
The Gospel According to Voddie Baucham: Part 1
By Paul M. Dohse: Editor

Another theological superstar has arrived on the contemporary Christian
scene. One more on the A-list of Christian theater. The world has its
movie stars, movies, magazines, and the “ET” television show that keep
us up to speed on all of the ado concerning those held in awe. In
Christianity, conferences are the movies, books are the magazines, and
the blogosphere is ET. In either case, brain stimulation, intellectual or
otherwise is the goal. Meanwhile, one wonders how any Christian could
find time to serve while keeping up with all the newest teachers and
their shiny new wares that dispense “truth.”

And like TV, just turn your brain off and relax, for each theological rock
star has been approved by the who’s who of the particular venue of
entertainment. In this case, it’s New Calvinism, and the new star is
Pastor Voddie Baucham Jr.

Baucham is the pastor of Grace Family Baptist Church in Spring, Texas
and a graduate of Southeastern Theological Seminary where he earned
his DMin. degree. For several years, Southeastern has propagated the
doctrine of Gospel Sanctification that drives the New Calvinist
movement. In the Spring of 2007, Paul David Tripp spoke at one of
Southeastern’s chapel services and presented the idea that sin was a
sphere like gravity that rendered Christians helpless in obeying the law.
The name of the message was “Playing With the Box.” In the
introduction, Tripp was clearly talking about the gospel of justification,
but then morphed into the subject of sanctification without a transition.

Throughout the message, Tripp repeated this transition from
justification to sanctification and back to justification as if the two are
the same; because in fact, that is the gospel of New Calvinism—a
fusion of both that removes the Christian from biblical participation in
spiritual growth. 

And Baucham uses this same communication technique in his own
presentation of the gospel via, “Family Shepherds” which was published
in 2011. This isn’t difficult to understand; if justification sanctifies us,
sanctification is by faith alone. And if sanctification is by faith alone,
that means the law must be separated from sanctification in the same
way it is in a valid justification. Now, when you think “law” don’t just
think, “ten commandments.” The term “law” is often used in Scripture
to speak of the whole counsel of God’s word (one of many examples
would be Matthew 4:4).

So, if you separate law from gospel, and we are sanctified by the gospel
—for all practical purposes you are separating the word of God from
the sanctification process. Unless, as prescribed by New Calvinists, the
word of God is used “strictly in the service of the gospel.” Being
interpreted, a Gospel Contemplationism that imputes everything to us
that we see in the Scriptures that is gospel—in the same way a
righteousness not our own was imputed to us at salvation. But that is a
whole other study in and of itself. 

Lets now look at what Baucham states specifically about this. As far as
using the communication technique of the missing transition that makes
no distinction between justification and sanctification, Baucham is one
of the very best at doing so. Baucham defines the gospel primarily in
chapter four of the aforementioned book. An editor of this very
newsletter and I debated that chapter for 2.5 hours to determine if a
case for Gospel Sanctification could be made—it’s that nuanced. But if
one is paying close attention, the smoking guns are evident. Under the
subtitle of, “The Gospel Is Not Just How We Get Saved,” Baucham
states on page 52:

"While the gospel is most assuredly the means by which we
come to know God,  it's not limited to knowing how to get
saved. This may seem obvious [oh really? this is a subtle way of
Baucham saying: you're stupid if you don't know this], but as
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DA Carson has noted:  “For some Christians ‘the gospel’ is a
narrow set of teachings about Jesus and his death and
resurrection which, rightly believed, tip people into the kingdom.
After that,  real discipleship in personal transformation began, but
none of that is integrally related to ‘the gospel.’”

Regardless of whether you think these two men are talking about
justification or sanctification, more than likely, no argument is going to
be found in this statement. Baucham continues on page 53:

"Viewing the gospel as only the means to salvation amounts to
minimizing the gospel and its greater significance—a significance
that Tim Keller hopefully clarifies: “We never ‘get beyond the
gospel’ in our Christian life to something more ‘advanced.’  The
gospel is not the first ‘step’ in a ‘stairway’ of truths, rather, it is
more like the ‘hub’ in a ‘wheel’ of truth.  The gospel was not
just the A-B-C’s but the A to Z of Christianity. The gospel is not
just the minimum required doctrine necessary to enter the
kingdom, but the way we make all progress in the kingdom.”

As family shepherds, we must not make the mistake of reducing
the gospel to introductory status. The gospel is all-
encompassing.

Actually, most Christians aren’t going to have an argument here either.
Keller could be merely saying that sanctification isn’t possible without
salvation/justification. In that since, it is the hub of everything that
follows; except keep in mind that justification is a finished work. The
debate with the other editor had to do with my contention that if you
replace their use of the word “gospel” with “justification,” the glaring
problem of fusing the two become evident. When New Calvinists use
the word, “gospel,” they never clarify whether or not they are talking
about justification or sanctification. The word “gospel” can pertain to
sanctification issues. But if you attach “justification” to the “gospel,”
consider how the aforementioned quotation would read:

"Viewing justification as only the means to salvation amounts to
minimizing justification and its greater significance—a
significance that Tim Keller hopefully clarifies: “We never ‘get
beyond justification’ in our Christian life to something more
‘advanced.’  Justification is not the first ‘step’ in a ‘stairway’ of
truths,  rather, it is more like the ‘hub’ in a ‘wheel’ of truth.
Justification is not just the A-B-C’s but the A to Z of Christianity.

Justification is not just the minimum required doctrine necessary
to enter the kingdom, but the way we make all progress in the
kingdom.”

The problems here would normally be evident, but the other editor
argued that there is a justification side to the gospel as well as a
sanctification side, and the right application of either could be assumed.
That is, until we got to the bottom of page 53 and page 54 following:

"There's just one problem. These commandments are indeed
central to Christ’s life, message, and people (Matt. 22:34-40),
“but must emphatically,” as DA Carson says, “they are not the
gospel.” In fact, they’re the summary of the law! To love the
Lord with all our heart, soul, mind, and strength summarizes the
first table of the law (the first four commandments), while loving
our neighbor  as ourselves is the sum total of the second table of
the law (commandments five through ten). This,  in fact, is
Paul's entire point in Romans 13: 8-10. Thus, while many
Christians are trying to sidestep the law with the “love God/ love
people”  mantra, they’re in fact sidestepping the gospel and
running right back to the law.

This is not to say that the commands are bad. Indeed, “The law
is holy and righteous and good” (Romans 7:12).  However the
commandment is not the gospel.

Certainly, if Baucham is talking about separating the law from
justification, that is good, but he clearly refers to “Christians” trying to
sidestep the law by reducing it to two commands while in fact, they are
running back to the law wholesale.

So, he is clearly talking about sanctification ("Christians), and then
concluded that line of thought by saying, “However the commandment
is not the gospel.” The other editor and I then agreed that this is clearly
a separation of the law (“commandment”) from sanctification, and for
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all practical purposes, a separation of the word of God itself from
sanctification. And that’s a huge problem.

 

   

Should Law/Gospel and Truth/Obedience be Separated?
By Paul M. Dohse: Editor

Have you ever noticed? The Scriptures NEVER call “obedience” works salvation. We are never told that people are
trying to earn their way into heaven through “obedience.” Obedience, in the Scriptures, is ALWAYS associated
with the truthful application of God’s word to our lives in how we think and what we do. It is the truthful
application of our role in sanctification which is putting off the old self and putting on the new creature (Ephesians
4:20-24). In the Scriptures, truth is always assumed in obedience. This is New Calvinism’s greatest deception, the
idea that one can sincerely seek to apply God’s word to their lives in a truthful way, and at the same time do so to
maintain a just standing before God without realizing they are doing so.

Unlike the Bible, New Calvinists  don’t associate obedience with truth, a love for the truth,  and faith. They
separate the two, specifically by separating “law” and “gospel.” Law is obedience, whether practiced in truth or
not, and gospel is truth. There are many examples of this, but here is the best one I have seen of late:

"This is fundamentally no different than Islam! The Gospel offers us freedom from our sin-stained hearts and our
obedience-stained garments and bids us rest in the finished work of Christ which is better than us being better!!!”
(Jean F. Larroux, III, "Green Grass of Grace" Southwood blog).

Notice: According to Larroux, obedience is obedience whether it is Christian or Islam. And obedience according to
the truth isn’t the issue. But the apostle Paul clearly unites the two:

"They have become callous and have given themselves up to sensuality, greedy to practice every kind of
impurity. But that is not the way you learned Christ!—assuming that you have heard about him and were taught in
him, as the truth is in Jesus, to put off your old self, which belongs to your former manner of life and is corrupt
through deceitful desires, and to be renewed in the spirit of your minds, and to put on the new self, created after
the likeness of God in true righteousness and holiness (Ephesians 4:19-24).

Obviously, Paul is calling on Christians to learn truth, and put off what we learn to put off, and put on what we
learn that is to be put on. The Bible calls this, “obedience” when it is done as biblically prescribed. If I tell my son
to take the trash out to the curb, but instead he leaves it halfway down the driveway, that’s not obedience. Unless
you’re a New Calvinist. With them, truthful obedience is neither here nor there because it is impossible for
Christians to accomplish anyway:

"The bad news is far worse than making mistakes or failing to live up to the legalistic standards of
fundamentalism. It is that the best efforts of the best Christians, on the best days, in the best frame of heart and
mind, with the best motives fall short of the true righteousness and holiness that God requires [notice that there is
no distinction between this sentence and the one prior (legalistic standards verses true righteousness)]. Our best
efforts cannot satisfy God’s justice. Yet the good news is that God has satisfied his own justice and reconciled us to
himself through the life, death, and resurrection of his Son. God’s holy law can no longer condemn us because we
are in Christ (Michael Horton, Christless Christianity p. 91).

It is also extremely important here to notice the crux of New Calvinist error in this statement; specifically, the
supposed need to maintain justification: “….the best motives fall short of the true righteousness and holiness that
God requires…. Our best efforts cannot satisfy God’s justice." But in sanctification, God no longer requires a just
standard to maintain salvation, that has already been accomplished as a finished work. God no longer “requires”
perfection that maintains our just standing. Therefore, Christians don’t obey for the purpose of maintaining our
just standard; it is a finished work by Christ that needs no further maintenance. We obey for other reasons—to
glorify God, to experience the reality of our new birth, to show others the abundant life, and to destroy evil works,
to name just a few.  And also, our God-given love for the truth compels us to apply it to our lives.

Therefore, New Calvinism fuses what shouldn’t be fused and separates what shouldn’t be separated, turning truth
completely upside down. They fuse justification and sanctification, and separate obedience from truth, while
fictitiously calling obedience “law” (whether Christian or Islamic), and encapsulating truth in the “gospel” which is
supposedly distinct from “law.” But what would we know about the gospel apart from Scripture (law, law and the
prophets, etc)?

This fusing of what shouldn’t be fused  and separating what shouldn’t be separated is the basis of their Gospel
Contemplationism.  Law (any effort to obey, whether according to the truth or not) is separate from gospel and
impossible for us to obey perfectly in order to maintain a salvation that doesn’t need to be maintained to begin
with. The New Calvinist formula? Contemplation on the truth that results in a “Christ formation” within totally
depraved, dead jars of clay.

We are declared righteous and are righteous, though hindered by the flesh. Though our strivings fall short, we
know that can’t affect our righteous standing that has already been declared based on the finished work of Christ.
And it cannot be revoked. As we strive, we also long for the day when we can obey our Lord perfectly without
hindrance. So like Paul, we cry out, “Who will deliver me from this body of death?”
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Our striving deepens that thirst, experiencing both the blessings of that truth and the failures that prevent the full
experience. Peter states clearly that we are to strive for a “rich entry,” not the beggarly entry that comes from let
go and let God theology.
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