
For Whom Di d X Die? 

lssue: Either X died for elect company of all dispensations or X died for 
~im~i all in this present age . I think LSC has injected the dispensa tional 
issue . 

Caution: Good men on both sides and not adiff bet Calvinism and •ir rni ni a.nism 
which is f a r more vital . 

Chssifi cation of views: 
I . Limited redemptionistss (A) Ul tra Cal . Supralap- decree to e l ect before 

everything . No place for unl imi ted red at all. No encouragement to preach 
to repi,obate . 
(B). oderate Cal and limi ted red . Sub--crea te , permit fall , elect. 

L~ake more place for gospel preaching. 

II . Unlimited red . (A) ... od Cal and unlirnited red . Do not defend 11rl limited 
atonement of Cal ' s 5 points . Death of X itself saves no man either 
actual l y or potentially but renders them savable . 
(B) Arminians . X died for al l al i ke and secured measure of common grAce 
whereby a ll are abl e to bel if they will . 

Points of Agreement Notes p . 19. 
Since death of X reaches unto 14 things and 1 only applied to indi~idual 
and 6 (al l but law) had to do with forgiveness of sins, this is in some 
ways a comparati~ely small issu e . 

Considerations in solving this probl em . 

1. Dispensational aspects . Limited red ignores dis distinctions bee ·of one 
purpose of God thruout all ages . Actually only unlimited red can emphasize 
the universal preaching of gospel bee recognizes all distinctions erased 
today. Jew and Gentile on same basis . Can only recognize the distinctive character 
of daath of X for this age . Can onl y recognize the distinction bet natl and 
individual election. lf we confin e the question to present age then have 
an easier basis on which to discuss . If ~Bing in other a ges confusion . 

2 . Aeaning of red , red, irop . , Jre these limited or unlimited . Un~imited bee 
there is a redemptiok~~i~"n~'lp'~ys the price but doesn ' t release, a reconcilia tion 
which a ffects the whole world but not applied, 2 Cor J:19; propitiation which 
affects everyone, 1 Hn 2: 2 . Liu, ited red seldom includes this discussi on in 
his thinking . These words certainly indica te certain unli111 i ted aspects of d e a th 
of X. 

3. Cross is not the onl y saviijg instrumentality . Limited claiw that red i f wrought 
at all necessitates aal of all. Bu t men are not saved by X's dying but by 
application of that dea th . \~rd of God, HS play a part . ijnlimited red emphasize 
that elect not saved at Cross but when applied by HS to heart. Objective i h 
X's death was to make all men savable, not the making of the sal of elect 
certain. The carrying o~t of it depends on other instnumentalities . That ' s 
why Bible never wakes a di s tinction bet elect and non-elect in unsaved stat e . 
Heb 1:1~ shows God has eye on elect but still condemned until believe . 

4. Universal Gospel preac hing. lf X did not die for all then truthfulness of 
whosoever will invalidated. That XIEJI& non-elect will n ever a ccep t or tha t elect 
may resist all lives doesn ' t inva lidate truthfulness of message . El ection 
doesn ' t invalida te basi s of messag e as lirn a tonement does . bee lim atonement 
means that some to who~ we speak have no part in the ba lues of dea th of X. 
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5. Is God defeated if men are lost for whom X died? 
Same basic question as 3. Red is not a guarantee of sal. That ' s the 
fallacy for can be redeemed without being set free . Death of X finished 
but value never ap.1lied until soul believes. Actual in its availability 
but potential in ap lication. In death of X God places whole world in 
particular relationship to Self so universal gospel can be preached. 
Value of death not diminished sim~ly bee not applied all at once . Jould be 
just as great if applied now or 20 yrs from now. Scriptures bear this 
out b_- emphasizing that sin for which men are condemned is unbelief. 
Th~s primary question is not in what X bore but in man ' s accepting , Jn 8: 24 . 
Eph 5:6. Jn 16: 9 ; 6:29 . Lirn red ask, why is not sin of unbelief borne 
on cross and therefore isn't it true that no elect unbeliever in 
u nregenerate state is condemned. But Scriptures treat sin of unbelief 
as particular in its character since it is man's answer to what God did 
thru X on cross. God always puts condemnation on human sin and thus 
is justified in universal call . Diff bet desires of God and purpose. 
God like anyone else may purpose to do more or less than He desires. 
1 Tim 2:4 doesx±% say God would have all men to be saved, not , God saves all. 

I 

6 . Nature of substitution. Doesn t substitution necessitate sal of soul~ 
for whom made . No, bee substituti on can be complete whether applied at 
one time or another or never applied . Not a ques of inabi lity or ability 
of sinner to bel apart from divine enableruent. ~ues of whether full value 
of death of X might be potentially provided for nonelect euen tho they 
never benefit from it . 
Pe3:fect sub a!ails .for 1;!].J_ judges. n<?nelect; applied to elec t only when bel. 
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7. Testimony of Sc:t:i p. ~ .,(., "''"'-1 "' ,,t..,.;._.,. q '{t'T ,su , 1-1, . Iv. l•rJ 76 /,, _. >tlr__ 
A. For limited41,li1 Jn 10:15; Jn .!J_;._2 ,_6 , 9,20,24. Hom 4 : 25 ; Eph 1:3- 7. 

No te diff btt fact of death (for all) and motive of death(bring 
sons into glory). X' s death had 2 purposes: pay forensic ransom price 
for world; and to secure His body elect . If exclusion of nonelect f rom 
these passages (as they rightly are) means X didn ' t die for tnem; 
then what about passages which say X died for Israel lsa 53:8 or for 
Paul , Gal 2:20 . 

B. For unlimited . p 203- 4. 
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