
Letter to the Editor 
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I am concerned that Nathan Brummel fails to grasp the significance of the vague 

language that he used in his article “What Must You Do To Be Saved?” (Oct. 1994 Beacon 

Lights). I had thought that upon reflection he would see that his explanation of Acts 16:30ff not 

only leaves open the possibility of an Arminian interpretation. Because of the lack of clear, 

precise explanation of the doctrines of sovereign grace, such an interpretation can hardly be 

avoided. 

Perhaps I failed adequately to address the issues in my former letter (December issue). 

When I stated that Nathan led us into the murky waters of Arminianism, I was not pointing to 

any specific statement as heretical in itself, nor accusing my young brother of being himself an 

Arminian. Nor was I saying that we may not, as Reformed Christians, use “if...then” statements. 

I would expect a Reformed preacher freely to preach the whole counsel of God, including the 

many conditional statements in Scripture—none of which make salvation dependent upon man. I 

would expect such preaching to be done clearly and in light of the rest of Scripture. In my letter, 

I was attempting to point out the consequences of Nathan’s lack of clarity in his overall approach 

to the issue with which he was dealing. I assume that Nathan is not and does not want to be 

Arminian. I assume that he also wants to make very clear that he stands firmly upon the 

foundation of biblical (and therefore Reformed) truth. 

His response to my open letter in the December issue skirts the issue that I attempted to 

address. I am thankful to see that he interprets his reference to Christ taking away the sins of the 

world as referring to the whole world of the elect. But that is not the primary issue. He had 

already stated the same in his original article. I only asked for his interpretation of that statement 

because the last two or three paragraphs of his article left his interpretation of the extent of 

Christ’s atonement very much open to question. 

The question remains: Does the author believe that we can make a general promise in 

preaching either to the church or on a mission field, which promise is coupled with a condition? 

Does he believe that God promises to every man that if he believes (or “hears His words and 

keeps His commandments”), then he will be saved? The original article was sufficiently vague 

and the truth of Scripture so poorly defined that this question must be raised. 

The author’s response only adds to the confusion. I refer especially to the closing 

sentence of his response, where he speaks of bringing the gospel message to strangers by using 

this “Scriptural language.” Every Arminian will use “Scriptural language.” It is exactly their use 

of such language that brings so much confusion to the multitudes. The question that we must 

face is, how does Scripture interpret its own language, and do you submit to that interpretation? 

The calling of the Reformed preacher and believer is to understand clearly and to convey 

precisely the gospel of sovereign, particular and irresistible grace. To say to a stranger that 

“Christ died for the world; and if you believe, then you will be saved,” is exactly what an 

Arminian evangelist would freely preach. And although that statement is not a quotation from 

Nathan’s article, he should make clear that he does not intend to teach that. As it stands, there is 

nothing in his original article with which an Arminian would disagree. 

He must also explain how his statement, “If you hear His words and keep His 

commandments then you will be saved,” does not make one’s salvation dependent upon his own 

works. To quote John 8:51 is to skirt the issue. John 8:51 does not make man’s salvation 



dependent upon his own work of keeping Christ’s saying. It simply states a fact of the Christian 

life. In the context, Jesus said to the Jews, “He that is of God heareth God’s words.” If, therefore, 

I am of God, I hear His words and walk in His ways. The result of those fruits of Christ’s work 

in me is the assurance that I shall not see death. That is something far different from saying to an 

audience of strangers, “If you do this, then you will be saved.” 

Nor does the author’s reference to Romans 10:9 provide support for his conclusions. 

Romans 10:9 speaks of the certainty of our final salvation, which shall be perfectly realized in 

the day of Christ. According to Scripture, when one confesses with the mouth the Lord Jesus, 

and believes in his heart that God has raised Him from the dead, he is already saved. The point 

is, when his life is marked by the confession of that salvation, he may be sure that God will not 

forsake him. The accuracy of this interpretation is seen in verse 11: “For the Scripture saith, 

Whosoever believeth on him shall not be ashamed.” (For a thorough exposition of this passage, I 

refer the reader to H. Hoeksema’s book God's Eternal Good Pleasure, p. 160.) 

The author is correct when he says that “If...then” statements are Scriptural. That is obvi-

ous. Many such conditional sentences are used in Scripture to define the way to the experience or 

enjoyment of God’s blessings. I preach from such texts without hesitation. We who are 

Reformed may certainly use “if...then” clauses without being Arminian. It is probably even 

possible to give the statements in Nathan’s article a biblical and Reformed interpretation—

though he has not yet done so. But we may not misuse such conditional clauses to confuse the 

wonderful truth of God’s sovereign grace in the salvation of His people. Salvation is not a matter 

of man fulfilling certain conditions and answering certain questions correctly. Salvation is far 

more wonderful! Salvation is a work of God’s sovereign, particular and irresistible grace. 

How do we who are Protestant Reformed answer this question: What must I do to be 

saved? Do we say, “My friend, you don’t have to repent and believe; but just wait and you shall 

be saved?” Of course not! On the contrary, as did Paul and Silas, we preach the Lord Jesus Christ 

and faith in Him as the only way of salvation. But we do not preach that man must fulfill a 

condition (the act of believing) before he can be saved. Paul and Silas didn’t either. Rather, we 

command in Christ’s name, “Believe!” And we recognize the power of God’s sovereign, 

irresistible grace in the call of the gospel. What a wonderful word that is when Christ says it. For 

Christ works the wonder of His sovereign, particular, efficacious grace by the power of the 

preaching. You see, it was not merely Paul and Silas who were speaking to the Philippian jailer. 

Christ spoke. Through the proclamation of the gospel Christ said to the jailer, “Believe in me 

and thou shalt be saved, and thy house.” And the jailer believed. Why? Because when Christ 

speaks to His elect, He speaks irresistibly with the power of His grace. And they respond, “I 

believe!” Salvation is all of God! 

There is one other matter in the article to which I did not call my attention in my first 

letter, but which added to the general confusion of the article. The statement was made 

concerning the Philippian jailer and his family that “the whole family was baptized...because they 

believed in Jesus Christ.” What if there were infants present? The language used left the 

impression that only believers are baptized. This also fits with broad evangelical and Arminian 

thinking. We must be careful not to fall into the error which denies baptism to infants. The 

children of believers are baptized, not because they believe, but according to the command of 

God and on the basis of God’s covenant promises. This is another issue, but related to the core 

issue of God’s sovereign, particular grace. 

I pray that Nathan (and all our young people) can see the urgency of clearly 

understanding and stating the Reformed truth when expounding Scripture. Almost the whole 



evangelical church world today runs after Arminian thought and conditional theology, to the 

destruction of the gospel. Our own Protestant Reformed Churches must never enter that futile 

race. We must not lose the gospel, which is God’s power unto salvation to everyone who be-

lieves (Roman 1:16). We must have the truth of God’s sovereign, particular grace in saving to 

Himself a people that will enjoy His fellowship forever. The future of our churches and the 

furtherance of the gospel, as well as our own enjoyment of comfort, depends upon the faithful 

maintenance of that truth. 

Pastor Steven R. Key 

Randolph PRC 

Randolph, Wisconsin 

 

Response: 

Dear Rev. Key, 

I would like to apologize to you and to other readers about the unclarity of my statements 

in the article in question. I do not believe that salvation is conditional on the faith of a person. I 

believe that salvation is by grace alone and that God saves His people by giving faith to them. 

God sovereignly saves His elect by giving faith to them through the work of the Holy Spirit. 

In Christ, 

Nathan Brummel 
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