obey God (since he believes that all sinners have this ability in and of their own selves),
but Jesse teaches that regeneration is simply a change of life that is effected by the sinnerÂ’s own willpower. This is a d
enial of one of the most glorious and essential truths of the Gospel and what it does, essentially, is turn JesseÂ’s Â“gosp
elÂ” into one that calls sinners to exercise their own ability, willpower, and morality in order to change their own selves a
nd make their own selves holy and acceptable to God. This is not in accordance with GodÂ’s Word and equates to Â“an
other gospelÂ”. quote
Men are created with the ability to obey God. Regeneration is when the Holy Spirit influences us and brings us to the pla
ce where we actually start to obey God. A sinnerÂ’s problem isnÂ’t that he canÂ’t obey God, but that he wonÂ’t obey Go
d:
We see this in Luke 19:14, Â“But his citizens hated him, and sent a message after him, saying, we WILL NOT have this
man to reign over us.Â” They had rebellious hearts, that is, they had disobedient wills. Their problem was not their natur
e (their constitutional abilities). Their problem was their will. It is not that they could not obey God, but that they would no
t obey God. It was a moral not a constitutional problem. Men are sinners through the liberty of their will, not through a ne
cessity of their nature.
We also read in Luke 19:27, Â“But those mine enemies, which WOULD NOT that I should reign over them, bring hither,
and slay them before me.Â” Jesus said that their problem was their will, not their nature. Their problem was not inability,
but how they were using their ability. Jesus didnÂ’t say that they Â“could notÂ” but that they Â“would notÂ”. That is preci
sely why it is just for Jesus to slay them. They could submit to his reign, but refuse to. Therefore they rightly and justly d
eserve punishment. But if they could not obey, it would not be right or just to command them to obey or to punish them f
or not doing so. It would be as cruel as punishing the lame for not walking, or the blind for not seeing. Sinners are object
s of GodÂ’s wrath for sinning, because they choose to sin when they donÂ’t have to. Â“As the nations which the Lord de
stroyeth before your face, so shall ye perish; because ye WOULD NOT be obedient unto the voice of the Lord your God
Â” (Deut. 8:20). Sinners are punishable, not because they were not capable of obeying God, but because they were not
willing to obey God.
Justin Martyr said, Â“We have learned from the prophets, and we hold it to be true, that punishment, chastisement, and r
ewards are rendered according to the merit of each manÂ’s actions. Otherwise, if all things happen by fate, then nothing
is our own power. For if it is predestined that one man be good and another man evil, then the first is not deserving of pr
aise and the other to be blamed. Unless humans have the power of avoiding evil and choosing good by free choice, they
are not accountable for their actions Â– whatever they may be Â… for neither would a man be worthy of praise if he did
not himself choose the good, but was merely created for that end. Likewise, if a man were created evil, he would not des
erve punishment, since he was not evil of himself, being unable to do anything else than what he was made for.Â”
Theodorite said, Â“For how can He punish a nature which had no power to do good, but was bound in the hands of wick
edness?Â”
Irenaeus said, Â“Those who do not do it will receive the just judgment of God, because they had not work good when th
ey had it in their power to do so. But if some had been made by nature bad, and others good, these latter would not be d
eserving of praise for being good, for they were created that way. Nor would the former be reprehensible, for that is how
they were made. However, all men are of the same nature. They are all able to hold fast and to go what is good. On the
other hand, they have the power to cast good from them and not to do it.Â”
John Fletcher said, Â“As to the moral agency of man, Mr. Wesley thinks it cannot be denied upon the principles of comm
on sense and civil government; much less upon those of natural and revealed religion; as nothing would be more absurd
than to bind us by laws of a civil or spiritual nature; nothing more foolish than to propose to us punishments and rewards
; and nothing more capricious than to inflict the one or bestow the other upon us; if we were not moral agents.Â”
Consider GodÂ’s dealings with Israel. Â“But to Israel he saith, All day long I have stretched forth my hands unto a disob
edient and gainsaying peopleÂ” (Romans 10:21). Why would God do this if they were not capable of obedience? Why w
ould God make the effort of reaching out to them unless they were capable of doing what He wanted? Their problem wa
s not that God didnÂ’t want them to obey, or that God didnÂ’t give them the ability to obey, but that they were choosing t
o be disobedient out of the freedom that God had granted them. Disobedience is not the fault of someoneÂ’s nature (ina
bility). God determines what type of nature we have. Disobedience is the fault of someoneÂ’s will (unwillingness). They
determine what type of choices they make. Rebellion is not a constitutional problem, cause by a fault in our design. Reb
ellion is a moral problem, caused by our own will.
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We see this all throughout GodÂ’s dealings with Israel. He does not ever say, Â“They disobey me because they cannot
obey meÂ”. Neither does He say, Â“They cannot obey me because I took away their free will when Adam sinned.Â” God
never says that Israel could not obey, but that they would not obey. He accuses them of not being willing to obey, which
is the nature of rebellion.
Â“Notwithstanding ye WOULD NOT go up, but rebelled against the commandment of the Lord your GodÂ” (Deut. 1:26).
Â“So I spake unto you; and ye WOULD NOT hear, but rebelled against the commandment of the LordÂ…Â” (Deut. 1:43)
Â“As the nations which the Lord destroyeth before your face, so shall ye perish; because ye WOULD NOT be obedient u
nto the voice of the Lord your GodÂ” (Deut. 8:20).
Â“And yet they WOULD NOT hearken unto their judges, but they went a whoring after other gods, and bowed themselve
s unto them: they turned quickly out of the way which their fathers walked in, obeying the commandments of the Lord: b
ut they did not soÂ” (Judges 2:17).
Â“Notwithstanding they WOULD NOT hear, but hardened their necks, like the neck of their fathers, that did not believe i
n the Lord their GodÂ” (2 Kings 17:14).
Â“Because they obeyed not the voice of the Lord their God, but transgressed his covenant, all that Moses the servant of
the Lord commanded, and WOULD NOT hear them, nor do themÂ” (2 Kings 18:12).
Â“That whosoever WOULD NOT seek the Lord God of Israel should be put to deathÂ…Â” (2 Chronicles 15:13).
Â“Yet he sent prophets to them, to bring them again unto the Lord; and they testified against them: but they WOULD NO
T give earÂ” (2 Chronicles 24:19).
Â“And the Lord spake to Mannasseh, and to his people: but they WOULD NOT hearkenÂ” (2 Chronicles 33:10).
Â“And testifiedst against them, that thou mightest bring them again unto thy law: yet they dealt proudly, and hearkened n
ot unto thy commandments, but sinned against thy judgments, (which if a man do, he shall live in them;) and withdraw th
e shoulder, and hardened their neck, and WOULD NOT hear. Yet many years didst thou forbear them, and testifiedst ag
ainst them by thy spirit in thy prophets: yet WOULD they not give ear: therefore gavest thou them into the hand of the pe
ople of the landsÂ” (Nehemiah 9:29-30)
Â“Because they turned back from him, and WOULD NOT consider any of his waysÂ” (Job 34:27).
Â“But my people WOULD NOT hearken to my voice; and Israel WOULD none of meÂ” (Psalms 81:11).
Â“To whom he said, this is the rest wherewith ye may cause the weary to rest; and this is the refreshing: yet they WOUL
D NOT hearÂ” (Isaiah 28:12).
Â“For thus saith the Lord God, the Holy One of Israel; In returning and rest shall ye be saved; in quitness and in confide
nce shall be your strength: and ye WOULD NOTÂ” (Isaiah 30:15).
Â“Who gave Jacob for a spoil, and Israel to the robbers? Did not the Lord, he against whom we have sinned? For they
WOULD NOT walk in his ways, neither were they obedient unto his lawÂ” (Isaiah 42:24).
Â“For as the girdle cleaveth to the loins of a man, so have I caused to cleave unto me the whole house of Israel and the
whole house of Judah, saith the Lord, that they might be unto me for a people, and for a name, and for a praise, and for
a glory: but they WOULD NOT hearÂ” (Jeremiah 13:11).
Â“Because they have not hearkened to my words, saith the Lord, which I sent unto them by my servant the prophets, risi
ng up early and sending them, but ye WOULD NOT hear, saith the LordÂ” (Jeremiah 29:19).
Â“But they rebelled against me, and WOULD NOT hearken unto me: they did not every man cast away the abomination
s of their eyes, neither did they forsake the idols of EgyptÂ…Â” (Ezekiel 20:8).

Page 29/41

Scriptures and Doctrine :: Josef Urban Lies About Jesse Morrell

Â“Therefore it is come to pass, that as he cried, and they WOULD NOT hear, so they cried, and I would not hear, saith t
he Lord of hostsÂ” (Zechariah 7:13).
Â“O Jerusalem, Jerusalem, thou that killest the prophets, and stonest them which are sent unto thee, how often would I
have gathered they children together, even as a hen gathereth her chickens under her wings, but ye WOULD NOTÂ” (M
atthew 23:37).
Â“To whom our fathers WOULD NOT obey, but thrust him from them, and in their hearts turned back again into EgyptÂ”
(Acts 7:39).
It could not be any clearer that the problem God has with sinners is not that they could not obey Him, but that they woul
d not obey Him. God wants men to obey Him, but men do not want to obey God. My point is that a sinnerÂ’s problem is
not constitutional; otherwise he could blame God who forms us in the womb. The sinnerÂ’s problem is moral. Sin is his o
wn fault because it is his own choice. God has given us the ability to obey or disobey Him. That is our own choice and th
erefore it is our own fault if we do not use our ability to obey Him. If the sinnerÂ’s problem is constitutional, he would be
a cripple Â– someone who cannot obey God. But if the sinnerÂ’s problem is moral, he is a criminal Â– someone who do
esnÂ’t want to obey God. If sinners are cripples, they deserve pity. If sinners are criminals, they deserve punishment. It i
s abundantly clear from the Bible that God views sinners as criminals who are worthy of eternal punishment. Therefore
God must view sinners as moral beings who are capable of obeying His law, but who refuse to do so.
To be born again, or regenerated, means that the Holy Spirit brings you to repentance and faith. Regeneration is not a c
hange of our constitution, it is a change of our character. And regeneration is not by force, regeneration is by gracious in
fluence.
"Regeneration is a moral change wrought in the hearts of men by the Holy Spirit. This change is neither physical nor inte
llectual, although both the body and the mind my be affected by it. It is not a change in the substance of the soul, nor is it
the addition of any new powers. Regeneration is not a metamorphosis of human nature. Man does not receive a new eg
o. His personal identity is the same in essence after regeneration as before. He has the same power of intellect, feeling
and will, but these are given a new direction. God does not undue in the new creation what He did in the first creation. T
he change is, therefore, not in the natural constitution of man, but in his moral and spiritual nature. Furthermore, it is imp
ortant to believe that the whole man, and not merely certain powers of his being, is the subject of this spiritual renewel."
H. O. Wiley (Christian Theology, V.2, p. 419)
Â“The work accomplished is a change of choice, in respect to an end or end of life. The sinner whose choice is changed
, must of course act. The end to be chosen must be clearly and forcibly presented; this is the work of the third person, an
d of the Holy Spirit. The Spirit takes the things of Christ and shows them to the soul. The truth is employed, or it is truth
which must necessarily be employed, as an instrument to induce a change of choice.Â” Charles Finney, Systematic The
ology, pg 275
Â“Truth; this must, from the nature of regeneration, be employed in effecting it, for regeneration is nothing else than the
will being duly influenced by truth.Â” Charles Finney, Systematic Theology, pg 275
Â“Regeneration is nothing else than his embracing the gospel.Â” Charles Finney, Systematic Theology, pg 276
2Pet 2:20 Â“For if after they have escaped the pollutions of the world THROUGH THE KNOWLEDGE of the Lord and S
avior Jesus ChristÂ”
1Pet 1:22 Â“Seeing ye have PURIFIED your souls in OBEYING THE TRUTH through the SpiritÂ”
2Pet 1:2-3 Â“Grace and peace be multiplied unto you THROUGH THE KNOWLEDGE of God and of Jesus our Lord, ac
cording as His divine power hath given unto us all things that pertain unto life and godliness, THROUGH THE KNOWLE
DGE of him that hath called us to glory and virtue.Â”
John 6:63 Â“It is the SPIRIT THAT QUICKENETH; the flesh profiteth nothing: THE WORDS that I SPEAK unto you, they
are SPIRIT, and they are LIFE.Â”
John 6:44-45 Â“No man can come to me, except the Father which hath sent me draw him: and I will raise him up at the l
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ast day. It is written in the prophets, and they shall be all TAUGHT of God. Everyman therefore that hath HEARD, and h
ath LEARNED of the Father, cometh unto me.Â”
John 8:32 Â“And ye shall KNOW the TRUTH, and the TRUTH shall make you FREE.Â”
Titus 2:11-12 Â“For the grace of God that BRINGETH SALVATION has APPEARED unto all men, TEACHING US that,
denying ungodliness and worldly lusts, we should live soberly, righteously, and godly in this present world.Â”
1Tim 2:4 Â“Who will have all men to be saved and to come unto the KNOWLEDGE of the TRUTH.Â”
1Cor 4:15 Â“For though ye have ten thousand INSTRUCTORS in Christ, yet have yet not many fathers: for in Christ Jes
us I have BEGOTTEN you through the GOSPEL.Â”
Ps 17:7 Â“SHOW thy marvelous loving-kindness, O thou that savestÂ”
James 1:18 Â“Of his own will BEGAT he us WITH THE WORD OF TRUTH, that we should be a king of firstfruits of his c
reatures.Â”
1Pet 1:23 Â“BEING BORN AGAIN, not of corruptible seed, but of the incorruptible, BY THE WORD OF GOD, which livet
h and abideth forever.Â”
James 1:21-22 Â“Wherefore lay apart all filthiness and superfluity of naughtiness, and receive with meekness the engraf
ted WORD, WHICH IS ABLE TO SAVE YOUR SOULS. But be ye DOERS OF THE WORD, and not hearers only, decei
ving your own selves.Â”
Rom 2:8 Â“But unto them that are contentious, and DO NOT OBEY THE TRUTH, but obey unrighteousness, indignation
and wrath.Â”
2Thes 1:8 Â“In flaming fire taking vengeance on them that KNOW not God, and that OBEY NOT THE GOSPEL of our L
ord Jesus Christ.Â”
John 15:3 Â“Now ye are CLEANE THROUGH THE WORD which I have SPOKEN unto you.Â”
1Pet 4:17 Â“For the time is come that judgment must begin at the house of God: and if it first begin at us, what shall the
end be of them that OBEY NOT THE GOSPEL of God?Â”
John 17:17 Â“SANCTIFY them THROUGH THY TRUTH: thy WORD is TRUTH.Â”
Rom 6:17 Â“But God be thanked, that ye were servants of sin, but ye have OBEYED from the heart that form of DOCTR
INE which was DELIVERED unto you.Â”
Ps 25:8 Â“Good and upright is the Lord, therefore will he TEACH sinners in the way.Â”
Ps. 51:13 Â“Then will I TEACH transgressors thy ways; and sinners shall be CONVERTED unto thee.Â”
Â“The Bible teaches that regeneration is a supernatural miracle performed by God apart from human willpower, ability, o
r moralityÂ” quote
This is monogism vs. synergism. Monogism says that God repents and believes for us, it is not our free choice. Synergis
m says that God brings us to repentance and faith by the influence of the Holy Spirit. I believe in synergism. ManÂ’s will
and the Holy Spirit is involved in conversion. God commands men to make the choice to repent of their sins, and God bri
ngs men to repentance by the influence of the Holy Spirit.
Ezekiel 36:25-27 Â– Â“Then will I sprinkle clean water upon you, and ye shall be clean: from all your filthiness, and from
all your idols, will I cleanse you. A new heart also will I give you, and a new spirit will I put within you: and I will take awa
y the stony heart out of your flesh, and I will give you an heart of flesh. And I will put my spirit within you, and cause you t
o walk in my statutes, and ye shall keep my judgments, and do them.Â” quote
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Yes God does give us a new heart, but not against our will. Our own will is involved:
Â“Cast away from you all your transgressions, whereby ye have transgressed; and make you a new heart and a new spi
rit: for why will ye dieÂ…Â” Ezekiel 18:31
Â“Draw nigh to God, and he will draw nigh to you. Cleanse your hands, ye sinners, and purify your hearts, ye double min
ded.Â” James 4:8
Â“Let your heart therefore be perfect with the Lord our GodÂ” 1 Kings 8:61
John 1:12-13 Â– Â“But as many as received him, to them gave he power to become the sons of God, even to them that
believe on his name: Which were born, not of blood, nor of the will of the flesh, nor of the will of man, but of God.Â” quot
e
It says that we must make the decision to Â“receive himÂ”. Our will, or choice, is involved.
To be born of blood, or the will of flesh, or the will of man, is talking about our natural birth. The Jews thought that they w
ere saved because they were children of Abraham. But Jesus told them that they must be born again. We are not born s
aved because of who our parents are (like we are not born condemned because of who our parents are). Neither conde
mnation nor salvation is hereditary, but both require personal choice. That is why we must Â“receive himÂ”.
John 3:3-8 Â– Â“Jesus answered and said unto him, Verily, verily, I say unto thee, Except a man be born again, he cann
ot see the kingdom of God. Nicodemus saith unto him, How can a man be born when he is old? can he enter the second
time into his mother's womb, and be born? Jesus answered, Verily, verily, I say unto thee, Except a man be born of wate
r and of the Spirit, he cannot enter into the kingdom of God. That which is born of the flesh is flesh; and that which is bor
n of the Spirit is spirit. Marvel not that I said unto thee, Ye must be born again. The wind bloweth where it listeth, and tho
u hearest the sound thereof, but canst not tell whence it cometh, and whither it goeth: so is every one that is born of the
Spirit.Â” quote
To be born again is not some involuntary miracle that happens to us. To be born of the Spirit means that we yield to the
Holy Spirit and allow Him to change and transform us.
2 Corinthians 5:17-18 Â– Â“Therefore if any man be in Christ, he is a new creature: old things are passed away; behold,
all things are become new. And all things are of God, who hath reconciled us to himself by Jesus Christ, and hath given
to us the ministry of reconciliation.Â” quote
How does this teach that regeneration does not include manÂ’s free will??
Titus 3:5 Â– Â“Not by works of righteousness which we have done, but according to his mercy he saved us, by the wash
ing of regeneration, and renewing of the Holy Ghost.Â” quote
We are not saved because we deserve it. But we are transformed by the influence of the Holy Spirit. This again is not wit
hout our free will consent. This verse doesnÂ’t say anything against our will being involved in regeneration.
Â“The heresy of Pelagianism: This is a historically recognized heresy and has been universally recognized as such sinc
e the 5th Century A.D. This heretical system of theology comes from the early monk named Pelagius who lived in the 4t
h and 5th centuries A.D. Pelagius taught that no man is tainted by the sin of Adam but that all sin is only a choice, and th
erefore since AdamÂ’s since didnÂ’t taint us then ChristÂ’s death doesnÂ’t literally save us but instead provides a good
example to us. Thus the cross of Christ is made of none effect in this theology. Thus Adam set a bad example to us and
Christ set a good example for us, and now itÂ’s up to us to save ourselves by our own ability and morality. In Pelagianis
m, salvation is of man, and not of God, and therefore not all of grace.Â” quote
While Pelagius did teach that Jesus gave us an example (), He also taught in his commentary on the Romans that we ar
e Â“justified by faith aloneÂ”. Pelagius taught that we need the grace of God. He taught three specific graces. 1. The gra
ce of creation, where He graciously gave us a free will. 2. The grace of revelation, which includes the law and the work o
f the Holy Spirit. 3. The grace of redemption, the atonement of Christ through which we can have our sins forgiven by Go
dÂ’s grace and mercy. Pelagius specifically taught in his commentary on Romans that we cannot earn salvation, but that
it is a gift from God.
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I agree with the Pelagians that:
1. Mankind has a free will
2. Men are sinners by choice
3. Sin is a choice, not a hereditary substance
4. Infants are morally innocent because they havenÂ’t sinned yet.
Â“The heresy of Sinless Perfection: This is a teaching that Christians can enter and abide in a state of absolute sinlessn
ess, being just as sinless as Adam before the Fall of man, or just as without sin as Jesus Christ Himself as He walked thi
s earth.Â” quote
I believe that it is possible to live the rest of your life without sinning (1 Cor. 10:13). But we can never be as sinless as A
dam before the fall, because we have all sinned and therefore are forever guilty of sin. And we can never be as sinless a
s Jesus since Jesus Christ never sinned! But we certainly could forsake all of our sins in this life.
Â“Many of those who hold to sinless perfection also believe that it is essential to attain to this state of sinless perfection i
n order to be Â“sanctifiedÂ” and even saved.Â” quote
To be sanctified is to be set apart from sin and to the service of God. What is moral perfection except being free from sin
? Romans 6 teaches that Christians have been free from sin. No man is sanctified while he is sinning!
We do not need to live free from sin for a certain period of time before God will forgive us. God will forgive us as soon as
we repent (change our mind about sinning), and than after we have been forgiven, our change of mind will result in a ch
ange of life.
Â“This is heresy according to 1 John 1:8Â” quote
1 John 1:8 does not say that you cannot have victory over sin I this life. That would contradict the rest of the Bible, like R
omans 6 and the rest of 1 John. This verse, as I said early, is saying that those who are not saved cannot deny having si
n on their record.
Â“and those who believe this only deceive themselvesÂ” quote
Those who say that they know God, but do not keep His commandments, are liars and the truth is not in them. (1 John 2
:4)
Â“furthermore, they donÂ’t understand the grace of GodÂ” quote
The grace of God teaches us to live a holy life (Titus 2:11) and the grace of God means that we do not need to live a sinf
ul life (Romans 6:14). The grace of God changes us.
Â“While it is true that no real Christian will want to sin and will desire perfect holiness, the Bible teaches that all Christian
s still carry around a corrupt flesh that is affected by sin and therefore needs to be crucified, denied, and put to death all
the timeÂ” quote
Here JosefÂ’s Gnostic view of the flesh comes out again. Since Josef believes that we are sinners because we are born
with sinful substance (flesh) he says that we cannot be free from sin in this life, not until we get a new substance (glorific
ation). This is straight up Gnosticism.
Â“The heresy of Legalism: This is a teaching that we need to attribute to our salvation by our own works and that there i
s merit before God in our own works.Â” quote
No man is justified by the works of the law, and our works cannot merit salvation! We are saved by GodÂ’s grace and m
ercy, if we repent, believe, and persevere unto the end.
Â“This is the heresy that is refuted by the Apostle Paul in his epistle to the Galatians.Â” quote
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The heresy that Paul addressed in Galatians was that of the Judaizers who said that Gentiles needed to be circumcised
and obey the Torah. He was not coming against those who say you must forsake your sin to be forgiven. It was not that t
he Galatians were repenting of their sins and Paul thought to himself, Â“I better put a stop to this!Â” The Galatians were
Gentiles who started to believe that they must be circumcised, become Jewish and obey the Torah, to be saved.
How was Nineveh, the Gentile city, saved? Were they circumcised? Did they convert to Judaism? Did they start to obey
the Torah? No! They believed God (Jonah 3:5) and they turned from their sins (Jonah 3:8-10). That is how Gentiles are
saved.
Â“As one Moral Government Theologian stated, Â“There can be no justification in a legal or forensic sense, but upon the
ground of universal, perfect, and uninterrupted obedience to law.Â” . quote
This quote is taken out of context and its meaning is being twisted. Finney said that the law can only legally justify those
who have never sinned, therefore we cannot be legally justified! Finney taught that we need Gospel justification, which is
synonomous with forgiveness or pardon. Legal justification is when a person is declared innocent because they have ne
ver sinned. Gospel justification is when the guilty are pardoned by GodÂ’s grace and mercy.
Finney said, Legal justification, consists in pronouncing a moral agent innocent of all violation of the claims of the law, so
that it has no charge against him. Gospel justification, consists in pardoning a sinner for whatever transgressions he ma
y have committed, that is, in arresting or setting aside the execution of the penalty which he has incurredÂ… Legal justifi
cation is out of the question, as all the world has become guilty before God.Â” (Oberlin Evangelist, Justification, July 19t
h 1843)
Â“The heresy of Open Theism: As already stated above, this is a denial that God knows the future, and a belief that God
changes His mind regularly and reforms His own decisions and judgments as He learns new things. This is a denial of th
e Omniscience of God, and leads to tons of other practical theological errors.Â” quote
This is what I stated above:
I believe that God is omniscient. Omniscient means Â“all knowledgeÂ”. God has all the knowledge that exists. God know
s everything that there is to know. The parts of the future that are predetermined, God knows as predetermined, and the
parts of the future that are undetermined, God knows as undeteremined.
The future is partly settled, because God had made predeterminations. And the future is partly open, because God allow
s men to choose.
* God speaks of the future in terms of what may or may not be: Ex. 3:18, 4:9, 13:17; Eze. 12:3
* God changes His plans in response to changing circumstances: Ex. 32:10-14, Jer. 18:1-10
* God's willingness to change His plans is considered one of His glorious attributes: Jonah 4:2; Joel 2:12-13
* God tests people to see what types of decisions they will make: Gen. 22:12; Ex. 16:4; Deut. 8:2, 13:1-3; 2 Chron. 32:3
1
* God has had disappointments and has regretted how things turned out: Gen. 6:6; 1 Sam. 15:10, 15:35
* God has expected things to happen that didn't come to pass: Isa. 5:1-5; Jer. 3:6-7, 3:19-20
* God gets frustrated and grieved when he attempts to bring individuals into alignment with his will and they resist: Eze.
22:29-31; Isa. 63:10; Eph. 4:30; cf. Heb. 3:8, 3:15, 4:7; Acts 7:51
* The prayers of men have changed the plans of God: Ex. 32:10-14; Num. 11:1-2, 14:12-20, 16:16:20-35; Deut. 9:13-14,
9:18-20, 9:25; 2 Sam. 24:17-25; 1 Kin. 21:27-29; 2 Chron. 12:5-8; Jer. 26:19
* God is said to have repented (changed His mind) multiple times in the Bible: Gen. 6:6-7; Ex. 32:12-14; Num. 23:19; De
ut. 32:36; Judges 2:18; 1 Sam. 15:11, 15:29, 15:35; 2 Sam. 24:16; Ps. 90:13, 106:45, 110:4, 135:14; Jer. 4:28, 15:6, 18:
8, 18:10, 20:16, 26:3, 26:13, 26:19, 42:10, Eze. 24:14, Hos. 11:8, 13:14; Joel 1:13-14; Amos 7:3, 7:6; Jonah 3:9-10, 4:2;
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Zach. 8:14
The future is not some eternal fixity. The future is flexible. The future is not entirely certain, the future is changeable. Exa
mples of how the future can be changed is how God was going to destroy Israel but did not (Numbers 14:11-20), how H
ezekiah was going to die but God added years to his life (2 Kings 20:1-6), how Nineveh was going to be destroyed but w
as not (Jonah 3:10) and how Jesus Christ could have escaped the cross by being rescued by angels (Matt. 26:53). The f
uture multiple possibilities which God and man can choose between. The future can be changed.
Â“These are doctrines that deny the essential truth of the Bible and the Gospel of the Lord Jesus Christ, and therefore a
nyone who holds to them dogmatically must not be considered a brother in Christ, but treated as a false believer or false
teacher, pleaded with in love to repent, and shunned from Christian fellowship until they come to be ashamed of their fal
se doctrines and repent. We cannot tolerate false teachings that deny the core truth of the Gospel of Christ but must sta
nd firm and earnestly contend for the faith which was once for all delivered to the saints.Â” quote
I could just as easily say that to teach a limited atonement, when the Bible clearly teaches an unlimited atonement, is a f
alse Gospel and anyone who teaches such is a false believer and a false teacher, and must be shunned unless they rep
ent and are ashamed of their doctrine.
I could also say that anyone who teaches that sinners do not need to forsake their sin to be forgiven, when the prophets,
apostles, and Jesus Christ himself taught repentance, is preaching a false Gospel and anyone who teaches such is a fal
se believer and a false teacher, and must be shunned unless they repent and are ashamed of their doctrine. Anyone wh
o teaches a view of grace and the atonement, which makes repentance unnecessary, is teaching false grace and a false
atonement.

Re: - posted by PaulWest (), on: 2009/11/20 12:32
Hey Jesse,
Can you guys please take this outside? I'll give you the same admonition I gave brother Josef and Eli. I love you all equa
lly in the Lord but it breaks my heart to see brethren go at each other like this, calling each other heretics and liars, both
purporting to have the cornerstone on true hermeneutics. This type of behaviour, and the spirit behind it, nullifies whatev
er ideology of "truth" is being propagated.
SermonIndex is not the place for this. There is enough friction in your ministry already; please do not bring it here. Post
edifyingly or do not post at all. That goes for Calvinists, Arminians, and anyone else laboring under a specific "ism".
Re: , on: 2009/11/20 13:18
Are you serious? You honestly think people is going to read such long posts? If anyone reads that, they might want to co
nsider using their time more wisley. That's craAaaazy! :-(
Re: - posted by enid, on: 2009/11/20 13:23
At first, I wasn't gong to comment on this thread, but what have I got to lose?
First, there is no way I'm going to read 3 pages of goodness knows what, but going by the title, it looks like someone is tr
ying to vindicate themselves.
And yes, please feel free to discuss this in private with the parties involved, without getting anyone else involved.
Seems quite pointless anyhow.
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Re: , on: 2009/11/20 14:51
Quote:
-------------------------Can you guys please take this outside?
-------------------------

Sure thing. I started this blog to refute the lies of Josef.
(http://jessemorrellvsjosefurban.blogspot.com/2009/11/jesse-morrell-refutes-josef-urban.html) Jesse Morrell Refutes Jo
sef Urban Part 1
(http://jessemorrellvsjosefurban.blogspot.com/2009/11/jesse-morrell-refutes-josef-urban-part.html) Jesse Morrell Refute
s Josef Urban Part 2
(http://jessemorrellvsjosefurban.blogspot.com/2009/11/jesse-morrell-refutes-josef-urban-part_20.html) Jesse Morrell Re
futes Josef Urban Part 3
Re: , on: 2009/11/20 15:44
This is also now available at:
(http://graceinthetriadrefuted.blogspot.com/) Grace in the Triad Refuted
Re: , on: 2009/11/20 15:55
Quote:
-------------------------Gal 5: 14-16 "For all the law is fulfilled in one word, even in this; Thou shalt love thy neighbour as thyself. But if Josef and Jessie bit
e and devour one another, take heed that you both don't consumed one of another. This I say then, Walk in the Spirit, and ye shall not fulfil the lust of
the flesh.
-------------------------

Walking in the Spirit means that you have no rights whatsoever under the charter of the New Testament to vindicate you
rself, our LORD is our vindicator, "Vengeance is mine saith the LORD, I will repay". Walking in the Spirit means that your
dead to all that you are and cleaved unto all of what our LORD is, alive in the Spirit.
If Josef wronged you or if Jessie wronged you, then as an example of being dead men you should forgive and pray for o
ne another that God would open your eyes of your understanding, not come in here and have a temper tantrum.
This is the reason why we need a revival in our midst, it would quell this bitterness. It would shut the mouths of lions.
Who are you that you should come in here with your spirit of unbelief and contaminate this forum with your hatred for the
brethren.
Nay you err, and walk disorderly in that there is no love for the brethren, yea, no love for the LORD Jesus.
Truly, none of you have learned of Jesus Christ, none of you have listened to the sermons on this site that continuously
point to revival, revival, revival.
You should be ashamed of yourselves.
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Re: , on: 2009/11/20 16:00
Even Paul responded to those who falsely accused him:
"as we be slanderously reported, and as some affirm that we say..." Romans 3:8
Love "rejoices not in iniquity but rejoices in the truth" 1 Cor 13:6
Re: - posted by IWantAnguish (), on: 2009/11/20 16:04
What is Truth?
Re: , on: 2009/11/20 16:13
This is truly what I believe and why I believe it:
(http://jessemorrellvsjosefurban.blogspot.com/2009/11/jesse-morrell-refutes-josef-urban.html) Jesse Morrell Refutes Jo
sef Urban Part 1
(http://jessemorrellvsjosefurban.blogspot.com/2009/11/jesse-morrell-refutes-josef-urban-part.html) Jesse Morrell Refute
s Josef Urban Part 2
(http://jessemorrellvsjosefurban.blogspot.com/2009/11/jesse-morrell-refutes-josef-urban-part_20.html) Jesse Morrell Re
futes Josef Urban Part 3
Much of what Josef said about me was not true at all. Love rejoices in the truth. Love does not rejoice in iniquity (lying).
Re: - posted by Miccah (), on: 2009/11/20 16:30
PaulWest wrote:

Quote:
-------------------------SermonIndex is not the place for this.
-------------------------

:-)
Re: WAR AND PEACE, on: 2009/11/20 16:56

"There is enough friction in your ministry already; please do not bring it here. Post edifyingly or do not post at all. "
MODERATOR Paul West.

This is some kind of primitive WAR, not a meaningful debate or discussion. It is simply a continuance of the first
debate about Pelagianism, which in it's purist form IS a heresy....and saying that, I don't really know your heart J.
Morrell, except to observe your obvious bitter attack against a brother.

Your on a Crusade like Napoleon; your cannon and troops are ideological, you've surrounded your prey;
BROTHER J.URBAN, and now you pound him and slur him to convince who? that it is he who is in error; the heretic?....

Jesus said; "Blessed are those who are unoffended in me." If your gospel is the true one, you will have opponents
on every turn, but you will not want to slay them, but see them saved.
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This is what makes me wonder about you. I simply wanted to ask you this. Do you refute Pelagianism? and do you
believe that all have sinned through Adam, BEFORE they were born?...IE, by NATURE?

This is important to me, and am certainly willing to hear your remarks...

If you do not see this basic tenet of the WORD, you are in error, and destroying everyone who opposes you is certai
nly not the way out.

Jesse, on: 2009/11/20 17:02
this is an unbelievable display of immaturity, smacking of fleshly pride, the LORD rebuke you.
Jesse, you keep this kind of stuff up, keep the company with the men you do, and you're going to wind up exactly like
this:

(http://www.youtube.com/watch?vTtAmXPmnjbU&featurePlayList&p7A93E5C8B571E6F7&playnext1&playnext_fromPL
&index1) "Fall from Grace-Fred Phelps and the Westboro Baptist Church"
As the Holy Spirit guides me, I'm giving you warning, thats going to be you someday, if you're not careful to stay salted
with the humble and meek Love of Jesus, as there are 65(!) guests on this forum, and I pray my brother Paul West shuts
down this thread. enough.
Re: .....so that those who are approved among you will be manifested., on: 2009/11/20 17:07
No need to post. I just found this below on your links. There are all kinds of implications in this statement that prove seve
re error, and of course you attack and destroy the one who points it out. Please add me to your list of detractors, but ple
ase, as Paul West stated; DO IT ELSEWHERE. It is venom.

F." A sinful nature is moral not physical, it is a personÂ’s self chosen character and not his God given constitution. A ma
nÂ’s heart (will) can be sinful, but a manÂ’s body can only be an occasion of temptation. Though continual choices of sel
f-gratification, man has developed a habit of sin."
J. Morrell.

Re: , on: 2009/11/20 17:12
Quote:
-------------------------" A sinful nature is moral not physical, it is a personÂ’s self chosen character and not his God given constitution. A manÂ’s heart (wil
l) can be sinful, but a manÂ’s body can only be an occasion of temptation. Though continual choices of self-gratification, man has developed a habit of
sin."
J. Morrell.
-------------------------

You disagree with this quote? Do you believe that our body is a sin? Only Gnostics believe that the flesh or body is sinful
.
Some people believe that sin is a substance, not a choice. They believe that it is a quality of matter, not a state of the wil
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l. I once asked a Calvinist Â“Is this body a sin?Â” They said, Â“Yes, our bodies are made of sinÂ”. I asked, Â“So you can
put sin under a microscope and look at it?Â” He said, Â“sureÂ”. Here are some points to consider as to why our flesh, or
body, is not sinful.
1. God is the author of our flesh (Exodus 4:11, Isaiah 44:2, Jer. 1:5).
2. Sinfulness is violation of GodÂ’s law (1 Jn. 3:4). GodÂ’s law tells us what type of choices we should and shouldnÂ’t m
ake (Exo. 20:3-17), not what type of body or nature we should or shouldnÂ’t have.
3. Our flesh is just dirt (Gen. 2:7, Gen. 3:19).
4. Our flesh is the occasion of our sin, or the source of temptation (James 1:14), but sin itself is a choice (John 5:14, Joh
n 8:11, Rom. 6:12; Rom. 6:19 Eph. 4:26).
5. The body needs to be kept under subjection (1 Corinthians 9:27).
6. It is sinful to live after the flesh (Rom. 8:13), or to be living to gratify our flesh (Rom. 8:7).
7. But it is not sinful to have a flesh, because Jesus Christ had a flesh (Luke 24:39, John 1:14, 1 Tim. 3:16, 1 Jn. 4:3, 2 J
n. 1:7).
8. Jesus had the same type of flesh that we have (Heb. 2:14; Heb. 2:17).
9. Jesus made in the likeness of sinful flesh (Rom. 8:3) which means Jesus was made in the likeness of men (Philippian
s 2:7). The word Â“fleshÂ” is sometimes used synonymous with men (Gen. 6:12, Matt. 16:17).
10. Jesus was morally perfect (2 Cor. 5:21) before He had a glorified or resurrected body.
11. The GnosticÂ’s taught that the flesh was sinful in and of itself (1 Jn. 4:3, 2 Jn. 1:7).
12. Our flesh is an instrument or tool which we could use for sin or for righteousness (Rom. 6:13, Rom. 6:19).
13. Our flesh can be sanctified (Rom. 12:1, 1 Thes. 4:4, 1 Thes. 5:23, 1 Tim. 2:8).
"If a man were created evil, he would not deserve punishment, since he was not evil of himself, being unable to do anyth
ing else than what he was made for.Â” Justin Martyr (First Apology Chap. 43)
Â“Those who do not do it will receive the just judgment of God, because they had not work good when they had it in thei
r power to do so. But if some had been made by nature bad, and others good, these latter would not be deserving of prai
se for being good, for they were created that way. Nor would the former be reprehensible, for that is how they were mad
e. However, all men are of the same nature. They are all able to hold fast and to go what is good. On the other hand, the
y have the power to cast good from them and not to do it.Â” Irenaeus (A Dictionary of Early Christian Beliefs by David B
ercot, p. 287, published by Hendrickson Publishers)
Â“If man is in fault for his sinful nature, why not condemn man for having blue or black eyes? The fact is, sin never can
consist in having a nature, nor in what nature is, but only and alone in the bad use which we make of our nature. This is
all. Our Maker will never find fault with us for what He has Himself done or made; certainly not. He will not condemn us, i
f we will only make a right use of our powers Â– of our intellect, our sensibilities, and our will. He never holds us respons
ible for our original natureÂ… since there is no law against nature, nature cannot be a transgressionÂ… manÂ’s nature i
s not a proper subject for legislation, precept, and penalty, inasmuch as it lies entirely without the pale of voluntary actio
n, or of any action of man at all.Â” Charles Finney (Sermons on Gospel Themes, p. 78-79, published by Truth in Heart)
Â“The next dogma deserving attention is the position, that mankind derived from our first progenitor a corrupt nature, whi
ch renders obedience to the commands of God impossible, and disobedience necessary, and that for the mere existenc
e of this nature, men Â‘deserve GodÂ’s wrath and curse, not only in this world, but in that which is to come.Â’ If the abov
e dogma is true, it is demonstrably evident, that this corrupt nature comes into existence without knowledge, choice, or a
gency of the creature, who for its existence is pronounced deserving of, and Â‘bound over to the wrath of God.Â’ Equally
evident is it, that this corrupt nature exists as the result of the direct agency of God. He proclaims himself the maker of Â‘
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every soul of man.Â’ As its Maker, He must have imparted to that soul the constitution or nature which it actually posses
ses. It does not help the matter at all, to say, that this nature is derived from our progenitor: for the laws of generation, by
which this corrupt nature is derived from that progenitor, are sustained and continued by God himselfÂ… If, then, the ab
ove dogma is true, man in the first place, is held as deserving of eternal punishment for that which exists wholly indepen
dent of his knowledge, choice or agency, in any sense, direct or indirect, He is also held responsible for the result, not of
his own agency, but for that which results from the agency of God.Â” Asa Mahan (Doctrine of the Will, published by Trut
h in Heart, p. 115).
Re: Jesse, on: 2009/11/20 17:15
Quote:
-------------------------"Fall from Grace-Fred Phelps and the Westboro Baptist Church"
As the Holy Spirit guides me, I'm giving you warning, thats going to be you someday,
-------------------------

I will never be like Fred Phelps because I will never be a Calvinist. I would sooner become an atheist than to become a
Calvinist. Therefore I would sooner become an atheist then to become like Fred Phelps. So don't worry about that! :) I ap
preciate your concern though.

"is an unbelievable display of immaturity, smacking of fleshly pride, the LORD rebuke you."
why is it immaturity to refute the lies and false theology of Josef Urban? How is that pride?
You guys really need to stop with the false accusations.

oh muy, on: 2009/11/20 17:57
Quote:
-------------------------I would sooner become an atheist ...............
-------------------------

You can even entertain such a thought?
In John, where Jesus is giving the "hard teaching" about His Flesh being real food, and His Blood being real drink, and p
eople start deserting because they dont know what He is REALLY speaking of, Jesus turns to His disciples and basically
asks, "you want to leave too?" and Peter expressed what I feel ......."where would we go Lord? You are the Only". I'm pa
raphrasing, but you would even consider denying Yahwehcoz of some guy named John Calvin?
and you didnt even pick up on my warning about Phelps? His witness is terrible. its stench, drives poor souls who dont k
now the Riches of Christ AWAY from The Living God.
no offense, but I dont even watch your youtubes.
and finally Jesse,
Quote:
-------------------------why is it immaturity to refute the lies and false theology of Josef Urban? How is that pride?
-------------------------

.....ummm, if you cant figure that out on your own, ask it of God the Holy Ghost.
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Re: - posted by ginnyrose (), on: 2009/11/20 18:50
Jesse,
I am grieved. This debate, is it holy? Does it promote holiness? Does it convict people of their sin?
Brother, after I signed onto SI several years ago, the Holy Spirit convicted me of the sin of debate. Romans 1:29. I
clearly saw how it created strife, raised people's ire unnecessarily, and it just was not becoming as a Christian.
Jesse, I have read your testimony of how you came to the LORD (I hope I am not getting you confused with someone
else - that can happen, you know) or how the LORD found you, not sure which way it was. As I recall, the LORD change
d you from a druggie, a criminal to one who desires do the right thing ALWAYS. Now it appears that the drive you had in
living for the devil is being channeled in promoting God's kingdom.
But brother, it appears you have a bit too much of the "Peter" in you. Remember how he was always jumping the gun be
fore Pentecost? How Jesus had to call him down? Yes, Jesse, you remind me of Peter, the one who followed Jesus aro
und before he was crucified. I would hope you would not deny him like he did when he got caught in a tight situation. So,
Jesse, could you just back off, allow the Holy Spirit to teach you how you should present the Gospel? and deal with thos
e who disagree? Or, who knows, they may actually agree, but your forcefulness closes people's minds. And if they disag
ree, maybe you have something to learn from your distractors? Obviously, you did a lot of reading and others did as well
. So, who is right? Debates do not promote the gospel, does it?
Has history taught us that debate is edifying in winning your enemy to your cause? It used to embarrass me when Bob H
arrington would publicly debate Madelyn Murray O'Hare about the existence of God. Nobody won in those debates...I se
riously doubt this will be the exception.
Blessings,
ginnyrose
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