Bible Study Tool Names

Here are strong naming directions that fit the kind of Bible study tool you are building:
structured, cross-linked, discovery-oriented, node-friendly, Scripture-centered.

Best candidates

1.

10.

Peg & Rope Bible

Very aligned with your learning model. Memorable, visual, and distinct.
Good for: app identity, teaching identity, brand story.

Risk: people may not instantly know it is a Bible study tool unless subtitle clarifies it.
Scripture Atlas

Feels broad, structured, navigational, and serious.

Good for: website, premium platform feel.

Risk: slightly more generic.

WordThread

Strong fit for rootword threading, cross-links, and concept chains.
Good for: app name.

Risk: may sound slightly linguistic unless paired with “Bible.”
VerseLink

Clear and intuitive. Immediately sounds like linked Bible study.
Good for: app/store discoverability.

Risk: more common/generic feeling.

Covenant Map

Strong theological feel, simple, memorable.

Good for: users who resonate with big-picture Scripture structure.
Risk: narrower feel if tool does much more than covenant study.
Root & Rope

Distinctive and brandable. Feels organic, memorable, and layered.
Good for: unique branding.

Risk: not instantly “Bible app” unless supported by tagline.
Scripture Loom

Excellent if you want the feel of threads, weaving, patterns, and connections.
Good for: beautiful, thoughtful brand identity.

Risk: slightly poetic, less explicit.

NodeBible

Extremely direct for your system style.

Good for: niche, technical, serious users.

Risk: less elegant, more functional.

BibleSpoke

Good if your architecture uses spoke models.

Good for: your internal framework continuity.

Risk: may be unclear to first-time users.

Holy Threads

Strong, warm, memorable.



Good for: broader Christian audience.
Risk: could sound less scholarly.

My top recommendations for you
If you want most aligned with your actual method:

e Peg & Rope Bible
e WordThread
e Scripture Loom

If you want best for broad public usability:

e VerseLink
e Scripture Atlas
e Covenant Map

If you want best hybrid of brandable + method-driven:

e Root & Rope
e WordThread Bible
e Scripture Atlas

My strongest single recommendation:
Scripture Atlas

Why:

It feels serious, expandable, structured, visual, and discovery-based without boxing you into only
one feature. It can hold nodes, maps, cross-links, themes, names, roots, prophecy, fulfillment,
timelines, and study architecture.

A few subtitle/tagline pairings

e Scripture Atlas — Map the Word. Follow the threads.

e Peg & Rope Bible — Build durable understanding through connected Scripture.
e  WordThread — Trace words, roots, and revelation across Scripture.

e Root & Rope — 4 connected Bible study system.

e VerseLink — Discover how Scripture connects.

A practical naming strategy
You may want:
o Company/brand name = something distinctive like Root & Rope or Scripture Atlas

e App/product name = something clearer like Scripture Atlas Bible Study or VerseLink
e Method inside the app = your special engine name, such as RCETM



Example:

o Brand: Scripture Atlas
e Product: Scripture Atlas Bible Study
o Engine: RCETM Crosslink Explorer

If you want, I can next give you:
a 25-name list sorted by scholarly, brandable, tech-like, and Scripture-rich.

I like the idea of a simple Hebrew name or Greek name from the Bible.

That is a strong direction. A simple Hebrew or Greek Bible word can feel ancient, clean,
meaningful, and memorable.

For a Bible study app, I would lean toward words that carry one of these ideas:
word, truth, light, path, wisdom, search, treasure, foundation, understanding,
remembrance, life.

Strong simple options
Hebrew

e Derek — way, path

e Or—light

e Emet — truth

e Binah — understanding

e Chokmah — wisdom

e Torah — instruction

e Dabar — word, matter

e Miqra — reading, calling, Scripture-related assembly/reading
e Zakar — remember

e Lev— heart

e Logos — word, reason, expression
e Aletheia — truth

e Sophia — wisdom

e Phos — light

e Hodos — way, road, path

e Graphe — writing, Scripture

o Zoe— life

e Meno — abide, remain

o Kardia — heart

o Didache — teaching



Best options for an app name
My top simple picks for your kind of tool:

1. Dabar

Very strong. “Word” is central, and it feels weighty and biblical.
2. Derek

“Way” is simple, memorable, and easy to say.

3. Emet
Clean, short, powerful. Truth is an excellent anchor word.
4. Binah

Great for a study/discovery tool. It signals understanding, not just reading.
5. Logos
Extremely strong, but also widely used, so uniqueness may be harder.
6. Hodos
Beautiful meaning: way, path, journey.
7. Phos
Very short and modern-feeling. Light is a powerful study metaphor.
8. Graphe
Very directly tied to Scripture/writing.

My strongest recommendations for you

If you want clean and deep:

° Emet
e Dabar
¢ Binah

If you want simple and app-friendly:

e Derek
e Phos
° Hodos

If you want most directly Bible-study feeling:

o Dabar
e Graphe
o Logos

A few cautions

e Torah is beautiful, but many users may assume the tool is only Jewish/Hebrew Bible
focused.



e Sophia is attractive, but because of how that word gets used in some philosophical and
mystical circles, it may carry baggage you do not want.

o Logos is excellent, but highly used already.

e Zoe is pretty, but often feels more like a women’s brand, church ministry, or health app
than a study engine.

e Or is elegant in Hebrew, but in English it looks like the common word “or,” which
creates branding issues.

My top 10 for your project specifically

e Dabar
e Emet

e Binah

e Derek

o Hodos

e Phos

e Graphe
o Logos

e Miqra
e Zakar

If I were narrowing it for you, I would put these in the final round:

o Dabar — best all-around

o Emet — strongest simple elegance

e Binah — best for study/discovery

e Derek — best for ease and memorability
e Hodos — best Greek path/journey feel

A very strong brand pattern could also be:

e Dabar Bible
e Emet Study

e Binah
e Derek
° Hodos

My single favorite for your tool:
Binah

Why: it feels like understanding gained through connected discovery, which fits your whole
study architecture better than a generic “word” title.

I can also give you a refined list of only names that are:
1) easy to pronounce, 2) biblically meaningful, and 3) likely to work well as a website/app
brand.



Baqar
Bagqar is actually a pretty interesting choice.
There are two closely related Hebrew forms behind it:

o 123 (baqar) as a verb can mean to seek, inquire, search out, inspect, consider.
e 173 (baqar) as a noun usually means cattle, herd, oxen. Lexicons connect it
etymologically to the verbal root.

For a Bible study tool, the verb sense is the part that makes it attractive:

it carries the idea of searching, investigating, and carefully examining. There is also an
Aramaic form used in Ezra for an official search/investigation, which strengthens the
“study/research” flavor.

My take:

e Strengths: short, biblical, uncommon, strong sound, and the “search/inquire” meaning
fits a study platform very well.

e Weakness: some people who look it up will also find the cattle/oxen meaning right
away, since that noun is very common in lexicons.

So Baqar works best if you intentionally brand it around:
searching out Scripture, careful inquiry, examining the text.

Good brand feel:

¢ Bagqar

o Bagqar Bible

o Bagqar Study

e Bagqar Scriptura
e Project Baqar

Tagline ideas:

Baqar — Search the Word

Baqar — Inquire Deeply

Baqar — Seek Out Scripture

Bagar — A Bible Study Search Tool

My honest opinion:

Bagqar is stronger than it is risky.

It feels more unique than Logos, more meaningful than a made-up tech name, and more aligned
to your method than many softer names.

Best use case:



o [Ifyou want a name that sounds ancient, masculine, investigative, and distinct, Baqar
is very good.

o Ifyou want a name that sounds instantly warm and familiar to average church users,
Baqar may need a subtitle.

My recommendation:
Keep Baqar on the shortlist. It is one of the better Hebrew-root options for a study engine.

Final round comparison I’d put against it:

e Baqar — search/inquire
e Binah — understanding
e Emet — truth

e Dabar — word

o Derek — way

Of those, Baqar may be the most distinctive for a tool built around searching, threading, and
investigating Scripture.

I can give you a top 10 Hebrew shortlist similar to Bagar—strong, short, and biblically
meaningful.

Logos is taken as an app and website. And Berean is saturated, and website and app are taken.
To search a matter out, to diligently see, to inquire through study, these are good themes, but I do
like pattern, process and sequence; maybe we can find a word in this realm.

Yes — that is a better lane.

You are not just naming a Bible app around word or truth.
You are naming a tool around:

o searching a matter out

e tracing connected meaning

o seeing how things fit

e pattern, process, and sequence
o diligent inquiry

e discovery through structure

That means the name should feel less like “Bible reader” and more like “discernment engine”
or “study framework.”

Here are the best biblical-language directions in that realm.

Best Hebrew directions

Baqar



You already found a strong one.
Sense: search out, examine, inquire
Why it works: active investigation, diligent study, discovery.

Binah

Sense: understanding, discernment
Why it works: not just collecting data, but perceiving structure and meaning.

Chokmah

Sense: wisdom
Why it works: broad and rich, but a little more common and softer than your system may feel.

Derek

Sense: way, path
Why it works: process, course, movement.
Weakness: more “path” than “pattern.”

Seder

Sense: order, arrangement

Why it works very well for your themes of process and sequence.
Weakness: many people will associate it first with Passover order.
Arak / Arach

Sense: arrange, set in order

Why it has potential: this gets closer to ordered structure and sequence.
Weakness: less familiar as a stand-alone name.

Takan / Takanah direction

Sense cluster: measure, regulate, make straight, order

Why it fits: process/structure feel.
Weakness: not as immediate or clean.

Best Greek directions

Hodos

Sense: way, path
Good if you want process/journey language.



Aletheia

Sense: truth
Strong, but less about structure.

Sophia

Sense: wisdom
Strong meaning, but as mentioned earlier, may carry baggage or feel overused.

Skopeo / Skopos direction
Sense: look carefully, examine, mark, aim

This is actually interesting for your “diligently see” idea.
Weakness: less obviously biblical to average users.

Taxis

Sense: order, arrangement

This is one of the better Greek options for sequence/order/pattern.

Very interesting for your framework themes.

Weakness: in English it visually looks like “taxi/taxis,” which hurts branding.

Akoloutheo / sequence-following direction

Too long for branding, but the concept of following in order is good.

Strongest concept-fit names for your exact themes

If your themes are:
pattern + process + sequence + inquiry + structure

then the strongest shortlist is:

Baqar — inquiry/search

Binah — discernment/understanding

Seder — order/arrangement

Hodos — path/process

Skopos or Skopeo — examine/mark carefully

My opinion on the best fit

If you want the name to emphasize search/inquiry



Bagqar is still one of your best options.

If you want the name to emphasize discernment through structure

Binah may be even better.

If you want the name to emphasize pattern/process/sequence

Seder is conceptually very strong, though it has existing association baggage.

A very important naming distinction

You may want to separate:

¢ brand name
o engine/method name

Example:

App name: Binah

Engine inside app: PPS Engine or Process * Pattern * Sequence
Or:

App name: Baqar

Method: Binah Framework

Or:

App name: Seder

Study engine: Baqar Search

That lets you keep a clean biblical name while still expressing your deeper architecture.

My best shortlist for you right now

Best overall

Binah
Baqar
Seder
Hodos
Skopos

My top 3 for your actual project

1. Binah



Best if the app is about perceiving meaningful structure.
2. Baqar
Best if the app is about searching out Scripture diligently.

3. Seder

Best if the app is about order, arrangement, and sequence.

My honest instinct

Your tool feels like it may need a name that is:
simple, ancient, and strong
but not too generic and not too saturated.

Because of that, I think your best lane may be:

e Binah
¢ Bagqar
e Seder

Of those three, Binah probably has the best balance of:

e Dbiblical depth

o elegance

e app-name simplicity

o alignment to pattern discernment

And Baqar has the best balance of:
e uniqueness
o search theme
e masculine strength
e investigative energy

A very strong pairing could even be:

e Binah as the app
e Bagqar as the search/discovery engine

or the reverse.

Next, I can build you a 20-name shortlist only from Hebrew/Greek words that match
pattern, process, sequence, searching, discernment, order, tracing, and inquiry.


















What is an equivalent word in New Testament?

The closest New Testament Greek equivalent to H6186 (arakh / ‘arak) depends on which
shade of meaning you want.

In your screenshots, H6186 is carrying ideas like:

e setin order

e arrange
e prepare
e direct

e estimate / assess
e compare

So there is not one perfect single Greek word that covers every use. The Hebrew word is broader
in application.

Best NT-side equivalents by sense:

1. For set in order / arrange / put in order

10600 (tasso)
Meaning: to appoint, arrange, set in order, assign.

This is probably the closest structural equivalent if your interest is order, arrangement,
sequence, placement.

It carries the feel of:
e putting things in an ordered place
e assigning position

e appointing in a structured way

This is likely your best pattern/process/sequence parallel.

2. For prepare
étoynalm (hetoimazo)
Meaning: prepare, make ready.
Best if you are tracking places like:

e Psalm 23:5 “thou preparest”



e Psalm 132:17 “I have ordained/prepared a lamp”

This is more about readiness than arrangement.

3. For direct / guide / set before

Katev0ive (kateuthynd)

Meaning: direct, guide straight.

This fits Psalm 5:3 better conceptually if you are focusing on:
e “Iwill direct my prayer unto thee”

That is less about sequence and more about aiming rightly.

4. For compare

ovyKpive (synkrind) or mapafaire / mapafoin-family depending on context
Meaning: compare, interpret alongside, place together.

This fits Psalm 89:6 better where the idea is:

e “Who can be compared unto the LORD?”

5. For estimate / assess / determine value

There is no neat one-word NT equivalent that matches the Leviticus priestly valuation use
exactly.
That is more specialized.

Best single answer

If you want the best overall Greek equivalent for the “set in order / arrange / appoint” side
of H6186, the best answer is:

TA06M (tasso)



Why:
because it most naturally carries the sense of order, arrangement, placement, assigned
structure.

That makes it the strongest NT-side candidate for your pattern / process / sequence theme.

Important caution

Y our screenshots show that H6186 is being translated differently in different verses because
the Hebrew word is functioning flexibly by context. So the NT “equivalent” is really a concept
cluster, not a one-to-one lexical match.

So I would map it like this:
o Hebrew H6186 = arrange / set in order / prepare / direct / assess
e Greek structural parallel = tdéoom
e Greek preparation parallel = ¢towpdlo

e Greek directional parallel = katev00vem
e Greek comparison parallel = cuykpive

For naming your app

If this word cluster is what you are chasing, then a Greek branding direction like:
o Tasso
o Taxis conceptually, though weaker branding
e Hetoimos / Hetoimazo family
o Kosmos in the older sense of ordered arrangement, though too broad
o Syntaxis conceptually “ordered arrangement,” though not as simple

But from your actual theme, Tasso is interesting:
short, strong, and connected to appointing / arranging / ordering.

My recommendation
For your study-word exploration:

o Hebrew anchor: Arak / Arach (H6186)
e Greek parallel: Tasso

That is probably your cleanest cross-testament pair.



If you want, I can next do a full word study bridge:
H6186 — core Hebrew meaning — LXX tendencies — strongest NT Greek parallels —
naming implications.

Is there a New Testament hyperlink to any of the Old Testament verses I posted above?
Yes, but only some of them show a clear New Testament echo or hyperlink.
From the verses you posted:

Psalm 132:17 has the strongest New Testament link.

The line about God causing the horn of David to bud/spring forth is echoed in Luke 1:69: “He
hath raised up an horn of salvation for us in the house of his servant David.” BibleHub’s cross
references explicitly links Psalm 132:17 with Luke 1:69.

Psalm 23:5 also has a recognizable New Testament connection.

The phrase about anointing with oil is linked with Luke 7:46, where Jesus says, “My head with
oil thou didst not anoint...” BibleHub cross references Psalm 23:5 to Luke 7:46, and Luke 7:46
back to Psalm 23:5.

For the others you showed, I do not see a strong direct NT cross-reference in the source I
checked:

e Psalm 89:6 — the cross references shown are Old Testament parallels about none being
like the LORD, not a direct NT hyperlink.

o Psalm 5:3 — the listed cross references are also OT prayer/waiting parallels, not a direct
NT one.

e Leviticus 27:14 and Leviticus 24:8 — I did not verify NT cross-links for those in this
pass, so I should not claim one yet.

So the clean answer is:

Yes: Psalm 132:17 — Luke 1:69

Yes: Psalm 23:5 — Luke 7:46

Not clearly from this check: Psalm 89:6, Psalm 5:3

Not yet checked enough: Leviticus 27:14, Leviticus 24:8

The important thing here is that the NT hyperlinks are tied more to the verse themes than
specifically to H6186 as a lexical carryover. If you want, I can do the next step and isolate only
NT echoes of H6186’s “set in order / prepare / arrange” concept across the verses you
posted.

Specifically, are any of the New Testament verses quoting/hyperlinking “arak” in Greek from a
verse with arak in the Old Testament.

Yes, that is the sharper question.



And the careful answer is:

I do not see evidence, from the verses you posted, that the New Testament is directly
quoting an Old Testament arak verse in a way that preserves one consistent Greek “arak”
word.

The Old Testament Hebrew arak (H6186) is broad, and in the Greek Old Testament it gets
rendered by different Greek ideas depending on context, not one fixed equivalent.

What that means for your examples:

Psalm 132:17

Hebrew: “I have ordained/prepared a lamp...” with H6186.

The Septuagint renders that clause with “I have prepared a lamp”, so this is a prepare idea,
not an order/sequence word carried over mechanically. That verse does echo into Luke 1:69 on
the horn of David theme, but the NT echo is on the horn / Davidic salvation side, not clearly
on the Greek word used for arak.

Psalm 23:5

Hebrew: “Thou preparest a table...” with H6186.

The Septuagint again uses a prepare sense: “Thou hast prepared a table...” The NT connection
people make is usually around the anointing part, not a direct quotation of the Greek rendering
of arak.

Psalm 5:3

Hebrew: “I will direct/order my prayer...” with H6186.

But the Septuagint of Psalm 5:3 shifts the expression to “I will wait upon thee” rather than
preserving a straightforward arrange/order word. So this one especially does not look like a
stable Greek lexical bridge into the NT.

Leviticus 24:8

Hebrew: “he shall set it in order...” with H6186.

This preserves the strongest order/arrangement sense in English translation, but I do not know
of a direct NT quotation of this verse where the Greek rendering of arak is being explicitly
carried over into the NT text. From the sources checked here, I cannot verify such a quotation.

So the conclusion is:

From the verses you posted, I do not currently see a confirmed NT quotation/hyperlink
where the Greek in the NT is specifically preserving the Greek rendering of Hebrew arak
from that OT source verse.

What I do see is that arak fans out in the Greek tradition into different contextual ideas like
prepare, wait, or set in order, which makes a one-word NT carryover unlikely in these
examples.

So your distinction is important:



e Verse/theme hyperlink? Sometimes yes.
e Lexical hyperlink of arak into one Greek NT word? From these examples, not
clearly.

The strongest conceptual survivor from your set is still probably Leviticus 24:8 = set in order,
but I have not verified a NT quotation chain for that verse.

Okay, so what are equivalent word(s) in the New Testament for arak?

For arak (H6186, 71¥), the New Testament does not give one single exact equivalent. It
branches by context.

The core idea of arak is:
to arrange, set in order, prepare, lay out, direct, assess, compare.

So the best NT Greek equivalents are a cluster:

Strongest NT equivalents

1. éroynalm (hetoimazo) — prepare, make ready
Best where arak means:

e prepare

o make ready

e set before

This is probably the most common practical equivalent for verses like:

e “thou preparest a table” (Ps 23:5)
e “I have prepared/ordained a lamp” (Ps 132:17)

2. TGoo® (tassd) — appoint, arrange, set in order

Best where arak means:

e arrange
e putin order
e assign

o establish in sequence

This is likely the best NT equivalent if your focus is:
pattern, process, order, structure, sequence.

This is probably the closest structural equivalent.



3. kotapTtiCo (katartizo) — put in order, restore, equip,
frame properly

Best where arak means:
e put something in proper form
e adjust into right order

o fit together

This word is very strong if you are thinking in terms of:
aligned structure or ordered fitting.

4. katevOVvo (kateuthyno) — direct, make straight

Best where arak means:
o direct
e aim rightly

e settoward

This fits Psalm 5:3 better than the others if you are focusing on:
“I will direct my prayer unto thee.”

5. ovykpive (synkrind) — compare
Best where arak means:

e compare

o liken

e judge alongside

This fits Psalm 89:6 better, where the issue is:
“Who can be compared unto the LORD?”

6. TpotiOnu (protithemi) — set forth, set before

Best where arak means:

e layout
e setin front
e present

This can overlap with the “table prepared before me” idea.



Best summary mapping
If you want a clean bridge:

arak as prepare — hetoimazo

arak as arrange/order — tasso

arak as set right/fit together — katartizo
arak as direct — kateuthyno

arak as compare — synkrino

arak as set before — protithemi

If you want the closest overall equivalents

My top 3 would be:
1. tTdoowm (tassd) — best for order / arrangement / sequence

2. éroypnalom (hetoimazdo) — best for prepare / make ready
3. koaraprtiCo (katartizo) — best for fitting into right order / proper form

For your theme specifically

Since you like:
pattern, process, sequence, searching out, studying structure

then the strongest NT-side words related to arak are:
e TAoom — arranged order
o Kkotaptilem — fitted properly / brought into order
e groynalm — prepared readiness
If I were building your conceptual bridge, I would say:
Arak = ordered preparation
with NT echoes in:

tasso + hetoimazo + katartizo

That is probably the cleanest conceptual cluster.



If you want, I can next build a compact Hebrew-to-Greek bridge chart for arak, with OT uses
on one side and NT equivalent clusters on the other.

What are the Strong’s numbers for the New Testament words you gave me, and what are three
strong examples of each New Testament words?

Yes. Here are the Strong’s numbers for the NT Greek words I gave you, with three solid
examples for each.

1. tdoo — G5021

Meaning: arrange, appoint, set in order, assign.
Three strong examples:

e Matthew 28:16 — “into a mountain where Jesus had appointed them.” This shows
assigned placement/direction.

e Acts 13:48 — “as many as were ordained to eternal life believed.” This shows being
set/appointed.

e Romans 13:1 — “the powers that be are ordained of God.” This shows established
order/placement.

This is the strongest NT word if your focus is order, arrangement, sequence, placement.
2. é¢rowpalo — G2090
Meaning: prepare, make ready.
Three strong examples:
e Matthew 25:34 — “inherit the kingdom prepared for you from the foundation of the
world.”
e John 14:2 — “I go to prepare a place for you.”
e Ephesians 2:10 — “good works, which God hath before ordained/prepared that we
should walk in them.” This one is actually the compound proetoimazo, but it is from the

same prepare family and is very relevant conceptually.

This is the strongest NT word if your focus is prepare / make ready / set before.

3. kataptilo — G2675

Meaning: restore, equip, mend, fit, prepare, make complete.

Three strong examples:



o Matthew 4:21 — James and John were mending their nets.
e Galatians 6:1 — “restore such an one in the spirit of meekness.”
e Hebrews 13:21 — “make/equip you perfect in every good work to do his will.”

This is strongest when arak has the feel of put into right condition, fit properly, restore into
working order.

4. kotevOoveo — G2720

Meaning: direct, make straight, guide. The standard NT examples are very few, but it clearly
carries the sense of directing a path or heart.

Three strong examples:
e Luke 1:79 — “to guide/direct our feet into the way of peace.”
e 1 Thessalonians 3:11 — “Now God himself... direct our way unto you.”

e 2 Thessalonians 3:5 — “the Lord direct your hearts into the love of God.”

These are standard NT uses of G2720 and are the best matches for the direct side of arak.

5. ovykpived — G4793
Meaning: compare, combine, interpret by comparing.
Three strong examples:
e 1 Corinthians 2:13 — “comparing spiritual things with spiritual.”
e 2 Corinthians 10:12 — “comparing themselves among themselves.”

e A third strong note: this word is limited in NT usage, so its example pool is small; it is
still the best fit for the compare side of arak.

6. mtpotiOnu — G4388

Meaning: set forth, set before, purpose, place before.
Three strong examples:
e Romans 3:25 — “whom God hath set forth to be a propitiation.”
e Ephesians 1:9 — “according to his good pleasure which he hath purposed in himself.”
e Romans 1:13 or Ephesians 1:9 family usage shows the idea of setting forth or purposing

beforehand.

This is useful if your arak emphasis is lay out / set before / present.



Best simplified bridge
If you want the cleanest NT cluster for arak, I would rank them like this:

e G5021 tdoom — arrange, appoint, set in order

e G2090 éroypnalm — prepare, make ready

e G2675 karaptile — fit, restore, equip, make complete
e G2720 katevOOvem — direct, guide

e G4793 ovykpived — compare

o G4388 mpotiOnm — set forth, set before

My strongest three for your theme

For your pattern / process / sequence idea, the three best NT words are:
e G5021 tdocm
e G2090 éropalm
e G2675 karaprtiCo

Those three together give you:
ordered arrangement + preparation + fitting into right form.

I can turn this into a compact arak bridge chart next, with:
Hebrew arak | meaning cluster | NT Greek equivalents | Strong’s numbers | best sample

verses.

Does Acts 13:48 show a sequence of belief before ordination? As many as believed were
ordained to eternal life (causation is belief, outcome is ordination/appointment/assignment)

No. Acts 13:48 does not grammatically show “belief first, then ordination.”
In the KJV wording:

“and as many as were ordained to eternal life believed”

the natural flow is:

« were ordained = the described condition
o Dbelieved = the action of those described

So the verse, by surface grammar, reads more like:
those who were ordained believed, not

those who believed became ordained.

That said, there are a few important layers here.



1. Purely from the sentence structure

The phrase “as many as were ordained to eternal life” functions like the subject group.
Then “believed” is what that group did.

So grammatically, it is not:
e ‘“as many as believed were ordained”
It is:

e “as many as were ordained ... believed”

2. The word itself does not force a full theological system

The Greek word is Tdoom (G5021), and it can mean:
e appoint
e arrange
e setin order

assign

So the verse does present some kind of prior “appointed/ordered” condition in relation to belief,
at least in the sentence as written.

But that still does not by itself settle all larger doctrinal questions people load onto it.

3. Why people debate it

The debate usually is not about the English word order alone, but about what Tetaypévou is
implying:

e Does it mean divinely appointed beforehand?
e Does it mean disposed / aligned / set toward eternal life?

e Does it mean something like ranked among / positioned for eternal life?

Different theological systems push it in different directions.

4. Your proposed reading

You asked whether it means:

“As many as believed were ordained to eternal life”



That is not what the verse says in its present grammar.
To say that, the text would need to be structured more like:
e ‘“as many as believed were ordained”
or

e “having believed, they were appointed”

But Acts 13:48 is structured the other way around.

5. Context caution

Even though this verse’s grammar runs ordination/appointment — belief, that does not
automatically prove:

e irresistible grace
o unconditional individual election in the later theological sense
e inability doctrines

o that no covenantal or responsive framework is in view

A single verse should not be made to erase the many passages calling people to hear, turn,
repent, come, and believe.

So the careful conclusion is:

Conclusion

Grammatically, no — Acts 13:48 does not show belief before ordination.
It reads the other direction: those described as ordained/appointed to eternal life believed.

But:

o the exact force of Tdéoom in this context is still interpretively debated,
o and the verse alone should not be used as a complete theological system.

If you want, I can do a tight Greek grammar breakdown of Acts 13:48 and show why some
argue for “disposed” versus “appointed.”






Romans 13:1; maybe that is more like John 1:12, unto them who believe, to them he gave the
power to become the children of God. Addicted, in old English, etymology, I’d “delivered over”,



“gave over”, “devoted”... Seems like G5021 is pretty broad. What does Luke think it means,
versus Paul? Like 7:8 is “set” Acts 15:2 is “delivered”, etymology for 1600 era is “set free”;
which makes the most sense.

Yes — G5021 is broad, and that is exactly why people overstate Acts 13:48 when they treat
Tdoom as though it always means one rigid thing.

The word can carry ideas like:

e arrange
e appoint
e assign
o set

e order

e devote
e place

e station

and in some contexts the sense leans toward official appointment, while in others it leans
toward placing oneself / being placed / being set in a direction.

Your instinct is good: we should not let one English gloss control all uses.

Luke vs Paul

Not as “different theology,” but different usage by context.
In Luke-Acts
Luke often uses words more narratively:

o stationed

e assigned

e arranged

e determined in a practical or situational sense

So in Luke-Acts, Tdoom can feel more like:
set in place, assigned, arranged, directed within a circumstance.

In Paul
Paul can use it in a more structured or relational sense:
e ordained

e devoted
e ordered



e appointed
But even there, it is still not always some abstract deterministic decree word.

So the word itself does not belong to one doctrinal camp.
Its meaning is shaped by the sentence and context.

Your examples are important

Luke 7:8
Yes — this is a very important control verse.

The centurion says he is “set under authority.”
That clearly means:

e placed
e stationed

o arranged under rank

This is not mystical election language.
It is positional and ordered.

That gives a baseline sense:

tasso = place/set/arrange within an order

That is probably one of the clearest anchor verses.

Acts 15:2

This use is often translated something like:
Paul and Barnabas and certain others were determined/appointed to go up.

Again, that is not some absolute predestination idea.
It is more like:

e arranged
e assigned
e directed

e settogo



So yes, this supports your point that the word has a practical range.
Your etymology note on “delivered” is helpful conceptually, though I would be careful not to

force 1600-era English etymology back into the Greek. But your instinct is right that the old
English glosses can mislead if we hear them with modern ears.

Romans 13:1

This one is closer to:
o established
e setin place

e ordered

“The powers that be are ordained of God” means something like:
they stand in an ordered position under God’s sovereignty.

That is more like placed within an order than necessarily “individually regenerated by
irresistible decree” or anything like that.

So your comparison to John 1:12 is not exact lexically, but I see what you are reaching for:
a distinction between:

o those who receive/believe
o and then a status/right/order is given

That kind of conceptual sequence is very different from reading every “ordained” as secret
unilateral causation.

1 Corinthians 16:15
This is one of the strongest verses against an overly rigid reading.

KIV:
“they have addicted themselves to the ministry of the saints”

That is Tdocm.
Here the sense is clearly more like:

e devoted themselves
o gave themselves over



o set themselves to
e appointed themselves to

Your wording is very near the sense:
e delivered over
e gave over

e devoted

This verse is huge because it shows the word can involve volitional self-ordering or self-
devotion.

That matters a lot.

So what does Luke think it means, versus Paul?
A good way to say it:
Luke’s typical feel

set

station

assign

arrange

appoint in a situational / narrative / practical order

Paul’s typical feel

appoint

order

devote

place in a role or function

sometimes even self-devotion to a task

So both use the same root field of:

placement into order

but the context determines whether the emphasis is:

o official assignment
e situational arrangement
 relational ordering



e self-devotion
o established placement

What does that do to Acts 13:48?

It means we should be cautious.
Because taoom does not automatically mean:

o eternally decreed individual election in the later theological sense
It could suggest:

appointed

disposed

aligned

set toward

placed in readiness for
ordered toward

Now, grammar still matters:
Acts 13:48 still reads “as many as were tassein/tetagmenoi to eternal life believed”, not the
reverse.

But the word itself is broad enough that we should not load it too quickly.

That is likely the balance you are sensing.

My synthesis
A good base gloss for G5021 taoow across Luke and Paul would be:

to place or set into an order, role, direction, or commitment

Then context decides whether that means:

stationed
appointed
arranged
devoted
determined



e set

That is better than treating it as always meaning “predestined by irresistible causation.”

Your strongest control verses for range

These are very useful:

e Luke 7:8 — set under authority

e Acts 15:2 — arranged/determined to go

o Romans 13:1 — established in order

e 1 Corinthians 16:15 — devoted themselves / set themselves to

Those verses together show breadth, not a narrow theological technical term.

Conclusion

Yes — your instinct is right.

G5021 is a placement/order word with broad contextual range, and Luke and Paul both use it
in ways that support that broader field. The core idea is not merely “predestine,” but
set/place/arrange/devote within an order or direction.

The most important counterweight to a rigid reading of Acts 13:48 is probably 1 Corinthians
16:15, because there the word clearly carries a volitional devotion sense.

Where was Paul and Luke in Acts 13-17? Does that tie us to Paul’s letter?
Yes — this does help, but only partly.
From Acts 13—17, Paul is moving through two journey blocks:
Acts 13—-14 (first journey):
e Antioch in Syria sends them out
e Seleucia
e Cyprus

e Perga in Pamphylia
o Pisidian Antioch

e Iconium
e Lystra
e Derbe

o then back through Lystra, Iconium, Pisidian Antioch, Perga, Attalia, and back to Antioch
in Syria.



Acts 15:36—-17 (second journey opening):

e Antioch in Syria
e Syria and Cilicia

e Derbe

o Lystra

o through the Phrygian/Galatian region
e Troas

o then Macedonia: Philippi, Amphipolis, Apollonia, Thessalonica, Berea
e then Athens by Acts 17.

Now to your more important question:

Was Luke there with Paul in Acts 13—-17?

Not all the way through.

Luke’s narration switches into the “we” form starting in Acts 16 at Troas/Macedonia, which is
the classic sign that Luke joined that portion of the journey there. So in Acts 13—15 Luke is
reporting, but not presenting himself as a travel companion in the narrative. By Acts 16 onward,
Luke appears to be present for at least part of the journey.

So:

e Acts 13:48 is in Pisidian Antioch on the first journey.

e That is before the “we” section begins.

e Therefore, Acts 13:48 is Luke’s authored report, but not clearly from a point where he
signals personal travel presence.

Does that tie us to Paul’s letters?

Sometimes, but not automatically.
You can sometimes correlate Acts locations with Paul’s letters:

e Corinth ties strongly with 1-2 Corinthians

e Thessalonica ties with 1-2 Thessalonians

o Philippi ties with Philippians

o Galatia-region material is often discussed with Galatians

But Acts 13:48 in Pisidian Antioch does not give you a direct one-to-one link to a Pauline letter

written to that exact city in the way, say, Thessalonica does. It may contribute to the broader
Galatian-region discussion, but that is more inferential than explicit.

So for your tasso question



This means:

e Acts 13:48 gives you Luke’s narrative usage in Pisidian Antioch.

e Romans 13:1 and 1 Corinthians 16:15 give you Paul’s epistolary usage.

e Those are worth comparing, but you should not assume they mean exactly the same thing
in exactly the same rhetorical way just because the same Greek lemma appears.

That said, comparing them is still very useful, because together they show that Tdeom has a
broader semantic field than one rigid doctrinal gloss. Luke uses it in narrative settings; Paul uses
it in church, authority, and devotion settings.

My synthesis:

Acts 13—17 helps you distinguish Luke’s reporting context from Paul’s letter context, but it
does not collapse them into one meaning. It actually strengthens your caution: same word,
different settings, so context must govern.

One clean next step would be to line up every NT use of G5021 by author: Luke-Acts vs Paul.

Philippi is north east Greece, Thessolonica is due West of Philippi, Berea is just south of
Thosolonika I think, and Corinth is south west, then over the peninsula to Athens. So,
Corinthians may be closer to Acts 17, and the word may be more like the Corinthian account;
delivered, set free, brought forth; And when the Gentiles heard this, they were glad, and glorified
the word of the Lord: and as many as were ordained (brought forth) to eternal life (personally
were persuaded and) believed. I think delivered/brought-forth

Your geographic instinct is fine, but the lexical jump is the weak point.

Corinth being nearer to Acts 17 does not make Paul’s Corinthian nuance control Luke’s
earlier use in Acts 13:48. Proximity of cities is much weaker than author, sentence, and context.

What is fair to say is this:
G5021 has enough breadth that “ordained” may be too narrow an English gloss in Acts
13:48.
Your appeal to 1 Corinthians 16:15 does help prove the word can involve self-devotion /
setting oneself to a thing. That is a real control on the range.
But I would still be careful with “brought forth” and especially “set free.”
Why:
e Taocm basically carries the idea of set/place/arrange/appoint/order
e “brought forth” usually sounds more like birth, emergence, or production

o “set free” sounds like release/liberation, which is a different semantic lane

So those two are probably too far from the core of the word.



A safer paraphrase would be:

“as many as were set toward eternal life believed”

or

“as many as were disposed toward eternal life believed”

or

“as many as were appointed/aligned for eternal life believed”
Those preserve the idea of placement/alignment/order better than brought forth.
Your fuller interpretive thought seems to be:

they heard

they were glad

they glorified the word

they were personally persuaded/aligned
they believed

That is a contextual argument, and it is stronger than trying to make Taoo® itself mean brought
forth.

So I would separate the two:

What the word likely can bear

set
arranged
appointed
disposed
aligned
devoted

What the context may suggest
The Gentiles’ glad response and glorifying of the word may support a reading closer to:

o disposed/aligned toward eternal life
than a hard deterministic reading

What is probably too far



e brought forth

o set free

e delivered
Those are interpretive expansions, not the core lexical sense of Taco®.
So your instinct is moving in a useful direction, but I would refine it to:

“And as many as were set toward, aligned toward, or disposed toward eternal life believed.”

That stays closer to the word while still resisting an overly rigid reading of “ordained.”












Here it is, addict is the right word, and it’s used elsewhere. 1 Corinthians 16:15 is same G5021,
addict, similar context. So, “48 And when the Gentiles heard this, they were glad, and glorified
the word of the Lord: and as many as were [devoted; gave one’s assent to, declared, announced]
to eternal life believed.” This is more like Romans 10:9, “That if thou shalt confess with thy
mouth the Lord Jesus, and shalt believe in thine heart that God hath raised him from the dead,
thou shalt be saved.” Notice the sequence; and Luke and Paul travelled together, and coupled the
same doctrine in their writing.

I think you have found a real control, but your final gloss still goes a bit farther than the word
itself can securely carry.

What you have shown well is this:

1 Corinthians 16:15 proves G5021 can describe voluntary self-devotion.
That is important. In that verse, the house of Stephanas “addicted themselves” means
something like:

devoted themselves

gave themselves to

set themselves to

ordered themselves toward

That absolutely weakens any claim that G5021 always means a fixed unilateral decree.

But I would still separate three layers:

1. What the Greek word itself can bear

For tdoom / teTaypévor:

set
appoint
arrange
order
devote
assign
place

2. What the old English gloss “addict” meant in 1
Corinthians 16:15

Your etymology screenshot is useful for the English translator choice, not as direct proof of
Greek meaning.

There, addict in older English meant:



devote

give over

yield

assent to
dedicate oneself

That helps explain the KJV wording in 1 Corinthians 16:15.

3. What Acts 13:48 context may allow

Because of the contextual response:
they heard
they were glad

they glorified the word of the Lord
they believed

[ ]
[ ]
you are arguing that tetaypévor may be closer to:
e disposed
e devoted
o aligned
e settoward
That is a fair argument.

But I would be careful with:

e declared
e announced

Those seem to come from the English etymology trail of addict, not from the Greek Tdoom
itself.

So I would not rewrite Acts 13:48 as:
gave one’s assent to, declared, announced

because that imports too much from Latin/English history rather than the Greek verb.

What I think is strongest in your case

A more careful rendering along your line would be:



“as many as were devoted to eternal life believed”

or

“as many as were set toward eternal life believed”

or

“as many as were disposed toward eternal life believed”

Those are much stronger than the rigid “ordained” reading, because 1 Corinthians 16:15 really
does show self-devotional use.

On your sequence argument

You are right to notice that Acts 13:48 has a larger narrative sequence:
e hearing
e gladness
e glorifying the word
e believing
That does make a hard mechanical reading feel too compressed.
But grammatically, the clause still reads:

“as many as were tetoypévot to eternal life believed”

So the sentence still presents Tetaypévor as describing the believers, not belief as producing
TETOYUEVOL.

So I would say:
e Narratively, the context supports a responsive reading.
e Lexically, G5021 can include devotion/alignment.

e Grammatically, the text still does not say “as many as believed were then appointed.”

That distinction matters.

On Luke and Paul traveling together



Yes, Luke and Paul traveling together matters for broad theological harmony, but it does not
prove every shared idea-word must have the same exact nuance in every passage.

Still, your point is valid in a softer form:
e Luke and Paul are not likely teaching contradictory salvation frameworks.
e Therefore, Luke’s use of G5021 in Acts 13:48 should probably not be forced into a
meaning that would overturn Paul’s many calls to hearing, believing, confessing, turning,

and continuing.

That is a fair theological restraint.

Best balanced formulation

I think the strongest version of your view is:

Acts 13:48 should not be read as though G5021 must mean an unconditional secret decree
causing belief.

The use of G5021 in 1 Corinthians 16:15 shows the word can carry the sense of voluntary
devotion or setting oneself toward something.

Therefore, in Acts 13:48, a rendering like set toward, disposed toward, or devoted to eternal
life is more plausible than a rigid deterministic reading.

That is much tighter.

My honest refinement of your proposed wording

Instead of:

“as many as were [devoted; gave one’s assent to, declared, announced] to eternal life believed”
I would tighten it to:

“as many as were devoted to eternal life believed”

or

“as many as were set toward eternal life believed”

or

“as many as were disposed toward eternal life believed”



Those stay closer to the Greek while preserving your point.

The strongest of the three is probably:

“as many as were set toward eternal life believed.”

Because it keeps the core placement/order sense of Tdéoc® without forcing deterministic
theology.

I think Romans 10:9 gives us a pattern, and 1 Corinthians 16:15 fits in that context; I understand
what you mean by etymology may be what the English word means, not necessarily the Greek,
but in the context of Acts 13, and by the time you get to verse 48, the people were hearing, being
convinced, asking to have more teaching, and now G5021, which looks like confessing and then
believing, like Romans 10:9. I don’t see how ordained, or predetermination (outside of God
predetermining that all who believe will have salvation, not specifically to a person, but
generally to image bearers), but rather, per the PPSG, there is a sequence that is right, or it’s
wrong; so, either, in context, the people were ordained, and it was imposed, or God honored
covenant and the people entered into covenant.

Your reading is coherent as a contextual and covenantal argument, but it is still stronger as an
inference from the flow than as a strict lexical proof from G5021 alone.

That distinction is the key.

What you are seeing rightly
In Acts 13, there really is a flow:

o Paul preaches

e they hear

e some respond with interest

o they want more

o the word spreads

o the Gentiles hear

o they are glad

o they glorify the word of the Lord
o they believe

That is not a cold, isolated theological formula dropped from the sky.
It is a narrative of proclamation and response.

So your PPSG instinct is strong here:
there is a sequence, and the sequence matters.



That gives real weight to your concern that “ordained” can sound too imposed, too mechanical,
too detached from the hearing-response pattern in the passage.

Where I would tighten it

I would not say Acts 13:48 “looks like confessing then believing” in a direct Romans 10:9
sense, because:

e Romans 10:9 explicitly names confess and believe
e Acts 13:48 names hearing, gladness, glorifying, and believing

So the two passages are analogous in pattern, but not identical in wording.
Better to say:

Acts 13:48 fits the broader biblical pattern that hearing the word leads to responsive alignment,
and that faith is expressed in a covenantal response rather than imposed mechanically.

That is stronger than trying to make it a direct Romans 10:9 template.

The real fork you identified
You stated the issue very well:

 either the people were ordained and it was imposed
e or God honored covenant and the people entered covenant

That is the real theological fork.
And contextually, Acts 13 leans toward the second more than the first, because the chapter is full
of public proclamation, warning, appeal, and response. It does not read like Luke is trying to

teach that some secret hidden decree bypassed the hearing process.

So I think your best argument is:

Best formulation

Acts 13:48 should be read inside the narrative covenant pattern of proclamation — hearing
— glad reception — honoring/glorifying the word — belief. Therefore, G5021 is better
understood here as alignment, disposition, or setting toward eternal life than as an imposed
deterministic ordination of particular persons.

That is a solid reading.



Why this is stronger than “ordained”
Because in ordinary modern English, ordained sounds like:

o fixed beforehand
e imposed from above
e decided irrespective of response

But the chapter itself presents:
e preaching

e rejection by some
e reception by others

s Jjoy
e honoring the word
o Dbelief

So your reading preserves the chapter’s actual motion.

One important caution

I would still avoid saying the text explicitly teaches:

first they confessed, then they believed, therefore G5021 means confession/assent.
That is probably too specific.

But I do think you can say:

the immediate context shows a responsive covenantal sequence, so G5021 should be read within
that sequence, not as a detached metaphysical decree.

That is the right strength level.

My conclusion

Yes — your PPSG framing gives a better reading of Acts 13 than a rigid imposed-ordination
reading.

The strongest claim is not that G5021 itself means confession, but that the context of Acts 13
shows a covenantal response pattern, so “set toward / disposed toward / aligned toward
eternal life” fits better than “predetermined irrespective of response.”

A very tight final wording would be:



In Acts 13:48, the narrative context favors a covenantal-response reading: those who
heard, received, and honored the word were those set toward eternal life, and they
believed.

Philisophically speaking, what is ordained? In an American/Western viewpoint, someone who
goes to seminary, who does the work, who learns the material, who intends themselves to an
occupation, the studied, graduated, certified person is then recognized with a certificate of
completion, called ordination, to be ordained is to be recognized for public ministry as meeting
qualifications, and able to enter into vocation. Ordination often requires speaking what you
believe, confession of your doctrine, before ordination. So, if the preloaded dogma and false
doctrine is not inserted into “ordained”, then pure use of ordination is actually more like the
PPSG pattern. Can we make a case for what ordained means and what the preloaded contrast is?

Yes. You can make that case, and it is actually a strong philosophical-linguistic case.
Because “ordained” in normal human usage is usually not heard as:

e random imposition without process

e bypassing qualification

e bypassing recognition

e bypassing confession

e bypassing public alignment

Instead, in ordinary Western use, ordination usually means something like:

Ordinary-use ordination

A person:
e learns
e prepares

e is examined

e is found qualified

e isrecognized

e is set into office, role, or vocation

So in common usage, ordination is often the public recognition of ordered readiness.

That is much closer to your PPSG instinct:
process — pattern — sequence — recognition/placement

than to the preloaded doctrinal sense some people insert into Acts 13:48.

The clean distinction



1. Ordinary/philosophical sense of ordination
Ordination means:

e arrangement into order

e appointment into role

o formal recognition

e placement into vocation

o acknowledgment of readiness, qualification, or alignment

This assumes:
e sequence
e process
e discernment

e suitability
e public declaration or confirmation

2. Preloaded dogmatic sense
In some theological systems, “ordained” gets heard as:
e individually predetermined beforehand
e unilaterally imposed
o causally fixed irrespective of response
o selected apart from participatory covenantal alignment
That is a much narrower and more loaded meaning.
And importantly:

that narrower meaning is not the natural philosophical meaning of ordination as a word in
human society.

Why this matters in Acts 13:48

Because when modern readers see:
“as many as were ordained to eternal life believed”
many hear a preloaded theological package:

o secretly selected

o fixed beforehand

e caused irresistibly
o then belief follows as proof



But the more natural semantic field of ordination as a human concept is:
e setin order
e recognized for a role or path
o aligned to a calling

e publicly or formally placed

That makes your contrast very useful.

Your case stated carefully

You could argue:

Philosophically and in ordinary language, ordination is not usually an arbitrary imposition, but
the recognition and placement of someone into an ordered role after process, qualification,
confession, or demonstrated alignment. Therefore, reading “ordained” in Acts 13:48 as though it
must mean unilateral predetermination imports a preloaded doctrinal meaning that is narrower
than the ordinary concept of ordination itself.

That is a solid statement.

PPSG harmony

This fits your sequence idea very well.

In a PPSG frame, ordination is not the destruction of sequence, but the recognition of rightly
completed sequence.

For example:

e hearing
e learning
e agreeing

e confessing

e preparing

e qualifying

e being recognized

e being set into place

That is very close to how ordination works in churches, trades, professions, and offices.

So yes, philosophically:

Ordination is usually a terminal recognition within a process



not a denial of process.

The preloaded contrast

You asked for the contrast clearly.
Pure/ordinary use of ordination
e ordered placement
e role recognition
e public acknowledgment

o lawful or structured appointment
o often after demonstration, confession, examination, or qualification

Preloaded doctrinal insertion
e hidden causal decree
e person-specific determination before any response
e imposed outcome

o no meaningful participatory sequence except as effect, not condition

That contrast is real.

Important caution

You still want to avoid overstating the analogy, because word meaning in a biblical text is
controlled first by its Greek context, not by modern church ordination practice.

But philosophically, your observation is still powerful because it exposes how much extra
doctrine people may be smuggling into the English word ordained.

So the best argument is not:

modern ordination proves Acts 13:48 means process-first.

The better argument is:

the ordinary concept of ordination shows that “ordained” does not naturally require an imposed
deterministic meaning; therefore, that meaning must be proven from context, not assumed from

the word itself.

That is the strong form.

Best concluding formulation



Here is the cleanest peg:

Ordination, in ordinary philosophical and social use, is ordered recognition into role after
process, qualification, alignment, or confession. The preloaded contrast is a dogmatic
reading that turns ordination into unilateral imposition without meaningful participatory
sequence. Therefore, Acts 13:48 should not be allowed to inherit that preloaded meaning
automatically.

That is a legitimate case.

A shorter version:

Ordination normally recognizes order; it does not erase process.
That may be your strongest peg.

The preloaded ordination, as imposed selection, is not reinforced by other uses of G5021; it more
usually skips to John 6:44, and Ephesians 1, and often Romans 9, Jacob I loved, Esau I hated;
then, within those multiple passages, a narrative is made that excludes covenant, and implies
predetermined selection. There is no PPSG, there is only Devine mystery and selection,
discounting all of the passages that talk about “you will not turn” or other; and “you will not
turn” must therefore mean you are wicked, like Genesis 6, and you therefore are Esau, hated, and
not loved. There is a lot of therefore in the cherry picked 8 to ten verses/passages; carefully
constructed, to make you of the light of Sophia, so to speak, and not make man in our image, and
blessing to the nations, or Luke saying in Acts 13, the covenant and gospel was to the Israelites
first, and always intended for, but now is going to the nations/gentiles. Ordained, under the
cherry picked of special-few preload, becomes a doctrine separate of covenant/contract, and the
covenant/contract determining outcome, and personal culpability.

Yes. That is the real concern, and you are identifying it clearly.

The issue is not just one word, G5021.
The issue is the system built around it.

What you are describing is this:
A small set of passages gets made into a controlling grid:
e John 6:44
e Ephesians 1
e Romans 9
o Acts 13:48

o a few others

Then those passages are read through each other in a closed loop, and the result is:



covenant gets minimized

warning passages get weakened

calls to turn get redefined

culpability becomes secondary

sequence disappears

personal response becomes evidence only, not meaningful participation

So yes, in that system, ordained becomes detached from:

covenant
contract

e promise
hearing
turning
obedience
culpability

and becomes instead:
e imposed selection
o hidden decree

e mystery as control category

That is a legitimate critique.

Your strongest peg

I would state it this way:

The preloaded reading of “ordained” in Acts 13:48 is not established by the lexical range of
G5021 itself, but by importing a larger theological system from a small set of disputed
passages, then reading that system back into Acts 13.

That is precise.

Why that matters

Because Acts 13 itself is covenantal and historical in flow:

e promise to the fathers

o fulfillment in Israel’s history

e Jesus raised up in the Davidic line
e message goes to Israel first

e rejection by some

e turn to the Gentiles



e Gentiles hear and rejoice
o belief happens in that proclamation context

That is not a context naturally centered on:
secret selection of a special few detached from covenant history.

It is centered on:
promise, proclamation, response, rejection, and extension to the nations.

So when “ordained” is made to mean imposed individual selection, it can fracture the actual
chapter logic.

The contrast you are drawing

Covenant frame

e God makes promise

e God speaks

e man hears

e man may resist or receive

e outcome is tied to covenant relation

e personal culpability remains real

e judgment and mercy both make sense

Preloaded special-few frame

e God selects secretly

e hearing is secondary

e warning is formal, not participatory

o refusal proves prior non-selection

e covenant becomes backdrop, not governing structure
o culpability becomes harder to explain cleanly

That is the contrast you are seeing.

Your “therefore” observation is strong

2

Yes — the theological system often advances by chained “therefores”:

e cannot come unless drawn

o therefore draw is selective

o therefore selected individuals alone can come

o therefore Esau/Jacob is individual predetermination

o therefore ordained in Acts 13:48 means imposed election
o therefore refusal texts only reveal non-election



o therefore covenantal calls are not genuinely open in the participatory sense

That chain is not the same thing as letting each passage speak in its own setting.

Why “you will not” matters

Your point about “you will not come” is important because it preserves:

e moral agency

o refusal

e culpability

o resisted grace/draw

e covenant breach language

Without that, many passages become flattened into appearance-only invitations.

And once that happens, the Bible’s repeated calls to:

e hear

e turn

e repent

e Dbelieve
e continue
e obey

lose their ordinary force.

Best formulation

Here is the cleanest version of your point:

When Acts 13:48 is read through a preloaded special-selection system, “ordained” becomes
detached from covenant, proclamation, and culpable response. But in Acts 13 itself, the
gospel is presented within covenant history: to Israel first, then to the nations, with real
hearing, real rejection, real glad reception, and real belief. Therefore, “ordained” should
not be isolated from that covenantal sequence and turned into a doctrine of imposed
selection apart from personal response and covenant outcome.

That is strong and fair.

Even tighter peg

Ordained, under the special-few preload, becomes a doctrine outside covenant. In Acts 13,
it belongs inside covenant proclamation and response.



That may be your strongest short peg.

Final thought

Your case is not merely anti-dogmatic. It is actually a positive interpretive claim:

e Scripture’s governing structure is promise and covenant

e proclamation and response are real

e personal culpability is real

e God’s extension to the Gentiles is covenantally purposeful

o therefore isolated doctrinal preload should not override narrative sequence

That is a coherent framework.



