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THE DOCTRINE OF MAN IN RELATION TO GOD:
Man in the State of Sin

I. The Origin of Sin SEAJFEYR

The problem of the origin of the evil that is in the world has always been considered as one of
the profoundest problems of philosophy and theology. It is a problem that naturally forces itself upon
the attention of man since the power of evil is both great and universal, is an ever present blight on life
in all its manifestations, and is a matter of daily experience in the life of every man. Philosophers were
constrained to face the problem and to seek an answer to the question as to the origin of all the evil, and
particularly of the moral evil, that is in the world. To some it seemed to be so much a part of life itself
that they sought the solution for it in the natural constitution of things. Others, however, were
convinced that it had a voluntary origin, that is, that it originated in the free choice of man, either in the
present or in some previous existence. These are much closer to the truth as it is revealed in the Word of
God.

A. FRHEVR: P BRI

Historical Views Respecting the Origin of Sin.
1. B MI# A2 Early Church Fathers

The earliest Church Fathers do not speak very definitely on the origin of sin, though the idea that
it originated in the voluntary transgression and fall of Adam in paradise is already found in the writings of
Irenaeus. This soon became the prevailing view in the Church, especially in opposition to Gnosticism,
which regarded evil as inherent in matter, and as such the product of the Demiurge. The contact of the
human soul with matter at once rendered it sinful. This theory naturally robbed sin of its voluntary and
ethical character. Origen sought to maintain this by his theory of pre-existentianism. According to him
the souls of men sinned voluntarily in a previous existence, and therefore all enter the world in a sinful
condition. This Platonic view was burdened with too many difficulties to meet with wide acceptance.
During the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries, however, it was advocated by Mueller and Rueckert,
and by such philosophers as Lessing, Schelling, and J. H. Fichte. In general the Greek Church Fathers of
the third and fourth centuries showed an inclination to discount the connection between the sin of
Adam and those of his descendants, while the Latin Church Fathers taught with ever-increasing clearness
that the present sinful condition of man finds its explanation in the first transgression of Adam in
paradise.

2. fAF F X 5B & T 3= X Pelagianism and Augustinianism

The teachings of the Eastern Church finally culminated in Pelagianism, which denied that there
was any vital connection between the two, while those of the Western Church reached their culmination



in Augustinianism which stressed the fact that we are both guilty and polluted in Adam. Semi-
Pelagianism admitted the Adamic connection, but held that it accounted only for the pollution of sin.

3. B Middle Ages

During the Middle Ages the connection was generally recognized. It was sometimes interpreted
in an Augustinian, but more often in a Semi-Pelagian manner.

4. SRECCESHAL, TR IR, AR S R

Reformers, Socinians, Arminians

The Reformers shared the views of Augustine, and the Socinians those of Pelagius, while the
Arminians moved in the direction of Semi-Pelagianism. Under the influence of Rationalism and
evolutionary philosophy the doctrine of the fall of man and its fatal effects on the human race was
gradually discarded. The idea of sin was replaced by that of evil, and this evil was explained in various
ways.

5. JFRTE, Leibnitz, doREi#E, ZRBUR

Kant, Leibnitz, Schleiermacher, Ritschl

Kant regarded it as something belonging to the supersensible sphere, which he could not explain.
For Leibnitz it was due to the necessary limitations of the universe. Schleiermacher found its origin in the
sensuous nature of man, and Ritschl, in human ignorance, while the evolutionist ascribes it to the
opposition of the lower propensities to a gradually developing moral consciousness.

6. U4 Karl Barth

Barth speaks of the origin of sin as the mystery of predestination. Sin originated in the fall, but
the fall was not a historical event; it belongs to superhistory (Urgeschichte). Adam was indeed the first
sinner, but his disobedience cannot be regarded as the cause of the sin of the world. The sin of man is in
some manner bound up with his creatureliness. The story of paradise simply conveys to man the
cheering information that he need not necessarily be a sinner.

Scriptural Data Respecting the Origin of Sin.

In Scripture the moral evil that is in the world stands out clearly as sin, that is, as trangression of
the law of God. Man ever appears in it as a transgressor by nature, and the question naturally arises,
How did he acquire that nature? What does the Bible reveal on that point?



1. A ERAERCIRE

God Cannot be Regarded as its Author.

God's eternal decree certainly rendered the entrance of sin into the world certain, but this may
not be interpreted so as to make God the cause of sin in the sense of being its responsible author. This
idea is clearly excluded by Scripture. "Far be it from God, that He should do wickedness, and from the
Almighty, that He should commit iniquity," Job 34:10. He is the holy God, Isa. 6:3, and there is absolutely
no unrighteousness in Him, Deut. 32:4; Ps. 92:15. He cannot be tempted with evil, and He Himself
tempteth no man, Jas. 1:13. When He created man, He created Him good and in His image. He positively
hates sin, Deut. 25:16; Ps. 5:4; 11:5; Zech. 8:17; Luke 16:15, and made provision in Christ for man's
deliverance from sin. In the light of all this it would be blasphemous to speak of God as the author of sin.
And for that reason all those deterministic views which represent sin as a necessity inherent in the very
nature of things should be rejected. They by implication make God the author of sin, and are contrary,
not only to Scripture, but also to the voice of conscience, which testifies to the responsibility of man.

Job 34:10
Co, R B B N EEEE IR ARG . MR BT A BUAT G e REE Y A SR EE .

"So listen to me, you men of understanding. Far be it from God to do evil, from the Almighty to do wrong.

Isa. 6:3

IR . B AR D O BEER ! BE AR B HE HERIEE . fh 0 48 O6 A A b !

And they were calling to one another: "Holy, holy, holy is the LORD Almighty; the whole earth is full of
his glory."

Deut. 32:4

fih &2 EH, MMIMERTE: MAITHEALF, 2HELEAGHM, XAK, XIE
E o

He is the Rock, his works are perfect, and all his ways are just. A faithful God who does no wrong, upright
and just is he.

Ps.92:15
GFEMIEIMEREEN. h2RMEL, Ah2EAR.

proclaiming, "The LORD is upright; he is my Rock, and there is no wickedness in him."

Jas. 1:13

AN, A [THEZEBEMMAE] ; R AR ERE, i ARLIEAN.
When tempted, no one should say, "God is tempting me." For God cannot be tempted by evil, nor does
he tempt anyone;

Deut. 25:16
Ry AT AR B F O AR 2 HR A EE AR AT N B .

For the LORD your God detests anyone who does these things, anyone who deals dishonestly.

Ps. 5:4
R AR AZEMEFKN o, BANAREEREE.

You are not a God who takes pleasure in evil; with you the wicked cannot dwell.
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Ps. 11:5
WrERERAN: EAEANEZR®BHAN, 0 #RE.

The LORD examines the righteous, but the wicked and those who love violence his soul hates.

Zech. 8:17
WA OLHBEHFELE, UATEZEERE, NABEFH SRR E. &2 5 M
e

do not plot evil against your neighbor, and do not love to swear falsely. | hate all this," declares the LORD.

Luke 16:15

HR SR A M 50 . R 2 N AT BB & RK, MmO, Ak, K& N &
BH, RMER/ITHEEN.

He said to them, "You are the ones who justify yourselves in the eyes of men, but God knows your hearts.
What is highly valued among men is detestable in God's sight.

2. FEMRAFEHFFYER Sin Originated in the Angelic World.

The Bible teaches us that in the attempt to trace the origin of sin, we must even go back of the
fall of man as described in Gen. 3, and fix the attention on something that happened in the angelic world.
God created a host of angels, and they were all good as they came forth from the hand of their Maker,
Gen. 1:31. But a fall occurred in the angelic world, in which legions of angels fell away from God. The
exact time of this fall is not designated, but in John 8:44 Jesus speaks of the devil as a murderer from the
beginning (kat' arches), and John says in | John 3:8, that he sins from the beginning. The prevailing
opinion is that this kat' arches means from the beginning of the history of man. Very little is said about
the sin that caused the fall of the angels. From Paul's warning to Timothy, that no novice should be
appointed as bishop, "lest being puffed up he fall into the condemnation of the devil," | Tim. 3:6, we may
in all probability conclude that it was the sin of pride, of aspiring to be like God in power and authority.
And this idea would seem to find corroboration in Jude 6, where it is said that the fallen angels "kept not
their own principality, but left their proper habitation." They were not satisfied with their lot, with the
government and power entrusted to them. If the desire to be like God was their peculiar temptation, this
would also explain why they tempted man on that particular point.

fll= Gen. 3

Gen. 1:31

MEZXE VIR ERNE L. A% E, ARR, 2FEANH.
God saw all that he had made, and it was very good. And there was evening, and there was morning--the
sixth day.

John 8:44

PRAM & HY S R A R A BE R, AR M SR L RE AR AN R S AT o A R T 2 &R NI, AT
A, FHoRARE. hRGELEERE D FMAKREZRTH, HWEMGKZ
N A .

You belong to your father, the devil, and you want to carry out your father's desire. He was a murderer
from the beginning, not holding to the truth, for there is no truth in him. When he lies, he speaks his
native language, for he is a liar and the father of lies.
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| John 3:8

JBE R B R, REE R OE N EE, ARSI, M X NREEE
o, MRk, |

He who does what is sinful is of the devil, because the devil has been sinning from the beginning. The
reason the Son of God appeared was to destroy the devil's work.

I Tim. 3:6

FIN BRI A AR &R, Bafb 8 & a K, Btk 7e B R B2 50 & .

He must not be a recent convert, or he may become conceited and fall under the same judgment as the
devil.

Jude 6

3. AEHIEHIEIE The Origin of Sin in the Human Race.

With respect to the origin of sin in the history of mankind, the Bible teaches that it began with
the transgression of Adam in paradise, and therefore with a perfectly voluntary act on the part of man.
The tempter came from the spirit world with the suggestion that man, by placing himself in opposition to
God, might become like God. Adam yielded to the temptation and committed the first sin by eating of
the forbidden fruit. But the matter did not stop there, for by that first sin Adam became the bondservant
of sin. That sin carried permanent pollution with it, and a pollution which, because of the solidarity of the
human race, would affect not only Adam but all his descendants as well. As a result of the fall the father
of the race could only pass on a depraved human nature to his offspring. From that unholy source sin
flows on as an impure stream to all the generations of men, polluting everyone and everything with
which it comes in contact. It is exactly this state of things that made the question of Job so pertinent,
"Who can bring a clean thing out of an unclean? not one." Job 14:4. But even this is not all. Adam sinned
not only as the father of the human race, but also as the representative head of all his descendants; and
therefore the guilt of his sin is placed to their account, so that they are all liable to the punishment of
death. It is primarily in that sense that Adam's sin is the sin of all. That is what Paul teaches us in Rom.
5:12: "Through one man sin entered into the world, and death through sin; and so death passed unto all
men, for that all sinned." The last words can only mean that they all sinned in Adam, and sinned in such a
way as to make them all liable to the punishment of death. It is not sin considered merely as pollution,
but sin as guilt that carries punishment with it. God adjudges all men to be guilty sinners in Adam, just as
He adjudges all believers to be righteous in Jesus Christ. That is what Paul means, when he says: "So then
as through one trespass the judgment came unto all men to condemnation; even so through one act of
righteousness the free gift came unto all men to justification of life. For as through the one man's
disobedience the many were made sinners, even so through the obedience of the one shall the many be
made righteous," Rom. 5:18,19.

Job 14:4
Aff BE (E TRV Z W A Bz T e T M G AE B A e !

Who can bring what is pure from the impure? No one!

Rom. 5:12
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12 Therefore, just as sin entered the world through one man, and death through sin, and in this way
death came to all men, because all sinned—

Rom. 5:18, 19

kAR, B kA, WONER R E GR s MRAER, B AT, AN ol g AR
BREMT
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18 Consequently, just as the result of one trespass was condemnation for all men, so also the result of
one act of righteousness was justification that brings life for all men.

19 For just as through the disobedience of the one man the many were made sinners, so also through
the obedience of the one man the many will be made righteous.

C. ARFE—KIFAT, B ARHEE

The Nature of the First Sin or the Fall of Man.
1. 'BHIIER Its Formal Character.

It may be said that, from a purely formal point of view, man's first sin consisted in his eating of
the tree of the knowledge of good and evil. We do not know what kind of tree this was. It may have been
a date or a fig tree, or any other kind of fruit tree. There was nothing injurious in the fruit of the tree as
such. Eating of it was not per se sinful, for it was not a transgression of the moral law. This means that it
would not have been sinful, if God had not said, "Of the tree of the knowledge of good and evil thou
shalt not eat." There is no unanimous opinion as to the reason why the tree was called the tree of the
knowledge of good and evil. A rather common view is that the tree was so called, because the eating of it
would impart a practical knowledge of good and evil; but this is hardly in keeping with the Scriptural
representation that man by eating it would become like God in knowing good and evil, for God does not
commit evil, and therefore has no practical knowledge of it. It is far more likely that the tree was so
called, because it was destined to reveal (a) whether man's future state would be good or evil; and (b)
whether man would allow God to determine for him what was good and evil, or would undertake to
determine this for himself. But whatever explanation may be given of the name, the command given by
God not to eat of the fruit of the tree simply served the purpose of testing the obedience of man. It was
a test of pure obedience, since God did not in any way seek to justify or to explain the prohibition. Adam
had to show his willingness to submit his will to the will of his God with implicit obedience.

2. 'BHIZASR Its Essential and Material Character.

The first sin of man was a typical sin, that is, a sin in which the real essence of sin clearly reveals
itself. The essence of that sin lay in the fact that Adam placed himself in opposition to God, that he
refused to subject his will to the will of God, to have God determine the course of his life; and that he
actively attempted to take the matter out of God's hand, and to determine the future for himself. Man,
who had absolutely no claim on God, and who could only establish a claim by meeting the condition of
the covenant of works, cut loose from God and acted as if he possesed certain rights as over against God.
The idea that the command of God was really an infringement on the rights of man seems to have been



present already in the mind of Eve when, in answer to the question of Satan, she added the words,
"Neither shall ye touch it," Gen. 3:3. She evidently wanted to stress the fact that the command had been
rather unreasonable. Starting from the pre-supposition that he had certain rights as over against God,
man allowed the new center, which he found in himself, to operate against his Maker. This explains his
desire to be like God and his doubt of the good intention of God in giving the command. Naturally
different elements can be distinguished in his first sin. In the intellect it revealed itself as unbelief and
pride, in the will, as the desire to be like God, and in the affections, as an unholy satisfaction in eating of
the forbidden fruit.

Gen. 3:3

WA EE MM LR, MER: RMATE, AR, RAKRME.
but God did say, 'You must not eat fruit from the tree that is in the middle of the garden, and you must
not touch it, or you will die.""

D. ARHE—KEE (NERKEE): REEFHH

The First Sin or the Fall as Occasioned by Temptation.

1. B RiRIE ) B, The Procedure of the Tempter.

The fall of man was occasioned by the temptation of the serpent, who sowed in man's mind the
seeds of distrust and unbelief. Though it was undoubtedly the intention of the tempter to cause Adam,
the head of the covenant, to fall, yet he addressed himself to Eve, probably because (a) she was not the
head of the covenant and therefore would not have the same sense of responsibility; (b) she had not
received the command of God directly but only indirectly, and would consequently be more susceptible
to argumentation and doubt; and (c) she would undoubtedly prove to be the most effective agent in
reaching the heart of Adam. The course followed by the tempter is quite clear. In the first place he sows
the seeds of doubt by calling the good intention of God in question and suggesting that His command
was really an infringement of man's liberty and rights. When he notices from the response of Eve that
the seed has taken root, he adds the seeds of unbelief and pride, denying that transgression will result in
death, and clearly intimating that the command was prompted by the selfish purpose of keeping man in
subjection. He asserts that by eating from the tree man would become like God. The high expectations
thus engendered induced Eve to look intently at the tree, and the longer she looked, the better the fruit
seemed to her. Finally, desire got the upper hand, and she ate and also gave unto her husband, and he
ate.

2. XTRIRI R Interpretation of the Temptation.

Frequent attempts have been made and are still being made to explain away the historical
character of the fall. Some regard the whole narrative in Gen. 3 as an allegory, representing man's self-
depravation and gradual change in a figurative way. Barth and Brunner regard the narrative of man's
original state and of the fall as a myth. Creation and the fall both belong, not to history, but to super-
history (Urgeschichte), and therefore both are equally incomprehensible. The story in Genesis merely
teaches us that, though man is now unable to do any good and is subject to the law of death, this is not
necessarily so. It is possible for a man to be free from sin and death by a life in communion with God.
Such is the life portrayed for us in the story of paradise, and it prefigures the life that will be granted to
us in Him of whom Adam was but a type, namely, Christ. But it is not the kind of life that man now lives
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or ever has lived from the beginning of history. Paradise is not a certain locality to which we can point,
but is there where God is Lord, and man and all other creatures are His willing subjects. The paradise of
the past lies beyond the pale of human history. Says Barth: "When the history of man began; when
man's time had its beginning; when time and history commenced where man has the first and the last
word, paradise had disappeared." Brunner speaks in a similar vein when he says: "Just as in respect of
the Creation we ask in vain: How, where and when has this taken place, so also is it with the Fall. The
Creation and the Fall both lie behind the historical visible reality."

Others who do not deny the historical character of the narrative in Genesis, maintain that the
serpent at least should not be regarded as a literal animal, but merely as a name or a symbol for
covetousness, for sexual desire, for erring reason, or for Satan. Still others assert that, to say the least,
the speaking of the serpent should be understood figuratively. But all these and similar interpretations
are untenable in the light of Scripture. The passages preceding and following Gen. 3:1-7 are evidently
intended as a plain historical narrative. That they were so understood by the Biblical authors can be
proved by many cross-references, such as Job 31:33; Eccl. 7:29; Isa. 43:27; Hos. 6:7; Rom. 5:12,18,19; |
Cor. 5:5; Il Cor. 11:3; | Tim. 2:14, and therefore we have no right to hold that these verses, which form an
integral part of the narrative, should be interpreted figuratively. Moreover, the serpent is certainly
counted among the animals in Gen. 3:1, and it would not yield good sense to substitute for "serpent" the
word "Satan." The punishment in Gen. 3:14,15 presupposes a literal serpent, and Paul conceives of the
serpent in no other way, Il Cor. 11:3. And while it may be possible to conceive of the serpent as saying
something in a figurative sense by means of cunning actions, it does not seem possible to think of him as
carrying on the conversation recorded in Gen. 3 in that way. The whole transaction, including the
speaking of the serpent, undoubtedly finds its explanation in the operation of some superhuman power,
which is not mentioned in Gen. 3. Scripture clearly intimates that the serpent was but the instrument of
Satan, and that Satan was the real tempter, who was working in and through the serpent, just as at a
later time he worked in men and swine, John 8:44; Rom. 16:20; Il Cor. 11:3; Rev. 12:9. The serpent was a
fit instrument for Satan, for he is the personification of sin, and the serpent symbolizes sin (a) in its
cunning and deceptive nature, and (b) in its poisonous sting by which it kills man.

Gen. 3:1-7
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1 Now the serpent was more crafty than any of the wild animals the LORD God had made. He said to the
woman, "Did God really say, 'You must not eat from any tree in the garden'?"

2 The woman said to the serpent, "We may eat fruit from the trees in the garden,

3 but God did say, 'You must not eat fruit from the tree that is in the middle of the garden, and you must
not touch it, or you will die.""

4 "You will not surely die," the serpent said to the woman.
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5 "For God knows that when you eat of it your eyes will be opened, and you will be like God, knowing
good and evil."

6 When the woman saw that the fruit of the tree was good for food and pleasing to the eye, and also
desirable for gaining wisdom, she took some and ate it. She also gave some to her husband, who was
with her, and he ate it.

7 Then the eyes of both of them were opened, and they realized they were naked; so they sewed fig
leaves together and made coverings for themselves.

Job 31:33
oG E (B BN BRI, R R

if I have concealed my sin as men do, by hiding my guilt in my heart

Eccl. 7:29
KPR E -4, st MmEANEEEHE, HMMIHETF2IE

This only have | found: God made mankind upright, but men have gone in search of many schemes.

Isa. 43:27
R UG A A0 F8 5 R AT (32 T 3R

Your first father sinned; your spokesmen rebelled against me.

Hos. 6:7
fl M A0 a0 58 E AT, RN M IRAT H AR

Like Adam, they have broken the covenant-- they were unfaithful to me there.

Rom. 5:12, 18, 19
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12 Therefore, just as sin entered the world through one man, and death through sin, and in this way
death came to all men, because all sinned—

18 Consequently, just as the result of one trespass was condemnation for all men, so also the result of
one act of righteousness was justification that brings life for all men.

19 For just as through the disobedience of the one man the many were made sinners, so also through
the obedience of the one man the many will be made righteous.

| Cor. 5:5

BB NS RE, BRIEMAM AR, e ERAEZH KK H 7 LS R
hand this man over to Satan, so that the sinful nature may be destroyed and his spirit saved on the day
of the Lord.

Il Cor. 11:3
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But | am afraid that just as Eve was deceived by the serpent's cunning, your minds may somehow be led
astray from your sincere and pure devotion to Christ.
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| Tim. 2:14
HA RS EES &, T2 N5, RMaEFE.

And Adam was not the one deceived; it was the woman who was deceived and became a sinner.

Gen. 3:1
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Now the serpent was more crafty than any of the wild animals the LORD God had made. He said to the
woman, "Did God really say, 'You must not eat from any tree in the garden'?"

Gen. 3:14, 15
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So the LORD God said to the serpent, "Because you have done this, "Cursed are you above all the
livestock and all the wild animals! You will crawl on your belly and you will eat dust all the days of your
life. 15 And | will put enmity between you and the woman, and between your offspring and hers; he will
crush your head, and you will strike his heel."

John 8:44
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You belong to your father, the devil, and you want to carry out your father's desire. He was a murderer
from the beginning, not holding to the truth, for there is no truth in him. When he lies, he speaks his
native language, for he is a liar and the father of lies.

Rom. 16:20
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The God of peace will soon crush Satan under your feet. The grace of our Lord Jesus be with you.

Rev. 12:9
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The great dragon was hurled down--that ancient serpent called the devil, or Satan, who leads the whole
world astray. He was hurled to the earth, and his angels with him.

4. AE:. HENFERE, 5AERHTTR
The Fall by Temptation and Man's Salvability.

It has been suggested that the fact that man's fall was occasioned by temptation from without,
may be one of the reasons why man is salvable, in distinction from the fallen angels, who were not
subject to external temptation, but fell by the promptings of their own inner nature. Nothing certain can
be said on this point, however. But whatever the significance of the temptation in that respect may be, it
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certainly does not suffice to explain how a holy being like Adam could fall in sin. It is impossible for us to
say how temptation could find a point of contact in a holy person. And it is still more difficult to explain
the origin of sin in the angelic world.

E. \BEAL B #EREFE YR The Evolutionary Explanation of the Origin of Sin.

Naturally, a consistent theory of evolution cannot admit the doctrine of the fall, and a number of
liberal theologians have rejected it as incompatible with the theory of evolution. It is true, there are
some rather conservative theologians, such as Denney, Gore, and Orr, who accept, though with
reservations, the evolutionary account of the origin of man, and feel that it leaves room for the doctrine
of the fall in some sense of the word. But it is significant that they all conceive of the story of the fall as a
mythical or allegorical representation of an ethical experience or of some actual moral catastrophe at
the beginning of history which resulted in suffering and death. This means that they do not accept the
narrative of the fall as a real historical account of what occurred in the garden of Eden. Tennant in his
Hulsean Lectures on The Origin and Propagation of Sin gave a rather detailed and interesting account of
the origin of sin from the evolutionary point of view. He realizes that man could not very well derive sin
from his animal ancestors, since these had no sin. This means that the impulses, propensities, desires,
and qualities which man inherited from the brute cannot themselves be called sin. In his estimation
these constitute only the material of sin, and do not become actual sins until the moral consciousness
awakens in man, and they are left in control in determining the actions of man, contrary to the voice of
conscience, and to ethical sanctions. He holds that in the course of his development man gradually
became an ethical being with an indeterminate will, without explaining how such a will is possible where
the law of evolution prevails, and regards this will as the only cause of sin. He defines sin "as an activity
of the will expressed in thought, word, or deed contrary to the individual's conscience, to his notion of
what is good and right, his knowledge of the moral law and the will of God." As the human race develops,
the ethical standards become more exacting and the heinousness of sin increases. A sinful environment
adds to the difficulty of refraining from sin. This view of Tennant leaves no room for the fall of man in the
generally accepted sense of the word. As a matter of fact, Tennant explicitly repudiates the doctrine of
the fall, which is recognized in all the great historical confessions of the Church. Says W. H. Johnson:
"Tennant's critics are agreed that his theory leaves no room for that cry of the contrite heart which not
only confesses to separate acts of sin, but declares: 'l was shapen in iniquity; there is a law of death in my
members.""

F. B —RIBSEHIZ5 B The Results of the First Sin.

The first transgression of man had the following results:

1. The immediate concomitant of the first sin, and therefore hardly a result of it in the strict
sense of the word, was the total depravity of human nature. The contagion of his sin at once spread
through the entire man, leaving no part of his nature untouched, but vitiating every power and faculty of
body and soul. This utter corruption of man is clearly taught in Scripture, Gen. 6:5; Ps. 14:3; Rom. 7:18.
Total depravity here does not mean that human nature was at once as thoroughly depraved as it could
possibly become. In the will this depravity manifested itself as spiritual inability.

Gen. 6:5
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The LORD saw how great man's wickedness on the earth had become, and that every inclination of the
thoughts of his heart was only evil all the time.

Ps. 14:3
fib P #0 M Bl LB, — RS R/EH, LRATEN, E-EHHRE.

All have turned aside, they have together become corrupt; there is no one who does good, not even one.

Rom. 7:18

TWEmEAKRME, LA, BRARE. WA, YE/HERFRER, RiE
17 2 AN 15 3.

| know that nothing good lives in me, that is, in my sinful nature. For | have the desire to do what is good,
but | cannot carry it out.

2. Immediately connected with the preceding was the loss of communion with God through the
Holy Spirit. This is but the reverse side of the utter corruption mentioned in the preceding paragraph.
The two can be combined in the single statement that man lost the image of God in the sense of original
righteousness. He broke away from the real source of life and blessedness, and the result was a
condition of spiritual death, Eph. 2:1,5,12; 4:18.

Eph. 2:1,5, 12
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1 As for you, you were dead in your transgressions and sins,

5 made us alive with Christ even when we were dead in transgressions--it is by grace you have been
saved.

12 remember that at that time you were separate from Christ, excluded from citizenship in Israel and
foreigners to the covenants of the promise, without hope and without God in the world.

Eph. 4:18
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They are darkened in their understanding and separated from the life of God because of the ignorance
that is in them due to the hardening of their hearts.

3. This change in the actual condition of man also reflected itself in his consciousness. There was,
first of all, a consciousness of pollution, revealing itself in the sense of shame, and in the effort of our
first parents to cover their nakedness. And in the second place there was a consciousness of guilt, which
found expression in an accusing conscience and in the fear of God which it inspired.

4. Not only spiritual death, but physical death as well resulted from the first sin of man. From a
state of posse non mori he descended to a state of non posse non mori. Having sinned, he was doomed
to return to the dust from which he was taken, Gen. 3:19. Paul tells us that by one man death entered
the world and passed on to all men, Rom. 5:12, and that the wages of sin is death, Rom. 6:23.

Gen. 3:19
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By the sweat of your brow you will eat your food until you return to the ground, since from it you were
taken; for dust you are and to dust you will return."

Rom. 5:12

EA AR R — AN TS, BN RAETERMB BRI R RN, B &R AN
7 (LR

12 Therefore, just as sin entered the world through one man, and death through sin, and in this way
death came to all men, because all sinned—

Rom. 6:23
AW TE T2 HAMMEE, MM FEFIEEE, JI2KE.

For the wages of sin is death, but the gift of God is eternal life in Christ Jesus our Lord.

5. This change also resulted in a necessary change of residence. Man was driven from paradise,
because it represented the place of communion with God, and was a symbol of the fuller life and greater
blessedness in store for man, if he continued steadfast. He was barred from the tree of life, because it
was the symbol of the life promised in the covenant of works.

QUESTIONS FOR FURTHER STUDY
1. What different theories are there as to the origin of sin?

2. What Scriptural proof is there that sin originated in the angelic world?

3. Can the allegorical interpretation of the narrative of the fall be maintained in the light of
Scripture?

4. Isthere any place for the fall in the theory of evolution?

5. Did God will the fall of man or did He merely permit it?

6. Does our Reformed doctrine make God the author of sin?

7. What objections are there to the notion that the souls of men sinned in a previous existence?

8. Was God justified in making the spiritual state of mankind in general contingent on the

obedience or non-obedience of the first man?

9. What do Barth and Brunner mean when they speak of the fall of man as super-historical?

10. Why is it that the doctrine of the covenant of works finds so little acceptance outside of
Reformed circles?

11. What accounts for the widespread neglect of this doctrine in our day?

12. Why is it important to maintain this doctrine?
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Il. -4 R The Essential Character of Sin

Sin is one of the saddest but also one of the most common phenomena of human life. It is a part
of the common experience of mankind, and therefore forces itself upon the attention of all those who do
not deliberately close their eyes to the realities of human life. Some may for a time dream of the
essential goodness of man and speak indulgently of those separate words and actions that do not
measure up to the ethical standards of good society as mere foibles and weaknesses, for which man is
not responsible, and which readily yield to corrective measures; but as time goes on, and all measures of
external reform fail, and the suppression of one evil merely serves to release another, such persons are
inevitably disillusioned. They become conscious of the fact that they have merely been fighting the
symptoms of some deep-seated malady, and that they are confronted, not merely with the problem of
sins, that is, of separate sinful deeds, but with the much greater and deeper problem of sin, of an evil
that is inherent in human nature. This is exactly what we are beginning to witness at the present time.
Many Modernists at present do not hesitate to say that the doctrine of Rousseau respecting the inherent
goodness of man has proved to be one of the most pernicious teachings of the Enlightenment, and now
call for a greater measure of realism in the recognition of sin. Thus Walter Horton, who pleads for a
realistic theology and believes that this calls for the acceptance of some Marxian principles, says: "I
believe that orthodox Christianity represents a profound insight into the whole human predicament. |
believe that the basic human difficulty is that perversion of the will, that betrayal of divine trust, which is
called sin: and | believe that sin is in a sense a racial disease, transmissible from generation to generation.
In affirming these things the Christian Fathers and the Protestant Reformers spoke as realists, and could
have assembled masses of empirical evidence to support their views." In view of the fact that sin is real
and that no man can get away from it in this present life, it is no wonder that philosophers as well as
theologians undertook to grapple with the problem of sin, though in philosophy it is known as the
problem of evil rather than as the problem of sin. We shall briefly consider some of the most important
philosophical theories of evil before we state the Scriptural doctrine of sin.

A FERAR: —E 2R Philosophic Theories Respecting the Nature of Evil.
1. —JG¥ The Dualistic Theory.

This is one of the views that were current in Greek philosophy. In the form of Gnosticism it found
entrance into the early Church. It assumes the existence of an eternal principle of evil, and holds that in
man the spirit represents the principle of good, and the body, that of evil.

Objections
It is objectionable for several reasons:
(a) The position is philosophically untenable, that there is something outside of God that is

eternal and independent of His will.

(b) This theory robs sin of its ethical character by making it something purely physical and
independent of the human will, and thereby really destroys the idea of sin.



15

(c) It also does away with the responsibility of man by representing sin as a physical necessity.
The only escape from sin lies in deliverance from the body.

2. FERAT R “BRR” The Theory that Sin is Merely Privation.

According to Leibnitz the present world is the best possible one. The existence of sin in it must
be considered as unavoidable. It cannot be referred to the agency of God, and therefore must be
regarded as a simple negation or privation, for which no efficient cause is needed. The limitations of the
creature render it unavoidable. This theory makes sin a necessary evil, since creatures are necessarily
limited, and sin is an unavoidable consequence of this limitation. Its attempt to avoid making God the
author of sin is not successful, for even if sin is a mere negation requiring no efficient cause, God is
nevertheless the author of the limitation from which it results. Moreover, it tends to obliterate the
distinction between moral and physical evil, since it represents sin as little more than a misfortune which
has befallen man. Consequently, it has a tendency to blunt man's sense of the evil or pollution of sin, to
destroy the sense of guilt, and to abrogate man's moral responsibility.

3. B X The Theory that Sin is an lllusion.

For Spinoza, as for Leibnitz, sin is simply a defect, a limitation of which man is conscious; but
while Leibnitz regards the notion of evil, arising from this limitation, as necessary, Spinoza holds that the
resulting consciousness of sin is simply due to the inadequacy of man's knowledge, which fails to see
everything sub specie aeternitatis, that is, in unity with the eternal and infinite essence of God. If man's
knowledge were adequate, so that he saw everything in God, he would have no conception of sin; it
would simply be non-existent for him. But this theory, representing sin as something purely negative,
does not account for its terrible positive results, to which the universal experience of mankind testifies in
the most convincing manner. Consistently carried through, it abrogates all ethical distinctions, and
reduces such concepts as "moral character" and "moral conduct" to meaningless phrases. In fact, it
reduces the whole life of man to an illusion: his knowledge, his experience, the testimony of conscience,
and so on, for all his knowledge is inadequate. Moreover, it goes contrary to the experience of mankind,
that the greatest intellects are often the greatest sinners, Satan being the greatest of all.

5. FEREF “LEWER, BAAK “BRE (B0 B~ KAtk
The Theory that Sin is a Want of God-Consciousness,
Due to Man's Sensuous Nature.

This is the view of Schleiermacher. According to him man's consciousness of sin is dependent on
his God-consciousness. When the sense of God awakens in man, he is at once conscious of the
opposition of his lower nature to it. This opposition follows from the very constitution of his being, from
his sensuous nature, from the soul's connection with a physical organism. It is therefore an inherent
imperfection, but one which man feels as sin and guilt. Yet this does not make God the author of sin,
since man wrongly conceives of this imperfection as sin. Sin has no objective existence, but exists only in
man's consciousness. But this theory makes man constitutionally evil. The evil was present in man even
in his original state, when the God-consciousness was not sufficiently strong to control the sensuous
nature of man. It is in flagrant opposition to Scripture, when it holds that man wrongly adjudges this evil
to be sin, and thus makes sin and guilt purely subjective. And though Schleiermacher wishes to avoid this
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conclusion, it does make God the responsible author of sin, for He is the creator of man's sensuous
nature. It also rests upon an incomplete induction of facts, since it fails to take account of the fact that
many of the most hateful sins of man do not pertain to his physical but to his spiritual nature, such as
avarice, envy, pride, malice, and others. Moreover, it leads to the most absurd conclusions as, for
instance, that asceticism, by weakening the sensuous nature, necessarily weakens the power of sin; that
man becomes less sinful as his senses fail with age; that death is the only redeemer; and that
disembodied spirits, including the devil himself, have no sin.

6. SEFRBAERFERE LW, HMEMNEE, FALH,
The Theory of Sin as Want of Trust in God and Opposition to His Kingdom,
Due to Ignorance.

Like Schleiermacher, Ritschl too stresses the fact that sin is understood only from the standpoint
of the Christian consciousness. They who are outside of the pale of the Christian religion, and they who
are still strangers to the experience of redemption, have no knowledge of it. Under the influence of the
redemptive work of God man becomes conscious of his lack of trust in God and of his opposition to the
Kingdom of God, which is the highest good. Sin is not determined by man's attitude to the law of God,
but by his relation to the purpose of God, to establish the Kingdom. Man imputes his failure to make the
purpose of God his own to himself as guilt, but God regards it merely as ignorance, and because it is
ignorance, it is pardonable. This view of Ritschl reminds us by way of contrast of the Greek dictum that
knowledge is virtue. It fails completely to do justice to the Scriptural position that sin is above all
transgression of the law of God, and therefore renders man guilty in the sight of God and worthy of
condemnation. Moreover, the idea that sin is ignorance goes contrary to the voice of Christian
experience. The man who is burdened with the sense of sin certainly does not feel that way about it. He
is grateful, too, that not only the sins which he committed in ignorance are pardonable, but all the others
as well, with the single exception of the blasphemy against the Holy Spirit.

6. SEHLZ B The Theory that Sin is Selfishness.

This position is taken among others by Mueller and A. H. Strong. Some who take this position
conceive of selfishness merely as the opposite of altruism or benevolence; others understand by it the
choice of self rather than God as the supreme object of love. Now this theory, especially when it
conceives of selfishness as a putting of self in the place of God, is by far the best of the theories named.
Yet it can hardly be called satisfactory. Though all selfishness is sin, and there is an element of selfishness
in all sin, it cannot be said that selfishness is the essence of sin. Sin can be properly defined only with
reference to the law of God, a reference that is completely lacking in the definition under consideration.
Moreover, there is a great deal of sin in which selfishness is not at all the governing principle. When a
poverty-stricken father sees his wife and children pine away for lack of food, and in his desperate desire
to help them finally resorts to theft, this can hardly be called pure selfishness. It may even be that the
thought of self was entirely absent. Enmity to God, hardness of heart, impenitence, and unbelief, are all
heinous sins, but cannot simply be qualified as selfishness. And certainly the view that all virtue is
disinterestedness or benevolence, which seems to be a necessary corollary of the theory under
consideration, at least in one of its forms, does not hold. An act does not cease to be virtuous when its
performance meets and satisfies some demand of our nature. Moreover, justice, fidelity, humility,
forbearance, patience, and other virtues may be cultivated or practiced, not as forms of benevolence,
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but as virtues inherently excellent, not merely as promoting the happiness of others, but for what they
are in themselves.

7. SRR FRE A BR BN — N B A TE 7S R
The Theory that Sin Consists in the Opposition of the Lower Propensities of Human
Nature to a Gradually Developing Moral Consciousness.

This view was developed, as we pointed out in the preceding, by Tennant in his Hulsean Lectures.
It is the doctrine of sin constructed according to the theory of evolution. Natural impulses and inherited
qualities, derived from the brute, form the material of sin, but do not actually become sin until they are
indulged in contrary to the gradually awakening moral sense of mankind. The theories of McDowall and
Fiske move along similar lines. The theory as presented by Tennant halts somewhat between the
Scriptural view of man and that presented by the theory of evolution, inclining now to the one and anon
to the other side. It assumes that man had a free will even before the awakening of his moral
consciousness, so that he was able to choose when he was placed before a moral ideal; but does not
explain how we can conceive of a free and indeterminate will in a process of evolution. It limits sin to
those transgressions of the moral law, which are committed with a clear consciousness of a moral ideal
and are therefore condemned by conscience as evil. As a matter of fact, it is merely the old Pelagian view
of sin grafted into the theory of evolution, and is therefore open to all the objections with which
Pelagianism is burdened.

#tHA CRITIQUE

The radical defect in all these theories is that they seek to define sin without taking into
consideration that sin is essentially a breaking away from God, opposition to God, and transgression of
the law of God. Sin should always be defined in terms of man's relation to God and to His will as
expressed in the moral law.

B. (E£) FIEHIMES The Scriptural Idea of Sin.

In giving the Scriptural idea of sin it is necessary to call attention to several particulars.

1. BRIBH—M, BRBEANE GEX) Sinis a Specific Kind of Evil.

At the present time we hear a great deal about evil, and comparatively little about sin; and this is
rather misleading. Not all evil is sin. Sin should not be confused with physical evil, with that which is
injurious or calamitous. It is possible to speak not only of sin but also of sickness as an evil, but then the
word "evil" is used in two totally different senses. Above the physical lies the ethical sphere, in which the
contrast between moral good and evil applies, and it is only in this sphere that we can speak of sin. And
even in this sphere it is not desirable to substitute the word "evil" for "sin" without any further
qualification, for the latter is more specific than the former. Sin is a moral evil. Most of the names that
are used in Scripture to designate sin point to its moral character. Chatta'th directs attention to it as an
action that misses the mark and consists in a deviation from the right way. 'Avel and 'avon indicate that it
is a want of integrity and rectitude, a departure from the appointed path. Pesha refers to it as a revolt or
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a refusal of subjection to rightful authority, a positive transgression of the law, and a breaking of the
covenant. And resha' points to it as a wicked and guilty departure from the law. Furthermore, it is
designated as guilt by 'asham, as unfaithfulness and treason, by ma'al, as vanity, by 'aven, and as
perversion or distortion of nature (crookedness) by 'avah. The corresponding New Testament words,
such as hamartia, adikia, parabasis, paraptoma, anomia, paranomia, and others, point to the same ideas.
In view of the use of these words, and of the way in which the Bible usually speaks of sin, there can be no
doubt about its ethical character. It is not a calamity that came upon man unawares, poisoned his life,
and ruined his happiness, but an evil course which man has deliberately chosen to follow and which
carries untold misery with it. Fundamentally, it is not something passive, such as a weakness, a fault, or
an imperfection, for which we cannot be held responsible, but an active opposition to God, and a
positive transgression of His law, which constitutes guilt. Sin is the result of a free but evil choice of man.
This is the plain teaching of the Word of God, Gen. 3:1-6; Isa. 48:8; Rom. 1:18-32; | John 3:4. The
application of the philosophy of evolution to the study of the Old Testament led some scholars to the
conviction that the ethical idea of sin was not developed until the time of the prophets, but this view is
not borne out by the way in which the earliest books of the Bible speak of sin.

Gen. 3:1-6

THR A e phprag i), MAWIHE VW EDERE. H X A@R: M8 E
Hit AFRMizE A8 LR FE? 2 AR BB Bk, &M
AbLng, 3MEA I CE OB AR A By R T R IR AR i, AR B,
AR . alp s L NG IRIMA —E S, S A MmiE, RMerH 7 IR
M T, MEn MM ESEE. e 2L ANRTRBMRTFHFEESD, BN
AMIRHE, HRWAVEEMRN, i AGHE, M MR TR T, X&HEMLK, it
LRz T

1 Now the serpent was more crafty than any of the wild animals the LORD God had made. He said to the
woman, "Did God really say, 'You must not eat from any tree in the garden'?" 2 The woman said to the
serpent, "We may eat fruit from the trees in the garden, 3 but God did say, 'You must not eat fruit from
the tree that is in the middle of the garden, and you must not touch it, or you will die." " 4 "You will not
surely die," the serpent said to the woman. 5 "For God knows that when you eat of it your eyes will be
opened, and you will be like God, knowing good and evil." 6 When the woman saw that the fruit of the
tree was good for food and pleasing to the eye, and also desirable for gaining wisdom, she took some
and ate it. She also gave some to her husband, who was with her, and he ate it.

Isa. 48:8
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You have neither heard nor understood; from of old your ear has not been open. Well do | know how
treacherous you are; you were called a rebel from birth.

Rom. 1:18-32
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18 The wrath of God is being revealed from heaven against all the godlessness and wickedness of men
who suppress the truth by their wickedness,

19 since what may be known about God is plain to them, because God has made it plain to them.

20 For since the creation of the world God's invisible qualities--his eternal power and divine nature--have
been clearly seen, being understood from what has been made, so that men are without excuse.

21 For although they knew God, they neither glorified him as God nor gave thanks to him, but their
thinking became futile and their foolish hearts were darkened.

22 Although they claimed to be wise, they became fools

23 and exchanged the glory of the immortal God for images made to look like mortal man and birds and
animals and reptiles.

24 Therefore God gave them over in the sinful desires of their hearts to sexual impurity for the degrading
of their bodies with one another.

25 They exchanged the truth of God for a lie, and worshiped and served created things rather than the
Creator--who is forever praised. Amen.

26 Because of this, God gave them over to shameful lusts. Even their women exchanged natural relations
for unnatural ones.

27 In the same way the men also abandoned natural relations with women and were inflamed with lust
for one another. Men committed indecent acts with other men, and received in themselves the due
penalty for their perversion.

28 Furthermore, since they did not think it worthwhile to retain the knowledge of God, he gave them
over to a depraved mind, to do what ought not to be done.

29 They have become filled with every kind of wickedness, evil, greed and depravity. They are full of
envy, murder, strife, deceit and malice. They are gossips,

30 slanderers, God-haters, insolent, arrogant and boastful; they invent ways of doing evil; they disobey
their parents;

31 they are senseless, faithless, heartless, ruthless.
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32 Although they know God's righteous decree that those who do such things deserve death, they not
only continue to do these very things but also approve of those who practice them.

| John 3:4
BEER, msta@EYE #k; BEHREHRLEFE.
Everyone who sins breaks the law; in fact, sin is lawlessness.

2. SERZE X4 Sin has an Absolute Character.

In the ethical sphere the contrast between good and evil is absolute. There is no neutral condition
between the two. While there are undoubtedly degrees in both, there are no gradations between the
good and the evil. The transition from the one to the other is not of a quantitative, but of a qualitative
character. A moral being that is good does not become evil by simply diminishing his goodness, but only
by a radical qualitative change, by turning to sin. Sin is not a lesser degree of goodness, but a positive evil.
This is plainly taught in the Bible. He who does not love God is thereby characterized as evil. Scripture
knows of no position of neutrality. It urges the wicked to turn to righteousness, and sometimes speaks of
the righteous as falling into evil; but it does not contain a single indication that either the one or the
other ever lands in a neutral position. Man is either on the right side or on the wrong side, Matt.
10:32,33; 12:30; Luke 11:23; Jas. 2:10.

Matt. 10:32, 33
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"Whoever acknowledges me before men, | will also acknowledge him before my Father in heaven. 33 But
whoever disowns me before men, | will disown him before my Father in heaven.

Matt. 12:30
A AW, Wt REERN: ARRBERR, BE DB

"He who is not with me is against me, and he who does not gather with me scatters.

Luke 11:23
ANELAH S, AN ARBBEER, #2505 Em.

"He who is not with me is against me, and he who does not gather with me, scatters.

Jas. 2:10
Rl 2 FLiE S v, HfE— ik BB, st 7 R fk.

For whoever keeps the whole law and yet stumbles at just one point is guilty of breaking all of it.

2. FELRE LW EFHEEER
Sin Always has Relation to God and His Will.

The older dogmaticians realized that it was impossible to have a correct conception of sin
without contemplating it in relation to God and His will, and therefore emphasized this aspect and
usually spoke of sin as "lack of conformity to the law of God." This is undoubtedly a correct formal
definition of sin. But the question arises, Just what is the material content of the law? What does it
demand? If this question is answered, it will be possible to determine what sin is in a material sense.
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Now there is no doubt about it that the great central demand of the law is love to God. And if from the
material point of view moral goodness consists in love to God, then moral evil must consist in the
opposite. It is separation from God, opposition to God, hatred of God, and this manifests itself in
constant transgression of the law of God in thought, word, and deed. The following passages clearly
show that Scripture contemplates sin in relation to God and His law, either as written on the tablets of
the heart, or as given by Moses, Rom. 1:32, 2:12-14; 4:15; Jas. 2:9; | John 3:4.

Rom. 1:32
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Although they know God's righteous decree that those who do such things deserve death, they not only
continue to do these very things but also approve of those who practice them.

Rom. 2:12-14
RAABAERELTIEN, BOAEEERT: NEMFEZEUFLE T RN, 0%
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12 All who sin apart from the law will also perish apart from the law, and all who sin under the law will
be judged by the law.

13 For it is not those who hear the law who are righteous in God's sight, but it is those who obey the law
who will be declared righteous.

14 (Indeed, when Gentiles, who do not have the law, do by nature things required by the law, they are a
law for themselves, even though they do not have the law,

Rom. 4:15
R AR eE 280 (8ifE: AT 3 BEREHRE, FEKKRA B
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because law brings wrath. And where there is no law there is no transgression.

Jas. 2:9
EARM A A N, R IE, #a ke AU EN .

But if you show favoritism, you sin and are convicted by the law as lawbreakers.

| John 3:4
BEER, staEYE #E; BEHREHNLFE.
Everyone who sins breaks the law; in fact, sin is lawlessness.

3. RESRESHEY

Sin Includes Both Guilt and Pollution.

Guilt is the state of deserving condemnation or of being liable to punishment for the violation of
a law or a moral requirement. It expresses the relation which sin bears to justice or to the penalty of the
law. But even so the word has a twofold meaning. It may denote an inherent quality of the sinner,
namely, his demerit, ill-desert, or guiltiness, which renders him worthy of punishment. Dabney speaks of
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this as "potential guilt." It is inseparable from sin, is never found in one who is not personally a sinner,
and is permanent, so that once established, it cannot be removed by pardon. But it may also denote the
obligation to satisfy justice, to pay the penalty of sin, "actual guilt," as Dabney calls it. It is not inherent in
man, but is the penal enactment of the lawgiver, who fixes the penalty of the guilt. It may be removed by
the satisfaction of the just demands of the law personally or vicariously. While many deny that sin
includes guilt, this does not comport with the fact that sin was threatened and is indeed visited with
punishment, and clearly contradicts the plain statements of Scripture, Matt. 6:12; Rom. 3:19; 5:18; Eph.
2:3. By pollution we understand the inherent corruption to which every sinner is subject. This is a reality
in the life of every individual. It is not conceivable without guilt, though guilt as included in a penal
relationship, is conceivable without immediate pollution. Yet it is always followed by pollution. Every one
who is guilty in Adam is, as a result, also born with a corrupt nature. The pollution of sin is clearly taught
in such passages as Job 14:4; Jer. 17:9; Matt. 7:15-20; Rom. 8:5-8; Eph. 4:17-19.

Matt. 6:12
ERME, WHEEIME T ANE

Forgive us our debts, as we also have forgiven our debtors.

Rom. 3:19
KMEEASEEEMFEBLHEMEEDL T2 AR, HFEMES AN O, 3% A #
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Now we know that whatever the law says, it says to those who are under the law, so that every mouth
may be silenced and the whole world held accountable to God.

Rom. 5:18

Wik ER AR, Bl — R AE, AR ANE W E SR BAER, B i EAT, RN W omk A
EBREWT

18 Consequently, just as the result of one trespass was condemnation for all men, so also the result of
one act of righteousness was justification that brings life for all men.

Eph. 2:3
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All of us also lived among them at one time, gratifying the cravings of our sinful nature and following its
desires and thoughts. Like the rest, we were by nature objects of wrath.

Job 14:4
MR BRF I EREH P ? &am kWA

Who can bring what is pure from the impure? No one!

Jer.17:9
N E YA eF, R E, AREaE?

The heart is deceitful above all things and beyond cure. Who can understand it?

Matt. 7:15-20
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178 Bk, FMIFB#A IR 77, MREMSER T
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15 "Watch out for false prophets. They come to you in sheep's clothing, but inwardly they are ferocious
wolves.

16 By their fruit you will recognize them. Do people pick grapes from thornbushes, or figs from thistles?
17 Likewise every good tree bears good fruit, but a bad tree bears bad fruit.

18 A good tree cannot bear bad fruit, and a bad tree cannot bear good fruit.

19 Every tree that does not bear good fruit is cut down and thrown into the fire.

20 Thus, by their fruit you will recognize them.

Rom. 8:5-8
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5 Those who live according to the sinful nature have their minds set on what that nature desires; but
those who live in accordance with the Spirit have their minds set on what the Spirit desires.

6 The mind of sinful man is death, but the mind controlled by the Spirit is life and peace;

7 the sinful mind is hostile to God. It does not submit to God's law, nor can it do so.

8 Those controlled by the sinful nature cannot please God

Eph. 4:17-19
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17 So | tell you this, and insist on it in the Lord, that you must no longer live as the Gentiles do, in the
futility of their thinking.

18 They are darkened in their understanding and separated from the life of God because of the
ignorance that is in them due to the hardening of their hearts.

19 Having lost all sensitivity, they have given themselves over to sensuality so as to indulge in every kind
of impurity, with a continual lust for more.

5. SR ML K H Sin has its Seat in the Heart.

Sin does not reside in any one faculty of the soul, but in the heart, which in Scriptural psychology
is the central organ of the soul, out of which are the issues of life. And from this center its influence and
operations spread to the intellect, the will, the affections, in short, to the entire man, including his body.
In his sinful state the whole man is the object of God's displeasure. There is a sense in which it can be
said that sin originated in the will of man, but then the will does not designate some actual volition as
much as it does the volitional nature of man. There was a tendency of the heart underlying the actual
volition when sin entered the world. This view is in perfect harmony with the representations of
Scripture in such passages as the following: Prov. 4:23; Jer. 17:9; Matt. 15:19,20; Luke 6:45; Heb. 3:12.

Prov. 4:23
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Above all else, guard your heart, for it is the wellspring of life.

Jer.17:9
N b B W HR e RE . BB RR G L RIE AE RRIE R 2

The heart is deceitful above all things and beyond cure. Who can understand it?

Matt. 15:19, 20
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19 For out of the heart come evil thoughts, murder, adultery, sexual immorality, theft, false testimony,
slander.

20 These are what make a man 'unclean'; but eating with unwashed hands does not make him
‘'unclean.™

Luke 6:45

HBANEMM OB AR SRS R ER, EARMOERTAFERERSEH ER, FHAHL
Z T < O W L T

The good man brings good things out of the good stored up in his heart, and the evil man brings evil
things out of the evil stored up in his heart. For out of the overflow of his heart his mouth speaks.

Heb. 3:12
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See to it, brothers, that none of you has a sinful, unbelieving heart that turns away from the living God.

7. FEAMURSMERIFRAT

Sin Does Not Consist Exclusively in Overt Acts.

Sin does not consist only in overt acts, but also in sinful habits and in a sinful condition of the
soul. These three are related to one another as follows: The sinful state is the basis of the sinful habits,
and these manifest themselves in sinful deeds. There is also truth, however, in the contention that
repeated sinful deeds lead to the establishment of sinful habits. The sinful acts and dispositions of man
must be referred to and find their explanation in a corrupt nature. The passages referred to in the
preceding paragraph substantiate this view, for they clearly prove that the state or condition of man is
thoroughly sinful. And if the question should still be raised, whether the thoughts and affections of the
natural man, called "flesh" in Scripture, should be regarded as constituting sin, it might be answered by
pointing to such passages as the following: Matt. 5:22,28; Rom. 7:7; Gal. 5:17,24, and others. In
conclusion it may be said that sin may be defined as lack of conformity to the moral law of God, either in
act, disposition, or state.

Matt. 5:22, 28
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22 But | tell you that anyone who is angry with his brother will be subject to judgment. Again, anyone
who says to his brother, 'Raca, ' is answerable to the Sanhedrin. But anyone who says, 'You fool!" will be
in danger of the fire of hell.

Rom. 7:7
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What shall we say, then? Is the law sin? Certainly not! Indeed | would not have known what sin was
except through the law. For | would not have known what coveting really was if the law had not said, "Do
not covet."

Gal. 5:17, 24
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17 For the sinful nature desires what is contrary to the Spirit, and the Spirit what is contrary to the sinful
nature. They are in conflict with each other, so that you do not do what you want.

24 Those who belong to Christ Jesus have crucified the sinful nature with its passions and desires.

C. fABFZ 3= X HIFEM The Pelagian View of Sin.

The Pelagian view of sin is quite different from that presented above. The only point of similarity
lies in this that the Pelagian also considers sin in relation to the law of God, and regards it as a
transgression of the law. But in all other particulars his conception differs widely from the Scriptural and
Augustinian view.

1. A E SO R R

Statement of the Pelagian View.

Pelagius takes his starting point in the natural ability of man. His fundamental proposition is: God
has commanded man to do that which is good; hence the latter must have the ability to do it. This means
that man has a free will in the absolute sense of the word, so that it is possible for him to decide for or
against that which is good, and also to do the good as well as the evil. The decision is not dependent on
any moral character in man, for the will is entirely indeterminate. Whether a man will do good or evil
simply depends on his free and independent will. From this it follows, of course, that there is no such
thing as a moral development of the individual. Good and evil are located in the separate actions of man.
From this fundamental position the doctrinal teaching of Pelagius respecting sin naturally follows. Sin
consists only in the separate acts of the will. There is no such thing as a sinful nature, neither are there
sinful dispositions. Sin is always a deliberate choice of evil by a will which is perfectly free, and can just as
well choose and follow the good. But if this is so, then the conclusion inevitably follows that Adam was
not created in a state of positive holiness, but in a state of moral equilibrium. His condition was one of
moral neutrality. He was neither good nor bad, and therefore had no moral character; but he chose the
course of evil, and thus became sinful. Inasmuch as sin consists only in separate acts of the will, the idea
of its propagation by procreation is absurd. A sinful nature, if such a thing should exist, might be passed
on from father to son, but sinful acts cannot be so propagated. This is in the nature of the case an
impossibility. Adam was the first sinner, but his sin was in no sense passed on to his descendants. There
is no such thing as original sin. Children are born in a state of neutrality, beginning exactly where Adam
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began, except that they are handicapped by the evil examples which they see round about them. Their
future course must be determined by their own free choice. The universality of sin is admitted, because
all experience testifies to it. It is due to imitation and to the habit of sinning that is gradually formed.
Strictly speaking, there are, on the Pelagian standpoint, no sinners, but only separate sinful acts. This
makes a religious conception of the history of the race utterly impossible.

2. XHMAR E R RAIE X

Objections to the Pelagian View.

There are several weighty objections to the Pelagian view of sin, of which the following are the
most important:

a. The fundamental position that man is held responsible by God only for what he is able to do, is
absolutely contrary to the testimony of conscience and to the Word of God. It is an undeniable fact that,
as a man increases in sin, his ability to do good decreases. He becomes in an ever greater measure the
slave of sin. According to the theory under consideration this would also involve a lessening of his
responsibility. But this is equivalent to saying that sin itself gradually redeems its victims by relieving
them of their responsibility. The more sinful a man, the less responsible he is. Against this position
conscience registers a loud protest. Paul does not say that the hardened sinners, which he describes in
Rom. 1:18-32, were virtually without responsibility, but regards them as worthy of death. Jesus said of
the wicked Jews who gloried in their freedom, but manifested their extreme wickedness by seeking to
kill Him, that they were bondservants of sin, did not understand His speech, because they could not hear
His word, and would die in their sins, John 8:21, 22, 34, 43. Though slaves of sin, they were yet
responsible.

Rom. 1:18-32
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18 The wrath of God is being revealed from heaven against all the godlessness and wickedness of men
who suppress the truth by their wickedness,

19 since what may be known about God is plain to them, because God has made it plain to them.

20 For since the creation of the world God's invisible qualities--his eternal power and divine nature--have
been clearly seen, being understood from what has been made, so that men are without excuse.

21 For although they knew God, they neither glorified him as God nor gave thanks to him, but their
thinking became futile and their foolish hearts were darkened.

22 Although they claimed to be wise, they became fools

23 and exchanged the glory of the immortal God for images made to look like mortal man and birds and
animals and reptiles.

24 Therefore God gave them over in the sinful desires of their hearts to sexual impurity for the degrading
of their bodies with one another.

25 They exchanged the truth of God for a lie, and worshiped and served created things rather than the
Creator--who is forever praised. Amen.

26 Because of this, God gave them over to shameful lusts. Even their women exchanged natural relations
for unnatural ones.

27 In the same way the men also abandoned natural relations with women and were inflamed with lust
for one another. Men committed indecent acts with other men, and received in themselves the due
penalty for their perversion.

28 Furthermore, since they did not think it worthwhile to retain the knowledge of God, he gave them
over to a depraved mind, to do what ought not to be done.

29 They have become filled with every kind of wickedness, evil, greed and depravity. They are full of
envy, murder, strife, deceit and malice. They are gossips,

30 slanderers, God-haters, insolent, arrogant and boastful; they invent ways of doing evil; they disobey
their parents;

31 they are senseless, faithless, heartless, ruthless.

32 Although they know God's righteous decree that those who do such things deserve death, they not
only continue to do these very things but also approve of those who practice them.

John 8:21, 22, 34,43
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21 Once more Jesus said to them, "l am going away, and you will look for me, and you will die in your sin.
Where | go, you cannot come."

22 This made the Jews ask, "Will he kill himself ? Is that why he says, 'Where | go, you cannot come'?"
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34 Jesus replied, "l tell you the truth, everyone who sins is a slave to sin.
43 Why is my language not clear to you? Because you are unable to hear what | say.

b. To deny that man has by nature a moral character, is simply bringing him down to the level of
the animal. According to this view everything in the life of man that is not a conscious choice of the will,
is deprived of all moral quality. But the consciousness of men in general testifies to the fact that the
contrast between good and evil also applies to man's tendencies, desires, moods, and affections, and
that these also have a moral character. In Pelagianism, sin and virtue are reduced to superficial
appendages of man, in no way connected with his inner life. That the estimate of Scripture is quite
different appears from the following passages: Jer. 17:9; Ps. 51:6,10; Matt. 15:19; Jas. 4:1,2.

Jer.17:9
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The heart is deceitful above all things and beyond cure. Who can understand it?

Ps. 51:6, 10
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6 Surely you desire truth in the inner parts; you teach me wisdom in the inmost place.

10 Create in me a pure heart, O God, and renew a steadfast spirit within me.

Matt. 15:19
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For out of the heart come evil thoughts, murder, adultery, sexual immorality, theft, false testimony,
slander.

Jas. 4:1, 2
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1 What causes fights and quarrels among you? Don't they come from your desires that battle within
you?

2 You want something but don't get it. You kill and covet, but you cannot have what you want. You
guarrel and fight. You do not have, because you do not ask God.

c. A choice of the will that is in no way determined by man's character, is not only psychologically
unthinkable, but also ethically worthless. If a good deed of man simply happens to fall out as it does, and
no reason can be given why it did not turn out to be the opposite, in other words, if the deed is not an
expression of man's character, it lacks all moral value. It is only as an exponent of character that a deed
has the moral value that is ascribed to it.

d. The Pelagian theory can give no satisfactory account of the universality of sin. The bad
example of parents and grandparents offers no real explanation. The mere abstract possibility of man's
sinning, even when strengthened by the evil example, does not explain how it came to pass that all men
actually sinned. How can it be accounted for that the will invariably turned in the direction of sin, and
never in the opposite direction? It is far more natural to think of a general disposition to sin.
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E. ZOREHITEM The Roman Catholic View of Sin.

Though the Canons and Decrees of the Council of Trent are somewhat ambigious in the doctrine
of sin, the prevailing Roman Catholic view of sin may be expressed as follows: Real sin always consists in
a conscious act of the will. It is true that the dispositions and habits that are not in accord with the will of
God, are of a sinful character; yet they cannot be called sins in the strict sense of the word. The
indwelling concupiscence, which lies back of sin, gained the upper hand in man in paradise, and thus
precipitated the loss of the donum superadditum of original righteousness, cannot be regarded as sin,
but only as the fomes or fuel of sin. The sinfulness of Adam's descendants is primarily only a negative
condition, consisting in the absence of something that ought to be present, that is, of original
righteousness, which is not essential to human nature. Something essential is wanting only if, as some
hold, the justitia naturalis was also lost.

The objections to this view are perfectly evident from what was said in connection with the
Pelagian theory. A bare reminder of them would seem to be quite sufficient. In so far as it holds that real
sin consists only in a deliberate choice of the will and in overt acts, the objections raised against
Pelagianism are pertinent. The idea that original righteousness was supernaturally added to man's
natural constitution, and that its loss did not detract from human nature, is an unscriptural idea, as was
pointed out in our discussion of the image of God in man. According to the Bible concupiscence is sin,
real sin, and the root of many sinful actions. This was brought out when the Biblical view of sin was
considered.

QUESTIONS FOR FURTHER STUDY
Has philosophy succeeded in explaining the origin of sin?
Does Scripture bear out the view that sin originally had no ethical quality?
What objection is there to the view that sin is mere privation?
Must we conceive of sin as a substance?
With whose name is this view associated?
Does this sin exist apart from the sinner?
How can we prove that sin must always be judged by the law of God?
Did Paul favor the old Greek dualism, when he spoke of "the body of sin" and used the term
"flesh" to denote man's sinful nature?
9. Isthe present tendency to speak of 'evil' rather than of 'sin' commendable?
10. What is meant by the social interpretation of sin?
11. Does this recognize sin for what it is fundamentally?
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1. E/4E 3 The Transmission of Sin

Scripture and experience both teach us that sin is universal, and according to the Bible the
explanation for this universality lies in the fall of Adam. These two points, the universality of sin, and the
connection of Adam's sin with that of mankind in general, now call for consideration. While there has
been rather general agreement as to the universality of sin, there have been different representations of
the connection between the sin of Adam and that of his descendants.

A. JiS:[E|JE Historical Review.
1. 2T Before the Reformation.

The writings of the Apologists contain nothing definite respecting original sin, while those of Irenaeus
and Tertullian clearly teach that our sinful condition is the result of Adam's fall. But the doctrine of the
direct imputation of Adam's sin to his descendants is foreign even to them.

Tertullian had a realistic conception of mankind. The whole human race was potentially and numerically
present in Adam, and therefore sinned when he sinned and became corrupt when he became corrupt.
Human nature as a whole sinned in Adam, and therefore every individualization of that nature is also
sinful.

Origen, who was profoundly influenced by Greek philosophy, had a different view of the matter, and
scarcely recognized any connection between the sin of Adam and that of his descendants. He found the
explanation of the sinfulness of the human race primarily in the personal sin of each soul in a pre-
temporal state, though he also mentions some mystery of generation.

Augustine shared the realistic conception of Tertullian. Though he also spoke of "imputation," he did not
yet have in mind the direct or immediate imputation of the guilt of Adam to his posterity. His doctrine of
original sin is not entirely clear. This may be due to the fact that he hesitated to choose between
Traducianism and Creationism. While he stresses the fact that all men were seminally present in Adam
and actually sinned in him, he also comes very close to the idea that they sinned in Adam as their
representative. However, his main emphasis was on the transmission of the corruption of sin. Sin is
passed on by propagation, and this propagation of Adam's sin is at the same time a punishment for his
sin. Wiggers states the idea very briefly in these words: "The corruption of human nature, in the whole
race, was the righteous punishment of the transgression of the first man, in whom all men already
existed."

Augustine's great opponent, Pelagius, denied such a connection between the sin of Adam and those of
his posterity. As he saw it, the propagation of sin by generation involved the Traducianist theory of the
origin of the soul, which He regarded as a heretical error; and the imputation of Adam's sin to anyone
but himself would be in conflict with the divine rectitude.

The Pelagian view was rejected by the Church, and the Scholastics in general thought along the lines
indicated by Augustine, the emphasis all the while being on the transmission of the pollution of Adam's
sin rather than on that of his guilt. Hugo St. Victor and Peter the Lombard held that actual concupiscence
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stains the semen in the act of procreation, and that this stain in some way defiles the soul on its union
with the body. Anselm, Alexander of Hales, and Bonaventura stressed the realistic conception of the
connection between Adam and his posterity. The whole human race was seminally present in Adam, and
therefore also sinned in him. His disobedience was the disobedience of the entire human race. At the
same time generation was regarded as the sine qua non of the transmission of the sinful nature. In
Bonaventura and others after him the distinction between original guilt and original pollution was more
clearly expressed. The fundamental idea was, that the guilt of Adam's sin is imputed to all his
descendants. Adam suffered the loss of original righteousness, and thereby incurred the divine
displeasure. As a result all his descendants are deprived of original righteousness, and as such the objects
of divine wrath. Moreover, the pollution of Adam's sin is in some way passed on to his posterity, but the
manner of this transmission was a matter of dispute among the Scholastics. Since they were not
Traducianists, and therefore could not say that the soul, which is after all the real seat of evil, was passed
on from father to son by generation, they felt that something more had to be said to explain the
transmission of inherent evil. Some said that it is passed on through the body, which in turn
contaminates the soul as soon as it comes in contact with it. Others, sensing the danger of this
explanation, sought it in the mere fact that every man is now born in the state in which Adam was before
he was endowed with original righteousness, and thus subject to the struggle between the unchecked
flesh and the spirit. In Thomas Aquinas the realistic strain again appears rather strongly, though in a
modified form. He pointed out that the human race constitutes an organism, and that, just as the act of
one bodily member — say, the hand — is regarded as the act of the person, so the sin of one member of
the organism of humanity is imputed to the whole organism.

2. EENEE)S After the Reformation.

While the Reformers did not agree with the Scholastics as to the nature of original sin, their view
of its transmission did not contain any new elements. The ideas of Adam as the representative of the
human race, and of the "immediate" imputation of his guilt to his descendants are not yet clearly
expressed in their works. According to Luther we are accounted guilty by God because of the indwelling
sin inherited from Adam. Calvin speaks in a somewhat similar vein. He holds that, since Adam was not
only the progenitor but the root of the human race, all his descendants are born with a corrupt nature;
and that both the guilt of Adam's sin and their own inborn corruption are imputed to them as sin. The
development of the federal theology brought the idea of Adam as the representative of the human race
to the foreground, and led to a clearer distinction between the transmission of the guilt and of the
pollution of Adam's sin. Without denying that our native corruption also constitutes guilt in the sight of
God, federal theology stressed the fact that there is an "immediate" imputation of Adam's guilt to those
whom he represented as the head of the covenant.

Socinians and Arminians both rejected the idea of the imputation of Adam's sin to his
descendants. Placeus, of the school of Saumur, advocated the idea of "mediate" imputation. Denying all
immediate imputation, he held that because we inherit a sinful nature from Adam, we are deserving of
being treated as if we had committed the original offense. This was something new in Reformed
theology, and Rivet had no difficulty in proving this by collecting a long line of testimonies. A debate
ensued in which "immediate" and "mediate" imputation were represented as mutually exclusive
doctrines; and in which it was made to appear as if the real question was, whether man is guilty in the
sight of God solely on account of Adam's sin, imputed to him, or solely on account of his own inherent
sin. The former was not the doctrine of the Reformed Churches, and the latter was not taught in them
before the time of Placeus.
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The teachings of the latter found their way into New England theology, and became especially
characteristic of the New School (New Haven) theology.

In modern liberal theology the doctrine of the transmission of sin from Adam to his posterity is
entirely discredited. It prefers to seek the explanation of the evil that is in the world in an animal
inheritance, which is not itself sinful. Strange to say, even Barth and Brunner, though violently opposed
to liberal theology, do not regard the universal sinfulness of the human race as the result of Adam's sin.
Historically, the latter occupies a unique place merely as the first sinner.

B. SER 144 The Universality of Sin.

Few will be inclined to deny the presence of evil in the human heart, however much they may
differ as to the nature of this evil and as to the way in which it originated. Even Pelagians and Socinians
are ready to admit that sin is universal. This is a fact that forces itself upon the attention of every one.

1. FRHUESHEFPHIER.
The History of Religions and of Philosophy Testify to It.

The history of religions testifies to the universality of sin. The question of Job, "How shall a man
be just with God?" is a question that was asked not merely in the realm of special revelation, but also
outside of it in the Gentile world. The heathen religions testify to a universal consciousness of sin and of
the need of reconciliation with a Supreme Being. There is a general feeling that the gods are offended
and must be propitiated in some way. There is a universal voice of conscience, testifying to the fact that
man falls short of the ideal and stands condemned in the sight of some higher Power. Altars reeking with
the blood of sacrifices, often the sacrifices of dear children, repeated confessions of wrongdoing, and
prayers for deliverance from evil, — all point to the consciousness of sin. Missionaries find this wherever
they go. The history of philosophy is indicative of the same fact. Early Greek philosophers were already
wrestling with the problem of moral evil, and since their day no philosopher of name was able to ignore
it. They were all constrained to admit the universality of it, and that in spite of the fact they were not
able to explain the phenomenon. There was, it is true, a superficial optimism in the eighteenth century,
which dreamt of the inherent goodness of man, but in its stupidity flew in the face of the facts and was
sharply rebuked by Kant. Many liberal theologians were induced to believe and to preach this inherent
goodness of man as gospel truth, but today many of them qualify it as one of the most pernicious errors
of the past. Surely, the facts of life do not warrant such optimism.

2. (X&) BEHZ.
The Bible Clearly Teaches It.

There are direct statements of Scripture that point to the universal sinfulness of man, such as |
Kings 8:46; Ps. 143:2; Prov. 20:9; Eccl. 7:20; Rom. 3:1-12,19,20,23; Gal. 3:22; Jas. 3:2; | John 1:8,10.
Several passages of Scripture teach that sin is the heritage of man from the time of his birth, and is
therefore present in human nature so early that it cannot possibly be considered as the result of
imitation, Ps. 51:5; Job 14:4; John 3:6. In Ephesians 2:3 Paul says of the Ephesians that they "were by
nature children of wrath, even as the rest." In this passage the term "by nature" points to something


http://www.crossbooks.com/verse.asp?ref=1Ki+8%3A46
http://www.crossbooks.com/verse.asp?ref=1Ki+8%3A46
http://www.crossbooks.com/verse.asp?ref=Ps+143%3A2
http://www.crossbooks.com/verse.asp?ref=Pr+20%3A9
http://www.crossbooks.com/verse.asp?ref=Ecc+7%3A20
http://www.crossbooks.com/verse.asp?ref=Ro+3%3A1-12
http://www.crossbooks.com/verse.asp?ref=Ro+3%3A19-20
http://www.crossbooks.com/verse.asp?ref=Ro+3%3A23
http://www.crossbooks.com/verse.asp?ref=Gal+3%3A22
http://www.crossbooks.com/verse.asp?ref=Jas+3%3A2
http://www.crossbooks.com/verse.asp?ref=1Jn+1%3A8
http://www.crossbooks.com/verse.asp?ref=1Jn+1%3A10
http://www.crossbooks.com/verse.asp?ref=Ps+51%3A5
http://www.crossbooks.com/verse.asp?ref=Job+14%3A4
http://www.crossbooks.com/verse.asp?ref=Jn+3%3A6
http://www.crossbooks.com/verse.asp?ref=Eph+2%3A3

33

inborn and original, as distinguished from what is subsequently acquired. Sin, then, is something original,
in which all men participate, and which makes them guilty before God. Moreover, according to Scripture,
death is visited even upon those who have never exercised a personal and conscious choice, Rom. 5:12-
14. This passage implies that sin exists in the case of infants prior to moral consciousness. Since infants
die, and therefore the effect of sin is present in their case, it is but natural to assume that the cause is
also present. Finally, Scripture also teaches that all men are under condemnation and therefore need the
redemption which is in Christ Jesus. Children are never made an exception to this rule, cf. the preceding
passages and also John 3:3, 5; | John 5:12. This is not contradicted by those passages which ascribe a
certain righteousness to man, such as, Matt. 9:12,13; Acts 10:35; Rom. 2:14; Phil. 3:6; | Cor. 1:30, for this
may be either civil righteousness, ceremonial or covenant righteousness, the righteousness of the law, or
the righteousness which is in Christ Jesus.

| Kings 8:46
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"When they sin against you--for there is no one who does not sin--and you become angry with them and
give them over to the enemy, who takes them captive to his own land, far away or near;

Ps. 143:2
RARAEFEMEN; WAERDAH, LNEEBOARA HERN.

Do not bring your servant into judgment, for no one living is righteous before you.

Prov. 20:9
FERERR, BB ITERBO, WBEFE T ERMWIE?

Who can say, "l have kept my heart pure; | am clean and without sin"?

Eccl. 7:20
WATEMANLNEN RN, H EEHEREA

There is not a righteous man on earth who does what is right and never sins.

Rom. 3:1-12, 19, 20, 23
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1 What advantage, then, is there in being a Jew, or what value is there in circumcision?

2 Much in every way! First of all, they have been entrusted with the very words of God.

3 What if some did not have faith? Will their lack of faith nullify God's faithfulness?

4 Not at all! Let God be true, and every man a liar. As it is written: "So that you may be proved right when
you speak and prevail when you judge."

5 But if our unrighteousness brings out God's righteousness more clearly, what shall we say? That God is
unjust in bringing his wrath on us? (I am using a human argument.)

6 Certainly not! If that were so, how could God judge the world?

7 Someone might argue, "If my falsehood enhances God's truthfulness and so increases his glory, why am
| still condemned as a sinner?"

8 Why not say--as we are being slanderously reported as saying and as some claim that we say--"Let us
do evil that good may result"? Their condemnation is deserved.

9 What shall we conclude then? Are we any better ? Not at all! We have already made the charge that
Jews and Gentiles alike are all under sin.

10 As it is written: "There is no one righteous, not even one;

11 there is no one who understands, no one who seeks God.

12 All have turned away, they have together become worthless; there is no one who does good, not even
one."

19 Now we know that whatever the law says, it says to those who are under the law, so that every mouth
may be silenced and the whole world held accountable to God.

20 Therefore no one will be declared righteous in his sight by observing the law; rather, through the law
we become conscious of sin.

23 for all have sinned and fall short of the glory of God,

Gal. 3:22
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But the Scripture declares that the whole world is a prisoner of sin, so that what was promised, being
given through faith in Jesus Christ, might be given to those who believe.

Jas. 3:2
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We all stumble in many ways. If anyone is never at fault in what he says, he is a perfect man, able to
keep his whole body in check.

IJohn 1:8, 10
KMERBCES]E, FLEAK, AEAERMOMAT
HMAEBRE AR EIE, (2 UM AR KN, fhr)iE oA ERMOHE T



35

8 If we claim to be without sin, we deceive ourselves and the truth is not in us.
10 If we claim we have not sinned, we make him out to be a liar and his word has no place in our lives.

Ps.51:5
WAAREML AR, ERIBHEBOBEREG 7.

Surely | was sinful at birth, sinful from the time my mother conceived me.

Job 14:4
Aff BE MR 2 W R TS Bz e 7 M G A B AN RE !

Who can bring what is pure from the impure? No one!

John 3:6
PR ERREN S RELENRLEE.
Flesh gives birth to flesh, but the Spirit gives birth to spirit.

Ephesians 2:3
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All of us also lived among them at one time, gratifying the cravings of our sinful nature and following its
desires and thoughts. Like the rest, we were by nature objects of wrath.

Rom. 5:12-14
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12 Therefore, just as sin entered the world through one man, and death through sin, and in this way
death came to all men, because all sinned—

13 for before the law was given, sin was in the world. But sin is not taken into account when there is no
law.

14 Nevertheless, death reigned from the time of Adam to the time of Moses, even over those who did
not sin by breaking a command, as did Adam, who was a pattern of the one to come.

John 3:3,5
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3 In reply Jesus declared, "I tell you the truth, no one can see the kingdom of God unless he is born again.
5 Jesus answered, "I tell you the truth, no one can enter the kingdom of God unless he is born of water
and the Spirit.

| John 5:12
ANETHHARTFRELEm, REMBNE FHRRE LW

He who has the Son has life; he who does not have the Son of God does not have life.

Matt. 9:12, 13
BRFESR, #iER: R ARNAZEL, AW ANAFHEE.
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12 On hearing this, Jesus said, "It is not the healthy who need a doctor, but the sick. 13 But go and learn
what this means: 'l desire mercy, not sacrifice.' For | have not come to call the righteous, but sinners."

Acts 10:35
Ji 2R, B A AT WON AR A 3 B AR AN

but accepts men from every nation who fear him and do what is right.

Rom. 2:14
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(Indeed, when Gentiles, who do not have the law, do by nature things required by the law, they are a law
for themselves, even though they do not have the law,

Phil. 3:6
MELH, RKEEBH SN ABEELELHNESR, RELETRHEBM.

as for zeal, persecuting the church; as for legalistic righteousness, faultless.

| Cor. 1:30
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It is because of him that you are in Christ Jesus, who has become for us wisdom from God--that is, our
righteousness, holiness and redemption.

B. YELHIRE NRKITRHIEE

The Connection of Adam's Sin with that of the Race.
1. FHINXBSENISLIZ The Denial of This Connection.

Some deny the causal connection of the sin of Adam with the sinfulness of the human race
either wholly or in part.

a. Pelagians and Socinians deny absolutely that there is any necessary connection between our
sin and the sin of Adam. The first sin was Adam's sin only and does not concern his posterity in any way.
The most they will admit is that the evil example of Adam led to imitation.

b. Semi-Pelagians and the earlier Arminians teach that man inherited a natural inability from
Adam, but is not responsible for this inability, so that no guilt attaches to it, and it may even be said that
God is somewhat under obligation to provide a cure for it. The Wesleyan Arminians admit that this
inborn corruption also involves guilt.

c. The New School (New Haven) theory teaches that man is born with an inherent tendency to
sin, in virtue of which his moral preference is invariably wrong; but that this tendency cannot itself be
called sin, since sin always consists exclusively in conscious and intentional transgression of the law.
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d. The Theology of crisis stresses the solidarity of sin in the human race, but denies that sin
originated in an act of Adam in paradise. The fall belongs to pre- or super-history, and is already a thing
of the past when the historical Adam appears upon the scene. It is the secret of God's predestination.
The story of the fall is a myth. Adam appears as the type of Christ in so far as it can be seen in him that
life without sin is possible in communion with God. Says Brunner: "In Adam all have sinned — that is the
Biblical statement; but how? The Bible does not tell us that. The doctrine of original sin is read into it."

2. RRMLEGERARER

Different Theories to Explain the Connection.
a. MESZIE The realistic theory.

The earliest method of explaining the connection between the sin of Adam and the guilt and
pollution of all his descendants was the realistic theory. This theory is to the effect that human nature
constitutes, not only generically but numerically as well, a single unit. Adam possessed the whole human
nature, and in him it corrupted itself by its own voluntary apostatizing act in Adam. Individual men are
not separate substances, but manifestations of the same general substance; they are numerically one.
This universal human nature became corrupt and guilty in Adam, and consequently every
individualization of it in the descendants of Adam is also corrupt and guilty from the very beginning of its
existence. This means that all men actually sinned in Adam before the individualization of human nature
began. This theory was accepted by some of the early Church Fathers and by some of the Scholastics,
and was defended in more recent times by Dr. Shedd.

51X OBJECTIONS

However, it is open to several objections:
(1) By representing the souls of men as individualizations of the general spiritual substance that was
present in Adam, it would seem to imply that the substance of the soul is of a material nature, and thus
to land us inevitably in some sort of materialism.
(2) It is contrary to the testimony of consciousness and does not sufficiently guard the interests of
human personality. Evety man is conscious of being a separate personality, and therefore far more than

a mere passing wave in the general ocean of existence.

(3) It does not explain why Adam's descendants are held responsible for his first sin only, and not for his
later sins, nor for the sins of all the generations of forefathers that followed Adam.

(4) Neither does it give an answer to the important question, why Christ was not held responsible for the

actual commission of sin in Adam, for He certainly shared the same human nature, the nature that
actually sinned in Adam.

b. 17 N2 %] The doctrine of the covenant of works.
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This implies that Adam stood in a twofold relationship to his descendants, namely, that of the
natural head of all mankind, and that of the representative head of the entire human race in the
covenant of works.

(1) The natural relationship. In his natural relationship Adam was the father of all mankind. As he
was created by God he was subject to change, and had no rightful claim to an unchangeable state. He
was in duty bound to obey God, and this obedience did not entitle him to any reward. On the other hand,
if he sinned, he would become subject to corruption and to punishment, but the sin would be only his
own, and could not be placed to the account of his descendants. Dabney holds that, according to the law
that like begets like, his corruption would have passed on to his descendants. But however this may be
— and it is rather useless to speculate about it — they certainly could not have been held responsible for
this corruption. They could not have been considered guilty in Adam merely in virtue of the natural
relationship in which Adam stood to the race. The usual Reformed representation is a different one.

(2) The covenant relationship. To the natural relationship in which Adam stood to his
descendants God graciously added a covenant relationship containing several positive elements:

[a] An element of representation. God ordained that in this covenant Adam should not stand for himself
only, but as the representative of all his descendants. Consequently, he was the head of the race not
only in a parental, but also in a federal sense.

[b] An element of probation. While apart from this covenant Adam and his descendants would have
been in a continual state of trial, with a constant danger of sinning, the covenant guaranteed that
persistent perseverance for a fixed period of time would be rewarded with the establishment of manin a
permanent state of holiness and bliss.

[c] An element of reward or punishment. According to the terms of the covenant Adam would obtain a
rightful claim to eternal life, if he fulfilled the conditions of the covenant. And not only he, but all his
descendants as well would have shared in this blessing. In its normal operation, therefore, the covenant
arrangement would have been of incalculable benefit for mankind. But there was a possibility that man
would disobey, thereby reversing the operation of the covenant, and in that case the results would
naturally be correspondingly disastrous. Transgression of the covenant commandment would result in
death. Adam chose the course of disobedience, corrupted himself by sin, became guilty in the sight of
God, and, as such, subject to the sentence of death. And because he was the federal representative of
the race, his disobedience affected all his descendants. In His righteous judgment God imputes the guilt
of the first sin, committed by the head of the covenant, to all those that are federally related to him. And
as a result they are born in a depraved and sinful condition as well, and this inherent corruption also
involves guilt. This doctrine explains why only the first sin of Adam, and not his following sins nor the sins
of our other forefathers, is imputed to us, and also safeguards the sinlessness of Jesus, for He was not a
human person and therefore not in the covenant of works.

c. [H#IHE. The theory of mediate imputation.

This theory denies that the guilt of Adam's sin is directly imputed to his descendants, and represents
the matter as follows: Adam's descendants derive their innate corruption from him by a process of
natural generation, and only on the basis of that inherent depravity which they share with him are they
also considered guilty of his apostasy. They are not born corrupt because they are guilty in Adam, but
they are considered guilty because they are corrupt. Their condition is not based on their legal status,
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but their legal status on their condition. This theory, first advocated by Placeus, was adopted by the
younger Vitringa and Venema, by several New England theologians, and by some of the New School
theologians in the Presbyterian Church.

51 OBJECTIONS

This theory is objectionable for several reasons:
(1) A thing cannot be mediated by its own consequences. The inherent depravity with which the
descendants of Adam are born is already the result of Adam's sin, and therefore cannot be considered as

the basis on which they are guilty of the sin of Adam.

(2) It offers no objective ground whatsoever for the transmission of Adam's guilt and depravity to all his
descendants. Yet there must be some objective legal ground for this.

(3) If this theory were consistent, it ought to teach the mediate imputation of the sins of all previous
generations to those following, for their joint corruption is passed on by generation.

(4) It also proceeds on the assumption that there can be moral corruption that is not at the same time
guilt, a corruption that does not in itself make one liable to punishment.

(5) And finally, if the inherent corruption which is present in the descendants of Adam can be regarded
as the legal ground for the explanation of something else, there is no more need of any mediate
imputation.
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IV. AP SR

Sin in the Life of the Human Race

A. JR & Original Sin.

The sinful state and condition in which men are born is designated in theology by the name
peccatum originale, which is literally translated in the English "original sin." This term is better than the
Holland name "erfzonde," since the latter, strictly speaking, does not cover all that belongs to original sin.
It is not a proper designation of original guilt, for this is not inherited but imputed to us. This sin is called
"original sin," (1) because it is derived from the original root of the human race; (2) because it is present
in the life of every individual from the time of his birth, and therefore cannot be regarded as the result of
imitation; and (3) because it is the inward root of all the actual sins that defile the life of man. We should
guard against the mistake of thinking that the term in any way implies that the sin designated by it
belongs to the original constitution of human nature, which would imply that God created man as a
sinner.

1. JiS[EIE Historical Review.

FLHAZAZ Early Church Fathers

The early Church Fathers contain nothing very definite about original sin. According to the Greek
Fathers there is a physical corruption in the human race, which is derived from Adam, but this is not sin
and does not involve guilt. The freedom of the will was not affected directly by the fall, but is affected
only indirectly by the inherited physical corruption.

A+ 3 X Pelagianism

The tendency apparent in the Greek Church finally culminated in Pelagianism, which flatly
denied all original sin. In the Latin Church a different tendency appeared especially in Tertullian,
according to whom the propagation of the soul involves the propagation of sin. He regarded original sin
as a hereditary sinful taint or corruption, which did not exclude the presence of some good in man.
Ambrose advanced beyond Tertullian by regarding original sin as a state and by distinguishing between
the inborn corruption and the resulting guilt of man. The free will of man was weakened by the fall.

BT Augustine

It is especially in Augustine that the doctrine of original sin comes to fuller development.
According to him the nature of man, both physical and moral, is totally corrupted by Adam's sin, so that
he cannot do otherwise than sin. This inherited corruption or original sin is a moral punishment for the
sin of Adam. It is such a quality of the nature of man, that in his natural state, he can and will do evil only.
He has lost the material freedom of the will, and it is especially in this respect that original sin constitutes
a punishment. In virtue of this sin man is already under condemnation. It is not merely corruption, but
also guilt.
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WA $224 3 X Semi-Pelagianism

Semi-Pelagianism reacted against the absoluteness of the Augustinian view. It admitted that the
whole human race is involved in the fall of Adam, that human nature is tainted with hereditary sin, and
that all men are by nature inclined to evil and not able, apart from the grace of God, to complete any
good work; but denied the total depravity of man, the guilt of original sin, and the loss of the freedom of
the will.

. 4B X Middle Ages: Scholasticism

This became the prevalent view during the Middle Ages, though there were some prominent
Scholastics who were on the whole Augustinian in their conception of original sin. Anselm's view of
original sin was altogether in harmony with that of Augustine. It represents original sin as consisting of
the guilt of nature (the nature of the entire human race), contracted by a single act of Adam, and the
resulting inherent corruption of human nature, handed down to posterity and manifesting itself in a
tendency to sin. This sin also involves the loss of the power of self-determination in the direction of
holiness (material freedom of the will), and renders man a slave of sin. The prevailing opinion among the
Scholastics was that original sin is not something positive, but rather the absence of something that
ought to be present, particularly the privation of original righteousness, though some would add a
positive element, namely, an inclination to evil.

Thomas Aquinas held that original sin, considered in its material element, is concupiscence, but
considered in its formal element, is the privation of original justice. There is a dissolution of the harmony
in which original justice consisted, and in this sense original sin can be called a languor of nature.
SEHE Protestant Reformers

Speaking generally, the Reformers were in agreement with Augustine, though Calvin differed
from him especially on two points, by stressing the fact that original sin is not something purely negative,
and is not limited to the sensuous nature of man.

7175 JEIR5 B K45 3 X Socinians and Arminians

At the time of the Reformation the Socinians followed the Pelagians in the denial of original sin,
and in the seventeenth century the Arminians broke with the Reformed faith, and accepted the Semi-
Pelagian view of original sin.

Since that time various shades of opinion were advocated in the Protestant Churches both in
Europe and in America.

2. JRIRHI BN EER The Two Elements of Original Sin.

Two elements must be distinguished in original sin, namely:



42

a. JAIEHIZREE Original guilt.

The word "guilt" expresses the relation which sin bears to justice or, as the older theologians put it,
to the penalty of the law. He who is guilty stands in a penal relation to the law. We can speak of guilt in a
twofold sense, namely, as reatus culpae and as reatus poenae. The former, which Turretin calls
"potential guilt," is the intrinsic moral ill-desert of an act or state. This is of the essence of sin and is an
inseparable part of its sinfulness. It attaches only to those who have themselves committed sinful deeds,
and attaches to them permanently. It cannot be removed by forgiveness, and is not removed by
justification on the basis of the merits of Jesus Christ, and much less by mere pardon. Man's sins are
inherently ill-deserving even after he is justified. Guilt in this sense cannot be transferred from one
person to another. The usual sense, however, in which we speak of guilt in theology, is that of reatus
poenae. By this is meant desert of punishment, or obligation to render satisfaction to God's justice for
self-determined violation of the law. Guilt in this sense is not of the essence of sin, but is rather a
relation to the penal sanction of the law. If there had been no sanction attached to the disregard of
moral relations, every departure from the law would have been sin, but would not have involved liability
to punishment. Guilt in this sense may be removed by the satisfaction of justice, either personally or
vicariously. It may be transferred from one person to another, or assumed by one person for another. It
is removed from believers by justification, so that their sins, though inherently ill-deserving, do not make
them liable to punishment. Semi-Pelagians and the older Arminians or Remonstrants deny that original
sin involves guilt. The guilt of Adam's sin, committed by him as the federal head of the human race, is
imputed to all his descendants. This is evident from the fact that, as the Bible teaches, death as the
punishment of sin passes on from Adam to all his descendants. Rom. 5:12-19; Eph. 2:3; | Cor. 15:22.

Rom. 5:12-19
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12 Therefore, just as sin entered the world through one man, and death through sin, and in this way
death came to all men, because all sinned—

13 for before the law was given, sin was in the world. But sin is not taken into account when there is no
law.

14 Nevertheless, death reigned from the time of Adam to the time of Moses, even over those who did
not sin by breaking a command, as did Adam, who was a pattern of the one to come.

15 But the gift is not like the trespass. For if the many died by the trespass of the one man, how much
more did God's grace and the gift that came by the grace of the one man, Jesus Christ, overflow to the
many!


http://www.crossbooks.com/verse.asp?ref=Ro+5%3A12-19
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16 Again, the gift of God is not like the result of the one man's sin: The judgment followed one sin and
brought condemnation, but the gift followed many trespasses and brought justification.

17 For if, by the trespass of the one man, death reigned through that one man, how much more will
those who receive God's abundant provision of grace and of the gift of righteousness reign in life through
the one man, Jesus Christ.

18 Consequently, just as the result of one trespass was condemnation for all men, so also the result of
one act of righteousness was justification that brings life for all men.

19 For just as through the disobedience of the one man the many were made sinners, so also through
the obedience of the one man the many will be made righteous

Eph. 2:3

MR A M P H, AN RARK, EERBMLR T E TR ET, K
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All of us also lived among them at one time, gratifying the cravings of our sinful nature and following its
desires and thoughts. Like the rest, we were by nature objects of wrath.

| Cor. 15:22
fEonE AR NI 7 WAL, 7EREEB A AW EEE.

For as in Adam all die, so in Christ all will be made alive.

b. JRIEAIEETS Original pollution.

Original pollution includes two things, namely, the absence of original righteousness, and the
presence of positive evil. It should be noted:

(1) That original pollution is not merely a disease, as some of the Greek Fathers and the Arminians
represent it, but sin in the real sense of the word. Guilt attaches to it; he who denies this does not have a
Biblical conception of original corruption.

(2) That this pollution is not to be regarded as a substance infused into the human soul, nor as a change
of substance in the metaphysical sense of the word. This was the error of the Manichaeans and of Flacius
Illyricus in the days of the Reformation. If the substance of the soul were sinful, it would have to be
replaced by a new substance in regeneration; but this does not take place.

(3) That it is not merely a privation. In his polemic with the Manichaeans, Augustine not merely denied
that sin was a substance, but also asserted that it was merely a privation. He called it a privatio boni. But
original sin is not merely negative; it is also an inherent positive disposition toward sin. This original
pollution may be considered from more than one point of view, namely, as total depravity and as total
inability.

c. 5E4FHYE Total depravity.

In view of its pervasive character, inherited pollution is called total depravity. This phrase is often
misunderstood, and therefore calls for careful discrimination. Negatively, it does not imply: (1) that every
man is as thoroughly depraved as he can possibly become; (2) that the sinner has no innate knowledge
of the will of God, nor a conscience that discriminates between good and evil; (3) that sinful man does
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not often admire virtuous character and actions in others, or is incapable of disinterested affections and
actions in his relations with his fellow-men; nor (4) that every unregenerate man will, in virtue of his
inherent sinfulness, indulge in every form of sin; it often happens that one form excludes the other.
Positively, it does indicate:

(1) that the inherent corruption extends to every part of man's nature, to all the faculties and
powers of both soul and body; and

(2) that there is no spiritual good, that is, good in relation to God, in the sinner at all, but only
perversion. This total depravity is denied by Pelagians, Socinians, and seventeenth century
Arminians, but is clearly taught in Scripture, John 5:42; Rom. 7:18,23; 8:7; Eph. 4:18; Il Tim. 3:2-4;
Tit. 1:15; Heb. 3:12.

John 5:42
LEE, R0 AR A MR

but | know you. | know that you do not have the love of God in your hearts.

Rom. 7:18, 23
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| know that nothing good lives in me, that is, in my sinful nature. For | have the desire to do what is good,
but | cannot carry it out.

but | see another law at work in the members of my body, waging war against the law of my mind and
making me a prisoner of the law of sin at work within my members.

Rom. 8:7
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the sinful mind is hostile to God. It does not submit to God's law, nor can it do so.

Eph. 4:18
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They are darkened in their understanding and separated from the life of God because of the ignorance
that is in them due to the hardening of their hearts.

I Tim. 3:2-4
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2 People will be lovers of themselves, lovers of money, boastful, proud, abusive, disobedient to their
parents, ungrateful, unholy,

3 without love, unforgiving, slanderous, without self-control, brutal, not lovers of the good,

4 treacherous, rash, conceited, lovers of pleasure rather than lovers of God--

i
= N

Tit. 1:15
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EEFBN, LWHEHEBEF: EEEAGRAN, HEEH ARG, 5O R R W
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To the pure, all things are pure, but to those who are corrupted and do not believe, nothing is pure. In
fact, both their minds and consciences are corrupted.

Heb. 3:12
Fool A, R EREE, R RMPHSAAFEEAEREL, EAREMERT .

See to it, brothers, that none of you has a sinful, unbelieving heart that turns away from the living God.

d. 5827 HE Total inability.

With respect to its effect on man's spiritual powers, it is called total inability. Here, again, it is
necessary to distinguish. By ascribing total inability to the natural man we do not mean to say that it is
impossible for him to do good in any sense of the word. Reformed theologians generally say that he is
still able to perform: (1) natural good; (2) civil good or civil righteousness; and (3) externally religious
good. It is admitted that even the unrenewed possess some virtue, revealing itself in the relations of
social life, in many acts and sentiments that deserve the sincere approval and gratitude of their fellow-
men, and that even meet with the approval of God to a certain extent. At the same time it is maintained
that these same actions and feelings, when considered in relation to God, are radically defective. Their
fatal defect is that they are not prompted by love to God, or by any regard for the will of God as
requiring them. When we speak of man's corruption as total inability, we mean two things:

(1) that the unrenewed sinner cannot do any act, however insignificant, which fundamentally meets with
God's approval and answers to the demands of God's holy law; and

(2) that he cannot change his fundamental preference for sin and self to love for God, nor even make an
approach to such a change. In a word, he is unable to do any spiritual good.

There is abundant Scriptural support for this doctrine: John 1:13; 3:5; 6:44; 8:34; 15:4,5; Rom. 7:18,24;
8:7,8; 1 Cor. 2:14; Il Cor. 3:5; Eph. 2:1,8-10; Heb. 11:6.

A g] 3= L5 FKAE 32 X Pelagians and Arminians

Pelagians, however, believe in the plenary ability of man, denying that his moral faculties were impaired
by sin.

Arminians speak of a gracious ability, because they believe that God imparts His common grace to all
men, which enables them to turn to God and believe.
FTICAS = 712 New England Theology

The New School theologians ascribe to man natural as distinguished from moral ability, a

distinction borrowed from Edwards' great work On the Will. The import of their teaching is that man in
his fallen state is still in possession of all the natural faculties that are required for doing spiritual good
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(intellect, will, etc.), but lacks moral ability, that is, the ability to give proper direction to those faculties, a
direction well-pleasing to God. The distinction under consideration is advanced, in order to stress the
fact that man is wilfully sinful, and this may well be emphasized. But the New School theologians assert
that man would be able to do spiritual good if he only wanted to do it. This means that the "natural
ability" of which they speak, is after all an ability to do real spiritual good.

— % 9L GENERAL CRITIQUE

On the whole it may be said that the distinction between natural and moral ability is not a desirable one,
for:

(1) it has no warrant in Scripture, which teaches consistently that man is not able to do what is required
of him;

(2) it is essentially ambiguous and misleading: the possession of the requisite faculties to do spiritual
good does not yet constitute an ability to do it;

(3) "natural" is not a proper antithesis of "moral," for a thing may be both at the same time; and the
inability of man is also natural in an important sense, that is, as being incident to his nature in its present
state as naturally propagated; and

(4) the language does not accurately express the important distinction intended; what is meant is that it
is moral, and not either physical or constitutional; that it has its ground, not in the want of any faculty,
but in the corrupt moral state of the faculties, and of the disposition of the heart.

John 1:13
BEEAARMMAEN, AEMBEREN, AR ABEEN, HERMAEM.

children born not of natural descent, nor of human decision or a husband's will, but born of God.

John 3:5

Hofikeh: [HREEAEAMEFMK, ANEADALLKMEE LR, A B8 EMME.
Jesus answered, "l tell you the truth, no one can enter the kingdom of God unless he is born of water and
the Spirit.

John 6:44
A ERRMALWEI N, MR ARIFEEELN; BREERY, EREREY
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"No one can come to me unless the Father who sent me draws him, and | will raise him up at the last day.

John 8:34
HE fik B 250 . FRCEE AW EFRAM, Fra 058 09 8t 2 58 1 £ .

Jesus replied, "I tell you the truth, everyone who sins is a slave to sin.

John 15:4, 5
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4 Remain in me, and | will remain in you. No branch can bear fruit by itself; it must remain in the vine.
Neither can you bear fruit unless you remain in me.

5"l am the vine; you are the branches. If a man remains in me and | in him, he will bear much fruit; apart
from me you can do nothing.

John 7:18, 24
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18 He who speaks on his own does so to gain honor for himself, but he who works for the honor of the
one who sent him is a man of truth; there is nothing false about him.

24 Stop judging by mere appearances, and make a right judgment.”

John 8:7, 8
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7 When they kept on questioning him, he straightened up and said to them, "If any one of you is without
sin, let him be the first to throw a stone at her."

8 Again he stooped down and wrote on the ground.

1Cor. 2:14
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The man without the Spirit does not accept the things that come from the Spirit of God, for they are
foolishness to him, and he cannot understand them, because they are spiritually discerned.

Il Cor. 3:5
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Not that we are competent in ourselves to claim anything for ourselves, but our competence comes from
God.

Eph. 2:1
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As for you, you were dead in your transgressions and sins,

Heb. 11:6
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And without faith it is impossible to please God, because anyone who comes to him must believe that he
exists and that he rewards those who earnestly seek him.
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2. REESAMEH

Original Sin and Human Freedom.

In connection with the doctrine of the total inability of man the question naturally arises,
whether original sin then also involves the loss of freedom, or of what is generally called the liberum
arbitrium, the free will. This question should be answered with discrimination for, put in this general way,
it may be answered both negatively and positively. In a certain sense man has not, and in another sense
he has, lost his liberty. There is a certain liberty that is the inalienable possession of a free agent, namely,
the liberty to choose as he pleases, in full accord with the prevailing dispositions and tendencies of his
soul. Man did not lose any of the constitutional faculties necessary to constitute him a responsible moral
agent. He still has reason, conscience, and the freedom of choice. He has ability to acquire knowledge,
and to feel and recognize moral distinctions and obligations; and his affections, tendencies, and actions
are spontaneous, so that he chooses and refuses as he sees fit. Moreover, he has the ability to
appreciate and do many things that are good and amiable, benevolent and just, in the relations he
sustains to his fellow-beings. But man did lose his material freedom, that is, the rational power to
determine his course in the direction of the highest good, in harmony with the original moral
constitution of his nature. Man has by nature an irresistible bias for evil. He is not able to apprehend and
love spiritual excellence, to seek and do spiritual things, the things of God that pertain to salvation. This
position, which is Augustinian and Calvinistic, is flatly contradicted by Pelagianism and Socinianism, and
in part also by Semi-Pelagianism and Arminianism. Modern liberalism, which is essentially Pelagian,
naturally finds the doctrine, that man has lost the ability to determine his life in the direction of real
righteousness and holiness, highly offensive, and glories in the ability of man to choose and do what is
right and good. On the other hand the dialectical theology (Barthianism) strongly reasserts the utter
inability of man to make even the slightest move in a Godward direction. The sinner is a slave of sin and
cannot possibly turn in the opposite direction.

3. FEgimEEESE
The Theology of Crisis and Original Sin.

Barth

It may be well at this point to define briefly the position of the Theology of Crisis or of
Barthianism with respect to the doctrine of original sin. Walter Lowrie correctly says: "Barth has much to
say about the Fall — but nothing about 'original sin.' That man is fallen we can plainly see; but the Fall is
not an event we can point to in history, it belongs decidedly to pre-history, Urgeschichte, in a
metaphysical sense."

Brunner

Brunner has something to say about it in his recent work on Man in Revolt. He does not accept
the doctrine of original sin in the traditional and ecclesiastical sense of the word. The first sin of Adam
was not and could not be placed to the account of all his descendants; nor did this sin result in a sinful
state, which is passed on to his posterity, and which is now the fruitful root of all actual sin. "Sin is never
a state, but it is always an act. Even being a sinner is not a state but an act, because it is being a person."
In Brunner's estimation the traditional view has an undesirable element of determinism in it, and does
not sufficiently safeguard the responsibility of man. But his rejection of the doctrine of original sin does
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not mean that he sees no truth in it at all. It rightly stresses the solidarity of sin in the human race, and
the transmission "of the spiritual nature, of the 'character,' from parents to children." However, he seeks
the explanation of the universality of sin in something else than in "original sin." The man whom God
created was not simply some one man, but a responsible person created in and for community with
others. The isolated individual is but an abstraction. "In the Creation we are an individualized,
articulated unity, one body with many members." If one member suffers, all the members suffer with it.
He goes on to say: "If that is our origin, then our opposition to this origin cannot be an experience, an act,
of the individual as an individual. . . . Certainly each individual is a sinner as an individual; but he is at the
same time the whole in its united solidarity, the body, actual humanity as a whole."

There was therefore solidarity in sinning; the human race fell away from God; but it belongs to
the very nature of sin that we deny this solidarity in sin. The result of this initial sin is that man is now a
sinner; but the fact that man is now a sinner should not be regarded as the cause of his individual sinful
actions. Such a causal connection cannot be admitted, for every sin which man commits is a fresh
decision against God. The statement that man is a sinner does not mean that he is in a state or condition
of sin, but that he is actually engaged in rebellion against God. As Adam we turned away from God, and
"he who commits this apostasy can do no other than repeat it continually, not because it has become a
habit, but because this is the distinctive character of this act." Man cannot reverse the course, but
continues to sin right along. The Bible never speaks of sin except as the act of turning away from God.
"But in the very concept of 'being a sinner' this act is conceived as one which determines man's whole
existence." There is much in this representation that reminds one of the realistic representation of
Thomas Aquinas.

4. NEEEESEETLRKFW

Objections to the Doctrine of Total Depravity and Total Inability.
a. 5 AMEETTEA . Itisinconsistent with moral obligation.

The most obvious and the most plausible objection to the doctrine of total depravity and total
inability, is that it is inconsistent with moral obligation. It is said that a man cannot be held justly
responsible for anything for which he has not the required ability. But the general implication of this
principle is a fallacy. It may hold in cases of disability resulting from a limitation which God has imposed
on man's nature; but it certainly does not apply in the sphere of morals and religion, as already pointed
out in the preceding. We should not forget that the inability under consideration is self-imposed, has a
moral origin, and is not due to any limitation which God has put upon man's being. Man is unable as a
result of the perverted choice made in Adam.

b. [REIEML )5 /1. It removes all motives for exertion.

A second objection is that this doctrine removes all motives for exertion and destroys all rational
grounds for the use of the means of grace. If we know that we cannot accomplish a given end, why
should we use the means recommended for its accomplishment? Now it is perfectly true that the sinner,
who is enlightened by the Holy Spirit and is truly conscious of his own natural inability, ceases from
work-righteousness. And this is exactly what is necessary. But it does not hold with respect to the natural
man, for he is thoroughly self-righteous. Moreover, it is not true that the doctrine of inability naturally
tends to foster neglect in the use of the means of grace ordained by God. On this principle the farmer
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might also say, | cannot produce a harvest; why should | cultivate my fields? But this would be utter folly.
In every department of human endeavor the result depends on the cooperation of causes over which
man has no control. The Scriptural grounds for the use of means remain: God commands the use of
means; the means ordained by God are adapted to the end contemplated; ordinarily the end is not
attained, except by the use of the appointed means; and God has promised to bless the use of those
means.

c. S AIEIR{EF (JHIE) . It encourages delay in conversion.

It is also asserted that this doctrine encourages delay in conversion. If a man believes that he
cannot change his heart, cannot repent and believe the gospel, he will feel that he can only passively
abide the time when it will please God to change the direction of his life. Now there may be, and
experience teaches that there are, some who actually adopt that attitude; but as a rule the effect of the
doctrine under consideration will be quite different. If sinners, to whom sin has grown very dear, were
conscious of the power to change their lives at will, they would be tempted to defer it to the last
moment. But if one is conscious of the fact that a very desirable thing is beyond the compass of his own
powers, he will instinctively seek help outside of himself. The sinner who feels that way about salvation,
will seek help with the great Physician of the soul, and thus acknowledge his own disability.

C. AJE (FAT)

Actual Sin.

Roman Catholics and Arminians minimized the idea of original sin, and then developed doctrines,
such as those of the washing away of original sin (though not only that) by baptism, and of sufficient
grace, by which its seriousness is greatly obscured. The emphasis is clearly altogether on actual sins.
Pelagians, Socinians, modern liberal theologians, and — strange as it may seem — also the Theology of
Crisis, recognize only actual sins. It must be said, however, that this theology does speak of sin in the
singular as well as in the plural, that is, it does recognize a solidarity in sin, which some of the others
have not recognized. Reformed theology has always given due recognition to original sin and to the
relation in which it stands to actual sins.

1. REEFRE G KRR

The Relation Between Original and Actual Sin.

The former originated in a free act of Adam as the representative of the human race, a
transgression of the law of God and a corruption of human nature, which rendered him liable to the
punishment of God. In the sight of God his sin was the sin of all his descendants, so that they are born as
sinners, that is in a state of guilt and in a polluted condition. Original sin is both a state and an inherent
quality of pollution in man. Every man is guilty in Adam, and is consequently born with a depraved and
corrupt nature. And this inner corruption is the unholy fountain of all actual sins.

AFE: J7 X “Actual Sin”: Comprehensive Sense

When we speak of actual sin or peccatum actuale, we use the word "actual" or "actuale" in a
comprehensive sense. The term "actual sins" does not merely denote those external actions which are
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accomplished by means of the body, but all those conscious thoughts and volitions which spring from
original sin. They are the individual sins of act in distinction from man's inherited nature and inclination.
Original sin is one, actual sin is manifold.

OHIATE (GRAT) “Interior”Actual Sin

Actual sin may be interior, such as a particular conscious doubt or evil design in the mind, or a
particular conscious lust or desire in the heart; but they may also be exterior, such as deceit, theft,
adultery, murder, and so on. While the existence of original sin has met with widespread denial, the
presence of actual sin in the life of man is generally admitted.

M1 BRI 1R Loss of Consciousness of Sin

This does not mean, however, that people have always had an equally profound consciousness
of sin. We hear a great deal nowadays about the "loss of the sense of sin," though Modernists hasten to
assure us that, while we have lost the sense of sin, we have gained the sense of sins, in the plural, that is,
of definite actual sin. But there is no doubt about it that people have to an alarming extent lost the sense
of the heinousness of sin, as committed against a holy God, and have largely thought of it merely as an
infringement on the rights of one's fellow-men. They fail to see that sin is a fatal power in their lives
which ever and anon incites their rebellious spirits, which makes them guilty before God, and which
brings them under a sentence of condemnation. It is one of the merits of the Theology of Crisis that it is
calling attention once more to the seriousness of sin as a revolt against God, as a revolutionary attempt
to be like God.

2. ZAIFEH)4r3K Classification of Actual Sins.

/NEE, EESE Venial Sins and Mortal Sins

It is quite impossible to give a unified and comprehensive classification of actual sins. They vary
in kind and degree, and can be differentiated from more than one point of view. Roman Catholics make a
well known distinction between venial and mortal sins, but admit that it is extremely difficult and
dangerous to decide whether a sin is mortal or venial. They were led to this distinction by the statement
of Paul in Gal. 5:21 that they "who do such things (as he has enumerated) shall not inherit the kingdom of
God." One commits a mortal sin when one wilfully violates the law of God in a matter which one believes
or knows to be important. It renders the sinner liable to eternal punishment. And one commits a venial
sin when one transgresses the law of God in a matter that is not of grave importance, or when the
transgression is not altogether voluntary. Such a sin is forgiven more easily, and even without confession.
Forgiveness for mortal sins can be obtained only by the sacrament of penance.

XA R A (RED); (2 T HInH
Distinction is Unscriptural; Distinctions in Scripture

The distinction is not a Scriptural one, for according to Scripture every sin is essentially anomia
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(unrighteousness), and merits eternal punishment. Moreover, it has a deleterious effect in practical life,
since it engenders a feeling of uncertainty, sometimes a feeling of morbid fear on the one hand, or of
unwarranted carelessness on the other. The Bible does distinguish different kinds of sins, especially in
connection with the different degrees of guilt attaching to them. The Old Testament makes an important
distinction between sins committed presumptuously (with a high hand), and sins committed unwittingly,
that is, as the result of ignorance, weakness, or error, Num. 15:29-31. The former could not be atoned by
sacrifice and were punished with great severity, while the latter could be so atoned and were judged with
far greater leniency. The fundamental principle embodied in this distinction still applies. Sins committed
on purpose, with full consciousness of the evil involved, and with deliberation, are greater and more
culpable than sins resulting from ignorance, from an erroneous conception of things, or from weakness
of character. Nevertheless the latter are also real sins and make one guilty in the sight of God, Gal. 6:1;
Eph. 4:13; | Tim 1:13; 5:24. The New Testament further clearly teaches us that the degree of sin is to a
great extent determined by the degree of light possessed. The heathen are guilty indeed, but they who
have God's revelation and enjoy the privileges of the gospel ministry are far more guilty, Matt. 10:15;
Luke 12:47,48; 23:34; John 19:11; Acts 17:30; Rom. 1:32; 2:12; | Tim. 1:13,15,16.

Gal. 5:21

Wedr (AW BAEME: WRZF) B, SRESEE. R A HFERM, HEX
AR AR, AT IE RR FH N D A e K 2 M .

and envy; drunkenness, orgies, and the like. | warn you, as | did before, that those who live like this will
not inherit the kingdom of God.

Num. 15:29-31
29V BB R AR N R B R AE A R AN, EERAT T HEE, LR NG
1?” ’

30MH I HATHM, MmSAMANRFEN, MBEE FTIME, LRERRP IR,
BSIA M 3R L HE AN HE () 5 55, EEHCM E R dy &, N AR Z BT R i 1 5F EE 2 5 2
fih & L.

29 One and the same law applies to everyone who sins unintentionally, whether he is a native-born
Israelite or an alien.

30 " 'But anyone who sins defiantly, whether native-born or alien, blasphemes the LORD, and that
person must be cut off from his people.

31 Because he has despised the LORD's word and broken his commands, that person must surely be cut
off; his guilt remains on him.""

Gal. 6:1

B, HA NERBIELT B, MBS A B E R SR RO 8 AR [0 2k
NoEHE SN, B gl 5

Brothers, if someone is caught in a sin, you who are spiritual should restore him gently. But watch
yourself, or you also may be tempted.

Eph. 4:13

LR ERMRNAERE ERER—, #R#aA02 T, SUERERAN, WAEEE RN
& &,

until we all reach unity in the faith and in the knowledge of the Son of God and become mature,
attaining to the whole measure of the fullness of Christ.
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| Tim 1:13

WA R BEEMMK, EEAK, BHEAN, AmEEZ 7THE, HNEREASAEAY
SN R URTIR g

Even though | was once a blasphemer and a persecutor and a violent man, | was shown mercy because |
acted in ignorance and unbelief.

I Tim 5:24

AL ANWIELPEN, AL FARG: FUANREIREEZR T X0,

The sins of some men are obvious, reaching the place of judgment ahead of them; the sins of others trail
behind them.

Matt. 10:15

REESFHRM, EFHAOHETF, TZIHAMEERFTZH, WBWERES ZR!
| tell you the truth, it will be more bearable for Sodom and Gomorrah on the day of judgment than for
that town.

Luke 12:47, 48
EANFEEAMEE, AATEME, XAMEMYEEAT, BEALZZET;
WMEMAMER, MT7TEZXHITHEHE, LOZET: IR HdE, 5m 2 s
Z b, M2 .

47 "That servant who knows his master's will and does not get ready or does not do what his master
wants will be beaten with many blows. 48 But the one who does not know and does things deserving
punishment will be beaten with few blows. From everyone who has been given much, much will be
demanded; and from the one who has been entrusted with much, much more will be asked.

Luke 23:34

N1 A N G/ A T 7 5 G 9 AP L N = S = e 5 L)
ﬁ Eﬁ o

Jesus said, "Father, forgive them, for they do not know what they are doing." And they divided up his
clothes by casting lots.

John 19:11

Rk R & 5. AR LG AR, Rt \EMRIK. rol, RS H R
WNFEEET,

Jesus answered, "You would have no power over me if it were not given to you from above. Therefore
the one who handed me over to you is guilty of a greater sin."

Acts 17:30
RPN 17 N < (N (7P | A7 N~ S RO V73 U A TN (2 [

In the past God overlooked such ignorance, but now he commands all people everywhere to repent.

Rom. 1:32

fib A" 8 FnTE vR R B AT EARFER AR E N, AWmmMAEAECSERIT, BEENA
24T .

Although they know God's righteous decree that those who do such things deserve death, they not only
continue to do these very things but also approve of those who practice them.



54

Rom. 2:12

WARELTEMN, oA EEBRT: LEREU L TR, HOoREBEER
& A .

All who sin apart from the law will also perish apart from the law, and all who sin under the law will be
judged by the law.

I Tim. 1:13, 15, 16

AEAT R BEEME, EEAW, B8 AN, AmEEZ 7THE, HEZEAEAN
FI R BRE fige 17 45 Y
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13 Even though | was once a blasphemer and a persecutor and a violent man, | was shown mercy
because | acted in ignorance and unbelief.

15 Here is a trustworthy saying that deserves full acceptance: Christ Jesus came into the world to save
sinners--of whom | am the worst.

16 But for that very reason | was shown mercy so that in me, the worst of sinners, Christ Jesus might
display his unlimited patience as an example for those who would believe on him and receive eternal life.

3. N EEFRH A TR The Unpardonable Sin.

Several passages of Scripture speak of a sin that cannot be forgiven, after which a change of
heart is impossible, and for which it is not necessary to pray. It is generally known as the sin or
blasphemy against the Holy Spirit. The Saviour speaks of it explicitly in Matt. 12:31,32 and parallel
passages; and it is generally thought that Heb. 6:4-6; 10:26,27, and John 5:16 also refer to this sin.

Matt. 12:31, 32

Frd &R iR N— VIR FEMBEE WA AT AR e, HREEEREE, ARG
o

NEehE FRANTH, BA A h: MHEMASE TLEER, SHEHEANGTKE.
31 And so | tell you, every sin and blasphemy will be forgiven men, but the blasphemy against the Spirit
will not be forgiven.

32 Anyone who speaks a word against the Son of Man will be forgiven, but anyone who speaks against
the Holy Spirit will not be forgiven, either in this age or in the age to come.

Heb. 6:4-6

A B MK O, BEdRANEK. XREER YD,
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4 1t is impossible for those who have once been enlightened, who have tasted the heavenly gift, who
have shared in the Holy Spirit,

5 who have tasted the goodness of the word of God and the powers of the coming age,

6 if they fall away, to be brought back to repentance, because to their loss they are crucifying the Son of
God all over again and subjecting him to public disgrace.
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Heb. 10:26, 27

HEMEMAEEDLR, FHENLE, HMEMENBRA T
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26 If we deliberately keep on sinning after we have received the knowledge of the truth, no sacrifice for
sins is left,

27 but only a fearful expectation of judgment and of raging fire that will consume the enemies of God.

John 5:16
DL R N@EaH ik, R AaEcEHMTESF.

So, because Jesus was doing these things on the Sabbath, the Jews persecuted him.

a. RTXFIEAVES M & Unwarranted opinions respecting this sin.
There has been quite a variety of opinions respecting the nature of the unpardonable sin.

(1) Jerome and Chrysostom thought of it as a sin that could be committed only during Christ's sojourn on
earth, and held that it was committed by those who were convinced in their hearts that Christ
performed His miracles by the power of the Holy Spirit, but in spite of their conviction refused to
recognize these miracles as such and ascribed them to the operation of Satan. However, this limitation is
entirely unwarranted, as the passages in Hebrews and | John would seem to prove.

(2) Augustine, the Melanchtonian dogmaticians of the Lutheran Church, and a few Scottish theologians
(Guthrie, Chalmers) conceived of it as consisting in impoenitentia finalis, that is, impenitence persisted in
to the end. A related view is that expressed by some in our own day, that it consists in continued
unbelief, a refusal up to the very end to accept Jesus Christ by faith. But on this supposition it would
follow that every one who died in a state of impenitence and unbelief had committed this sin, while
according to Scripture it must be something of a very specific nature.

(3) In connection with their denial of the perseverance of the saints, later Lutheran theologians taught
that only regenerate persons could commit this sin, and sought support for this view in Heb. 6:4-6. But
this is an unscriptural position, and the Canons of Dort reject, among others, also the error of those who
teach that the regenerate can commit the sin against the Holy Spirit.

Heb. 6:4-6

Acm B PO KFE TR, BEBRRBKUER. X EEA D,
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4 1t is impossible for those who have once been enlightened, who have tasted the heavenly gift, who
have shared in the Holy Spirit,

5 who have tasted the goodness of the word of God and the powers of the coming age,

6 if they fall away, to be brought back to repentance, because to their loss they are crucifying the Son of
God all over again and subjecting him to public disgrace.
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b. ME 2 A The Reformed conception of this sin.

The name "sin against the Holy Spirit" is too general, for there are also sins against the Holy Spirit
that are pardonable, Eph. 4:30. The Bible speaks more specifically of a "speaking against the Holy Spirit,"
Matt. 12:32; Mark 3:29; Luke 12:10. It is evidently a sin committed during the present life, which makes
conversion and pardon impossible. The sin consists in the conscious, malicious, and wilful rejection and
slandering, against evidence and conviction, of the testimony of the Holy Spirit respecting the grace of
God in Christ, attributing it out of hatred and enmity to the prince of darkness. It presupposes,
objectively, a revelation of the grace of God in Christ, and a powerful operation of the Holy Spirit; and,
subjectively, an illumination and intellectual conviction so strong and powerful as to make an honest
denial of the truth impossible. And then the sin itself consists, not in doubting the truth, nor in a simple
denial of it, but in a contradiction of it that goes contrary to the conviction of the mind, to the
illumination of the conscience, and even to the verdict of the heart. In committing that sin man wilfully,
maliciously, and intentionally attributes what is clearly recognized as the work of God to the influence
and operation of Satan. It is nothing less than a decided slandering of the Holy Spirit, an audacious
declaration that the Holy Spirit is the spirit of the abyss, that the truth is the lie, and that Christ is Satan.
It is not so much a sin against the person of the Holy Spirit as a sin against His official work in revealing,
both objectively and subjectively, the grace and glory of God in Christ. The root of this sin is the
conscious and deliberate hatred of God and of all that is recognized as divine. It is unpardonable, not
because its guilt transcends the merits of Christ, or because the sinner is beyond the renewing power of
the Holy Spirit, but because there are also in the world of sin certain laws and ordinances, established by
God and maintained by Him. And the law in the case of this particular sin is, that it excludes all
repentance, sears the conscience, hardens the sinner, and thus renders the sin unpardonable. In those
who have committed this sin we may therefore expect to find a pronounced hatred to God, a defiant
attitude to Him and all that is divine, delight in ridiculing and slandering that which is holy, and absolute
unconcern respecting the welfare of their soul and the future life. In view of the fact that this sin is not
followed by repentance, we may be reasonably sure that they who fear that they have committed it and
worry about this, and who desire the prayers of others for them, have not committed it.

Eph. 4:30
ANEn R SR, RMEEZ TMMEE, SFRAENH T RE .

And do not grieve the Holy Spirit of God, with whom you were sealed for the day of redemption.

Matt. 12:32

MaE TN TR, BRI AR MBS TR EE R, AWk EAS N A
Anyone who speaks a word against the Son of Man will be forgiven, but anyone who speaks against the
Holy Spirit will not be forgiven, either in this age or in the age to come.

Mark 3:29
JUEEBEER, ARSNGB, Jh2EEEKERE.
But whoever blasphemes against the Holy Spirit will never be forgiven; he is guilty of an eternal sin.

Luke 12:10

NAaEFRANTH, BErfGfMae: MREREBEREEN, BAFM L.

And everyone who speaks a word against the Son of Man will be forgiven, but anyone who blasphemes
against the Holy Spirit will not be forgiven
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c. #Z)1{5. Remarks on the passages in the Epistles that speak of it.

Except in the Gospels, this sin is not mentioned by name in the Bible. Thus the question arises,
whether the passages in Heb. 6:4-6; 10:26, 27, 29, and | John 5:16 also refer to it. Now it is quite evident
that they all speak of an unpardonable sin; and because Jesus says in Matt. 12:31, "Therefore | say unto
you, Every sin and blasphemy shall be forgiven unto men; but the blasphemy against the Spirit shall not
be forgiven," thereby indicating that there is but one unpardonable sin, it is but reasonable to think that
these passages refer to the same sin. It should be noted, however, that Heb. 6 speaks of a specific form
of this sin, such as could only occur in the apostolic age, when the Spirit revealed itself in extraordinary
gifts and powers. The fact that this was not borne in mind, often led to the erroneous opinion that this
passage, with its unusually strong expressions, referred to such as were actually regenerated by the
Spirit of God. But Heb. 6:4-6, while speaking of experiences that transcend those of the ordinary
temporal faith, yet do not necessarily testify to the presence of regenerating grace in the heart.

Heb. 6:4-6

A B O FE TR, BB RBEMEK. NREBEE RS, S EEMEEDR
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4 It is impossible for those who have once been enlightened, who have tasted the heavenly gift, who
have shared in the Holy Spirit,
5 who have tasted the goodness of the word of God and the powers of the coming age,
6 if they fall away, to be brought back to repentance, because to their loss they are crucifying the Son of
God all over again and subjecting him to public disgrace.

Heb. 10:26, 27, 29

HEMABMABEURZ, A= 0%HE, EEOERBREA T
ﬁﬁk%%ﬁ%ﬂﬁ%%ﬁmﬂAmﬂk

DUNBRES A 58 7, R A B B AV L E A, R R E, KM
R, Al 232 i JH) & RZ B RR N = e !

26 If we deliberately keep on sinning after we have received the knowledge of the truth, no sacrifice for
sins is left,

27 but only a fearful expectation of judgment and of raging fire that will consume the enemies of God.
29 How much more severely do you think a man deserves to be punished who has trampled the Son of
God under foot, who has treated as an unholy thing the blood of the covenant that sanctified him, and
who has insulted the Spirit of grace?

| John 5:16

NEFERAENE T AZRIETE, E /K, Mol AEalat. F 2R
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If anyone sees his brother commit a sin that does not lead to death, he should pray and God will give him
life. | refer to those whose sin does not lead to death. There is a sin that leads to death. | am not saying
that he should pray about that.

Matt. 12:31
P L3S SRR . N — DTSR M BE S AR T AR e, MER R B, B AR/
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And so | tell you, every sin and blasphemy will be forgiven men, but the blasphemy against the Spirit will

not be forgiven.

QUESTIONS FOR FURTHER STUDY

1. What objections are raised to the idea of the federal headship of Adam?
2. What Scriptural ground is there for the imputation of Adam's sin to his descendants?

3. Was Placeus' theory of mediate imputation in any way connected with Amyraldus' view of

universal atonement?
What objection does Dabney raise to the doctrine of immediate imputation?

v ok

differ?

How do Pelagians, Semi-Pelagians, and Arminians differ in their view of original sin?
How does the doctrine of original sin affect the doctrine of infant salvation?

Does the Bible teach that one can be lost purely as the result of orginal sin?

© 0N

10 What becomes of the doctrine of original sin in modern liberal theology?
11. How do you account for the denial of original sin in Barthian theology?
12. Can you name some additional classes of actual sins?

LITERATURE:

Bavinck, Geref. Dogm. Ill, pp. 61-120; Kuyper, Dict. Dogm., De Peccato, pp. 36-50, 119-
144; Vos, Geref. Dogm. I, pp. 31-76; Hodge, Syst. Theol. Il, pp. 192-308; McPherson, Chr. Dogma,
pp. 242-256; Dabney, Syst. and Polem. Theol., pp. 321-351; Litton, Intro. to Dogm. Theol., pp
136-174; Schmid, Doct. Theol. of the Ev. Luth. Ch., pp. 242-276; Valentine, Chr. Theol. |, pp. 420-
476; Pope, Chr. Theol. ll, pp. 47-86; Raymond, Syst. Theol. Il, pp. 64-172; Wilmers, Handbook of
the Chr. Religion, pp. 235-238; Mackintosh, Christianity and Sin, cf. Index; Girardeau, The Will in
its Theological Relations; Wiggers, Augustinism and Pelagianism; Candlish, The Bibl. Doct. of Sin,
pp. 90-128; Brunner, Man in Revolt, pp. 114-166.

Is the doctrine of inherited evil the same as the doctrine of original sin, and if not, how do they

What is the connection between the doctrine of original sin and that of baptismal regeneration?
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V. JERUAE Y] The Punishment of Sin

Sin is a very serious matter, and is taken seriously by God, though men often make light of it. It is
not only a transgression of the law of God, but an attack on the great Lawgiver Himself, a revolt against
God. It is an infringement on the inviolable righteousness of God, which is the very foundation of His
throne (Ps. 97:2), and an affront to the spotless holiness of God, which requires of us that we be holy in
all manner of living (I Pet. 1:16). In view of this it is but natural that God should visit sin with punishment.
In a word of fundamental significance He says: "l the Lord thy God am a jealous God, visiting the iniquity
of the fathers upon the children unto the third and fourth generation of them that hate me," Ex. 20:5.
The Bible abundantly testifies to the fact that God punishes sin both in this life and in the life to come.

Ps.97:2
R OR d W A A R DO O R At BT R R A

Clouds and thick darkness surround him; righteousness and justice are the foundation of his throne.

| Pet. 1:16
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for it is written: "Be holy, because | am holy."

Ex. 20:5
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You shall not bow down to them or worship them; for |, the LORD your God, am a jealous God, punishing
the children for the sin of the fathers to the third and fourth generation of those who hate me,

A. BRG], IEHEKE

Natural and positive penalties.

A rather common distinction applied to the punishments for sin, is that between natural and
positive penalties. There are punishments which are the natural results of sin, and which men cannot
escape, because they are the natural and necessary consequences of sin. Man is not saved from them by
repentance and forgiveness. In some cases they may be mitigated and even checked by the means which
God has placed at our disposal, but in other cases they remain and serve as a constant reminder of past
transgressions. The slothful man comes to poverty, the drunkard brings ruin upon himself and his family,
the fornicator contracts a loathsome and incurable disease, and the criminal is burdened with shame and
even when leaving the prison walls finds it extremely hard to make a new start in life. The Bible speaks of
such punishments in Job 4:8; Ps. 9:15; 94:23; Prov. 5:22; 23:21; 24:14; 31:3. But there are also positive
punishments, and these are punishments in the more ordinary and legal sense of the word. They
presuppose not merely the natural laws of life, but a positive law of the great Lawgiver with added
sanctions. They are not penalties which naturally result from the nature of the transgression, but
penalties which are attached to the transgressions by divine enactments. They are superimposed by the
divine law, which is of absolute authority. It is to this type of punishment that the Bible usually refers.
This is particularly evident in the Old Testament. God gave Israel a detailed code of laws for the
regulation of its civil, moral, and religious life, and clearly stipulated the punishment to be meted out in
the case of each transgression, cf. Ex. 20-23. And though many of the civil and religious regulations of
this law were, in the form in which they were couched, intended for Israel only, the fundamental
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principles which they embody also apply in the New Testament dispensation. In a Biblical conception of
the penalty of sin we shall have to take into account both the natural and necessary outcome of wilful
opposition to God and the penalty legally affixed and adjusted to the offense by God. Now there are
some Unitarians, Universalists, and Modernists who deny the existence of any punishment of sin, except
such consequences as naturally result from the sinful action. Punishment is not the execution of a
sentence pronounced by the divine Being on the merits of the case, but simply the operation of a general
law. This position is taken by J. F. Clarke, Thayer, Williamson, and Washington Gladden. The latter says:
"The old theology made this penalty (penalty of sin) to consist in suffering inflicted upon the sinner by a
judicial process in the future life . . . The penalty of sin, as the new theology teaches, consists in the
natural consequences of sin. . . . The penalty of sin is sin. Whatsoever a man soweth that shall he also
reap." The idea is not new; it was present to the mind of Dante, for in his famous poem the torments of
hell symbolize the consequences of sin; and Schelling had it in mind, when he spoke of the history of the
world as the judgment of the world. It is abundantly evident from Scripture, however, that this is an
entirely unbiblical view. The Bible speaks of penalties, which are in no sense the natural result or
consequences of the sin committed, for instance in Ex. 32:33; Lev. 26:21; Num. 15:31; | Chron. 10:13; Ps.
11:6; 75:8; Isa. 1:24,28; Matt. 3:10; 24:51. All these passages speak of a punishment of sin by a direct act
of God. Moreover, according to the view under consideration there is really no reward or punishment;
virtue and vice both naturally include their various issues. Furthermore, on that standpoint there is no
good reason for considering suffering as punishment, for it denies guilt, and it is exactly guilt that
constitutes suffering a punishment. Then, too, it is in many cases not the guilty that receives the severest
punishment, but the innocent as, for instance, the dependents of a drunkard or a debauchee. And, finally,
on this view, heaven and hell are not places of future punishment, but states of mind or conditions in
which men find themselves here and now. Washington Gladden expresses this very explicitly.

Job 4:8
TR R, BrOREE. FEEEHMON AR AR E .

As | have observed, those who plow evil and those who sow trouble reap it.

Ps. 9:15
SPHNFRE A ORI MM WE e O R 4 s EE T
The nations have fallen into the pit they have dug; their feet are caught in the net they have hidden.

Ps. 94:23
fibs Ty A P9 AR AR Bm R AR P B B AR R AEAT 2 R, Ml EBY BR AR P, HE AT EE -3k
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He will repay them for their sins and destroy them for their wickedness; the LORD our God will destroy
them.

Prov. 5:22
HBADLHEH SRR, g e 2R Al R4,

The evil deeds of a wicked man ensnare him; the cords of his sin hold him fast.

Prov. 23:21
AW aEaEn, DREE: RN, ©FmiKk.

for drunkards and gluttons become poor, and drowsiness clothes them in rags.

Prov. 24:14


http://www.crossbooks.com/verse.asp?ref=Ex+32%3A33
http://www.crossbooks.com/verse.asp?ref=Lev+26%3A21
http://www.crossbooks.com/verse.asp?ref=Nu+15%3A31
http://www.crossbooks.com/verse.asp?ref=1Ch+10%3A13
http://www.crossbooks.com/verse.asp?ref=Ps+11%3A6
http://www.crossbooks.com/verse.asp?ref=Ps+11%3A6
http://www.crossbooks.com/verse.asp?ref=Ps+75%3A8
http://www.crossbooks.com/verse.asp?ref=Isa+1%3A24
http://www.crossbooks.com/verse.asp?ref=Isa+1%3A28
http://www.crossbooks.com/verse.asp?ref=Mt+3%3A10
http://www.crossbooks.com/verse.asp?ref=Mt+24%3A51

61

ot TRE, BOREASM. RERE, ERLAEER: KB EDBA B
l%ﬁ o

Know also that wisdom is sweet to your soul; if you find it, there is a future hope for you, and your hope
will not be cut off.

Prov. 31:3
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do not spend your strength on women, your vigor on those who ruin kings.
Ex. 20-23

Ex. 32:33
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The LORD replied to Moses, "Whoever has sinned against me | will blot out of my book.

Lev. 26:21
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'If you remain hostile toward me and refuse to listen to me, | will multiply your afflictions seven times
over, as your sins deserve.

Num. 15:31
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Because he has despised the LORD's word and broken his commands, that person must surely be cut off;
his guilt remains on him.""

| Chron. 10:13
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Saul died because he was unfaithful to the LORD; he did not keep the word of the LORD and even
consulted a medium for guidance,

Ps.11:6
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On the wicked he will rain fiery coals and burning sulfur; a scorching wind will be their lot.

Ps. 75:8
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In the hand of the LORD is a cup full of foaming wine mixed with spices; he pours it out, and all the
wicked of the earth drink it down to its very dregs.

Isa. 1:24,28
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24 Therefore the Lord, the LORD Almighty, the Mighty One of Israel, declares: "Ah, | will get relief from
my foes and avenge myself on my enemies. 28 But rebels and sinners will both be broken, and those
who forsake the LORD will perish.

Matt. 3:10

EFTOKEBAEBBR L, WA ERTHB KT R, E4£ K.

The ax is already at the root of the trees, and every tree that does not produce good fruit will be cut
down and thrown into the fire.

Matt. 24:51

HAEMERM (BE. BAEE T, EMAERE AENANRTE: EF L ER
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He will cut him to pieces and assign him a place with the hypocrites, where there will be weeping and
gnashing of teeth.

B. BIIMARSHEK

Nature and Purpose of Punishments.

The word "punishment" is derived from the Latin poena, meaning punishment, expiation, or pain.
It denotes pain or suffering inflicted because of some misdeed. More specifically, it may be defined as
that pain or loss which is directly or indirectly inflicted by the Lawgiver, in vindication of His justice
outraged by the violation of the law. It originates in the righteousness or punitive justice of God, by
which He maintains Himself as the Holy One and necessarily demands holiness and righteousness in all
His rational creatures. Punishment is the penalty that is naturally and necessarily due from the sinner
because of his sin; it is, in fact, a debt that is due to the essential justice of God. The punishments of sin
are of two different kinds. There is a punishment that is the necessary concomitant of sin, for in the
nature of the case sin causes separation between God and man, carries with it guilt and pollution, and
fills the heart with fear and shame. But there is also a kind of punishment that is superimposed on man
from without by the supreme Lawgiver, such as all kinds of calamities in this life and the punishment of
hell in the future. Now the question arises as to the object or the purpose of the punishment of sin. And
on this point there is considerable difference of opinion. We should not regard the punishment of sin as
a mere matter of vengeance and as inflicted with the desire to harm one who has previously done harm.
The following are the three most important views respecting the purpose of punishment.

1. @ B A

To Vindicate Divine Righteousness or Justice.

Turretin says: "If there be such an attribute as justice belonging to God, then sin must have its
due, which is punishment." The law requires that sin be punished because of its inherent demerit,
irrespective of all further considerations. This principle applies in the administration of both human and
divine laws. Justice requires the punishment of the transgressor. Back of the law stands God, and
therefore it may also be said that punishment aims at the vindication of the righteousness and holiness
of the great Lawgiver. The holiness of God necessarily reacts against sin, and this reaction manifests itself
in the punishment of sin. This principle is fundamental to all those passages of Scripture that speak of
God as a righteous Judge, who renders unto every man according to his deserts. "He is the rock, His work
is perfect: for all His ways are judgment: a God of truth and without iniquity, just and right is He," Deut.
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32:4. "Far be it from God, that He should do wickedness; and from the Almighty, that He should commit
iniquity. For the work of a man shall He render unto him, and cause every man to find according to his
ways," Job. 34:10,11." Thou renderest to every man according to his work," Ps. 62:12. "Righteous art
thou, 0 Lord, and upright are thy judgments," Ps. 119:37. "I am the Lord which exercise lovingkindness,
judgment, and righteousness in the earth," Jer. 9:24. "And if ye call on the Father, who without respect
of persons judgest according to every man's work, pass the time of your sojourning here in fear," | Pet.
1:17. The vindication of the righteousness and holiness of God, and of that just law which is the very
expression of His being, is certainly the primary purpose of the punishment of sin. There are two other
views, however, which erroneously put something else in the foreground.

Deut. 32:4
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He is the Rock, his works are perfect, and all his ways are just. A faithful God who does no wrong, upright
and just is he.

Job. 34:10, 11
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10 "So listen to me, you men of understanding. Far be it from God to do evil, from the Almighty to do
wrong. 11 He repays a man for what he has done; he brings upon him what his conduct deserves.

Ps. 62:12
EW, BEEEE TR, BAREE SN AT IR EM.

and that you, O Lord, are loving. Surely you will reward each person according to what he has done.

Ps. 119:37
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Turn my eyes away from worthless things; preserve my life according to your word.

Jer.9:24
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but let him who boasts boast about this: that he understands and knows me, that | am the LORD, who
exercises kindness, justice and righteousness on earth, for in these | delight," declares the LORD.

| Pet. 1:17
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Since you call on a Father who judges each man's work impartially, live your lives as strangers here in
reverent fear.

2. MEFESE N To Reform the Sinner.

The idea is very much in the foreground at the present time that there is no punitive justice in
God which inexorably calls for the punishment of the sinner, and that God is not angry with the sinner
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but loves him, and only inflicts hardships upon him, in order to reclaim him and to bring him back to his
Father's home. This is an unscriptural view, which obliterates the distinction between punishment and
chastisement. The penalty of sin does not proceed from the love and mercy of the Lawgiver, but from His
justice. If reformation follows the infliction of punishment, this is not due to the penalty as such, but is
the fruit of some gracious operation of God by which He turns that which is in itself an evil for the sinner
into something that is beneficial. The distinction between chastisement and punishment must be
maintained. The Bible teaches us on the one hand that God loves and chastens His people, Job 5:17; Ps.
6:1; Ps. 94:12; 118:18; Prov. 3:11; Isa. 26:16; Heb. 12:5-8; Rev. 3:19; and on the other hand, that He
hates and punishes evil-doers, Ps. 5:5; 7:11; Nah. 1:2; Rom. 1:18; 2:5,6; Il Thess. 1:6; Heb. 10:26,27.
Moreover, a punishment must be recognized as just, that is, as according to justice, in order to be
reformatory. According to this theory a sinner who has already reformed could no more be punished;
nor could one beyond the possibility of reformation, so that there could be no punishment for Satan; the
death penalty would have to be abolished, and eternal punishment would have no reason for existence.

Job 5:17
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“Blessed is the man whom God corrects; so do not despise the discipline of the Almighty.

Ps. 6:1
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O LORD, do not rebuke me in your anger or discipline me in your wrath.

iDS. 94:12
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Blessed is the man you discipline, O LORD, the man you teach from your law;

Ps. 118:18
HIS T2 A fi Rk b OB B, AR O R RS T .

The LORD has chastened me severely, but he has not given me over to death.

Prov. 3:11
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My son, do not despise the LORD's discipline and do not resent his rebuke,

Isa. 26:16
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K

LORD, they came to you in their distress; when you disciplined them, they could barely whisper a prayer.

Heb. 12:5-8
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5 And you have forgotten that word of encouragement that addresses you as sons: "My son, do not
make light of the Lord's discipline, and do not lose heart when he rebukes you, 6 because the Lord
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disciplines those he loves, and he punishes everyone he accepts as a son." 7 Endure hardship as
discipline; God is treating you as sons. For what son is not disciplined by his father? 8 If you are not
disciplined (and everyone undergoes discipline), then you are illegitimate children and not true sons.

Rev. 3:19
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Those whom | love | rebuke and discipline. So be earnest, and repent.

Ps. 5:5
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The arrogant cannot stand in your presence; you hate all who do wrong.

Ps. 7:11
MRENREHE, LRRRKAE N,

God is a righteous judge, a God who expresses his wrath every day.

Nah. 1:2
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The LORD is a jealous and avenging God; the LORD takes vengeance and is filled with wrath. The LORD
takes vengeance on his foes and maintains his wrath against his enemies.

Rom. 1:18
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The wrath of God is being revealed from heaven against all the godlessness and wickedness of men who
suppress the truth by their wickedness,

Rom. 2:5,6
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5 But because of your stubbornness and your unrepentant heart, you are storing up wrath against
yourself for the day of God's wrath, when his righteous judgment will be revealed. 6 God "will give to
each person according to what he has done."

Il Thess. 1:6
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God is just: He will pay back trouble to those who trouble you

Heb. 10:26,27
%&ﬁﬁﬂELuﬁ ARG, BEREMRBMERA T

A BRI S o B A A0 g R R BN B B K
26 If we deliberately keep on sinning after we have received the knowledge of the truth, no sacrifice for
sins is left, 27 but only a fearful expectation of judgment and of raging fire that will consume the
enemies of God.
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3. BHiEAANEEE

To Deter Men from Sin.

Another theory rather prevalent in our day is that the sinner must be punished for the protection
of society, by deterring others from the commission of similar offenses. There can be no doubt about it
that this end is often secured in the family, in the state, and in the moral government of the world, but
this is an incidental result which God graciously effects by the infliction of the penalty. It certainly cannot
be the ground for the infliction of the penalty. There is no justice whatever in punishing an individual
simply for the good of society. As a matter of fact the sinner is always punished for his sin, and
incidentally this may be for the good of society. And here again it may be said that no punishment will
have a deterring effect, if it is not just and right in itself. Punishment has a good effect only when it is
evident that the person on whom it is afflicted really deserves punishment. If this theory were true, a
criminal might at once be set free, if it were not for the possibility that others might be deterred from sin
by his punishment. Moreover, a man might rightly commit a crime, if he were only willing to bear the
penalty. According to this view punishment is in no sense grounded in the past, but is wholly prospective.
But on that supposition it is very hard to explain how it invariably causes the repentant sinner to look
back and to confess with contrite heart the sins of the past, as we notice in such passages as the
following: Gen. 42:21; Num. 21:7; | Sam. 15:24,25; Il Sam. 12:13; 24:10; Ezra 9:6,10, 13; Neh. 9:33-35;
Job 7:21; Ps. 51:1-4; Jer. 3:25. These examples might easily be multiplied. In opposition to both of the
theories considered it must be maintained that the punishment of sin is wholly retrospective in its
primary aim, though the infliction of the penalty may have beneficial consequences both for the
individual and for society.

Gen. 42:21
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They said to one another, "Surely we are being punished because of our brother. We saw how distressed
he was when he pleaded with us for his life, but we would not listen; that's why this distress has come
upon us."

Num. 21:7
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The people came to Moses and said, "We sinned when we spoke against the LORD and against you. Pray
that the LORD will take the snakes away from us." So Moses prayed for the people.

I Sam. 15:24, 25
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Then Saul said to Samuel, "I have sinned. | violated the LORD's command and your instructions. | was
afraid of the people and so | gave in to them. 25 Now | beg you, forgive my sin and come back with me,
so that | may worship the LORD."

Il Sam. 12:13
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Then David said to Nathan, "I have sinned against the LORD." Nathan replied, "The LORD has taken away
your sin. You are not going to die.

I Sam. 24:10
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David was conscience-stricken after he had counted the fighting men, and he said to the LORD, "I have
sinned greatly in what | have done. Now, O LORD, | beg you, take away the guilt of your servant. | have
done a very foolish thing."

Ezra 9:6, 10, 13
A R MR, RIMMESE, Atm IR M. A RN R SR EERTE, R AT
1R R E R .
R AME R, BER ik, FRAMEAGLE R ? K &AM O &R R

/7"\

W, MK A W EAT AR, HE TE W E, e H AR S R A A IR
MEEFTERM, NHEERMEH TELE AN,

6 and prayed: "O my God, | am too ashamed and disgraced to lift up my face to you, my God, because
our sins are higher than our heads and our guilt has reached to the heavens.

10 "But now, O our God, what can we say after this? For we have disregarded the commands

13 "What has happened to us is a result of our evil deeds and our great guilt, and yet, our God, you have
punished us less than our sins have deserved and have given us a remnant like this.

Neh. 9:33-35
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33 In all that has happened to us, you have been just; you have acted faithfully, while we did wrong.

34 Our kings, our leaders, our priests and our fathers did not follow your law; they did not pay attention
to your commands or the warnings you gave them.

35 Even while they were in their kingdom, enjoying your great goodness to them in the spacious and
fertile land you gave them, they did not serve you or turn from their evil ways.

Job 7:21
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Why do you not pardon my offenses and forgive my sins? For | will soon lie down in the dust; you will
search for me, but | will be no more."

Ps.51:1-4
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1 Have mercy on me, O God, according to your unfailing love; according to your great compassion blot
out my transgressions.

2 Wash away all my iniquity and cleanse me from my sin.

3 For | know my transgressions, and my sin is always before me.

4 Against you, you only, have | sinned and done what is evil in your sight, so that you are proved right
when you speak and justified when you judge.

Jer. 3:25
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Let us lie down in our shame, and let our disgrace cover us. We have sinned against the LORD our God,

both we and our fathers; from our youth till this day we have not obeyed the LORD our God."

D. FEHIEARIET] The actual penalty of sin.

The penalty with which God threatened man in paradise was the penalty of death. The death
here intended is not the death of the body, but the death of man as a whole, death in the Scriptural
sense of the word. The Bible does not know the distinction, so common among us, between a physical, a
spiritual, and an eternal death; it has a synthetic view of death and regards it as separation from God.
The penalty was also actually executed on the day that man sinned, though the full execution of it was
temporarily stayed by the grace of God. In a rather unscriptural way some carry their distinction into the
Bible, and maintain that physical death should not be regarded as the penalty of sin, but rather as the
natural result of the physical constitution of man. But the Bible knows of no such exception. It acquaints
us with the threatened penalty, which is death in the comprehensive sense of the word, and it informs
us that death entered the world through sin (Rom. 5:12), and that the wages of sin is death (Rom. 6:23).
The penalty of sin certainly includes physical death, but it includes much more than that. Making the
distinction to which we have grown accustomed, we may say that it includes the following:

Rom. 5:12
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12 Therefore, just as sin entered the world through one man, and death through sin, and in this way
death came to all men, because all sinned—

Rom. 6:23
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For the wages of sin is death, but the gift of God is eternal life in Christ Jesus our Lord.
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1. J& R FJL. Spiritual Death.

There is a profound truth in the saying of Augustine that sin is also the punishment of sin. This
means that the sinful state and condition in which man is born by nature form part of the penalty of sin.
They are, it is true, the immediate consequences of sin, but they are also a part of the threatened
penalty. Sin separates man from God, and that means death, for it is only in communion with the living
God that man can truly live. In the state of death, which resulted from the entrance of sin into the world,
we are burdened with the guilt of sin, a guilt that can only be removed by the redemptive work of Jesus
Christ. We are therefore under obligation to bear the sufferings that result from transgression of the law.
The natural man carries the sense of the liability to punishment with him wherever he goes. Conscience
is a constant reminder of his guilt, and the fear of punishment often fills the heart. Spiritual death means
not only guilt, but also polution. Sin is always a corrupting influence in life, and this is a part of our death.
We are by nature not only unrighteous in the sight of God, but also unholy. And this unholiness
manifests itself in our thoughts, in our words, and in our deeds. It is always active within us like a
poisoned fountain polluting the streams of life. And if it were not for the restraining influence of the
common grace of God, it would render social life entirely impossible.

2. AR YR T The Sufferings of Life.

The sufferings of life, which are the result of the entrance of sin into the world, are also included
in the penalty of sin. Sin brought disturbance in the entire life of man. His physical life fell a prey to
weaknesses and diseases, which result in discomforts and often in agonizing pains; and his mental life
became subject to distressing disturbances, which often rob him of the joy of life, disqualify him for his
daily task, and sometimes entirely destroy his mental equilibrium. His very soul has become a battlefield
of conflicting thoughts, passions, and desires. The will refuses to follow the judgment of the intellect, and
the passions run riot without the control of an intelligent will. The true harmony of life is destroyed, and
makes way for the curse of the divided life. Man is in a state of dissolution, which often carries with it the
most poignant sufferings. And not only that, but with and on account of man the whole creation was
made subject to vanity and to the bondage of corruption. The evolutionists especially have taught us to
look upon nature as "red in tooth and claw." Destructive forces are often released in earthquakes,
cyclones, tornadoes, volcanic eruptions, and floods, which bring untold misery on mankind. Now there
are many, especially in our day, who do not see the hand of God in all this, and do not regard these
calamities as a part of the penalty of sin. And yet that is exactly what they are in a general sense.
However, it will not be safe to particularize, and to interpret them as special punishments for some
grievous sins committed by those who live in the stricken areas. Neither will it be wise to ridicule the
idea of such a causal connection as existed in the case of the Cities of the Plain (Sodom and Gomorrah),
which were destroyed by fire from heaven. We should always bear in mind that there is a collective
responsibility, and that there are always sufficient reasons why God should visit cities, districts or nations
with dire calamities. It is rather a wonder that He does not more often visit them in His wrath and in His
sore displeasure. It is always well to bear in mind what Jesus once said to the Jews who brought to Him
the report of a calamity which had befallen certain Galileans, and evidently intimated that these
Galileans must have been very sinful: "Think ye that these Galileans were sinners above all the Galileans,
because they have suffered these things? | tell you, Nay: but except ye repent, ye shall all in like manner
perish. Or those eighteen, upon whom the tower in Siloam fell, and killed them, think ye that they were
offenders above all the men that dwell in Jerusalem? | tell you you, Nay: but, except ye repent, ye shall
all likewise perish." Luke 13:2-5.
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Luke 13:2-5

3. BRHIBETS Physical Death.

The separation of body and soul is also a part of the penalty of sin. That the Lord had this in mind
also in the threatened penalty is quite evident from the explication of it in the words, "dust thou art, and
unto dust thou shalt return," Gen. 3:19. It also appears from the whole argument of Paul in Rom. 5:12-21
and in | Cor. 15:12-23. The position of the Church has always been that death in the full sense of the
word, including physical death, is not only the consequence but the penalty of sin. The wages of sin is
death. Pelagianism denied this connection, but the North African General Synod of Carthage (418)
pronounced an anathema against any man who says "that Adam, the first man, was created mortal, so
that whether he sinned or not he would have died, not as the wages of sin, but through the necessity of
nature." Socinians and Rationalists continued the Pelagian error, and in even more recent times it was
reproduced in the systems of those Kantian, Hegelian, or Ritschlian theologians who virtually make sin a
necessary moment in man's moral and spiritual development. Their views found support in present day
natural science, which regards physical death as a natural phenomenon of the human organism. Man's
physical constitution is such that he necessarily dies. But this view does not commend itself in view of
the fact that man's physical organism is renewed every seven years, and that comparatively few people
die in old age and from complete exhaustion. By far the greater number of them die as the result of
sickness and accidents. It is also contrary to the fact that man does not feel that death is something
natural, but fears it as an unnatural separation of that which belongs together.

Gen. 3:19
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By the sweat of your brow you will eat your food until you return to the ground, since from it you were
taken; for dust you are and to dust you will return."

Rom. 5:12-21
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12 Therefore, just as sin entered the world through one man, and death through sin, and in this way
death came to all men, because all sinned—

13 for before the law was given, sin was in the world. But sin is not taken into account when there is no
law.

14 Nevertheless, death reigned from the time of Adam to the time of Moses, even over those who did
not sin by breaking a command, as did Adam, who was a pattern of the one to come.

15 But the gift is not like the trespass. For if the many died by the trespass of the one man, how much
more did God's grace and the gift that came by the grace of the one man, Jesus Christ, overflow to the
many!

16 Again, the gift of God is not like the result of the one man's sin: The judgment followed one sin and
brought condemnation, but the gift followed many trespasses and brought justification.

17 For if, by the trespass of the one man, death reigned through that one man, how much more will
those who receive God's abundant provision of grace and of the gift of righteousness reign in life through
the one man, Jesus Christ.

18 Consequently, just as the result of one trespass was condemnation for all men, so also the result of
one act of righteousness was justification that brings life for all men.

19 For just as through the disobedience of the one man the many were made sinners, so also through
the obedience of the one man the many will be made righteous.

20 The law was added so that the trespass might increase. But where sin increased, grace increased all
the more,

21 so that, just as sin reigned in death, so also grace might reign through righteousness to bring eternal
life through Jesus Christ our Lord.

| Cor. 15:12-23

DEEEEE MBI T, EELERMPMAE NRKAILANEGET FHR?
BERAWLNEENFE, EERRRZAEERE T .

14 7 e B A B, M P 2 AR AR, AR AT T AE B R AR AR

1530 HOJE R M2 Heh 2R, RMERMAEZMEWEERET . H#HLAEALR
/g, MR a M EEEET .

16K b N5 AETE, BB BAERGT .

17 2B 5 R AR, WM EEZER, RMAI 7 5E .

18 ik & fE B B A BE T NI TS T .

19 MEEEE, RESAEAFRE, HRELANET .

20fH BB RS SE ARG, RUAEE T Z NPT RKR T

2140 BE R B — N2k, 8 N A8 0 W A2 B — AT 2k .

227 o B MR N AL T MEAR, 7 AR B A N B AR
BHEARKEACHWRFEE: WANMRETFLSEE: D&, EzkrreE, 2
PRy o 1 I

12 But if it is preached that Christ has been raised from the dead, how can some of you say that there is
no resurrection of the dead?

13 If there is no resurrection of the dead, then not even Christ has been raised.

14 And if Christ has not been raised, our preaching is useless and so is your faith.

15 More than that, we are then found to be false witnesses about God, for we have testified about God
that he raised Christ from the dead. But he did not raise him if in fact the dead are not raised.

16 For if the dead are not raised, then Christ has not been raised either.

17 And if Christ has not been raised, your faith is futile; you are still in your sins.
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18 Then those also who have fallen asleep in Christ are lost.

19 If only for this life we have hope in Christ, we are to be pitied more than all men.

20 But Christ has indeed been raised from the dead, the firstfruits of those who have fallen asleep.
21 For since death came through a man, the resurrection of the dead comes also through a man.
22 For as in Adam all die, so in Christ all will be made alive.

23 But each in his own turn: Christ, the firstfruits; then, when he comes, those who belong to him.

4. 7K AL Eternal Death.

This may be regarded as the culmination and completion of spiritual death. The restraints of the
present fall away, and the corruption of sin has its perfect work. The full weight of the wrath of God
descends on the condemned. Their separation from God, the source of life and joy, is complete, and this
means death in the most awful sense of the word. Their outward condition is made to correspond with
the inward state of their evil souls. There are pangs of conscience and physical pain. And the smoke of
their torment goeth up for ever and ever. Rev. 14:11. The further discussion of this subject belongs to
eschatology.

Rev. 14:11
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And the smoke of their torment rises for ever and ever. There is no rest day or night for those who
worship the beast and his image, or for anyone who receives the mark of his name."

QUESTIONS FOR FURTHER STUDY

1. Why do many modern liberals deny all positive punishments for sin?

2. Is the position at all tenable that the punishments of sin consist exclusively in the natural
consequences of sin?

What objections do you have to this position?

How do you account for the widespread aversion to the idea that the punishment of sin is a
vindication of the law and of the righteousness of God?

Do the punishments of sin also serve as deterrents, and as means of reformation?

What is the Biblical conception of death?

Can you prove from Scripture that it includes physical death?

Is the doctrine of eternal death consistent with the idea that the punishment of sin serves merely
as a means of reformation, or as a deterrent?
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