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Chapter 2: How far will Jesus go, to save? Jesus, In Extremis.
A one page Introduction to the Content of Chapter 2
If there is concurrence with the key statement of Chapter 1, there is necessarily concurrence with the possible conclusion of this chapter, Chapter 2. The statement of this chapter will most probably be different from any interpretation previously encountered on the subject, and it will require correlation of several concepts as on the nature of the biblical statement, how the Bible communicates its concepts, and how an interpretation of the scripture is formed which includes all related concepts. Agreement or disagreement will require a perspective on the nature of Jesus God the Son and an inclusively correlated concept of the key statement of the Bible, specifically, upon what salvation depends.
If there is lack of concurrence of the conclusion of Chapter 2, after careful consideration of this chapter, then there is necessarily a lack of concurrence on the key concept of Chapter 1 and consequently rejection of the concept that prayer has any assurance of answer. These two chapters will reveal the reader’s personal persuasion on the nature of the Creator as presented in the scripture and physical history, sometimes difficult to discern, particularly on whether the Creator is beneficent (offering salvation to all and answering prayer), indifferent (Deism), selectively malevolent (predestining certain individuals to eternal devastation), or there is a more complex scenario than those three simplistic choices which involves the interaction of the God‑given free will of man and the chosen extent of God’s control. Fortunately, salvation does not depend on a completely accurate understanding of God and how He operates, but rather on His grace, a grace which not infrequently requires more than a superficial understanding. Grace, justice, prayer, intention, discernment on the point in history addressed and information available at the considered point of history, and physical and spiritual reality need considered correlation, and that correlation is required for either credible acceptance or credible rejection of the concept of Chapter 2.
On Chapter two, who is Jesus? How does He operate? Consider an extreme case, Judas. Was Judas’s betrayal the sole cause of the crucifixion? No. So, what was going on in God’s plan with Judas? What did it take to awaken Judas to his unsaved condition? 
With respect to an intransigent child, you might consider what the scripture actually says about Judas. In interpreting scripture, the full and carefully considered context and the perspectives from which statements are made are sometimes necessary, and this is necessary to surmise the ultimate fate of Judas. Did Jesus God the Son choose to not pray for Judas? Do you believe that? In what kind of Jesus do you believe and see in the scripture (when you correlate faith and works through Gal 3:24)? Did Jesus God the Son not really love the World, the man Judas that He created. Did God deliberately create Judas as unable to even comprehend right and wrong and then condemn him to Hell? What kind of God is it in which you believe? Is that what you see in the scripture? In my estimation of what I read of the Jesus in the scripture, Jesus undoubtedly prayed for Judas. What was the result? There is no question in my mind that Judas was forgiven and saved in his final hours, but he did not know it. Judas recognized and confessed with deep remorse that he had sinned against (betrayed) an innocent man (Man), and since, philosophically, there is no right or wrong if there is no God, implicitly recognized and confessed to belief in God and His concept of right and wrong. In other words, he changed his mind (which is the definition of “repentance,” and note 1 John 1:9). Before the crucifixion and resurrection, and the explanation, that was the only salvation understood whether it was realized or not. See Luke 17:12-19. See the Greek meaning of “well” and its use for salvation as well as physical healing and Luke 18:10-14. God did what it took to reach Judas. God will do what it takes to reach your child, even in extremis if that is what it takes. 
(Note: The statement “Judas … was saved,” will generally be rejected if that is the initial statement, so that statement is not presented in the chapter until a case, based on a lot more than is stated in this brief summary, has been formed for its possible acceptance.)
Chapter 2: How far will Jesus go, to save? Jesus, In Extremis.
How far will Jesus go to save one who is the object of prayer? Do you think He cares? What about an intransigent child for whom you pray? What really happened in the “in extremis” case addressed in this chapter?
“What you see and what you hear depends a great deal on where you are standing. It also depends on what sort of person you are.” (Lewis, C. S. The Magician’s Nephew. The Bodley Head, May 2, 1955.) But He said to them, “Not all men can accept this statement, but only those to whom it has been given.” Matthew 19:11.
Each of us approaches the Bible from our particular background, with our particular understanding of life, with our particular view of ourselves, with our particular view of others, and with the perspective of God that we have developed. 
This chapter is not for everyone. A person who can relate will have a particular view of the love of God, a God who loves, really, and a God who actually did come, does come “to seek and to save that which was lost.”. It should register with one who has agonized over the salvation of a child or a friend. 
It may not register with a person who has not had this struggle, or with a person who cannot envision what they might do had they not been raised in a favorable and protected environment, a person who is unable to walk in another’s shoes, a person who cannot or will not simultaneously correlate multiple concepts. I believe that most of us could relate to the possibility addressed in this chapter, but not all of us are inclined. As I studied and pondered the situation, I did not foresee the conclusion at which I would arrive.
What is Jesus like? What do you think He is like? 
Jesus, Immanuel, God with Us, Word of God, Son of God, Son of Man, Good Shepherd, a friend closer than a brother, Sustainer, Healer, Rock, Prince of Peace, Anointed One, Redeemer, Savior of the World, Alpha and Omega, the First and Last, Creator, King of Kings, the Way, the Truth, and the Life, Jesus, the risen, everlasting, Lord. “I came to seek and to save that which was lost.” “I came that you might have life and have it abundantly.” “These things I have spoken to you that my joy may be in you, and that your joy may be made full.”
Only Jesus was the fulfillment of prophecies that when considered are clearly seen as impossible except by the act of God. Only Jesus performed miracle after miracle after miracle in the presence of multiple witnesses, and the One, the only One who could and did with incomprehensible love, willingly bear our sins on the cross. Only Jesus rose from the dead by His own deistic power. Only Jesus offers life, eternal. The disciple John stated that the world could not contain the books if all were written about this Person, God in the flesh. How far will one like this go to save? How do free will and prayer mesh?
The major focus of this section addresses one who rejects and thus may approach an “in extremis” situation. How does Jesus respond to such a situation in which prayer is offered? Such a situation is seen in the scripture. A possibility will be proffered which may be beyond what an initial impression might produce. How far will Jesus go, to save? How much does He care? Does He really love?  
[bookmark: _Hlk534450930]When Jesus was on Earth in visible format, He was simultaneously Man and God. As God, Jesus knew everything there is to know. As God, He could separate what a man would normally know, and Jesus, God, decided what He, as Man, would reveal. 
An occasional question stated is, “When did Jesus, the man, realize that He was the Messiah?” Jesus, God, infinite, was not fully contained in the ovum in Mary’s womb biologically enabled by the Holy Spirit to grow into a person. The ovum, the baby, the child, the adult was simply “the part” of Jesus with which man could physically relate. As the physical Jesus matured, the biological maturity would be used, as a man, to communicate what was timely to reveal. But there was never any separation between Jesus, God, and Jesus, man.
Jesus, the infinite Jesus which man could not see or comprehend, was always omnipresent, omniscient, omnipotent. Jesus always knew, at every moment, who He was, the Messiah, God in the flesh, and that was not fully contained in the infant, the child, or the man as we understand those phases of physical life. Jesus as a Child and as a Man was simply the part of the omnipresent Jesus in a form which would be physically visible to man.  
Jesus, the Man, did not empty Himself of Godhood (an over-interpretation of Phil 2:6,7); He emptied Himself of some of the prerogatives of Godhood (the “attitude” in Phil 2:5). He simply did not fully present His omnipresence, His omniscience, or His omnipotence. Will we see Jesus as a “glorified man?” Yes, in the Millennium, and possibly in Heaven, but remember that visible aspect of Jesus is not all of Jesus, it will simply be a manifestation which we will be able to see. 
And on Philippians 2:9, “God … bestowed on Him the name above every name,” Jesus, God the Son, always had, has, and always will have the “name above every name.” This verse was written from man’s perspective; man’s perspective would now be to recognize Jesus as not just a man, but as God, God the Son who always had the name above every name, the name of God. The first part of Hebrews is the author’s attempt to gently lead the reader to begin to understand the concept of the deity of Jesus Christ which obviously required some transition in understanding, and that is what, I see, Paul in Philippians 2:9 is doing, that is, assisting the reader with the transition in understanding.   
Jesus the Man did disclose information and performed actions which revealed His Godhood but did not provide a full disclosure of His Godhood.  There was, however, more than sufficient disclosure and actions which, upon reflection, revealed His identity.
As God, knowing all that there is to know, he did not need to become a man to fully know what we experience. He knows. Being in appearance as a man, he fulfilled in our sight the Law given to men by God, specifically, the requirement that a payment for sin must be accomplished, and by our seeing Him as a man, we more fully understand that He identifies with us. I strongly suspect that the physical death on the cross was only a small part of the payment for our sin; I suspect that the spiritual suffering was much more significant and something we cannot presently comprehend, nor has it been revealed.     
Being both God and the God-man, Jesus sometimes spoke as God, revealing who He was, and sometimes He spoke as man, allowing us to identify with Him.  For example, a man would not know the time of the Second Coming.  He stated in response to the question about His coming as King of Kings that no man knew the time, not even the Son (as a man).   As God, of course Jesus knew the time, but He chose to not reveal this and spoke as a man.
In another incident, Jesus told Nathaniel, “I saw you under the fig tree,” and, from what transpired in the conversation, it was clear that Jesus not only saw Nathaniel’s physical presence, but also what he was thinking.  In that statement Jesus spoke as God being completely present in all locations, both in the presence of Nathaniel but not at the fig tree as the visible man to allow Nathaniel to see Him as the “Son of Man.”  Jesus as the omnipresent, omniscient God, being present in all locations simultaneously, not only knew Nathaniel’s location, being in Nathaniel’s location, He also knew his thoughts. 
In the New Testament Jesus often spoke from the perspective of the Law.  “If you do not forgive others, My Father in heaven will not forgive you.”  And, sometimes, Jesus spoke from the perspective of grace.  “With God, all things are possible.” From the perspective of the Law, if you do not forgive, you will not be forgiven, but from the perspective of grace, perfection is not required (though we work toward that humanly impossible goal), and you would be saved through Jesus even if you could not fully forgive who imposed great harm on you or one you loved. 
And what is “forgiveness?” It is realizing that the offender will not or cannot make restitution, so, emotionally, you will not expect that. You look to God for reasons, often unavailable, and you look to God for the healing, a healing that your offender cannot give. And you pray for your offender as part of your prayers until you receive peace, a peace you may not receive until you transition into eternity.
On the perspective of Law and Grace, I believe that a failure to consider the perspective from which a statement is made, specifically, from the perspective of the Law or the perspective of Grace, is the reason there is confusion about the requirement for salvation.  That is covered in the chapter “Salvation, By Faith in Jesus Christ Alone, correlating works, faith plus works and faith.”
Stephen J. Gould, in a footnote in Eight Little Piggies, Reflections in Natural History, stated, “Details are all that matter.  God is in the details, and if you don’t struggle to get them right, you will miss Him.”  Consider “perspective.”  That is one of the details we need to “get right” to understand Jesus. You do not have to understand the correlation between works, faith plus works, or faith to be saved. You can be saved whether you understand that or not, but to understand Jesus, understanding that detail will definitely help. We don’t have to get the perspectives completely right to be saved.  We are saved by grace, not because we fully understand the doctrine of salvation, or the reality of suffering, or have all our questions addressed.   
It is usually obvious when Jesus is speaking as man (“My God, my God, Why Have you forsaken me?”, which incidentally comes from Psalm 22, a passage which begins with those words of despair, and at the end of Psalm 22 ends in victory), or speaking as God, “Today you will be with Me in Paradise,” but it is occasionally useful to ask about the perspective from which a statement is made.
Consider the following incident.  A Syrophoenician woman, a Gentile, came to Jesus and asked Him to heal her daughter. Jesus ignored her. She asked again. Jesus said, “It is not good to give the bread of the children to the dogs.” In other words, Jesus was saying that the bread, the message, the healing, was for the Jews, the chosen people, and not for the Gentiles. Wow! That seems very uncharacteristic of the Jesus we know. 
Then the lady said, “But, even the dogs eat the crumbs under the master’s table.” Then Jesus, noting her faith (for the disciples’ benefit), healed her daughter.    
What was transpiring here?  When Jesus said that it was not good to give the bread of the children to the dogs, was He speaking as God, or was He speaking as the God-Man? Neither. Jesus was allowing the thoughts of the persons around Him, including His own disciples, to come through his lips, and let them hear it. He was speaking from their perspective, and the statement was ugly. Then he healed the woman’s daughter, the exact opposite of what the persons around Him would have expected and the opposite of the words He had spoken would have implied. I would like to have seen the looks on the disciples’ and others’ faces. It is occasionally useful to ask from what perspective, or from who’s perspective, a statement is made.
Why are we developing a picture of Jesus? Because that picture will be necessary to consider the following.
How far will Jesus go to save? Do you have an intransigent child? Consider Judas. Why Judas? We are interested in the salvation of those who are in a state of rejection or ignorance. That was Judas, who remained in ignorance but not in rejection until his very last hours. Did Jesus, God the Son not love Judas? Did Jesus, the Son of Man, not pray for Judas? Given the person of Jesus I see in the scripture, He, as a Man, undoubtedly prayed for Judas. He told us to pray for our enemies. He told us through Paul (1 Tim. 2:4) and John (1 Jonn 5:14,15) that He would save those for whom we pray. Did Jesus not operate as He told us to do in His Word? That does not fit the picture of Jesus I see in the scripture. I have no doubt that Jesus prayed for Judas. What was the result? How does God deal with those for whom we pray? How might God deal with our children? Consider Judas.
The picture is that Jesus, the master Teacher, choose Judas as a disciple, knowing that Judas would betray Him, and that He would later say about Judas that it would have been better for him to have never been born. Wow! Even Jesus was not able to save Judas? If the master Teacher, the perfect example, the Person who loved Judas perfectly, face to face as God in the flesh, was not able to persuade Judas, what conceivable hope do we have of persuading someone we dearly love? Was Judas predestined to Hell? Is God selectively malevolent as a Calvinistic interpretation must necessarily conclude? Or is there a very different picture here than we might “normally” envision. Do we understand the context, and from what perspective the statement “It would have been better for him to never have been born” was made? 
In Mere Christianity, C. S. Lewis states, paraphrasing, “It may be better in the eyes of God for a man raised in the slums to refrain from kicking a cat than for a Rockefeller to give a million dollars to charity.”  Could it be that Judas came from a situation where it would be impossible for him to realize who he was, what he was before God, without betraying Jesus?
By betraying Jesus, Judas finally came to realize who he was, what he was, a sinner before God. He recognized God and his just condemnation before a holy God, and he effectuated the presumed punishment, death, by his own hand.  Judas suffered deep remorse for his betrayal (Matt.  27:3-5, NASB95). The Greek word for Judas’ remorse is the strongest word that could have been used. 
What did Judas know about salvation at that point? Jesus taught the law as the correct requirement and left it to the disciples and Paul to understand and clearly present the grace effected by the crucifixion for our sins, a message which would have been essentially incomprehensible until after the crucifixion and Resurrection.  Jesus more fully revealed, conveyed the explanation to the disciples during the 40 days of His presence after the Resurrection. Also, since time is not the factor with God that it is to us, Jesus’ payment for men’s’ sin was just as applicable before it happened, in man’s time, as it was after the crucifixion (“from the foundation of the world” the “Lamb … slain”.” Rev. 13:8).  Otherwise, no one was saved before that event. Salvation by God’s grace alone through the Lamb slain was always in place; but that was not understood, except possibly by a very few like John the Baptist, until after the Resurrection.
Here is a possibly different explanation for Judas. Repentance (a change of mind), the Law, John the Baptist’s message, and Jesus' message, about how seriously one should take God’s righteousness was the only salvation Judas knew if the message registered with Judas at all. The correlation with the coming Messiah and what He would accomplish, was not Judas’ perspective. All that Judas understood, and the disciples understood before the Resurrection, was the Law; they did not understand John the Baptist’s, “the Lamb of God who takes away the sins of the world.” (There could have been and should have been some understanding from Isaiah 53, and particularly from the verses preceding in Isaiah 52 and the verses following, specifically, Isaiah 54:5.)
The disciples would come to understand, after the Resurrection, the relation between Law and Grace (Galatians 3:24). All Judas ever understood was the Law, and he finally accepted it. In His mercy, God knew what it would take to bring Judas to repentance (a change of mind), to recognize Him, to recognize His law, to recognize that he, Judas, had transgressed God’s law, and was rightly condemned, and payment, an individual sacrifice, was required. This was the only “salvation” generally understood prior to Jesus’ Resurrection. Judas did not understand, nor did any of the disciples understand how salvation would be implemented before the Resurrection. Judas thought he had to pay for his own sin, which in our present mode of expression is, “separation from God.” Judas, I believe, at the realization of his sin of betrayal of Jesus, in what little understanding he had about Jesus, deemed himself permanently separated from God.  
Did Judas understand at the point of his remorse for the betrayal, that by recognizing God, by recognizing and confessing his own sin and God’s righteous condemnation, that he had embraced what was required of him? No. Did Judas, at that point, understand that mercy was available? No. Otherwise, he would have begged God for mercy, and it would have been given to him as it was given to Peter.   
God allowed Judas to be a disciple. He allowed Judas, with his particular background, to betray Jesus knowing that would be his only route to understanding, to remorsefully recognizing inherently that he had betrayed God by betraying “innocent blood,” recognizing God and His righteousness, when he betrayed Jesus. God did what it took to cause Judas to recognize his sinfulness and sin, confess that sin, and unknown to Judas, bring Judas to salvation. Judas recognized that in his betrayal of Jesus he had sinned against God, and he accepted that and self-imposed what he thought was the payment. He did not realize that, with his recognition of God and his realization and confession of his sin, salvation had embraced him, that the blood of Jesus Christ had cleansed him with his confession of and the recognition of the righteousness of God.
God will do what it takes for one who is the object of prayer, in this case, Jesus the Man’s prayer. There is assurance, through prayer, even for the seemingly hopeless reprobate.
Theologically, we are all Judas. We have all at times betrayed Jesus. And we have been saved when we have acted on what God revealed to us. Theologically, it was not just the Jews and the Romans who crucified Jesus, and Judas who betrayed Jesus, it was us.  We are Judas.
The statement that it would have been better for Judas to not have been born, is not a statement that he went to Hell; it is a statement from man’s perspective on life on this Earth and a statement on the difficulty we may have to experience here on Earth to wake us up. It is also a warning that we do not want to be an unrepentant Judas. We might need awakening due to an upbringing in an ungodly environment or due to being unrepentant, and perhaps that was Judas' situation.   
In an Earthly perspective, it would be better for us to not have been born than to betray Jesus and be unrepentant, and we all have indeed betrayed Him. We do not want to be an unrepentant Judas, but we to want to be a Judas who suffers remorse, a repentance, a change of mind which causes us to cry to God for mercy. We do not want to self-impose judgement, execution of ourselves like Judas. When we repent (change our mind about or recognize the presence of God and our responsibility to God), and we ask for mercy and forgiveness, it is given, and we are received into the loving arms of Jesus who would do whatever it takes to awaken us to our need, even if it requires allowing us to betray Him. Judas did not know that.  But Judas, without full comprehension, met the requirement, and I believe God took everything into account. 
Is everyone saved? No. Not all come to the point of recognizing God, but those for whom we pray will come. I have no doubt, based on the character of Jesus, that Jesus prayed for Judas, and Jesus, God the Son answered His own prayer.  If this is the case, why isn't this made clear in the Bible? A lot of things are not made clear in the Bible. And some of us, erroneously I believe, are so sure that we would have not been Judas, we would not be that sinful even as an unsaved individual. I think the only way to characterize that sentiment is arrogance. Even the saved among us, including myself, can be arrogant. Let us strive to accept and love each other, as we are able, as imperfect individuals.  
Another probable reason that Judas’ ultimate fate is not made clear is that only those who need to understand the proffered scenario can understand it, as one with an intransigent child. It is conceivable that someone could erroneously conclude that a person could be saved even if he were unrepentant (did not accept and properly accommodate the presence of the Almighty), and that is probably why it is not made clear to all. 
On Judas, what incomprehensible mercy! Man was always saved by God’s mercy, by God’s grace, as His gift. That was not clear until after the Resurrection. Judas may be in Heaven as one of the great examples of God’s mercy and deliverance and grace.  And so will we. 
As we consider the situation, there is a message about what God really wants, and is willing to accomplish, and more fully reveals His desire to be merciful. The human lesson of Judas is that we do not want to be an unrepentant Judas. It is a warning to the unbeliever. But the possible spiritual lesson, for those who can see it, is that God can reach even the most hopeless of us.
If Judas was saved, why was he saved? Because Jesus, in His manhood, prayed for Him. If we pray for someone for whom we want salvation, will he be saved? Yes, because God has promised to answer that specific prayer (2 Peter 3:9, 1 Timothy 2:3,4, 1 John 5:14,15). And God will save our children as we pray for them.
Jesus always was and is fully God. Jesus, in New Testament period, was simultaneously fully man and fully God. Jesus being fully God pervades every act and statement of the Man Jesus. God’s ways are higher than anything we can perceive. God is forgiving and loving, and to begin to understand how those qualities are sometimes manifested and exercised may require reflection and occasionally require an attempt to reconcile seemingly opposed concepts.
We have disobeyed God. God loves us. Reconcile that. As a parent, you can. God, Jesus, will do what it takes to save our children. 
Two verses were called to my attention which seem to contradict my proffered possible scenario above.  John 17:12 reads: “While I (Jesus) was with them, I was keeping them in Your name which You have given Me; and I guarded them and not one of them perished but the son of perdition, so that the scripture would be fulfilled.” Acts 1:20 states,” Let his habitation be desolate, and let no man dwell therein: and his office let another take.”
Regarding Acts 1:20, this is obviously talking about the temporal office of disciple. There is nothing which would clearly indicate anything about the eternal situation, and any definite statement about that is clearly eisegesis (reading more into a scripture than is clearly stated).
Regarding John 17:12, from Vine’s Expository Dictionary of New Testament Words, it is stated, “The word “son” in “son of perdition” is used metaphorically to signify a prominent moral characteristic which is a common use of the Greek word for “son.” Yes, Judas demonstrated a particular moral characteristic, but as noted in the previous paragraphs, he had a change of mind, a repentance, after his betrayal of Jesus. How did he “perish,” temporally or eternally? The words “perish” and “perdition” in John are the same Greek word, one a verb and one a noun. Yes, the scripture that indicated that Jesus would be betrayed “in a friend’s house” was fulfilled. Is one who betrays a “friend” or a “son of perdition?”
I have no trouble believing that the “perishing” was temporal which is not inconsistent with John 17:12 and is very consistent with the Jesus we see in scripture. Why didn’t Jesus say explicitly that Judas went to Hell, that he was eternally lost? As stated above, there are two messages in Judas. The message for the presently reprobate is that he has failed in his responsibility to God and that he could perish, eternally. That is all the reprobate can spiritually understand, and God can give him the understanding that he needs to respond, positively, and ask for forgiveness, and life. The message for the one praying for the lost person is that God will answer the prayer for salvation. Probably, only the praying person who has experienced an in-extremis situation with one for whom he prays, can spiritually see that God will answer his prayer. God will enable a person to see what He needs to see, and, importantly, what is seen will be scriptural and as complete as needed. God will frighten the unsaved; He will comfort the saved who pray. Receive God’s comfort with respect to one for whom you pray. 
Was Judas saved? I believe he was. Do you have to agree? Of course not. For myself, however, it does relate to and address the question, “Will the person for whom you pray be saved?” I believe God’s statement is that he will be saved.
What has been correlated by this discussion? The nature of God, of Jesus as loving, forgiving, as answering the prayers He said He would answer. The correlation of several scriptures including 1 Tim. 2:4 and 1 John 5:14,15 is necessary. The historical setting and the extent of information available, particularly on salvation at any given time, is relevant. And, as the possibility is considered, the theological persuasions held may be a factor, as whether or not you can identify with Judas, and yourself, as being one of the reasons for the cross. Can more than one message be conveyed with a single narrative or event, in this case a warning for the unrepentant, those who will not recognize God, and a simultaneous picture of answered prayer and incomprehensible grace? 
Are there last-minute conversions?  Both thieves on the cross first insulted, and I believe doubted Jesus (Mark 15:32).  As Jesus approached and succumbed to death, at least one of the thieves viewed the process of the crucifixion, and he changed his mind (repented). He then implored, “Jesus remember me when You come in your kingdom.” (Luke 23:42). I believe most are persuaded that the thief was saved. Did he have a mother and or a father or someone who had prayed for him? Did Jesus pray for him? Did Jesus pray for the other thief. Could the other thief have also been saved? The other thief’s final response is unknown except to God. Jesus prayed for those who crucified Him, and the one positive response which is recorded is, “Surely, this was the Son of God!” Were there others? We do not know, I suspect so. Pray. Jesus answers prayer. 
Adrian Rodgers commented on a preacher who, during his sermon, saw a young man struggle, but leave without publicly committing to Christ. Shortly after, the young man was diagnosed with an imminently fatal disease. The preacher visited the young man in the hospital and asked why he did not come forward and profess Jesus. The young man told the pastor that he would have to give up his sin and that he would not or could not do that. The implication was, as I understood the story, that neither Adrian Rodgers nor the pastor believed he was saved. Assuming that the pastor prayed for the young man, how does this comport with what I have concluded about how salvation may be effected?
The misconception of the dying young man was that, for salvation, he had to give up his sin, apparently, without God’s assistance. As far as I could tell from the (true) story, the pastor apparently also believed that he had to give up his sin. This is works-salvation, or really a works plus faith salvation. Works take time to be credible; salvation occurs at a point in time. What happened to the message, “Come, just as you are (and the Holy Spirit will enable you to address the sin).” Adrian Rodgers was using the message to emphasize the fact that you do not know if you will have a tomorrow, and that “today is the day of salvation;” there may not be a tomorrow. Adrian Rogers was not looking at the implications of the means of salvation. The pastor to whom he referred, was.
Note that the dying young man acknowledged God. He acknowledged his sin. He thought he was without hope, like Judas, and accepted his presumed fate. Was he saved, like Judas? I think that is a real possibility. Like Judas, he did not realize that he was under Grace, acknowledgement of sin leading to salvation, rather than the impossible‑to‑fully‑keep Law. Before one sufficiently realizes that Jesus is the provision for sin, if he is responding to what God has put in his heart and acknowledges his sin, he thinks he must keep the Law, to forsake his sin, on his own, to be saved. In other words, he thinks that salvation is by works. Until a person understands grace, that is how God wants them to feel, but He would prefer that you come to an understanding that salvation is a gift effected only by the shed blood of the Lamb, Jesus Christ, not by your works. 
“Works” is not the plan of salvation.  The plan is stated succinctly in Romans 9:30-32, and that plan is by faith (in Jesus Christ if that is sufficiently understood, or in the God of the Bible who speaks to the heart of man even if the man does not know the identity of God). Ponder Romans 2, particularly verses 4-11, and note that “repentance” in verse 4 is a change of mind, and acceptance of responsibility to God which the terminally ill young man was doing and was under the impression that he could not meet God’s standard as he understood it. 
Why did the preacher not present Romans 9:30-32, and Ephesians 2:8-9 to the young man rather than leave him with the misconception that without the works the dying young man thought he had to perform, he could not be saved? I do not know, except that I can only conclude that the pastor believed in a faith plus works salvation, possibly without even realizing it.  I suspect that the preacher did believe in salvation by faith alone in Jesus Christ but that he had not worked through the faith/works issue sufficiently to explain the issue.  
Before salvation, with the recognition of the righteous God and our acceptance of His righteous judgement, we feel condemned. After that recognition, if the message of salvation in the New Covenant through faith in Jesus Christ is understood, it is also understood or will be shortly understood with proper instruction and/or study, that the Law no longer condemns us (Romans 8:1), but now the Law, God’s Law, becomes our goal as a saved person.  We are saved by God’s grace, not by our works. (See the chapter “Salvation, by Faith Alone in Jesus Christ, …").  
Consider the story of the two men Jesus observed in the temple.  One pleaded (“beat his chest”), “God have mercy on me a sinner.” There is no statement on whether he changed or even thought he could change. He simply accepted his position as a sinner before God.  The word “repent” means a change of mind. A change of action is implied but change takes time and usually more information. Jesus said that man went away justified. At the point in time Jesus referenced, the man had not had time to perform works. The man, just like Judas and just like the dying young man in the previous example, acknowledged God and acknowledged his sin.  He prayed for mercy. And he went away “justified.” Apparently, Judas and the dying young man did not know they could be forgiven. Are works the requirement for salvation, or is it acknowledgement of God, acknowledgement of sin even if you do not realize that mercy is available?  I am persuaded that it is the latter, and that is consistent with the Jesus who came to seek and save the lost, even before the New Testament events, even from the creation of mankind. Jesus saves. Jesus will save your child.   
Salvation occurs at a point in time. A turning away from sin, works, takes supernatural assistance, supernatural healing, and, generally, time. If you have ever been even remotely exposed to what serious drug dependency can do to a person, you will realize that. My family was exposed to a person who was willing to kill to get drugs, and that person did try to kill one of us. You can take a person away from drugs, for a while, and get past the physical dependency, but humanity cannot fully address the emotional dependency. That takes the action of God, God healing, God informing, God helping understand the cause of the dependency, giving a pathway to a new life, or, without that, the dependent will usually regress to attempt to fill the emotional emptiness which only God can fill.  
Without God, without salvation, the dependency on drugs will most probably return to provide a temporary escape from whatever pain is being experienced. Only God can address the pain, now, and for eternity. God will not provide an escape from reality; reality will be revealed, and God will provide the strength to live in that reality if necessary, but preferably, prayerfully, will provide a change of the untoward reality. Our ability is not to heal, though we are instructed to provide what we humanly can. Our ability is to try to lead to the Healer, to the Provider who can heal, and pray for healing to be accomplished. Our mission is not to demand works or to acquiesce to a works salvation, but to lead to the Savior. Salvation is assured with prayer; and sometimes temporal healing may not be the result of our prayer or part of that salvation, the healing coming only in eternity. 
Our human efforts will not suffice because we are not being confronted by a merely secular foe, the confrontation is supernatural; so, at times, prayer is our only resource, and, in fact, prayer for God’s intervention is the one indispensable resource, and sometimes the only resource available.  We cannot stand against a spiritual force alone, nor can we intervene, humanly, for anyone else, alone; we need God.
God answers, but not necessarily, and seemingly not often in the manner or in the time we might desire.  This is where faith must be exercised. We trust God to keep His promise to provide good (Romans 8:28); we just do not know how, or when.  But thank God that He is a God who loves and provides salvation for the persons for whom we pray and the solution to our deep spiritual needs. How blessed we are.
One perhaps interesting additional aspect of Jesus’ ministry to Judas is that not all those Jesus tried to disciple went on to be a disciple, so we need not be dismayed if someone in whom we invest a lot of time does not become a disciple. At least they are saved (or we would not be attempting to disciple the person).
One lady adopted two children who undoubtedly because of her witness received Jesus as Savior. But they continued to struggle with drugs to the deep disappointment of the adopting mother. Her story, however, has been an inspiration to many who have been encouraged to keep trying, to keep praying, and I have no doubt has been and will be influential in the salvation of many. How beautiful are the feet of those who bring the message of salvation, even through their tears. 
I have a friend who said that if things had gone as right as he desired with all of his children, he would have been on the (talk) circuit explaining how to get the right results. Instead, his message is that no matter how “right” you do things, you really do have to depend on God.
The denouement, the fulfillment may come on the other side. I still weep when I read Alex, the Life of a Child, the denouement obviously being on the other side. With A Severe Mercy, I had similar emotions and feelings.  With Joni and her subsequent books, we get a glimpse through her struggles and revelations of the other side, here, now.  There are millions of such stories and tears, the fulfillment being on the other side where we will see those for whom we pray, again. Our life, our eternity, our fulfillment is in God the Father, God the Son, God the Holy Spirit, and our greatest desire, the salvation of those for whom we pray, will be realized.
Who is Jesus? Everything, in prayer, in peace, in extremis, in eternity.

