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       BOOK REVIEW ON THE DOCTRINES THAT DIVIDES 

The doctrines that divides connoted by this line of words A fresh look at the historic doctrines that separate Christian is a book written by Erwin Lutzer. Erwin W. Lutzer, pastor of the famed Moody Memorial Church in Chicago
. The first edition was published in in 1989 while the second edition was published in 1998 by the kregels publications. Its cover design was made by Alan G. Hartman, the book was dedicated to Elmer Towns Erwin's theology teacher. The foreword of the book was written by Harold Lindasell. The doctrines that divides is a book of about 205 pages chaptered into 13 chapters.

Harold Lindasell in his forward noted that Erwin Lutzer talked on the early church history, the Reformation, and current discussionsabout free will, predestination, and the sovereignty of God that surround theArminianCalvinist viewpoints, and ends by asking whether a oncesaved personcan ever lose his salvation. All of this is enough to whet the appetite of anyChristian and of those who stand on one side or the other of these issues or whoknow little or nothing about them. And those who do not agree with hisconclusions will find solid arguments advanced that they must seriously consider. Harold Lindsell concluded the foreword by saying that this book is what selling our beds for. Let's dig into it!!!

1. WHY THESE CONTROVERSIES

Why these controversies is the introductory part of the book and Erwin clearly stated that these controversies issue amongst the Christian isn't a trivia matter. He also stated that how that this changes comes about shouldn't be far from the thought of every christian. Because in his statement :In days gone by, many believers were tortured, eaten by wild beasts, or burnedat the stake because of their doctrinal conviction. Questions like is Christ qualified to be a Savior? Does baptism wash away sins? Can we be sure of eternal life? How is God's grace received by sinners?How many books are in the Bible? Does God choose who will be saved? Once saved, can we be lost?
are questions and served on the table of this controversies. And how that this has caused division in the church, a division that made someone prophesy that the body of Christ is broken but the writer in his word stated that : "Let me also say emphatically that the body of Christ is not broken. The unity for which Christ prayed has been granted by the Father. All true believers aremembers of Christ's body, which is indivisible. Paul did urge us to "preservethe unity of the Spirit in the bond of peace" (Eph. 4:3), but it was notorganizational unity that he had in mind. The unity of the Spirit exists amongbelievers despite their doctrinal differences. That we should maintain it, but notcreate it, was Paul's plea.The question is fair enough. 

Why can't we agree about baptism, the Lord'sSupper, the freedom of the will, or even the most basic question, What must I doto be saved? Is it really true that the Bible is like putty in a man's hand, able to bemolded into any shape one desires? Is it also true that no one shape is better thananother? Are fair enough questions to be asked by any christian that is overwhelmed by so much thought on why are there many controversies amongst the Christian. The fault is not with the bible but we cause most of this problems. problem.  A number of reasons for the differences of Was started by the writer

1. Limitations of men

2. Perversion of man

3. Unbelief of man

4. Tradition

Theological liberalism has divided Christendom for centuries.
Every man to his interpretation of the Bible discarding what the revelation of God is about the bible has been a major problem we need to deal with.

2. IS CHRIST TRULY GOD?

Theology has always been important, but never more so than today.Unwittingly, the church is imbibing old heresies without recognizing it. That'swhy we must return to the early councils of the church. They were convened to clarify doctrine, to pinpoint heresy, and to give a rationale for Christian beliefs. Given the popular widespread misconceptions of Christianity, it is time we returned to the basics. If we don't, thousands of people who believe they areChristians discover in the day of judgment that they were misled. Philosophers and theologians like Arius, Athanasius, and the Gnostics have believed in said in different occasions, some saying Christ is fully human and discard that he is a Diety, some say he's fully a Diety and some also argued that he's both human and God meaning he's a less superior God and each of this school of thought had people who subscribed to it and fully believed it.

Even if Christ were the highest and most noble creature of God's creation,God would then only be indirectly involved in the salvation of fallen man.Salvation would have cost God little. One of his creatures would have sufferedfor mankind; God would have delegated "the dirty work."But could salvation have been brought about if God had delegated the suffering to one of his creatures? No. Only God himself can reconcile man tohimself. As Bishop Moule put it, "A Savior not quite God would be like a bridgebroken at the farthest end." The consistent teaching of the Bible is that Godsuffered; that is why we can say salvation is of the LordThink of it this way: God needed a ransom so that man might be forgiven, butonly he could meet his own demands. The deity of Christ must also be affirmed to keep us from idolatry. Christ here on earth accepted the worship and prayers of people without a hint ofembarrassment He also forgave sin. The Jews of his day understood the implications with clarity and asked: "Who can forgive sins but God only?"

3. IS CHRIST TRULY MAN?

Gnosticism, as we noted, was a powerful movement that challengedChristianity in the second and third centuries. Like Plato, the Gnostics wereconvinced that God could have no contact whatever with matter because it is evil. And yet they insisted that they could combine their theories with Christianity. To do so, they had to explain how God could have created thebworld with all of its evil and yet be blameless. That he could have actually become man was unthinkable. What does this have to do with us? Does it really matter whether Christ was fully human? If Christ were not fully human, he would have behen disqualified as the Savior
of mankind. But to say that Christ the man could have sinned but not Christ who is God, is to separate the two persons as Nestorius had done. The Bible doesn't say whetherbChrist could have sinned but merely that he didn't. But the decision of Chalcedon would logically, and I believe correctly, lead to the conclusion that Christ could not have sinned. It would have been impossible for his humanity to sin without his deity being involved Thus the unity of his person makes Christ unable to sin.


4. WAS MARY THE MOTHER OF GOD?

The writer made it clear that: As mentioned, the Creed of Chalcedon included the words, "Mary the Mother of God." But how should these words be understood? Obviously she did not originate the divine nature. But we can say that she participated in the origination of the human nature of a child who was divine. So it would be more accurate to speak of her as the mother of the God-man, recognizing that deit was miraculously joined with humanity in her womb. When the Council of Chalcedon used the phrase "the Mother of God," it did so not to honor Mary as much as to emphasize the deity of Christ. Whether she was "the Mother of God" depends on how the phrase is interpreted. There is nothing wrong with it as long as it is properly understood. But there is more to the story. To return to the subject of Mary: If she is but an ordinary human being, she is neither qualified nor able to hear the prayers of the faithful. All of the adoration directed toward her has been futile and even more seriously, has detracted from Christ, who alone is presented in the New Testament as the Savior of the world. If, on the other hand, she is a co-redeemer, then salvation is not wholly of the Lord. And if she is to be prayed to, then Christ's teaching about prayer in the 'New Testament must be modified.


5. WAS PETER THE FIRST POPE


Christ's words to Peter, "Thou art Peter, and upon this rock I will build my church" (rcjv), have caused a storm of controversy that has not abated throughout the centuries. Roman Catholicism claims these words prove that Peter was given supremacy over the other apostles and that this honor is transferred to the popes of the Roman Catholic church. And by inference, when the pope speaks from the chair of Peter, that is ex catbedr4 he is infallible. What is more, early Christian writers referred to Peter and Paul as having founded the church in Rome. Thus the idea arose that the bishop of Rome was in the succession of the apostles. However, let us, for the sake of the discussion, say that he did mean Peter. Roman Catholic theologians would affirm that the church is based upon both Christ and Peter. But even if this be granted, three questions arise. First, is there any evidence in the Bible that Peter's authority is transferable? Second, is there anything to suggest that this power has been transferred to the bishops of Rome? And third, there anything in the New Testament to suggest that Peter wasbinfallible in his pronouncements and that this gift has also been conferred upon the Roman bishops?

Can unity be maintained without one earthly head? Protestants say Christ is the only head of the church and that unity should be based on the doctrines of Scripture alone. The writings of the New Testament that speak most clearly about the headship of Christ and the equal authority of all believers before God are those written by Peter. He presented Christ as the chief cornerstone (1 Pet. 2:6). With equal clarity he taught that every believer is a priest before God (1 Pet. 2:4-7). As for the position of elders or bishops, he admonishes that they "shepherd the flock of God ... not under compulsion, but voluntarily, according to the will of God; and not for sordid gain, but with eagerness; nor yet as lording it over those allotted to your charge, but proving to be examples to the flock" (1 Pet. 5:2-3). He did not foresee one bishop extending his authority over one church, much less over all the churches. Only Christ has such authority. Papal claims must be evaluated inthe light of Peter's own pronouncements.

6. JUSTIFICATION: BY FAITH, SACRAMENT OR BOTH?

Christendom still gives an unclear answer to questions like: how can a man be in the right with God?, What shall I do to obtain eternal life?, What can I do to be saved? Even though we have the old testament and we have read about people who asked Jesus these questions and His answer to them. Yet our destiny in heaven or hell depends on the correctness of the answers that we get. Justification covers all sins, past, present, and future. Once a sinner is justified, it is not necessary for him to be able to remember all the sins he has committed. He is declared holy by God. The sinner who is thus received no longer owes God righteousness. He is fully and declared holy, God can make him an heir of God and a joint-heir with Christ. Of course, it is true that Christians are told they must confess their sins even after having been justified (1 John 1:9). But this is necessary only to restorebfellowship with God; it is not necessary to reestablish the legal relationship with him. We stand before God, clothed in the righteousness of Christ even though we continue in sin. Little wonder Paul was charged with teaching antinomianisrr the belief that one can misuse the grace of God to excuse sin!
forever received. 

If justification means that God takes away all of a person's past and future sins forever, then assurance of heaven becomes possible. But if salvation is dependent on increments of grace given over a lifetime, assurance is beyond reach. To depend on the merit of Christ alone is to be assured of a fully adequate basis for forgiveness and acceptance. Luther found out this truth on the pages of the scripture and took it before the Roman Catholic council after a very long year of them preachingan can only saved by work. The council acknowledged that all the works a man can do are solely because of the grace of God; but these works are part of the salvation process. Specifically, the following statement was condemned as anathema: "That the impious are justified by faith alone-if this means that nothing else is required by
way of cooperation in the acquisition of the grace of justification, and that it is in no way necessary for a man to be prepared and disposed by the motion of his own will."" Also, the council affirmed that even after one was justified, works were necessary to maintain one's state of grace. All of the seven sacraments of the church were then defended. The Catholic church, then, denied that faith alone was sufficient or that a person could be saved outside of the rituals of the church. Though there were some reforms, the basic sacramental system remained intact.

7. WHY CAN'T WE AGREE ABOUT THE LORD'S SUPPER

"Is there anything more sorrowful, more deserving of tears than that [the Lord's Supper] should be used as a subject of strife and division?" Philip Melanchthon asked this question in August 1544. In this chapter it was made clear why Luther and Zwingli differed from the Catholic church and from each other in their manner of approach to the lord's supper. Reading the new testament we would see the simplicity of that special event why then should we disagree on this matter again as a body? Various people like Augustine, Justin Martyrs, put up arguments about the Lord's Supper, each person starting their own view. In A.D. 818 an abbot of the famous monastery north of Paris at Corbie, named Paschasius Radbertus, published a paper in which he affirmed that the elements were transformed into the actual body and blood of Christ. Though th appearance of the elements do not change, a miracle does take place at the words of the priest-the wine and bread become the literal body and blood of thebhistorical Christ. He affirmed that the outward appearances are but a veil that deceive the senses. This teaching did not go unchallenged. Theologians such as Rabanus Maurus pointed out that such a belief confuses the sign with that which is signified. In 1050 Berenger of Tours expounded the view that the body and blood of Christ were present not in essence but in power. The substance remained unchanged; faith on the part of the recipient was needed to make the power effectual. The philosopher John Scotus agreed with Augustine that the elements were symbolical, and that they remained unchanged.
Three views of the Lord's Supper was discussed in this chapter: transubstantiation consubstantiation, and the memorial view. But there is a fourth. Calvin offered a compromise between the latter two. He held to what is called the spiritual presence of Christ in the sacrament. In this sense, it seals
and confirms the promise of Christ. The Holy Spirit causes the bread and wine to become our spiritual food. For Calvin, Christ is not literally present, but the elements are more than symbols; they convey spiritual reality. 

As the living Father sent Me, and I live because of the Father, so he who eats Me, he also shall live because of Me. This is the bread which came down out of heaven; not as the fathers ate, and died; he who eats this bread shall live forever. " (John 6.•57-58) How shall we eat Christ? Just as he lived by his relationship to his Father, so we are to live by him. Christ is food for the soul; he is bread and water to those who are spiritually destitute. Lest we should misunderstand him, a para graph later Christ said, "It is the Spirit who gives life; the flesh profits nothing" (v 63). The Lord's Supper should be primarily a time of reflection and worship. Though we must steadfastly reject any misleading traditions, we must rememberour Lord's death in the way designated. 

8. WHY CAN'T WE AGREE ABOUT  BAPTISM?

Water baptism has been a source of controversy in Christendom since the early beginnings of the church. In the Book of Acts it is closely associated with the conversion experience. "Repent, and let each of you be baptized in the name of Jesus Christ for the forgiveness of your sins; and you shall receive the gift ofthe Holy Spirit" (Acts 2:38). Texts such as this one have spawned disagreements which are still debated today. Three questions are often asked: (1) Should water baptism be limited to adults who have personally believed on Christ or should infants be included? (2) Is baptism a means of grace whereby a person is regenerated? (3) Less important, what is the mode of baptism-that is, should we immerse, sprinkle, or pour water on the head?

when on June 5, 1864, he preached a message against infant baptism from Mark 16:15-16. Since he so openly criticized the Church of England, he thought it would destroy the ministry of his printed sermons. Just the opposite occurred. He sold more than a quarter of a million copies of this message! Spurgeon quoted from the Catechism of the Church of England, proving that the church teaches that it is through infant baptism the infant is made a member of Christ, a child of God, and an inheritor of the kingdom of heaven. He quoted from the liturgy of the ceremony itself to further prove that the church did indeed teach that children are regenerated though baptism. Spurgeon pointed out that no outward ceremony can save anyone. This can be easily proven by the facts: thousands who were baptized as infants have lived  wanton, godless lives, proving that they were never children of God. Nor does the Bible teach that someone else can have faith for another; parents cannot believe for their childen. To make matters worse, many parents are not even regenerate themselves. So Spurgeon wrote, "Unregenerate sinners promising forb a poor babe that he shall keep all God's holy commandments, which they themselves wantonly break every day! How long can the long-suffering of God endure this?"

So those baptism saves anyone? Apostle Peter said in Acts 2:38, where Peter said on the Day of Pentecost, "Repent, and let each of you be baptized in the name of Jesus Christ for the forgiveness of your sins; and you shall receive the gift of the Holy Spirit." The mention of both repentance and baptism does not mean that both are necessary for the forgiveness of sins. I may say, "Take your keys and coat and start the car." That does not mean that taking one's coat is necessary for starting the car even though it is stated along with taking the keys. Repentance, but no baptism, is necessary for the forgiveness of sins.
Also, If anyone should think that baptism is necessary for salvation from sin, let him contemplate Paul's words to the church at Corinth, where he listed all the people he could remember baptizing-only Crispus and Gaius and the household of Stephanas, then he added, "For Christ sent me not to baptize, but to preach the gospel" (1 Cor. 1:17). If baptism were necessary for salvation, Paul would have made sure that all who believed were baptized. But he distinguished that gospel from the act of baptism. If baptism were necessary for salvation, the thief on the cross could not have been saved, for he was not baptized after he believed on Christ. Yet he had the assurance from the Master himself, "Truly I say to you, today you shall be with Me in Paradise" (Luke 23:43). The ordinances in the New Testament are like a wedding ring. It is possible to be married and not have a wedding ring; also, it is possible to wear a wedding ring and not be married. Though baptism receives high priority in the New Testament, it is never considered the means of salvation.


The Mode of Baptism

What should the mode of baptism be? There can be little doubt that the New Testament seems to teach that believers were actually immersed, that is, put under the water and brought up again. Whether it is John the Baptist baptizing in the Jordan, or Philip baptizing the Ethiopian eunuch, the text tells us that they went down into the water and then came up out of the water. This would best depict Paul's description of the baptism of the Spirit as death, burial, and resurrection (Romans 6:1-4)


9.HOW MANY BOOKS ARE IN THE BIBLE


Even the most casual Bible student knows that there are more books in the Catholic Bible than in the one used by Protestants. Where did these differences originate? On what basis were some books selected to be in the Bible, and why were others rejected? Upon reflection, we could expect that there would be some dispute regarding these matters. After all, the Bible did not come down from heaven bound in beautiful leather and adorned with gold gilded pages. It is a very human book that reflects the styles of the writers and the cultural setting of the times. Yet, it is also a divine book, inspired by God, and therefore free from error in the original manuscripts. Like Christ who was truly God and truly man, so the Bible has a dual authorship. Questions about which books meet this criterion are to be expected. And the question of how the books were collected has been a perisitey Question in the heart of christians and the writer said it in this way that: Some of the Old Testament books were immediately recognized as authoritative. Moses, after he wrote a book, put it in the Ark of the Covenant (Deut. 31:24-26). After the temple was built, the sacred writings were kept there (2 Kings 22:18). Early on, God commanded the kings to write for themselves a copy of the law. `And he shall read it all the days of his life, that he may learn to fear the Lord his God" (Deut. 17:19). As the prophets spoke God's word, saying, "Thus saith the
Lord," they also recognized that their message had to be recorded for future generations. The Jews realized that special revelation ceased with the prophet Malachi (c. 400 B.c.). In the Talmud (a handbook of Jewish traditions) we read, "Up to this point [the time of Alexander the Great] the prophets prophesied through the Holy Spirit; from this time onward incline thine ear and listen to the sayings of the wise."

The criterion was, first, that the book had to agree with the Torah, the first five books of Moses. But this was not the only test. Some books that agreed with the Torah were also excluded. For example, Elijah wrote a book that likely met this standard; yet it was not a part of the canon. And, of course, we must ask how the Torah itself became accepted. Second, and most important, these books were accepted because they were believed to be inspired by God


10. PREDESTINATION OR FREE WILL: AUGUSTINE VS PELAGIUS

Perhaps you heard about the group of theologians who were discussing the doctrines of predestination and free will. When the argument became heated, the dissidents split into two groups. One man, unable to make up his mind which group to join, slipped into the predestination crowd. Challenged as to why he was there, he replied, "I came of my own free will." The group retorted, "Free will! You don't belong here!" So he retreated to the opposing group and when asked why he switched responded, "I was sent here." "Get out," they stormed. "You can't join us unless you come of your ownb free will!" The confused man was left out in the cold.


Concerning the subject of free will or predestination Alexandria who was profoundly aware of his own sinfulness. Convinced that
he was entirely helpless in the sight of God, he cried, "0 God, command what you will, but give what you command." Augustine's point was simply that if God expected anything from him, God would have to grant what was expected. Of himself, Augustine was too bound by sin to keep even the most basic of God's commands. Augustine's father was a heathen, his mother, Monica, an eager Christian. Despite their poverty, they were able to give him a good education, first near home, then in Carthage, the capital of North Africa. There Augustine fell into moral sin and begat an illegitimate son, Adeodatus. Later he left his mistress and found himself in "a whirl of vicious lovemaking." Because he could not control his passions, he was tormented by guilt and moral helplessness. One day he was introduced to Christianity through the preaching of Ambrose, a bishop of the church. He envied those who appeared to be able to master their passions; his interest in Christianity was stirred. One day while walking in a garden in Milan he heard a child say, "Take it and read it." He picked up his New Testament and his eyes fell on a passage perfectly suited to his life-style: "Let us behave properly as in the day, not in carousing and drunkenness, not in sexual promiscuity and sensuality, not in strife and jealousy. But put on the Lord Jesus Christ, and make no provision for the flesh in regard to its lusts" (Rom. 13:13-14). At that moment the light of peace came to his heart, and he was converted. He never forgot how completely he had been a slave to sin before his conversion. Pelagius, the British monk, had no such sense of helplessness. He was well�disciplined, a student of Greek theology, and believed that with some help from God man could better himself. In about 409, he came to Rome and wrote a commentary on Paul's epistles. He converted a young theologian by the name of Celestius to his. 

To quote Pelagius, man has "the absolutely equal ability at every moment to do good or evil. ,2 Therefore, man can, if he so wishes, live sinlessly. If we could not keep every one of God's commands, he would be unfair in giving them. Pelagius's slogan was, "Whatever I ought to do, I can do."


PREDEDTINATION OR FREE WILL LUTHER V. ERASMUS 
Erasmus wanted to say that man, though fallen, can contribute to his salvation; Luther argued that man is passive in salvation, that it is a sovereign work of God. Though the distinction appears slight, it impinges on our understanding of the gospel message. Erasmus defines free choice in a way reminiscent of Pelagius. `By free choice in this place we mean a power of the human will by which a man can apply himself to the things which lead to eternal salvation, or to turn away from them."3 Yes, grace is necessary for salvation, but man has power to initiate his relationship with God. He chooses God; God does not choose him.

11. PREDESTINATION OR FREE WILL CAlVIN V ARMINIUS

Calvin agreed with Luther that the will of the unconverted was in bondage. Men are rescued from this slavery by God, who elects some to eternal life and others to reprobation. These doctrines are defined as "God's eternal decree by which he determined with himself what he willed to become of each man.... Eternal life is ordained for some; eternal damnation for others." The reason for the divine choice is inscrutable, but the choice is not arbitrary. Did God predestinate the Fall? The answer is yes; Calvin called this the dreadful decree. In the 1600s, Calvinism met with opposition in the Netherlands. Arminius, a disciple of Beza (a follower of Calvin), became persuaded of the doctrine of free will and universal grace. He and his followers took a more moderate position regarding original sin and drafted five articles that were more in tune with Semi�Pelagianism than Calvinism. These five articles are essentially the views of evangelicalism today.

Calvinists point out, however, that the word foreknowledge does not just mean "to know beforehand." In both the Old and New Testaments it means, "to regard with favor." Amos quoted God as saying to Israel, "You only have I chosen among all the families of the earth" (3:2). Similarly, the New Testament uses the word in the sense of "fore-loved." Paul wrote, "God hath not rejected His people whom He foreknew" (Rom. 11:2). The word cannot mean simply to know in advance but refers to God's special favor. Other passages support this understanding of the word (Matt. 7:23; 2 Tim. 2:19; 1 Pet. 1:20). To be elect according to foreknowledge is to be elect on the basis of God's favor or choice. This explains why the word foreknowledge is never used with reference to things or events but only in relation to people. Paul wrote, "just as He chose us in Him before the foundation of the world, that we should be holy and blameless before Him" (Eph. 1:4). Other verses also state that God did the choosing (2 Thess. 2:13; John 15:16). Contemporary Arminians have suggested that election can be based on foreknowledge because of God's perspective on time. The argument is that God does not exist in time; for him everything is one eternal now. Therefore, the choice did not take place before the foundation of the world but is actually taking place now. The difficulty with this view is that it denies the two truths the Scripture affirms, namely, that God did the choosing and that the choice was made prior to creation. Fortunately, most Arminians now admit that such explanations are more trouble than they are worth.


12. PREDESTINATION OR FREE WILL: WHITEFIELD V. WESLEY


Wesley called predestination a doctrine "full of blasphemy." It represents our blessed Lord as "a hypocrite, a deceiver of the people, a man void of common sincerity. Such blasphemy ... as might make the ears of a Christian tingle." Addressing Whitefield, he said, "You represent God as worse than the devil; as more false, more cruel, and more unjust.... You say you will prove it with the Scripture! Hold! What will you prove by Scripture? that God is worse than the devil? It cannot be."Wesley still wasn't finished. He then turned to address the devil: Thou fool why dost thou roar about any longer? Thy lying in wait for souls is as needless and useless as our preaching. Whitefield pointed out that God's declaration to Noah that seed time and harvest would not cease does not mean that man should neglect plowing, nor does it render the heat of the sun unnecessary. To the one who is troubled about his final destiny, Whitefield asked why should such a one not strive, "since he knows not but what this striving may bring him to a state of grace." God's choice of those who will be saved appears to be neither random nor arbitrary. He planned the context in which they would be converted. That is why I have never wondered whether my children are among the elect. Since they were born into a Christian home, we can believe that the means of their salvation will be the faithful teaching of God's Word. God's decision to save us involved planning where we would be born and the circumstances that would lead us to Christ. Election is part of a total picture


13. CAN A SAVED PERSON EVER BE LOST?

So you are saved, a born-again Christian with the assurance that Christ is your Savior. Can you ever be lost? Can the decision you made be reversed either because you choose to turn away from Christ or because you fall into apostasy or moral failure? Some Christians cherish a belief in what is called "eternal security" while others call it a "hellish doctrine" that lulls Christians into spiritual lethargy and carnality. After all, they reason, if a person knows he is assured a place in heaven, he will be tempted to neglect the disciplines of holiness and opt to live carelessly in the world. One preacher even said that eternal security should not be publicly taught even if it is true; better to keep Christians alert by warning them about falling away than to tell them they have a room reserved in heaven that can never be canceled regardless of their life-style


In Romans chapter 8, Paul used five words to describe God's work on behalf of his people. "For whom He fore knew, He also predestined to become conformed to the image of His Son, that He might be the first-born among many brethren; and whom He predestinated, these He also called; and whom He called, these He also justified; and whom He justified, these He also glorified" (vv 29-30 ). The five words are: (1) Foreknew. We have learned that this means more than the fact that God knows the future; it is used only of people, never for God's knowledge of events or things. It means that there are those whom God "fore-loved." (2) We were predestined These he predestined, or marked out beforehand, to be conformed to the image of his Son. The next word, (3) called, refers to God's effectual call to salvation. This word stands in the middle of the five because the "call" is the means by which God brings the salvation to thehearts of individuals. The first two words speak about God's plans in eternity past; the call makes it actual and the result is (4) justification; that is, those who are called are now declared righteous. And those who are justified, God has already (5) glorified

CONCLUSION

These chapters are an attempt to clarify some of the doctrinal differences that date back to the early centuries of the Christian church. There are other present�day disagreements, such as the inerrancy of Scripture, the role of women in the church, the validity of the gift of tongues, to name a few But those discussed in this book represent some of the earliest and most important controversies, and they still divide Christendom.

Finally, we must provide authentic models of Christian living. We ourselve must demonstrate the integration of Christian doctrine and life-style. When the Pharisees doubted Christ's teachings, he challenged them to observe the consistency between what he taught and the works he did. Indeed, if they just believed the works alone, they would have had to conclude that his doctrine was correct. "If I do not do the works of My Father, do not believe Me; but if I do them, though you do not believe Me, believe the works; that you may know and understand that the Father is in Me, and I in the Father" (John 10:37-38). Doubtless, many who read this book will disagree with my conclusions. But if what I have written will in some small way contribute to theological discussion, my efforts will have been well rewarded.



































