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Calvinism and Arminianism
Calvinism and Arminianism are two opposing theological viewpoints regarding salvation. The most fundamental difference between the two is in their views of predestination and free will. Calvinists believe that God has predetermined who will be saved. However, Arminians believe that humans have free will to accept or reject God’s offer of salvation (Ellis, 2020). In addition, Calvinists believe that Jesus died for only a select few, while Arminians believe that Jesus died for all people. Calvinists also maintain a belief in the absolute sovereignty of God, whereas Arminians argue that man’s free will is necessary to accept God’s grace. Furthermore, Calvinists argue that it is not possible for a person who is saved to ever lose his salvation, while Arminians argue that a person’s faith and works can affect his eternal destiny. Lastly, Calvinists focus on the doctrine of Total Depravity while Arminians focus on Prevenient Grace. 
The main strengths of Calvinism include its emphasis on the power of God and its ability to explain the paradox of free will and determinism. The weaknesses of Calvinism include its idea of double predestination and its potentially limiting view of human freedom. The main strengths of Arminianism include its emphasis on human freedom, its view of God's salvific love, and its potential for spiritual growth (David, 2020). The weaknesses of Arminianism include its potentially inconsistent view of predestination, its potentially limiting view of divine sovereignty, and its emphasis on works-based righteousness. In conclusion, Calvinism and Arminianism are two divergent beliefs regarding salvation, with major differences in predestination and free will, views on Jesus’ death, and approaches to human action.
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