
A Question for Calvinists
In  the  Scripture  the  following  account  is  given  of  an
interaction between the Lord Jesus Christ and a young man:

And, behold, one came and said unto him, Good Master, what
good thing shall I do, that I may have eternal life? And he
said unto him, Why callest thou me good? there is none good
but one, that is, God: but if thou wilt enter into life, keep
the commandments. He saith unto him, Which? Jesus said, Thou
shalt do no murder, Thou shalt not commit adultery, Thou shalt
not  steal,  Thou  shalt  not  bear  false  witness,  Honour  thy
father and thy mother: and, Thou shalt love thy neighbour as
thyself. The young man saith unto him, All these things have I
kept from my youth up: what lack I yet? Jesus said unto him,
If thou wilt be perfect, go and sell that thou hast, and give
to the poor, and thou shalt have treasure in heaven: and come
and follow me. (Matthew 19:16-21)

In light of the Calvinist doctrine of predestination, please
answer the following questions:

If Calvinism is true, why did the Lord Jesus Christ lie1.
to the young man?
Why did he not tell him that he was not ordained to2.
eternal life, and there was no point in trying?
Surely Jesus knew the young man would not believe. Why3.
did  he  string  him  along  with  a  promise  he  had  no
intention of fulfilling?
In  fact,  what  he  told  the  young  man  couldn’t  be4.
fulfilled as the man was obviously not ordained to life.
Why did Jesus do this?

Why did the Calvinist Jesus deceive the man (and everyone
else who has knowledge of this incident) and lie to him? How
is this righteous?
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Here’s the short answer: It isn’t.
Moreover, no amount of logic twisting and distorting the words
of Scripture are going to make it so. How can it be acceptable
for the Lord Jesus to not tell the man the truth of his
predicament? After all, in Matthew 23, he told the Pharisees
the truth of their predicament? What would be the difference
here?

If you tell one, you have to tell the other. That is the only
righteous way to deal with both situations. That is the only
way that is equal.

Don’t be like the Catholics and tell me “It’s a mystery.” That
is a cop out and a dodge. Besides, it is obvious that there
can only be one answer under Calvinist doctrine:

This ‘Jesus’ committed iniquity.

And, since the Calvinist Jesus committed iniquity, how does he
pay for the sins of anyone else? How is he that “perfect
sacrifice” which is necessary for the payment of the sins of
those he ‘saves?’

I would like an honest answer. Unfortunately, based upon all
my interaction with those holding Calvinist/Reformed doctrine,
I am not going to hold my breath waiting for it. I have yet to
meet one that is intellectually honest.

Still, it would be good to see the explanation.


