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An independent review of “99% Grace?” 
By Rod Olodeen
Supervisor, Manuscript Evaluation
Accurance Publishing Services

			99% Grace? is a welcome addition to the new line of promising new works that seek to make religious topics more relevant in today’s highly material world. It is thoroughly researched, clearly discussed, adequately argued propositions, sufficiently criticized ideas, leaving almost nothing behind—truly a product of one’s life work based on actual experience and labor, without the conventions of formal training. It is indubitably a must-have book for many people, either religious, scholarly, or plain common folks who simply love to read and expand their understanding about things like predestination versus grace, religious beliefs/convictions, limitations of human understanding, etc.

			Offering a fresh, novel take on an age-old, but still very interesting and ongoing debate— drawn from almost 40 years of study, contemplation, and development—this book is a sound publishing approach. In today’s world of “been there, done that” mentality, an opus such as  99% Grace? offers a much-needed hiatus from the seeming deadlock of the two opposing views on human salvation. Throughout the book, the author aptly gives a number of reasons why his work is out of the ordinary in its genre.

			For one, contrary to the long-standing debate between proponents of predestination and of free will, the author did not follow the similar approach typically used by many pastors and scholars who poorly attempted to settle these two paradoxical views by offering a compromised, consenting theology or to simply setting aside the matter by categorizing it as an entirely faith-based concept.

			Another critical argument raised by the author highlights the two pivotal errors in reasoning behind the Genesis creation story. First is the fallacy that the free will of man should be considered in the same standing as that of God since the latter was made in the image of God. Second is that man’s will has the same level of freedom of Adam and Eve prior to the Great Fall. The author avers that because of these two logical/theological blunders, all resulting arguments that support the preeminence of free will in man’s salvation are inevitably bound to also fail.

			Another ingenious, perhaps original premise offered by the author is about God’s propensity to elect ordinary men and women to write His scriptures—like “David, Amos, Peter and John.” The author cleverly applies this to himself, being untrained in formal theology but with abundance in faith, experience, and personal relationship with the Gospel he first met and embraced 39 years ago. The author also attributes some of the flaws that he argues against to the sin of pride which, in most theological debate, often successfully restrains anyone’s capacity for objective listening.

			After ensuring that both sides of the debate are adequately presented based on fresh or more in-depth and relevant materials—for a more balanced discussion and providing rational explanations—the author can be said to have successfully produced a compelling work for both theological experts and untrained lay people who hunger for Christian truths and the like.

			The author’s pitch in the book’s introduction—that it is not just one of “those” works and the fervent hope that readers will find something “new” in it—epitomize the entirety of 99% Grace? Anyone can also appreciate the clarity and coherence of the discussions as well as how the author’s arguments progressed to arrive at his bottom line intent, which is in support of comprehensible and consistent systematic theology on human salvation, or the shift from “Whosoever will” to “Whomsoever I will.”
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			Foreword

			If you suspected that the author’s name on the cover of this book, Justas Iam, was a pen name, you were correct. You might ask, “Why the pen name?” It is natural for anyone who opens a book on a theological subject like “free will” to inquire about who the author is and what his or her credentials are. Here are my answers to those questions.

			I opted for this pen name because I am not a seminary-educated pastor or teacher. I am merely a born-again believer in Jesus Christ whose heart was opened to the gospel forty years ago at the age of thirty-two. As my faith has grown under the effect and influence of many sermons, Sunday school lessons, Bible studies, books by Christian authors, and hours spent personally reading the Bible, the unresolved debate about the first cause of salvation has become a focus of my attention and investigation. 

			When I set out to write this book, I did not want readers to prematurely weigh the potential worth of its contents against my personal credentials, or lack thereof. I have an ardent desire for coherent theology, but I do not hold any theological degrees. By “coherent theology,” I mean a belief system that sits at the highest level of non-contradiction with the sum of the whole council of God—the Bible. The issue of how a man is saved lies at the foundation of all theological debates because salvation is the main theme of Scripture. I am just a lay Christian who desires to express a defense of God’s sovereignty in salvation and argue against what I believe to be the false premises of free will doctrine as it relates to salvation. I hope there will be some thoughts and conclusions within this book that the reader has not encountered before.

			As I was looking for possible publishers for this book, I was amused by the submission requirements of many of them, which either directly or indirectly stated that they would not consider any theological treatises from anyone who lacked sufficient credentials as a pastor or seminarian. This requirement makes me ask, “Who taught the first seminarian?” It is a good thing that God did not make such a demand of those chosen to write his Scriptures. Moses, David, Amos, Peter, and John, to name just a few, would have been disqualified. God is still able to convey truth through common men, and that is my intention with this book. Is God still able to make a point through a common believer? I hope so. 

			Granted, there is no shortage of books that address the debate over God’s sovereignty in salvation and man’s act of belief to gain salvation. As just stated, this is a debate about cause. From my years of studying the Bible and from reading the conclusions of many notable theologians and pastors, I have concluded that this long-running, unresolved debate is the result of a post hoc, ergo propter hoc fallacy approach by many theologians. The Latin name for this logical fallacy translates as “after this, therefore because of this.” Put in other words, it suggests that “because B follows A, therefore A must be the cause of B.” The fallacy lies in concluding that just because one event is said to necessarily follow another event, the first event is conclusively the cause of the second event. In the context of the sovereignty versus free will debate addressed in this book, the presumed first event—willful belief—is scripturally and repeatedly stated as the necessary antecedent of salvation. The Bible is abounding in examples that represent this sequence of these two events. As a result, it is the conclusion of many Christians that such belief is therefore the prime cause of salvation. The fallacy arises from the fact that although belief must precede salvation, it is an error to conclude that man’s act of belief itself is the first cause of salvation. It is akin to knocking down a line of five dominoes set up on end by pushing the first domino and then deducing that the action of the fourth domino falling is the only reason the fifth domino fell over. The fourth domino is the immediate cause, but it is not the prime cause. Discovering what ultimately caused the fourth domino to fall would thereby reveal the true cause for why the fifth domino fell. (There are five “dominoes” (events) in the salvation process that will be detailed at the end of Chapter 9.) The focus of this book regards the cause of salvation. Specifically, what is the prime cause? Is it God’s sovereign and willful choosing or man’s free will believing?

			I intend to demonstrate that this seemingly very logical and even easily defended biblical sequence is not as simple as it appears. If one gives it some thought, the question should arise: How and why does saving belief occur? This question will be thoroughly discussed in subsequent chapters. I will attempt to show that the connection between belief and salvation are better described in the context of another Latin expression, cum hoc, ergo propter hoc, which translates as “with this, therefore because of this”—the implication being that when two events appear to occur simultaneously or the chronological order of events is uncertain, one event is still defined as the cause of the other. Although cum hoc, ergo propter hoc is still a logical mistake, it does give a truer picture of the relationship between belief and salvation. Any separation of their occurrence is virtually indiscernible. But the deeper question that demands examination still remains: How and why does saving belief occur? 

			It is hoped that this examination of the question will not result in just another book containing reiterations of past arguments; one that makes no new contribution to the debate on this topic. Instead, it is my hope that the reader might find some thoughts, insights, and perspectives they had not previously considered. I admit, at the outset, to a firm belief that every  individual’s salvation is a sovereign, predestined work of God. Whether you agree or disagree with how I use various biblical verses to defend my position, I ask for your indulgence in considering the insights and explanations that are put forth. Regardless of your present view of the matter, reading this work may either reinforce your current position or, perhaps, may change your thinking about this most important doctrinal question. 

			If it is agreed that there are only two feasible views on this doctrinal issue and only one can be correct, then it becomes appropriate for all Christians to seek the truth of the matter. This is an issue on which every believer, consciously or subconsciously, must stand on one side or the other. The Holy Spirit will—no, must—guide anyone who honestly seeks the truth about how and why God chose and saved anyone. Therefore, my real name, as the author, is unimportant. It is my dividing of God’s Word and my conclusions that the reader must judge. I hope the sum of the points I offer are helpful to that end. This is my scriptural motivation for writing this book: 

			1 Pet. 3:15 But sanctify the Lord God in your hearts: and be ready always to give an answer to every man that asketh you a reason of the hope that is in you with meekness and fear. 

			My answer is this: I believe that salvation is 100 percent the work of the grace of God, not 99 percent. My salvation and my hope rest on God’s grace alone.
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			Doctrinal Rigidity—Perpetual Division

			Rigidity

			I have two principle frustrations over this doctrinal stand-off. My first frustration, as mentioned earlier, is with the experienced futility of personal debate. Whenever I engage in any friendly, face-to-face debate on this subject with another believer with the opposite viewpoint, the debate almost inevitably hits an impasse. Personal reasoning and pride kick in, and whatever arguments I try to propose get stalled. My opponents often just stop listening. I am not saying that I don’t also use reasoning, or that I am immune to moments of pride. God gave us the gift of logic, and He expects us to use it. Human reason also factors into everyone’s biblical interpretations, for better or worse. However, God offers a word of caution through the prophet Isaiah to men seeking to understand Him in an important principle:

			Isa 55:8 For my thoughts are not your thoughts, neither are your ways my ways, saith the Lord. 

			Isa 55:9 For as the heavens are higher than the earth, so are my ways higher than your ways, and my thoughts than your thoughts. 

			This passage should be a warning to us when Scripture runs counter to our logic. When finite men read and interpret the words of an infinite God, it is easy for them overstep their bounds and impose their finite powers of logic upon God and His truth. Christians can easily impose their humanity upon God when they force meanings from His Word that they desire. God reproves this kind of error in the Psalms:

			Ps. 50:21 These things hast thou done, and I kept silence; thou thoughtest that I was altogether such an one as thyself: but I will reprove thee, and set them in order before thine eyes. 

			In the debate over how God saves anyone, pride often tends to blind people’s eyes and deafen their ears whenever they are confronted with the possibility that their theology may be in error. It is curious how quickly the cement of the one’s particular theology hardens their willingness to consider the possibility of a new Bible truth that is, in any degree, contradictory to what they believe. This kind of hardening too often shuts down any receptiveness to learning something new. The need for all believers to be Bereans never ceases (Acts 17:10–11). We must always test everything we have been taught on a particular subject with what the Bible says about it, wherever the subject arises in Scripture. Doctrinal rigidity is a positive trait when it comes to standing against the tide of doctrinal erosion that plagues Christianity today. Nevertheless, because Christianity is also polluted with distorted doctrines, doctrinal rigidity is often the very impediment to doctrinal growth and maturity. The apostle John exhorts us, in a way, to guard against such rigidity:

			1 John 4:1 Beloved, believe not every spirit, but try the spirits whether they are of God: because many false prophets are gone out into the world. 

			It is deceiving spirits who persist in injecting small amounts of leaven (doctrinal distortion) into the lump of Christianity (proper biblical doctrine). Christian denominations, as well as local independent churches, often originate and evolve around erroneous biblical interpretations that men have extracted from Scripture. John also tells where our infallible help comes from when we search for a truth in Scripture: 

			John 16:13 Howbeit when he, the Spirit of truth, is come, he will guide you into all truth: for he shall not speak of himself; but whatsoever he shall hear, that shall he speak: and he will shew you things to come. 

			(Notice how much truth He will guide us into if we let Him.)

			Thus, both sound and unsound doctrine can become foundations of these various assemblies of believers when they allow their logic to prevail over a Spirit-revealed truth. But men and their organizations remain finite and fallible, so the spirit of the Bereans must be continually employed by all believers. The Spirit will not endorse two contradictory doctrines. One of the best metrics of correct doctrine is the absence of any clear contradictory Scripture. Nevertheless, the negative aspect of doctrinal rigidity is a real problem within Christianity.

			Division

			The second and more crucial aspect of my frustration is one which is increasingly perplexing. It is the question of why these two antithetical views have endured so long and have so successfully divided Christians for centuries. The fallback opinion says that these two biblical facts, God’s choosing to salvation as opposed to man’s free will choosing, are beyond our understanding. This is a cop-out to searching for the correct answer, as the way of God’s logic demands. How does His logic demand an answer? If the verse below, from the inerrant Word of God, is true, then God would not provide Scriptures that produce clear, antithetical doctrines. Seemingly scriptural antithesis must be resolved through contextual application, which in turn requires the knowledge of God’s progressive dispensational relationship with men. 

			1 Cor. 14:33 For God is not the author of confusion, but of peace, as in all churches of the saints.

			For example, the dietary laws given to Israel are not required for obedience by Christians today under the dispensation of grace. Yet many Christians and Christian assemblies in this age still feel bound to apply various degrees of law keeping that were only required of Israel under the law. Paul hammered the point of our not being under law, but under God’s grace. It is disappointing and sad that such an answer to this debate has failed to emerge from centuries of Christian scholarship. We can’t blame God.

			Blatant antithetical doctrine should not be tolerated within the body of Christ, which is the Church. Mysteries of Scripture, such as the Trinity and the deity and humanity of Jesus, must be acknowledged as mysteries of God (Deut. 29:29) and accepted by faith because they are beyond our total comprehension. A mystery is not the same thing as a contradiction (or antithesis). Antithetical doctrine does not belong in the same category as a mystery.  

			There is little doctrinal peace among the multitude of churches today, even among those that can be legitimately called Christian. I am not naïve as to the ultimate answer regarding why a resolution has evaded Christians for so long. It is, of course, the reality of Satan and his unceasing distortion of God’s Word. I understand that Satan is the ultimate source of this confusion among believers. He never ceases to ply men with his lie that repeatedly says, “God did not really say (or mean) this or that” (Gen. 3:5). Nevertheless, logic (of man or of God) says that one of these views of the issue under consideration has to be in error. It is a sad fact that an irrefutable, biblical solution to this error has not been produced by the pens and pulpits of past theologians. Such a response would have effectively exposed what, in my view, is the fallacy of the doctrine of free will. God did not purposefully leave us in a fog about this. I believe the answer is available within the whole counsel of God. 

			Maybe something in the following chapters will assist the reader in untying this “Gordian knot” of all doctrinal disputes. Rather than dismiss this “knot” as incomprehensible, let’s use the combination of Scripture, logic, the biblical evidences of God’s attributes of sovereignty, grace, love, and the guidance of the Holy Spirit to lead us to the correct answer of why and how anyone is saved.
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			The War Continues: Calvinism versus Arminianism 

			Both sides of this historical war over predestination confidently employ Scriptures to demonstrate the authority of their view of this issue. Using their respective arsenals, the attacks, the defenses, and the counter-attacks have continued to this day between two theological views commonly labeled, Calvinism and Arminianism.

			If God’s Word is the proper boundary within which this doctrinal war is to be fairly waged, and God is not “the author of confusion,” then why have Christians through the ages been unable to sort this war out? As previously cited, I see two possible reasons. The first is Satan’s unrelenting effort to distort God’s Word. Satan’s perpetual foundational lie remains, “God did not really say (mean) that,” to which men too easily succumb. While God neither slumbers nor sleeps (Ps. 121:4), neither does Satan. This success of Satan’s lie, in turn, often seduces men to “wrest” (spin) assorted passages to fit their theology. The second reason, is the pride of men that arises in this debate. Once they affix themselves to a doctrinal premise on one side or the other of an argument, they often become unyielding to any scriptural evidence to the contrary. Pride not only goes before destruction (Prov. 16:18), but it also goes before most all doctrinal stubbornness. No man is immune to it.  

			Adam and Eve were unaware that when they yielded to Satan’s temptation to disobey God’s command, they had enlisted on Satan’s side of his war against God. War has been an affliction of man ever since Cain turned against Abel regarding the proper sacrifice to offer to God. Wars come in many different contexts. The worst of those contexts are the wars among men over God’s word. Nevertheless, wars in a sinful world are inevitable. We know that all Scripture is God-breathed, as 2 Tim. 3:16 says: 

			2 Tim. 3:16 All scripture is given by inspiration of God, and is profitable for doctrine, for reproof, for correction, for instruction in righteousness. 

			Likewise, we are told in Acts 23 that even the scribes of the Pharisees knew that it was ill-advised to fight against any Word from God:

			Acts 23:9 And there arose a great cry: and the scribes that were of the Pharisees’ part arose, and strove, saying, We find no evil in this man: but if a spirit or an angel hath spoken to him, let us not fight against God. 

			From these two verses it can only be concluded that any doctrine that is in open conflict (war) with some part of Scripture is a war that is also ill-advised. Wars are sometimes necessary to defend rights or correct the wrongs that people commit, but it should be remembered that war is the result of sin, as we are told by the apostle James:

			James. 4:1 From whence come wars and fightings among you? come they not hence, even of your lusts that war in your members? (Here, if James would have had a copy of Paul’s letter to the Romans, he could have used Rom. 7:7–11 and 21–23. Paul knew about this war within the individual.)

			James 4:2 Ye lust, and have not: ye kill, and desire to have, and cannot obtain: ye fight and war, yet ye have not, because ye ask not. (What believers often fail to ask for is the guidance of the Holy Spirit to resolve any doctrinal conflicts.)

			An indication that one is on the wrong side of the debate is the need to either bend Scripture to accommodate a doctrine or to consciously avoid any troublesome passages. Men should restrain their logic from forced interpretations of God’s Word. This is to say that where Bible passages seem to run counter to man’s logic, logic should yield to faith over what logic seems to see, or fails to see, thereby letting God be God in his decree of salvation for His elect. It is better for a man to admit to a lack of understanding and seek it from God’s Word rather than bend Scripture to fit his own understanding or to fit it into whatever some denominational system of men has told him. Forced outcomes are detrimental in jigsaw puzzles, crossword puzzles, and expository Bible study. Proverbs tells us this very truth:

			Prov. 3:5 Trust in the Lord with all thine heart; and lean not unto thine own understanding.

			God’s predestining of men to salvation is one such truth that must not be forced to accommodate man’s personal logic system. In regard to this issue, Paul wrote in Romans 9 that man does not have the privilege of questioning God about the mysterious topic of His distribution of mercy or hardening. 

			Rom. 9:18 Therefore hath he mercy on whom he will have mercy, and whom he will he hardeneth. 

			Rom. 9:19 Thou wilt say then unto me, Why doth he yet find fault? For who hath resisted his will? 

			Rom. 9:20 Nay but, O man, who art thou that repliest against God? Shall the thing formed say to him that formed it, Why hast thou made me thus? 

			As I look at both sides of the sovereignty versus free will debate, it strikes me that the free will position is, in large part, driven by logic and beset by false premises, some of which are derived from personal experience. In contrast, the sovereignty of God position rests upon, and requires, greater faith in who God is and what His Word says, whether one’s logic can grasp it or not. Where human logic and required faith clash in a matter of Scripture, man’s logic must yield to faith. However, in this doctrinal struggle, I believe Scripture gives us enough information to reveal the grace that God bestows on man by His sovereign election of some men to salvation according to nothing other than His sovereign purpose. The view of men that attributes a necessity of their cooperative free will in salvation is an insult to the totality of God’s grace and love.

			It was God’s choice to reveal the facts of His sovereign election and predestination of men, although He waited to do so through the apostle Paul. Since He is not the author of confusion, it can be said that God did not intend a war to exist among men over predestination. If men would prayerfully and thoughtfully examine the history of the debate and let the Scriptures say what they say, then this particular “war” could be and should be settled. Blatant doctrinal contradictions must be resolved by the whole counsel of God’s Word because He is not the author of confusion. 

			So, will this seemingly endless war among Christians over predestination and free will ever end? Is it possible for it to end? It would be theoretically possible if men would humble 
themselves before any biblical truth that may strain their human logic. Today, many war-weary non-Christians and even many Christians often plead, “Why can’t we just love each other?” Unfortunately, the answer is that among sinful mankind, self-love usually eclipses any degree of love shown to others. War is one of the ongoing evidences of man’s fallen condition, especially as they persist in “being their own gods” and pursuing their own interests. Only at the end of Christ’s millennial kingdom on earth, when the devil, the beast, the false prophet, and all unbelievers are cast into the lake of fire, will there be an end to all wars. Then God’s love will be implanted into all saved men, and it will prevail.

			It is usually helpful to understand what various wars are about by studying the historical context in which they evolved. This is what the next chapter will attempt to provide.
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			A Brief Historical Perspective

			There is a long history behind the battle that surrounds the issue of whether God is the sovereign source and cause of anyone’s salvation or if salvation is a cooperative result of God’s sovereignty and man’s free will decision. Since this doctrinal struggle has such a lengthy past, it is beneficial to the reader to become acquainted, or reacquainted, with the history of this debate if they are unfamiliar with it. It should be no surprise that most of the doctrinal disunity that exists today arose from careless dividing of Scripture in Christianity’s past. All Christians are liable to incur individual shame from careless dividing, as warned about in 2 Tim. 2:15: 

			2 Tim. 2:15 Study to shew thyself approved unto God, a workman that needeth not to be ashamed, rightly dividing the word of truth.

			 Calvinism versus Arminianism

			As this doctrinal struggle evolved through the years, its adherents became respectively labeled as either Calvinists or Arminians, depending on which side of the issue they stood. The names attached to each side are derived from a particular era in the history of the dispute, when two theologians became embroiled in the matter at the dawn of the reformation. They are John Calvin, who championed the sovereignty view and Jacobus Arminius, who advocated for the free will of man in the salvation decision. Regrettably, these labels are not universally understood by all Christians, so their attachment is not readily appreciated by those who are so

			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			

			
				
					
				

				
					
				

				
					
				

				
					
				

				
					
				

				
					
				

				
					
				

				
					
				

				
					
				

				
					
				

				
					
				

				
					
				

				
					
				

				
					
				

				
					
				

				
					
				

				
					
					
				

				
					
				

				
					
				

			

		

OEBPS/Images/99_Grace_Large_Front_RGB.jpg





OEBPS/Images/Image1664.GIF
JuuNr:m:nr
"BELIEVERS FOI “THE WICKED DEAD"

RESURRECTIONS

2
AND S THroNE ©

JUDGMENTS CHRIST JupaMENT

2.COR.5:10 Rev.2o:i-12
Row.I4:10

1.COR.3:0-15

JUDGMENT
..

"THE JEWS"

.‘;\NG %, ‘\V,OH/,‘,
Sgrear © _.ﬁ' N (‘;
TRIBULATION PALES“NE‘

MATT. 24:20-22 MATT.25:31-46
JOELSi1-2

o Junqm:nr

JUDGMENT
el =

BELIEVERS For' SIN®

RAPTURE

TRANSLATION SAINTS
LTATss 4918

0.4
THE Nodions®

2THESS. 1:7-10

AW

THE CHURC

b

SECOND
THE RESURRECTION DAY RESURRECTION
v

ACTS 24115

JOMN 5:28-29

RESURRECTION OF CHAIST

WATT.27:51-53

g "Firs|(S
CopvmigTeD
]






OEBPS/Fonts/Calibri.ttf


OEBPS/Fonts/Gaspar.otf


OEBPS/Fonts/GandhiSerif-Italic.otf


OEBPS/Fonts/TimesNewRomanPS-BoldItalicMT.ttf


OEBPS/Fonts/TimesNewRomanPS-BoldMT.ttf


OEBPS/Fonts/GandhiSerif-Bold.otf


OEBPS/Fonts/GandhiSerif-Regular.otf


OEBPS/Fonts/Calibri-Italic.ttf



OEBPS/Fonts/SegoeUISymbol.ttf


