

















THE POINTS OF CALVINISM

Seaton, Jack,
The Five Points

Sovereign grace emphasis. Seaton promptly
goes to work to clarify what Total Deprav-

of Calvinism Yes ity dpe_zs not mean, etc. Y_et he accgpts
(1970) uncritically that TULIP is conveying the
message of Dordt to us.
Steele and Sovereign Gra_ce approach. The points are
Thomas. Five uphe_ld accordmg_ to the acronym, though
Points o],’ Yes Limited and_ Particular are used interchange-
Calvinism (1963) ably. There is the appearance but only the
appearance of a paraphrase of Dordt.
;Z%Zrujmlry TU LIE is named, but Packer does not.really
Essay to Owen No use this framework. He argues that this
framework is deficient.
(1959)
Seems a more U.K. emphasis. Predestina-
Warburton. Ben tion, not _Unconditi_ongl Election; Particular
Calvinism &19553 No R_edgmptlon, not !_lmlted Atonement; Ir_1—_
vincible not Irresistible Grace etc. Reminis-
cent of 18 & 19 century writers.
TULIP is introduced for the first time
known to the writer. Yet Boettner claims
Boettner, no originality in introducing them. It might
Loraine, be fairly inferred that he has found them
Reformed Yes already in circulation. He will be less nu-
Doctrine of anced when, in 1983, he reiterates the points
Predestination of TULIP in his pamphlet, The Reformed
(1932) Faith. Now, the cautions of 1932 that the
Reformed faith is much larger than TULIP
seem to have vanished.
In his Works (V. 363) Warfield describes
Dordt as reasserting the fundamental doc-
trines of ‘absolute predestination, particular
;vgﬁ?fa’n of redemption, total depravity, irresistible
Sclz lv.;m'on (1915) | No grace, and the perseverance of the saints’.
Works Vol. V Here we have three elements of TULIP. Is
(1929) it possible that Warfield here unwittingly

provided the origin from which Boettner
(1932) has developed the scheme so famil-
iar to us?
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