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 The last time we discussed this subject we recalled that our former leaders condemned the 

theory of common grace as Pelagianism. But it now remains to briefly demonstrate the truth of this 

assertion. However, before we do, I want to remind you of what essentially happened in 1924. We did 

not withdraw from the C.R.C., our mother Church. She expelled her faithful sons exactly because they 

were unvacillatingly faithful to the Scriptures and the Confessions. Our fathers were cast out of their 

church home simply because they would not allow their spiritual mother to adulterate or pollute the 

milk of the Word, i.e., that God’s grace is only particular and sovereignly bestowed through Christ to 

the elect alone. That sacred truth the C.R.C. wanted to adulterate. The C.R.C. cast out the truth of a 

sovereign particular grace in 1924 when it officially adopted the theory of common grace. Remember 

this sad fact: the C.R.C. did not merely cast out some men, but it cast out principally the precious truth 

of the gospel in Christ crucified for the elect alone. 

 Now to proceed with a brief demonstration of the fact that common grace is Pelagianism, 

which you recall is a denial of the Reformed truth of total depravity. What is total depravity? Simply 

this: that man by nature, apart from the saving grace of God in Christ, is wholly incapable of doing any 

good and inclined to all evil. (Heidelberg Cat. Q.8) Man in all his thinking and willing is completely 

enslaved to the power of sin. This dominion of sin and corruption man does not hate but loves by 

nature. Natural man always willingly, freely, gladly does the evil and he hates the good. The sinner 

apart from regeneration can only do the evil. Proof? Listen to the apostle Paul, “Because the carnal 

mind is enmity against God: for it is not subject to the law of God, neither indeed can be. For they that 

are in the flesh cannot please God.” (Romans 8:7-8) I will not belabor the point by quoting Romans 

3:9-18, and Genesis 6:5. 

 We should point out that most, if not all C.R.C. leaders of the past and possibly even many 

today claim to believe and teach the Scriptural doctrine of total depravity. It is one of the precious 

petals of the “tulip”. Fact is, they claim that total depravity necessitates or occasions the need of 

common grace in the life of fallen humanity. For, it is claimed, without common grace life as we know 

it would cease to be. Man would be a devil if it was not for the operation of common grace. But the 

fact is, they allege, that man under common grace now does so much that is good and commendable 

before God. This assertion is based on their empirical analysis of society. In the light of visible facts of 

everyday life, it just does not make sense, according to the C.R.C., to say that man by nature only does 

the evil. They instruct us to think of all the good that the unbeliever does, whereby the unbeliever often 

puts the believer to shame! Thus men reasoned. 

 Having rationalistically and empirically determined their position with respect to anthropology, 

all that was left to be done was to declare officially that their “theory” was indeed the very Word of 

God and in full harmony with the Creeds. Thus were born the three points of common grace adopted 

by the C.R.C. in 1924. The first point of this theory teaches, “that there is also a certain favor or grace 

of God which He shows to His creatures in general. This is evident from…which deal with the general 

offer of the gospel…” This first point of common grace presupposes a Pelagian conception of man. 

Man is not dead in sin, but fully able to accept the well-meant offer of salvation that comes to all who 

hear the preaching of the gospel. This erroneous conception of the nature of the gospel and its 

preaching was alleged as proof that “there is a certain favor or grace of God” to the reprobate who hear 

the preaching of the gospel. Of course, this grace is non-saving. 

 One lie calls for another lie. The first lie is that in the preaching of the gospel God well-

meaningly “offers” salvation to all who hear both to the elect and to the reprobate. The second lie, by 

necessity, is that the reprobate man to whom this salvation is offered is also able in and of himself to 

accept the offer…which is thinly disguised free-willism, which heresy is most dramatically and 



forthrightly preached by zealous Arminians, who theologically have as the fountain head of their 

“theories” Pelagious’ views as refined by Jacobus Arminius. 

 Incredible it is that the C.R.C. would try to prove their ideas of the preaching of the gospel as 

grace to all who hear by quoting the Canons of Dordtrecht which were written in an attempt to root out 

the Reformed church of the Netherlands Pelagianism and the general grace teachings of Arminiansim. 

 The second point of common grace is briefly this, that there “is a restraint of sin in the life of 

the individual man and in the community…God by the general operations of His Spirit, without 

renewing the heart of man restrains the unimpeded breaking out of sin…” We certainly believe that 

God through various external means restrains the activity or outward actions of the ungodly as well as 

the actions of the devil, this is our confession according to article 13 of the Belgic Confession. But the 

second point of common grace is not talking about external means of restraint and of God’s restraining 

the outward life or activity of wicked men. The second point teaches that the actions of men are 

different than we might expect them to be because God by his Spirit restrains sin in the uncleansed 

heart of the wicked. This alleged work of God is done as a manifestation of His common grace to man 

and society. 

 The third point of common grace is briefly, “Relative to the third point, which is concerned 

with the question of civil righteousness as performed by the unregenerate, though incapable of doing 

any saving good, can do civil good…God without renewing the heart so influences man that he is able 

to perform civil good…” 

 The second and third point of common grace are inseparably joined together. Their inseparable 

relationship is that of cause and effect. Just as a nauseating odor of a dead, decaying animal must have 

its source in a specific maggot invested carrion, so also the odious stench of the third point has a s its 

source and cause the second point of this Pelagian theory. Let me briefly demonstrate this cause and 

effect relationship of the second and third points of common grace. The third point states the effect; 

“civil good” or “civil righteousness” is performed by the unregenerate. Man, whose heart is not 

renewed, has as the issues of his heart many acts of civil righteousness well pleasing in God’s sight, 

the God who discerns the inward parts. The fact of the unregenerate’s deeds of righteousness cannot be 

denied, for experience teaches us this obvious truth, so we are told. Think of man’s love for his 

neighbor, his compassion for the distressed, his dedication to the amelioration of man’s physical, 

material, and psychological state and condition. Think of all the schools, hospitals, laws for the proper 

ordering of society, state and Federal programs for the alleviation of the burdens of the 

underpriviledged! All these deeds and the thoughts that lie behind them are accounted ethically good 

and as civil righteousness well pleasing to God. Further, think of unregenerate man’s labor unions and 

the good they have accomplished with the sanctioned power of rebellion. Think of unbelieving man’s 

entertaining and amusing “good movies” and television programs. Experience teaches us all about the 

ethical good, the righteousness, of the ungodly. 

 How does a totally depraved man, dead in sin (Eph. 2:1-2), do all this good in the eyes of our 

holy God, you ask our mother church? Here is her answer; God restrains sin by the common grace 

operations of His Spirit as He influences unregenerate man for good. Thus points two and three of the 

Pelagian theory are joined by a cause and effect relationship. 

 You understand, reader, that the “totally depraved sinner” of the C.R.C. is an abstraction. He 

really does not exist. Man would be wholly unable to do the good if it were not for the presence of 

common grace. Man is not dead in sin, wholly incapable of doing the good and inclined to all evil, he 

only would be such. There never was a man who actually only performed evil in the sight of 

God…well maybe on exception…Hitler, who resisted successfully the almighty Spirit’s influences. 

But for the rest of the unbelieving reprobate they must be considered as having done much good, 

acceptable to God. 

 When the apostle Paul wrote that man is unable to keep the law of God, he described reality, 

i.e., as things really are with sinners fallen in Adam. (Romans 8:7-8) When Paul said that “there is 



none that doeth good, no not one,” he was not declaring what unregenerate man would be, if it wasn’t 

for common grace. Paul was declaring in God’s name, who alone discerns the heart of men, what man 

really is by nature in all his thoughts, desires and deeds. 

 But the C.R.C. said “no” to Paul. They said “no” to the testimony of the Spirit of Christ in His 

Church, for the Church confesses that this is what man is by nature: “Are we then so corrupt that we 

are wholly incapable of doing any good and inclined to all evil? Indeed we are.” (Heidelberg Cat. 

Question and Answer 8) And, importantly, this confession knows of only one 

exception…regeneration. But the C.R.C. claims that there are two exceptions…common grace that 

enables the unbeliever to do ethical good or civil righteousness and regeneration which enables the 

elect to do a so-called saving good. The theory of common grace is a myth. It stands as an attempt by 

men to contradict the God declared reality. 

 But there is an internal logical problem in the second and third points of common grace. It is 

this, how does a restraining action in the heart of the sinner produce or make possible something good? 

How are the unregenerate enabled to do good by a restraining force? We can understand how it is, 

when men “cap” a foul fountain of bitter water that these bitter waters are not allowed to flow forth. 

The bitter water is held within by force. It is restrained. But how would it be possible by capping a foul 

fountain of bitter water that one could cause the fountain to produce “sweet water?” In other words we 

cannot understand how the alleged restraining influences of the Holy Spirit as the agent of common 

grace, causes the depraved unregenerate heart to manifest itself in civil righteousness. 

 Pelagianism of old taught that Adam’s sin and punishment did not affect his posterity. Human 

nature was not corrupted. Man is able to do much good. The theory of common grace established and 

maintained by the C.R.C. teaches that Adam’s sin and punishment did affect his posterity. We are by 

nature guilty of Adam and under the death penalty and corrupted by sin, but there is more…God 

restrains this operation of His curse upon man by common grace, which activity of the Spirit 

“somehow” causes man under the curse of death to do much civil good or righteousness. 

 So, the conclusion of the whole matter is this – that the theory of common grace and 

Pelagianism ultimately teach the same thing: natural man does much that is ethically good and well 

pleasing in God’s sight; and man is not in fact, really totally depraved performing only evil. Thus the 

common grace theory hatched in ’24 denies the reality as it is declared to be in God’s Word concerning 

the truth of total depravity. The theory of common grace, which Hoeksema, Danhof and Ophoff could 

not sign for conscience sake before God, is a Pelagian idea condemned by the Church of Christ on the 

basis of the Word of God. 
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