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Abstract

The issue concerning divine sovereignty and human choice
has been debated between Reformed and Arminian theologians for
centuries. Both sides agree (1) salvation is by grace alone and faith
alone; (2) God is the initiator; (3) predestination, i.e., God planned
that certain events will occur in history, such as Jesus’s crucifixion
(Acts 4:27-28). However, both sides interpret predestination
differently. The key difference is Reformed theologians hold
that God is the sole determiner of human response towards Him
(Monergism). However, this view was not held by any church father
prior to Augustine. Arminius hold that predestination involves the
participation of limited human libertarian freedom: humans can
choose to respond or resist God’s grace.

Reformed theology is inconsistent with the scope of God’s
love revealed on the cross: Christ died for everyone (1 Tim 2:1-
6:4, 10), including those who were not predestined to be saved (2
Pet 2:1). Arminianism faces the difficulty of explaining how God’s
predestined plan can be fulfilled with certainty given human free
choice.

I explain how the Middle Knowledge view can resolve
this difficulty, and respond to the questions posed by Reformed
theologians, such as “Does human choice imply human merit?”; “Is
not faith a gift from God?”; “If humans can resist God’s grace, does
that not impinge on God’s omnipotence and sovereignty?” I show
that the “Middle Knowledge” account is consistent with what the

Scriptures (e.g. Rom 9:13-33) say concerning divine sovereignty,
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omnipotence, election, human depravity, and divine grace. I conclude
that “Middle Knowledge” provides a balanced account concerning

divine sovereignty and human choice.

Keywords: Divine Sovereignty, Free Will, Reformed Theology,
Arminianism, Predestination, Middle Knowledge

No.1 2016

99



T 054

— Holy Light Theological Journa

i 22

P A B A Y588 15 2 A SR TP B T P am AT AR
o BETTRGE (1) RUEUR MRS BB (E 0 5 (2) (i
N RO R - g LB AR 5@y 5 (3) THE] -
BIVRHTE S 58 i o 8 2R A JRR S SR - AR AR T 28 (1E
27-28) o FKiM - BEUTR TTHE ) BUREREEFTAE © BISEAERS -
SRR - THIE —(E A Z BUOERUAR A SR A M E
(THEUBIESR L) » 280 - AEREWT T (Augustinus) ZHITHIEAL
REWLACE o Pl RCSRE - MIBVTEE B8 NG IR E HEER
228 > R\ REEETE Ml [ BT o JE e o

SRR N EEE - IR R E AL (3er7—1-
N4010)  BERERASIEE (A HHTEERR) A (R
1) o SUFEAITHRE IR B LE 2 T A S R B E AT G -
bl B R SRS RIS« MR HE Y SRR 2

Ol T RGBSR E A 5 I - lf (] fE
FoRFrie tHRURE - T AMIRE BIERRE - REEWRAEY
552 1~ AR (E CEBE N MR GN 2 1 F1 TAERENT
AR A G e M ZRERIERE? 1 o Trh T AR BLEE
A R R ~ D RE ~ AHEUHIGE ~ AR R Bl ey
RESC (ANFETL13-33) FHAF & > R8Ity feh ey = hE Bl A ) 332 43
ARG -

RISEEGR] = A ERE - HHEE ~ SORS e S PIRGSEE C TH
T~ HRAT R

100 | 55—H O~



	聖光期刊第一期_部分97
	聖光期刊第一期_部分98
	聖光期刊第一期_部分99
	聖光期刊第一期_部分100

