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 Recently we received several copies of an unaffiliated Presbyterian periodical which 

bears the name, “The Contender,” and is edited by Rev. Malcolm R. Mackay of Nova Scotia, 

Canada. In two of the issues we received, Rev. Mackay very ably writes a true critical analysis of 

Billy Graham’s doctrine as contained in the latter’s book, “Peace With God.” We enjoyed 

reading these articles which contain a heart-warming, Scripturally-backed attack upon the 

Satanically inspired doctrines of Arminianism which are more and more making inroads into 

Reformed (?) circles, leading captive silly people who claim to be Reformed but are deceived by 

vain and subtle philosophies. With the same vigor the author attacks the Arminianism of the 

“Three Points of 1924” in two other issues of “The Contender,” pointing out that, “The Synod’s 

declaration has laid the foundation for the denial of the heart of the Biblical and Reformed faith – 

the sovereignty of God and unconditional election.” 

 To reproduce these very refreshing writings in their entirety is quite impossible in our 

allotted space. However, since we have been discussing the conception of God embodied in the 

first article of our Belgic Confession of Faith, we do like to pass on to our readers a few excerpts 

which reflect on what the author has to say about Billy Graham’s (Arminian) conception of God. 

We quote: 

 “Graham’s ‘God’ Merely ‘Provides’ Salvation, Makes It ‘Possible For Us’; He 

SECURES It For None.” 

 Under this heading, Rev. Mackay writes then as follows: 

 “On page 33 of Peace With God, we find Graham teaching the standard Arminian 

doctrine of ‘salvation’ which is totally different from the Biblical doctrine. He speaks of ‘Christ’ 

merely as ‘providing man with salvation.’ He says that ‘God sent His Son’ ‘to make it possible 

for us to have access to Him.’ Then he refers to God’s ‘providing’ of this possible salvation as 

‘the help He has sent’ and says that ‘if we ignore’ this help, ‘we cannot cry out to Him for mercy 

when the punishment we deserve falls upon us’! According to Graham, who follows the regular 

Arminian teaching, salvation is merely ‘provided’ and ‘made possible.’ That is all that ‘God’ has 

done or can do about it. The rest is up to man. If he makes use of this ‘help’ he is ‘saved,’ if he 

does not he is ‘lost.’ Salvation is thus made to depend ultimately upon the exercise of man’s will, 

his ‘decision.’ (Or upon his ‘faith’ – G.V.B.) And here is where Graham shines, for the one thing 

that he is noted for above all else is high-pressuring men and women into ‘decisions’ to make use 

of this ‘help’ which is ‘provided’ by God. Everyone who reads the papers is told how many of 

these ‘decisions’ Graham gets his hearers to make for this weakling ‘Christ’ (God) who makes 

salvation merely ‘possible.’ 

 Will my reader stop to ask what is the difference…the essential difference between this 

God of Graham and a God Who offers or promises salvation to all upon the condition of faith? 

Isn’t it obvious that had Billy Graham been delegate to our Classis, May 1953, he would have 

voted strongly against the condemnation of the statement: “God promises every one of you 

salvation if you believe,” even as the Arminian Baptist Dr. Fuller publicly did? We do not doubt 

that Graham would unhesitatingly sign his name to the “Three Points” and express whole-

hearted agreement with them. And why not? 

 It is a serious question that we now face! Is our God the “weakling” of Arminianism or is 

He the “Sovereign” of the Reformed faith? Ultimately all other questions resolve into this one! 



Face it and answer it we must do all through life! Young people, which God will you, and pretty 

soon your children and future generations, serve? That’s why the matter of Truth vs. Error is so 

serious! Don’t you see? 

 Concerning the truth about God, the Rev. Mackay writes in the following paragraph: 

 “In contradiction to this Arminian theory, the Bible teaches that God sent His only 

begotten Son to bring into effect the salvation of all those whom the Father has given to Him, 

that is, the elect. He infallibly secures their redemption when, in due time, it is applied to them 

by the Holy Spirit. As one proof of this, please read the entire 17th chapter of John. See also John 

6:64,65; 10:26-28, 8:47, Acts 13:48, I John 2:19… Christ did not come in a vague and 

indiscriminate way merely to ‘provide’ salvation equally for all men and then leave it up to every 

man’s ‘free will’ to receive it or reject it, as he pleases. No! Christ had a specific task to 

undertake, as it is stated so clearly in Matt. 1:21: ‘Thou shalt call His name Jesus; for He shall 

save His people from their sins.’ This statement of divine revelation glorifies God, and keeps 

sinful and corrupt man in his proper place - as under the sovereign will of God and subject to the 

destiny decreed for him. God does not consult man about what He does (‘Who hath directed the 

Spirit of the Lord, or being His counsellor hath taught Him?’ Isaiah 40:13; ‘How unsearchable 

are His judgments, and his ways past finding out!’ Romans 11:33) Much less does the efficacy 

and certainty of man’s salvation hang upon such a flimsy thing as the fickle will of sinful, 

corrupt, dying (dead) man.” 

 The same contrast is pictured by this author of the two directly opposite views of Christ. 

He writes, “The ‘Christ’ of Billy Graham and fundamentalists is a weak, anemic person who 

wants to and purposes to ‘save’ all men everywhere, and is trying desperately to do so, but never 

even remotely succeeding in what he wants and tries to do… The Christ of fundamentalism is a 

Christ who is constantly being defeated, thwarted, disappointed, side-tracked, ignored and 

generally rendered ineffective. The ‘Christ’ of fundamentalism claims to be ‘God’ but it is a 

futile and pathetic claim at ‘best.’ He has no plan which man cannot upset, and which he does 

not have to change according to the actions of men. He has not ‘power over all flesh’ as does the 

Christ of the Bible.” 

 Concerning the Christ of Scripture, he writes: “The Christ of the Bible is a ruling King; 

the ‘Christ’ of fundamentalism wanted to set up his kingdom long ago, but was thwarted by man. 

His so-called ‘gospel’ has become such a failure that he is now telling his ‘servants’ that the 

gospel cannot at all meet the present world situation but only the exercise of physical ‘power’ in 

the future.” It is the Christ of the Bible Whose ‘I will’ determines that His elect people – and no 

others – are to be ‘with me where I am’ John 17:24.” 

 Then again: “They cannot be the same Christ although both bear the same name. Names 

can be very deceiving. Remember, the Idealist who is worshipped by the modernists – the 

‘fairest flower of humanity’ – also bears the same name, ‘Christ.’ 

 And Jesus said, “Then if any man shall say unto you, Lo, here is Christ, or there; believe 

it not. For there shall arise false Christs and false prophets, and shall show great signs and 

wonders; insomuch that, if it were possible, they shall deceive the very elect. Behold, I have told 

you before.” 

 Watch, therefore, and be not deceived! 
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