
CA CONCEPT PR  ATION AND
THE DISPOSSESSION

In thıs artıcle deal ıth Calvın’s COoncept of predestinatıon
from the viewpolnt of PEISCVECIANCO and possess10n. Kver SINCEe the
CONLrOVEISY between Augustine and elagıus the fOocus of the debate

predestination has een maınly problems elated the reedom
of 11l the ack of it It 15 DUIDOSC in thıs rng the
surface I1NOTC archaıc ayer underlyıng LNOTC sophısticate argumen
oOu the dependence OT independence of the human facultıes and the
dıstiınctions wıthın dıvıneY and that 15 the problem of possess10n.
The apostle Paul, for ONC, has phrased predestinatıon 1in of
possession and it 15 tIraces of thıs notion that C discern in the MOST
artıculate eiender of predestinatıon, Calvın For 1CAaSONS of time and

CONCENTLrate Calvın, eing unable elaborate the intr1ı-
CaC1les of the prehistory of predestinatıon in ıts oundıng athers, the
apostle Paul and Augustine. Yet they do make theır ADPCATANCC, 197011
the maın characters of but illustrators —I 1NOTC en than
not Dy WaY of CoOontiras of Calvın’'s Stance par from spatıal CCO-

NOMNLY, there 1S another 1C4A4SON for theır relatıve absence. I, in VIEW,
Calvın’s doctrine of predestinatıon Cal somehow be artıculated, both
Paul and Augustine aTrec much harder nuft crack. Theıirs 15
anguage and hought IC 1S much INOTEC en1gmatıc and, in
inaccessıble than (Calvın’s. Dealıng, then, ıth Calvın S: far d

concerned, only the beginnıng of longer trajectory into the hıstory of
C such free wıll. 9 PDEISCVCIANCC, possess1ion and PIC-
destinatıon.

DE ın hıs early works, Augustıine, 1ke acrobat, has PIOVCN
hımself be capable of intellectua and lıterary flex1bilıty, SOOMN d

predestinatıon becomes the 1Sssue all he FreSOTTS 1S the of
am s tall (as the improper UsSCcC of the peccare) and

(as the ultımate oıft of the nlon peccare/mort). No attempt
1S made to back thıs of 15S and damnatıon the fragıle
fabrıc of S12NS covering the inner workıngs of the mınd, mınd

less than man’s mıind, that 1S, let alone that the problem of tiıme,
NCC prominently and enıgmatıically present, WOU be appeale {O
in order sharpen the CONLOUFTS of man’s ımpossı1ıble fate Here
OuC of IrONY makes itself felt Had nNOTL the works the human
condıtıion, be ıt the prıvate fate of the sinner-beliıever in the Confes-
SLIONS, the fate of mankınd in De CiVviıtate de1 OT the fate of the Irmity-
INa in De friınıtate, een mar by the subhtle configuration of tiıme,
plot and estiny? So subtle, indeed, that time Was SCCIH destroy the
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poss1ıbılıty of plot altogether forciıng the searchıing mınd (8) COMEC
ıth efıned poetica alternatıves ıf ıt wanted tell the
combıned StOTI1eSs of INan, mankınd and ıts maker and redeemer In
PTODCI WAaY. All the I1NOTEC remarkable the SLOTY of predestinatıon (378!
in the deceptive splendour of ıts sımplıicıty. Here ave SLOTY and
SOI1 plot indeed am s fall and redemption in the 1g of
hıdden Judgement. But, for al] ıts solıdıty, thıs 1$ ıth A crack
In G crack that 15 far firom urnıng the narratıve into tragıc ON
Since ıt 1S iımpossı1ıble 18 cConnect the beginnıng the end, the
CcCannot be told al all flat As result, Knowıng OTr belıeving
hat 111 be In the embrace of eternity, wWwe be agaın d

were.‘ Does hıs not sound ıke redemption the condıtion of
nother What then 1s left, in Augustine’s CONCepL of predes-
tiınatıon, of the complex of tıme, plot and INCMOLY in IC the end
W as underlyıng the beginnıng, ope OT else despaır. be redeemed
irom fıre by tiıre ” FOr, unless able ook hıstory in the face
and keep ıts unfathomable darkness Day, ere 18 po1in in lookıng
ea At the Same time ıt 1s crystal clear for Augustine that INan 1S
utterly incapable of o1ng Just that, of dealıng ıth the of the
past, of getting gr1p of beginnıing. To dısentangle thıs knot of the

and absence of eing and time had een Augustine’s
lıfelong ambıtion and preoccupatıon: reach Out for the word that
WOU constıitute the integrity of time whether ın the gulse of
behavıoura continence, and V1IS1ON of mınd, the MOovements of
the Irınıty encompassıng both dıvıne and human memorI1es, the
vic1ssıtudes of the CIty of God preserving 1fs identity, however hıdden,
throughout 1fs to1lsome ]JOUrNeYy earth; ambıtıon, in er words,
that almed AME integrating solution into question, question into
solution, future into past, past and future into present (G1ven
oOse antecedents of desıre and of hope and despaıir, ıt legıt1-
mate ask hOow much of that obsessive attention 0€es sound hrough
in the repetit1veness of hıstory's SUMMAAaLY the iırresistıble gıift of
estiny?

Augustine’s super10r emMmbDoOodıie: by predestinatıon
sılence past VOICES Dy speakıng for them hus recastıng the

polyphony of past performances into monologue, mOonody, OT,
rather, into Word spoken HGE and for all Yet there 15 flaw 1n
putting thıngs thıs WAY. For aboundıng ıIn Christ WOU SCCIN

that in the COUTSC of time thıngs ave changed for the better and

7 e Four Quartets (Lättle Gıidding 1V), Collected Poems London,
AA
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that, from the human viewponnt al least posterl10r1, that 1s the
notion of hıstory only makes if 1ts nature of SUCCESSIVENESS 15
eing acknowledged. am s SIN has In ONC WdYy another een
overtaken Dy (Ohrist’s atonement and ere 1S denyıng that the
former EeV 18 precede Dy the latter. TOom the viewpoınnt of
iıtself the pıcture 00 dıfferent, however. ere ıt 1S NnOT only
irresistıble that Urs the boundarıes between pastT, present and
future ; WOUuU in WaY be acceptable the eXpress1o0n of

supra-temporal decree. More problematıcally, the human
tOo iırresistıble WOU Dy definıtion, 21650 be a_

mınated by the radıatıon of super10r revealıng iıtself In ıts
anthropologıica disgulse of DETISCVCTANCE. In 1e W ıt 15 the nature
of PETISCVCIANCE that 15 the CX of Augustine’s SO-Calle doctrine of
predestinatıon rather than the accompanyıng problems of free ıll and
divıne wılfulness Or, put ıt INOTIC precıisely, the problems of free
1ll and dıyıne decree Can only be properly esse'\ the condıtiıon
that they be embedded in PEISCVCIANCO, in notion, that 1S, In b 5 Br
time and eternıty meeflt AnYy er optıon WOU end iın ONEC

elagıan Stance another SInNCEe it WOU hypostatıse the human 1ll
into sei of a-tempora faculties be sed anytıme and anywhere
ı11e remaınıng uncorrupted an incorruptible themselves ugus-
tine’s problem, the other hand, would SCCIHN be that ın order
maıntaın sustainabılıty and durabılıty, such DETSECVCIANC would only
be poss1ıble f eing predestine WOU INCall eing possessed by the
spırıt of Christ such degree be replaced by hım And,
a  oug Augustine 15 less adıcal than the oundıng father of
predestinatıon, the apostle Paul, whose physıca language of e_
SS10N (1 1$ longer who lıve but T1S who lıves ın me (Gal 19-
20) he interestingly shuns, ere 15 ou that for hım Chriıst has
indeed become the all-absorbing centre of hıstory As James etzel
pUuts ıt elegantly: "The doetrine of predestination becomes. in CSSCIHCE,
the claım that TISEU'S umanıty 1s prior am:s: 6 Vn though Jesus
of Nazareth, 1ıke Al y descendant of Adam, 1$ born iInto hıstorical time
and has genealogy. In Jesus rIst, time and eternıty ave cConJjomed;
for ose who AICcC hıs heırs, ere 1S longer eed reckon the
human incarnatıon aılure When flesh and spırıt WAal, they SCCI1I

inevıtably do in hıte, that 1S bırth Pang rather than ea throe
dam INaYy ave obscured the dıfference between lıyıng and yıngz by
choosing flesh in the WaY in 1iC he chose ıt Who 1S ın posıtıon

James WETZEL, Predestination, Pelagianısm, and Foreknowledge In The (’am-
bridge Companıon Augustine, eds and KRETZMANN (Cambrıdge,
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TOW stones? The ‚0)11% who COUuU chose nNnOot LO, and the result 1S that
ıfe 15 ST1 before us YVes. ‘before us’, but hat Oou the pas
“"Ihe ONC dıscharge from SIN and error/The only hope, else
despalr.... Is the hope thus establıshed really hope in 1C future
UCCESS 15 NnOoTt alıen past alılure and despaır” In er words, Call the
PDCISON who DEISCVECICS be called hıstorıcal, tiıme-bound, reated all ın
OMNC DIEGE / Has he CVCT known the °unfamılıar anle of love’ * Apart
from eNnCompassıng future, o0€s PEISCVCTITANCEC the enactment of
predestinatıon ave (compatıble) pas It 1S only after those YQUCS-
t10ns ave be answered, that the problem of prior1ity and posterlor1ty
such Christ’s priorıty VeTr dam Can be correctly assessed and
the ONC and only question underlyıng all others be as 15 SCc-
VETANCOC, ‘the ONC ischarge from SIN and ErTor. Sustaınable d present?

What ou Calvın? Does he solve the aporl1as ave efeCte:
In Augustine’s CONCEPL of predestinatıon and mend the cracks ın the
golden bowlI of estiny? f WEeIC Dy h1ıs OW ambıtiıon
recreate 1DI1CcCa doctrine ıth the help of the ONMNC and only rehable
interpreter In the 1e posıtıve ANSWeT COu be expected. Nothıng
1S urther from theI however. oug yel do NOTt NOW
how Augustine’s stance AaCCOUNTS for man’s past In the 1g OT hıs
future, much 1S clear that all Calvın has er 1Ss future he
makes abundantly clear ın the followıng PAaAssSascC.

oug it 1S NO sufficıently plaın that G0od by hıs secrei
counse|l cho0oses whom he all ıle he rejects others, hıs gratultous
electiıon has only een partıally explaıned undu COIINC to the CAdasSCcC of
sıngle indıvıduals, whom (God NnOL only offers salvatıon, but
assıgns ıt, that the certaınty of the result remaıns NnOTt dubious SUuS-

pended. ese AdICcC consıdered belonging that ONC seed of 1C
Paul makes mention. For althoug adoption Was deposıted in the hand
of Abraham, yel Man Yy of hıs posterıty WEeTC eibi: off rotten
members, in order that electiıon MaYy sStan and be effectual, ıt 1S

ascend 18 the head in whom the eavenly Father has COIMN-
nected h1is elect ıth each other, and oun them to hımself Dy
indıssoluble t1e hus In the adoption of the famıly of Abraham, God
SaAaVC them 1ıberal dısplay of favour IC he has denı1ed O others:;
but ın the members of Christ ere 1S far LINOTIC excellent dısplay of
9 because oOse ingrafted into hım eır head faıl {O
obtaın salvatıon.

10t, Luttle Gıidding.
Elot, Luattle Gıiddıng.
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Hence Paul skılfully argues...that when God, er makıng
COovenan of eternal lıfe, Invıtes an Yy people hımself, specıal mode
of electiıon 1S in understood, that he O€Ss not ıth prom1SCUOUS

(promLsSCcua gratia) effectually elect all of them The words,
‘“ Jacob ave loved,” refer the ole PrOgCcNYy of the patrıarch,
1C the prophet ere OPPOSCS the posterıty of Esau. But ere 15
nothing ıIn thıs repugnant the Fact. that in the PCISON of ONC INan 18
sei before us specımen of electi0n, 4C Cannot faıl of —
plıshıng ıts object (ad SUUAM perveniat). 15 1a(811 wıthout
Paul observes, that these called remnanlt (Romans IX Z Yı 5}
because experience cShows that of the general body Man Yy fall AWaY
and aTec löst, that en SMa portion only remaıns. The 1CAasSOoN

why the general election of the people 1S nOLt always fırmly ratıfıed,
readıly presen iıtself VIZ that Ose ıth whom (God makes the
cCovenant, he O0€s not immediately bestow the Spırıt of regeneratıion,
by whose they DEISCVEIC in the COVE E VecNn the end The
external invıtatıon change mutatio |° wıthout the internal eif1cCaCy of

1C WOUu ave the effect of retaınıng them, kınd of
mıddle place (medium quiddam) between the rejection of the human
TAaCE and the election of SMa number of behevers.®

Far from eing innocence-driven, the future prolıferates from
splı the external iınvıtatıon as medium quiddam between electiıon
and rejection in the rhetorical I0cus of predestination;’ splı that
iıtself Cannot be of the pıcture Suppose ıt WEeEeTC of the picture,
then thırd possı1ıbıilıty WOU present ıtself in 110N the VYCS and

of predestinatıon that would, of COUTSC, undermıne the VeErY I0cus
of predestination ıtself. Yet the 1r‘ possıbıilıty dominates the
For all hıs clarıty of style, Calvın’'s 15 muddled traın of hought iın
thıs atter. On the ONC hand, the end Sanlc of divıne predestinatıon 15
S1tuate in the mystıca body of Chrıst Iın the members of Christ the

of chınes all the INOTC brillıantly SINCE., havıng eıng
ingrafted in hI1s head, they Ithe elect| perısh from salvatıon.'

ere 1S text-crıtical problem here; the Latın Iext has mutatıo (change); the
French (exXt which has “invıtation' would SCCIIH make LNOIC

John CALVIN, Instiıtutio chrıistianae religionis (1559) book {11 in
and IESEL eds., Johannıs Calvinı ÖOpera Selecta, vol (München, 21959), 1L,
24 R 21 1-8 Englısh translatıon: Henry Beveridge, ansl.; Instiıtutes of the Chris-
tian Religion Dy John Calvin (Grand Rapıds,

&r For the emphasıs Calvın’s work collection of locı and disputationes
SC MULLER., The Unaccommodated Calvin; Studies In the Foundation of a
Theologica Tradıition (New York,
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hus eing tucked AaWdAY insıde the head of Chrıst INOTEC adıcal
versıion of the Paulıne image of Christ the head and the faıthful
the members of h1is Dody the indıvıdual eieCc OL, taken ollect
Dody, the remnant eiecCc AT granted the gıft of PDEISCVCIANCE. eing
possessed by SOTITNCONC Stronger, and yelt dıfferent irom the eiecCc
hımself, there 1S LAUOETO L1LOOITN for hesıtatıon ‘because God nNOTL only
offers hım salvatıon but grants it ın such WdYy that the certitude of ıts
effect Can neıther be ın 1900)8 iın oubt.’ On the er hand,
Calvın s dıstınetion between general and specı1al election 1s far from
clear. Whıiılst the indıvıdual elect 1S frozen d it WEeEIC in the head of
Christ: hıstory and time abound ıth the vicıssıtudes that inhere the
general election. As ave SCCIL, eing nNnOoTt PrOMI1SCUOUS, SCNC-
ral election Call in turn become of specılal election. What arec
1n of DEISCVCIANCEC when the distincection between the rejection of
the human 1ACe and the election of the appY few INaYy be drawn in

hıdden Ww1ısdom but CAannoTt be dıscerned in time and h1story, the
latter rather eıng characterised Dy elay (non protinus)? How Can thıs
elay be reconcıled ıth the suspense-less certitude characterıstic
of the chosen one‘?

Contrary 1{8 aAaPPCAFTANCCS Calvın’s 1S NOT primarıly theology of
the WwOord. For, correspondıng poss1ıble elay 1s the spırıt of future
regeneratıon thät: for 1ts part, 1s 4se the medium quiddam, the
iınviıtation/change between the rejection of the human TAaCeE an the
election of tiıny few ere IS; however, I1CasOon ou the abılıty of
that invıtatıon make iıtself ear because 1t 1S hard (O SCC how ıt
COuU brıdge the SapD between full-Medged election and rejection. As
for that electıon DIrODCTL, ıts capacıty (Vvolce Can equally be
doubted For the rOCK-1I1ıKe certitude and suspenselessness of the
indıvıdual elect 1S matter of 1n TU OT er despondency. Ou
that irust and psalms Can be SUunNng and crıpture Caln be read time
and agaın confırmatıon of decrees andDbut the
‘blındness of that rust, the of possession in Christ’s head,
Cannot be artıculated, because ıts factualıty has relatıon whatsoever

an y ongıng for ıt In that respect ater pletistic, maınly utheran
eXpress10ns of desıre (Ich ıll hei meıInem esu eiben both alıen

Calvın’'s hought and, perhaps, al the SAadille time be SCCH

attempt gel Out of the web of its aporetic intricacles. hus the
medium quiddam external invıtatıon nOoTLt ıtself eıing part of
predestinatıon and PCISCVCIANCEC DIODCI 1$ mırrored by 'eXpe-
rience’ of predestinatıon that 1S equaliy external 18 ıts execution. And
execution OL, in ITA rel1210us erms, gıft 1S hat predestinatiıon
and PEISCVCIANCC AIC about rather than eing CcConcerned ıth DOS-
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siıble for theır approprıiatıon. Therefore, ıf modern interpreters
such Jürgen Ooltmann and eı Oberman ave emphasısed the
effect of predestination ın real ıfe the Calvınıst refugees, for
instance dSs the hope (Moltmann) and the consolatıon (Oberman)
derived from ıts eing g1ven promıise COTMNC S VeCT and agaınst
the vicıssıtudes of hıstory, they hıt the aıl perseverance’s eal
hıs TU 15 indeed ul the fact that ne s  A fate 1S insured,
speak, ıth all-powerful dıvıinıty and that, ıf eed be, thıs iInsurance
Can be taken out However, thıs hope and consolatıon aArec quıte unlıke
Augustine pawnıng hıs volce ın hıs OULCIY da quod iubes, ıube quod
VIN Augustine, for hıs refraıns from renouncıng the ownershı1p of
that VO1IcCe altogether. As CONSCYUCHNCC, he avo1ds eing sılenced
OoOWwn Dy dıvıne force. He rather eeps claımıng ıts VeELrYy
Conversely, the Volce of Calvın’s CIGCL. however 1Cal, 1S mute

despite the ‘wordiness’ of theır al and Here the da quod ıubes
1s separated from, OT rather aDSOTDE Dy, the ıube quod VLS AFTue: the
vocatıon and invıtatıon persıst SV ın the face of Man y 1IGe

chosen fallıng oOut of Whıulst Ismael, Esau and countless others
(up the maJorıity of the people of Israel fere Israel —) ave
decıded 18 opt Out of e1r privileged STatus and theır 15
proclaımed in thunderous volce that mocks eIr so-called reedom
of choice: Jaco ave OVEe: and Esau ave hated’. the whısper of
DETISCVCIANCE Can STÜ1 be ear In Isaac the seed W ds called: the SAadIille

vocatıon has persisted in Jacob/eadem vocatıo In Jacob duraviıt.‘ So it
s al least And, admıttedly, predestination and PEISECVCTANCEC AI

Oou sustaınabılıty and duratıon. 1S hard SCC, however, hOow thıs
persistent vocatıon Can CVGT reach Out ‘the external invıtatıon
wıthout the nternal efficacy of 1C. WOU ave the effect of
retaınıng them quae ad e0OS retinendos valida eSSE), holdıng kınd
of m1ıddle place (medium quiddam) between the rejection of the
human LAC®E and the election of SMa number of behevers.’ How Can

the elect, safe forever insıde the head of Christ. 1ıke eing part and
parce of the innermost ayer of Russıan doll, make hımself heard
the er VO1CEe, the ‘humanıistıc‘ ONEC counsellıng moderatıon, nNnOTL yel
in the pOossess1onN of the efficıent that WOU valıdate ıts
sustainabılıty? Does nOot the ONC VOolce of aCo the eiecC kıll Outft the
er ONEC of elay and hesitancy (the HON protinus)? Is nNOTt the ONEC

much condıtio SIne qUUd NO  - for the shapıng of PEISCVECIANCE the

Prädestination Un Perseveranz, Geschichte und Bedeutung
der reformierten Lehre “de perseverantıa sanctorum ; (Neukirchen, 1961), and
OBERMAN, De erfents Vdl.:  > Calvıjn; grootheid STENZEN (Kampen
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other? As far 1Ss Calvın 1s concerned. it 0€S noTt SCCINHN SInCe ıt 15
1111CU SCC how PETISCVCTANCE PTODCI COU be subject elay and
poss1ible aılure (of inter10r materıalıse). Yet both AICcC
‘vocatıons’ the speakıng of 3C 15 the exclusıve privilege of eIr
ONC and only ‘pOSSesSSOor . eing called 1S, SOONCT ater, eing
possessed. ou that nucleus the inner COTEC of the Russıan doll-
OO be wıdened into LNOTC general invıtatıon wıthout losıng volce‘
Can the Jater ubsıst wıthout eing devoured the Spot by the
“sooner‘’ Conversely, 1S NOT humanısm of kınd (a medium quiddam)

prerequıisıte for speakıng al all°? In ıfs attempt CONVCY the reader
the overall pıcture of electiıon and rejection, the auctorı1al volce of the
Institutes, for ONC, 18 Oun be ‘humanıstıc). 10 spea. eiecC 18
nOot the Sdlllec A speakıng about elect, OTI, for that matter, Ou the
invıtatıon become ON  @ Or do the [WO xclude ONC another the
ec of general muteness‘ In that CasSC, the Calvınıst refugees WOUu
understandably TAaW consolatıon from eIr eing elect In them the
Vocatıo duravıt. As result, the of eIr lıves 1S eing rewrıtten.
ÖTl rather, theır lıves ATIC eing reshape (8 be resistant to
deflection and hesıtation. The priıce they DaY, however. 1s eır be-
comıing Strangers O theır OW destiny. hat destiny iıtself 15 fırm ike
rock. Yet ıt has allle (other than eıng buried In Chrıst). ere 1S,
ın er words, storylıne be efecte: ın the 1ıfe of predestinatıon
and PEISCVCIANCE. On the NTrary, ’nameable‘’ ıfe spread Out iın
time and history 1S catapulted Out of thıs COCOONMN iInto the futurology of
prolıferatıon. Just Christ hıimself in Calvın’s famous a..
calvıinısticum 1S ın heaven whıiılst hıs earth 1S spirıtual
and yel, whether in heaven OT earth, 1S ONC else than the undıvıded
715 the spırıt of regeneratıon 1S drıven orward Dy the ıdentity
of the elect (the remnant the hard GCOTE of the chosen who do NOTt
drop Out but Stay where they dIC and PEISCVEIC t1ll the end)
possessed by the durabılıty and sustamabılıty of eır lıves ıIn Chrıst
nsofar they really exI1st, they AdIc indeed apud eum But hat
Ou eır voılce‘? Vocatıo duravit: O€eSs that NOL sound 1ke dream of
SOTINCONC who, 1ke enedıiıc of Nursıa, has nocturnal V1Is1ıONn ın
1C watchıing firom WINdOW, he KOBS the WOT beneath
hım ”” To adap thıs ViIsS1ON s Calvın’'s elect should adı  F includıng
the entirety of hıs OW ıfe Yet: a  0Ug shouting the po1in of
hoarseness, he Cannot make hımself ear and alıls ConNnecTt ıth
the beneath hım TOmM dıfferent pomint of 1e W the SdI1lec for

Gregory the Great, Dialogues, ed VOGUE, SOuUrces Chretiennes 260,
book 1, 240
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Calvın, that 1S the DCIrSON enwrapped in the of DETSECVECTANCEC
beneath {O CI Y out hıs eNolder who happens be ON

er than hıs VELY OW self. Abyssus Vo: abyssum °the abyss CO
uDON the abyss But insıde the VeCLY vocatıo, insıde the gıft of destiny,
that 1S, volce 1S smothered that 15 forever strugglıng tell hOW,
‘innocence-drıiven’, ıt Callec ere; and reCount the horrors of the
past eıng the T1n of o1ng } that volce 1S folded in the WIngs
of the ove ascendıing. Unlike the bırd in Benedict nocturnal Vv1is1on
16 disgu1sed the soul of befriended bıshop, PaSSCS Dy the WIN-
dow ıts WaY from the corruptible body the reedom of eavenly
JOY; the Ove of Calvınıst predestinatiıon and PETSCVCTIANCO, 0€Ss not let

but closes in ıts DICY Just catch ıt and Ca it upwar
The idea that, ıle ST1 suffering irom the trıbulations of tiıme,

ne s  2 ıfe iın 1fs accomplıshed shape 18 stored AWdAdYy in heaven, apud
deum, has the potential of cheer beauty. Such WOUuU indeed be the

of DETISCVCIANCEC SOUTCEC of hope and consolatıion. And in
the agesthetics of Calviınısm such he Weber1an pıcture of

vocatıo evokıng the hard workıng merchant who accumulates hıs
e capıtal nstead of spending ıt, in 1e W of the tfact that hıis real
capıtal 1S stored iın celestial bank, could be read along those lınes.
Yet not all 1S ell In thıs VeErYy image of the Weber1an Calvınıst
1C in 1e W has po1lnt, regardless of theor of the
technicalıties involved the of DETISCVCIANCEC 1S overlayered
Dy another aspect of tıme, the future That future iın turn 00 eC1-
e dıfferent firom the longıng of the medieval pılgrım hIs WaY
thee eavenly Jerusalem: “de [lon2inquo saluto/from afar
salute you elard QqUanta qualia, Sunft Ila sabbatalQ, how

and hOW g00d ıll ose be’ Nor Call ıt be put
ıth quintessentlally Protestant classıc such The Pilgrim’'s Pro-

In eıther CasSC, medieval Bunyan 1ıke devotion desıire
CXPTICSSCH ıtself ıIn sStOr1es eing told stOr1es kall time in the
Canterbury Tales 0)1 images eing pıcture from the SI0 of
despond the nockıng the OOT of the eavenly castle As far
Calvınıst 0)  OdOoxXy Puritanısm 1S$ concerned, all ıt has een capable
of 1S repeal the Calvıinıst locı iın the VErYy words of Calvın hımself.
On the ONC hand thıs lınguistic hold of Calvın VEr h1s followers Can

be SCCIH proo of the extraordınary W of hıs language 16 in
ıts clarıty and SCarcıty, 1S beautıful and m Saenredam
church On the other hand, ave evidence ere that the IO0CUS-
nature of Calvın’s wrıtings 1S such 18 prevent extens10n, reflection
and elaboratıon in other than oOse of the [O0CUus itself. hus the
ars definıtion of predestination decree ıth regard
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election and rejection strıkes back, speak, and an y PDOS-
<ible future back into the of hard COIC predestinatıon and
PETSCVCIANCO. Or, INOTEC prec1isely, EeVEeCnNn Calvın’’s attempt iıtself al
crawlıng out of h1is self-fabricated locus in order fill in the pıcture of
predestinatıon genera. election broadenıng of specıal election,
the invıtatıon and the NO  - protinus) Out o be ADPCALANCC rather
than realıty. All it achleves 15 fo buy tiıme, OL, stick the financıal
imagerYy, DOrTroOW tıme, 16 In the end, reveals iıtself CVd-

poratıng into thın alr when 19 INOTE educed LO, and overtaken Dy,
the factualıty of eternal decree.

Before havıngz yel nother al the DASSASC culmınatıng ın the
medium quiddam of the humanıstic volce 1C g1ven the densıty
and aporetic nature of the texXti would be quıte empting yel lıttle
promisıng and could be continued ad infinıtum cshould 19(0) turn

the question raısed before embarkıng 01018 extual soundıngs:
where, ıf anywhere, Can Cce the vıvıfyıng s/Spırıt of the
wriıter/reader/faıthful esMne': be apud deum? What 1S i1ts locus? In

of narratıvıty the general structurıng of fex{i thıs
questions O1I1Ss OoOWwn {O askıng whether plot Can be OoOun in Calvın s
text pırı and plot, then, OL, rather, letter OI ea that 1S the question.

SO much has become clear from the above analysıs: closer
inspection varıety of images Can be efecte: wıthın the
of the I0cus of predestination that vIe for place the COUTISC of hıstory
in which the dıvıne invıtatıon regardıng general electiıon 1s sentTt Outl,
the uncertaılnty, irom the human viewpomnt al east, of hat the fate of
Nd1Vv1duals 11l be VeT the YCAaIS, the promıise of the spırı of ICSCNC-
ratıon and underlyıng it al the hard COTC informatıon of the IO0cus that
SOINC A preordaıne 18 ternal ıfe and others ternal damnatıon.
What ave tried do tar 18 somehow read the pıcture; C_

cessfully SINCE the locus eterna election and eternal reject10n)
remaılıns dead letter IC InaYy all of turbulence bDy
drawıng Out varıatiıons the basıc eme but aıls provıde the
reader/user ıth coherent narratıve. But why IN narratıve and plot
when, technıcally speakıng, the dıscourse of [O€L: disputatıon and
argumentatıon deal ıth 15 of entirely dıfferent order?

In 16 W face the CEHX of the problem here, and unless
crack thıs nut ıt AaDPDCAIS in Calvın’s work, l ave ACCECcSS

the meanıng of predestinatıon. First and foremost, Calvın’s (n
the Institutes) 1s O be SCCH Gebrauchsprosa, ASs collection of locı
1c Can be sed OT applıed at random)’ for eachıng and preachıng.
Regardless of the possıble pletistic trands that, accordıng uller,
AdIc part and parcel, of thatE the top1cs primarıly 1sJo1nt, that
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eıng the condıtion IC they Can be meanıngfully sed loct. In
that respect ater, ITNOTEC ogmatıc and systematıc make much
of the organısatıonal SIrucCtiure of the Institutes aATcC, Ads uller rıghtly
arguCcS, indeed be diısmıssed anachronistic.‘ Now, whıiılst the
IO0CUsS (of predestinatıon, for instance), Can In be consıdered
dead body, naltlure hat 1S be vivıfıed by the volce of the
Word the Spirıt, it 15 precıisely the transıtiıon from the ONEC sState
the et that WOU SCCIN problematıc. Caught in Calvın’s rhe-
torıcal embrace of moderatıon (not knowıng {O0 much, 191011 knowıng
(070 lıttle Ou arcanda), the Word and pırı themselves aDPCar
somehow be drıven Ouft insofar they AIC intrinsıc part of the
IOCUs. Perhaps they f1gure INOTEC freely in the performatıve aCTISs of
preachıing an prayıng, but CVCN ere the problem of e1Ir eing
encapsulated in the rhetorıic of locı cannot be voıded No language,
however powerful, Can conceal iıtself from Calvın’'s rhetorical touch
that imbues it ıth moderatıon and SOTINNC SOTT of hlıteralness Yet al he
SAamnle time ave SCCI how the cContent of IO0cus such e  predes-
tinatıon’ Can be at ] 9 00 ı problematıc and dynamıc that, almost
violently, ıt breaks Out of ıts rhetorical constraınts (the MCSSasc of
eternal ıfe eternal damnatıon) prolıferatiıng into the breadth of time
and hIStoOry, 1ts CN receding horizon eing the spiırıt of future
regeneration. 20 4SSCSS the fact that, aAappCarancCS notwithstandıng, the
locı aArc nNnOL ere Just for the takıng, requıres SOTIC SOTT of plot, SOTIIC

WaYy of tellıng hat the persevering reader 'experl1ences’ beyond the
catechetic short-lved mode of authority-based reception.

NOow, in order be able underpın the PEISCVCIANCO of the
reader ıth sustaıned plot, however hypothetical, fOCcus the
relatıonshıp between the constraıints of rhetoric (the [0CUS) and that
which 15 (poss1ıbly) eing constraiıned. o1ng S proceed Dy WAaYy of
circumlocutıion. One of the TEAaSONS for thıs approach 15 wısh
avo1d problems concerning the semantıcs of locı becoming mıxed
ıth the muddled discussıon resulting irom the d1scCOovery of ‘pletistic
straıns’ ın Calvın’s wrıtings whose Status eıther dSs present in the (exti
ıtself in the mınd of the reader, somewhere In between, 1S far
firom clear. The INOTC urgent question presenting iıtself 0€Ss nOT
much CONCCIH the ‘pletistic straıns’ rather the semantıc force insıde
the rhetorical IO0Ccus. 4O bring Out the intertwıned of oOse [WO

features, force and form, appI1Yy the LNOTC archaıc MO of Paulıne
language 16 Calvın s DEXT. whose force 15 expected rıng the
surface ‘the language of possession and immedi1acy.'

Muller, The Unaccommodated Calvin, 161
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For Calvın the head of hrıs 18 the ONC and only place ıIn IC
ere 1S unıty of place and t1ime SInCe ıt lodges ose wh Can

longer fall from Thıs dıvine contaınıng those who ave
persevered, OT, hat OWN the Samne, those who 111 SC-
L ur { the end Caln be called chronotope (as co1ıned by a  1n),
time and place eing blended into ONC Now, perhaps because of ıts
famılıarıty, AdICcC sed take thıs imagery for granted, take it,
quıte aUlY, for fact in the ‘topologıical’ of the word. OWeVer,

ave SCCH already, dense though hıs chronotope IMNaYy be,
underlyıng ıt 15 varıety of lınes eing drawn. In er words, both
t1ime and Spac1ousness AICcC restless wıthın the image rea ıt
OPCH Chriıst urne: Out be present 'extra-calvinıstically’ in INOTEC
than OMNC place, and yel in ONC place ın INOTEC complıcated WdYy than
Just eing ıIn heaven embracıng hıs eiec The elect,. In theır turn,
proved lıve kınd of double ıfe insofar AS, ıT really @IeCT; they
WEOIC iıncapable of fallıng Out of Yet how COU ONC tell hem

Irom those, wıthın the realm of general electi0n, faced ıth
elay, those on 1C the spırıt of regeneratıon 15 nOoTt ımmediıately
ESTOWE that WOU o1ve them the W DEISCVEIC in the COVCIIQH{O the end’?

Realısıng that in dealıng ıth the locus-nature of Calvın’s PIC-
destination ave A specı1al problem al OUT an In establıshıng
spırıt and plot, the eas Can Sa Y 1S that examples Can be g1ven In
1 destiny as the contractıon of the human condıtıon insıde
dıvıne holiness 1s traced In its dramatıc COUTSC On slıghtly ıld
ote (ın partıcular ıIn 1eW of the introduction of the yıng
soul of the befriended bıshop of Capua) the V1IS10ON of enedıc quoted
above 18 for instance, furnıshed ıth spatıal and empora unıty. For

much 18 clear that the spatıal and empora extension unfoldıng In
the V1IS1ON makes it Can be saıd meanıngfully into
the chronotope of the WOT. ASs observed in 1ts entirety. In that respect,
the STOTY (being told by Benedict bıographer, Gregory the Great) has
plot and SpIrı For all the dıfferences, ıt TeEeathNeEes aır of famılıarıty
and intımacy.

Why 15 ıt that, apart from the fattening OoOWnNn of potent1ı drama
dS result of the constraınts mposed by the [OCUS, inchned
take cCommunıcatıon such the ONC that the eiecC ATIC safely In the
head of Christ (capıltı SUO InNSIıbL HUMGUUAFN salute excidunt) for fact
wıthout 6 Vn askıng ourselves hat thıs CONCISEe and
how much 1S eft intact of the ıdentity of the iınhabıtants? In er
words, why 1S 1t that thıs of {faırs 0€Ss not evoke In the reader

CVCNMN INOTEC V1IVv1d of drama than the UONC conveyed Dy the



3003CAE) CONCEPT PRED  ‚TION

°contractions’ of Benediect? IThe AaNSWEeETI sımple. 15 OQUT VeOI-

famılıarıty ıth the language of Paul, 1C reproduced, en the
etter, Dy Augustine, Calvın, Jansen1us, Pascal and others, IN

irom appreclatıng ıt in ıts revolutionary freshness. Are able al all
wonder hat E XACUYV ıt be in (the head of) Christ wıthout
eıng able fall Out of 1t? How dıd OUT eiec COHIGC ere in the 1rs
place and hOwWw long dıd ıt a  e’} em

In recentTt book, The elıgıon of the Apostle Paulc the New
Testament cholar John Ashton has SPIUNS COUD de foudre h1s
discıplıne Dy bluntly plcturıng Paul cshaman. 1O egın ıth hıs
spectacular Conversıon the Damascus road, Paul’s CL 661

apostle Was further determıned Dy thıs even ell by the spırıtua.
CNCISY derıved from ıt If consıder spırıtua flex1bilıty in time and

accompanıed Dy extraordınary DOWCIS SuC eX0Oorc1sm) that
correspond the blurring of the constraınts of time and be
ONC of the maın features of shamanısm, the Paulıne P ıth rıng of
mysticısm and pOSSsessioN {O be charged ıth that W as

decıdedly ackıng in ater, INOTEC metaphorıcal interpretations. Let
reread, for instance, the tex{i from the Letter the (Galatıans Oou the
fusiıng of identities in Chrıiıst, hıs time quoting it In full

For through the law died the Jaw, that mıght 1ve God have been
crucıified along ıth Christ; it 15 longer who lıve but Christ wh: lıves in
II and the ıfe NOW lıve iın the flesh 1ve Dy faıth in the Son of God, who
loved and DaAaVC hımself for (Gal 19-2'

As Ashton n  E} ıt 18 HGE agaın over-Tamıharıty that ‘dulls’ the
crudıty and cruelty iımplıed In the pıcture of crucıifixion 10
aestheticised throughout the ApCS, 1S looked al in metaphorıcal rather
than ın natural ° Here ıf anywhere dIC in hat Hugh Ken-
‚in8 ca “the whıspering forest of tradıtional eLTY, where the vVerLYy
words to 1C mıllıons of mınds respond ave helped {0O form the
mınds that respond them  277 12 However, prıo0r metaphors 15 the
realısm of Paul’s language whose effect the reader 1S, chould De,
al] the ILNOTIC unsettling In 16 W of the fact that the focus of h1s
preachıng 1$ resurrection rather the crucıN1x10n2. Ihe latter event,
COUuU nOCt, accordıng Ashton, faıl evoke in Paul’s contemporarles
°the cheer horror of thıs barbarous form of executıion.’ But the weak
option of metaphorıcal language havıng een rule: Out, why dıd Paul

John ASHTON, The Religion Apostle aul (New Haven, 2000)
12 shton, The Religion, 234; Hugh NER, The Pound Zra (London,1972),

521
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CXAPDICSS hıis NC W ıdentity in Chriıst In of eing crucıfied along
ıth h1ıs ‘possessor”? The ANSWEeT, Ashton asserts, 1s g1ven Dy sha-
manısm)

It 18 be found, suggeslL, in his actual experlence of agon1zıng death that
preceded NCW kınd of 1ıfe hıs 18 in fact hat aul 5Say>S 8 but the Iue
understandıng hat he 5SdayS, if could only S it, TOM veLY dıss1-
miılar rel1g10uUs tradıtıon, that of shamanısm. In asserting that he dıed the
law and W d> crucıftied ıth Christ, aul 1$ referring the anguıished struggle
that precede: the blındıng revelatıon of hıs call The even! that the [WO verbs
allude 1S the traumatıc experlıence that led h1is dec1ısıon bandon the
law:;: the ındıspensable precondition of the call ıtself, and also ıts negatıve
observe sıde Ihe abandonment f the law 15 18(0) SCCI1 SI death the law. In
shamanıstıc terms it W as the VICtOr10US Ouftcome of errible struggle. Sın,
ıke malıgn demon, had SEe1ZES the law d instrument ıth whiıich
keep Paul In subjection. Paul had Just had V1S1ON of the Crucıified and Rısen
Christ. It W as natural for hım descrıibe h1is OW terrıfyıng experiıence 1n
erms of the recalled V1IS1ON. Whatever it W as that had prevıiously been the
centre of hıs lıfe, the 11CW centre 1$ Christ. Lookıng back hıis pre-Chrıstian
past, he generally SCCS it have been dominated Dy the law. Only In Romans
5 where he describes the struggle tself, does he SCC the temptatıon cling
the law the CONSCYUCHNCEC of the OCCUDANCY of SIn TOmM 10 0) though, ıt
15 Christ, NOL S1In, who I1ves in hım How make of thıs eX{Ira-
ordınary statement‘”? No ratıonal human being Cal thınk of hımself being
Occupıjed Dy another. Whatever alllc g1ve Paul’s cConvıctl1on, ıt UNQUCS-
tıonably depends h1Is that Chriıst 18 longer ordınary human
being but spırıt (232-3)

ave quoted thıs DASSaALC ıIn full in order hıghlıght the strand
of cheer archaıc W in texti whose strength, in the COUTSC of
h1StoOrYy, has gen consıderably one oOoWnN par from the poss1ıble
rıghts WTIODNSS of Ashton’s rapprochement between Paul and
shamanısm, hat he succeeds in bringing the fore 15 the intensity
and the 'natural’, ıteral STatus of Statement ( It 15 longer
pr10r ıts eing contamınated Dy INOTC dıstant WdYy of readıng. What

ave ere 18 INan really dead the law and really possessed Dy
the spırıt of Chrıist More ımportantly, thıs VCLY possess1on turns Out 18
contaın combınatıon of spirıt and plot of
CONversion DOSSeEsSsS1ON whose antecedents and after-match ATe

W1pe: Ouft In eıIr shape of SUCCESSIVE events Dy the f1ery intens1ity of
V1ISI1ON. Struck ıth blındness the road Damascus Paul’s has
become vertical WdYy of ıfe dead the law, alıve in hrıst, and yel
thıs VC verticalıty bounds ıth VO1ICEeS. Voices about the struggle in
NeSs  7 members KRomans 7) the afflıctıons of ıfe under the gospel, the
sıghıng and suffering of creatiıon ongıng for the chıladaren of (G0d be
revealed, the rejection of Israel, the iIrust hat °all Israel l be saved.’
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oOse VO1ICESs AIC Oun remaın mute, however. long A they ATIeC

spoken by the °‘Jletter that kılleth” Conversely, they COMMIC alıve when
uttered Dy the "spırıt that vivıfles’. ‘Shamanısticıially’ speakıng, that

that words only make ıf spoken apud eum For hIs
Paul makes ıt abundantly clear hat speakıng apud eum
lıvıng and speakıng beyond the constraınts of time, place and identity.
Net. rather than eing dıspersed and scattered hıgh in the alr, lıyıng
in the spırıt solution eıng integrated into l question, past
into future, future into present eing compressed the
po1in of eing possessed precondıtıon for ellıng the and
preachıng the gospel O the end of the eart

An addıtional advantage of Ashton’s “shamanıst) approac 1S
that it offers clearer 1e W of the spatıal and empora cO-ordinates
of Paul’s hought hus the famous PDAaASSsakc about orn gıven

buffet 1981 prevent from eing raı1sed OO I2 (2
Coriın  1ans 1210 fits in ıth Paul’s being crucıfied ıth hrıst”
Once IMNOTEC ave SLOTY governed Dy the combiıinatıon of spırıt and
plot As for plot, Paul S, wıthın the firame of oastıng of VISIONS and
revelatıons, the SLOTY of INan in Chrıst. fourteen yCar dDU, whether
in the body Out of the body do NOTL know, (10d knowSs, SNatiche
thıs INan far the thırd heaven. And NOW that thıs INan
whether in the body OT Out of the body do NnOT know, (G0d knows
W as snatched into Paradıse and he Carı thıngs ineffable that
humans CannoTL er. 153 leave asıde the intricate problems of inter-
pretatıon (the combinatıon of oastıng of Iraulty and the reachıng/not
reachıng of the 1r heaven), TaCce. Ashton aAargucCs, E agaın the
ACCOUNT of OTINCOMNC yıng and rsıng ıth Christ 4sCc
V1S10Nary experience (ın Ashton’s 1eW the experlence the IDamas-
CUS ro«a SOo, for spırıt, NC ILNOTEC S plot (the ellıng of SLOTY
including hıfe’s turmoıl, and, LNOTC in partıcular, the suffering and the
eing Tal for the sake of Christ), eing condensed spiırıt. It 1S thıs
spırıtual nature of Paul’s SLOTY (and oastıng in adversiıities) that en
authorıity h1ıs preaching. ° HOr 1r choose 03aSs ıll NOT be
wıthout C} for be elling the truth But refraın est aAM yYONC
reckon in regard somethıng beyond hat he SCCS in OT hears
from me So, really understand the preacher the audience chould iın

TE VOLSEC the MNCSSasCc far ıts W1 1S concerned. The
storl1es the preachıing of the gospel in GV wıdening cırcles remaın
the SdadIi1lle But, when lıstening Paul ONC has we1g hıis speech for
hat it 15 orth and reduce ıt the SOUTCC ıt springs from. Underlyıng
1fs unıversalısm 15 one-time condensatıon into the eing in Chrıst
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Fınally, Can SC how the spatıal cO-ordinates of thıs GE
centred en of Spirı and plot affect the COUTISC of hıstory at arge
1S 191011 only the conflicting members In nNne’s  b OW body and mınd

ll deliver irom thıs body of dea 1910)8 the adversıties
suffered in preachıing the gospel whıiıle extendıing ıts dımensıions in

the MOSsT remote COTNECIS of the ear but rather the vertical
lıne that intersects (wıth) the horizontal ONC and subsumes the VICIS-
sıtudes of ıfe and hıistory. hus C VEn Paul’s gran design of hıstory in
Romans 9-11 abases the redemption of the gentiles the reJeC-
t10n of Israel, breaks OWN, in s when stumblıng nsıght
that turns Out be deeper and INOTEC OrCcCeIu than the pro’s and CONS,
the VCS and of the dıvıne plan ıth hıs people (O OV

prev10us delıberations: ’a want yYOUu understand thıs MYSTLETY,
retihren hardenıng has CDC uDON part of Israel, untdı the full
number of Gentiles COMMC In, and al Israel ıll be saved ıt 1S
WTIlfen. .. Komans 11:25:26). 1g al the end, then, of hat has
become known the harter of predestinatıon Romans 9-11) sSo
then he has uDON whomever he W1  S: and he hardens the ear
of whomever he wılls He  < element 1S introduced Dy of
"Category change’ ONC that ‘transcends the per10 of human choice and
focuses the boundless of God.’ 13 How thıs of
SUPTEME reconcılı1atıon Can be squared ıth Paul’s exhortatıon hıs
audiıence 18 aCcept the gospel and strıve for perfection ıth the rısk of
ternal damnatıon In Casec of efusal and neglıgence, of ternal
damnatıon result of decree, 1S hard SC  ® Yel, followıng

Sanders, Ashton counsels aCceplance of the poss1ıbılıty of both
options eıng irue al the Samec time., both the ıfe ofal dS athlietic
ontest and the ‘ image of (G0d the omn1potent kıng of creation: he
created the WOT. and he ıll SaVC all that he created,’; OL, AS Sanders
puts it 'a [all that God reated eıng saved| 1s thıs image 1C es
control in the closıng VEISCS of Komans ir Once LHNOTC rngıng hIs
“shamanıstıc’ readıng of Paul into actıon, Ashton adds interesting
remınder thıs solution. “ 1s less mattier of hought, CVCI) ateral
hought 6, the CategOrYy change propose by anders]|; than of
oracular insıght, ONMNC that9 rather complements, the nsıght
ıth which Paul egan hıs (070 Callle hım sudden revelatıon’

One of the meriı1ts of Ashton’s approac towards Paul 15 ave
pominted poss1ıble SOUTICEC of the extraordınary strengt of his

13 SANDERS, Paul, (Oxford ast Masters Serlies (Oxford, 125-7;
quoted by Ashton, The Religion, 196
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wrıtings. The question that remaıns fo be answered 1S whether ult1-
mately the or1g1n of thıs strengt. 1$ 18 be OUuUnNn: outsıde the texi ın
the VETLY textualıty ıtself. In Casec opt in favour of the latter pOSSI1-
bılıty Ashton hımself, by emphasısıng the opposıtion between
relıgıon (SsShamanısm: experience-bound) an eology (dıscourse-
bound) dımınısh bıt the chances of the text itself eıng
°shamanıstıic’ WOU ave at least ONC explanatıon of the
of Paul’s language. ere 15 indeed Dostojevsky-lıke drıve in ıt
1C makes theeof rhetorıical refinement such the discussıon
of the law iın RKRomans all the TMNOTEC magıcal, establishiıng distinctions
and clear-cut arguments and blurrıng them al the Samllıec time. ose
dıistiıncetions aAIfec ere all ng and arec the metaphors and the

changes. What SOVECINS ıt all, however, 15 pOSSESS1ON, the
eing dead for the law, crucıfied and rsen ıth Christ eing POSSCS-
sed in Paul’s Caste that ere 15 observer allowed into thıs
enclosure. Unlıke Benedict watchıng the entire WOTr beneath hım and
hıs bıographer, Gregory the TEa ellıng the SLOTY (sıcul LDSe narravıt)
and unlıke Man Yy visıionarles whose V1S10NS, despıte claıms the
ContrarYy, bent the eXxpansıve aspects of communicatıon, Paul 15
hıs OW that 1s Christs. INa hılst the ACCOUNTS of grea mMYySt1ICS
such leresa of Vıla andec of Magdeburg replete ıth plot
the narratıon of SUCCeEesSsSION of events includiıng the poss1bılıty of
peripetelila (safter long per10d of feelıng elated and/or despondent,
sudden change took place and W as then and ere carrıed AaWAaY
ete.): Paul’s STOTY 1S dıfferent Here the reader 1S 131011 ‘voyeurıstically”
invıted to observe OT, somehow, 18 partıcıpate. The language of
OCCUDANCY Just 0€Ss NOTL OW L1OOIN for eing handled In such WAaY.
Plot 1S aDSOTDEe: by spırıt 1f struck Dy blındness and together
they represent seamless en of vıtalıty and drama. ma wonder
that the ONC and only conclusıon Paul draws from hıs freshly
establıshed ıdentity and from hıs havıng ear 'thıngs ineffable that
humans Cannot utter 1S the arrogatıon of volce the authorıity
preach the gospel aul ervant of Jesus Chriıst, called be
apostle, set ap for the gospel of God (Romans 1LE

er thıs Paul. let us ave ına al Calvın
Despıite the fact that Paul processed hrough Augustine 18 the DIO-
geniıtor of Calvin’s doctrine of predestinatıon, the dıfference between
the [WO 15 strıkıng. hılst in SOTIIC WaY another Paul eing iın Chriıst

crucıfied, dead and resurrected 1S the drıving force behind h1is
preachıng, Calvın 15 notor10usly reticent ıth regar an Yy involve-
ment in his OW language stickıng he [01N the (Kantıan) prın-
cıple de nobis LDSLS sılemus. hat 0€Ss NO MCcan, though, that LHNOIC
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personal commıtment such AS Luther’s outspokenness thıs 1ssue OL,
for that matter, the later, pletistic Jlanguage of adherence and confir-
matıon Chrıst WOU be LHNOIC the Paulınıan po1n Nor 0€Ss ıt
T1CcAall that Calvın s 1S less powerful CONCceptL of authorıty.

SO much 1S for N 05a Calvın 1S MOST posıtıvely nOoTt cshaman.
Nowhere do fınd hım, ıke Paul, exerc1sıng h1ıs POWCECIS the
basıs of the claım that he hımself 15 has een In Christ Yet the eie6
AA Who then AT the P and hat language do they spea the
language of possession? On the CONTrarYy. OSse who "capıtı SUO INSI
HUMGQU UF salute excidunt/who placed in hıs head fall irom
salvatıon' ave allle Phey AaTrec mute Unlıke Paul. they ATC nOTL
dead, erucıftıied and riısen ıth Christ and have, therefore, {O
tell, NOTL ECVCN the unnameable of how they WCIC lıfted into the
head of Christ er eing struck 1n by VISION. Not surprisiıngly,

ave noted above, experıiential Calyınısm has sought bend the
cO-ordinates of and time from pOoSsess1o0N and DEISCVCIANCEC
vertical oments In eterniıty’s heaven into the INOTEC hor1ızontal
dıiımens1ıo0ns gf: the behever’s existence ear hat behever COUuU be
SCCH probıng h1ıs ıfe for poss1ıble iIiraces of the Spiırıt CVC INan Y
testimonI1es {O hıs eing elect, pondering the latter poss1bilıty d much
d the OMNC of iıneffectual callıng”. And I ASs uller and others WOU
, thıs 15 not al interpretatıon of Calvın’'s hought, the
Weberıan, LHNOTITC actıvıst image of the hard workıng, over-confident
Calvınıst, cShOows equaliy ‘bent‘’ shape Of the cCO-ordinates of
and time in 7& the gift of destiny and PETISCVCIANCE In 1fs empora
ADPCATANCEC 1s equalliy hard pınpoıint. On the other hand, ONEC of the
few attempts present Calvınıst doectrine the subject matter of
real 9 James [0724 2085 Confessions ofa Justified Sinner, 1S, S12N1-
1cantly, phrased in of pOSSESSION. Since eing elect, in 1e W of
hat ave called ıts CannotTt be elated real hıfe: ghos

1S al] that ere 1s eft Possessed Dy Doppelgänger who, sub
oOrma bonl, manıfests hımself ange of 1g but urn Ouft
represent the prince of darkness, the story’'s er B1ieCc becomes
hınner and hınner. He indeed into h1ıs OW phantom KExıled
from the cCommunıty of human mortals, he ultımately evaporates
altogether. Of COUTSC, 02g S '"memoOIr’, whatever ıts real intents, Can
be diısmıssed dıstortion of Calvın s hought, but, then, Caln ONC
read Calvın and CSCaAPDC such verdiet?

er INanı y O penetrate the ever-eludıng harshness
of Calvın s predestination, ıt 15 time fınally 18 take the CaSUuTc of the
cracks and splıts note: in hıs pıcture of predestinatıon. By WaYy of
SUMMAAaTY and conclusıon the followıng Can be sald. In the end, the
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humanıstıc volce of the medium quiddam the callıng between
reJection of the human TACCEC and the election of SMa number of
belıevers,’ whose indetermınate turned Out be al the FrOOL
of hesitancy and prolıferation 1NLO the spırıt of future regeneratıon)
eflects dispossession rather than pOossess10N. For all ıts determıinacy
and steadıness Calvın’s 15 language of hesitancy, NnOT the hesitancy
post festum, spreadıng into the ıfe and times of the Calvınıstal
but, rather, ıIn the heart of predestinatiıon ıtself. Unliıke Paul who Sa

hımself forcefully iıdentified ıth hI1is OW destiny, Calvın remaıns
onlooker al hıs OW fate Yet ere 1s possession in the alr the eieCcC d>

they AIic preserved and perseveriıng safely in the head of Chrıst hat
Can, however.,. only be told the drama of dispossess10n. The

SOl rock of predestinatıon reveals cracks CVCI increasıng dımiın1ı-
shıng proportionate O the prox1imıty dıstance of the observer. Here
the ultımate paradox of the g1ift of destiny and DEISCVCIANCEC reveals
iıtself acquıre VO1ICe ıt has be close Dy, seamlessly, ın fact; In
terms ofc  ’ that that, in order UuMNY to eN]JOY that gıift, ONEC

has 18 be in the head of Chrıst een from afar. however, ıfs CONLOUTS
become remoter and remoter, the approprlating volice weaker and
weaker. Ultimately, that volce Can longer make itself ear! eXcept
in terms of dispossess1ion. But, AS KNOW, the Calvıinist language of
callıng, vocatıon and invıtatıon 0€es nNOoTt become less 1cCulate for all
that: NOT o0€s the authorıty of approprıiatıion. In FaCt: the practice of
Calvınıst language thıs sıtuatiıon of increasıng weakness: the
urther AWdaYy the gift of predestinatıon, the louder the VvOo1lIce. Only
shaman COUuU solve thıs paradox of the simultaneıty of possession and
dispossess1on. Calvın’s cshaman 1S In heaven though and 15 the
authentic VOlICe of h1is elect SINCE theır destiny 1S pawned in Christ For
all the loudness of preachıng, prayıng and argu1ıng, that volce cannot
be restored ın ıts integrity apud eum ere and 19(0) NO appY ending
ere In IC the VOICES of past and present Can be heard, past be
made OT, plot unfoldıng but letter that, wıthout losıng al y of
1ts constraıints, PIOVCS miraculously be nothing but future and spırı

PRANGER


