PAGE  
1

Title: Accomplishment of Salvation (DD-9)

Purpose: To instruct the hearers of the Calvinistic distinctive of the limited extent of the atonement.
Introduction
1. In our studies of biblical doctrines, we are presently considering the Calvinistic Distinctives. Last week we considered the Plan of Salvation: Unconditional Election. Today we will consider the Accomplishment of Salvation: Limited or Definite Atonement.

2. As we consider this subject, we shall do so under 4 headings. 
I. 
THE EXPLICATION OF THIS DOCTRINE
A. When we talk about limited atonement, what are we talking about? We are talking about the question: For whom did Christ die in order to save? Did He die in order to save only those whom God has chosen from all eternity to save? Or did He die in order to save every single human being – even those who will eventually go to hell? 
B. The Arminians and Amyraldians say that Christ died in order to save all and every single human being. However, the Calvinists say that Christ died in order to save only those whom God has chosen from all eternity to save. Thus this position is called “limited” or “definite” atonement.
C. I want to emphasize also that in a sense even the Arminians or Amyradians also believe in a ‘limited” atonement. For although the Calvinists believe in the limited extend of the atonement, the Arminians and Amyraldians believes in the limited power of the atonement. For if Christ died in order to save every single human being, even those who will go to hell, then His death did not really secure and salvation of anyone.
Trans: Now what does the Bible teach? Does it really teach the limited extent of the atonement or does it teach the limited power of the atonement? This issue cannot be solved by just pointing to one or two texts of Scriptures because both camps appeal to Scriptures in support of their position. So what we need to do is to consider the broader teaching of the Bible.
II. 
THE BIBLICAL PROOF OF THIS DOCTRINE
A. The atonement must be limited in its extent because of the biblical concepts & terminologies used to explain Christ’s death.
1.
Christ’s death is described in Scriptures as what? Redemption - Propitiation - Reconciliation - Substitution.
a. 
Gal 3:13 (READ). To “redeem” means to “buy back”. And that is what is at the heart of Christ’s death. What kind of redemption is it that does not actually redeem those whom Christ died to redeem because many for whom He died for will still be in hell? Christ’s death would no longer be redemption but only that would make us redeemable.

b.
1John 4:10 (READ). To “propitiate” means to “satisfy or appease angry”. & that also is also what is at the heart of Christ’s death. What kind of propitiation is it that does not really satisfy God’s righteous anger for those whom Christ died for because many for whom Christ died for will still be under the wrath of God forever in hell?
c.
Rom 5:10 (READ). To reconcile means to “restore a broken relationship”. And that is what is also at the heart of Christ’s death. Now what kind of reconciliation is it that does not actually reconcile those for whom Christ died for because many for whom Christ died for will have to spend an eternity in hell?
d.
Isa 53:4-6, 8 (READ). This passage is rich with the concept of substitution – Messiah suffering in the place of sinners. That is also the essence of Christ’s death. What kind of substitution is it that does not actually substitute for the one’s whom X’s died for because many for whom Christ died for will still suffer for their sins in hell forever?

2. 
So the extent of the atonement must be limited or you will bleed the biblical concepts & terminologies that explain Christ’s death of its meaning.
B. 
The atonement must be limited in its extent because of the divine logic drawn from God’s gift of His Son.
1. 
Rom 8:31-32 (READ). The argument is from the greater to the lesser. For all those whom God gave His Son for, it would be unthinkable for Him to withhold any lesser gifts that would be good for them. Why withhold any lesser gift from those whom He has given the greatest gift? Now that is divine logic.
2.
That faith is a gift from God is clear from Phi 1:29; Acts 13:48; Acts 18:27; Acts 16:14 (READ). Question: If God sent His Son to die for all & every single one, even to those who are now in hell, then why will God withhold from some the lesser gift of faith? It’s unthinkable!
3.
That God is also in control of providence is a matter that is beyond question – Mt 10:29 (READ). Question: In fact, if God sent His Son to die for all & every single one, then why does God in providence withhold from some the lesser gift of hearing the gospel when that is essential to believing? (Rom 10:17).
4.
So the divine logic drawn from God’s gift of His Son points us to a limited extent of the atonement.
C. 
The atonement must be limited in its extent because of the unity of the Son and the Father’s work in salvation.
1.
If the Son died for all & every single human being, then why did not the Father choose from eternity to save all and every single human being? Are we saying that the Father & the Son are at cross purposes one with another?

2.
This is not just human logic. For the Script. clearly supports this line of reasoning.

a. 
John 6:37-40 (READ). The Father & the Son are not at cross purposes One with another the Son will most surely saved all those given to Him by His Father & He will lose none. For the Son came, not to do His own will, but the will of His own Father.
b.
John 10:14-18 (READ). 

· Everything the Son does in the work of salvation is in accordance to the will and commandment of His Father. And what is one of those commandments? To lay down His life for His sheep! But who are His sheep? Those who will be given to Him of His Father - those who have believed and will believe. 

· This is brought out even more clearly later in 10:26 (READ) Note: Christ did not just say “you are not my sheep because you do not believe” - that would have been true. But Christ goes even deeper. The reason why they did not believe rest upon the reality that they were not Christ’s sheep. They wee not those whom came to die for.
3. 
So the unity of the Son & the Father’s work of salvation point us to the limited extent of the atonement.
D. 
The atonement must be limited in extent because of the inseparable connection between Christ’s death & intercession.
1. 
Under the OC, which foreshadows the NC, the work of the high priest is two-fold: He offers the sacrifice for the sins of God’s people, and then He intercedes on behalf of those whom that sacrifices was offered for. The scope of the sacrifice is the also the scope of the intercession.
2.
Questions: Does Christ’s high priestly intercession include all and every single human being? NO. John 17:9-10, 20 (READ). Christ’s high priestly prayers includes only for those given to Him by the Father: all those have believe and will believe in the future. He prays not for all and every single human being who has ever lived or will lived. Now if His high priestly work of intercession is limited in extent, then it follows that His high priestly sacrifices is limited also in its extent

3. 
So the inseparable connection between Christ’s death & intercession points to the limited extent of the atonement.
E.
The atonement must be limited in extent because of the explicit and unambiguous language of Rev 5:9 (READ). 
1.
Whom did Christ purchase with His blood? Not all tribes and tongue and people and nation. His atonement was not for every single one without exception. But Christ purchased with His blood human beings from every tribe and tongue and people and nation.

2.
And this very clear and unambiguous text must shed light upon other texts that are less clear and are debatable. One very important rule in interpreting Scriptures is that we must let the clear text shed light upon the text that are not so clear and not vice versa. For to make the not so clear text cast its shadow upon the clearer text will be to obscure the light shed by the clearer text.
Trans: Now if we keep these broad biblical teachings in mind, then the objections raised against the doctrine of the limited extent of the atonement are relatively easy to deal with.
III. 
THE OBJECTIONS RAISED AGAINST THIS DOCTRINE
A.
One common objection raised against this doctrine is the universal terms used to describe the extent of Christ’s atoning death; terms like “all”, “every”, “world”, “whole world”.

1.
Since these terminologies are universal, then it indicates that Christ died for all and every single human being so that they might be saved.

2.
However, the Scriptures normally reduce the value of these universal terms and it does really mean all and every single human being. Let us consider just a few examples.
a.
Acts 2:17-18 (READ). The language sounds comprehensive. But clearly, it cannot mean all and every single human being. For multitudes have already died before this prophesy was fulfilled on the day of Pentecost. And all and every single one who live then, did not experience what Joel said would happen. So “all mankind” here simply means “all sorts or all kinds of people”.

b.
John 3:25-26 (READ). Of course, here, John’s disciples did not mean all and every single human being. For not every single one did. So by “all” they mean “all sorts of all kinds of people”.
c.
Rom 11: 15 (READ). By “world” here Paul means the Gentile world. Since the Jews rejected the gospel, in God’s inscrutable wisdom, that led to the conversion of the Gentiles. But by world here, Paul does not mean all and every single Gentile in the world. For not all and every single Gentile will be saved. .
3. 
Therefore, we must not insist that when the words “all”, “every”, “world”, appears in the Bible, then that means all & every single human being. It is not Scriptural to do that. Quote: Augustine: “He who gives a meaning of the words of Script. that is not derived from the Script. is an enemy of Script.”
B. 
Another common objection raised against this doctrine has to do with the sincere and universal offer of the gospel.

1. 
“How can you offer salvation to every one and anyone one, if Christ did not die for all and every single one?”
2.
In answer, remember also that the message of the gospel is not that “Christ  died for you, and, therefore, repent and believe that you might be saved”. If you read the gospels and Acts, where we have samples of the evangelistic messages of original disciples, you will never encounter an evangelistic message like that. The message of the gospel is that “Christ’s died for sinners in order that they sinners might be saved. Therefore, repent and believe and you will saved.”  Now only if a person repents & believes, will you know that Christ really died to save that person.
C. 
Another common objection raised against this doctrine has to do with the love of God.

1. 
“If Christ died equally for all & every single human being, then that magnifies the love of God. It makes me feel so good to think that God loves everybody just the same, & that Christ died for everybody just the same in order to make them salvable. To believe in the limited extent of the atonement depreciates the love of God.”
2.
But on the contrary, not to believe in the limited extent of the atonement depreciates the love of God. It makes God’s love little more than good wishes, good intentions, or general benevolence.
a.
Illustration: Suppose my children were on a ship that capsized, and I had the power to rescue them from the bellowing waves that is about to sink them. And yet, instead of actually diving into the sea, taking hold of them, and personally bring them to the place of safety, I only make provisions for their deliverance, instruct them what to do to deliver themselves, and hope and wish that somehow they will make it. What would you think of my love for my children? Not as strong as if I were really to dive into the water and bring them to safety. 
b.
Question: Does it magnify the love of the triune God to say that He sent His Son to die only to make the salvation of everybody possible, but that death did not really secure the salvation of anyone? Does not magnify the love of God the Father? Does it magnify the love of the Son? No. Not as much as God sending His Son to die to actually secure the salvation of those whom He has chosen to save.
D. 
One final objection often raised against this doctrine is that it will not square with two passages of Scriptures.
1. 
2Pet 2:1 (READ). 

a. 
Note that these false teachers, who are denying Christ, are described as those who have been bought by Him. So does this not teach that although Christ died in order to save them, and yet they still are eventually destroyed? If we were to interpret this passage in isolation from the rest of Scriptures, that would be the most possible conclusion. However, light from other portions of God’s word would not warrant such an interpretation 

b.
Instead, this passage of God’s word would indicate that Christ’s death, although intended only to save the elect, and yet it brings blessings even to the non-elect that are non-saving in nature. 
c..
And this is clearly indicated later as Peter describes these false teachers – 1Pet 2:20-22 (READ). Because of the knowledge of God and the gospel, these people temporally escapes the defilements of the world and are temporality changed. And in that sense, they have experienced the blessing that comes from Christ’s death. However, this blessing they received is short of salvation. It is not saving and lasting in nature.  Thus the change is only temporary. These people will return again to their former sins and forsake the way of righteousness.  Like pigs, they were washed. But they remain as pigs and their nature was not really change. Therefore, not before long they return again to wallowing in the mire.
d.
So this passage still does not teach that Christ died for all and every single one. For not every single one goes through this temporary profession and change.
2. 
Heb 10:29 (READ).
a. 
Peter here is talking about apostates; people who profess the name of Christ and is identified with His church, only to forsake Him in the future and be damned because of it.  And they are here described as those who “regarded as unclean the blood of the covenant by which he has been sanctified” 
b.
But this passage is similar to 2Pet 2. Because of the knowledge of the truth, these people profess faith in Christ, experienced a temporary change, and are identified with His church. However, the blessings they received from Christ’s death are not really saving in nature. They were not really those for whom Christ died in order to save. Therefore, soon enough, they will fall away. 

c.
And this is clearly indicated in Heb 6:4-9 (READ). Whatever experiences and blessings these apostates had, those experiences do not really accompany salvation. Those blessings were not the same from the ones the recipients of this letter have received. And the analogy use is very helpful. The rain that falls on two kinds of ground has very different effects. One ground yields fruitful vegetation useful to the tiller but the other produces nothing but thorns and thistles. And where does the difference lie? The different kind of soils that represents the human heart – one was regenerate while the other was not.
3.
So these two passages do not undermine the teaching elsewhere concerning the limited extent of the atonement. And you do not have to do violence to these two passages to fit the other biblical witness. They can be and should be interpreted in such a way that harmonizes the rest of the biblical witness.
Trans: But that leads us now to the final point. If all Scriptural teachings are profitable, what are the practical benefits of this doctrine? 
IV. 

THE PRACTICAL BENEFITS OF THIS DOCTRINE
A. 
This glorious truth of limited or definite atonement motivates Christian to worship & praise.
1.
Go back to my illustration about the kids drowning beneath the waves. Would those kids praised their father more for just making it possible that they will be saved or for actually & personally securing their salvation? The answer is obvious.
2.
Listen to the language of Scriptures.

a.
Rev. 5:7-14 (READ). Why is the Lamb worthy of praise? Not only because He made people purchasable, but that He actually purchased for salvation a people for God from every tribe, kindred, tongue, and nation. And creatures in heaven worship the lamb particular because of that. 
b.
Rev. 1:4-6 (READ). Christ did not only make true Christians redeemable, but He actually redeemed us by His blood. And for that we are to praise & worship God.
B. 
This glorious truth of limited or definite atonement motivates Christians to obedience and service.
1.
If Christ’s, in His love, died for me just the way He died for everybody, then why should I serve Him more than the man who is on his way to hell?  But if Christ specifically died, not just for anyone, but specifically for me, then what greater motivation is there to obey & serve the Lord? 
2.
And this explains Paul’s zeal and passion to serve and obey the Lord – Gal 2:20 (READ). 

C. 
This glorious truth of limited or definite atonement motivates Christians to confidence and boldness in evangelism.
1. 
Is 53:10-11 (READ). For all those whom Christ died to save, will be saved and Christ will be fully satisfied. 
2.
Now what greater confidence & boldness can we have that this that our labors are not in vain.
D. 
This glorious truth of limited or definite atonement motivates to greater love for those whom Christ died to save.
1. 
Why is there very little love for the church of God? One very probable reason is because people do not see the church as the special object for whom X’s died. If Christ died for the people of Procter & Gamble in the same way He did for the members of the church, then why should I love the church more than Procter & Gamble? But if you see the church as the special object of God’s love, then you will love it more than anything else.
2.
Acts 20:28-31 (READ). What made Paul so loved the church at Ephesus, & what truth did He use to motivate the elders to zealously be on the guard over the church? The fact that X’s purchased that church with His own blood.

Conclusion: Therefore, let us not be apologetic about this doctrine as if we are ashamed of it. But let us believe it & proclaim it. Let us not treat as heretics those who do not believe in this doctrine. But let us also be tenacious in our belief in this. And never forget that a little leaven leavens a whole lump of dough. An error in the extent of the atonement will eventually rob it of its meaning.
