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'J~he doctrine of electt ')n has for rrinny centuries pres ented a problem to 

the t heolo~i nns. 11S the theolo11i r-ms bep;an to expnnd in r:re nter ctetnil 

the doctrines of the l~ible, tmci. "'.tien humnn reason ent e red, and they tried 

to build up a system of doc t.rine I and :·1 Ake e11eryth inll, hannonize, a ootrin­

al i ~1purities anc.'I. false ctoct,rines crept in. I ·t wRs necessary to bring 

a b ,JU ~ doctri nAl refinement from time to time. It seems that the ttpoa­

tolio Jfath0rs touched this doctrine li1;htly. ·rhe main problem '..'las to 

.ruce the h :mtile v,orld and only a few basic concepts and doctrines were 

developed And promul~ated. By developed we mean n0t the false develop-

c nt of human :oe son 1 but a better understanffi nr; rlf the rtoctrine and 

its irnJ>lic Atj_ons e .1 ,.11eJ.l as a p pl:lontions. But soon enourr,h this doc­

trine 01' elec t ion was to come to the fore8round. .i'rom our readinP, on 

the hiR t ory or t h is doctrim it is clf!ar that this doctrine played an 

i mporta nt pa rt in the r f1finenent; of n.octrine. ,lt 'lllY rate it became 

the v Gry t ouchstone to ferret rut the s li~htest error, especially on 

the doc •Jr:i. ne 0f God and of' sin ancl n; rflce. './hen a oontrov,.rsy reAched 

a peal<: on these matters, usually the doctrine of election became the 

storm center and the real views of the disputants came to li,~ht. ··~ver 

so often this doc t.rine boca.me the center of doctrinal crntroversy, arxl 

ol woys it threw liP',ht on the is sue, the rt~al issue, narnely the full 

.-,;race or God. 

In the discussion o.f' this one dootrine the discussions of other doc­

trines naturally are intertwined. 1,hus if ono lrnlieves in an abso­

lute <J.,1d · this Atti tudtl woulc1. color our interpretation on othE:r sub­

jects, snch as election. Or ir"" one Vl·'1Uld oot realize sin in its 

true li<?;ht, this would color the doctrine of ale ct:i. ()n. ~,bove all 

if one does not hold the sola p:rtttia tm doctrine of election becor:1es 

a real problem Eln <i doctri.nal errors will creep in. 
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In P:eneral from ·1; '.ra h ep,inni.n o; t here was a clear understandi~ or the sin­

fulness of. man and the need of ~race. But when t he theolQRiano started 

to d ~fi~e and to imply Rnd to present the relationahip of sin to ~raoe, 

or of rr.en's nerit to p;rt10e, the trouble started and. many there became 

uncertain Hnd wav0.red between various op:l. nions. 'T1he heretical opposi­

tion a.~ain a nd rw;ai n led its effect on the emphasis which was la id fir st 

on one d oc ~rine then on another. Gnosticism an d r anichaeism, both mys­

terious systems of rel i P,ion, caused the early Alexandrian church fath· ·rs 

especia l l y to emphasize th& 01,,11 freedom or tffi will of man, to the 

point of. 1'orP,ettin~ t he doctrine of oriti;inal sin. mm neo-Alexandrian 

nchool did stress the universali ty of sln nnd did re:Wte it to the sin 

of .,ctrn:1 , but clid no t a osociate the s ame with the doctrine of inherited 

sin. Chrysostom did realize tha t J\d am' s children would be affected by 

his Ri ns , hut not t he rest of hu.mani ty to follow. Th e first -•dam did 

int roduce s in into the world and depravity, but it is left to e aoh one 

~o int rodt.ce i t for himself. :.:an should do his pert by "vi. rtue of his 

g ift of h i s will cin d God should u s e ~race, both sh 1uld do their pa r.t. 

In r,;eneral the .~astern 0hurch did not ~rasp the idea of sin a nd 1r,race 

a s did the western branch of Chris t tunity. Tertullian by accepting 

traducianisn, paved the way for the idea of in he rited sin. 1,!onerP,ism 

\Va s on the way in. But Au~ustine of' Hippo first drew some definite 

conol usi ons from t m monerp;ism of Tertullian. 

I t wa s in the days of J\U~ustine thot the doctrine of election re~lly 

came to the foreground or doc t rl.nal consideration, discussion and oon­

trovclrsy. In his work, ''De praedestinntione sanctorum" and "De ~ratia 

et libero 'l rbitrio", and ot h-'1rs, he outlimd his views on the doctrine. 

In his o a ~e 3 S in the c ase or muny oth9r leade "l'.'s of the ahuroh, it is 

well to r emember that they r;rew from error toward the truth, roore am 
more a isoovorinp; t ho tr11th as they pro,i,;ressed. SoJTte o .r their princinle s 
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Which were true from the bo~innin~ they maintojned, but others ·11ere re­

vised a s t heir knowledGe and ins lp,ht were dev~loped. ~•U"';Untine's ear­

lie r life h avinP, been P,iven ov er to sin oerta".nly deeJenecl his iril.press­

ion of the iclea of' sin. li<:3 knew he could not reach salvation on the 

basis of his early life. He became a student of the doctrim ')f -P;race 

and had e bette r conception of that then others before hiJTl '>f the ch uroh 

f othors, for he had experienoed many thin ";S they had '10t experlenced. 

He h ad taRted ot' tentatio. He had a better oonception of the t:i; race of 

God t han many t heolop;i ans who follm,ed him in his doctrines. 

~ince ~\u ,~ustine is woh an i rr:portant ·teacle r of the Church and '!11 s views 

hfl ve affe cted discussion of' the history C?f the ctootrine of eloc1;ion, it 

wo uld b e well to oo.tlire hi s system ofdoctr:i. ~s. 1\uP,Ustine's views have 

been sunmari zed a s f nllows: MAn ori~inally was crea ted in the i map;e of 

'1<Xl and possessed a free will in all thinP,s. lie had the a bility And wDs 

-predeternilned to immortnlity, holiness, and salva tion, but he olso Md 

the ability to sin ano to die. lie still had to a ttain by selt-deterrnin­

ntion to f'!Urrender fully to the will of t1oo to full ownersh i p of all the 

Ri.fts and hlessinr;s of t1ad. Had he obeyed God perfectly his ~bility not 

to sin Hnd not to die w0uld h:i ve ·been converted into t he im-possibility 

to sin or to die. But Adam sinned and so he lost the preroP,ative of 

t 11is i r:a ,1e of God and only a form of civil ri~hte0usness r anained and 

also the potentia lity of hein_o; saved. nut ,,dam's sinful nature, with 

~uilt, mortality, an ··: punishment for sin was propaP,ated to his offsprinp; 

and all p;enerations to ooma. l!"'or this reason only the e;race of God 1s 

able to save mankind. '}race is absolutely neoes sary, it is the be.n:in­

ninp,, the means, end the ood or the Christian life. Graoe is shared 

with man not beoause he believes but that he mir:ht believe. ,raith is 

also t he work of G·od. First God ri;ivvs the will to do o;ood, t hen the 

ability. He held to a .a;ratia pareveniens, or OJX:'rans, and a .~retie 

subse11tens or cooperans, only it nust be r erne rnbered th~t the lattor is 
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also r e ally e :t' feoti ve. 1:'h(1 forr,iveness of slns is tm prime benefit ,but 

also the inspiration to a will to do ·the p;ood. Justifica tion is a pro-

1 oess of constantly beooming mo r e anct rrnre ri p;hteous by the infusion, or 

pourin11; in of new .o;1. fts of graoe ancl new -powers to .'!!.ill the P,Ood. 1'ba 

oomplete ovP-rdomin~ of ooncupiscen se. evil lust, will not be experienced 

until t he beatification in he aven. A~ustire held to a f 1rm of absolute 

predestinati ::m. By experience oo e l muns that not all men a re converted. 

'°ince man cannot contribute to his ()Wn salva tirm, th3 cause for hi s sal­

vation c nuld not be imputed to man's attitude• but must be found in a 

divine decree, by which !1od determines to save from the rr.ass of pe rditi on 

some f or the glorification of his f".Jflaoe, but to leave the rest to their 

d oom to ,o;lorify his h >lY and rir;hteous will. '.i:he cause for the election 

is only the •;tl. 11 of Ucxl. aml nothin g in man. God would have all r.1en to 

be SHV'ed, mea ns, ''All that are predestinatE'ld.·ff The reprobate can in no 

wise a n n r opri a te ~race unto ther:.JSel ves, ana. thus the eleot oannot resist 

the ~race of Goo. rrhe only si ~n or. bei ne; elected is the p erseverance in 

r;race. Au~ust:l. ne did clc~:·irly tea oh the elect!bon by God. He did not 

teaoh a double prfJdesti nation as later on was the c a se. lie did operate 

to sorre extent with the f orekno11le d~e of Goo, but lJ3 did not rnake 1 t t h.e 

cause of 0od's eleot5.on,but rrerely a conoomitant. He never identified 

the two concepts. .c;speoially did 1\ugustine try to counteract Pela~ianism. 

Pela r;ianism was the doc t rinal trend to i I!lpute to man the freedom of will, 

or a form of ~oral indifference. Irr.esistible s raoe and an absolute 

p r-edesti m tion did not f'1 t into th is system. Graoe was not ne e ded to 

s.ave man. Augustine was so ef'feot i ve in his teaoh ing that the Semipela­

gian l?lOVera nt was born. Pelagius• followers did not go all the v1ay with 

him. ·'.l:le oemi-Pola~ians held that tre freedom of will is partly impaired 

and ne eds the assistance of divim ~raoe. In the oootrovcrsy the problem 

was debated am.on~ othe rs: rtHow oan the univ3r sal r,raoe be llur :11onized with 

the deoree or elerntion. Both side s erred. AuP,ustine held that tb:3 oause 
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lay in ~od, who did not treat all men olike, VJ'lO did. 'lot n;ive all men 

the narre chance. 'rhe ;:.;emi-P~lu~inns hal.d that the cause lay and lied in 

man. ~ome men u sed their natural p owers more than <>tl'Ers. 'T'he followers 

of ,1ut,;ustim did not p;o as ra rQ ns to blame r}oo., h ut did p;iire ,Mice to 

the opinion or 1,up,ustine. 

J ohn Cassianus of l"!assilia was tho first real pppone nt --1' ,,u-,.istine in 

the camp or the Semi-PelAri;ians. lie b el 1o ved that re n vrns s1 nful and 

had inclinations to sin, but that he had the free choioe to ch0ose the 

,rlod, in w'lioh process, ho0:;ever, he needed the ~race of ~oo to cooperAte 

wl th his will to pro.o;ress in sanctification. ,1ccording to him there 

vio uld be a constant oooperat ion bet ween r,; race a na free wi 11 of nan to 

s a ve him • 

..>Orne or the f'olloners of Augustire later on toned down the absoluteness 

or the divinG decree. 'Pray rna de the distinction 0f' a general a nd s,ec­

iol r, race. Only the :c ~cepti on of t liir. special P,l'ace would b ~ eff eoti ve. 

11t th} Cmmcil of Oran,~e, 529 A. n., the doc t.rine of' :\w,:usti m was con­

N.rme d, thou~h this J ouncil cleniE.:d the ,.,redastinat l on to drunnation. It 

did not settle the nroblem. Mor did it cornmi t 1 tself' clearly on this 

doc trtne. Nor did this decree kill oemi-Pelar;ianism, so useful to the 

id ea ot' the m0nks for a meritorious l:tre. A thousand ye nrs lflter, 

Luther clearly stated the doctrine. 

-•b'JUt the year 847 bep;an a redisoussion ,-,f the stricter and laxer view 

or J\U~ustine. Tm name that espeoially marka this discu~sion is one 

Gottschalk. lie went t'arther even than -~up,usti ne in acce-otinP, and la­

ter on promoti~ the doctrim of the nbsolute predestinati )n of Man. 

He tauP,ht a double predestlnation, to salvation and to candemnatinn. 

He sp:-cHd his doc tr:l n t1 to ItAly. In 848 a synod in La inz exoomrounioa­

ted !: im. .....fter him the di:c,oussion broke out a1;atn 001.cornine; the doo-

trim he t au~ht. i'in ally a not hu r s~rnod, the. t of .iui ·· rsy, e do p ted 1'our 
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propositions ar,;a "i. ns t ~ot tsch alk' s doo tri nes. 1'his synr:d :noc tula ted the 

doctrine tho t w bile nod wills all Mon's salvation, th >U~h not all ere 

saved. Hinomar wrote aeveral lenr;thy books a t;ain st Got tsohalk. 'rte 

natter was not clarified or settled. 

In later years the vatholic doctrine was that of the .iemi-Pela~ians,and 

;:;alvin arose v~ith }lis nbsolute predestination, ::1n ri .i..utht>.r t ook the middle 

c0urse. ~:uch has been written oonceming Luther's view in the l""iBtter. 

~oma sti 11 tried to make of him an Aup;ustinian. lie was a student of .:it. 

1\u.o;usti ne, but he in reol i ty did not believe t.ha t '1-od. predestt nated any­

one to condemnation. In th8 historicBl introduction to the ·rri~lot this 

m t t er i.e.; t reated. 

In nrner i ca tho doctrine of predestination b ~oane a burn inp, issue within 

Luthe ranism. It wa s "alt rer, a close studc,mt oi' Luther, who led too 

battle f or cll:irity and biblioality in this matter. This doctrine be­

came t re rre an s to s muke oo.1, even the s:;_if; ht est bit of syne rp;i srn ;,hat 

:r.i ght be lurkin~ in the mln<i.s of' tre proponents far a more reasonable 

vlew of this doc :-;rine. :3orne ler-Hiers ;;,ho tried ·t.o ht:.:rr.onize this doc­

trine with hwnan reason p:ot into di1~.r1culty. 'i.'~ 0hio Syncxi was affil­

iated wlth the : ·issouri !-iynod until Dr. ·.valthe r w,=is accused of Crypto­

Calvinism by Prof. F.A.8ohmidt ot.' the Norwe~iAn .-iynod. This started tm 

controversy on the doctrire of election. ~uoh names as :.,Jalther, Pieper, 

Seheckhardt of Lissouri and J tellhorn, ]"'.A.Schmidt, Allwardt,O.H.L. 

Schuette, end Ernst on tre side of Ohio are sii;,;nificant here. · le have 

read many ~ t.he artloles presentinp: the discu8sions of this controversy, 

as they he ve been p:resaited in our theolof\ ~Cal. 11 terature. One thing is 

clear, namely that this doott'ine is a real touohst'>ne to discover am un­

cover on the one ·.,_and any absolutism and on the ,-,t mr hand any syne rP,ism • 

.'ihen one tri<:is to t"ind and ..,.,ive an unswer to rationru.ize, or harmonize 

the d 1 rr i culty of the dootrim as presented in tho Bible he Must be ex-
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tremely cautious. .1-md if ll3 hnve any Serni-Pela~isn, synergistic, Calvin­

istic, or rati onalistic vie ws they will b e exposed when ll3 discusses this 

doctrine. 

Since it is not our purpose to write a whole thesis on the history ot this 

dogmf:\ of predestinti tion, we shall conf' ine ourselves to the sketch we have 

P, iven to pre sent the problem a s it has been handled to date. We have coo.­

sulted v t=1 rious his t ')rical and reference works for this his tory, such as 

Shaf f-HerzoR's Encyclopedia, Kurtz•s Kirchengeschichte, the Concordia 

Cyclopedia, and we drew on the re adine of the pa st on this doctrine in 

our own theolo~ica l literature. 

In preµ:,. rins this thesis we shall not be able to present anything new on 

the s u b ,j e ct. In fact we view our purpose, n 0t to invent somethinP, new, 

but to pr e sent t he Biblical view on this subject. It would be difficult 

for anyone e ven to invent a n : w error on t '.'1is doctrine, since that field 

has be en quite completely covered by human reason of the ~ st. Even 

th ou ~h the v Rriations of such e rroneous views are many and manifold, tm 

basic err ors a re f ew. Our aim is not to invent anything new, lest haply 

we fall into error. Yet a s tudy of this subject wi 11 have its direct 

value for ourselves. After this study, we ought to have a clearer view 

of the matter t h an ever before, and if mthing else, we will ha ve a 

better appreciation for the GRACE of God, one ereat distinguishing imrk 

of the Ghri.stian religion. 

lHuman r eason ha s discovered a problem with reRard to the two concepts ot \ 

UNIV :RSAL GH1\CE and the GRAC~ OF ELEC'T!ON. The universal P,race of God 

ino l udes all sinners. God loves all, a ccordin~ to the doctrine of uni­

versal ri;race. Y; t in the election of g race he ms chosen only some to 

salvation. Human reason rebels and interposes its objection, saying: 

"How can a r.od, Who loves all, choose only a part of the human raoe t<:r 
PRITZLAFF MEMORIAL LIBRARY 

CONCORDIA SEMINARY 
ST. LOUIS. MO. 
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theolo~i ans a f t er they had present~d th , doc -t;rine ace ording to the Bi­

ble, when t hey 31;ood f ace to race with the problem: "Since the univer­

sal eraoe of God i o 3i blical, how does t his b?- rmonize with the grace 

of election. 

Lutm :r vms c h:"1r p;ed ·•,i th Galvinism but faleely so. J..uther new~r denied 

any of t he proposi ti -m or t he Visitation J,rticles adopted i n 1592 as a 

n 1rm of doot r ina for Jlectoral Uaxony. Nate the following proposi­

t1.ons on ''Predest ination end the i ternal f rovidenoe of Ga:1 ,'' as the 

pure ana. t rue doc r.rine of our (Lutr..eran) churches. ~uoted: 

l. "That Christ ft.as di ed f or all men, and as the Lsnb of God has borne 

the sins of the whole world. 

2. 'I'ho t God c r eat ed no one f or condemnation, but will ' ave all rr.en to 

be saved, and to c0me to t he knowledge of the truth. lie comI!laids all 

to bear Hi s Son Christ in the Gospel, and promises by it the power and 

v.iorki n.~ of the H0ly Ghost for conversion and- salvation. 

3. 'Ibat many r:ien ar e condemned by their ONn ~uilt, who are either un­

\•Jill i!l~ t o bear the Gospel of Ghrist. or a~P.in f ell from grace, by er­

ror a~ajnst the f,undation or by sins a~ainst oonsoienoe. 

4. That all sinners ~·ho r e~nt. are received into grace, and no one is 

excluded, even though his sins were as scarlet, since God's msrcy is 

much v.: reat er than t he sins of' all the world, and God has oonpassion on 

all his wor l-~s. '' (Concordia Tri glot, 1153.) 

It is well lmown of c:-iurse that Luth9 r and the .c'orinula of Concord, and 

Dr. Bente has sh own that both or. them are in agreement on the do'}trine 

of !!! l e ction, the doctrine of Uni\rersal graoe, a,"'ld t he doctrine of the 

election of p;raoe,-f:i.rrnl.y held fast the election of grace. On t he my 

tery involved t he Formula of Concord states ''For that '!le neitmr oan 

or should investigate and 0 'RthOI11 everything in this article, tm great 

' 
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Apostle llaul declare s (teaches by his o,vn example), who attar having 

argued muoh conce r nin 1~ this .1-~rticle :from the revealed ,lord of God as 

soon as he corres to t he t'Oint where he s h ov,s what nod hfls reserved tor 

his hidden wisdom concerninr; thi s Mystery, suppresses and cu·ts it oft 

wi th -he f ollowi ng \•1ords, itom.11,33.f. 

Dr. P. ~ . Kretzmann i n an article on 11The l~le ction of Grace" cov :rs the 

problem in ha nd i n the followinr, lanr;ua~e; as (!uoted :f'rom his Commentary 

Volume a, p aP.e .47: 'l!f we thus adhere s tridly to the argumentation of 

Scripture s and apply t.he comf :rt of s criptures to our heart, then our 

th .mp;hts v,i l l no t. ~'8"7'ert to othe rs, then v1e sha ll not yield to the temp­

tation of' speculRting of t his doct r ine in its so-oalled reasonable cm­

clusions a nd i:iill t. hus be s pared the dangers into which such specula­

tions lead. " 

FroI!l the book .!]hr i stian Do11matios, b:r J' .T.Mueller, we quote the fol­

low!Df~ e s pe rtai n i:ng to the p roblem: "In conclusion ie my say that 

just a s v1e are not to oolve ·the mystery of ele cti an by denying the s ()­

la gratia (syne r ~ism), so we muBt not solve it by denying the gratia 

universalis and ascribe to <~ad, contrary to Scripture, an eternal de­

ci-ee of re-p"'oba t i on. Both ttsolutions" are equally railionalistio and 

in direct onn:f'liot with 1~he \lord of G )d." 

~·/e submit also this statement from the b ook, Christian .Uopti~,J.T. 

Mueller, par,e 612: "In summary, i t is clear who so many reject the 

Scriptural doctrine of eternal election, namely, for the simple reason 

tha t they wt sh t o "harmonizett tbs di vine testimonies when they seem­

ingly contradict each 'boner" (Ul'}iversalis ~ratia; sola gratia). Syn­

ergism harmonizes the divi ne testimonies by denyi~ the sola ~ratia; 
-

Cnlvinism, by deny'inp; the univ~rsalis gratia . In both oases, es Dr. 

F. :a'ante says, ''human reason oritizes, and lords it ov ir, the infall-

1 ble Word of God." 
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Dr. F. Pieper thoroughly and clearly presen tec:l the doctrine of universa1 

graoe and election ~raoe at the same ti •1e. we quote a def'ini tion g1 ven 

by him to 8 clas s in dogmatics as dictated by him: "Def'ini tion: Die ewige 

Erwaehlung ist die Handlung Gottes an den Christen, woduroh er sie von 

Ewigheit ni ght um ihre Werke Willen, sondern allein aus Gnaden um Christi 

Willen. Aug dem We1z.e der Gnadenmittel mi t Beru:fung, Glaube, Rechtf'ert­

igung, Heiligunp; und Erhaltung Bedacht bat. Die ew1ge Erwaeh1ung steht 

1m kausal Ve rhaeltnis zu dem ganzen Cbristenstand, 1n dem die Christen 

in der Zeit sich befinden." 

Dr. Adolph Hoenecke p;ives a olear objeoti ve and dispassionate pre senta­

tion of the doct rine of election, appending also the various diver~ent 

views upon t his doo t rim. Concerning efforts to harmonize the uni ver­

sal grace and the g race of elation, he makes the following oomnents: 

"Eine dritte fal.sohe Stuetze 1st der Grundsatz, dasz die Theologie die 

Aufgabe habe, die Glaubenslehre in Harmonie oder gar in ein System zu 

bringen. Im ijegenteil, die Theologie· hat nur die Auf'Babe, die von Gott 

in der Soh ri.ft gelehrten Glaubensartikel aus derselben ~rZ1llegen, zu 

beweisen und in ihrem von Gott wirklioh ~setzten Zusammenhange zu zei­

gen. Sia bat aber wader 1m strengen S1nne ein System zu bauen, noch 

Harmonie zu bewerkstelligen, wo Gott keine gemaoht hat. Dasz Herstel.1-

ung der Harmonie die Auf'gabe der Tmologie sei, wird von Vertretern der 

Intuituslehre behauptet; vgl. den ci>en anget'uehrten Bericht der Synodal.­

kont'erenz." er. Dogmatic-Hoeneoke. Bd.III. sub Election. 

?le have given a brief cross-out of the opini•:>n of variws theo1og1ans 

of the early days, as we did 1n the historical sketch, in the in troduc­

tion to this the!sis, and we have now listed the conclusions or various 

Lutheran theolop;ians. The Lutheran viewpoint is unique in the history 

or this doc t rine. Tm l..utheran viewpoint 1s unique in t bat it attempts 

no harmonizing, and therefore indulges in no rational.izi~ in this 

doctrinal. problem of reconciling the doctrim of the " p;ratia universa-
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lls" and the "gratia eleotionis." Calvinism as well as synergism. can 

have no place in Lutheran theology, even though Dr. Valther and the Mis­

souri Synod have often been la belled as Gal vinists. All t rul7 Iutheran, 

or Bible theolon;ians, have concluded the matter with the words t'rom Ro­

mans 11, 331''. which. we quoted at the ben;inn!lng of this symposium. In 

this symposium it was not our intention to g ive a comprehensive, or even 

a summary of the p resentation of these theolo~ians of the doctrine as a 

whole, but we oonf ined ourselves to their oom..-nents on the problem in­

volved in the subject of this thesis. In 'Jthe r words what was their 

opinion on the matter of the problem of holding to UNIV-l!!RSAL GHACE and 

at the same tine cling in1 to the GRACE OF ELEO'~ION, one being general, 

and the othe r bei ng a particular application. All without exception 

le ave it as an unsolved mystery, and urge all to take their reason cap­

tive am to bel in ve. 

We shall noN conclude the theiis in the f ol.laning chapter. 

CONCLUSION. 

The re is some r ela ti onship between universal grace and t he ~race or elec­

tion. It is clear from our study that GRACE 1s the motivatin~ power be­

hind salvation, end the elP-ction is the cause of salvation. God desires 

earnestly that all men repent and live, that all be saved. By r;race God 

chose certain individuals to salvation. Tl:B way we mtght express the re­

lationship between the universal grace and election grace is to consider 

the universal grace, as grace essential, end to think of the electio~ 

grace as grace f'unctinnally, or grace applied. .;i;ssentially grace is 

grace in both cases. Functionally there is a difference, considering 

the effective applicat ·.on. Universa1 grace express es the trua attitude 

ot' Goel toward all men. 'l'he election is this ··grace applied in the mind 

or God to individuals and carried out by neens of tm means of grace and 

by the power of the Holy Ghost. 
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,'le now shall list sone ~eneral and practical conclusions to this mat ter. 

r. There can be no oontradiotion between universal grace and the grace 

~t elmtion. 

2. The true logical relationship, or rather theological relationship, 

between thsse two d oc t rines or the Hible cannot satisty man in his 

human stat e on e arth, because of man's limitations. 

3. The relationship between these two doctrines exists and it is di­

vinely logical. 

4. .le must stress universal grace everyv1here, also to the Christians, 

but especially to such as are not, and are concerned about their 

salvation. 

5. We must u se the doctrine of the ~race of election properl7. lts 

comrort lies in the t Rct that nan is el }cted and saved iJY GRACE, 

and lnot by meri t s and vorks. That rnakes man feel pe rsonally cer­

tain of t he possibility mid realit7 of' his salvation. 

6. This doc t rine is a war11ing to all such as would seek salvation by 

their own ~ood. works, and are s el.t-rightou.s. 

7. Thus both doctrines, tlE doctrine or univ ~rsal grace and the grace 

of election are to be used to ~lority God as the source of' salvation. 

S.D-G. 

THE mm. 
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