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 We deviate from our subject briefly this month to a subject which is also of interest. It 

has been the topic of conversation and discussion in our churches recently. And therefore the 

subject should prove to be of interest to us. 

 We do not profess to offer a complete nor detailed criticism of Daane’s position, nor do 

we feel that these important subjects can be treated in one small article. Nevertheless, we will say 

a few things about them. 

 Daane treats three subjects that are very closely related: the Ultimacy of Election and 

Reprobation, the Gospel Address, Christian Ethics and the Antithesis. We shall treat them in 

order. 

 The question that first arises is what is meant by the ultimacy of election and reprobation. 

There are two possible answers: 1) election and reprobation are equally important in the 

framework of reformed dogmatics; 2) election and reprobation are antithetical ultimates in the 

counsel of God. It is undoubtedly the latter that Daane has in mind. By antithetical ultimate is 

meant that the two, namely election and reprobation, as they express the antithesis, have no 

relation to each other. That is incorrect. It is the position of reformed dogmatics (and also the 

position of the Protestant Reformed Churches) that all things serve the elect. This is really a 

fundamental principle of our discussion. God has ordained in His counsel that all things whether 

great or small serve only to the salvation of the elect, and thus ultimately to the glory of God in 

Christ, for God is glorified in the salvation of the elect through His Son. Therefore reprobation 

too serves election. That then is the relationship between election and reprobation. Thus they are 

not equal ultimates, but the one is subservient to the other. Without reprobation therefore election 

could not be accomplished for reprobation has a positive purpose towards election. 

 The difficulty lies in a confusion of the antithesis. But this we shall hold for a moment. 

 Therefore it is also true that the gospel is for the elect only. Even as all things are for the 

elect, so also is the gospel. Let us look at that a little closer. And because the gospel is for the 

elect, it is also to the elect. This is the addressness of the gospel. The charge of Daane is that the 

gospel loses its address ability. That is not the case. 

 What is the gospel? It is the glad tidings of God concerning the salvation He has prepared 

in Jesus Christ for the elect. And that gospel is recorded in its fullness on the pages of Holy Writ. 

And again, because it is for the elect, it is to the elect. We believe that Christ preaches His own 

gospel. But He has chosen to preach that gospel through the medium of human lips. Never-

theless, it is still Christ that preaches. And that is evident from the fact that He sends His Spirit to 

the elect to speak in their hearts. The internal call of the gospel if you will. Now Christ addresses 

His gospel to the elect only. Therefore the gospel does not lose its addressability because Christ 

can differentiate between the elect and the reprobate. Nevertheless, He chooses to speak through 

human media. The ministers of the Word which He calls to preach the gospel cannot differentiate 

between elect and reprobate. Yet this does not change the picture. It must be granted that the 

pure preaching of the word is always spoken in the presence of the elect, except with the possible 

exception of the mission field. But this does not change the picture. The minister does not speak, 

Christ speaks; the minister does not preach, Christ preaches. And just as soon as the minister 

preaches, the word is no more sent forth. Christ addresses His gospel to the elect through the 

media of human ministers. And they preach in the full consciousness that the gospel which they 



utter is meant for and is sent only to the elect. And that becomes evident when the external 

preaching of the Word unites with the internal call of the Spirit and speaks to the heart of the 

elect. And it speaks the glad tidings of the promise. The minister therefore also addresses the 

elect (“Beloved in the Lord Jesus Christ”) although he cannot be sure of exactly which individual 

is elect and which is reprobate. If he preached, he would have to do this, but because Christ 

preaches, that is not necessary. For Christ can differentiate. 

 But the gospel, you say, has in it words of condemnation. That is true. Although strictly 

speaking that is not the gospel. Rather it is the negative side. And the condemnation of the gospel 

rests upon all those who do not sincerely repent, or, to put it in different words, the 

condemnation rests upon all those who are reprobate. Again, if the minister preached, it would be 

necessary that he differentiate; but since Christ preaches, the words of condemnation are spoken 

to the ones whom Christ knows to be reprobate. The gospel does not lose its addressability, but 

rather is only addressable. No minister can possibly address the elect himself. And thus the 

gospel never returns void, but also serves as a means of hardening the ungodly. A general offer 

of salvation does not solve the problem, but creates a host of others. 

 So much for the preaching of the Word. 

 Now a word concerning the antithesis. We say without hesitation that the antithesis is 

always ethical. That is important. We do not define the antithesis as Van Til does by saying that 

the elect and the reprobate have nothing in common of the things of this earth. Nor is the 

antithesis sharpened by Masselink’s conception that the elect and reprobate have all things in 

common, even grace, although it may be differentiated between a certain common grace and 

special grace. The antithesis is ethical. That means that fundamentally the antithesis is a question 

of the heart, for the heart is the ethical center of man. As the ethical center, it deals with the 

relation of the heart to God. Elect and reprobate add two and two and get four. Elect and 

reprobate receive rain and sunshine from heaven. Elect and reprobate use all the things of this 

present time. And that includes all things such as television and the movie and liquor, etc. Elect 

and reprobate both work at the same job and very often side by side. Elect and reprobate both 

seek recreation and means of relaxation. There is no antithesis expressed yet. The antithesis is 

ethical. The antithesis is expressed always when the light shines in the darkness. It is always 

manifested in light over against darkness, the light of life, overagainst the darkness of death. 

Therefore although it is true that in an outward sense the elect and reprobate have and do all 

things in common, nevertheless, it is a question of how the things of this present time are used, 

and how the actions of man are performed as to the heart. If the heart is light, then all the works 

that proceed from the heart are the works of light. If the heart is dark then all the works that 

proceed from it are dark, and the works of darkness. And everything which man does, everything 

which man thinks, everything which man wills, how a man uses all the things of this present 

time, must stand in a relationship to God. Either the works are performed in the service of God or 

in the service of the devil. Ethically they are good or evil. It is one or the other. Ethically they are 

the works of light or the works of darkness. The antithesis is ethical. Both the elect and the 

reprobate, to use but one illustration, receive rain and sunshine. The elect use it to the glory of 

God, the reprobate in the service of sin. The elect scientist weighs in his laboratory and the 

reprobate scientist weighs in his laboratory, and they get both the same results; but the elect does 

his work in the service of the kingdom of light, and the reprobate does his weighing in the 

service of the kingdom of darkness. And that antithesis is therefore absolute. The heart of the 

reprobate is completely under the power of darkness, and the heart of the elect is completely 

under the influence of the light. In the elect there is always the warfare between the new 



principle of light and the old sinful flesh, but that does not alter the fact that the heart is perfect. 

That is the antithesis in reformed theology. 

 We have one question yet to answer: that is the question of Christian ethics. The relation 

between the elect and the reprobate. We notice these points on the basis of Holy Writ: 1) God 

loves the elect with a perfect and eternal love and hates the reprobate with a perfect and eternal 

hatred; 2) In as far as it is possible we are called to do the same things: a) hate those who hate 

God, and b) love the brethren in the Lord. 3) Since it is impossible for the elect to make an 

absolute distinction (and God be thanked that this is the case) we cannot manifest this completely 

as God can. Nevertheless, in a measure that is true. 4) And finally to mention briefly the words 

of Christ in this connection: Christ does not say, “Love those who hate God,” but rather, “love 

those who hate you…” And there is a world of difference between the meanings of these two 

phrases. We must not and cannot love those who hate God and who manifest this hatred. 
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