THE DOCTRINE OF MAN
Prolog

If you were asked to repeat Christ's description of the path to heaven you
would have to say, "It is a narrow path." That same statement is made also of
right doctrine. Correct doctrine is nothing less than doctrine regarding the
way to heaven. It is easy to lose your way on a path when it is narrow,
rarely traveled, and leads through confusing and not so safe territory.
Without intending to do so and without being aware of it, you may make a wrong
turn to the right or to the left. It is equally easy to lose the narrow way
of right doctrine, which is traveled by few people and leads through a dense
forest of opinions not based on Scripture. You will land either in an area of
fanatieism or in the trap of rationalism. These catagories are dangerous,
indeed poisonous to the soul.

Possibly you have heard people say, "Show me a church that stresses pure
doctrine and I'll show you a church that is about to close.” They will
continue to say that the Christian (and everyone else for that matter) needs
to pay more attention to right living and to nurturing the "good" that is
within us all. Only then true and genuine Christianity will abound. That,
however, is like saying to the farmer, "You spend too much time worrying about
the quality of your seed when what is really important is the quality of your
harvest." You see the foolishness of that. A farmer who takes care with the
quality of his seed cares a great deal about his harvest. Just so, the
Christian who actively cares about and pursues right doctrine based on
Scripture is greatly concerned about genuine Christianity and the Christian
lifestyle,

This study concerning the doctrine of man will be difficult and challenging to
those who rely on the popular concept of Mankind to be accurate. There is no
comfort for you here if you contend that there is inborn goodness in all
people. You will not find support in this doctrine of sin for contending that
sin is only a flaw in our nature. On the other hand, when the total
corruption of man is understood the Gospel of Jesus Christ becomes a brighter
and more comforting reality than ever before. We don't rejoice in our sin or
the law for this. We do rejoice in our Justification by grace through faith.
It is in all humility and awe of the Father of Creation and His demand for
Justice that we approach the biblical doctrine of man.

Outline of the Study

A. Man Before the Fall
. 1. Man Created in the Image of God
‘ 2. What Constituted the Image of God
3. Image of God in the Proper Sense
4, Immediate Consequences of the Possession of the Divine -Image
5. The Purpose of the Divine Image

B. Man After the Fall

1. On Sin in General
2. Original Sin
3. Actual Sin
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One can see by the outline that this study will be considering man (A) before
the fall and (B) after the fall,

A. MAN BEFORE THE FALL

1
Man Created in the Image of God

How is the original state of man described in general terms? Gen. 1:31 E§d§§

_%uml o ‘\'\ms 1Y E\«‘turm JAML\\ w\xumé n.u\\ bm
What distinquished man from all other creatures? Gen 1:26-27 NSQ&Q WA

*’ 3 A ]meugo
When the term "image" is used some assume that application is limited to the
mind and the will, But such a limitation is robbing the full meaning of the
terms used, that is "image" and "likeness."

Of course there are differences between God the Creator and man the creature.
This, however, is generally fully addressed in the study of the Doctrine of
God. But a distinction must be made at this point, Self-existenc and
eternity could not have been communicated to man, and the other divine
attributes, for instance, the wisdom, lordship, etc., were only reflected in
man. God is wise, and man is wise; God rules, and man rules, But God
possesses unlimited, man only limited wisdom, dominion, etc. In other words,
God's creation exists in time and space while He exists without those
boundaries,

Some thecligians assert that man was created after the "image" or human nature

of Christ. Is this correct? wo Why? ‘\"\Wgu—??)wm SLuud, '\A

\)S (kﬂiLV'(DJV~\§%jgﬁi = Hi—tuas (e lw‘Pkb}Mn [ 1:
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What Constituted the Image of God

The image of God in man consisted in much more than in his possession of
intellect and will, in his personality; it consisted in the right disposition
of his intellect and will, in hi$ knowledge of God and the will to do only
God's will., Man's basic needs such as eating were frée from all ungodly
propensity.

We know this when we read Gen. 1:31 yuwy qoba and Gen. 2:25
- U

There are two other facts which support this,
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1. Gen, 2:16-17

2. Gen., 2:19ff,; 3:2-3

What do these facts show? G i \ (anm.

This is supported in the New Testament as well. Col. 3:10

Eph. 4:24

This is an important point to be made. The popular notion of creation is that
man was a brute, without language, or that he was a being "morally
indifferent," neither good nor bad, or tfhat he was even then infected with an
ungodly inclination towards gratification of his desires. This is not what
the Scripture tells us. According to God's Word man was not merely capable of
culture, bqu*ggg truly cultured, endowed not only with the gift of speech,
but with intelligence that, besides knowing God, had such & ‘grasp of the
natural sciences as is unattainable today even by thgymost diligent study.
Luther was right in saying that only Adam, as he was before the Fall, really
deserves the title of philosopher. He say: "If we would speak of a great and
excellent philosopher, let us speak of our first parents when they were yet
free from sinn.... Adam and Eve understood the senses, nature, powers, of all

the animals." (St, L, I:80-81)

What popular theory does this address? EQ%XG%QM-‘

Even more to the point, man was not originally in a state of moral
indifference or endowed with a mere aptitude for what is good, but he was
positively good, without any trace or propensity toward evil.

This leads us to some very difficult theology. If man was positively good
meaning he wanted to do God's will how does one describe the original state of
man when we know that he was to completely rebel against God?

In Luther's writings he occasionally calls the original state of man status
medius. He is not speaking of man as being morally indifferent, but as not
yet so/confirmed in welldoing that he could not fall.

To further describe this status medius Luther uses the term "childlike"
innocence as oppossed to "manly" innocence,

Childlike Innocence: A [TV IAVA Y TRAY

Qéa;& bvﬁhaig & g;ag;A &13;5 Ve ;F4g555 ‘Lﬁ Lh£>ldnui¥
Manly Innocence':&'__\,\ﬁ ﬁ}_@k < by EL ﬁzaégls Sy %\ W &k_\\',\_,“g, ‘Q’E‘?E‘n’f” Lﬂfhi —kJ\'\rLl\

l'Lﬂyuuut.
So the original state was neither indifference nor the ability to do good. In

fact Luther describes original righteousness in this way. "If we wish to
follow Moses, we can say that the original righteousness consisted in this,
that man was righteous, true, and upright, not only in his bvody and
externally, but, above all, inwardly in his soul, and that he knew God, was
obedient to Him with the utmost pleasure, understood the works of God without
any instruction concerning them.... The original righteousness also consisted
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in Adam's loving God and God's work with all his heart, in a pure spirit,"
3 —
The Image of God in the Proper Sense
There is little arguement within the Christian context that the image of God,
which consists in the knowledge of God and holiness of the will, is lacking in
man after the Fall, since Col. 3:10 and Eph 4:24 distinetly state that it is

being restored in the believer.

The question which is asked, however, is to what degree is man without the
image of God?

Is God's image evident in fallen man” How do you support that?

____A_MAL MA Qv& \L‘-:%, ;;%‘L”;&gggw (irl_\'f~\ Cuvu/\pus thmjlf
-’r Qushpndes s iy “\’\A—&* \!’tcLLunA Jrﬂ Yihe Qu—u-h« MM\)«L\L\XU&
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The Consequences of the Possession of the Divine Image

Man was created with the Divine image. It was not added after as some of the
churches assert. Gen. 1:26 shows this to be true.

But what was the consequence of the possession of the Divine Image?

1. Gen. 2:17; Rom 5:12, 6:23 A_/lga VA5 3@@1&! ‘é\’s\( Wf‘\“‘LQ llu\
d a& gﬂm‘s s".:z g&é 51__“,2\_;; Q%{\zﬁb muuug‘__ﬂ.»\
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/muby S, bt Al M&M wlinded sl |
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The Purpose of the Divine Image
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B. MAN AFTER THE FALL
Preface

During one of the countless numbers of pilgrimages to "food markets" a package
caught my attention. This package contained ingredients to make chili. As I
continued to read, hopeful of the potential chili recipe, I came to a
statement that was, I am sure, intended to be the "hook" and close the sale.
It read, "Anyone who eats (this chili) can't be all bad."

While the marketing agent only wants to sell chili, his sentence reflects the

nature of man since the Fall. Whether through humor or by means of some

"spiritual pursuits" man does not want to recognize the devastating impact of

sin on creation. This is true of ancient civilization as well, Certain sects

over two thousand years ago respresented sin as the exaltation of mankind. {%ﬁ%‘
»

Both interpretations of sin, (sin as exaltation or sin as being not all that

bad) is the same interpretation of sin which Satan used to seduce our first

parents. Gen. 3:5: "Ye shall not surely die. . . ye shall be as gods, knowing
good and evil."

These are not isolated cases. Philosophers and writers alike have stated that
the Fall was "the most fortunate and the greatest event in the history of
mankind." And again, "the Fall was a fall up and not down." Satan is still
seducing as to the effect of sin (Gen:3:5).

According to the Scripture, sin is not the exaltation of man which produced
his happiness, but is the deepest degradation and the one great calamity that
has come upon mankind; all other evils are simply the consequence of sin.

Experience confirms this. How? QWS Camsbimid, - \)\/\A'S \/\h,; e i'}m;%:f\é
Is this aluays accurat?ggg QMM& R sin_nean oy 6 $evi u,w,bu i, il
Gl - gt sl Moo Lk o Pl 2 VTPV TS - L [0 e

What was God's goal? |n W 8. eileerd ey & ry
' LL)‘: L:l’hl'-g Q&‘l’[; Q%’]’;Qﬁ :
In this restoration only he will share who will not permit Satan to deceive

him again in the matter of the Fall and of sin, but who gains the right view
of these things from God's Word.

As we pointed out earlier, this doctrine will be treated in three parts: a)Sin
in General; b) Original Sin; ¢) Actual Sin.

), Pl
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a. ON SIN IN GENERAL ~——

1
Definition of Sin

What is Sin? 1 John 3:4 A LS Wsn = g‘&gg)ﬂaf\lﬁ. Lh“\ A\\Jw&l—a )X'\A\
Lase 15 ‘\*\» Vovus = Q&myﬁ_ﬁ& Yo uw!'m{ & &mﬂM‘&MﬁAﬂ\'M.

According to Scripture there &be is an active or positive aspect to this

nonconformity to the divine Law.!\_)é",g%‘ﬁ ig_‘a ﬂﬁgﬂs hs;&', Muaé'\m— LY fOUS Lw‘-lt\,\lﬂnﬁ

This is evident elsewhere in Scripture.

1. Matt. 22: 37'40—M&ML&.M:A_W\M:R& R »A:ML&&'

ey A.A de.i ’fh dcmgn\"um ‘711‘“:\ /Lunu\ AT WW%ML alak
2. Matt. 6:24 thé,mg;m!ﬂ ﬁg w_{ Sﬁmgg gg,“é._.g\ﬁ T\mm‘w&w
MM ‘n“&'\M‘_ o (A
Another insight to our nature is revealed in Eph. 2:3. j_\m g%m! ion o weltsondi,
wv \LJ&%% 245t (mxA\i\un \mw\'\~ e, am\\ﬁu\r’w

Rom. 7:19, 20“”@&& o T A BT e e Hee

l!;—xv-(r-«t.l

9 (3%

(\km‘s‘lfm,\ cLL}C‘-'l-ﬁi‘sJLA S'w\. 15 Wistve BAAM\. L b oSty &acA A‘&\\_gm}&‘ ag&'m.

The Divine Law and Sin

Since we define sin as lawlessness we must, if we would properly know the

doctrine of sin, clearly see what the law is, the breaking of which
constitutes sin,

The Formula of Concord sets us on the right direction. (p. 561, line 17)
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Rom,

13:1ff

Col. 3:20 &Mﬁg\ﬁM Acts 5:29 W, bcm"’m M&M_Q(Mia‘

snneddinis ek gedoad o e Yo bios,

What about "laws of the Church?" lxh& ixulgggﬂm& \Q\VK Dty Ll tancd s

fML M‘\ islety it il 245 "l Aot M ak7 %@L\,m\,ﬁ

C. O-eirt‘a F&‘sbm'& v Mar . s (ged ‘
What is the extent of the authorlty o? God's Law? Tk iy o4\ a*ﬁsi«‘w":wgg e 3 X S

C«g_& iw%&s \u»“j;

Matt. 5:22, 28

Matt. 12:36 Nuw& Eph 5:5 W\L‘s

There has always been opposition, public, and even more so, secret, to the
truth that the divine Law pertains to all internal and external acts of men.

People have said: (Ps., 10:11) "_gsgégkﬁq& g;ah%gﬁyan; “1 E&;;S \¥¥$g;ggmf
-J 2
&ML‘Q hﬁﬂ Sk, i'!" /' And in particular there always was and still

is today a universal protest against declaring the inborn depravity of human
nature to be truly sin and bearing the "character of guilt." But God responds
to this as in Malichi 2:17. Don't be disillusioned, we are held accountable.

As we have stated, the Formula of Concord correctly defines the Law as the
righteous, ummutable will of God as to "what is to be the quality of man in
his nature, thoughts, words, and works, in order that he may be pleasing and
acceptable to God." The correctness of this definition is clearly confirmed by
the fact that our Substitute, who in our stead assumed the obligation to
fulfill the demands of the Law and bear its punishment, thus to make us
"pleasing and acceptable to God," had to be a most unique, maraculous person,
namely, "holy, harmless, undefiled, and separate from sinners" (Heb. 7:26),
one "who knew no sin" (2 Cor, 5:21),

3
How the Divine Law is Made Known to Man

While the Gospel remains hidden to the natural heart of man (1 Cor. 2:9) this
is not the nature of the Law.

How? ‘lr{s un{ﬁmm [EreN @gv~\kuuw;T This functions in two ways:

a) Rom. 2:15a L M tvvu& W ML&M%L_L%&‘L_M____
b) Rom. 2:15b Av éai:; %A Lmebbaan g -

What else is true of this means of knowledge of the Law? ClﬁmL{ Qkhgtﬂvﬂ LLji
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Rom. 14:1ff W,,,ll i

What then is certain source of God's immutable will? X’\*A. SQJL\QMJL

What is the real scope of the Scriptures? (John 5:39; Acts 10:43; 1 Cor. 2:2)

i?zrﬁfxgl_ Nevertheless it is also a complete revelation of the

immutable will of God. Matt. 5:1819

Which Laws apply to us? qrfkg;%iaﬁyﬁ jlﬁr\aj& \AAsan

For instance, to Ex. 31:1415 and Lev. 19:26 the New Testament replies, Col.
2:16. So what is the guide?(page 279, line 60)
CRQGHMWWUVL‘iﬁﬂﬁmggx;’—gtwqxﬁkéﬁiaﬁgvkémm»J%ﬁﬁg

y

The Cause of Sin
There is in fallen man a strong tendency to make God or other creatures
responsible for his sinfulness and thus to remove the blame for his sin,
either in whole or in part, from his own person, How did Adam and Eve do this?

(Gen. 3:1213) TY&". Eé&ﬁ:['ﬁ &\Eé S;;]Q«w\g A&W

This type of a discussion is typical of man. "Why did God create man with the
ability to fall?" And: "Why does God today permit man to be tempted when
according to His allgoverning providence He could keep temptation away from
men?" These questions and others like them serve only to confuse the issue of
the cause of sin.

The Scriptures make it clear. a)_}x&lJliyi L leMQ §LqLL Cﬁv!lfl B et
L“Q-RXMW@&TA&ﬁkaKJW“QM w*kguA{}Wv
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5
The Consequences of Sin

Since God has forbidden sin, that is, a deviation from His Law, sin makes man
guilty before God. This subjects man to the punishment imposed by God on sin
(Galatians 3:10). There are consequences to the breaking of the Law. In
addition to this, since God's Law is broken, He is the one whos determines the
nature and extent of the punishment. It is not determined by human sentiment,
rather it must be determined solely by God's revealed Word.

What does the Word say: Gen. 2:17; Rom. 5:12 ‘5”5 Al finak Aaﬁékx.

On the basis of Scrlpture, death may be said to be of three parts.

hlngLu&k,Akmaééh - &.\QTﬁAlLug EX,U3%A4WM»vuuAMJ§%_Ek \

\QLX V&L""V‘\W_S fﬂ/\/\e)t \’lil{ %JJV—H« gb—s\ CTE:“Q)LL &»_\LW\ g é 3 Jein

__gr_ﬁajgm\ \M‘i s g t;i\\m xmcx\ue 'X&mgaml A«.J/\\ gka g toe.
LL\\:& 'Lu\xx‘maknﬂ 1T %.ﬂmrm Lg A5 J:L <)m u wumwz £ ('tL JSJﬂmlib‘ﬂ 2be ww\vu
3. g!.«)’b | & Xwobm\ Aﬂ&h\M QdUmu—A& \m NE N amoved \DLL&;@LW hiz \c
M/X\flwﬁ,\ _§N\> o MF )é\»\ éﬁﬁéujixmf\. C_(. m@%‘_&y‘hﬁ sy lmw\uf[ 1'\\1% ]ﬁ /f,,/g{m Bl
To whom does this teaching need to be addr’essed"__&)f \g,jmh L,l\ Meg Yo # ;M.‘\
Mg 5 desvbinge \ﬂa R é»%gma’t Ljr /\aﬁ SN—WLWJ pasai i\ﬁzwwmib
MKMO/TA&\ fis Quﬁ miuumwlu BV Ao \ﬁwjt (5} M&m—ﬁ& \/WW
E)M“muk%mm\\m{* [ Auw;%’ :swjm\gum LISW‘YMMLA bl L;y«tywm} )X\am: MA’}M% ‘

fes el

How can we, as Chrlstlans, view the sufferlngs whlch we are confronted with in

this life? %w» in L &—xw,&mw\ fz.u Jc +$qu_5\0%uw’h Je S0, 80 Aﬁc\
)E\M& MM’ : @LASQ\)\ Gm/& kmﬁ L QX ?‘A . J:Il Lx\}\hm pﬁm@(nc&
AL CV\{\kb%M'\\&u( }V\P&LM"AQ%‘-&fmm

3 ' e O 5‘\"0&& Llay U h) )‘u.w Qxt i ﬁngpu‘: + 3 LL\ALV) %LVW(@M‘

b. ORIGINAL SIN

1&' L}';L'S L'L\ X,W-M;p Qer %i{yy\s @h\g) 3(\/\/*3&3‘«\. gi“){\""

1
Definition of Original Sin
Sin whlch is not committed but which is inborn since Adam's Fall is divided

into two:
K5
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a) \\:},«X\‘A qu Q«LM_H‘ %\\A QLULLBQ\QK\ %SLQ\ t& LAA}-MA Lu\/m LQCML \_;
vmm&naéiadlvwn ?s < -\ Fudins, B, u:&f\g. o -

b) \L\L/N»L\ ngoﬁﬂmﬂmﬁaum . %&- JET‘GMLW\H\%L i"ﬂ &(LL\A zL;SLx@ le\w*b o

Voo Sy
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Why is there so much antagonism to this doctrine? bﬁ LGasad :g i! k@.“]q &iﬂé&s
P .

18) e vl Canch o da \usidder ol
AM\WA sk o)
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{f};’Whlle this addresses Eereditary guilt it does not address hereditary

corruptlon How does natural man deal with this? j&& 4LL¥L¢1&€Q é& ‘¥ ﬁkVL

wh By -t%/yg ﬁéu 5 MAQ\J-AA ;A% LML\%}(\QVL %G%W&&\Ll i =

The full understanding of the depth of the innate corruption and its origin in
the fall of our first parents is gained only from the revelatlon of Holy
Scripture.

Smalcald Articles, page 302, line 3

FC, Solid Decl. art I, line 60, page 519

Concerning three errors the Scripture speaks clearly:

a) b ‘{’\bau LUL@ ILMJ\WL" A\A«U«r% L\g\ﬂdd‘l' Lasrwn£”‘* MHL\\OLT{\\ I‘_\L)"i ')Lw((

%l 8.4 wam\ v&zt)&g‘mur - \_i‘kéﬁc\ Q;\AMB é )fLW“«V j“w MJ’TWX g'—éﬁ

b) iﬁ%‘»&i&,\e QA.,L J[ &zmeuwcﬁg my\mﬁ-(;w \OuLA.L 'L_lch St vabv CL

Al bl - de . wed Bls

c) ‘&’L“\‘\’LK;%_@.‘.\MA((,M *(:g:r ARG A&.w; 1&\ k\@m%\ jjf\» M\@ AC&‘A@L% -
it Mm ‘-’:Lgr Awﬁaum sondork J/_k:ls_ e EXAA R4 ¢
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2

The Effect of Hereditary Corruption
on the Mind and Will of Man

After the Fall, natural man still retained a certaim amount of intelligence in

natural things. In what things is natural man utterly incapable of

understanding? %ﬁ’YLl‘gﬁ\ zhﬂﬁit&cﬁ

i How do we know this to be true? \mJ(U tw\ jlfmxzmijbzr\ﬁ mam:/k. an,@:m&

fas ‘&n;lig'\mbb CLV‘ \ L&b%%\ilu Lﬂ»}.&g&h@ Cop 2 l‘:l 2 ftL \lm; 5 éz"gk
lséy& £«y~ Sﬁ,mw'uwy\. Cﬁai,% lo-ta 6aw1y; zaﬁuq_§&1WWUMJ\B Yﬁi l~&5XQH_39
Jw_ru\ Eﬁ\" 'i [R3 EALLI (oA AI?XEX\L‘ A«QWJL\I‘@V PY\A« CQL 1

The will of natural man gets the same rating. According to Scripture the will
is not only oppossed to the Law of God, but it cannot change its condition.

Rom 7:8

Even natural man desires to do things externally good, e. g., feed the hungry,
clothe the naked, etc., he is not moved by love of God, but he acts, at best,
from natural compassion. Such works are praiseworthy in the natural domain or
in the civil realm, and they have, as the civil law in general, their temporal
reward; but they remain sinful before God because they do not comply with the
demands which God's Law makes on every man, God's Law is not satisfied with
works that are performed from any kind of motive, but demands very definitely
that love of God be the motive of every act of man. Matt 22:37. Natural man
cannot come to love God. As a result he runs from God and lives without hope
and without God. The more God's Law presses him with its demands, the more it
becomes evident that "the carnal mind is enmity against God" (Rom. 8:7)

The total ruin of the mind and the will by original sin can be observed from
the behavior of Adam and Eve after they had broken God's command.

Gen, 3:7 ff & e la_Hl‘ M&vv\(&.\/%‘;hﬁﬁuw MMAMML
R TR PR SO MR TS T T o o
g\w u@w Do dokia, L\M\JA(L

3 .Jc r&»«»rx“\wu oo, [ies \Mn V»EJQu\dvui - - QWZAL\X‘%X\A&J\’w\k “*ém% op.
& G5 S i 2 R
4 Lj(\_ \,\\ awre B - Qm& %vhm efa—_jm
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This depravity has been transmitted through nautural propagation as Christ

says in John 3:6 '1\*“ whan t—\* tL\LSAm.MnﬁQL

Gen, 6:5 E"\).Uh.é ‘Mémi!émd; Ug L%z: LSS &!5 Rom 3:10-18 Hﬁ:é i9.6

Our confessions reflect this Seriptural teaching. Augburg Confession, Art. II.

page 29.

3

The Subject of Hereditary Corruption

Who is the subject? Q:“ i 9‘“ !ﬂ&'L\)\‘QJ AgonAg% %WI s there any exception?
!&ém 4 trna S !phm:: - ém/\ A“GD& (Luke 1:35)
)
L

The Effects of Original Corruption

One of the consequences of the hereditary corruption is the loss of free will
iy@piritual matters. This is really no new subject, for all that can be said
in this matter is already contained in the statemnet of Scripture that every
man is "dead in trespasses and sins,” But since the term "free will" does not
always mean the same thing and this ambiguity of meaning has been used for the
purpose of denying the "death in sin," an further examination of this is
appropriate,
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Arguments for the free w1ll of natural man in spiritual matters. -udilﬂar»QHI
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c. ACTUAL SIN
1
Definition of Actual Sin

In relation to original sin what is actual sin? E;\\QL’M\M'&“LL \Q\g Ve

7 "Original sin, or nature sin, or person sin, is truly the principal sin., If
) this sin did not exist, there would be no actual sin either. This is sin not
committed as all other sins are: but it is the living power whlch commits

\\ all sins.

\U We can be more specific., a. 51& g;wﬂ;é& \ME é}]ﬁ VJM\Q SPVD\&&\}SA“ LAV o,

b. Wy ¢\ \DL Ml\a ’\’ 1 $ - L4810V,
In other words, any act which is in conflict to the will of God is actual sin.

Why do you suppose Scripture stresses sins of omlssmn'?m ‘}'Ls (Y
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/,7G1ve some Biblical examples. Mb}k\ﬂ&, 2530 - ’\‘ckAZ\M “J\‘GXXLMA‘ AL ~—

§2/

b M&A o+ Lobe Wy - aall Lo L_%__AL wv&

Give some extra Blbllcal examples, ‘f\::* ee,m: 3:0 ”“a:§£? ﬂg\: L,_,\p;g,emm
wgih\m“ L mﬁgs,_g'“ @Q*&W}‘%S’

On what point should we be on guard when uncovering and reproving actual sin

especially sins of omlssmn'? w..,

Why? th \m;liw ww € w\%mr%.%\_wé—-&—ﬁhﬁ&—w \
ﬂéggxaﬁygﬁkhﬁc_gkﬂﬁuw‘AW-JEFYQQBW‘MQ4L4»0“J uX,Gotl. l‘Q ALJL-gb&gD\ Dng_xg
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The Causes of Actual Sin

_ There are, as Scripture plainly teaches, causes within and causes outside of

man,

CAUSES WITHIN % MAN

~—

The general cause of actual sin is ‘lw,\ ATy )( —{ 3~ 81» \"}

N
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CAUSES OUTSIDE OF MAN
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God is not, because o Hls immanence and concurrence, the cause of the sins
that are actually committed. This is shown in a study under "Divine
Providence" and in a chapter on "hardening of the heart." That the evil in the
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sense of suffering comes from God, who absolutely controls every occurrence, Q&L@

y
Q L4

is the clear teaching of Scripture (Is 45:7 Jh/mmqjx*Q,QIJ = {0 s Galide o ) l J

That is to be maintained over and against contrary positions and is very \{LL&WZB

comforting for the children of God. When troubles over take us, we do not have

to deal with Satan, who knows no mercy, but we turn in true contrition and
faith to the one true God and Father. Luther puts it this way: "God is good,
just, and merciful, also when He smites us. Whoever will not believe this
fact forsakes the unity of faith that there is but one God and invents for
himself another god, who is not consistent with himself, but is now good, then
evil.," And he adds, "But it is a signal gift of the Holy Spirit to believe
that God, when He sends evil, is still reconciled to us and merciful."

3

The Scripture Doctrine of Offense

What is the definition of "giving offense?" Rom 16:17 Lu ¥1aéL\ov~Aq_&$¢¢£¥Mm5_

5@‘s;x ] ¢ ;kwwﬂﬁ.

What are some warnings against this in the Bible? Mﬁh \326 5 Zhﬁv& ﬁ:ﬂ}ff
‘L‘J\}«, l} o J_"L 5

Is "giving offense"” limited to doctrine? Ah) What else is included?

\t { }\/ ' %-s uh—_ ASQ._Q‘—"'MMMM\QL '\A[V\ rQ(mm_»_x;_

‘

What generaiirhl- should be observed in this matter"> W, AMAgQ§'uua4m5-¥xgﬁ

U‘*"“% BLY— &15&%\ \’M-J\L_mwgﬂ ’}'\v\ ‘X\ZN'\/\\UX %CB@‘MA {4 A’E%erbtm
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What is the opposite of "giving offense?" &h&lwu&()QQoupﬁg How is this done?
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The Scripture Doctrine of Temptation

There are two kinds of temptation. What are they? a g:a Ab Q!Z;l —:;E Aﬂ.g HML}MK\[\‘M\/( !

b \:AAQ Qaa(,k

Why are we tempted° Deut 13:3 *5 *QSE \%w@r wa{
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1 Cor. 11:19

2 Cor, 8:8

The Scriptural axiom is: Whoever succumbs to temptation falls by his own
fault, through self-confidence. All Christians are warned: "Let him that
thinketh he standeth take heed lest he fall" (1 Cor. 10:12). But he who

overcomes temptation owes the victory not to his own merit and own power, but
solely to God's grace. 2 Cor. 12:9.

5
Classification of Actual Sins

In order to come to-a clearer understanding of the magnitude of the battle
that we fight as Christians, in faith, against sin one should consider
Scriptural classifications of actual sin. There are many such groups. This
study will mearly introduce these catagories.

v + B M\&‘y m\i\ g“""" ¢

a. VOLUNTARY AND INVOLUNTARY SINS H
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b. THE RELATION OF ACTUAL SIN TO
THE CONSCIENCE

' | &6 V:\*thu»‘!.nl - Lawm,
. SINS AGAINST GOD AGAINST THE NEIGHBOR
AND AGAINST ONESELF
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d. GREVIOUS AND LESS GREVIOUS SINS
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ét&ﬁ; * Can an sin become peccata mortalia? Q#) How?

f. DOMINANT AND NON-DOMINANT SINS
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g. PARTAKING OF OTHER MEN'S SINS
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h. SINS CRYING TO HEAVEN (PECCATA CLAMANTIA)
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i. THE SIN AGAINST THE HOLY SPIRIT

If we would separate those sins for which pardon may be obtained through
repentance and distinguish them from those which are unpardonable because
their is no longer room for repentance, the latter class would comprise only
one sin, the sin against the Holy Spirit,

The Bible passages which deal with this sin are Matt 12:22-32 and its
parallels, Mark 3:22-30 and Luke 12:10. Also 1 John 5:16.
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In 1 John 5:16 what is the difference between "sin unto death" and "sin not

unto death"? ' 'u¢JTuh1

o bstly,
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In what context was Jesus induced to warn against the sin against the Holy s
Spirit? I \/m gwymwlcs \.& el
&%-ﬁm Wy o L\;u-w\ MMW,L - M l‘ Lhmww ﬂmg&m&m

Only now can we begin to define this 31n. The sin against the Holy Spirit is
committed when, after the Holy Spirit has convinced a person.in his heart of
the divine truth, that person nevertheless not only rejects the truth he is
convinced of, but alsc blasphemes it. One theologian says this: "The sin
against the Holy Spirit is the malicious denial of the divine truth which a
person has clearly understood and approved in his conscience, a hostile
assault on it, horrible blaspheming, and an obstinate rejection of all the
means of grace, which lasts to the end." Again, it is the willful and
determined suppression of the inner conviction wrought by the Holy Spirit., It
is therefore distinguishéd from the sin committed against the Person of the
Sor of God (Matt. 12:32).

A number of questions which need to be addressed are as follows?

1. Does the sin against the Holy Spirit still occur today’QEW¢_g¢MﬁPhC¥xxw§
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2. Can it be established beyond a resonable doubt whether a person has

N
committed the sin against the Holy Spiritw'k M\W\AM M{,\{_ﬁ@j’_
; J \
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3. Who can sin against the Holy Splrltqu.ﬁm_w“‘

So &l

a q)erson Ee fg;lglven the sm against the Holy Spirit? M (, "k'ﬂ + Vf):zlo u,q;),
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5. How does the fact that the sin against the Holy Spirit is not forgiven
agree with that other fact that Christ gained forgiveness for all sins,
therefore also for the sin against the Holy Spirit?
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There is only one thing that will deliver us from the fear of having committed
the sin agains the Holy Spirit. We must turn our heart, mind, and thoughts
wholly to the absolutely universal and absolutely free grace of God in Christ,
which is revealed in Scripture sole clarius (clearer than the sun). Sorry
comforters in this case are the Papists and the synergists and also the
Calvinists, The Reformed theologian Schneckenburger shows conclusively that a
Calvinist must first become a Lutheran if he would deliver anyone from the
fear of having committed the unpardonalbe sin. He says, "The only thing that
will avail here is to point with Luther to the objective merit of Christ, the
promise of God's Word, and the faithfulness of Him who calls, who will not
give up the work begun, but will preserve us. The Reformed Christian will
simply have to forget that the merit of Chirst, ete., does not concern all,
perhaps does not concern him.," Therefore it is our priviledge and
responsibility to maintain the universal grace and grace alone teaching of
Scripture,




