
TSD Online Class – Galatians - Lesson 11
Embracing The Law Abandons Freedom In Christ (5:1-12)

Falling From Grace (5:1-4)

JIM
Paul  presented a powerful allegory in Galatians 4 showing that the
Law of Moses was never intended to be a part of the gospel. In today's
lesson, he makes the application, showing that to adopt any part of the
Law actually abandons freedom in Christ.
Galatians 5:1-12
Stand fast therefore in the liberty wherewith Christ hath made us
free, and be not entangled again with the yoke of bondage. Behold, I
Paul say unto you, that if ye be circumcised, Christ shall profit you
nothing. For I testify again to every man that is circumcised, that he
is a debtor to do the whole law. Christ is become of no effect unto
you, whosoever of you are justified by the law; ye are fallen from
grace. For we through the Spirit wait for the hope of righteousness
by faith. For in Christ Jesus neither circumcision availeth anything,
nor  uncircumcision;  but  faith  which  worketh  by  love.  Ye  did  run
well;  who did hinder you that  ye should not  obey the truth? This
persuasion  cometh  not  of  him  that  calleth  you.  A  little  leaven
leaveneth the whole lump. I have confidence in you through the Lord,
that  ye will  be none otherwise minded: but  he that  troubleth you
shall bear his judgment, whosoever he be. And I, brethren, if I yet
preach  circumcision,  why  do  I  yet  suffer  persecution?  then  is  the
offense of  the cross ceased.  I  would they were even cut  off  which
trouble you.

Verses 1-3.
This  is  Paul’s  conclusion,  drawn  from  his  allegory.  The  word
“therefore” relates to what has just been said. Therefore,  Christians
are children of the free woman and, as such, must stand fast in that
liberty and refuse to embrace the bondage of the law which Hagar and
her son represent. To require circumcision as a condition of salvation
not  only  entangles  one  in  a  “yoke  of  bondage”  which  Peter  said,
“neither  our  fathers  nor  we  were  able  to  bear,” (Acts  15:10),  but



obligates  those  who  are  circumcised  to  keep  the  whole  law.
Circumcision did not stand alone as an isolated rite. Its meaning was
that of a covenant relationship with God under the law of Moses and
as such it obligated the circumcised man to keep the whole law—not
just  circumcision.  The  reason  Christ  will  profit  nothing  to  the
circumcised is because circumcision represents an obligation to keep
the law of Moses which could not take away sins.

It should be here noted that circumcision, in and of itself, is not sinful.
Paul is not addressing the modern medical practice, but a religious rite
of the Jews in circumcising their males on the eighth day. To practice
circumcision  as  a  means  of  salvation  is  as  worthless  as  seeking
justification through the blood of animals under the Mosaic covenant. 

Verses 4-6.
The statement in verse four is parallel to that in Hebrews 10:26 and
addresses  the  same  problem.  The  Hebrews  were  in  danger  of
completely abandoning the faith and returning to the law of Moses.
When the Hebrews writer said, “For if we sin wilfully after that we
have received the knowledge of the truth, there remaineth no more
sacrifice for sins,” he meant that a return to the dead ordinances and
sacrifices of the law would leave them without the benefit of Christ’s
blood as a sacrifice for their sins. He had earlier said in Hebrews 10:4
that, “it is not possible that the blood of bulls and of goats should take
away sins.” To abandon Christianity and return to the law would leave
them without a sacrifice to remit their sins. Only the blood of Christ
has that power, and His sacrifice was made once and for all for all men
for  all  time  (Heb.  9:24-28).  So  it  was  with  the  Galatians.  To  seek
justification  through  the  dead  ordinances  of  the  law  constituted  a
falling from the grace of God. There is no clearer verse in all the Bible
showing that one who is a Christian can fall from grace, than Galatians
5:4.

JERRY
Men  may  try  to  explain  Galatians  5:4  away,  and  pervert  it,  but  it
stands as a plain declaration that the doctrine of John Calvin on the
“Perseverance of The Saints” is a false doctrine. Here is what Calvin's



doctrine says:

God...does not wholly take away his Holy Spirit from his own,
even in  lamentable  falls,  nor  does  he  permit  them to  glide
down (prolabi) that they should fall from the grace of adoption
and the state of justification; or commit the ‘sin unto death,’ or
against  the  Holy  Spirit;  that,  being  deserted  by  him,  they
should cast themselves headlong into eternal destruction. So
that not by their own merits or strength, but by the gratuitous
mercy of God, they obtain it, that they neither totally fall from
faith and grace, nor finally continue in their falls and perish.
(“Calvinism,” “Doctrines of Dort,”  McClintock & Strong, Vol.
II, pp. 39-46).

Calvin’s doctrine of the impossibility of apostasy, or “Perseverance of
The Saints,” logically grew from his other false premises concerning
God’s sovereignty and man’s free will.

The doctrine of the impossibility of apostasy is a holdover of
Calvinism, a relic of the old predestination and foreordination
and unconditional election and reprobation theology: It is that
old  antiquated  doctrine  that  God decreed  before  the  world
began  that  a  certain  elect  number  should  be  saved  and  a
number just as certain and fixed could not be saved, neither
class to be increased nor diminished, having been determined
of God, irrevocably and unalterably before the foundation of
the  world.  It  is  the  doctrine  of  unconditional  election  and
reprobation of the whole race of man.

The idea of the impossibility of apostasy simply grows out of it
—the logical outcome of that old doctrine. It is simply this: If a
man’s salvation has been settled from all eternity then he is
bound to persevere. He is made that way. God made him a
certain  way,  either  a  vessel  to  be  saved,  or  a  vessel  to  be
damned. He could not be or do otherwise. If that be true, then
man is a mere machine, He is not a being of free moral agency,
of choice, or of volition. He is a mere machine in the hands of



God.  His  salvation  on  one  hand,  or  his  damnation  on  the
other, is simply a matter of naked omnipotence. He could not
do  anything  one  way  or  the  other  that  would  affect  his
salvation. If he is predestinated to be saved, he could not be
lost, no matter what he does. And if he is foreordained to be
damned,  a  reprobate,  then  he  could  not  do  anything  to  be
saved, and could not be saved no matter what he did. Thus the
theory  is  the  doctrine  of  divine  discrimination  and  of
providential  partiality.  But  ‘God  is  no respecter  of  persons’
(Foy E. Wallace, Jr. Bulwarks Of The Faith, 119-120)

Calvin’s  doctrine  of  “perseverance”  clearly  contradicts  the  inspired
apostle’s declaration that Christians in Galatia not only could but did
fall from grace by embracing the abrogated law of Moses. Calvin was a
false teacher, and those who embrace his doctrines today are teaching
false doctrines.

JIM
The  false  doctrine  of  “perseverance  of  the  saints”— also  known  as
“once saved, always saved,” is taught in the following from the Grace
Evangelical Society: at www.faithalone.org

People  who  teach  that  it  is  possible  to  lose  your  salvation
normally use several proof texts. At first glance the verses do
appear to prove their point. However,  upon further study it
becomes clear that they have taken the verses out of context
and forced a meaning upon the text which the author never
intended. A case in point is Galatians 5:4.

I  have  had people  point  to  Galatians  5:4  and say,  “Doesn’t
Paul  say  that  at  least  some  of  the  Galatian  Christians  had
fallen from grace? And, if they could fall from grace, so can we
today.” How did they take the verse out of context? We would
agree that the book is addressed to Christians (Galatians 1:6,9;
5:1). We would also agree that some of the readers had fallen
from  grace  (Galatians  5:4)  and  some  were  on  the  verge  of
doing  so  (Galatians  5:2).  We  would  even  agree  that  it  is

http://www.faithalone.org/


possible for believers today to fall from grace. The text clearly
does not limit this falling to the Galatian Christians only. Any
Christian  who reverts  to  seeking  to  be  justified  by  law has
fallen  from  grace  (Galatians  5:4).  The  problem  is  in  the
conclusion we draw, not in the premises. The whole issue here
is  what  falling  from  grace  means.  Does  it  mean  that  the
believers in question have fallen from their positional standing
in grace? If it does, then Paul contradicts himself because in
other passages he clearly states that is impossible (cf. Romans
8:38-39;  Ephesians  1:13-14;  4:30;  Colossians  2:13-14;  1
Thessalonians 5:10; 2 Timothy 2:13). Since scripture is God’s
Word, it cannot contradict itself. Thus, whatever Paul meant
by  falling  from  grace  he  did  not  mean  falling  from  one’s
position as a child of God. ...While our position in the grace of
God is secure, our experience of His grace is not (Bob Wilkin,
“Has  This  Passage  Ever  Bothered  You?  Galatians  5:4”
http://www.faithalone.org.news/y1988/ 88jan 1.htm).

Wilkin claims that an “experience of grace” is what is lost in Galatians
5:4 and that one who teaches “it is possible to lose your salvation” has
taken this  verse  from the  context.  A  close  examination  of  Wilkin’s
wresting of the Scriptures indicates that it is he who has removed this
verse from the context.  Paul  is  not talking about  an “experience of
grace,”  but  a  contrast  between  the  law of  Moses,  which  could  not
justify the sinner, and the gospel system of faith by which all—Jews
and  Gentiles—are  justified  today.  The  words  “experience  of  grace”
cannot be found in the entire book of Galatians.

Wilkin uses several passages in an attempt to force Galatians 5:4 into
the mold of his false doctrine of “once saved always saved.”  Let's look
at those.

JERRY
Romans 8:38-39
There is no mention of an “experience of grace” in this passage, nor
does it teach the doctrine of perseverance as Calvinism teaches. Paul



says none of the things delineated in Romans 8:38-39 can separate us
from the love of God, and that is the absolute truth. But a man can
separate  himself from God’s grace and fall from it, as Galatians 5:4
teaches.  There is  not  a  contradiction between this  passage  and the
Galatian passage.

Ephesians 1:13-14; 4:30
The  earnest  of  the  Spirit  is  the  revelation  received  in  parts  and
portions by New Testament prophets, and the seal is the miraculous
ability they had to confirm what they taught. There is no mention of
an “experience of grace” in either of these passages, nor of the utter
inability of a child of God to fall from grace.

Colossians 2:13-14
Again, this passage has absolutely nothing to do with the false premise
that  a  child  of  God  cannot  be  lost.  It  makes  no  mention  of  an
“experience  of  grace.”  This  is  an  example  of  those  who  wrest  the
Scriptures  to  their  own  destruction  and  has  nothing  to  do  with  a
contextual consideration of Galatians 5:4. Neither does Paul declare
here that “it is impossible” to fall from grace.

1 Thessalonians 5:10
Dealing with the misconception of the Thessalonians that those who
die before the Lord returns will  not  be raised,  Paul  says  of  Christ,
“...who died for us,  that,  whether we wake or sleep, we should live
together with him.” It takes a mighty stretch to squeeze this verse into
the “once saved, always saved” mold. That doctrine is not in this verse,
despite the strainings of the Calvinistic crowd.

2 Timothy 2:13
Paul says here, “If we believe not, yet he abideth faithful: he cannot
deny himself.” That verse is also true. But Paul is not talking about
what man does, but what Christ does. Christ  cannot deny Himself,
but man can depart from the faith and be lost.


