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1	John	5:1	(KJV)	
1	 Whosoever	believeth	that	Jesus	is	the	Christ	is	born	of	
God:	and	every	one	that	loveth him	that	begat	loveth him	

also	that	is	begotten	of	him.	



In	this	video,	we’re	going	to	talk	about	the	errors	that	
Calvinists	are	making	when	they	cite	1	John	5:1	and	other	
verses	from	1	John	thinking	that	they	support	Gnosticism.	
Remember	that	all	of	the	slides	used	for	this	video	can	be	
downloaded	at	www.beyondthefundamentals.com	in	the	
“Class	Notes”	tab.	
While	your	at	the	website,	this	ministry	can	be	supported	
financially	via	the	papal	link	on	the	home	page.	These	videos	
and	resources	take	a	lot	of	time	and	effort,	and	they	require	
maintenance	of	many	high-value	devices	and	video	
equipment.	Your	involvement	will	be	a	huge	help,	and	it	will	
help	us	produce	more	content	with	greater	frequency.	
Download	the	slides	and	follow	along.	We	keep	these	videos	
at	a	steady	pace	to	save	you	time,	and	slides	are	designed	to	
make	following	along	a	little	easier.	



AGENDA
• How	Calvinists	read	1	John	5:1

• Gnostic	Presupposition:	Regeneration	precedes	faith
• 1	John	2:29	and	1	John	4:7

• John’s	purpose	in	writing
• 1	John	1:4;	2:1,	8,	12,	13,	21,	26,	5:13

• The	anti-purpose	and	prompt	to	John’s	writing
• Seducers	(2:26)
• Antichrists	(2:18;	2:22;	4:3;	2	John	1:7)
• Hearing	one	side	of	a	[phone]	conversation

• Establishing	a	baseline
• Interpreting	Passages	in	accordance	with	stated	
purpose



I	toiled	over	the	title	of	this	video	a	little	bit.	The	reason	is	
because	the	misuse	of	1	John	5:1	makes	for	a	great	
opportunity	to	do	a	review	of	this	entire	book	in	order	to	
examine	the	context	and	use	it	as	a	teachable	moment.	So	it	
could	be	titled	a	review	of	1	John.	But	I	didn’t	want	the	fact	
that	it	also	revolves	around	and	has	the	starting	and	ending	
point	of	refuting	the	Calvinist	view	of	1	John	5:1	to	go	
unmentioned.	So	this	could	be	seen	as	an	opportunity	cost	
either	way	it	is	titled.	But	now	you	know.	I	think	Bible	
students	of	all	experience	levels	are	going	to	find	this	video	
quite	helpful	when	it	comes	to	understanding	the	book	of	1	
John,	and	how	to	properly	assign	the	meaning	of	each	
passage	in	this	short	book.	



1	John	5:1	(KJV)	
1	 Whosoever	believeth	
that	Jesus	is	the	Christ	is	
born	of	God:	and	every	
one	that	loveth	him	that	
begat	loveth	him	also	
that	is	begotten	of	him.	

1	John	5:1	(666)	
1	 Whosoever	believeth	
that	Jesus	is	the	Christ	
was	previously born	of	
God	prior	to	believing:	
and	every	one	that	

loveth	him	that	begat	
loveth	him	also	that	is	

begotten	of	him.	
Preconceived	doctrine	that	causes	

them	to	see	this	passage	in	the	wrong	
way:	regeneration	precedes	faith

Calvinists	have	doctrines	in	mind,	and	then	search	the	scriptures	for	proofs	of	
those	doctrines.	They	don’t	even	realize	it,	but	they	read	their	ideas	into	the	

text,	and	use	them	as	if	others	do	the	same,	all	the	while,	ignoring	the	context.	



If	we	wanted	to	make	this	verse	about	the	salvation	process,	
we	could	just	as	easily	leave	it	like	it	is,	and	just	add	the	word	
“then”	before	the	phrase	born	of	God.	So,	it’s	clear	to	see	
that	the	verse	is	actually	quite	neutral	on	the	matter,	and	
when	it	comes	to	altering	the	verse	to	match	a	belief,	it’s	a	lot	
closer	to	the	Biblical	method	of	salvation	that	it	is	to	the	
Gnostic	method	of	salvation.	The	problem	with	both	of	these	
is	that	this	verse	is	not	at	all	about	any	method	or	order	of	
salvation	whatsoever.	

1	John	5:1	(555)	
1	 Whosoever	believeth	that	Jesus	is	the	Christ	is	
then	born	of	God:	and	every	one	that	loveth	him	
that	begat	loveth	him	also	that	is	begotten	of	him.	



1	John	5:1	(555)	
1	 Whosoever	

believeth	that	Jesus	
is	the	Christ	is	then	
born	of	God:	and	
every	one	that	
loveth	him	that	
begat	loveth	him	

also	that	is	
begotten	of	him.	



The	single	biggest	problem	with	approaching	scripture	with	
preconceived	doctrines	already	in	your	mind	is	that	it	causes	
you	to	completely	miss	what	the	passage	is	actually	about.	
So	what	you	need	to	do	is	clear	your	mind	of	any	
preconceived	thoughts,	and	let	your	mind	be	informed	solely	
by	the	text,	and	by	nothing	else,	shy	of	the	Holy	Spirit.	
Some	passages	and	books	of	the	Bible	can	be	challenging	
when	it	comes	to	identifying	the	central	idea	of	the	text.	
Fortunately,	however,	John	is	known	for	giving	us	very	clear	
statements	about	exactly	why	he	is	writing.		There	are	two	
things	in	1	John	help	us	identify	why	he	is	writing.	The	first	
identifier	is	the	combination	of	statements	about	why	he	is	
writing.	The	second	thing	is	the	identification	of	opposition	to	
what John	is	writing.	John	labels	this	opposition	as	two	
things:	“antichrists,”	and	“them	that	seduce	you.”	



The	opposition	aspect	of	this	book	is	actually	very	helpful.	
The	antichrist	and	seducers	are	leading	the	believers	astray	
with	false	doctrine.	So	what	John	is	doing	is	reestablishing	
the	sound	doctrine	to	counteract	the	false	doctrine	and	
people	that	have	mislead	them.	So	we’ll	see	that	what	John	is	
writing	in	this	letter	clues	us	in	to	what	the	seducers	were	
telling	them.	John	is	having	to	correct	it.	So	with	each	point	
John	makes,	we	can	ask,	what	would	a	seducer	or	antichrist	
have	said	that	would	prompt	John	to	correct	it	with	this	
statement?	Then	the	resulting	investigation	into	the	answer	
to	that	question	can	be	very	revealing.	Always	remember	that	
you	can	never	ask	wrong	questions	in	hermeneutics.	We	just	
need	to	be	careful	with	the	answers	we	find	to	the	questions,	
and	make	sure	that	our	biases	and	presuppositions	aren’t	
providing	answers	where	the	evidence	doesn’t.



That’s	where	the	Calvinists	go	wrong	with	their	proof	texts.	
They	aren’t	asking	any	hermeneutical	questions,	and	they	
aren’t	investigating	the	text,	context,	history	or	culture	for	
answers.	They	already	have	the	answers	they	need,	and	they	
just	need	to	find	a	text	to	match.	Thus,	the	reason	context	
and	Calvinism	never	go	together.	
So	let’s	have	a	look	at	the	opposition,	and	the	warning	to	
separate	truth	from	error.	
One	of	the	most	interesting	reasons	John	gives	for	writing	is	
in	chapter	2	verse	26,	which	says,	“These	things	have	I	
written	unto	you	concerning	them	that	seduce	you.”	So	we	
know	that	somebody	has	seduced	John’s	audience.	Who	
were	these	people	and	what	did	they	say?	John	calls	them	
antichrist	in	chapter	2	and	in	chapter	4.	Both	the	historic	
culture	and	the	content	of	the	book	can	clue	us	in	to	who	is	



1	John	2:18,	22,	26;	4:3	(KJV)	
2:18	 Little	children,	it	is	the	last	time:	and	as	ye	have	
heard	that	antichrist shall	come,	even	now	are	there	
many	antichrists;	whereby	we	know	that	it	is	the	last	

time.	
2:22	 Who	is	a	liar	but	he	that	denieth that	Jesus	is	the	
Christ?	He	is	antichrist,	that	denieth the	Father	and	the	

Son.	
2:26	 These	things have	I	written	unto	you	concerning	

them	that	seduce	you.	
4:3	 And	every	spirit	that	confesseth not	that	Jesus	Christ	
is	come	in	the	flesh	is	not	of	God:	and	this	is	that	spirit
of	antichrist,	whereof	ye	have	heard	that	it	should	
come;	and	even	now	already	is	it	in	the	world.



seducing	these	believers	that	comprise	John’s	audience.	From	
Acts	17:18,	we	already	know	that	the	center	of	Hellenized	
culture	in	Greece	featured	Stoicks and	Epicureans.	The	
Stoicks were	basically	the	Star	Trek	Vulcans	of	the	Grecian	
culture.	All	reason.	No	emotion.	A	hyperbole	of	the	
Epicureans	would	be	to	say	that	they	were	hedonists.	They	
had	a	very	pragmatic	approach	to	getting	the	most	out	of	life,	
though	not	with	the	complete	abandonment	you’d	associate	
with	modern	hedonism.	They	were	officially	atheistic	but	
advocated	devotion	to	the	culture’s	gods	since	contemplating	
them	could	bring	an	individual	aesthetic	pleasure.	There	
were	many	forms	of	Paganism,	but	the	most	famous	would	
be	the	official	Roman	paganism.	This	originated	with	god-
man	worshipping	system	that	started	in	Babylon,	and	then	
made	it’s	way	through	Pergamos	and	finally	to	Rome	with	the



Roman	Caesars	filling	the	god-man	position	as	emperor.	They	
had	celibate	priest,	vestal	virgins	as	both	nuns	and	
prostitutes,	and	female	deities	who	could	conveniently	be	
replaced	by	Mary,	if	they	were	in	a	bind.	
There	was	group	that	would	later	come	to	be	known	as	
Arians	and	Arianism,	as	it	would	bear	the	name	of	Arius	at	
least	around	AD	250,	but	the	system	preceded	him	by	far.	
These	believed	that	Spirit	and	flesh	were	separate,	and	
therefore	Jesus	could	not	be	God	and	must	have	just	been	a	
great	man.	The	Gnostics	also	saw	separation	of	spirit	and	
flesh,	but	their	conclusion	was	that	Jesus	not	literally	be	in	
the	flesh.	Therefore	he	must	have	jst been	some	kind	of	
apparition.	A	ghost	type	figure,	if	he	were	God,	sinse the	
flesh	can	only	contaminate.	Jesus	must	have	been	present	
with	no	contaminating	flesh.	



Gnosticism	should	especially	catch	our	attention	because	the	
survived	forms	of	Gnosticism	in	2018	is	what	we	call	
Calvinism	today.	We	have	to	separate	labels	and	practices.	A	
lot	of	modern	day	Gnostics	detest	the	label	of	“gnostic,”	and	
they	try	to	disavow	that	label	on	the	grounds	that	some	
Gnostics	believed	things	that	they	do	not.	There	are	two	
primary	ways	that	something	today	can	perpetuate	
Gnosticism.	



The	first	one	is	in	the	way	gnostic	knowledge	is	gained	to	begin	
with	Gnostic	knowledge	is	ESOTERIC.	That	is,	it	is	hidden	in	
nature,	and	there	is	no	conventional	or	academic	way	of	
gaining	the	knowledge	required.	Certain	elect,	select	personnel	
were	chosen	to	gain	the	knowledge.	Gnostic	means	“knower.”	
So	this	was	a	system	built	around	how	to	know,	and	there	was	
no	way	do	know	without	the	right	people.	There	is	a	master	
and	an	apprentice,	and	only	the	master,	the	guru	could	give	
you	the	goods.	In	Gnosticism,	sacred	texts	don’t	actually	mean	
what	they	say.	They	are	not	literal.	Everything	is	allegorical.	
That	is,	everything	listed	is	a	symbol	of	something	else.	Thus	
Boaz	and	Jachin are	not	two	people	with	pillars	in	the	temple,	
they	are	two	great	principles	of	being	and	love	in	the	universe.	
How	would	you	know	that?	You’d	have	to	have	someone	tell	
you,	because	the	text	does	not	specify.	



Likewise,	if	the	text	says	that	Christ	“died	for	all,”	or	“tasted	
death	for	every	man,”	or	like	in	1	John,	he	is	the	propitiation	
for	our	sins,	and	not	for	ours	only,	but	also	for	the	sins	of	the	
whole	world,”	none	of	those	texts	mean	what	they	say	in	
Gnosticism.	They	all	mean	something	else.	Something	
figurative.	How	do	you	know	that?	Well,	you’d	have	to	have	
someone	tell	you.	A	guru.	An	ascended	master	of	wisdom.	
Only	someone	who	has	had	special	truth	revealed	to	them	
outside	of	what	the	text	actually	says	can	possibly	know	this.	
This	is	how	Gnosticism	works.	Only	a	select	few,	called	the	
“elect,”	in	our	modern	case	of	Gnosticism,	would	know	the	
meaning	to	apply	to	the	text,	since	the	text	does	not	come	
out	and	say	it.	This	is	absolute	demonic	paganism.	This	is	the	
historic	and	religious	context	behind	which	John	gives	
chapter	2	verse	27,	“Ye	need	not	that	any	man	teach	you.”



These	gnostic	gurus	would	come	along	and	tell	the	believers	
that	their	body	of	truth	in	Christianity,	in	our	case	it	would	be	
the	Bible,	was	not	enough	to	transmit	all	the	truth	that	they	
need	to	know.	There	is	an	entire	realm	of	untapped,	hidden	
information	that	only	their	teachers	and	their	system	could	
deliver.	They	would	convince	the	believer	that	their	Bible	at	
the	time,	their	body	of	Christian	truth	was	not	enough,	not	
whole,	not	complete,	and	that	they	needed	one	of	these	
special	men	to	teach	them	all	the	truth	they	needed.	That’s	
why	John	has	to	tell	them,	“ye	need	not	that	any	man	teach	
you,”	because	the	believer	already	had	a	complete	set	of	
truth	as	delivered	from	the	apostles,	contained	in	the	
scripture	and	teaching	they	had	up	to	that	point	in	time.	So	
the	first	way	that	a	system	is	Gnostic	is	not	necessarily	in	the	
specific	teachings	that	it	espouse,	but	the	mode	of	how	



Information	in	transferred.	To	them,	it	is	esoteric,	hidden,	
secret,	not	clear	or	understandable	in	any	plain	and	clear	
written	form	that	any	literal	person	can	grasp.	Every	time	a	
Calvinist	employs	1	Cor.	2:14	as	if	it	is	referencing	a	lost	
person	not	being	able	to	grasp	the	gospel	without	special	
help,	they	are	espousing	the	Gnostic	mode	of	esoteric	
information	transfer.	We	Christians	have	always	believed	in	
the	perspicuity	of	scripture.	That	is,	it	is	clear	and	plain,	and	
any	literate	person	can	easily	grasp	the	main	ideas.	So	if	
scripture	says	“he	died	for	all,”	or	“the	free	gift	of	justification	
to	life	came	upon	all	men,”	or	“he	should	taste	death	for	
every	man,”	or	“who	will	have	all	men	to	be	saved	and	to	
come	to	the	knowledge	of	the	truth,”	or	“for	the	sins	of	the	
whole	world,”	that	is	exactly	what	those	passages	mean,	and	
there	is	not	some	hidden	meaning	that	has	to	be	unlocked



By	a	certain	system	of	thinking,	or	by	a	certain	kind	of	
teacher,	or	by	a	specific	spirit	of	an	ascended	master.	The	text	
means	exactly	what	it	says	unless	there	is	a	clear	indication	in	
the	context	that	the	text	contains	a	parable	or	symbolism,	
which	when	that	is	the	case,	the	context	is	very	clear	that	it	is	
the	case,	such	as	the	parables	that	Jesus	told,	or	the	symbols	
for	which	John	gives	the	meanings	in	the	book	of	Revelation.	
Some	of	these	phrases	that	Calvinist	do	not	believe	are	so	
clear	that	eventually	you	have	to	ask	yourself,	if	Jesus	really	
was	the	propitiation	for	the	sins	of	the	whole	world,	then	
how	else	could	the	text	have	possibly	worded	it?	Or	what	
SHOULD	the	text	say,	if	that	were	the	case.	That	is	the	first	
way	that	something	can	perpetuate	Gnosticism.	Regardless	of	
the	beliefs	themselves,		the	system	will	advocate	the	idea	
that	essential	knowledge	is	transferred	by	some	esoteric	



Means,	outside	the	grasp	and	understanding	of	normal	
literate	people	who	have	access	to	the	text.	That	is	
Gnosticism,	that	is	Calvinism.	

The	second	way	that	Gnosticism	is	perpetuated	is	that	it	
carries	over	specific	tenants	or	teachings	from	a	specific	sect	
of	Gnosticism	from	the	past.	In	the	case	of	Calvinism,	it	
carries	over	slightly	modified	versions	of	teachings	that	
originate	in	what	is	called	Manichaeism,	or	Manichaean	
Gnosticism.	All	five	points	of	the	Calvinist	TULIP	originate	in	
Manichaean	Gnosticism.	The	details	of	that	will	have	to	be	
covered	in	a	separate	video	dedicated	just	to	that	issue,	but	
all	five	points	trace	back	to	that	sytem.	If	you	know	anything	
about	Calvinism,	you	know	that	those	five	points	are	just	the	
tip	of	the	ice	burg,	and	that	there	is	a	lot	more	to	Calvinism	



…than	just	the	TULIP.	So	a	better	way	to	word	this	would	be	
that	not	just	the	TULIP,	but	every	distinctive	of	Calvinism	
arises	from	Manichaean	Gnosticism.	A	distinctive	is	
something	that	is	unique	to	that	group,	or	something	that	
only	that	group	believes.	For	example,	a	Calvinists	tried	to	
retort	against	this	fact	of	his	distinctives	tracking	back	to	
Manichaean	Gnosticism	by	saying	that	the	5	solas did	not	
come	from	that	system.	Well,	the	5	solas are	not	unique	to	
Calvinism.	They	are	features,	but	they	are	not	distinctive	of	
Calvinism,	because	there	are	non-Calvinists	who	also	espouse	
the	5	solas.	So	we	are	not	talking	about	mere	features	of	
Calvinism.	We	are	talking	about	things	that	are	unique	to	
Calvinism.	The	things	that	make	Calvinism	distinct	from	other	
Christians:	their	distinctives.	



Calvinism/Gnosticism
Total	Depravity
Unconditional	Election
Limited	Atonement
Irresistible	Grace
Perseverance	of	the	Saints
+
Distinctives

Five	Solas:
Sola	Sriptura
- “Scripture	Alone”
Sola	Fide	
- “Faith	Alone”
Sola	Gratia	
- “Grace	Alone”
Solus Christus
- “Christ	Alone”
Soli	Deo Gloria	
- “To	the	glory	of	God	alone”

These	are	features,	not	distinctives



Example:	A	lion	mane	is	
distintinctive of	the	male	only.

His	teeth	and	claws	are	
features,	but	they	are	not	

distinctive	since	females	also	
have	them.	



Here’s	the	short	version.	Manichaean	Gnosticism	was	started	
by	a	guy	names	Manes	who	lived	from	c.	216	– c.	276	AD.	A	
prominent	apologist	who	spent	just	under	10	years	
advocating	for	this	system	was	a	guy	named	Augustine,	later	
known	as	Augustine	of	hippo.	He	lived	from	AD	354-430.	He	
rejected	Christianity	earlier	in	his	life	because	he	didn’t	like	
the	God	of	the	Old	Testament,	but	converted	to	Christianity	
after	his	stint	in	Manichaeism	after	Ambrose	showed	him	
that	the	Old	Testament	could	be	allegorized	away,	and	didn’t	
have	to	be	taken	as	literal	history.	Augustine	spent	a	good	
while	debating	and	refuting	the	Manichaeans	after	his	
supposed	conversion	to	Christianity.	This	is	touted	by	
Calvinists	as	“proof”	that	he	was	not	longer	Manichaean	in	
his	thinking.	And	this	goes	back	to	show	you	how	hurtful	it	is	
to	have	theological	leaders	in	the	church	who	have	no	real	



…life	experiences	outside	of	fake	ministry.	Calvinists	are	only	
admitting	how	naïve	they	are	when	they	use	this	defense.	
Anyone	with	an	ounce	of	experience	in	foreign	intelligence,	
law	enforcement,	or	the	military	knows	that	this	is	exactly	
what	a	person	has	to	do	in	order	to	establish	a	cover	so	that	
they	can	successfully	infiltrate	the	bad	guys.	Later,	Augustine	
would	debate	the	heretic	Pelagius	over	many	years.	In	doing	
this,	he	demonstrated	that	he	had	no	command	whatsoever	
of	any	sound	Bible	doctrine	and	reverted	back	to	his	
Manichaean	doctrine	in	order	to	refute	Pelagius.	Augustine	
then	went	on	to	go	down	as	the	father	of	Catholic	theology.	
So	two	heretics,	Augustine	and	Pelagius,	shaped	theological	
thinking	for	the	next	1,000	years,	and	ushered	in	the	dark	
ages.	Both	Luther	and	Calvin	thought	that	Augustine	was	hot	
stuff,	so	the	Catholic	squabble	known	as	the	reformation	was



…merely	a	revival	of	Augustine’s	Manichaean	Gnosticism	on	
the	theological	front.	Of	course	Calvin	was	much	worse	than	
Luther,	but	both	of	them	went	on	to	establish	baby-baptizing	
state	churches	that	basically	wound	up	as	Catholic-lite	but	
with	non-papal	jurisdiction,	all	the	while	continuing	the	
persecution	of	the	anabaptists.	So	that	is	the	second	way	a	
system	can	be	connected	to	Gnosticism,	by	perpetuating	
actual	tenants	that	were	taught,	though	perhaps	in	modified	
or	diluted	form.	
Manes	was	a	promulgator	of	what	we	might	today	call	
Theosophy,	as	popularized	by	Madam	Helena	Petrovna	
Blavatsky.	That	is,	a	blending	of	all	theological	and	
philosophical	thought	deemed	to	be	relevant	into	a	single	
unified	system.	Manes	included	doctrines	from	the	far	east,	
Christianity,	and	some	from	Paganism.	



Manichaeism	was	a	Christian	form	of	Gnosticism,	in	that	it	
attempts	to	incorporate	Jesus	of	Nazareth	as	a	key	religious	
figure.	
While	the	book	of	1	John	was	written	around	or	before	AD	
90,	and	Arius	and	Manes	didn’t	come	around	until	later,	
Gnosticism	was	still	prevalent.	Gnosticism	predates	Manes,	
and	predates	Christianity	as	well.	It	just	came	to	incorporate	
Christ	when	he	arrived	since	it	was	a	major	system.	
So	regarding	Christ,	Arian	type	thinking	was	that	Christ	was	
mere	flesh	and	could	not	have	also	been	God.	Gnostic	
thinking	was	that	if	Jesus	was	God,	he	could	not	have	actually	
been	real,	physical	flesh.	It’s	important	to	note	that	these	
types	of	dualistic	systems	were	around	long	before	Christ	
came.	But	when	Christ	did	come,	they	incorporated	Christ	
into	their	official	systems.	



It	was	not	unique	or	new	for	these	systems	to	incorporate	
new	systems	that	arose.	That	was	a	means	of	staying	
relevant.	But	it	is	helpful	to	note	that	these	systems	are	
basically	pagan	systems	that	incorporate	Christ	as	an	after	
thought,	and	not	as	a	starting	point.	
Now,	for	a	Christ-follower	in	the	first	century,	with	no	Bible,	it	
would	be	very	easy	to	stay	separate	from	forms	of		paganism	
that	renounced	Christ,	or	did	not	recognize	him.	But	imagine	
how	confusing	it	might	be	for	a	new	believer	without	a	
complete	Bible	to	be	confronted	with	all	these	conflicting	
systems,	all	claiming	to	possess	the	real	truth	about	Jesus	of	
Nazareth.	It	was	likely	difficult	for	some	to	realize	the	
difference	between	learning	something	new	but	legitimate	
about	Christ,	vs.	accepting	something	that	constituted	
transitioning	to	a	false	pagan	system	that	merely	



…incorporated	Christ	into	their	theology.
So	to	the	first	century	Christian,	these	forms	of	paganism	
were	presenting	themselves	as	being	harmless	as	an	
alternative	denomination	is	to	a	pluralist,	but	they	were	
actually	teaching	dangerous	and	fundamentally	different	
concepts	under	the	guise	of	Christianity.	

So	the	type	of	deception	that’s	occurring	here	is	not	like	a	
representative	of	a	known	alternate	trying	to	persuade	them	
to	change	to	a	new	belief	system.	These	are	people	coming	
along,	claiming	to	also	be	Christians	like	them,	but	also	
claming to	have	additional	information	about	Christ,	belief	or	
practice	that	they	don’t	have	yet.	
Therefore,	when	John	is	equipping	them	to	fight	falsehood,	



…he	can’t	just	give	them	labels,	like,	stay	away	from	xyz	
denomination.	He	has	to	identify	them	by	claim	and	practice.	
So	these	are	people	claiming	to	be	Christians	like	them,	but	
they	believe	or	practice	something	that	isn’t	true.	Look	
carefully	at	how	John	words	this.	
1	John	1:6	(KJV)	
6	 If	we	say that	we	have	fellowship	with	him,	and	walk	in	
darkness,	we	lie,	and	do	not	the	truth:	
1	John	1:8	(KJV)	
8	 If	we	say that	we	have	no	sin,	we	deceive	ourselves,	and	
the	truth	is	not	in	us.	
1	John	1:10	(KJV)	
10	 If	we	say that	we	have	not	sinned,	we	make	him	a	liar,	
and	his	word	is	not	in	us.	



So	somebody	is	claiming	to	have	fellowship	with	God	but	
they	are	walking	in	darkness,	so	John	tells	them	how	to	spot	
the	phony.	
So	the	Christian	says,	“Christ	died	for	our	sins.” But	these	
phonies	follow	up	with,	“We	don’t	have	any	sin	that	someone	
else	needs	to	die	for.”
The	Christian	says,	“But	we	are	sinners	and	need	a	
Savior!” The	phonies	say,	“Speak	for	yourself	buddy.	I’m	
one	of	the	chosen.	I	we	don’t	have	this	sin	problem	you	
speak	of.	Our	real	selves	are	spiritual,	and	it’s	just	the	
flesh,	not	us,	that	did	the	sinning.	We	just	need	to	be	
spiritual	instead	of	material.”
So	if	someone	is	saying	or	claiming	this	stuff	about	sin,	
then	the	truth	is	not	in	them,	and	they	aren’t	really	one	of	
us.	



So	what	we	see	in	the	book	of	1	John	is	a	list	of	claims	that	
are	designed	to	counter	the	claims	of	false	brethren	who	
aren’t	really	Bible	Christians.	We	can	ascertain	what	these	
seducers	were	teaching	simply	by	looking	at	what	John	is	
saying	and	asking	the	question,	“What	would	a	false	teacher	
be	saying	so	that	John	felt	like	he	need	to	correct	it	with	this	
statement?”	Everything	in	1	John	is	correct	errors	that	were	
being	taught	by	seducers,	antichrists,	and	liars.	
So	what	John	is	doing	here	is	what	we	would	call	in	the	IT	
world,	establishing	a	baseline.	A	baseline	is	the	establishment	
of	a	known	configuration	for	a	system	or	group	of	systems	so	
that	any	variation	can	be	addressed	by	comparing	and	
turning	back	to	the	baseline.	For	example,	an	IT	baseline	for	
any	company	would	include	either	minimum	or	specific	
hardware	configuration	requirements.	



A	hardware	baseline	would	be	like	saying,	“All	workstations	
will	be	Dell	Latitude	5450	with	an	i7,	at	least	a	500GB	hard	
drive,	8GB	of	RAM,	and	a	Video	card	that	supports	
simultaneous	HDMI,	DVI	and	mini-display	port.”
The	hardware	baseline	would	go	on	to	specify	servers,	
network	gear,	routers,	switches,	IDS,	IPS,	depending	on	what	
you	intended	to	outsource	or	provision	in-house.	
Your	software	baseline	would	specify	operating	systems,	
security	software,	hardening	settings,	virtual	machines,	
application	software,	etc…	This	way,	whenever	something	
went	wrong,	you	could	always	go	back	to	the	baseline	to	re-
establish	operations.	Without	getting	into	backups	and	
configuration	restoration,	these	baselines	would	be	the	
starting	poing for	any	system,	and	the	basis	of	ongoing	
maintenance.	



John	is	re-establishing	a	baseline	with	these	believers.	Today,	
our	baseline	is	scripture.	But	remember,	these	early	believers	
didn’t	have	a	completed	Bible	like	we	do.	Their	Bible	was	the	
body	of	revealed	truth	up	to	that	time,	which	John	isn’t	
finished	writing	yet.	So	John	is	listing	the	truths	and	practices	
that	establish	the	correct	Christian	baseline	in	the	face	of	
seducers	and	antichrists,	so	this	gives	us	a	fairly	clear	look	at	
what	they	were	teaching.	
When	it	comes	to	Christ,	he	came	in	the	flesh.	When	it	comes	
to	the	identity	of	Jesus,	he	is	the	Son	of	God.	When	it	comes	
to	other	Christians,	we	love	them.	When	it	comes	to	practical	
behavior,	we	pursue	righteousness.	
What	this	means	is	that	there	are	some	people	saying	that	
Christ	is	not	come	in	the	flesh,	probably	saying	that	he	was	
just	a	spirit	of	some	kind.	



Someone	is	apparently	teaching	that	Jesus	is	not	the	Son	of	
God,	or	maybe	that	God	didn’t	have	any	Son	at	all	of	any	
kind,	like	the	Muslims	teach.	Somebody	was	supporting	the	
spiteful	and	hateful	treatment	of	other	groups	of	Christians,	
and	somebody	was	spreading	the	idea	that	the	Christian	life	
is	a	free-for-all	of	hedonism	and	frivolity.	They	were	probably	
teaching	that	you	could	do	whatever	the	material	flesh	wants	
because	it	cannot	cross	over	and	affect	the	spirit	realm.	
So	John	is	up	against	all	sorts	of	fundamentally	false	
teachings	that	are	all	coming	from	people	who	claim	to	be	
followers	of	Jesus	of	Nazareth.	With	so	much	opposition	
coming	from	so	many	directions,	calling	out	the	specific	
groups,	individuals	and	falsehoods	exhaustively	would	likely	
be	a	daunting	and	lengthy	undertaking.	



So	instead,	John	opts	through	the	Holy	Spirit	to	re-dress	the	
basic	fundamentals	of	Christian	belief	and	practice	that	are	
under	attack.	In	Revelation,	John	calls	out	the	Nicolaitans	
when	relaying	Christ’s	words,	and	in	3	John,	he	singles	out	
Diotrephes.	We	know	that	Paul	singles	out	false	teachers	by	
name	all	the	time.	But	John’s	approach	here	in	this	situation	
is	to	issue	a	blanket	resistance	of	error	by	recovering	the	
basic	fundamental	truths	and	practices	that	should	occupy	
the	Christians’	attentions	and	efforts.	
So	as	we	go	through	the	specifications	listed	in	the	book	of	
John,	we	can	fairly	easily	ascertain	what	the	error	was	that	he	
was	fighting	against.	



Revelation	2:6	(KJV)	
6	 But	this	thou	hast,	that	thou	

hatest the	deeds	of	the	
Nicolaitans,	which	I	also	hate.

Revelation	2:15	(KJV)	
15	 So	hast	thou	also	them	that	

hold	the	doctrine	of	the	
Nicolaitans,	which	thing	I	hate.

3	John	1:9	(KJV)	
9	 I	wrote	unto	the	church:	but	
Diotrephes,	who	loveth to	have	
the	preeminence	among	them,	

receiveth us	not.



Baseline	of	Faith	and	Practice:
- those	in	fellowship,	walk	in	the	light	- 1:5-7
- we	have	sin,	and	have	sinned,	and	must	confess	it	- 1:8-10
- Christ	is	propitiation	for	the	sins	of	the	whole	world	- 2:2
- Those	who	know	Christ	keep	his	commandments	- 2:3-4
- Those	who	abide	in	Christ	walk	to	reflect	it	- 2:6
- Those	in	the	light	love	their	brother	- 2:9
- Sins	are	forgiven	- 2:12
- The	world	cannot	overcome	the	believer	- 2:13-14
- Those	that	love	God	do	his	will	and	do	not	love	the	world	- 2:15-17
- There	are	many	antichrists	who	oppose	Christ	and	His	Church
- Jesus	is	the	Christ	- 2:22
- Jesus	is	the	Son	of	God	- 2:22-23
- STICK	WITH	WHAT	YOU’VE	HEARD	FROM	THE	START	- 2:24
- Eternal	life	is	associated	with	the	Jesus	and	doctrine	I’ve	taught	you	- 2:25
- Some	of	them	have	been	seduced	already	- 2:26
- No	need	for	Esoteric	teachers	with	different	info	- 2:27
- We	are	sons	of	God	- 3:1-2
- Sons	purify	themselves	- 3:3
- Christ	is	the	means	of	taking	away	sin	- 3:5
- Righteousness	and	Sin	do	not	mix	- 3:7-9
- Love	the	brethren	- 3:10-18
- The	world	will	hate	you	- 3:13-15
- (those	claiming	to	be	Christians	were	joining	up	with	the	[Gnostics]	and	hating	the	Christians)
- Controversies	of	the	Spirits	- 3:24- flesh	wants	to	go	along	to	get	along,	but	something	inside	you	knows	better
- Jesus	Christ	is	come	in	the	flesh	- 4:2-3	(antichrist)
- Authoritative	info	sourcing	(not	exactly	consensus)	- 4:4-6
- Love	- 4:7-12	(propitiation,	love,	world	- 9-10)
- Spirit’s	Testimony	of	God’s	Son	as	Savior	of	the	World	- 4:13-14
- Jesus	is	the	Son	of	God	- 4:15
- God	is	love;	dwelling	in	God	is	dwelling	in	love	- 4:16
- Love	casts	out	fear	(false	systems	are	based	on	fear	for	self)	- 4:18
- Love	God	and	love	brother	- 4:19-20
- Those	who	believe	that	Jesus	is	the	Christ	are	the	ones	that	are	born	of	God	- 5:1
- Jesus	is	the	son	of	God	(this	is	in	reverse	order	from	v.	1)	- 5:5
- Jesus	is	a	natural	human	with	a	water	birth	and	blood	- 5:6
- Heavenly	unity	of	the	Father,	Hord,	Holy	Ghost	- 5:7
- Earthly	unity	of	Spirit,	Water,	Blood	- 5:8
- Deity	and	Humanity	of	Christ	- 5:7-8
- Witness	of	God	is	greater	than	the	witness	of	men	- 5:9
- God	gave	his	Son	- 5:10
- God	gave	enteral	life	in	His	son	- 5:11-12
- Believe	on	the	name	of	the	Son	of	God	(as	opposed	to	the	seducer’s	prescription	for	eternal	life)	- 5:13



I	know	this	font	is	small	and	it’s	not	practical	to	be	viewed	on	
this	video	screen.	I’ll	enlarge	it	in	smaller	portions	in	just	a	
second.	But	I	want	to	take	this	opportunity	to	emphasize	the	
importance	of	viewing	books	of	the	Bible	with	a	single	big-
picture	viewpoint.	These	passages	are	like	a	parade.	The	
details	of	each	float	would	need	to	be	viewed	up	close.	But	
the	whole	concept	of	the	parade	is	best	viewed	from	a	
skyscraper.	Remember	that	it’s	always	idea	to	move	from	
general	to	specific.	Start	with	a	large	perspective	and	
viewpoint,	and	then	hone	in	on	the	specifics,	keeping	the	
bigger	picture	in	mind.	It	is	failure	to	do	this	that	leads	to	
eisegesis.	That	is	we	tend	to	fill	in	the	gaps	of	what	we	don’t	
know	about	a	passage	with	our	own	pre-conceived	ideas	and	
biases.	What	we	want	instead	is	exegesis.	That	is,	the	text	
clearly	communicates	to	us	in	an	unobstructed	way,	exactly



…what	it	is	that	the	original	author	was	trying	to	say	to	the	
original	audience.	Once	we	can	see	this	clearly	without	any	
bias	or	obstruction,	that’s	when	we	can	start	asking	how	it	
applies	to	us	in	2018	doctrinally,	practically,	and	spiritually.	
The	clear	meaning	isn’t	always	obvious,	and	in	those	cases,	
we	need	to	identify	the	difficulty,	and	refrain	from	rushing	
hastily	in	to	an	application	that	might	not	match	the	actual	
intent	of	the	text.		The	tenants	of	Calvinism	are	arrived	at	
exactly	opposite	of	the	exegesis	process.	Calvinists	are	taught	
the	TULIP	system	and	associated	doctrines.	Then	they	
approach	scripture	with	no	regard	for	context	whatsoever,	in	
search	of	words	and	phrase	that	they	might	be	able	to	use	to	
bolster	their	TULIP	system,	completely	ignoring	the	original	
intent	of	the	author	to	the	original	audience.	The	only	time	
the	refer	to	context,	is	if	they	think	there’s	away	to	shade	it



…in	a	manner	that	further	bolsters	the	biases	of	their	system.	
For	example,	they’ll	point	to	the	Greeks	in	John	12:20	in	an	
attempt	to	support	the	idea	that	“all”	doesn’t	mean	“all”	in	
John	12:32,	but	they	still	have	no	interest	in	the	original	
intent.	So	it’s	not	that	they	never	refer	to	the	context	at	all.	
It’s	just	that	they	have	no	regard	whatsoever	for	the	unbiased	
original	intent	revealed	in	the	context.	They	are	only	
interested	in	what	they	think	can	help	them	bolster	the	
system	into	which	they	are	trying	to	cram	scripture,	and	with	
which	they	limit	God’s	sovereignty.	
So	lets	look	at	these	statements	John	makes,	and	consider	
what	false	teaching	might	have	prompted	John	to	reestablish	
the	baseline	of	truth	in	these	particular	areas.	



Baseline	of	Faith	and	Practice:
- those	in	fellowship,	walk	in	the	light	- 1:5-7	– those	walking	in	darkness	claimed	to	be	in	
fellowship	
- we	have	sin,	and	have	sinned,	and	must	confess	it	- 1:8-10	– sin	is	not	an	issue,	or	can	be	
addressed	some	other	way	
- Christ	is	propitiation	for	the	sins	of	the	whole	world	- 2:2

- 1	John	4:9-10,	14	– Christ	is	the	proper	propitiation	for	some	people,	but	the	rest	of	the	
people	either	don’t	need	Christ,	or	have	some	other	propitiation
- Those	who	know	Christ	keep	his commandments	- 2:3-4
- Those	who	abide	in	Christ	walk to	reflect	it	- 2:6
- Those	in	the	light	love	their	brother	- 2:9	– it’s	okay	to	hatefully	oppose
- Sins	are	forgiven	- 2:12	– asceticism	needed	to	have	sins	forgiven
- The	world	cannot	overcome	the	believer	- 2:13-14	– flesh	may	overcome	spirit
- Those	that	love	God	do	his	will	and	do	not	love	the	world	- 2:15-17	– Arian	and	Gnostic	systems	
were	faddish	and	politically	“correct”	at	the	time
- There	are	many	antichrists	who	oppose	Christ	and	His	Church	– 2:18
- Jesus	is	the	Christ	- 2:22- Jesus	is	not	the	anointed	one	/	Christ
- Jesus	is	the	Son	of	God	- 2:22-23	– Jesus	is	not	God’s	son	/	God	is	sonless
- STICK	WITH	WHAT	YOU’VE	HEARD	FROM	THE	START	- 2:24	– what	you’ve	heard	so	far	is	
incomplete	and	wrong
- Eternal	life	is	associated	with	the	Jesus	and	doctrine	I’ve	taught	you	- 2:25	– eternal	life	is	
attainable	through	other	means	according	to	some	other	teaching	or	effort	
- Some	of	them	have	been	seduced	already	- 2:26
- No	need	for	Esoteric	teachers	with	different	info	- 2:27	– useful	info	only	available	from	Gnostic	
gurus

John	1:41	(KJV)	
41	 He	first	findeth his	
own	brother	Simon,	
and	saith unto	him,	
We	have	found	the	
Messias,	which	is,	
being	interpreted,	

the	Christ.



- We	are	now sons	of	God	- 3:1-2	– some	other	group,	or	some	
extra	effort	required,	or	not	possible
- Sons	purify	themselves	- 3:3	– advocating	debauchery	with	no	
consequences
- Christ	is	the	means	of	taking	away	sin	- 3:5	– Christ	ineffective	/	
other	means	more	effective
- Righteousness	and	Sin	do	not	mix	- 3:7-9	– those	professing	to	
be	right	advocating	sin
- Love	the	brethren	- 3:10-18	– spiteful	against	the	brethren
- The	world	will	hate	you	- 3:13-15	– do	what’s	popular,	make	
everyone	line	you
- (those	claiming	to	be	Christians	were	joining	up	with	the	
[Gnostics]	and	hating	the	Christians)
- Controversies	of	the	Spirits	- 3:24- flesh	wants	to	go	along	to	
get	along,	but	something	inside	you	knows	better



- Jesus	Christ	is	come	in	the	flesh	- 4:2-3	– antichrist	saying	that	
Christ	cannot	be	a	material	being
- Authoritative	info	sourcing	(not	exactly	consensus)	- 4:4-6	– those	
who	listen	to	a	different	authority	do	so	because	they	are	of	a	
different	nature	and	have	a	different	authority
- Love	- 4:7-12	(propitiation,	love,	world	- 9-10)	– utilitarianism
- Spirit’s	Testimony	of	God’s	Son	as	Savior	of	the	World	- 4:13-14	–
Jesus	not	needed	for	entire	world,	regionalized,	other	saving	
options	available
- Jesus	is	the	Son	of	God	- 4:15	– Jesus	not	the	son,	or	God	didn’t	
have	a	son	
- God	is	love;	dwelling	in	God	is	dwelling	in	love	- 4:16	– God	is	
vindictive,	hateful	to	non-elect,	and	love	is	a	selective	peripheral,	
not	part	of	God’s	or	his	children's	nature
- Love	casts	out	fear	(false	systems	are	based	on	fear	for	self)	- 4:18	
– should	fear	non-selection	by	a	hateful,	vindictive	God
- Love	God	and	love	brother	- 4:19-20	– utilitarianism	



- Those	who	believe	that	Jesus	is	the	Christ	are	the	ones	that	are	born	of	
God	- 5:1	– those	that	thing	Jesus	is	not	the	anointed	one	are	among	the	
seducers
- Jesus	is	the	son	of	God	(this	is	in	reverse	order	from	v.	1)	- 5:5	–Jesus	is	
not	Son	of	God	
- Jesus	is	a	natural	human	with	a	water	birth	and	blood	- 5:6	– Jesus	was	
only	a	spirit	
- Heavenly	unity	of	the	Father,	Word,	Holy	Ghost	- 5:7	– Word/Jesus	could	
not	be	part	of	heavenly	unity
- Earthly	unity	of	Spirit,	Water,	Blood	- 5:8	– Spirit	cannot	be	part	of	
material	unity
- Deity	and	Humanity	of	Christ	- 5:7-8	– can	be	one	or	the	other;	not	both
- Witness	of	God	is	greater	than	the	witness	of	men	- 5:9	– what	men	
think	is	of	greatest	consequence	– concensus
- God	gave	his	Son	- 5:10	– God	has	no	Son
- God	gave	enteral	life	in	His	son	- 5:11-12	– eternal	life	is	gained	through	
effort	not	a	possession	of	the	Son	of	God
- Believe	on	the	name	of	the	Son	of	God	- 5:13	– there	is	an	alternate	
prescription	for	eternal	life

1	John	5:5	(KJV)	
5	 Who	is	he	that	
overcometh the	
world,	but	he	that	
believeth	that	Jesus	
is	the	Son	of	God?



1	John	4:5-6	(KJV)	
5	 They are	of	the	world:	therefore	speak	they of	the	world,	and	the	
world	heareth them.	
6	 We are	of	God:	he	that	knoweth God	heareth us;	he	that	is	not	of	
God	heareth not	us.	Hereby	know	we the	spirit	of	truth,	and	the	
spirit	of	error.	
“We”:
1	John	1:1-3	(KJV)	
1	 That	which	was	from	the	beginning,	which	we have	heard,	which	
we have	seen	with	our	eyes,	which	we have	looked	upon,	and	our
hands	have	handled,	of	the	Word	of	life;	
2	 (For	the	life	was	manifested,	and	we have	seen	it,	and	bear	
witness,	and	shew	unto	you	that	eternal	life,	which	was	with	the	
Father,	and	was	manifested	unto	us;)	
3	 That	which	we have	seen	and	heard	declare	we unto	you,	that	ye	
also	may	have	fellowship	with	us:	and	truly	our fellowship	is with	
the	Father,	and	with	his	Son	Jesus	Christ.



John	is	establishing	the	authoritative	source	of	information.	That	
authoritative	source	is	the	eyewitnesses	that	John	keeps	referring	
to	as	we,	us,	and	our.	These	witnesses	have	seen	the	risen	Jesus,	
and	were	entrusted	as	the	custodians	of	His	truth.	

If	a	person	claims	to	be	a	Christian,	but	they	follow	some	authority	
other	than	the	Bible,	then	they	are	not	Christian,	because	they’re	
following	the	wrong	authority,	not	because	there	is	a	lack	of	ability	
or	a	barrier	to	becoming	a	Christian.	This	passage	in	1	John	4:5-6	is	
the	companion	passage	to	John	10:26:
John	10:26	(KJV)	
26	 But	ye	believe	not,	because	ye	are	not	of	my	sheep,	as	I	said	
unto	you.	
Jesus	isn’t	saying	that	these	people	lack	the	ability	to	believe	
because	they	haven’t	been	chosen	to	be	sheep.	He’s	saying	that	
they	claim	to	be	in	Jehovah’s	flock,	but	if	they	really	were,	they’d	
listen	to	Jehovah’s	Messiah	and	believe	him.	The	reason	they	



Don’t	believe	Johovah’s Messiah	and	listen	to	him	is	because	they	
have	some	authority	other	than	Jehovah,	and	their	identity	claim	is	
false.	They	are	seeking	their	own	self	righteousness,	following	the	
Babylonian	Talmud,	and	interested	in	preserving	their	political	
capital	in	the	Roman	government.	That	is	their	authority.	That	is	
what	they	worship,	and	that	is	why	they	don’t	believe	Jesus.	It’s	
because	they	are	somebody	else’s	sheep.	They	have	a	different	
authority.	There	is	no	statement	here	that	they	cannot	repent,	
believe	and	become	sheep.	Quite	the	opposite,	in	fact.	
To	bring	this	into	2018,	take	Mormon’s	for	example.	They	claim	to	
be	Christians,	but	they	don’t	believe	the	Pauline	revelation	in	
scripture.	The	reason	is	because	they	have	a	different	authority.	
They	have	a	different	Jesus.	These	statements	John	is	making	are	
situationally	declarative	statements.	They	are	no	fatalistic	
determinism	statements.	These	statements	declare	a	circumstance,	
not	a	devine decree.	They	are	intended	to	inform,	not	exclude.



So	someone	that	claims	to	be	of	God	but	doesn’t	give	a	flip	about	
what	John	is	saying	is	not	in	fact	of	God,	because	as	an	apostle,	
John	is	one	of	God’s	chosen	spokesmen,	and	that	is	how	God’s	
truth	is	dispensed.	So	for	all	those	who	express	interest	in	following	
the	truth	of	Jesus,	John	is	the	only	place	to	get	it;	the	other	
apostles	are	dead	by	now.	So	it	is	John	and	the	writings	of	the	
others,	or	as	John	says,	“We.”	If	you	claim	to	be	a	follower	of	Jesus	
but	you’re	getting	your	doctrine	from	Gnostic	guru	Nicolas	or	
Diotrephes,	then	you	are	not,	in	fact,	a	follower	of	Jesus.	And	
Christians	should	not	listen	to	those	who	mind	that	external,	non-
authentic	source	of	information	and	authority.	



1	John	2:29	(KJV)	
29	 If	ye	know	that	he	is	righteous,	ye	know	that	every	one	that	
doeth	righteousness	is	born	of	him.	

Calvinism:
If	ye	know	that	he	is	righteous,	ye	know	that	every	one	that	doeth	
righteousness,	as	in	believes	the	Gospel,	was	born	of	him	prior	to	
believing.

Calvinists	take	a	practical	passage	about	he	behavior	of	the	Christian	and	
how	it	should	compare	with	the	seducers	who	claim	to	be	Christian	but	
live	a	hedonistic	lifestyle,	and	they	twist	it	into	a	Gnostic-style	order	of	
salvation	proof	text.	They	need	a	passage	that	says	people	are	born	of	God	
prior	to	believing	the	Gospel.	So	they	take	this	passage,	divorce	it	from	the	
context,	and	convert	it.	The	righteousness	is	converted	into	believing	the	
Gospel,	and	the	“born	of	God”	phrase	is	said	to	have	occurred	ahead	of	
time.	



If	you	know	the	context	of	the	book	it’s	sad	and	laughable	that	
anyone	would	try	to	use	1	John	2:29	in	this	fashion	at	all.	In	this	
scenario,	there	are	opposing	groups	both	claiming	to	be	born	of	
God.	The	Gnostics	and	Epicureans	are	running	around	like	the	
devil,	and	the	Christians	are	trying	to	keep	their	act	together.	John	
is	letting	these	young,	seduced	believers	know	that	the	ones	that	
are	actually	putting	their	behavioral	money	where	their	mouth	is	
are	the	ones	that	are	actually	born	of	God,	and	the	other	ones	are	
just	running	their	mouths.	This	has	nothing	whatsoever	to	do	with	
the	order	of	how	people	get	saved.	This	is	not	an	evangelistic	
passage.	It’s	a	“separate	the	sheep	from	the	goats”	passage.	



1	John	4:1-3	(KJV)	
1	 Beloved,	believe	not	every	spirit,	but	try	the	spirits	whether	
they	are	of	God:	because	many	false	prophets	are	gone	out	into	
the	world.	
2	 Hereby	know	ye	the	Spirit	of	God:	Every	spirit	that	confesseth
that	Jesus	Christ	is	come	in	the	flesh	is	of	God:	
3	 And	every	spirit	that	confesseth not	that	Jesus	Christ	is	come	in	
the	flesh	is	not	of	God:	and	this	is	that	spirit of	antichrist,	
whereof	ye	have	heard	that	it	should	come;	and	even	now	
already	is	it	in	the	world.	

This	is	not	a	blanket	statement	that	is	intended	to	be	divorced	
from	the	context	and	imposed	on	to	every	situation	that	one	
may	encounter.	This	text	should	be	localized	to	the	context	of	
this	specific	situation,	that	is,	of	people	who	claim	to	be	
Christians,	those	who	have	a	spirit	confessing	the	Jesus	is	coming	
in	the



Flesh	is	of	God,	and	those	who	don’t	aren’t.	That’s	as	far	as	this	
should	be	taken.	
Let	me	show	you	an	example.	Remember	this	from	chapter	2?
1	John	2:22-23	(KJV)	
22	 Who	is	a	liar	but	he	that	denieth that	Jesus	is	the	Christ?	He	is	
antichrist,	that	denieth the	Father	and	the	Son.	
23	 Whosoever	denieth the	Son,	the	same	hath	not	the	Father:	
(but)	he	that	acknowledgeth the	Son	hath	the	Father	also.	
Mark	5:5-8	(KJV)	
5	 And	always,	night	and	day,	he	was	in	the	mountains,	and	in	the	
tombs,	crying,	and	cutting	himself	with	stones.	
6	 But	when	he	saw	Jesus	afar	off,	he	ran	and	worshipped	him,	
7	 And	cried	with	a	loud	voice,	and	said,	What	have	I	to	do	with	
thee,	Jesus,	thou Son	of	the	most	high	God? I	adjure	thee	by	
God,	that	thou	torment	me	not.	
8	 For	he	said	unto	him,	Come	out	of	the	man,	thou unclean	spirit.	



Even	the	devils	know	what	the	truth	is,	and	they	can	confess	it	
when	put	on	the	spot.	But	the	point	of	1	John	is	that	when	it	
comes	to	this	issue,	this	is	the	truth,	and	this	is	the	lie.	When	it	
comes	to	this	issue,	those	who	say	this	are	good	guys,	and	those	
who	say	the	other	are	the	seducers	and	bad	guys.	Remember,	
that	is,	in	the	situation	context	of	that	specific	issue	among	
people	claiming	to	be	believers.	These	are	not	blanket	
statements	for	every	circumstance,	so	attention	must	be	paid	to	
the	circumstantial	context	both	in	the	passage	of	scripture,	and	
in	the	situation	where	this	might	be	applied	in	present-day	life.	



While	we’re	dealing	with	this	kind	of	thing.		A	similar	thing	
happens	over	in	1	Corinthians	12	when	dealing	with	
Charismatics.	When	they	are	warned	about	the	Kundalini	spirit	
and	false	spirits	that	they	might	summon,	they	usually	retort	
with	something	like	this:
1	Corinthians	12:3	(KJV)	
3	 Wherefore	I	give	you	to	understand,	that	no	man	speaking	by	
the	Spirit	of	God	calleth Jesus	accursed:	and	that no	man	can	say	
that	Jesus	is	the	Lord,	but	by	the	Holy	Ghost.	



Now,	if	the	proper	understanding	of	that	verse	were	in	
accordance	with	how	they	are	using	it,	then	they	have	no	way	to	
explain	this:
Matthew	7:21-23	(KJV)	
21	 Not	every	one	that	saith unto	me,	Lord,	Lord,	shall	enter	into	
the	kingdom	of	heaven;	but	he	that	doeth	the	will	of	my	Father	
which	is	in	heaven.	
22	 Many	will	say	to	me	in	that	day,	Lord,	Lord,	have	we	not	
prophesied	in	thy	name?	and	in	thy	name	have	cast	out	devils?	
and	in	thy	name	done	many	wonderful	works?	
23	 And	then	will	I	profess	unto	them,	I	never	knew	you:	depart	
from	me,	ye	that	work	iniquity.



Matthew	7:21-23	(KJV)	
21	 Not	every	one	that	saith unto	me,	
Lord,	Lord,	shall	enter	into	the	
kingdom	of	heaven;	but	he	that	
doeth	the	will	of	my	Father	which	is	
in	heaven.	
22	 Many	will	say	to	me	in	that	day,	
Lord,	Lord,	have	we	not	prophesied	
in	thy	name?	and	in	thy	name	have	
cast	out	devils?	and	in	thy	name	
done	many	wonderful	works?	
23	 And	then	will	I	profess	unto	them,	
I	never	knew	you:	depart	from	me,	
ye	that	work	iniquity.	

1	Corinthians	12:3	(KJV)	
3	 Wherefore	I	give	you	to	
understand,	that	no	man	
speaking	by	the	Spirit	of	
God	calleth Jesus	
accursed:	and	that no	
man	can	say	that	Jesus	is	
the	Lord,	but	by	the	Holy	
Ghost.	



1	John	4:7	(KJV)	
7	 Beloved,	let	us	love	one	another:	for	love	is	of	God;	and	every	
one	that	loveth	is	born	of	God,	and	knoweth God.	

I	recently	saw	this	one	used	as	a	proof	text	by	a	Calvinist.	I	
presume	that	they	think	it’s	saying	that	you	cannot	love	God	until	
you	are	born	of	God.	I	don’t	know	what	they	think	this	is	proving.	
Loving	God	is	not	the	plan	of	salvation	anywhere	in	scripture	that	
I’ve	ever	seen.	Loving	God	comes	as	a	result	of	salvation	which	
must	be	preceded	by	belief.		The	attempt	to	use	this	verse	as	a	
proof	text	caused	my	disappointment	in	the	person	to	swell	even	
higher	than	it	already	was.	It’s	such	a	bad	choice	of	a	Gnostic	
proof	text	that	I	cannot	imagine	it	even	needing	any	explanation.	
There	are	lost	people	right	now	who	are	loving,	kind,	selfless,	
giving,	caring,	and	who	genuinely	love	others.	So	this	is	a	
situation	and	context	mismatch	for	our	Gnostic	friends.		



1	John	5:1	(KJV)	
1	 Whosoever	believeth	that	Jesus	is	the	Christ	is	born	of	God:	
and	every	one	that	loveth	him	that	begat	loveth	him	also	that	is	
begotten	of	him.	
Again,	the	context	settles	this	one	in	short	order.	Among	those	
claiming	to	be	followers	of	Jesus,	those	who	say	that	Jesus	is	the	
anointed	Messiah,	the	Christ,	are	the	ones	that	are	born	of	God	
on	this	side	of	the	controversy,	and	those	who	claim	he	is	not	the	
Christ	are	the	ones	that	aren’t	born	of	God.	
This	has	to	do	with	determining	the	spirit	of	truth	and	the	spirit	
of	error	when	it	comes	to	this	specific	controversy	of	whether	or	
not	Jesus	is	the	Christ,	among	those	who	claim	to	be	followers	of	
Jesus	of	Nazareth.	So	when	you	come	into	a	room	full	of	
professing	Christians	and	this	is	the	issue	that	divides	them,	this	
guidance	from	John	simply	lays	out	who	the	good	guys	and	bad	
guys	are	in	this	circumstance,	for	this	controversy.	



This	proof	text	of	Calvinists	can	get	pretty	ridiculous	when	you	
remove	it	from	its	circumstantial	and	controversial	context.	For	
example,	there	are	a	lot	of	lost	Catholics	walking	around	right	
now	who	believe	that	Jesus	is	the	Christ,	that	He	came	in	the	
flesh,	and	that	He	is	the	Son	of	God.		But	they’re	not	trusting	
Christ.	They’re	trusting	their	works,	the	sacraments,	and	Mary.	In	
the	dark	ages	they	killed	Christians	by	the	millions	for	not	
submitting	to	their	magisterium.	How’s	that	for	loving	the	
brethren.	
You	see,	if	you	take	any	one	of	these	issue	and	try	to	make	it	the	
end-all,	be-all	statement	of	truth	that	can	be	blanket	across	
whatever	situation	your	bias	determines,	you	basically	have	no	
Bible.	You	have	no	authority	other	than	your	own	bias	and	
presuppositions.	If	you	claim	to	be	a	Christian,	but	Calvinism	is	
your	authority,	then	you	don’t	hear	us,	that	is	Jesus	and	the	Bible	
when	he	said	that	he	died	for	all	and	that	he	is	the		



Propitiation	for	the	sins	of	the	whole	world	because	you	have	
some	authority	other	than	scripture.	Just	like	these	early	
Gnostics	had	some	authority	other	than	John	and	the	apostles	
from	where	they	obtained	their	authoritative	information.	
Modern	day	Calvinists	have	neo-gnostic	system	from	which	they	
get	their	authority	for	the	matter	of	soteriology.	They	have	no	
regard	for	what	scripture	says	in	the	context	in	which	it	appears	
because	God	through	His	Word	is	not	the	authority	of	the	
Calvinist.	Something	else	is.	The	TULIP	is.	They	are	not	of	us	
because	if	they	were	of	us,	they	would	hear	our	words.	They	
therefore	hear	them	not	because	they	are	not	of	God.	If	they	
were	Jesus’	sheep,	they	would	believe	Jesus.	But	they	believe	not	
because	they	are	not	Jesus’	sheep.	They	are	someone	else’s	
sheep.	But	if	you	are	a	Calvinist,	you	are	cordially	invited	to	
repent	and	believe	the	Gospel,	either	for	the	first	time,	or	to	
come	back	home	to	basic,	sound,	biblical	doctrine.	



In	Summary,	we	looked	at	how	Calvinists	see	and	use	1	John	5:1	
through	their	Calvinist	colored	glasses	which	add	concepts	to	
passages	that	simply	aren’t	there	in	their	original	form.	
John	gives	very	clear	purpose	verses	for	why	he	is	writing,	and	
among	those	are	passages	about	seducers	and	antichrists.	We	
can	tell	what	falsehoods	they	were	teaching	by	how	John	
answers	their	doctrine	with	simple	directives	about	the	person	of	
Jesus	Christ	and	the	behavior	and	love	of	the	believer	that	should	
serve	as	the	doctrinal	baseline	of	truth	to	protect	against	any	
error	that	would	lead	people	astray.	
Passages	should	be	interpreted	in	accordance	with	their	stated	
purpose	and	in	accordance	with	the	context,	history,	culture,	and	
original	intent	from	the	original	author	to	the	original	audience.	
Only	then	can	we	ascertain	a	proper	application	for	believers	in	
2018.	We	should	never	force	passages	of	scripture	to	align	with	
our	biases	and	pre-conceived	ideas	known	as	presuppositions.
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