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 It has been some time now since we’ve been busy with our subject. Beacon Lights is 

printed every other month during the summer and besides, we inserted an article that has nothing 

to do with the topic we were discussing. And therefore it might be well if we just briefly review 

what argument we have presented. 

 We have discussed Christian Living also on these lines thus far: 1) In speaking of 

Christian living we speak of the life of the regenerated child of God as it becomes manifest in 

this present time. 2) Negatively, we have stressed that that manifest life of the child of God (and 

we used faith as an illustration) is not a condition to his complete and full salvation in heaven. 

We must maintain this if we are to avoid falling into the pit of Arminianism. We dealt with this 

subject rather extensively because it has direct bearing on the controversy that has so recently 

raged in our churches. And 3) we pointed out that the good works which the sanctified child of 

God performs are the fruit of his salvation which is solely the work of the Almighty and 

Sovereign God. We said in connection with Eph. 2:10 that a) when God regenerates His elect, 

salvation is principally completed; b) therefore implicit in that salvation is faith as the living 

bond that unites the church with Christ; c) by faith the life of Christ merited through the way of 

the cross and the grave becomes the life of the church; d) that life becomes manifest in the good 

works which the believer performs, and therefore is but the fruit or the manifestation of the work 

of salvation within him; e) but also that even these good works are prepared by God from all 

eternity as well as the walking in the way of these good works. 

 The question immediately arises and has arisen even in our own churches: Does not that 

deny man’s responsibility? And this is not a new question in the church, for it is as old as the 

doctrine of God’s sovereignty has been a part of the confession of the church of God. And it is 

also important to notice that wherever the truth of the sovereignty of God in the work of 

salvation has been taught there was found also those who raised the objection that so much 

emphasis on God’s sovereignty denies and does away with man’s responsibility. Although the 

question assumed many different forms, it was always characterized by a dread lest man be lost 

sight of. Sometimes it was said, “Shall we then sin that grace may abound?” Or other times it 

was, “Why doth he yet find fault? For who hath resisted his will?” Or again, “But you make of 

man a stock and a block.” Or as in the Catechism, “Doth this doctrine make men careless and 

profane?” All these questions and objections boil down to the one objection that is raised, that in 

stressing God’s sovereignty in the work of salvation, man’s work is denied. 

 And it is for that very reason that we need not be too afraid of the objection. But 

nevertheless it might be well to devote the space of one article to make a few observations 

concerning this criticism. 

 The problem as such can readily be seen. God is sovereign. And that means that there is 

nothing in this whole creation that takes place outside of His control. Every action of man, every 

thought, every desire, everything that he wills is controlled by God. Man acts by more than the 

mere permission of God; also God’s counsel is more than a mere blueprint of what man shall do; 

all that man does is controlled directly by God. God is the ultimate cause of everything that takes 

place. And we must not hesitate to include in this also sin. It is undeniably true that God forever 

remains free from sin Himself, and therefore is not the author of sin; nevertheless, we confess 

with Solomon, “The king’s heart is in the hand of the Lord, as the rivers of water; he turneth it 



whithersoever he will.” The question is then, How can men yet be responsible for their actions if 

this is the case? 

 And the question allows of no easy solution. We may answer with the apostle Paul, “Nay 

but, O man, who art thou that repliest against God? Shall the thing formed say to Him that 

formed it, Why hast thou made me thus?” And that in the final analysis is true too. And therefore 

we must bow before the superior and infinite wisdom of our Maker. When we speak of God we 

can only mumble a little and never into all eternity delve completely into the mysteries of the 

divine Being. And striking it is that the question always arises from those who have 

compromised the truth of God’s sovereignty. And therefore we need not be too much perturbed 

about the objection. But we should make a few observations, not attempting to solve the 

problem, but at least understanding what we mean by the problem. Because that seems to be 

characteristic of those that raise the problem that they have given very little thought to it, and 

often cannot even define what is meant by responsibility. 

 Therefore in the first place we would say that responsibility means man’s ability to 

respond to God whether that be in a positive or a negative way. Man may respond in love or 

hatred to God, but responsibility means that he has the ability to respond. Furthermore implied in 

the term is the necessity of man to respond to God. He cannot avoid a certain response whatever 

that may be. He cannot, in other words, be passive in all of life without ever showing any 

response to the Most High. The third implication in the term is that man is under the obligation 

to respond in love to God. God demands of mankind that he love Him. And nothing changes that 

demand. Man must love God. And sin does not alter that. Just because man lost the ability to 

love God through his own willful disobedience does not change the demand. Furthermore man is 

held accountable for his response to God. Man must answer in the day of days for his love or his 

hatred of God. 

 However, we must not forget that ever man’s response does not lie outside the control 

and determination of the omnipotent God. And that brings us to the heart of our problem. 

 And so with no attempt to solve the problem in its entirety we make the following 

observations: 

1) Because man is a being that is capable of responding, he is a rational, moral person.  

That means that he has the ability to reason and the ability to distinguish between right and 

wrong. It is always and only a rational moral being that can be held responsible. And therefore 

because man is rational and moral he is responsible. And God in His determining counsel does 

not bypass the rational and moral nature of man. God does not treat man as a stock and a block 

but always as a person that can reason and that can know the difference between right and 

wrong. When a man is hailed before the courts of the law for a crime, the first question that 

arises is whether the man is responsible. And the question of his responsibility hinges on the 

question of his rationality. I know that this criterion is horribly abused in the courts of the law, 

but fundamentally that remains the issue. If he is not rational and therefore not moral, he is not 

responsible. 

2) Furthermore, man not only knows the difference between right and wrong but he is  

constantly desiring or willing to do the right or the wrong. And that too is important to 

remember. Man always acts as a person with a will. And he acts in perfect harmony with that 

will. When man commits evil he always does so because he wills to do the evil. Somehow God 

does not force man to do that which is contrary to his will. He does not will to do the good but is 

forced by a determining God to do the evil contrary to his will. And therefore man himself will 

never deny that he is responsible for what he does. 



3) Thirdly we must remember that man is responsible for the sin of Adam in eating of  

the forbidden tree. He is accountable for the guilt that is imputed to him because of that sin, and 

he is responsible for the corruption of his own nature which is a result of that sin. But he as an 

individual is also responsible for the sins which he commits and can only commit as an 

individual member of that race. 

 But let us remember that as far as your and my own consciousness is concerned there is 

no problem. We know we are responsible. The problem only exists in theory. And so let us 

remember that in the midst of a sinful world and living with our sinful flesh, there is no danger of 

losing the truth of man’s responsibility, but there is grave danger of losing sight of God’s 

sovereignty.  
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