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Review:
No where is there a “common realm” where our allegiances are unimportant,  especially as concerning the 
culture around us. This is precisely where the battle is being fought.

The Transformationist Model sees the significance of this world in light of the world above and seeks to 
promote God’s will on earth as it is in heaven. It promotes godly culture instead of an ungodly culture.

That said, there is a question regarding the 'antithesis', and that is: Why do we see so many unbelievers doing so 
well, and producing cultural materials with such beneficial results? Doctors, writers, artists, musicians—why? 
How can we really acknowledge the radical distinction on one hand, and the good works that pagans do on the 
other? This is really at the heart of the issue of Christianity and culture, btw...

Matt. 7:9 "Which of you, if his son asks for bread, will give him a stone? 10 Or if he asks for a fish, will give 
him a snake? 11 If you, then, though you are evil, know how to give good gifts to your children, how much 
more will your Father in heaven give good gifts to those who ask him!”

Matt. 7:16 “By their fruit you will recognize them. Do people pick grapes from thornbushes, or figs from 
thistles?17 Likewise every good tree bears good fruit, but a bad tree bears bad fruit.18 A good tree cannot bear 
bad fruit, and a bad tree cannot bear good fruit.19 Every tree that does not bear good fruit is cut down and 
thrown into the fire.20 Thus, by their fruit you will recognize them.”

How can both be true? We can resolve it by our reformed doctrine of “common grace”.

But first, let's consider the ironic man named John Calvin. Stern, severe... Bavinck said of him:

“Calvin evokes respect and admiration by his total dedication the the God who called him, by the majesty of his 
character, by his holy seriousness, by his indomitable will, and by his strict discipline. But love and affection—
he does not inspire.”

In his letters Calvin never wrote of domestic bliss and joys, or of the beauties of nature, poetry, music, or art.
If anyone was to be a candidate for 'separatist', come out from the world, culture=bad, it would be Calvin, right?

Beautiful irony—Calvin is the one who recognized the biblical truth of 'common grace”, and “it is striking that 
Calvin accorded a place of worth to the natural life that finds no counterpart in other conceptions of the 
Christian religion.”

IOW, it is John Calvin, of all people, who has a legitimate place in God's Kingdom for culture and cultural 
pursuits. “Common Grace” it is called, and it has been controversial, sometimes because of contextual concerns, 
and sometimes because of confusion over doctrinal categories. 

It is NOT 'prevenient grace', and it is not particular redemptive grace. It is, as RC puts it, a “loving provision”.

This disposition, or kindness, that God displays towards all creatures indiscriminately is linked to a type of love 
that we use to define God’s character. That is His love of beneficence. Where benevolence has to do with God’s 
will, beneficence has to do with God’s actions as they pertain to His activity on behalf of the whole created 
realm. We see that He not only has a divine kindness towards His creatures, He acts with a loving provision for 
the whole human race.



“Jesus said that rain falls upon the just as well as the unjust. If we have two farmers living side by side, 
laboring each day to bring forth produce from the soil, we know that both farmers require the light of the 
sun, as well as a sufficient amount of rain to bring forth a healthy crop. If the two farmers are 
distinguished in terms of faith, one being a regenerate believer and the other an unregenerate non-
believer, we don’t expect the sun simply to shine on the believer’s fields and the rain simply to moisten 
his crop, while at the same time God withholds the gifts of rain and sunshine from the unregenerate. On 
the contrary, both farmers reap the benefits of the grace of God. He owes neither farmer the gifts of rain 
and sunshine, as both of those come from His sovereign bounty. Nevertheless, He pours out these gifts 
to both believer and unbeliever, commonly. So, in this respect, when we speak of the love of God in His 
beneficence, His beneficence is common, that is, the whole world benefits from God’s grace to a certain 
degree.” (RC Sproul)

So it works in two ways:

First, as we just saw, God gives goods to the undeserving.
Secondly, it also restrains the sins of the wicked.

On the one hand, God credits everyone by His goodness in sending regular “seed-time and harvest” (Gen. 8)
On the other hand, God doesn't just allow His good creation to sink into self-suicide, because that is exactly 
what would happen if He didn't restrain evil in the world.

Calvin was adamant about this—he said that “every good is a grace”, something like a “loving provision” given 
by God. He even wrote this: “If we despise the good that we find in the world, we are perilously close to 
blaspheming the Holy Spirit.”

We 'get' the concept of debts—forgive is our debts—Jesus compared our forgiveness to a man who had been 
forgiven an incredible amount of money. But what we're trying to understand here is the idea of 'credits'.

How to explain the inconsistent atheist who loves his wife and kids, the God-hating artist who paints a lavish 
landscape, or the insightful pagan writer? They are drawing from an account that is not their own. They are 
imago dei, and as such are still reflecting that part of their humanity that God 'graces' them with.

We see, with the application of 'common grace', that the good that they are doing isn't really their own doing—
those aren't really their own 'good works'. Per se, and that they do them not because of their fallenness, but in 
spite of it. Not because they're sinners, but in spite of the fact that they're sinners.

So, in conclusion, we can see that the application of the doctrine of 'common grace'”

1. Allows us to maintain the real antithesis that we know to be biblically true without radically divorcing 
ourselves from the world, or more properly, our surrounding culture. And

2. It also keeps us from 'marrying' the world; from uncritically accepting every new thing that come down the 
pike, because whatever 'good' is in it is a 'good' from God.

World flight/world embrace—neither one is true.

"Through this doctrine of gratia communis the Reformed [theologians] have on the one hand maintained the 
specific and absolute character of the Christian religion and on the other have been second to none in their 
appreciation of everything good and beautiful that God has given to sinful men. Thus they have simultaneously 
maintained the seriousness of sin and the rights of the natural. And thus they were protected against both 
Pelagianism and Pietism.” Abraham Kuyper, from his pamphlet on Common Grace.


