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We have been studying the basic doctrines of Goded, we have worked our way through the person of
God, the trinity, and through man, and sin, andetsygand now we find ourselves looking at salvatenmd so
we come to this evenings' message, which is, "8alvaGod's choosing or our belief?” | may not ggbugh
all of the material tonight, and may indeed, nemdlit this message into two parts, but | do wana least
begin our look at this matter of salvation and wshoesponsible for what. | think this issue perhapsve all, in
the church, causes division. And | think as | ustird the issue, | think it's interesting to met ts believers
in Jesus Christ, we're Ok with God being in contbéll things external to ourselves. So while wald has
issues with a good God being sovereignly in contfoln evil world (and that's certainly anotheritogor
another time), we understand and recognise thedbbéaven is in control of the weather, he is intoa of
the movements of nations, we're even perhaps cteblerwith the fact that he's in control of the thed the
king, He puts in power those that he wishes to lanmhs those down those that he wishes to, we'reviik
God having sovereign control as long as it's n@rais. But when it comes to God having sovereigrtrob
over us, we're a little skittish about that. Andligwhat it boils down to is: How do two wilful begs co-exist
in the same universe? We are the only created p#hiagbears the image of God and part of thagliete, is
this matter of will. We have the ability to makeoates. So how then, does a God who chooses, andvman
chooses, co-exist in the same universe? Logicakyhave three choices:

1) Either, God’s choices are greater than man’s astier words, if the choices come into conflict, God
wins. :-)

2) Either mans choice is greater than Gods', or ierotvords, if the choices come into conflict, mamsvi
out.

3) Or they are equal. This is logic. However, as ldag're going to see as we look at scripture, legic
only going to get us so far.

What we need is Bib-logic, or Theo-logic. There erscripture things that are difficult to undersedaand
this is certainly one of them. So what I'd likedo this evening, to begin, is to go into the téxypically do
this anyway (all right, 1 hope that | don't preank opinion :-) on a fairly regular basis..) butij want to look
at scripture to begin. And that may be all thatgeeto, this evening.

Turn your Bibles with me if you would, to Isaiahagter 55 and verse 9, Isaiah 55 and verse 9. Now
certainly if you want to get a sense of the sowgtgi of God, the book of Isaiah would not be a pkte to
start. Here in the 55th chapter of the book andesé, the prophet says (this is God speaking thwrdhg
prophet),"for as the heavens are higher than the earth, seeamy ways higher than your ways, and my
thoughts higher than your thoughts.'When we, if we were to go out this evening, aftex sun were to go
down and look into the night sky and see the magdeitof the heavens, the immensity of creation, walgv
have a small glimpse of the bigness of God. Lougi®& who is a traveling evangelist, has put iistivay:
"man thinks that he is the centre of the univeas®l because of that thought, he believes the s@vera 'tad
big" therefore, that's why he's looking for life other planets (and no less than Stephen Hawkihevis in
aliens, as does Richard Dawkins and many otherg)ifBve are the center of the universe, if indeedare the
apex of evolution, the universe is a tad largentitaneeds to be. If however, the universe is desigto show
us God.., it's just about the right size. And $aye were to look into the night sky and just atro grasp the
magnitude of the heavens, God says, as far as dhib & from the heavens, that distance (which is
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infinitesimally large), that is how far | am remalv&om you, and my ways from your ways, and my tids
from your thoughts. The day that we believe thahaee God 'figured-out', is the day he ceases 6dzk And

| think as it comes to this particular topic andstparticular debate, we must be careful, becaleséke things
packaged together, we like things to make sensdikev¢hings to be all laid-out, and we can undamngtthem.
And | think if we believe we can do that with Galden he ceases to be God. And so in this discuss®meed
to recognize and understand that God is not usyandre not him, and he is far above us. Turn tvem with
me, if you would, to Deuteronomy chapter 29 and®et9. Moses is giving the law to the people adkfor
the second time (that's where the book gets itseihamd here in the last verse of chapter 29, Mtsissthe
people"the secret things belong unto the Lord our God, tilnose things which are revealed belong unto us,
and to our children forever, that we may do all teords of this law" | think in the context, primarily Moses
is speaking about the issues of the future, bhinktthe context can certainly be broadened. Theeethings
about life that we are not going to know, that Gad not revealed to us, there are questions thatrevgoing
to have, that do not find their answers perhapsigally in scripture. However, that is not whaeweed to
concern ourselves with, and this is Moses' admomst to the people of Israel. What we must concern
ourselves with is, what has been revealed, andntiigt govern us, govern our thinking and governlives.
So there are mysteries, there are things that &@a@trgoing to understand about God, and abowéys. And
really, it could not be any other way. If it walseh we would be Gods' equal - he would cease tohuoehe is.
And so there are things that are beyond our congpissbn and this is necessarily so, | would subonyiou this
evening. And so we need to be careful again, abualeinto God’'s Word and God’s way and his planeiéh
things perhaps, not perhaps but there are thirsgsate definitely beyond our comprehension. Novg igd over
to the New Testament - Romans chapter 11 andradsé of a lengthier passage, but Romans chapteersés
33 through 36. It is interesting that these vesderild come at the end of the section that theyrd{chapter)
9, 10 and 11, Paul is dealing with Gods plan awnd@m for the nation of Israel. And (chapter) ejdie begins
this discussion of the predetermination of God&8&#8d 8:29 and following as certainly verses thatdifficult

to understand perhaps). Romans chapter 9 wouldaplptbe the most famous passage, as it relatesido t
particular discussion. But Paul comes at the endlladf this, and it's almost as if he is overwhethrby the
magnitude of Gods plan, and God's will, and Godgswand he just puts his pen to paper and comewitiut
these four versé®h the depth of the riches, both of the wisdom akdowledge of God, how unsearchable
are his judgements and his ways past finding owt fvho hath known the mind of the Lord? Or who hath
been his counsellor? Or who hath first given to hitvAnd it shall be recompensed unto him again? Fdr o
him and through him, and to him are all things, tawhom be glory forever! Amen!"Paul quotes Job fairly
liberally in this short passage. Job went throudiatwhe went through, and if you're here this ewgnyou
probably know the trials of Job. What we know, thab did not (he does now), was that this situatiat he
found himself thrust into, came as a result ofltnéng heavenly father. It is God that points Jaib @ Satan. It
is God that allows Satan to do what he does to do#),at the end of it all, Job’s question of "Why&'hot
answered. It is left unanswered in this materiaé (book of job). And yet Job learns from this exgere, that
God is so far above him, that it's incomprehensiBled so he says, "Who has known the mind of thed®6
Who knows how God operates? (the inner workingSad) Who has been his counsellor? Who does God take
his advice from? And of course the answer to thatarical question is: no one. God does not recaihgce
from anyone - He has all knowledge within himself And then Job says, "Who has given to God thad G
would be obligated to repay back?" Job learnslésson, or has already gotten that lesson dowmwhe trial
starts, because he says "I come into this worlth wdthing, and | will leave it the same, and bldske the
name of the Lord". Everything | have, including omn life is from God, therefore everything is ofniil
have nothing that is of my own" and Paul ends-ugdying, "that from Him, and through Him, and torHiare
all things". God is the originator of all thingseHhbk the sustainer of all things, He is the endlbthings. So |
hope that as we move through this (scriptural) mediethis indeed will be the foundation of our koat the
contents of Gods' Word, especially as it relateghis particular issue. | would submit, this oughtbe the
foundation for our look at any issue — all-righbut certainly this one, because since the eatlyath- the time
of Augustine — that's where the debate sort of &lyrstarted — but it was certainly going on beftiren, down
through until now, this debate has raged. Is Gedaie who divinely elects and chooses? Or is marotie
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who chooses? And, the sides have been formed etbetal has raged... the churches have spilit..., sotmel
sisters in Christ have ceased to speak to one anatid | do not propose to that | am going to, wtis

message and perhaps another one, solve all of igsses. But | would say this... | believe a lotlug debate
has come out of human pride. The idea that we aar this all figured-out, and we can have thisstesmatic
theology" that packages everything nicely for us] allows us to "breath easy", because we understen
ways of God. And | would submit to you this evenitigat if that is the case, God ceases to be whs. lidoes
that mean then, that we are left with no knowledbatsoever about this topic? Certainly not.

What | would like to do next then, is look at fivfour verses, sorry, within which both sidestuétdebate,
of this discussion, find themselves in a singleseeihese are only four representative verses; #rerothers.
But before we do that, | want to kind of, frame thecussion for you. | am not here to promote aoliogy, or
a theology, but - because this is how the debaisually framed, and this is how we usually unagerdtthings,
let me be brief... but let me explain both sidethedf equation.

The one side would be what we typically know asvid@m. — named after John Calvin, who formulated
some of these thoughts. His students then wentoon there. But if you bring Calvinism down to itsre, it is
a promotion of, and a defence of, the sovereightgadl. God is the one who chooses, God is the dreisvin
control, and that not only relates to things thatexternal to the human will, but that relatesh® human will
itself.

On the other side you have what has been calledrdanmsm — named after Arminius, and this woulde
counter, so to speak, to Calvinism. Where the thoigg in order for love be genuine, in order fopice to be
real, man’s will must be free and he must be the who chooses. If indeed God has elected, theydveay
that he has elected based on his foreknowledgehof wwould choose him. | other words, God looked down
through the passages of time, saw who would bedsarel before time began, chose those ones totauisep
Son for salvation. And so on the one hand of teeudision we have those that are defending Godsteignty,
on the other, we have those that are defendingsrfegedom, man’s will, and the genuineness —at Iadkeir
minds— of love and of choice.

I would submit to you further, that if you go toarfin either direction, you are going to fall iraaditch. If
you take Calvinism as a system to its logical erereyou find at the end of that, that God indeeévisn the
author of sin. If in fact all things are a resuithis active will, God then, created sin —and tfatourse, is anti-
biblical. As well, there are those that have takatvinism as a system, to its logical extensiom laawve ceased
mission activity..."Why would we witness, if everyboho God wants to be saved, is going to be saved?”
Prayer does not seem to really be that much o$surei because indeed, if all things that are ginigke place
as God determined that they would... What's thatpai praying? And so on, and so forth... becausth®
“logic” of the system.

If you take Arminianism on the other hand, to mgital extension, you find a system that would beyv
closely parallel to brother Clark Pinnock (I caiitrhbrother, |1 don't actually know if he is a brothe Christ),
Professor Clark Pinnock, who teaches at McMastevedsity in Hamilton, who is the progenitor of tltea of
'Open Theism'. That is that "God is learning, cliagggrowing along with us". So God learns new gsin His
argumentation would go something like this, "sittee free-will choices of man are not known, evethesman
himself, —in other words, you don't even know w§@i're what going to choose to do tomorrow, lehalavhat
you're going to do in five seconds—, therefore thatlso outside the realm of Gods knowledge. Am&sed’'s
omniscience then is framed in different languageoeding to Mr. Pinnock.

And so you see the problems that we have when W@vanan :-), instead of God’s word, and when we
follow systems instead of following scripture. | wid submit to you this evening that if we examihe biblical
material, we can see that both indeed are colfegiu were to ask me how that works, | would resh¢o you,

"l don't know... But I'm Ok with that...” and | hepyou will be after we're done looking at this {jstre)
material. So let's go into the text this eveningr-the time that we have left— and we'll probabistjget to these
four verses tonight and then, next time | havedpgortunity to speak, we'll get into some of théads. Now
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that may disappoint some of you. | don't know iuycame tonight to get some juicy details... It'$ my
intention to leave you hanging so you'll come baic#t hear me speak, but the time constraints are.the

Turn in your Bibles, if you would, to Luke chapt2? and verse 22. Luke 22:22. On the screen, ag thes
verses come up, you are going see if part of aeviers bold and underlined, that is the part thatl does, if a
part of a verse is italicized, that is the humaspomsibility side. What I'm attempting to show thigening is
that in within the same verse —in this four repnésve verses.there are others— you have both divine
determination and human responsibility. In the saerse, in the passages we're going to look atetresing.
Luke 22:22, "and truly the Son of Man goedis, it was determined but woe unto that man by whom he is
betrayed”. Now this verse does not talk about salvatiort,ibdoes talk about God’s divine determination and
man’s responsibility. That question could be askédludas, had not betrayed Christ, would Chstdt have
been crucified? And | don't know that we need tteem the realm of the “what ifs”... | think thetthe point of
this verse. Jesus Christ came to die - that's vehgame. | mean a bigger question could be askedat'Wthe
nation of Israel would have accepted Jesus Clsislheir Messiah?" And that's just not a questiorcame pose
of scripture. It's kind of like, "What if Elijah klanot prayed, would there still have been a drotigh8 years?"
But we know in James,..the effectual firm prayer of a righteous man ayeth much...” - God was going to
bring a drought on the land, it was his judgemetabise of Ahab and Jezebel and their debauchérlifah
also prayed and it happened...Was it Elijah's prayesod's will? —Yes! All-right, it was both. How ds that
work? | don't know — but I'm Ok with that. So Jes€ilwist says "it was determined beforehand”, beéwen
creation was spoken into existence, Jesus Chrisigamg to come to die. This was not somethingwzat sort
of, a plan that came sort of late to the scenes ®hintegral to the history of the universe. Ghcame to die
that's why he came. But Jesus Christ himself sajslas Iscariot bears full responsibility and costel
culpability for his choice. He chose to betray 8w of God, yet God determined — predetermined thiegaSon
of God would be betrayed and would be crucified.aiMh Judas' betrayal, or Gods' pre-determinatiéas.
And this verse goes even goes further, becauseuld ask the question, and this question is askedaul in
Romans chapter 9. If Judas, Judas' betrayal osOhdas God’s will, then didn't Judas do God’s wBlecause
this is the question that Paul poses. If God datedithat some will not obey him, and they disobew, aren't
they obeying him? | don't know if you follow thatits a little convoluted. And the answer is NO.d3ioes his
work, man makes his choices, and they both co-@xidte same universe. Judas Iscariot made hisehbie
chose to betray the Son of God. Yet we know thad ®as behind that choice, and behind the wholeapelr
and the crucifixion of Jesus Christ. But both humesponsibility and divine determination find thexves
linked here, in this same verse and Judas is &ctuald responsible in this verse for his choioggrethough
God had predetermined that it would be so.

John chapter 6 and verse 37. John chapter 6 asd @& All that the Father giveth me, shall come to
me, andhim that cometh to me | will in no wise cast out." God has given thokattwill believe in Jesus Christ
to Christ, he has given Christ his disciples, yethe same verse Jesus Christ turns it back arg] $ag one
that comes to me, | will not cast out". There isd&will, and there is human choice and human Wilild they
are here co-existing in the same verse. I'm ddmig hecause | want scripture to speak for itsetf eumat
typically happens when those that say they're difignthe sovereignty of God, and those that say'rie
defending the will of man get together, what thggidally do is load up the verses that they sayeagrith
them, and shot them at the other person. The p#raon responds in kind, by loading up their Bitdgooka
with their verses and shooting them back, andyedlithat happens is two people get bloodied aoithing
really gets resolved. But here, again, we seeweahave God's election, God's choice, God's wildl mman’s
responsibility, man's choice, and man's will. Ardibare present in the same passage of scriptats.do over
to the book of Acts. Acts chapter 13 and verse"48nd when the gentiles heard this (the gospledy tvere
glad and glorified the Lord", and notice the laattpf the verse, "and as many were ordained to eternal life
believed", - those that were to be saved, were saved.i3l@®d doing his work. Yet notice the last wordudt
verse, theybelieved" They did what they were to do, and again, in Hrae passage of scripture we have God's
divine determination and man’s responsibility cogiogether.




Last passage, 2 Thessalonians chapter 2 versendll4a | saved this verse for the end, becausédn t
middle of verse 13, you have both human respoityitahd God's determination wrapped-up in the same
phrase - which is interesting. 2 Thessalonians tehdverses 13 and 14, "...but we are bound te thanks
always to God for you, brethren beloved of the Ldrecause God hath from the beginning chosen you to
salvation'. Here you have God's work, this is what God daesl notice the time frame, "from the beginning"
this predates - | believe - creation; at the veast it predates their existence. This is God dbhisgvork, but
notice it says "through (what®anctification of the spirit, now I've bolded that and italicized it because
sanctification, as we know from scripture, is b&bd doing in us, making of us, what we are to e as
participating in that. In Philippians, | believésithapter 2, verses 12 and 13, that we've talkedtdefore, and
back-to-back verses. if says that God is makingsoivhat he wants us to be, and then we are to aarkur
own salvation with fear and trembling. So we hagthhbn the same phrase and then finally how doatsabme
about, and he saydydlief of the truth”, there is a requirement there. The requiremetitas we are to believe,
"where unto he called you by our gospel, to thaioiitg of the glory of our Lord Jesus Christ".

We need to wrap-up for this evening, next time tham given the opportunity to speak; we will looko
some more of the details of this. But | just wantedshow you some of the biblical material. This is
representative, there is more. Certainly througtibatwriting of Paul you have both God’s sovereygand
man’s responsibility. But let me leave you withstiinought. | believe what we have here in scriptsirghat is
known as a paradox. It is a truth that appearsetantcontradiction. But we have these and we actteph
readily. The first one would be the Trinity, howits that God is three in one? Everybody else, othan
Christians, realize that that's bad math. You eittae three gods, or you have one God, but yoli kane one
God, who's three. And as we've talked about God,veeive talked about the Trinity before, thereféedent
illustrations and metaphors that are attemptedetaded, but really, they're both true. God is tlaee God is
one. But if we are to say that God is only one tivencome into either a cult (like Jehovah’s witmssand
Mormons or others that do not believe in the deftyesus Christ and the Holy Spirit), or if we are¢he realm
of three gods, then we are polytheists and we"an lmharged with being that as well, but are note-ake
monotheists and we are also trinitarian. Now, Wdre to ask you this evening to explain that to gon't
believe you could. | can't explain that fully towaand | preached a whole sermon on it. :-) If@m&dox, but
we live with it and we accept it by faith. A secang paradox would be the person of Jesus Chrissdlitrhow
is it possible that he is the God-man? And heresiedoth sides are abundant in the early churcheaed
today, there are those that stretch the humanifesfis Christ to the exclusion of his deity, trerethose that
express and believe in the deity of Jesus Chritda@xclusion of his humanity. If Jesus Christ wasGod, he
was not perfect; if he was not perfect, we areilostur sins. If Jesus Christ was not fully humidnren he's not
one of us and so we're also lost in our sins. Solwh fully human and fully divine. Now you exjpldo me
how that works, because | can't explain it to ydout | believe it. | believe both are true, | leek he is both
man, fully one-hundred percent just like me, juke lyou, but that he's also at the same time, amehied
percent fully God. How does that work? | don't kndwt it's true and | believe it. How is it thehat God can
choose, and yet we can also choose? | don't knotmhie Bible teaches both and | believe it and riexe
we're together, hopefully we'll be able to wadetiyh some of these details. But | hope that yolerstdnd,
that God’s ways are beyond our ways, and througbanipture we have both sides of this equation, Gfteh-
times, as we've seen even tonight, in the same wérscripture. How can they both be true? | deoméw, but |
believe they both are, and we'll look at some nudrnose details, next time that we are togethet'sllook to
the Lord in prayer, this evening.

Father forgive me tonight if | have been too ddegther your word ought to be simple, and Fathemay p
that you would forgive me if | have made it toofidifilt. Father | thank you that your word is cleand
although it is not always easy, it is in fact simpFather, you have made it clear to us that yewsavereignly
in control over all things - If you are not, theauyare not God. And yet Father, in your divine wisg you
have made us, made me, with a will and with thditglio choose. You have called me to believe i yo
through Jesus Christ, to love you as much as ywa lewved me. And that relationship is based on lthat and
that freedom of choice. Father, how do these twagthco-exist in the same universe? Father, | ddknow.
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But | rest in the thought that you do. Father, Irdid know most of what you have revealed, and taady
know nothing about what you have not. And Fathgraly that we would be humbled by you, humbled byryo
greatness, humbled by your word. Father | belieag far too often in our pride, in our focus oreitgctualism
and academia, we believe that we have a cornerutim tand that we have it all figured out. And Feathin
order for us to take one side or the other, ondbklsate, on this discussion, we are going to haw®tdamage
to both your word and to your character. And Fatlhexrm not prepared to do either. And so | praywas
continue to look at your word on this topic, thaither we would understand the truth of it, thaba@ligh we
will not be able to reconcile it logically, Fathbeyond our logic, not that you are illogical -Fatlyeu are
extremely logical...you invented logic and your s@®d it much when he was here on the earth- bueFath
there is that which is beyond logic; because lagjits best is finite, and you are not.

And so Father | pray, that as we just get a glimgisgur infinity once again on this topic, that weuld be
blessed, we'd be encouraged and also to be chadldngit. Father | pray that this week, and inwe=ks and
months to come, we would rest in you, and reshenknowledge that although we will not figure thésiags
out, you already have. And Father, you are good,dmall things for our benefit, and for you glerwe thank
you for that in the name of your Son, Amen.



