
PAUL 1 

 

 

... It finally occurred to me after trying to fight this problem of new Calvinism with 

doctrine that, for almost six years now, it's apparent it's not going any place real quick. 

So first of all, I'd like to take a look at the fact that everybody functions by philosophy. 

This is reality. The definition of Philosophy is the study of general and fundamental 

problems such as those connected with reality, existence, knowledge, values, reason, 

mind, and language. Philosophy is distinguished from other ways of addressing such 

problems by its critical, generally systematic approach, and its reliance on rational 

argument. 

 

Now everybody functions on philosophy. And in fact, if you don't want to function on a 

philosophy, you need a philosophy to not function on philosophy. The philosophy of I 

believe the pronunciation is nihilism or nihilism is the philosophy, and this was very 

prevalent, prevalent, a very prevalent philosophy just prior to Socrates, which would be 

sixth, seventh century B.C. Nihilism is the belief that values are baseless and that nothing 

can be known or communicated. And by the way, this philosophy is making a comeback 

on our culture right now. So it's the philosophy that you can't know anything. There's no 

objective truth. But that's a philosophy. So if you don't wanna live by a philosophy, it 

takes a philosophy to not live by a philosophy. 

 

Our philosophy of life would determine our life. I want to make this clear: Philosophy 

determines life. How we think determines what we do. Now the events that Susan will be 

sharing throughout this conference today are things that happened in her Christian 

experience directly related and are driven by a philosophy that determines thinking. And 

thinking leads to things that happen. I'm very happy that Susan is sharing her 

experiences and putting with John will be talking about what I'm talking about. Susan 

will actually - could fit on how that way of thinking and philosophy plays out in real life 

and her experiences and her Christian experience, okay? So that's critical. So we're 

gonna be able to look at the thinking and how people actually experience these things in 

real life. 

 

How we think controls us. Our philosophy controls our thinking. And our thinking 

determines what we do. Nobody but nobody robs a bank because they think they're 

gonna get caught, all right? So the predominant philosophy affecting the church today is 

undoubtedly New Calvinism. That's the 2009 issue of Time Magazine, and the theme of 



that issue is Ten Ideas Changing the World Right Now. And one of the ten is New 

Calvinism. In fact, I think it's rated like third out of all the other ideas changing the world 

today, and that's a secular magazine. So even the secular world is taking note of Neo 

Calvinism and the effect it's having on our culture. 

 

Like most movements, the catalyst for New Calvinism was and is due to the failure of the 

prior movement that came before it. That's a catalyst for New Calvinism. The philosophy 

of movements, like all philosophies, eventually renders results to say that prior things 

start happening. And again, Susan will be sharing how that fleshes out in real life. 

 

So what was the prior movement and its failures? What movement preceded New 

Calvinism and what were the failures that contribute greatly on this New Calvinist, the 

tsunami that we're experiencing? And Susan and I have talked to pastors, even pastors 

who are in very important positions, you know, a month having lunch with a certain guy 

who is a over a lot of youth camps in the country. This is exactly what he said. He was 

drawn in to the New Calvinist philosophy because of the failures of the prior movement 

that was prevalent in the Christian Church. 

 

Before I come back to that, I'm going to take a quick interlude before I move on. Here's a 

quick interlude I'd like to take. New Calvinism is a false gospel. I'm going to get into that 

a little bit more later. And it doesn't matter, like I said, I had a transition of thinking on 

this. That's been me lately. Is the philosophy stupid? It really is. And let me explain this. 

Let me explain this. 

 

Another gospel was a book that I decided not to publish. And one of the reasons that I 

decided not to publish it, and here it is, well over two hundred pages. A lot of pastors said 

this, "This is a real strong doctrinal argument against the New Calvinism." But in my 

interaction on my blog and with other people, the doctrinal arguments in here just 

weren't going anywhere. In our day and age, the problem that we're having is that there's 

an underlying philosophy that bypasses the doctrinal argument. For years now as a 

Christian, who has been heavily focused on doctrines especially regarding my contention 

against New Calvinism, I have seen firsthand attempting and persuading Christians with 

doctrinal arguments is useless. That book is published online now for free. 

 

Why is this? Why is it? And that's what where we come to understanding the philosophy 

of what I call the two gospel waves, the two gospel waves. And this is critical in 

understanding why this underlying philosophical belief and mentality has to be taken 



care of before we can start dealing with these problems doctrinally. The two gospel waves 

are critical in understanding this. The two gospel waves cover the last 62 years of 

Christianity in America. The first wave covers 1915 to 1970. 

 

And here are the elements of the first gospel wave. One, it emphasized salvation with a 

much lesser emphasis on discipleship and personal holiness. Two, because of the lack of 

emphasis on in-depth discipleship, biblical generalities filled the gap. When there's lack 

of in-depth discipleship, people were going, "Life still happens irregardless." So people 

are going to start putting the bandage on things. Right? Three, the Bible was primarily 

good for the gospel but was not sufficient for solving the deeper problems of life. That's 

three. Four, one of their favorite mottos was, still is, think about this. "I've said it myself. 

We are sinners saved by grace," which concedes that Christians still sin as a lifestyle. If 

you look up sinner in the dictionary, it's somebody who sins as a lifestyle. Huge 

difference between being born again Christians who sin versus a sinner saved by grace. 

Big difference. 

 

MAN:  Can you go back over number three again, gospel? 

 

The Bible was primarily good for the gospel but was not sufficient for solving the deeper 

problems of life. 

 

MAN:  Okay. Good. 

 

All right? The Bible was preached out of generalities and lived out by generalities. 

Henceforth, we think this is funny in our day, the Hillbilly Ten Commandments. 

Commandment one, ain't but One God. Two, honor yer ma and yer pa. Three, no telling 

tales or gossips. And so on and so forth. Ha ha, very funny. This is guy right here ought to 

be the poster child for death and despair in the Christian Church. And again, Susan's 

going to share with us why that is in her experiences and what she experienced. 

 

So things like this are favorite truisms in the first gospel wave. And there's an 

overlapping between the first gospel wave and the second gospel wave. But sixth, 

theology nor doctrine is taught in the local churches. Theology nor doctrine is taught in 

the local churches. And going back to the Hillbilly Ten Commandments, counseling looks 

something like this. So you have problems in your marriage? Well, we have next 

[SOUNDS LIKE] 00:14:45 commandment number five, ain't nothing come before the 



Lord. Now you remember that and get up on out of here. You'll be fine. And we'll pray for 

you. 

 

Now seven, traditionally, though parishioners desire educated pastors, it is a sin that the 

pastors will not teach what they've learned in seminary to the congregations. And I've 

seen this all my Christian life. Pastors don't teach what they learned in seminary to their 

congregants. But yet, congregants rarely dream of accepting a pastor into their - leading 

their church without being educated. 

 

Eight, in contradiction to Matthew 28:19, a strong emphasis on bringing people to the 

church to hear the gospel rather than going out to preach the gospel. This tradition 

illustrates the assumed incompetence of parishioners to present the gospel. And my 

point of the first gospel wave is this. Underlying what happened and what the first gospel 

wave looks like is this underlying philosophy that of incompetence, that man is 

incompetent, that Christians are incompetent. 

 

MAN:  Can we go back to number five? I totally missed that. 

 

Oh, five is favorite truisms are things such as the Hillbilly Ten Commandments. All 

right? 

 

What is more representative of living by biblical generalities? We don't need any in-

depth study into the deeper meanings of how the Ten Commandments apply to life and 

how we learn from that, and as Jesus said, "Put it into practice," thus forth changing our 

lives and the world saying that and glorifying God the Father, we don't need to get into 

all that deep stuff. You just remember, honor yer ma and yer pa. Okay? 

 

Number eight, quit your foul-mouthing. Generalities, all right? Living by biblical 

generalities. 

 

Nine, by the latter '60s, the philosophy of the first gospel wave was causing bad things to 

happen, and people started looking for something else. Again, Susan is going to have a 

lot to say how she experienced these things. 

 

The second gospel wave was born in 1970 and continues to present day as the 

embodiment of New Calvinism. So New Calvinism is the embodiment of the second 

gospel wave, and that began in 1970. But don't forget my major point about the first 



gospel wave. If you look at those elements, underlining these elements is an assumed 

incompetence on the part of parishioners. 

 

Please don't miss this. It's probably the major point of the first gospel wave. Right now, 

on this day, the reason we cannot persuade Christians by doctrine is because Christians 

en masse have conceded the fact that they can't understand doctrine. Underlying the first 

gospel wave was an assumption of incompetence on the part of parishioners in general. 

 

So one, under second gospel wave, which is what I'm gonna go over now, it not only 

emphasizes salvation over discipleship like the first gospel wave does, it goes much 

further than that. It teaches justification and sanctification are the same thing. So the 

first gospel wave said what's important is getting people saved because sinners are going 

to be sinners. There's only so much you can do with their lives. Yeah, there's a select few 

that come to this higher evolution of obeying God, and they actually called that disciple - 

there was a big movement in this first gospel wave where there two classes of Christians, 

the saved and the disciples, right? 

 

So the second gospel wave involving the New Calvinism it says, "Ah, not only is 

discipleship not important, there isn't any such thing. Everything is about the gospel." 

Though they deny this, though they deny this, listen to their very own mottos. Listen 

carefully. "The same gospel that saved us also sanctifies us." Right? How about this one? 

"We must preach the gospel to ourselves every day." These are their words, not mine. 

 

Secondly, the Bible is presented as a gospel narrative that only serves to give believers a 

deeper and deeper knowledge of the same gospel that saved them. Like the first wave, 

using the Bible for instruction and righteousness is horrendously devalued. But the 

second wave goes beyond that and denies the Bible to be used for discipleship at all. Now 

they wouldn't come right out admit this. But if you pay close attention, it's what comes 

out in the watch. And in private conversations with New Calvinist pastors, they've told 

me that pointblank. They've told me that pointblank. You study the Bible for purposes of 

learning what it says and applying it to our life. They even have a name for it: biblicism. 

 

The transition between the two gospel waves. Living by biblical generalities was 

presented to the victims of the first gospel wave as legalism by proponents of the second 

gospel wave, and offered an alternative to supposedly living by dos and don'ts and living 

by lists. Guilty as charged, all right? But again biblical generalities replaced in-depth 

discipleship and in-depth study of the Word of God for purposes of applying it to life's 



deepest problems. Because of the lack of doctrinal education and the dumbing down of 

parishioners en masse during the first gospel wave, Christians were absolutely helpless 

in seeing through the deceptions of the second wave. 

 

Now nobody denies that Christians in our day are dumbed down. Susan and I have 

talked to hundreds of people in regard to studying New Calvinism. And Susan, how many 

people have we met, Christians that know the difference between justification and 

sanctification? 

 

SUSAN:  Very few. 

 

I don't remember any. Pastors have called us in regard to this conference. At least one 

pastor I talked to didn't even know the difference. A pastor! Look, if you don't know the 

fundamental doctrinal difference between justification and sanctification, you can't 

understand the book of Galatians. 

 

So Christianity was perfectly primed for the second wave, helpless against it because of 

the gross overemphasis on gospel that was indicative of the first wave. These two 

movements share that in common. The core philosophy that drives both of these 

movements is a philosophy, doctrine if you will, of humanity's incompetence. This is the 

philosophy that resides deep in the psyche of western culture. This philosophy varies in 

scope and from secular to the spiritual but certainly in American culture. Though this 

philosophy is passively accepted in the secular realm, it is most definitely the idea that 

rules the day in American churches. Again, you can't contend against false doctrine with 

doctrine because American parishioners have conceded that they don't understand 

doctrine and can't understand doctrine, and they aren't the least bit shamed of it. And in 

fact, it's a badge of honor. And I'm sure anybody would agree that if you read the Apostle 

Paul in the New Testament where he emphasizes "the apostle's doctrine" and holding his 

exhortations to Timothy about holding a sound doctrine, if the average American 

parishioner has conceded to the fact and happily said that they don't understand 

doctrine, are we not in big trouble? 

 

Blatant examples display themselves in the politics of communism and socialism with 

things like Rush Limbaugh fight. Ironically, like the secular academic example, most 

American Christians will not accept this philosophy in the political arena. A dichotomy is 

made between the secular and spiritual. This is indicative of the dualism that comes from 

the ancient philosophies that spun this doctrine. Evil matter is fair game for the 



spiritually incompetent while understanding deep spiritual matters is a dangerous stunt 

that shouldn't be tried at home. 

 

Furthermore, many embrace this concept eagerly thinking that natural incompetence, 

and I think this is one of the motives, that natural incompetence in spiritual matters 

supersedes responsibility before God. Right? If I can't understand spiritual things and I 

can't understand doctrine, when I stand before the Lord, I can blame it on the pastor. I 

think that goes a long way. 

 

MAN:  Say that sentence again, "Natural incompetence with the responsibility..." 

 

Furthermore, many embrace this concept eagerly, thinking that natural incompetence in 

spiritual matters supersedes responsibility before God. There's no doubt in my own mind 

that's a big part of this. I've had congregants tell me in no uncertain words that, "Hey, 

I'm following the elders. I'm doing my duty by following. I don't understand the deep 

theological stuff. I don't understand half of what that pastor says. But you know what? 

I'm following and obeying them per Hebrews 13:17. And you know what? When I stand 

before the Lord, if they've done anything wrong, that's going to be on them. I'm not 

culpable." I have them say that to me. Anybody here buy that? 

 

Let me wrap up my first session. I don't think I did too bad on time. This is not God's 

view of parishioners. It's not even God's view of lost people. Let me illustrate. First of all, 

listen to the Apostle Paul on Romans 15:14. Paul says, "I myself am satisfied about you, 

my brothers, that you yourselves are full of goodness and filled with all knowledge and 

able to instruct one another. Let me read that again. The Apostle Paul speaking to the 

Romans, "I myself am satisfied about you, my brothers," speaking generally to the 

Christians in Rome, "that you yourselves are A, full of goodness, filled with all knowledge 

and able to instruct one another." 

 

MAN:  Now where is that? Romans...? 

 

Romans 15:14. Filled with all what? What? Knowledge. Okay? Acts 17:11, do you know it? 

Now these Jews were more noble. The Holy Spirit calls them noble. Why does he call 

them noble? Because they shine to the light of their own ability to interpret Scriptures 

with what an apostle was teaching. And the Holy Spirit called them noble for this. And 

this is okay because this will be repeated in the introduction to my next session. So that's 

Acts 17. 



 

Now let me close with this last verse in Genesis. They chose God's attitude towards the 

competence of lost people in my book. Genesis 11:6-7. This is the story of the Tower of 

Babel, Genesis 11. "And the Lord said, 'Behold they are one people, and they have all one 

language. And this is only the beginning of what they will do and nothing that they 

proposed to do will now be impossible for them.'" It doesn't sound like an attitude of 

incompetence to me. Even the Lord God said of these vile, wicked sinners that if we don't 

go down there and mess up their language, they're not limited to anything. This 

underlying view of the incompetence of man is not shared by God for the lost or the 

saved. 

 

And I'm not going to make a big theological issue of anything or make a lot hang on this. 

But you know, when the serpent came to Eve in the Garden, there's this underlying 

approach that she was incapable of knowing what God really said, right? The serpent 

said, "Hey, I'm the expert on what God says here. You're just Eve. Come on. 'Cause God 

really said - in fact, I've got this higher knowledge that God's trying to keep from you. 

And I'm the expert on that. So listen to me." Wow, that is so indicative of what I think are 

ancient philosophies. That's the underlying crux of where we are today in all this. 

 

With that, I'm going to wrap up my first session. And Susan can come up next and 

present her part of this. And thanks for your attention. 

 

 

 

[END OF TRANSCRIPT] 


