“Abram’s Entrance Into Canaan”
19" Century Bible lllustration by Julius Schnorr von Carolsfeld

Romans Chapter 4

Yerses 1-3

What then shall we say that Abraham, our forefather, discovered in this matter?
I, in fact, Abraham was justified by works, he had something to boast about - but
not before God. What doesthe Scripturesay? " Abraham believed God and it was
credited to him asrighteousness.”

“What then shall we say” - This rhetorical question connects the extended
illustration which followswith the classic presentation of the doctrineof justification
by grace through faith in Christ in the preceding verses. Thislinking phrase occurs
regularly in the Letter to the Romans (cf. 3:5; 6:1; 7:7; 8:31; 9:14,30)

“That Abraham, our forefather, discovered in this matter?” - Paul had earlier

declared that “the Law and the Prophets testify” to the doctrine of justification by
grace through faith (3:21). Thistruth isnot anovelty or an innovation. It has been
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the essence of the plan of salvation from the beginning. Abraham, the father and
founder of the Hebrew nation, is now cited as the prime illustration of justification
by faith. John MacArthur comments on the perfect appropriateness of Paul's sel ected
illustration:

“ By using Abrahamasthe supreme Scriptural example of justification, or salvation,
by faith alone, Paul was storming the very citadel of traditional Judaism. By
demonstrating that Abrahamwas not justified by works, the apostle demolished the
foundation of rabbinical teaching - that man is made right with God by keeping the
Law, that is, on the basis of hisown religious effortsand works. If Abrahamwas not
and could not have been justified by keeping the Law, then no one could be.
Conversdly, if Abraham was justified solely on the basis of his faith in God, then
everyone else must be justified in the same way, since Abraham is the Biblical
standard of a righteous man.” (MacArthur, p. 233)

Jewishtradition has elevated Abrahamto | ofty heights. Unlikethe Book of Genesis,
which realistically portrays Abraham as a man afflicted with the same weaknesses
and flaws of other men, the writings of the Jewish Apocrypha had exalted Abraham
to the level of sinless perfection.

“For Abraham was perfect in all of his actions with the Lord and was pleasing
through righteousness al the days of hislife.” (The Book of Jubilees 23:10)

“ Abrahamwasthe great father of a multitude of nations, and no one has been found
like himin glory; he kept the laws of the Most High, and was taken into covenant
with him; he established the covenant in his flesh and when he was tested, he was
found faithful.” (Sirach 44:19-20)

“ Therefore, thou, O Lord, God of the righteous, hast not appointed repentance for
the righteous, for Abraham and Isaac and Jacob, who did not sin against thee, but
thou hast appointed repentance for mewhoamasinner.” (The Prayer of Manasseh,
vs.8)

Those who proudly claimed the distinction of descent from Father Abraham

believed they had no need for the sal vation which John the Baptist and Christ Himsel f
proclaimed to them. The Baptist warned them: “ Do not think that you can say to
yourselves, " We have Abraham as our father." | tell you that out of these stones
God can raise up children for Abraham.” (Matthew 3:9; cf. also John 8:31-41) In
contrast to this distortion, Paul's presentation of Abraham as a beneficiary of
justification by grace becomes all the more compelling. The patriarch is described
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as “Abraham our forefather.” With these words Paul identifies with the Israel of
God and affirms his ongoing relationship with the founder of the Hebrew nation and
the father of believers. Abrahamis*our” forefather the apostle declares.

In the Greek text, the next phrase literally reads * according to the flesh” (Greek -*
kata sarka” ). In the New Testament, particularly in the writings of Paul, the term
“flesh” refersto man or human activity apart from God. The NIV choseto translate
the phrase “ kata sarka” as*in thismatter.” Whilethistrangationislinguistically
possible, it is unlikely in the
context and serves to weaken
the thrust of the apostle's
= argument. The question that
tPaul is posing could be
\ paraphrased inthisway: “ What
; shall we then say about what
- Abraham our forefather found
+ to be the case so far as his own
¢ human ability was concer ned?”

The specific meaning of the
Greek verb “ eurekenai” (NIV -
“discovered”) in this phrase is
— alsosignificant. Thewordrefers
. to “finding grace or mercy.”
19" Century Biblecl;‘lcl)gsfrztricc))rlsj S%ﬁ\s;?c?mo” von Carolsfeld Abraham h_l mself uses the term
this way in the Septuagint's

tranglation of Genesis 18:3 - “If | have found favor in Your eyes, My Lord.” The
concept theword conveysisthat of being granted afavored standing before someone
who has the power to withhold or bestow the favor as he chooses. Thus the very
word that the apostle has selected foreshadows the thrust of the argument to come
which insists that Abraham's status before God was an act of divine favor by grace.

“If, in fact, Abraham was justified by works” - If any man would ever have had
the right to boast about his own good works, that man would have been Abraham,
who left hishome at God's command and rai sed the knife to sacrifice hisonly son (cf.
James 2:20-24). “Butthereisnodifferencefor all havesinned andfall short of the
glory of God.” (3:22,23). Even Father Abrahamfalls under that condemnation. The
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fact of the matter is that not even Abraham “was justified by works’. Therefore
“boasting is excluded” (3:27), for Abraham and for al. Not even the man whom
God Himself called “ My friend” (Isaiah 41:8; 2 Chronicles 20:7) could boast of his
own works “ before God.”

“What does the Scripture say?” - The possibility of boasting about good works
before God is excluded and God Himself isnow called upon to testify to that effect.
Paul appeals to the Old Testament, the inspired and inerrant Word of God, as the
conclusive authority in this matter. The Scriptural citation is Genesis 15:6 -
“ Abraham believed God, and it was credited to him as righteousness.” Abraham
was the quintessential man of faith. Intheroll call of the heroes of faith in the L etter
to the Hebrews we read:

“By faith, Abraham, when he was called, obeyed by going out to a
placewhich hewasto receivefor an inheritance; and hewent out, not
knowing where hewasgoing. By faith helived asan alien in theland
of promise, as in a foreign land, dwelling in tents with Isaac and
Jacob, fellow heirs of the same promise; for he waslooking for a city
which has foundations, whose architect and builder is God.”
(Hebrews 11:8-10)

Intheparalle referencein Galatians Paul asserts. “ Therefore, be surethat thosewho
areof faith arethesonsof Abraham.” (Galatians 3:6-7). That faith wasgloriously
fulfilled in the person of Jesus Christ. “ Abraham regoiced to seemy day, and he saw
it and was glad.” (John 8:56)

Genesis 15:6 is a most significant passage. It figured prominently in Judaic
discussion of the role of Abraham. However, among the rabbis, the focus was on
faithfulness, not faith, thus perverting the verse into a proof text for work
righteousness. 1 Maccabees, in the Jewish Apocrypha, paraphrases the passage to
that effect: “ Was not Abraham found faithful when tested, and it was reckoned to
him asrighteousness?” (1 Maccabees2:52) Given that abuse, Paul's citation of the
passage here becomes all the more compelling. Stoeckhardt calls Genesis 15:6 “ the
classic passage of the Old Testament for theteaching of justification.” (Stoeckhardt,
p.50) James Montgomery Boice goes so far as to contend that “ from the viewpoint
of the doctrine of salvation this is the single most important verse in the entire
Bible.” He explains his contention in this way:
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“ Thisisbecausein Genesis 15:6 the doctrine of justification by faith is set forth for
thefirsttime. Itisthefirst referenceintheBibleto (1) faith, (2) righteousness, and
(3) justification...Thisisthefirst timethat any specificindividual issaidto have been

justified.” (Boice, I, p.433)

“ Abraham believed God” - God promised Abraham that despite the fact that in his
old age he still had not had a son, his offspring would be a numerous asthe starsin
the sky (Genesis 15:4-5) and that through him all the nations of the earth would be
blessed (Genesis 12:3). Abraham trusted in and relied upon that divine promise all
the external evidence to contrary notwithstanding. That was the substance of
Abraham'sfaith. Luther explains: “ Thusthe expression " Abraham believed God" is
equivalent to saying that he considered God truthful, for to believe God means to
believe Him always and everywhere.” (Luther, 25, p.255).

“And it was credited to him asrighteousness.” - The key word in this text is the
verb “credited” (Greek - “logizomai”). The word is actually a bookkeeping term

from the world of accounting
which Paul figuratively
applies to this divine
transaction. It might literally
be translated “ booked to his
credit.” Lenski quotes this
precise definition:

“ Something is transferred to the
subject person in question and
reckoned as his, which he, in his
own person, does not have...It is
accounted to the person "per
substitutionem"; the object present
(faith) takes the place of what it
counts for (righteousness), it is
substituted for it.” (Lenski, p.

289)

The image depicts God as a 7
bookkeeper recording debits ¥

and creditsin aledger. Thus,
God took the sin of Abraham
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from the debit side of the ledger book of Abraham's life and transferred it to the
ledger book of Christ, who had died for the sins of the world. So also He took the
righteousness of Christ from the credit side of the ledger book of Christ's life and
transferred it to that of Abraham. Faith is the channel through which this transfer
takes place for each believing individual. The great Renaissance scholar Erasmus
usedthelegal term“ impute” (Latin-* imputatumest” ) inhisLatintranslation of this
phrase. Thisword cameto have crucial significancein Lutheran formulations of the
doctrine of forensic justification. “ Imputed righteousness’ is righteousness that is
attributed to man by the declarative act of God based upon the vicarious satisfaction
of Christ. Thisrighteousnessisnot inherentinus. Itisnot the result of our mode of
living or our good deeds. It is arighteousness outside of man in the heart of God.
L uther declares:

“ All of our good is outside of us, and this good is Christ...The saints are always
sinners in their own sight, and therefore always justified outwardly. But the
hypocrites are always righteous in their own sight, and thus always sinners
outwardly. | usetheterm"inwardly" to show how we arein ourselves, in our own
eyes, inour own estimation; and theterm"outwardly" to indicate how weare before
God and in His reckoning. Therefore we are righteous outwardly when we are
righteous soldly by theimputation of God and not of ourselves or of our own works.
For His imputation is not ours by reason of anything in us or in our own power.
Thus our righteousness is not something in usor inour power.” (Luther, AE, 25,
p.267, 257)

On this point the reformers were in complete agreement with one another. John
Calvin affirmed:

“It is entirely by the intervention of Christ's righteousness that we obtain
justification before God. Thisisequivalent to saying that man isnot just in himself,
but that the righteousness of Christ is communicated to him by imputation, while he
is strictly deserving of punishment.” (Sproul, p.93)

The beauty of Paul's image lies in the clarity with which it presents the unilateral
nature of God's action in justification. Listen once again to Lenski's careful
definition:

“When Abraham believed he was in his own person no more righteous than before
he believed, but God counted his faith as righteousness for him. God's accounting
did not make himrighteous, it did not change Abraham, it changed his status with
God. Although he was not righteous, God counted him as righteous
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nevertheless...Thisisnot anarbitrary, not an unjust reckoning. " Perish thethought!"
Only our crooked minds could harbor such an evil thought. Faith is not
righteousness. It is counted or reckoned as being righteousness. The believer is
really never in and of himself righteous, he is righteous only in God's accounting.
What istherein hisfaith that God can account for righteousnessin the believer? No
virtue or merit of either the believer or of hisfaith, nothing of this sort to the end of
hislife; something elseentirely, namely the contents of hisfaith, Christ, Hisransom,
His merit. The faith that holds these God counts for righteousness and no other
faith. Thesubstitution takesplaceright here. Christ'smerit and righteousnessisHis
own; God countsit as though it were the believer's. Faith only lays its hand upon
it. God Himself moves it to do so. The by grace and altogether gratuitously God
reckons faith with its content as righteousness for him who believes.” (Lenski,
p.290,291)

It isimpossible to overestimate the importance of this fundamental concept. A
righteousness that is in no way our own, an “ alien righteousness’ to use Luther's
terms, is credited to us by grace, through faith, for Christ's sake. R.C. Sproul
explains Luther's language in this way:

“ Martin Luther and the other reformersinsisted that the righteousness by which we
arejustified is a "iudtitia extra nos," a "righteousness outside of or apart from us.
When Luther spoke of this righteousness "extra nos" he understood that the extra
becomes oursin the sight of God by faith. Again, the focusis on the grounds of our
justification. The righteousness by which | am declared righteous is one that was
achieved and merited before | waseven born. Itistherighteousnessof another, even
Jesus Christ, the Righteous. Hisrighteousnessisnot my righteousnessintrinsically.
It becomes mineonly by forensicimputation. Itisarighteousnessthat countsfor me,
and is reckoned to my account, but it was neither achieved nor wrought by me. In
like manner, Luther argued that the righteousness providing the ground for our
justification is an "iustitia alienum,” an "alien righteousness." This is the
righteousness of another, onewhoisa"foreigner” to us. Heisforeignto us, not in
the sensethat heisunknown to usor that heremainsa mysterious stranger to us, but
inthe sensethat heisever and always distinguishable fromus, even though, by faith,
weare"in" himand heis"in" us.” (Sproul, 107)

For the New Testament, and for the Protestant Reformers, this concept isthe essence
of Christianity. Thisisliterally, asthe Lutheran dogmaticians declare, the doctrine
upon which the church stands or falls (“articulus stantis et cadentis ecclesiae”).
Luther insists:

“If the article of justification islost, all Christian doctrineislost at the same time.
And all the people in the world who do not hold to thisjustification are either Jews
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or Turks or papists or heretics; for there is no middle ground between these two
righteousnesses; the active one of the law and the passive one which comes from
Christ. Therefore, the man who strays from Christian righteousness must relapse
into the active one, that is, since he haslost Christ, he must put his confidencein his
wonworks...Without thisarticletheworldisutter death and darkness... Thisdoctrine
is the head and the cornerstone. It alone begets, nourishes, builds, preserves, and
defends the church of God; and without it the church of God cannot exist for one
hour...Thisisthe heel of the Seed that opposesthe old Serpent and crushesits head.
That iswhy Satan, in turn, cannot but persecuteit.” (Plass, p. 703,704)

Thisisprecisely the point at which Rome and Wittenberg parted company inthe 16th
Century. Roman Catholicism taught, and teaches, that the grace of God in Christ is
infused into theindividual thusenabling himto do good works. Onthe basisof those
good works the individual is then declared by God to be justified. The reformers
rejected this view as a clear denial of salvation by grace through faith alone. Each
sidecondemned theother's position onjustification asapostasy, that is, afalling away
from the Christian faith. The Roman Catholic Council of Trent unambiguously
declared:

“ If anyone saysthat the sinner isjustified by faith alone, meaning that nothing else
isrequired to co-operate in order to obtain the grace of justification, and that it is
not in any way necessary that he be prepared and disposed by the action of his own
will, let himbe anathema. (Canon9) If anyone saysthat men arejustified either by
the sole imputation of the justice of Christ or by the sole remission of sins, to the
exclusion of the grace and the charity which is poured forth in their hearts by the
Holy Ghost (Romans 5:5), and remainsin them, or also that the grace by which we
arejustified is only the good will of God, let him be anathema.” (Canon 11)

John Calvin aptly responded to these decrees by saying: “ It is not us that these
Tridentine Father sanathematize so much asPaul, to whomwe owethedefinition that
the righteousness of man consists in the forgiveness of sins.” (Sproul, p.115) The
classic response of Lutheranism to the Canons and Decrees of the Council of Trent
was written by Martin Chemnitz in his monumental four volume work Examination
of the Council of Trent. Chemnitzinsiststhat the disagreement onjustificationisnot
merely an argument over terminology:

“We are by no means such troublemakers that we are opposed to a true, solid, and
salutary concord and so greedy for contentions that even if a true, godly, and
salutary agreement wer e established concer ning the matter s themsel ves, we would
still look for thingsto fight about frombattlesabout words... Thedissensionand strife
in the article of justification is not only about words, but chiefly about the matters
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themselves.” (Chemnitz, |, p.168)

What is at issue here, Chemnitz argues, is not some peripheral point or obscure
theological distinction but the very heart of the Christian gospel of salvation.

“ For thisisthe chief question, thisistheissue, the point of contention, namely what
that is on account of which God receives sinful man into grace; what must and can
be set over against the judgment of God, that we may not be condemned according
to the strict sentence of the Law; what faith must apprehend and bring forward, on
what it must rely when it wants to deal with God, that it may receive the remission
of sins; what intervenes, on account of which God is rendered appeased and
propitious to the sinner who has merited wrath and eternal damnation; what the
conscience should set up as the thing on account of which the adoption may be
bestowed upon us, on what confidence can safely be reposed that we shall be
accepted into life eternal; whether it is the satisfaction, obedience, and merit of the
Son of God, the Mediator, or, indeed, the renewal which has begun in us, the love,
and other virtues in us. Hereis the point at issue in the controversy which is so
studiously and deceitfully concealed in the Tridentine decrees.” (Chemnitz, I, p.
468)

The argument was not over the importance
of good works in the Christian life.
L utheransfreely acknowledged that believers
were to walk in newness of life, expressing
and demonstrating their faith in deeds of
love. However, Lutherans categorically
rejected the Roman insistencethat these good
works became at least a part of the basis for
our justification. Is the ground of our
justification to be found in us or in Christ?
Thisisthe fundamental question upon which
the Reformation occurred and on this
guestion no compromise was possible.
Chemnitz clarifiesthis point with meticul ous
care.

“ On this hinge the controversy between us and the

papalists chiefly turns in the article of justification,

namely, whether the regenerate are justified before
Dr. Martin Chemnitz God to life eternal on account of their newness and
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works. But | repeat what has already been said a number of times: We acknowledge that renewal
isavery great benefit of the Son of God, the Mediator, through the Holy Spiritinus. Weteach that
new obedience must follow after reconciliation; and we give to it, in its place, that which the
Scripture givesto it, as we shall show later when we speak about good works. However, we have
learned from Scripture that this dignity and glory, that they are our justification before God to life
eternal, must not be given to our renewal and good works. For thisdignity and glory belongsto the
obedience, or righteousness, of the only-begotten Son of God, our Mediator, imputed to us through
faith. So far we have shown how the Scripture deniesto us and takes away fromus thejustification
before God to life eternal, so that it demonstrates by a division or enumeration that there is nor
inheresneither in naturenor inlifenor in qualities, habits, or worksof meninthislife, whether they
be Jews or Gentiles, regenerate or unregenerate, that by which they can so stand in the judgment
of God that on account of it they may bejustified to lifeeternal. And thisdivision, whether thereis
or inheresin any part of man, or in his actions, something by which he can bejustified before God,
was instituted by Paul...And for the doctrine of justification solely through the grace, or mercy, of
God, it isnecessary that it be removed and taken away completely fromall the thingswhich are, or

inhere, inman, whether hebe Jew or Gentile, regenerateor unregenerate.” (Chemnitz, |, p.492)

Asit wasfor Father Abraham, so it must be for everyone else - “ Abraham believed
God and it was credited to him as righteousness.”

Yerses 4-5

Now when a man works, his wages are not credited to him as a gift, but as an
obligation. However, to the man who does not work but trusts God who justifies
the wicked, hisfaith is credited as righteousness.

“Now when a man works...” - Having used an accounting term from the business
world to describe God's justification of Abraham, the apostle now draws upon an
axiom from everyday world of work and wages to demonstrate that the justification
of Abraham, and of every believer, isabsolutely by grace. Thelaborer who does his
work well earns hiswages. They arenot “ credited to him asa gift.” Hesimply gets
what he has coming to him as the result of his effort. This can in no way be
considered a “ gift” (Greek - “ kata charin” - “as a favor, out of goodwill”). Itis
instead an“ obligation.” Theworkman may rightly demand that which hehas earned.
Works and grace cannot be combined. Either one has earned that which hereceives,
or hehasnot. If he earned it, it's not a gift. If it isagift, then he did not earn it.

“However, to the man who does not work but trusts God...” - Great care must be

taken not to view faith itself asagood work which meritsthe favor of God. Faithis
not our work but God's. Itisnot the basisfor our salvation, but only the God-given
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meansthrough which wereceivethat which God hasdonefor usin Christ. “ Likewise
it becomesclear againthat faith for Paul issomething qualitatively distinct fromany
human-originated endeavor. \We believe, but we can take no credit for it.” (Moo,
p.264) The“righteousness” whichwas*“ credited” to Abraham wasnot a matter of
wages paid for work performed. Paul insiststhat the man who “ trusts God” isaman
“who does not work.” Working and trusting are placed in contrast to one another
with the adversative conjunction “ but.” Inthisway the apostle clearly indicates that
faith is not to be viewed as a good work performed by man which in any way
contributes to or merits his salvation. “ The believer has given up working because
he knows that all hope by way of works is vacuous, that all claims which men make
upon God for pay in accord with obligation aredeadly fiction; hesimply believesand
trusts.” (Lenski, p.292) It should be noted that Paul's strong contrast between faith
and works does not suggest that it is unnecessary for the believer to actively put his
faith into practice. The point hereisnot that the Christian need not do good works,
but that we may never depend upon those good works for our standing before God.

The object of the believer'strust is“ God who justifiesthewicked.” This startling
paradox is advanced in language that was, no doubt, deliberately provocative. The
“wicked” (Greek “ asebe” - literally the“ ungodly,” “ one who refusesto worship”)
in traditional Jewish thinking were those whose actions put them outside of the
covenant, Gentiles and religiously non-observant Jews. Paul uses this terminology
to re-emphasize the gracious nature of God's justification. The phrase boldly
highlights the nature of God, loving, freely giving, incapable of being put under
obligation to any human being. Above all else, our God is a God of full and free
grace. Itisthat gracewhichisthe object of faith. “ Faith looksto God, the gracious
Reckoner, for that which is"legally" impossible; it looks to Him for righteousness
"apart fromthelaw.” (Franzmann, p. 78) To such aman, the believer who trustsin
the undeserved grace of God, “ his faith is credited as righteousness.” The great
Puritan preacher-theol ogian Jonathan Edwards observes that the point of thisverse

IS
“that God, in the act of justification, has no regard to anything in the person
justified, as godliness or any goodness in him; but that immediately before this act,
God beholds him only as an ungodly creature; so that godlinessin the person to be

justified is no so antecedent to his justification asto be the ground for it.” (Moo,
p. 265)

Thisincredible point becomesall the more important becauseitismadein reference
to Father Abraham himself. As St. John Chrysostom remarks: “ For a person who
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had no works to be justified by faith was nothing unlikely. The necessity of grace
thereisplainto see. But for a person richly adorned with good deeds, not to be made
just fromthese, but fromfaith, thisisthe thing to cause wonder and to see the power
of faithin a strong light.” (Moo, p.265)

Yerses 6-8

David says the same thing when he speaks of the blessedness of the man to whom
God credits righteousness apart from works. "Blessed are they whose
transgressionsareforgiven, whose sinsare covered. Blessed istheman whosesin
the Lord will never count against him."

“David saysthe samething...” - It was customary among the teaching of the rabbis
to offer primary proof for atheological point from the “ Torah,” the Five Books of
Moses, and then to add asecondary witnessfromthe® Writings’ or the“ Prophets.”

It would seem that Paul isfollowing that traditional rabbinic patternin thisinstance.
Having cited the example of the founder of the Jewish nation from the Book of
Genesis, the apostle proceeds to demonstrate that the greatest of the Hebrew kings
also clearly understood and affirmed justification by grace through faith from the
Book of Psalms. The quotation isfrom Psalm 32: 1-2. The language of the Psalm
closely parallel sthe Genesistext previously cited. Both passages utilizethekey verb
“to credit” or “to count.” Paul rightly contends that in this verse David proclaims
“theblessedness of theman towhom God creditsrighteousnessapart from works.”

“Blessedness’ (Greek - “ makarismos’) means happiness or good fortunate. The
word usually carriesthe connotation of being the privileged recipient of divinefavor.
Thisisalso the word used in the beloved “ Beatitudes® of our Lord's Sermon on the
Mount (cf. Matthew 5:1-12).

Paul's citation of this passagereveal sthat theforgivenessof sinsisabasic component
injustification. Joachim Jeremias asserts “ Justification is forgiveness, nothing but
forgiveness!” (Dunn, p.206) David employsthreetermsfor sinand correspondingly,
threetermsfor itsremoval. First, “ transgressions’ (Greek - “ anomia” ) which means
lawlessness, drawn from a root meaning revolt or rebellion against a government.
Second, “sins’ (Greek - “ hamartia”) which means “to miss the mark.” Lenski
amplifies the meaning of the word in this context:

“ This"missing the mark" does not have a connotation of one earnestly trying to hit
the mark and missing it only because of weakness and ignorance. The contrary is
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true...Thisis criminal refusal to come up to the divinely set mark, the mark set by
God'sLaw. Itisthegodless, rebellious action of abolishing such a mark, of setting
up that pleases the sinner better, setting it up, not merely by word of mouth, but by
deed.” (Lenski, p.297)

Inthe Greek text, “ hamartia” isrepeated inthethird line, but in the original Hebrew
a different, third term is used. The Hebrew word is “ havon” which means to
deliberately turn aside or turn away. The prophet Isaiah uses the same word to
describelsrael'sobstinaterejection of her divineMessiah: “ Wehaveturned everyone
to hisown way.” (Isaiah 53:6) The cumulative effect of these three powerful words
Isdevastating initspresentation of thetotal depravity of fallen sinful, rebellious man.

But just as these three words
convey the darkness and |
despair of sin with grim ¥
realism, the three terms used //
to describetheremoval of guilt
and blameconvey thelight and
hope of the Gospel with equal |
power. Together, they reveal
the wonder of justification in
al of its blessedness. First
man's “transgressions ar
forgiven.” The Hebrew verb
(“nasa”) means “to dismiss’ .
or“tosendaway.” E.Koenig *
explains the word in this way §
in his Hebrew dictionary:

“God Promises Abraham a Son”
19" Century Bible Illustration by Julius Schnorr von Carolsfeld

"Nasa" means to take away or to

carry away...to take away all of man's sin and guilt, the whole frightening, stinking, deadly,
damnable mess, to remove it fromhimand carry it away so far that it will never be found; "as far
as the East is from the West" (Psalm 103:12), "into the depths of sea (Micah 7:19)...Forgive and

forgiveness, the English renderings aretoo pale.” (Lenski, p.298)

The verb is in the aorist tense indicating a past definite fact with permanent
significance: literal trandlation - “ dismissed once and for all!”
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The second verb is “are covered” (Greek - “ epekaluphthesan”). Thisis the only
instance in the New Testament where the term occurs. The thrust of the verb isthat
man's sins are covered forever and will never be exposed to the sight of God. The
allusionistotheblood of the sacrificial offering covering of the Mercy Seat upon the
Ark of the Covenant on the Day of Atonement. Hence the reference fitsthe flow of
Paul'sargument beautifully given hisearlier referenceto Christ asour Mercy Seat (cf.
3:25).

Finally, the third verb is the crucial word “will never count against” (Greek -
“logisetai” ) which repeatsthe previous use of theverb by Mosesin Genesis15:6 (cf.
vs.3). In verse 3 the term was used in a positive sense as righteousness was
“credited’ to believing Abraham. David used the word negatively to make exactly
the same point when he promised that aman's“ sin...will never count against him.”

Paul, Moses, and David all teach the same thing on the doctrine of justification by
grace through faith for Christ's sake. The apostolic witness is reinforced by that of
the prophet and the psalmist. God has doneit all! An early 20th century hymn by
James Procter, based upon Christ's dying words from the cross, express this
foundational truth in a most touching way.

“IT ISFINISHED"
by James Procter, 1922
1. Nothing, either great or small - nothing, sinner, no;
Jesus did it, did it all, long, long ago.

2. When He, from Hislofty throne, stooped to do and die,
Everything was fully done, hearken to His cry!

3. Weary, working, burdened one, Wherefore toil you so?
Cease your doing, all was done long, long ago.

4. Till to Jesus work you cling by asimple faith,
"Doing" isadeadly thing - "Doing" ends in death.

5. Cast your deadly "Doing" down, down as Jesus fest;
Stand in Him, in Him alone, gloriously complete.

6. "It isfinished!" Y es, indeed, finished every jot;
Sinner, thisisal you need, tell me, isit not?
(Sacred Songs and Solos # 142)
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Paul's quotation of David's inspired words from Psalm 32 serve to emphasize, once
again, the apostle's strongly forensic understanding of justification.

“He uses this quotation to compare justification to the non-accrediting, or not
"imputing” of sins to a person. That is an act that has nothing to do with moral
transformation, but " changes’ peopleonlyinthe sensethat their relationship to God
is changed - they are acquitted rather than condemned.” (Moo, p. 266)
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“ Abraham Called on the Name of the Lord” by Rudolf Schéfer
Yerges 9-12

I s this blessedness only for the circumcised, or also for the uncircumcised? We
have been saying that Abraham's faith was credited to him as righteousness.
Under what circumstances was it credited? Was it after he was circumcised, or
before? It was not after, but before! And he received the sign of circumcision, a
seal of therighteousnessthat he had by faith while hewas still uncircumcised. So
then, heisthefather of all who believe but have not been circumcised, in order that
righteousness might be credited to them. And he is also the father of the
circumcised who not only arecircumcised but also walk in thefootsteps of thefaith
that our father Abraham had before he was circumcised.
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“Isthisblessedness only for thecircumcised...” - St. Paul now returnsto the topic
of circumcision (cf. 2:25-29) to demonstrate beyond any shadow of a doubt that
Abraham's salvation was completely by grace and in no way the result of his own
efforts. Sinceitis Abrahamwhom Paul isusing ashismodel of justificationit isnot
unreasonable to anticipate the suggestion that the great patriarch's righteousness
before God isat least partially theresult of hisown faithfulness. His participation in
therite of circumcision is a prime example of that faithful obedience. Many among
the Jews had cometo believe that God's love and His plan of salvation was reserved
only for thecircumcised descendants of Abraham. The Jewish Intertestamental Book
of Jubileesdeclaresthat circumcisionistheindispensableandindeliblemark of God's
favor:

“Thelawisfor all generationsforever, and thereisno circumcision of thetime, and
no passing over one day of the eight days; for it isan eternal ordinance, ordained
and written on the heavenly tables. And everyone that is born, the flesh of whose
foreskin is not circumcised on the eighth day, belongs not to the children of the
covenant which the Lord made with Abraham, for he belongs to the children of
destruction; nor isthere, moreover, any sign upon himthat heisthe Lord's, but he
is destined to be destroyed and slain from the earth.”  (Jubilees 15:25-28)

The author of the Book of Jubilees goes on to directly connect the Jews loss of the
Promised Land with their failure to consistently follow the practice of circumcision.

“ And now | will announce unto thee that the children of Israel will not keep trueto
this ordinance, and they will not circumcise their sonsaccording to all thislaw; for
in the flesh of their circumcision they will omit this circumcision of their sons, and
all of them, sons of Belial, will have their sons uncircumcised as they were born.
And there shall be great wrath fromthe Lord against the children of Israel, because
they have for saken Hiscovenant and tur ned away fromHisWor d, and have provoked
and blasphemed as they have not observed the ordinance of thislaw; for they treat
their members like the Gentiles, so that they may be removed and rooted out of the
land. And there will be no pardon or forgiveness for them” (Jubilees 15: 29-31)

Therole of circumcision as amark of God's favor was so absolute among the Jews
that the rabbis taught that a Jew who practiced idolatry would have his circumcision
undone before he was consigned to Hell. Dr. David Scaer describes * the Judaistic
perversion” of therite of circumcision in this way:

“ The Jews, who had | ost control of the Promised Land, had turned circumcisioninto
aracial, nationalistic badge. It had become a magical ritual and even worse, a
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prideful, human-centered expression of the law through which they thought they
could merit God's favor "ex opere operato.” The Jews had lapsed into a formalism
in which race, not grace, wasthe criterion for salvation. The prophets of long ago
had warned Israel of this kind of formalism, urging them not to throw away the
worship forms but to carry them out in the right spirit. In any event, the New
Testament speaks out against circumcision asit had been abused. Having rejected
the Spirit givenintrue circumcision, the Jewswere uncircumcised in heart and ears
(Acts 7:51).” (Scaer, p.24)

Continuing to use Abraham as his model the apostle clearly proves that “ This
blessedness,” the gift of having been declared righteous by gracethrough faith alone,
isnot limited to or contingent upon the rite or circumcision. Itisnot “only for the
circumcised” but “also for the uncircumcised.”

“We have been saying that Abraham' sfaith was credited to him asrighteousness.”
- To make his point, Paul cites the text of Genesis 15:6 once again, in this instance
introducing it with the emphatic verb “ legomen” (literally - “ we maintain”). Paul
proposes that the circumstances of that “ crediting” be examined in greater detail,
specifically withreferencetoitstiminginregardto Abraham'scircumcision. “ Under
what circumstanceswasit credited? Wasit after hewas circumcised, or before?”
The time sequence is of crucia significance if we are to properly understand the
relationship between Abraham'sjustificationand hiscircumcision. Which camefirst,
justification or circumcision? The sequence of events in Genesis is clear. The
declaration of Abraham's justification takes place in chapter fifteen in connection
with the renewal of God's promise of ason. At that time Abraham isuncircumcised.
Therite of circumcision is not instituted until Genesis seventeen. In the rabbinical
traditions of the Jews, twenty-nine years separated those two events. Thesefactsare
so well known that they need not be proven. Therefore the apostle is content to
simply assert them ascommon knowledge. “ 1t wasnot after but before!” Abraham's
justification before God could not have been the result of his circumcision because
he had not yet been circumcised.

Circumcision is not rejected but its proper role within God's plan of salvation is
carefully explained, using the unique example of Father Abraham's experience. To
emphasize that circumcision was a gift of God, not a meritorious good work
performed by Abraham himself, Paul reminds his readers that “ he received the sign
of circumcision.” The verb indicates that Abraham is a passive recipient, not an
activeinitiator. In Genesis17:11, circumcision iscalled “the sign of the covenant.’
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Paul builds upon that language here as he describes the rite as “the sign of
circumcision, a seal of the righteousness which he had by faith.” The “sign”
(Greek - “ semeion” ) and “ seal” (Greek - “ sphragis’ ) terminology isvery important
and frequently
g misunderstood.

: “sign” is that which
; represents, reveals, or
i signifies something else. It

which are able to
accomplish nothing. This
isthesenseinwhich classic
MCalvinism and
| Arminianism use the term

! sacraments, Baptism and
Holy Communion, of their
unigue ability to offer and
aconvey, faith, the
forgiveness of sins, life,
i and salvation. Understood
I in this false sense, the sign
i 1ISonce again perverted into
a human work, something

that we do in response to
God's ordinance and command. No, it is the God from Whom we have “ received”
the sign Who is at work in that which He has established. Thereisreal power here,
the power of God's grace at work in the Word of His promise.

\

“ Abraham and I saac on Mount Moriah” by S. Solomon

“Theword "sign," sufficeit to say, participatesin thereality which it makesvisible,
the "signum" (Latin - "sign™) is not to be divorced from the "res signata” (Latin -
"that which is signified"). The covenant sign is not merely an outward sign of
inward grace. Nor doesthe sign point only to an external act which demandsto be
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taken figuratively. The sign iswrapped up in concrete acts. In both Testaments,
"signs and wonders' are the real acts of God in history, not mere pictorial
illustrationswhich point toward real acts. Asreal actionsthemselves, signscanalso
simultaneously set future actionsinto motion, and thus they are normally connected
with the Word of God.” (Scaer, p.13)

That becomes even more clear as St. Paul uses the term “ seal” to explain the “ sign
of circumcision.” Circumcision did not merely signify something, it was God'sown
“seal” of attestation and approval. Inthisdivinely ordained action, God Himself was
at work. The apostle'suse of thetermin this context ismost appropriate. The prayer
pronounced during Judaism's circumcision ceremony says. “ Blessed be He Who
sanctified His beloved from the womb, and put His ordinance upon his flesh, and
sealed His offspring with the sign of a holy covenant.” At the conclusion of the
ceremony, the rabbi declared: “ The seal of circumcision isin your flesh as it was
sealed in the flesh of Abraham.” On aroyal decree, the seal of the king was the
certification of authenticity and the guarantee that all of the monarch's power and
authority lay behind a decree which bore the royal seal. In the same way,
circumcision carries with it the full power and authority of God, His seal of
attestation upon the flesh of Abraham and all his house.

L uther points out that a distinction must be maintained between the significance of
circumcision for Abraham, through whom God originally instituted the practice, and
the significanceof circumcision for all of Abraham'sdescendants. Inasense, Luther
suggests, this distinction paralels the difference between the baptism of Jesus,
through which the sacrament wasinstituted, and the subsequent baptismsof all of the
followersof Christ: “ Christ isbaptized not in order to be maderighteous...but asan
example, so to speak, for usinorder that He may precede us and we may follow His
example and also be baptized.” So also Abraham, already justified on the basis of
hisfaith in God's promise, is circumcised in order that his descendants may come to
faith and be made righteous through circumcision. Luther writes:

“ Circumcision was given to Abraham in order that through him this sign of the
covenant might be transmitted to his entire posterity. Therefore there was one
reason for circumcision in the case of Abraham and another reason in the case of
Abraham's descendants. God was the God of Abraham before this time, as Moses
clearly testifies. Accordingly it was not through circumcision that Abraham began
to bea son of God. Nevertheless, because God commanded that he be circumcised,
he wasin duty bound not to offer an resistance whatever to thewill of God. But for
the descendants of Abraham circumcision was a symbol that they were heirs of the
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promise which had been given to Abraham before he was circumcised...Thus
circumcision was enjoined upon Abrahamin order that for his descendantsit might
be a sacrament through which they would be made righteous if they would believe
the promise which the Lord had attached to it. In the case of Abraham, who had
already been made righteous, there was a different reason for this work, although
for himit was also a seal of righteousness.” (Luther, AE, 3, p.86-87)

Paul's point here, in regard to Abraham, is completely valid. The patriarch was
justified by gracethroughfaithlong beforetheinstitution of circumcision. Thistruth,
however, should not lead us to underestimate the importance of circumcision as a
genuine means of grace for Abraham's posterity. Listen again to Luther's careful
words:

“ Paul isan excellent definer and an expert dialectician; for he defines circumcision
as a sign or a seal of the righteousness which Abraham had before he was
circumcised, in fact, as a sign imprinted on the very flesh of Abraham and of all
males who descended from him (Romans 4:11). But if someone calls circumcision
a ceremony, he will concede in spite of this that it differs from the rest of the
ceremoniesinthat it, like Baptism, isa passive ceremony. Furthermore, whenitis
determined that circumcision is a sign which did not make Abraham righteous, but
indicates the righteousness that Abraham already has, the question arises whether
this seal was an empty sign or something that was implemented with the seal. My
answer tothisquestionisthat in Abraham'scase circumcisionisameresign without
implementing anything; that is, it isa sign in such a way that it does not implement
what it signifies, but merely signifies. For the argument with which Paul provesthat
Abraham was righteous before he was circumcised is irrefutable. Hence,
circumcisionisasignwhich merely signifiesrighteousness but doesnot confer it, for
it finds Abraham already righteous. It does not make him righteous. But the
situation with Abraham's descendants was different. Circumcision does not find
themrighteous, like Abraham. Thereforeit isa seal of righteousnessin such a way
that righteousness was implemented by it.” (Luther, AE, 3, p.101-102)

Dr. David Scaer asserts the classic Lutheran understanding of circumcision as a
means of conveying and offering the grace of God:

“For the Old Testament people of God circumcision was a means of grace in the
fullest sense of the term. Circumcision was the "locus," the effector, the causative
instrument, of God's gracious covenant. Circumcision was an Old Testament
sacrament, that is, and action commanded by God, involving visible means (a
permanent mark at that!) and bestowing the blessing of God. For the Old Testament
individual there was only one covenant God knew, the covenant of circumcision (cf.
Acts 7:6).” (Scaer, p. 15)
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Accordingly, Scaer contends, circumcision as a sacrament of the Old Testament
closely parallels its New Testament counterpart, baptism. This parallel is so close
that circumcision may properly be caled “the circumcision done by Christ.”
(Colossians 2:11).

“Both circumcision and baptism are means of grace...Circumcision is also an
efficacious "sacrament.” Both are commanded by God and employ visible means.
Both are tied to the unilateral prevenient promises of God. Both bring to bear on
individual peoplethe saving actsof God in history...Both of them bundle up into one
package the Word of God and the visiblemeans...Both circumcision and baptismare
the locus and vehicle of God's redemptive work...Both baptism and circumcision
have to be performed only once. When God isthe actor and is granting everything
that pertainsto salvation, it dare not be repeated...Both circumcision and baptism
stress human passivity. In both God Himself is the one who is "doing the doing."
Both actsinvolve receiving a new identity as the passive subject isreceived into the
Name of God and all that it means...Both acts effect one's incorporation into the
Church. Of course, Godistheonedoing theincor porating; neither circumcision nor
baptism are merely the avenue by which a man "joins" the Church...Both
circumcision and baptism confer the forgiveness of sins, forgiveness through Jesus
Christ whichistheonly forgivenessthereis...Circumcision and baptismstand in the
same relationship to faith. Regarding baptism, Luther speaks of "faith which trusts
such Word of God in the water;" accordingly, an unbelieving rejection of the
blessings of circumcision deemstheact asonly a " circumcision of theflesh.” (Scaer,
p.16ff.)

In this way, the sacraments of the New Testament are both prefigured and reflected
In the sacraments of the Old Testament: Holy Baptism in the rite of Circumcision,
and Holy Communion in the great Feast of the Passover.

“So then, heisthefather of all who believe but have not been circumcised...”- In
an ironic way, Abraham was a Gentile when he was justified by grace through faith.
He could not claim aracial heritage before God, nor had heyet participated intherite
of circumcision, for neither the Jewish nation nor circumcision had yet come to be.
Thus, to the consternation of the proud, self-righteous Jew, Abraham is declared to
be the spiritual father of all uncircumcised believers! AsPaul contendsin Galatians
3:7-"“Understand, then, that thosewho believearechildren of Abraham.” Lenski
concludes:. “ Hereisour charter of full spiritual relationship with Abraham; all of us
Gentile believers today are his children in the fullest sense of the word, the same
righteousness being reckoned to us as to him, foreskin notwithstanding.” (Lenski,
p.304, 305)
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of the circumcised, who §

but also walk in thes
footsteps of thel
faith...” Circumcisionisnot
decisive. It is faith that isg
decisive. Abraham is not §
the father of all those Jews |
who are circumcised, for j
thisis not a matter of ethic §
descent or ritual
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that Abraham'sfaith preceded hiscircumcision - “ thefaith that our father Abraham
had before he was circumcised.”
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 “God Visits Abraham” by S. Solomon

Yerse 13

For it was not through the law that Abraham and his offspring received the
promise that he would be heir of the world, but through the righteousness that
comes by faith.

“For it was not through the law...” - The new paragraph begins with the word
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“For” (Greek -* gar” ) whichindicatesthat what follows servesto explain that which
came before. Paul has clearly demonstrated that Abraham's status of justification
before God did not depend upon hiscompliancewith circumcision. Henow broadens
theargument to demonstratethat Abraham's statusof justification before God did not
depend upon hisobservance of thelaw inany way. Thenoun“law” lacksthedefinite
articleinthisverse, indicating that Paul does not have the specific Law of M oses, the
Law, in mind, but rather law in general, any kind of law by which man might seek
tojustify himself before God. Hencethisreection of legalism appliesnot only to the
Jews but also to the Gentiles. The core component in this argument is the assertion
of the complete incomparability of faith and works in the matter of justification -
“not through the law...but through the righteousness that comes by faith.”

“ The reason that faith has no valueif oneisliving by the law principleisthat faith
and law are opposites, and if a person is choosing one, he or she is inevitably
rejecting the other. Itisasimpossibleto be saved by both faith and works asitisto
be setting out from Kansas in the direction of California and New York
simultaneously...To put it another way: Law is man-directed (it points to human
abilities), whilefaithis God-directed (it pointsto God's accomplishments). Soif you
are approaching salvation by trusting man, you cannot be trusting God - and vice
versa.” (Boice, |, p.472)

Abraham'sfidelity to the law was axiomatic among the Jews. Without denying that
faithfulness, Paul contendsthat |aw had nothing whatsoever to dowith the patriarch's
justification.

“Abraham and his offspring received the promise...” - “Promise” (Greek -
“epaggelia’) isakey word in this passage. In classical Greek this word simply
meant “ announcement.” Butin Biblical literature the word takes on the connotation
of a“promise” or a“pledge.” Thiswas atime of intense messianic expectation
among the Jews and this is the word that is used in reference to the messianic
prophecies of the Old Testament. Jesus uses this word to refer to the promised
outpouring of theHoly Spirit (Acts 1:4), and it isused regularly by the apostl es about
the prophetic promises that were fulfilled in Christ (i.e. Acts 13:32). The content of
the “ promise’ is“that he would be heir of theworld.” Thereisno Old Testament
prophecy with this specific wording but Paul's language is aptly reminiscent of
Christ's words in the Sermon on the Mount: “Blessed are the meek for they shall
inherit the earth.” (Matthew 5:5) God's promise to Abraham included three key
provisions: that he would be the father of many nations, that he would possess the
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land of Palestine, and that all nations of the earth would be blessed through him
(Genesis 12:1-2). The promiseis not only to Abraham as an individual but to “ his
offspring” (Greek - “spermati”). In Galatians 3:16-18, Paul emphasizes the
Christological significance of thisterm, but herethe referenceis more general, to all
those who are sons and daughters of Abraham by faith.

Yerses 14-15
For if those who live by the law are heirs, faith has no value and the promise is
worthless, because law brings wrath. And where there is no law there is no
transgression.

“For if thosewho live by thelaw...” - The concept of inheritance was a basic part
of the Jewish understanding of their covenant rel ationship with God. Legalistic Jews
(“those who live by the law”) make the proud claim that they are the children, the
“heirs’ of Abraham. But that cannot be. For isthisisamatter of living “ by thelaw”
then “faith has no value” (literally - “ believing has been emptied of its meaning” )
and “the promise is worthless’ (literally - “ the promise has been nullified”). It
cannot possibly be both/and. It must beeither/or. “ Faith” andthe“ promise”’ cannot
be combined with “law” and works. They cancel out one another. “ One can hardly
apply theword "promise” to something that a person has a right to; not isfaith, in
the Pauline sense of absolute trust in God, an appropriate word to use for one's
birthright or wage.” (Moo, p.275) Paul'scolorful description*thosewho livebythe
law” (literally -“ the dependents of the law, the vassals of the legal system”) saysit
well.

As the preceding chapters have indicated, “law bringswrath.” The verb isin the
imperfect tenseindicating continuously ongoing action - “ thelaw keepson producing
wrath.” Therighteous anger of God is being poured out from heaven upon aworld
full of sinnerswho have failed to measure up to the perfect obedience which the law
demands. Thelaw isnot connected to the promise. It isconnected only to the wrath
and judgment of God. The law does not save. It can only condemn.

“Andwherethereisnolawthereisnotransgression.” - Theword “transgression”
(Greek - “ parabasis’ ) means the direct violation of a written code, to deliberately
step acrossaclearly defined line. When aman sins without the law, hiswrongdoing
isstill sin. Paul has already shown that no one has any excuse before the judgment
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of God. However, when sinful man is confronted with the specific demands of the
written law, and he still chooses to defiantly disobey, his sin escalates into
transgression. Thus while all transgression is sin, not all sin istransgression. The
rebellion inherent in deliberate di sobedience compounds the spiritual damage of the
actionitself. John Calvinwrites. “ Hewho isnot instructed by the written law, when
he sins, is not guilty of so great a transgression as he who knowingly breaks and

“Your Offspring Shall Be Asthe Starsin the Sky”
by Sir Frederic Leighton

Once again, the intimate connection between “faith” and “grace” is emphasized.

From man's point of view the promiseisamatter of faith, thetrust whichissolely the

giftandwork of God. From God's point of view the promiseisamatter of grace, love

that is absolutely unconditioned and unearned. Each necessitates the other. “ God's
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transgresses the law of God.”
Thelaw renders people even more

B accountableto God than they were

without it.

Yerses 16-17

Therefore, the promise comes by
faith, so that it may be by grace
and may be guaranteed to all of
Abraham'soffspring - not onlyto
thosewho are of the law, but also
to those who are of the faith of
Abraham. Heisthe father of us
all. As it is written: "I have
made you a father of many
nations." Heisour father in the
sight of God, in whom hebelieved
- the God who gives life to the
dead and callsthingsthat are not
asthough they were.

“Thereforethe promise comesby
faith...” - Becausethelaw'snature
Is such that it is only capable of
producing wrath and judgement
“the promise comes by faith.”



plan was made to rest upon faith on man's side in order that on God's side it might
be a matter of grace.” (Barrett) Becausejustificationisby gracethrough faithitis
“guaranteed to all of Abraham's offspring.” The benefit hereistwofold. First of
al, the promise is “guaranteed” (Greek - “bebaios’). The word is used in a
technical sense to denote a legally guaranteed security. It means “reliable”

“ dependable,” and“ certain.” The promiseisnot dependant upon man or hisworks,
but upon God and therefore the fulfillment of that promiseiscertain. Secondly, itis
“guaranteed to all,” without restriction, limitation or exclusion.

“Not only to those who are of thelaw...” - The*“offspring” of Abraham areto be
determined by faith alone. Both Jewish believers (“those who are of the law”) and
Gentilebelievers (“thosewho areof thefaith of Abraham”) areincluded. Itisfaith,
not ethnic origin or possession of law, which is decisive here. Therefore no
discrimination is permissible. The Gentiles enjoy full equality with the Jews for
Abraham “is the father of usall.” Heisthe spiritual forefather of every believer.
Stockhardt notes:

“Thereisagreat, holy family upon earth, at whose head stands Abraham, the father
of faith. Thisis the congregation of all believers from the Jews and Gentiles, all
sinners justified by faith. The patriarchs before Abraham also belonged to this
congregation. Thefirst believer was Adam. Nevertheless, since Scripture especially
extols the faith and justification of Abraham, heis esteemed the father of believers.
By natural descent, also according to circumcision, Abraham was the father of
Israel, God's Old Testament people. However, God's true people, to whom also the
believing Israelites belong, are all believers gathered from all people of the earth.
It isa comforting and uplifting thought for everyindividual believer that he, through
justification by faith, belongs to the great family of Abraham's children, of God's
children on earth.” (Stdckhardt, p.55)

“Asitiswritten, " | have made you the father of many nations." - The quotation
comes from Genesis 17:5. It is used to substantiate the preceding assertion that
Abrahamisthefather of al believers. Scriptureitself had prophesied that thiswould
be the case. Thisis also clear from Genesis 12:3. As Paul declares in Galatians:
“ Scripture, foreseeing that God would justify Gentilesthrough faith, preached the
Gospel aforetime to Abraham, saying, "In you shall all nations be blessed.”
(Galatians 3:8).

“Heisour Father inthesight of God...” - Thefamily of faithisnot akinship which
may empirically observed. In the eyes of men believers are separated from one
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another by countless barriers of race, gender, language, etc. But in the sight of God
we are all one family of believerstogether and Abraham is our father.

“The God who gives life to the dead...” - Nothing is impossible for the God in
whomwe believe. There are no constraints upon His power. Inthefollowing verse
Paul will explain this reference to the miracle of Isaac's conception and birth in
greater detail. The mighty God alone is capable of creation, that is to make
something from nothing (“creatio ex nihilo” ). The NIV's translation of the second
part of this phrase (“who calls those things that are not as though they were”)
understatesthewonder that isbeing described. Thetextliterally reads* and callsinto
being things that exist not.” The alusion is to Genesis 1 and the creation of the
universe by the power of God's almighty Word. This understanding of the text is
completely consistent with the linguistic usage of the period. The 2 Apocrypha of
Baruch, written during the Intertestamental Period asserts: “ From the beginning of
the world, You have called into being things that did not previously exist...With a
word, You call to life what was not, and with mighty power you hold back what has
not yet come to be.” This is the God, the Lord of Life and Death, the Almighty
Creator, in whom Abraham placed histrust.

Yerses 18-21

Against all hope, Abraham in hope believed and so became the father of many
nations, just as it had been said to him, " So shall your offspring be." Without
weakening in hisfaith, he faced the fact that his body was as good as dead - since
he was about a hundred years old - and that Sarah’'s womb was also dead. Yet he
did not waver through unbelief concerning the promise of God, but was
strengthenedin hisfaith and gavegloryto God, being fully persuaded that God had
the power to do what he had promised.

“ Against all hope, Abraham in hopebelieved...” - Theparadox ispowerful indeed!
The phrase literally reads; “ Against hope, on the basis of hope, Abraham believed.”

As St. John Chrysostom observes: “ It was against man's hope in the hope which is
of God.” Contrary to all human expectation, a one hundred year old man believed
God's promise that hewould yet father ason. Hetrusted in the divine promise when
every circumstance denied that promise. Hishopeflew intheface of al the evidence
of reason and common sense, but still he hoped. Hisfaith wasnot an existential leap
into the dark, some sort of personal irrationality without foundation. It was instead
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“ aleap fromthe evidence of his sensesinto the security of God'sWord and promise”
(Moo, p.283). Paul'spoint issimply this: instead of relying upon himself, Abraham
relied upon God by faith and that faith was not disappointed. “ When one believes,
thereis no room for self-reliance.” (Fitzmyer, p. 387)

The promise wasfulfilled, just
as God had said, " So shall
your offspring be  The
citation is from Genesis 155
where God promised Abraham
that his descendants would be
as numerous asthe starsin the
heavens.

“Without weakening in his
faith...” - As the years
passed, and Abraham grew
older one might expect that his
confidence would have been
shaken. But that was not the -
case. As hisbiological clock =&

continued to tick away and he  1gn Century Bible Illustration by Julius Schnorr von Carolsfeld
aged passed the point of sexual

potency, “ Hefaced thefact that hisbody wasasgood asdead.” Sarah, hiswife, was
also well beyond her childbearing years, “ Sarah's womb was also dead.” But the
promise upon which he relied had come from the God “ who gives life to the dead”
(vs. 17). Genesisreportsthat not only Isaac was born to Abraham in his old age, but
after Isaac's birth, he was further blessed with six other sons. (cf. Genesis 25:1-2)
The writer to the Hebrews reports:

“ By faith, Abraham, even though hewas past age - and Sarah herself
was barren - was enabled to become a father because he considered
Him faithful who had made the promise. And so from thisone man,
and he as good as dead, came descendants as numerous as the stars
in the sky and countless asthe sand on the seashore.” (Heb.11:11-12)

“Yet he did not waver...” - Some commentators object that Paul's assertion of
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steadfast faith on the part of Abraham is contradicted by Genesis17:17 - “ Abraham
fell facedown; he laughed and said to himself, " Will a son be born to a man a
hundred years old? Will Sarah bear a child at the age of ninety?” Stdckhardt
replies:

“The words of Abraham's reply to the Lord's promise are not those of one who
doubts but of one who is astonished and leaps for joy. His laughter shows the
boundless joy in his heart...And afterwards from this laughter and unspeakable
spiritual joy he derived the name of I saac, as an everlasting remembrance and sign
of such a beautiful, steadfast, and certain faith.” (Stockhardt, p.58)

The Intertestamental Book of Jubilees supports this view, indicating that after the
Lord'svisitand promiseof Isaac'sbirth*“ Both of themreoiced very greatly.” (16:19)
John Calvin notes the similarity of Abraham's situation to ours:

“ Let us also remember that the condition of usall isthe samewith that of Abraham.
All things around us are in opposition to the promises of God: He promises us
immortality, we are surrounded with death and corruption. He declares that He
counts us just, we are covered with sins. Hetestifies that He is propitious and kind
to us, and yet outward judgments threaten Hiswrath. What then isto be done? We
must with closed eyes pass by our sel ves and all thing connected with us, that nothing
may hinder or prevent us frombelieving that God istrue.” (Moo, p.284)

Faith is not the absence of all doubt and fear. It is, instead, the ultimate willingness
to trust in God and believe even in the face of those doubts. Paul's choice of words
inthisphraseishelpful: literally - “ hedid not doubt inthe attitude of unbelief.” The
word “unbelief” (Greek - “ apistia”) is more than the opposite of faith. It denotes
the deliberate refusal to believe. In this specific instance it would mean the
renunciation of the promise of God that had been given. Paul is not suggesting that
Abraham was free of the momentary hesitations and fears that prey upon every
believer, but that he avoided a deep seated and permanent attitude of distrust and
denial toward the Word and promises of God.

“Butwasstrengthenedin hisfaith...” - Thiswastrue because Abrahamdid not trust
in his own power, but in the power of God which “ strengthened him in his faith”
and enabled him to persevere through the long years of waiting. That reliance upon
astrength greater than his own sustained him through many dark and difficult days.
In grateful recognition of his dependance upon God's power, the patriarch “gave
glory to God.” Abraham gave credit where credit was due; “ soli deo gloria!” The
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base line for Abraham's faith is the confidence that His Word is sure. He has the
power and ability to do al that He has said - “ being fully persuaded that God had
the power to do what He had promised.”

Yerges 22-25

Thisiswhy it was credited to him asrighteousness. Thewords" it was credited to
him" were written not for him alone, but also for us to whom God will credit
righteousness- for uswho believein him who raised Jesusour Lord from thedead.
He was delivered over to death for our sins and was raised to life for our
justification.

“Thisiswhy it was credited to him asrighteousness.” - Paul returnsto the crucial
words of Genesis15:6 for thethird timein this chapter to assert once more that aman
can be justified before God only through faith. This verse is identified as the
conclusion of that which precedes it with the Greek conjunction “ dio,” “That is
why.” Having summarized and concluded his discussion of Abraham's justification
by faith, Paul is now ready to proceed to directly apply this truth to his Christian
readers.

“Thewords" it was credited to him" werenot written for him alone” - That which
has been implicit in the text from the beginning of this discussion is now explicitly
presented. It is Paul's consistent conviction that the Old Testament is profoundly
relevant for Christians. Later, in 15:4 he writes: “ For everything that was written
in the past was written to teach us, so that through endurance and the
encouragement of the Scriptures we might have hope.” The examples and
experiences of the saints of the Old Testament were recorded with us in mind.
“These things happened to them as examples and were written down as warnings
for us, on whom the fulfillment of the ages has come.” (1 Corinthians 10:11)
Those who would consign the Old Testament to oblivion and irrelevance do so at
their own peril. They are guilty of spurning and important spiritual resource which
God has graciously provided.

Our justificationis no different than that of Father Abraham. When Abraham'sfaith
was booked to hiscredit he becamethe prototype, so to speak, of all thosewho would
be justified by faith. Hisfaith “was credited to him as righteousness’ apart from
circumcision, apart from the law, apart from sight. This reckoning was totally by
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grace! These carefully chosen words
“ were not written for him alone.”
They also apply to “us,” for like
Abraham we are also people “to
whom God will credit righteousness.”
Paul uses the first person plura
pronoun in order to include himself
aong with the Roman Christians
among those who have been justified.

Our faith and that of Abraham arethe
same. Abraham'sfaith restedinaGod
“who give life to the dead” (vs.17).
Sodoesoursinthat webelievein Him
“whoraised Jesusour Lord from the
dead.” Thefaith of Abraham and the
Old Testament was one of
anticipation, eagerly looking forward
to an event that had not yet taken
place in time. Ours is a faith of
affirmation, rejoicing in that which
God has done for all believersin the
life, death, and resurrection of Jesus
Christ.

“He was delivered over to death for

our sinsandwasraisedtolifefor our

justification.” - Paul has already

“Resurrection Morn” by Adolphe Bouguereau  plainly declared the doctrine of the

vicarious atonement of Christin 3:25.

The lifeblood of Jesus, shed for us upon the cross, is the ransom price of our

redemption. Christ's death and resurrection are here joined together in beautiful

literary parallelism. The dua use of the Greek preposition “ dia” (“for,” * because

of,” or “ for the sake of” ) makesthisclear. The atonement was accomplished upon

the cross. Forgiveness for the sins of mankind had been won, once for all. In the

resurrection of Jesus, God declared that His death had fulfilled its purpose, that sin

was atoned, and that the sacrifice of His own Son had been accepted. The
resurrection is God's stamp of approval upon the crucifixion.
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“The Justification of Adam and Eve” - Woodcut by Jacob Lucius - 1556. This masterful presentation of the Biblical
concept of forensic justification was designed and printed by Jacob Lucius shortly after hisarrival in Wittenberg from
his native Transylvania in 1556. Lucius presents the three members of the Holy Trinity as magistrates seated behind
the Judge’'s Table in an open-air courtroom. God the Father is depicted in the lavish robes and ornate crown of the
sovereign with the historic emblems of royal power, the golden orb and scepter, in His hands. God the Son, the
incarnate Christ, is seated at Hisright hand, on the left side of theimage. Christ also bearsthe golden scepter of royal
power to signify that in His exaltation the Son rules and reigns with the Father in heaven. God the Holy Ghost hovers
aboveHiscounterpartsin the form of a somewhat anthropomorphized dove. The Trinityissurrounded by thetraditional
aureole of divine glory, the blazing light and cloud of the Old Testament “ Sheikinah.” The Glory/Cloud is populated
with a crowd of cherubim, the cherubs depicted in the customary artistic convention as “ putti,” thatis, little children
with diminutive wings. The four living beings that surround the throne of God in heaven are positioned as cherubs on
the four corners of the Judge’'s Table. Adam and Eve, representing fallen mankind, stand before the bar of divine
justice. They cower in shame and fear - averting their eyes, hiding their faces, and blushing. Their naked bodies are
covered with the pathetic fig leaves of Eden’s Fall. The accused are manacled together by a twisting serpent held by
the devil. Satan is depicted as a grotesque chimera, a humanoid, reptilian bird of prey, bearing a fiery sword and
surrounded by the flames of hell. His clawed talon upraised, he appears before the divine Judge as an indignant
prosecutor demanding conviction and damnation. The caption from his beak reads: “ O Lord Judge, | accuse Adam
and Eve!” Lucius structures the scene around the dialectic of Law and Gospel, the two great themes of Lutheran
theology. Theright side of the image (at the left hand of God the Father since judgment and condemnation are God’s
“opusalienum” ) presents the message of the Law. A sword isplaced alongsidethe Trinity on the Law side of theimage
asthe traditional symbol of God’s Word of judgement. Before God the Father on the left side of the Judge’s Table are
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the Ten Commandments. Their two tabletsrest upon a leering skull asa reminder that the Law bringsdeath. Standing
before the bar on the Law side are the personifications of “ lusticia” (“ Justice” ) and “ Veritas’ (“ Truth”). Each bears
her emblem and makes a demand. Justice holdsthe scaleswhich are out of balanceindicating man’sguilt. Her caption
reads- “ Whoever sins must also suffer punishment.” Truth carriesthe square and remindsthe tribunal of the warning
of Genesis - “ You shall die on the day that eat from the Tree.” The angelic putti in the Glory/Cloud are weeping and
wailing over the judgment which mankind has brought upon itself. In the background to our right, Lucius pictures
Eden’sFall into sin as Adam and Eve eat the forbidden fruit in the upper corner, and mankind plunging into the gaping
jaws of Hell in the lower corner. The Gospel side of theimage, to God’ sright and our left, presents an entirely different
message. Here, the counterpart of the sword of judgment on the law side, isthelily of purity and pity. Another pertinent
flower isfound at the center of the Judge’s Table, the messianic rose, representing all of the Old Testament promises
of the coming Savior. The caption proceeding from God the Father reads- “ Yea, as| live, | do not desire the death of
the sinner, but rather that man turn from hisway and live.” Jesus holds a placard which proclaims the message of the
Gospel - “The righteous must die for the unrighteous.” and “ The Seed of the woman shall crush the head of the
serpent.” Kneeling in humble petition beside the bar of justice - in contrast to the standing, demanding figures of
Justice and Truth - are the personifications of “ Misericordia” (“ Mercy”) and “ Pax” (“ Peace”). Mercy pleads- “ O
Lord, when You return, remember your mercy” while Peace beseeches the Judge to recall that which the Lord Christ
has done. The angelic putti in the Glory/Cloud on this side of the image are smiling and applauding in joyful
affirmation of God’s plan of salvation. The background scenes on the Gospel side are Christ’s death on the cross as
the Redeemer of the world, and the risen Christ triumphantly leading the people of God (with Luther and Duke
Frederick the Wise prominently in their midst) through the open gates of heaven.

Romans Chapter 5

Yerses 1-2

Therefore, since we have been justified through faith, we have peace with God
through our Lord Jesus Christ, through whom we have gained access by faith into
thisgrace in which we now stand. Andweregjoicein the hope of the glory of God.

“Therefore, since we have been...” - Beginning with the Greek particle “ oun”
(“Therefore”), the apostle proceeds to describe the blessed consequences of
justification in the life of the believer. The segment breathes an air of joyful
confidence. Luther notes. “ The apostle speaks as one who is extremely happy and
full of joy.” First, thefoundational fact isrestated: “ we have been justified through
faith.” Thepassiveverb“wehavebeen justified’ isin the aorist tense indicating an
action in the past, once for al, that is now complete.

“We have peace with God through our Lord Jesus Christ” - First and foremostin
thislist of blessingsis “peace with God.” Here, asisregularly the casein the New
Testament, the Greek word “ eirene” (“peace”) isthe equivalent of the Hebrew term
“shalom.” The peacein question is not the mere absence of conflict but the security
and serenity of the believer who know full well that his salvation has been fully
accomplished in Christ. Inisnot primarily aninner sense or feeling but the outward
situation of being in arelationship of peace with God through Christ, thusthe NIV's
translation “ peace with God.” Fitzmyer writes:
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“When human beings enjoy a correct relationship with God, their condition may be
one of inner calm and quiet composure, of undisturbed conscience, but the essential
thing isthe experience of God-given salvation and the hope of glory. Thosewho are
now at peace with God are no longer objects of wrath, for them Christ has removed

all wrath. Reconciliation has been provided by God.” (Fitzmeyer, p.395)

Christisthe Mediator, the Reconciler, in the Father's plan of salvation. Through His
sacrificial death in our place the redemption price has been paid in blood, and the
righteous anger of God against sin has been propitiated. God the Creator, and man,
the fallen creature are reunited in Christ. St. Augustine said it well when he noted:
“You made us for Yourself and our hearts find no peace until they rest in You.”
(Boice, p. 504)

“Through whom we have gained access by faith into this grace...” - “We have
gained access’ carries the connotation of being escorted into the royal audience
chamber of the king. In this instance, Christ, the divine Son, ushers us into the
presence of His Father. We stand before the royal throne and enjoy the favor of the
King for Christ's sake. Having been declared “ Not Guilty!” through the undeserved
love of God in Christ we now “stand” in “this grace.” This is use of the term
“grace” asasphere or state of being into which one entersis somewhat unusual in
the New Testament but is fully consistent with the Pauline concept of God's
undeserved love at work in the lives of sinful men. Thus to depart from this status
would beto “fall from grace” (Galatians 5:4).

“And werejoicein the hope of the glory of God.” - Thefirst blessed consequence
of justificationis” peace.” Next comes“hope.” Theverbwhich NIV translateshere
as“regoice” (Greek - “ kauxometha” ) literally means*® to boast.” Theword suggests
confidence, joy, and jubilation. Previously, St. Paul had excluded the boasting who
depended ontheir ownidentity or merit (cf. 2:17,23; 3:27-31; 4:2). But now boasting
Is presented in a positive light and commended, for it is not based upon human
achievement but divine grace. A Christian need not fear the future because Jesus
Christisour “hope” (1 Timothy 1:1). We can celebrate becausein Christ our destiny
isto sharein “the glory of God.” This*hope” isevery bit as gratuitous as “ faith”

itself. It does not rest in us or upon anything that we do but relies solely upon God
and what He hasdonefor usin Christ. Thuswhenwe celebrate our shareintheglory
to reveal ed we are not bragging about oursel vesbut rather cel ebrating that which God
has done.
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Yerses 3-5

Not only so, but we also rejoicein our sufferings, because we know that suffering
produces per severance; perseverance, character; and character, hope. And hope
does not disappoint us, because God has poured out Hisloveinto our heartsbythe
Holy Spirit, whom He has given us.

“Not only so....” - Thisconfident boasting in the Lord does not merely focus on the
glory that will berevealed inthefuture. This*“hope’ isablessing and aresourcethat
iIs applicable to our present

T circumstances, no matter how
; y difficult or unpleasant they may
W gest _be. We need not flee in terror or
S T 0 R T | despair from the troubles of this
' L /1 X world.  The undeserved love of

yi/ God which is the firm foundation
X of our hope is much stronger than
A al the troubles of this life.
i\ “ Sufferings” (Greek - “ thlipsis”)
i is a general term which means
hardship, trouble, and affliction of
every sort and description. The
term comes from a root which
means “to press down,” or “to
crush.” Itisoftenused, asinthis
case, to refer to the ordinary
?distr%s brought on by outward
| circumstances in everyday life.
To the unbeliever, the troubles of
.l life are nothing more than a
¢ penalty and a punishment for sin.
' But for the believer that bane is
turned into a blessing. It is
+ possible for usto “rejoice in our
= sufferings’ because by God's
_grace they can serve to draw us
Ghaitliodnd closer to him.  “ Suffering and
“Rejoicing in Suffering” by Rudolf Schéafer affliction become precisely the
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point at which hope is encountered and proves itself. The function of hope in the
Christian life is to motivate and develop conduct, endurance, and character.”
(Fitzmyer, p. 397)

“ Because we know that suffering produces perseverance...” - The apostle leads
us through a careful step by step process which takes us from the present reality of
our livesand ultimately arrives at “ hope” fulfilled. Sequences of thiskind, in which
“suffering” beginsachain of linked virtuesarealsofoundin 1 Peter 1:6-7 and James
1:2-4. Paul'sgoal isto lead believersto view “ suffering” from a proper perspective
rather than trying to avoid or escapeit. Inthe end, the believer who learnsto view
affliction in thisway will find that it strengthens “hope” rather than threatening or
weakeningit. “ Suffering producesperseverance.” “ Hypomone” (“perseverance’)
literally means “ aremaining or living under something,” that is persistent patience
intime of trial. Trench callsit “ a noble word that always suggests manliness and
bravery.” It is the courage and confidence to remain under the load of affliction
without faltering or complaint, continuing on no matter how overwhelming the load
may become. The pattern of strengthening must begin with awilling to endure the
suffering. In the parlance of modern physical conditioning, Paul's basic messageis
“No pain - No Gain.”

“ Perseverance, character;” -“ Character” (Greek -“ dokime”) literally means* the
guality of being approved.” Theword isuniquely Paulineinthe New Testament. In
classical Greek it isregularly used to describe the testing process which determined
thegold or silver contentin acoin. Inthiscontext it refersto personal character that
has been tested and tried, as metal is tested in the fire and purged of its impurities.
“Suffering” isthe fire that burns away the weakness and proves and matures the
individual who is able to endure.

“ And character, hope.” - The climax and culmination of this process is “hope.”
Godet is quite correct when he observes that “ Hope is the hinge upon which the
entire paragraph turns.” The English noun “hope” lacks the power of its Greek
counterpart “ elpis.” The English word suggests the desire that things will turn out
in a certain way while the Greek word expresses the certainty that that which we do
not yet possess will one day be ours. We can't see it now, but we are sure that it's
coming. (cf. Hebrews 6:9-20)

“ And hope does not disappoint us...” - The result of false hope, believing in that

175



which does not come to pass is shame and disgrace. The prophets of the Old
Testament affirm repeatedly that those whose hopeisin the Lord need not fear such
an outcome (Cf. Psalm 22:6; 25:3,20; 31:1,17; 71:1; Isaiah 28:16; 50:7; 54:4; Joel
2:26-27). Those who hopein the Lord will be vindicated for thisisthe“hope” that
“does not disappoint us.” The focus of this hope isthe final vindication, complete
salvation, and a favorable verdict in the Last Judgment. “ Christians need not fear
that the judgement will "put them to shame," in the sense that the foundation on
which they have built their lives and hope for eternal blessing should prove
inadequate.” (Moo, p. 304). Thefinal clauseinVerse5iscausa, thatis, it explains
the basisfor the confident hope which has been expressed. The phraseislinked with
the Greek particle “ hoti” (“because”’) which indicates the causal connection. Our
“hope” is confident and secure “ because God has poured out His love into our
hearts by the Holy Spirit, whom Hehasgiven us.” Every believer hasreceived the
“love’ (Greek -“ agape,” “ undeserved, unconditional, graciouslove” ) personally and
individually (“poured out...into our hearts’) by thework of the“ Holy Spirit whom
Hehasgiven us.” Thepicturesqueverb* poured out” (Greek - “ ekkexutai” ) isused
to refer to an abundant, extravagant effusion. Thisisnot a barely adequate trickle,
but an overflowing flood tide of love. The same word is used in Acts 2:17,18 to
describe the outpouring of the Holy Spirit on Pentecost. Thusour hopefor the future
does not rest upon usor our lovefor God. It stands, instead upon the firmrock of the
faithful God's love for us and therefore it is certain for time and for eternity. The
presence of the “Holy Spirit” is not only the proof but also the medium of the
outpouring of God's love (cf. 8:15-17; Galatians 4.6). In 2 Corinthians 1:22, Paul
saysthat God “ has put His Spirit in our heartsasa guarantee.” Theword literally
means “ a down payment” or “ first installment payment” of the heavenly glory that
will one day berevealed. That isexactly therole which St. Paul assignsto the Holy
Spirit in this text.

Yerses 6-8

You see, at just the right time, when we were still powerless, Christ died for the
ungodly. Veryrareywill anyonediefor arighteous man, though for a good man
someone might possibly dareto die. But God demonstratesHisown lovefor usin
this: Whilewe were still sinners, Christ died for us.

“You seg, at just theright time...” - In the verses which follow Paul presents the
incredible nature of the gracious love of God for fallen mankind. That love was not

176



contingent upon anythinginus. Itisspontaneousand absolutely gratuitousin nature.
God loves us ssimply because God is love. Indeed, the gleaming brilliance of His
amazing grace is presented here against the black background of human sinfulness.
At the moment of our greatest need, at the point at which we were totally incapable
of helping or saving ourselves, precisely then, “at just theright time,” God acted on
our behaf. In Christ, He did for us that which we could never have done for
ourselves. Inthe sacred person of His only begotten Son, God Himself became our
substitute. Paul uses a series of highly negative words to describe the natural
condition of every human being. First, wewere* powerless’ (Greek - “ asthenes’ ).
TheEnglish versionstranslatetheword as* helpless,” “ without strength,” “ feeble,”
“sluggish in doingright,” etc. Boiceiscorrect in noting: “ Only the strongest terms
will doin thiscontext, sincetheidea isthat, left to ourselves, none of usisableto do
even one small thing to please God or achieve salvation.” (Boice, p.536) This
adjective iscommonly used torefer to thedebilitation of physical illness (Philippians
2:26-27; Galatians 4:13; 1 Timothy 5:23; 2 Timothy 4:10; 1 Corinthians 11:30). For
St. Paul, theword istypically used to characterize the complete inability of natural
man in matters spiritual (i.e. 1 Corinthians5:43). Thislack of strength persists even
intheredeemed lifeon thisearth (2 Corinthians 11:21-13:9). Itisaltered only by the
presence and the power of the Holy Spirit in the believer.

But our spiritua dilemma is infinitely more profound than the mere absence of
strength. We are actively opposed to God and Hiswill. Paul characterizesthose for
whom Christ died as“theungodly” (Greek -“ asebeis’ - literally “ without reverence
for God” ). Thisisastrong pejorative term reminiscent of the rebellion described in
chapter one (cf. 1:18). The state of rebellion here described applies without
exception to all of humanity. The apostle explicitly includes himself in this blanket
condemnation when he says* Whilewewerestill sinners.” Mankind isby naturein
a state of fierce opposition to the Creator God.

“ God is sovereign, but they oppose Himin His sovereignty. They do not want Him
to rule over them; they want to be free to do as they please. God is holy and they
oppose Himin His holiness. This means that they do not accept His righteousness
and proper moral standards; they do not want their sinful acts and desires to be
calledinto question. . God isomniscient and they oppose Himfor His omniscience.
They are angry that he knows them perfectly, that nothing they think or do ishidden
from His sight. They also oppose Him for His immutability, since immutability

means that God does not change in these or any of His other attributes.” (Boice,
p. 537)
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In Romans 3:23 Paul had declared, “ For all have sinned and fall short of the glory
of God.” He now reminds us that those from whom Christ died were not “ good” or
“righteous’ men but those who have fallen far short of the righteous demands of
God'sholy law. Theincrediblelove of God can only be fully understood in contrast
to the helplessness, godlessness, and sinfulness of man. We do not, and could never
have deserved that which God has done for usin Christ.

“Christ died for us’ - The redemption price has been paid in full on the cross. The
tense of the verb is aorist indicating the once for all nature of the historic fact of
Christ's substitutionary death. “Christ died for us’ - this is the incredible,
incomprehensible good newswhich Paul proclaims. Thefact of Christ'sdeath for the
sins of mankind is asserted both at the beginning (“Christ died for the ungodly.” -
vs.6) and the end (“Christ died for us.” - vs. 8) of the sentence for particular
emphasis. The result of this emphasis is, once again, to highlight the absolutely
gratuitous nature of God's love for humankind. The classic hymn by F.M. Lehman
saysit well:

“The love of God is greater far than tongue or pen can ever tell;
It goes beyond the highest star, and reaches to the lowest hell.

The guilty pair, bowed down with care, God gave His only Son to win;
His erring child He reconciled and rescued from his deadly sin.

Could we with ink the ocean fill, and were the skies of parchment made;
Were every stalk on earth a quill, and every man a scribe by trade;

To write the love of God above would drain the mighty ocean dry;
Nor could the scroll contain the whole, tho stretched above from sky to sky.

Oh, love of God, how rich and pure! How measureless, how wide and strong!
It shall forevermore endure - proclaimed in saints and angels song.”

(HHH, #301)

“But God demonstrates His own love for us...” - The death of Christ for sinful
humanity is the decisive demonstration of God's unconditional love. “ Thereisno
quid pro quo in the love manifested; divine love is spontaneously demonstrated
toward sinnerswithout a hint that it isrepaying a love already shown. The death of
Christisfor us, sinners, precisely the proof of God'slovefor us.” (Fitzmyer, p. 400)
There is a beautiful Trinitarian symmetry in this paragraph. The love of God the
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Father is shown forth in the death of God the Son and that love is* poured into our
hearts by the Holy Spirit”(vs. 5). All three Persons of the Godhead operating
together as one for us and for our salvation.

Yerses 9-10

Since we have now been justified by His blood, how much more shall we be saved
from God's wrath through Him! For if, when we were God's enemies, we were
reconciled to Him through the death of His Son, how much more, having been
reconciled, shall we be saved through Hislife!

“ Since we have now been justified by Hisblood...” The form of argument in each
of these two verses is areversal of the typical rabbinic teaching device known in
Hebrew as“ gal way'yomer” (English - “ Fromlight to heavy”). (cf. Matthew 7:11)
In Western tradition thelogical sequenceisknownas“aminori ad maius’ (English
- “ Fromthelesser tothegreater” ). Inboth phrases Paul contendsthat since God has
aready accomplished the greater or moredifficult task (“ we have now been justified
by Hisblood” - vs. 9; “ when we were God's enemies, we were reconciled to Him
through the death of His Son” vs. 10), there can be no doubt that He will also
accomplish the lesser or easier task (“shall we be saved from God's wrath through
Him” - vs. 9; “shall we be saved through Hislife” - vs. 10).

The cause which merits (“causa meritoria” ) our justification is the blood of Christ
shed for us upon the cross. Lenski correctly argues that “ Blood is specifically used
to denote a sacrificial death, and Christ died by shedding His blood, he could not
have died another kind of death.” (Lenski, p. 350) We who have been “justifiedin
His blood” can confidently await the great day of Christ's return. We need not fear
theawesome“ wrath” of God which will bereveaed on the Day of Judgement for we
have been washed in the blood of the Lamb. In the sacrificial death of Christ our
righteousness has aready been established Our deliverance from wrath on the Last
Day istheresult of that which Christ has already accomplished for us. Accordingly,
it is possible for us to “wait for His Son from heaven, whom He raised from the
dead - Jesus, who rescues us from the coming wrath” (1 Thessalonians 1:10).

“For if, when we were God's enemies, wewerereconciled to Him...” - Sinnersare
not merely “ungodly” and “ powerless,” but have actually becomethe® enemies’ of
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“It IsFinished” - 19" Century Bible lllustration by J. James Tissot
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God. James Dunn writes:

“The pictureis clearly of a sharp hostility between God and humanity; the human
condition independent of God isnot simply a state of human weakness, disregard for
God, and responsiveness to sin; it is also a state of actual rebellion against the
creaturely role of complete dependence on the creator. Man needs to be weaned
away from that delusion about "standing on his own feet," which isreally nothing
more mature than a childish tantrum.” (Dunn, p. 268)

The concept of “ reconciliation” (Greek - “ katallassein™ ) is one of Scriptures most
important descriptions of that which God has done for us and for our salvation in
Christ. Reconciliation refersto the restoration of friendly relationships and of peace
where before there had been alienation and hostility. It implies the removal of the
offense which caused the disruption of peace and harmony. In Scriptureit refersto
God'sactioninremoving the barrier of sin which separated Him fromfallen mankind
by the substitutionary death of His Son.. The innocent Christ takes the place of the
guilty mankind and offers His death as our substitute (*Vicarious Atonement” ). The
other two great reconciliation texts of the New Testament are 2 Corinthians 5:18-21
and Ephesians 2:13-16.

“All thisis from God, who reconciled us to Himself through Christ
and gave us the ministry of reconciliation; that God was reconciling
theworld to Himself in Christ, not counting men's sins against them.
And He has committed to us the message of reconciliation...We
imploreyou on Christ'sbehalf; bereconciled to God. God made Him
who had no sin to be sin for us, so that in Him we might become the
righteousness of God.” (2 Corinthians 5:18-21)

“But now in Christ Jesus, you who were once far away have been
brought near through the blood of Christ. For He Himself is our
peace, who has made the two one and has destroyed the barrier, the
dividing wall of hostility, by abolishing in His flesh the law with its
commandments and regulations. His purpose was to create in
Himself one new man out of the two, thus making peace, andin this
one body to reconcile both of them to God through the cross, by which
He put to death their hostility.” (Ephesians 2:13-16)

Theclose parallel between thejustification language of verse 9 (“ Sincewe have now
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been justified by Hisblood” ) and the reconciliation language of verse 10 (*Wewere
reconciledin Him through the death of His Son” ) demonstrates the close similarity
between these two verbal images of that which God has done for the salvation of
falen mankind. Reconciliation and Justification are indeed “theological
equivalents.” James Dunn is quite correct when he states. “ The temptation to press
for a clear distinction between "justification" and "reconciliation" should be
avoided...Paul regardsthe oneasthe equivalent of theother.” (Dunn, p.259) Inthis
regard, Professor Kurt Marquart hails what he describes as “Luther's grand
eguations’ as characteristic of the evangelical emphasis of Lutheran theology.

“Grace equals forgiveness equals justification equals redemption equals
reconciliation equals propitiation. These are theological not philological
equivalents. Of course the words "propitiation,” "redemption,” and the rest, mean
different things- but they refer to the sametheol ogical reality, though fromdifferent
angles or aspects of it. This is not scholarly carelessness on Luther's part, but
pastoral meat and potatoes orientation. Impatient with everything frilly and
pedantic, Luther concentratesmassively on the Gospel essentials-- andwith him, the

Lutheran Church.” (Marquart, p.42)

Thisact of reconciliation is objective, in the sense that it takes place not within man
or asthe result of anything man has done, but within the heart of God Himself. The
great Lutheran dogmatician Franz Pieper writes:

“ Scriptureteaches the objective reconciliation. Nineteen hundred years ago Christ
effected the reconciliation of all men with God. God does not wait for men to
reconcile Him with themsel ves by means of any efforts of their own. Heis already
reconciled. Thereconciliation is an accomplished fact, just like the creation of the
world. Romans 5:10: "We werereconciled to God by the death of His Son." When
Christ died, God becamereconciled. As Christ's death liesin the past, so also our
reconciliation is an accomplished fact. 2 Corinthians 5:19: "God was in Christ,
reconciling” (namely, when Christ lived and died on earth) "theworld unto Himself.
Thekatallassein of Romans5:10 and 2 Corinthians 5:19 does not refer - let thisfact
benoted - to any change that occursin men, but describesan occurrenceintheheart
of God. It was God who laid His anger by on account of the ransom brought by
Christ. It was God who had at that time already in His heart forgiven the sins of the
whole world, for the statement: "God was in Christ, reconciling the world unto
Himself* means - and that isnot our, but the apostle's own inter pretation - that God
did not "imputetheir trespasses unto them.” And "not imputing their trespasses” is,
according to Scripture (Romans 4:6-8) synonymous with "forgiving sins,”
"justifying” thesinner. Theresurrectionof Christis, asHoly Writ teaches, theactual
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absol ution of the whole world of sinners. Romans 4.25: "Who was raised again for
our justification." At that time we were objectively declared free from sin.”

(Pieper, 11, p.348)

“Through thedeath of HisSon.” - JustificationinVerse9isaccomplished“ by His
blood” (Greek -“ en” ), and now reconciliation isaccomplished “through” (Greek -
“dia”) “thedeath of HisSon.” Theatonement pricewaspaidinfull onthecrossand
the innocent death of God's own Son becomes the means through which
reconciliationisaccomplished. ItisGodwhoisat work here, not man. Theverb“we
were reconciled” is passive. We are reconciled to God by God. R.C.H. Lenski
asserts:

“ God always loved the world (John 3:16). It was this love which dated from all
eternity that caused Him to give His Son into death for the ungodly world. God
needed no reconciliation, nothing to change Him - why should He change? The
whole trouble was with us, with what we had made ourselves (enemies), with the
state into which we had placed ourselves (sin, godlessness)...\We were wrong, we
alone; a change had to take place in our case, and we could not make it ourselves,
God had to make it. It took the sacrificial death of His Son to do it...Thisis an
objective act. It wrought a change with or upon these enemies, not within them. It,
as yet, did not turn their enmity into friendship, nor did it make the world the
kingdom. It changed the unredeemed into the redeemed world. The instant Christ
died the whole world of sinners was changed completely. It was now a world for
whose sin atonement had been made and no longer a world with unatoned
sins...Even all thedamned in hell werethusreconciled to God. Not asmenwho were
never reconciled are they damned but as men who spurned God's reconciliation

through Christ.” (Lenski, p.352,353)

“How much more, having been reconciled, shall we be saved through Hislifel” -
Once again the argument flows from the greater to the lesser (“a maiori ad minor”).
If God in Christ has indeed accomplished the reconciliation of the holy God with
sinful mankind, then there can be no doubt that the triumphant Lord who lives and
reigns at the right hand of God in heaven will restore His peopleto thelifefor which
they werecreated inthebeginning. InVerse9, salvation referred to deliverancefrom
thewrath of God'sjudgment onthe Last Day That isalso the point of reference here.
Our salvation will be consummated when Christ returnsin glory to lead His people
into the joy of life eternal. He who was dead is alive and hislifeis our promise of
immortality. Heisthe“firstfruits of those who have fallen asleep” (1 Corinthians
15:20) and because He lives we know that we too shall live.
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Yerse 11
Not only is this so, but we also rejoice in God through our Lord Jesus Christ,
through who we have now received reconciliation.

“Not onlyisthisso...” - For thethird time in the chapter the apostle expresses his
confident joy inthe Lord - “Weregjoicein the hope of the glory of God” (vs. 2) and
“wealsoregoicein our sufferings’ (vs. 3). Butthereisstill more! The Christian can
exult not only in the hope of glory, and in temporal afflictions that have becomein
Christ asource of blessing, but also in God Himself who has accomplished this great
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“ Surely HeHas Borne Our Griefsand Carried Our Sorrows”
by Rudolf Schéfer, 1932
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reconciliation on our behalf. St. John Chysostom writes: “ And so the fact of His
saving us, and saving us too when we were in such a plight, and doing it not merely
by His Only-begotten, but by His blood, weaves for us endless crownsto glory in.”
(Moo, p.314)

Yerses 12-14

Therefore, just as sin entered the world through one man, and death through sin,
and in thisway death cameto all men, because all sinned - for beforethe law was
given, sin wasin theworld. But sinisnot taken into account wherethereisno law.
Nevertheless, death reigned from thetime of Adam to thetime of Moses, even over
those who did not sin by breaking a command, as did Adam, who was a pattern of
the oneto come.

“Therefore, just assin entered theworld...” - Lenski marvelsat the scope and power
of the paragraph which now begins:

“ Sarting with himself and the Romans, Paul sweeps through the world age, from
Adam to the last day, from one border of eternity to the other, Christ being in the
center. Thisistheologyindeed! With a sure hand fact is placed beside fact, and the
one paragraph isenough. Wheresavein Holy Writ istherea paragraph to compare
with this? The detailed discussion on various points must not be allowed to confuse
the student, must not dimhisvision of theimmensity which Paul here causesto tower

before him.” (Lenski, p. 357)

Dr. Douglas Moo asserts that these verses are among the most theologically
significant in the entire Epistle to the Romans. “ Paul paints with broad brush
strokes a "bird's eye" picture of the history of redemption. His canvas is human
history, and the scope isuniversal.” (Moo, p.314)

The paragraph begins with the with the linking word “ Therefore” (Greek - “ dia
touto” - literally, “ for thisreason™ ). Inthe preceding verses Paul had demonstrated
the gratuitous nature of God's action in thejustification and reconciliation of sinners.
He now demonstrates why all men were sinners and thus in absolute need of that
divine action on their behalf.

Most commentators agree that this sentence is grammatically incomplete.

(Grammarians call this an “ anacoluthon.”) Paul introduces a comparison with the
words “just as’ (Greek - “hosper”). However, he then digresses into an extended
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explanation of the first part of that comparison and never grammatically returns to
complete his thought. The expected conclusion finally comes in Verse 14, but
without the grammatical structure which would normally introduce it and connect it
to that which had come before. The apostle's point is clear nonetheless: Adam and
Christ are the pivotal figures upon whom the eternal fate of humanity turns.

“TheFall Into Sin” - Woodcut from the “ Libecker Bibel” - 1494

“Sin entered the world through one man...” - Reference to “sin” in the singular,
with the definite article, istypical of the Letter to the Romans. Paul does not view
“sin,” in thefirst instance asindividual actions or misbehavior. Instead itisabasic
reality, amalignant, malevolent forcewhich“reigns’ (5:20), can be* obeyed” (6:16-
17), payswages (6:23), seizesopportunity (7:8,11), “ decelves’ and“kills’ (7:11,13).
“In aword, he personifies sin, picturing it as a power that holds sway in the world
outside Christ, bringing disaster and death on all humanity.” (Moo, p. 319) “ Sin”
was not a part of the world which God created (cf. Genesis 1:31). The perfect world
whichthe L ord God had fashioned for man wasdestroyed by thewillful disobedience
of Adam, the first man, the father of the human race. Through Adam's“breaking a
command” (vs.14), “ trespass’ (vs. 15),and*” disobedience’ (vs. 19),” sinenteredthe
world.” Sin strides onto the stage of human history as Adam takes and eats the
forbidden fruit. Theverb“entered”’ suggeststheintrusion of evil into the goodness
of God's creation. The phrase echoes the language of the Apocrypha book “ The
Wisdomof Solomon” which sadly notes: “ Through the devil's envy death entered the
world.” (2:24). Adamstandsalonein hisresponsibility for mankind'sdownfall. The
phrase “through one man” is repeated twelve times in this paragraph for
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unmistakable emphasis. Although Eve sinned first, mankind did not fall until thesin
of Adam. Adam wasthe “ head.” Hiswas the responsibility/authority. When Eve
acted, shedid so asan individual, for herself alone. When Adam acted he did so on
behalf of humanity. In Adam's action, the nature of mankind was changed forever.
Paul's argument is clearly based on the assumption that the text of Genesis Chapter
3isan accurate account of actual historical events. No other understanding of these
versesispossible. Thosewho would challengethe historicity of the Genesis account
must do so in contradiction to Scripture's clear interpretation of itself. Furthermore,
the comparison which Paul draws herein Romans5 reveal sthe enormoustheol ogical
implications of the historicity of the Fall account in Genesis 3. A denial of the Fall
Is not merely an unimportant debate about an obscure and insignificant Old
Testament text. Our understanding of the entire plan of salvation is at stake. John
MacArthur correctly notes:

“ The fact that Adam and Eve were not only actual historical figures but were the
original human beings from whom all others have descended is absolutely critical
to Paul's argument here and is critical to the efficacy of the Gospel of Jesus Christ.
If a historical Adamdid not represent all mankind in sinfulness, a historical Christ
could not represent all mankind in righteousness. If all men did not fall with thefirst
Adam, all men could not be saved by Christ, the second and last Adam.”

(MacArthur, p.294)

“ And death through sin, and in thisway death cameto all men becauseall sinned.”

- At thetime of hiscreation, God had warned Adam, “ You arefreeto eat from any
treein thegarden; but you must not eat from thetree of the knowledge of good and
evil, for when you eat of it you will surely die.” (Genesis 2:16,17). Desth is the
inevitable result of sin: the inescapable wage which must be paid (Romans 6:23).
Man, who was created for immortality, is doomed to death because of his willful
disobedience of the Creator God. At the moment of Adam'’s sin, death became an
inescapable part of the human reality. From that time on, Adam's condition, and that
of all hisdescendants, wasterminal. Although hewasto livefor more than 900 years
thereafter, death was his companion every day. It was exactly as God had warned
Adam it would be: “ By the sweat of your brow you will earn your food, until you
return totheground, sincefrom it you weretaken; for dust you areand to dust you
will return.” (Genesis 3:19)The sixteenth century Reformation artist Hans Sebald
Beham graphically depicts this fatal reality in a 1533 woodcut entitled “ The Fall.”

Beham was an artist in the German city of Nuremberg, a student and protege of
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thefamous Albrecht Direr. He capturesthe crucial moment as Eve stands beforethe
tree of the knowledge of good and evil. Her right hand acceptsthe apple held in the
serpent's gaping jaws while her left hand extends to share another with her husband.
Adam passively reaches out to take the forbidden fruit offered by hiswife. A leering
death’'s head sprouts from the center of the tree of the knowledge of good and evil.
Thetree's branches become skeletal arms stretching out from the skull to enfold the
doomed pair in afatal embrace. The woodcut presentslink between Adam'ssin and
death's entrance into the world of men with chilling clarity.

In the Greek text the noun “ death” like it counterpart “sin” has the definite article.
“Death” is thus presented not as an abstract force, but as the personification of a
destructive power that would drag all of humanity down into the depths of the grave.
The connection between the action of “the one man” and the fate of “all men” is
unequivocally asserted. Theclassic Lutheran hymn by Lazarus Spengler saysit well:

“ All mankind fell in Adam's fall, one common sin infects us all;
From sire to son the bane descends, and over all the curse impends.

Thro' all man's powers corruption creeps and himin dreadful bondage keeps;
In guilt he draws his infant breath and reaps its fruit of woe and death.

From hearts depraved, to evil prone, flow thoughts and deeds of sin alone;
God'simage lost, the darkened soul nor seeks nor finds its heavenly goal.” (TLH #369)

The link between Adam's sin and its consequences for his posterity was clearly
understood among the people of the Old Testament era as the following quotations
from the apocryphal books of 2 Baruch and 4 Ezra indicate:

“With the Most High no account is taken of much time and of few years. For what
did it profit Adam that he lived 930 years and transgressed that which he was
commanded? Therefore, the multitude of time that he lived did not profit him, but
it brought death and cut off the years of those who were born from him.” (2

Baruch 17:3)

“ For when Adam sinned, death was decreed against those who wereto be born, the
multitude of those who would be born was numbered. And for that number a place
was prepared where the living ones might live and where the dead might be

preserved.” (2 Baruch 23:4)
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“ O Adam, what did you do to all who were born after you? And what will be said
of the first Eve who obeyed the serpent, so that this whole multitude is going to

corruption. And countless are those whomthe fire devours.” (2 Baruch 48:43)

“ For although Adam sinned first and has brought death on all who were not in his
own time, yet each of themwho has been born fromhim has prepared for himself the

coming torment.” (2 Baruch 54:15)

“O sovereign Lord, did you not
speak when you formed the earth
- and that without any help - and
commanded the dust and it gave
you Adam... And you laid upon
him one commandment of yours;
but he transgressed it, and
immediately you appointed death
for him and for his
descendants...For thefirst Adam,
burdened with an evil heart,
transgressed and was overcome,
as were also all who were
descended from him. Thus the

disease became permanent.” (4
Ezra, 3:4,7,21)

In the language of theol ogy,
the legacy of Adam's
disobedience is called
“original sin.” Original Sin
~ isthesinful natureinherited
% . N = = by every naturally born

“The Generations of Adam” by Hans Sebald Beham - 1530 descendant of Adam as the
result the first man's

transgression. Original sin includes hereditary guilt. The guilt of Adam, the father
and head of the human race, would be imputed to all who were to come from him.
Hans Beham depicts thistruth in a1530 series of woodcuts entitled “ The Patriarchs
of Genesis.” The first family in the series is that of Adam. The father of the race
stands next to hiswifewith hischildren at hisfeet. Behind Adam and Eve standsthe
grim figure of death in the form of a decaying corpse whose skeletal arms reach out
to enfold them al. Through Adam’s sin  “Death came to all men.” Lutheran
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theol ogian Adolf Hoenecke correctly definesthe relationship between Adam and all

of his descendantsin this way:

“ The solereason why all men born since Adamarealready at their birthinthe state
of corruption, into which Adam plunged by the Fall, is this, that God regards the
deed of Adam as their deed, charges them with its guilt, and sentences them to be
born in the miserable state of hereditary corruption asone deserved by themsel ves.”

(Pieper, |, p.539)

“Death from Eden’s Tree and Lifefrom the Tree of the
Cross’ - 15" Century I llumination
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Adam'ssinisnot merely that
of aprivateindividual. “He
IS regarded as the common
parent, head, root, stock,
sour ce and r epr esentative of
thewholerace” (Schmid, p.
239). As our source, he
stood in our place. Adam
was, in that sense, a
corporate figure, a
personification of the race,
both biologically and
representatively (cf.
Hebrews 7:10). All those
who wereto comefrom him,
lived in him. When he
sinned, wesinned alongwith
him. When hefell, mankind
fell too. The guilt of hissin
was imputed to all of his
progeny. As the modern
Lutheran hymnist Martin
Franzmann says it “In
Adam we have all been one,
one huge rebellious man.
We all have fled the evening
voice that sought us as we
ran.”  The Hebrew text
which expressesthisconcept



most explicitly is4 Ezra7:118 - “ O Adam, what have you done? For though it was
you who sinned, the fall was not yours alone, but ours also who are your
descendants!”

But original sin is more than mere guilt. When Adam sinned, what it meant to be
human mutated into a grotesque caricature of the perfection of God's original
creation. The seed of manwasimpurefromthat tragic moment on. Thedivineimage
was lost, replaced by a profound hereditary corruption which the Lutheran
Confessions describe with these grim words:

“A deep, wicked, horrible, fathomless, inscrutable, and unspeakable corruption of
theentirenatureand all itspowers, especially of the highest, principle power s of the
soul inthe understanding, heart and will so that now, sincethe Fall, maninheritsan
inbornwicked disposition andinwardimpurity of heart, evil lust and propensity; that
we all, by disposition and nature inherit from Adam such a heart, feeling, and
thought as are, according to their highest powers and light of reason, naturally
inclined and disposed directly contrary to God and his chief commandments, yea,
that they are enmity against God, especially asregardsdivineand spiritual things.”

(Formula of Concord, SD 1, 3)

Scripture does not define the specific manner in which this hereditary corruption
perpetuates itself and is passed from generation to generation (Latin - “propagatio
peccati” ). Martin Chemnitz cautions:. “ How the soul contractsthat sin we need not
know, sincethe Holy Spirit has not been pleased to disclose thisin certain and clear
Scriptural testimonies.” However, while refraining from specific definitions, the
fathers of the Lutheran Church reject the speculation of those who believe that God
creates anew soul at the conception of every human being as contrary to Scripture.
John Andrew Quenstedt, one of the great theologians of the age of orthodoxy,
carefully summarizes the Lutheran view in this way:

“ The soul of the first man wasimmediately created by God; but the soul of Eve was
produced by propagation, and the souls of the rest of men are created, not daily, nor
begotten of their parents as the body or souls of brutes, but by virtue of the divine
blessing (Genesis 1:28), are propagated, "per traducem,” (Latin from traductio -
through trans-mission or transfer) by their parents ... As human reason, not
enlightened by Holy Scripture, knows little that is certain concerning the departure
of the human soul from the body, and its condition after its departure, so also it can
define nothing certain concerning the origin of the human soul in or with the body.
We distinguish between traduction, or the propagation itself of the soul, and the
mode of traduction or propagation. That the soul is propagated by parents
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procreating children, and that souls are not immediately created or infused by God,
is sufficiently manifest fromthe Holy Scriptures; but the mode has not been defined,

and therefore, we refrain from its determination and definition.” (Schmid,
p.166,167)

Thefatal result of Adam'stransgression
spreads to every single human being -
“death came to all.” The particular
violations of the law of God which men
commit, the individua sins (“all
sinned”) are the result of the sinful
nature which we inherit from the first
sinner and his original sin. The NIV's
translation of the conjunction “ eph ho”

as*“ because” isinconsistent with Paul's
line of thought. The conjunction hereis
not causative, it is consecutive. It
should be translated as “ with the result
that.” We sin because we are sinners.
Before Adam's sin man was immortal
and righteous. After Adam's sin man
was mortal and sinful. “ Death cameto
all” with the sinfulness that Adam
brought uponus. All theindividual sins
which we commit are the result of that “Temptation” by J. James Tissot
deadly sinfulness.

“For beforethelaw was given, sin wasin theworld” - “Thelaw” inthis phrase
is the written law of Moses. Even without the written law, “sin was in the world.”

The deadly power of sin was immediately in evidence when Cain, Adam's firstborn
son murdered his brother Abel. Thus even in the absence of the written law “ death
reigned from the time of Adam to the time of Moses.” Once again Paul notes that
the basic function of the law is to make us aware of sin (cf. 3:20, 4:15). Thefina
phrasein Verse 13, “ But sin is not taken into account wherethereisno law,” isa
virtual repetition of Romans 4:15. When man sins without the law, his wrongdoing
Is still sin, but he is not guilty of “transgression,” that is, a deliberate act of
disobedience in defiance of a specific prohibition.
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“When one transgresses a command of law, that law charges this up as a
transgression. In other words, law shows the gravity of sin, shows it as
transgression, chargesit up as such. Thisis one of its functions. But death reigns
through sin just the same whether some code of law or some specific command does
this charging up or not.” (Lenski, p.365)

Adam was guilty of breaking a specific command which he had received directly
from God. Oncethelaw had been given at Sinai, mankind was agai n confronted with
specific directives from God which served to reveal and define man's godlessness,
unrighteousness and rebellion. The law stood as man's accuser (“lex semper
accusat” ). But sin and death still prevailed “ even over those who did not sin by
breakingacommandasdid Adam.” Sinand its consequent death are not dependent
upon the law.

“ Adam who was the pattern of the oneto come.” - The apostle now resumes the
main thrust of his argument and turns from the first Adam, the death-bringer, to the
second Adam, the life-giver. The Greek noun is*“ typos’ which meansa“ type” or
“ pattern.” Theword “ type” denotes those Old Testament persons, institutions, or
events that have a divinely intended function of prefiguring realities to be reveaed
in Christ and HisNew Testament. Adam, thefirst man, and Christ, the Second Adam,
correspond to one another as men whose actions have had universal impact upon
humanity. The effect which the Second Adam had upon mankind is exactly the
opposite of the effect which the first Adam had. In fact the Second Adam came for
the specific purpose of undoing that which had been done by the first Adam. Inthe
verses which follow, the apostle will explain both the parallel and the difference.
Lenski insists that this insightful comparison in foundational for all of Christian
theol ogy:

“ Adam'sfatal act typifies Christ'sact of deliverancein a certain vital way. Thelatter
had to undo theformer, and it isthusthat Adamtypifies Christ. Paul now presentsthe
entire correspondence. It is so vital because it goes to the bottom of both sin and
deliverance fromsin. All elsethat is said in the Scriptures regarding either or both
restson what is herereveal ed as the absolute bottom. All of our teaching ought to go

back to this essential paragraphin Paul's epistle.” (Lenski, p. 366)
Paul draws the same crucial comparison in 1 Corinthians 15 as he discusses the

victory of life over death in the resurrection of the body and the glorified bodies of
the saintsin heaven:
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“TheRaising of Lazarus’ by Rudolf Schéafer

“So it iswritten: " The first man Adam became a living being"; the
last Adam, alifegiving spirit. Thespiritual did not comefirst, but the
natural, and after that the spiritual. Thefirst man was of the dust of
the earth, the second man from heaven. Aswas the earthly man, so
arethosewho are of theearth; and asisthe man from heaven, so also
arethose who are of heaven. And just aswe have bornethe likeness
of the earthly man, so shall we bear the likeness of the man from

heaven.” (vss.45-49)

Yerses 15-17

But thegiftisnot likethetrespass. For if the many died by the trespass of the one
man, how much more did God's grace and the grace that came by the gift of the
oneman, Jesus Christ, overflow to themany? Again, thegift of Godisnot likethe
result of the one man's sin: The judgment followed one sin and brought
condemnation, but thegift followed many trespassesand brought justification. For
if, by the trespass of the one man, death reigned through that one man, how much
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more will those who receive God's abundant provision of grace and of the gift of
righteousnessreign in life through the one man, Jesus Christ.

“But the gift is not like the
trespass.” - The paragraph
begins with the adversative
conjunction“ But,” because Paul
Is now defining and qualifying
the contrast within the parallél
between Adam and Christ. They
are dike in that the actions of
both are determinative  for
mankind but they are adso
different in the nature of their
|| actions and their consequences.
These three verses present the
J{ two basic contrasts between the
work of Adam and that of Christ.
That contrast is heightened by
the language of the text. That
which Christ has done is called
“thegift” (Greek - “ charisma”).
The term is based on the Greek
Al word “charis’ which means
“grace.” A“charisma’ isagift
of God's grace, an embodiment
of the undeserved love of God,
“the concrete expression of
God's generous and powerful
concern for His creation...a
“ Death - the Victor” 1496 Woodcut by Nicholas|e Rouge medium through which God's

graciousness is experienced in
Christ.” (Dunn, p. 30) Adam's act, on the other hand, is labeled as “ the trespass’
(Greek - “ parabasis’). Inthis context it carries the connotation of “ transgression,”
the crossing of aclearly defined line, adeliberate breach of the law.

“For if themany died by thetrespass of theoneman...” - Each contrast ispresented

196



with theformula® For if...how much more.” Thefirst part of the contrast describes
the describes the consequence of Adam's action. In the preceding phrase Paul used
the Greek noun “ parabasis’ which means “ transgression” or “ trespass.” In this
phrase, however, and slightly different word, “ paraptoma,” isused. Theword means
“false step,” “dip,” or “blunder.” It is a strong term which brings out the full
gravity of Adam's deed. Lenski tranglates the word as “fall” and comments: “ It
excludesall excuse, it brings out the full gravity of the act that constitutesthe"Fall."
So grave was the inexcusable fall of Adamthat it killed all men so that the hope of
deliverance seemed to be gone forever.” (Lenski, p.368) Those impacted by “the
trespass of the one man” are called “the many” (Greek - “ hoi polloi”). Paul's use
of thisphraseisrooted in the Old Testament, especially Isaiah 53, whereits Hebrew
equivalent is used inclusively as areference to everyoneor to all. That is certainly
the intended sense here. The consequence of Adam's action was that all men died.

“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?” - The superlative quality of God's
undeserved love is suggested by the double reference to “grace” in this sentence.
That undeserved love comes to us freely through the act of “the one man, Jesus
Christ.” Onceagain, asinthe preceding phrase, therecipientsof theoneman'saction
are“the many,” namely, namely mankind. Lest there be any misunderstanding that
Paul merely equates Adam's action with Christ's, the apostle usesaverb that conveys
the sense of overabundant surplus (Greek - “ perisseuein” - “overflow”). “The
fullness of Paul's language matches the content: on the side of Christ thereis an
"abounding,” an overflowing, an overwhelming and triumphant "much more."
(Franzmann, p.100). Stockhardt's summary is helpful:

“Thereis, however, a difference in the parallel. The offense effected the many, but
"much more" thefree gift. If oneaccurately compares the offense with the free gift,
thereisontheside of thefreegift a plussign, a plus of evidence and certainty. What
Paul contraststo the offenseisthe grace of God, the gracious disposition which God
shows, and the gift which consists in the grace of the one man, Jesus Christ, in the
grace which Jesus Christ has shown. In the grace of that one Man, Jesus Christ,
God's grace manifestsitself. Andthegrace of God isan altogether different power,
ismuch greater, stronger, and effectively more powerful than the transgression of
theoneman. For that reasonitissaid of thegrace of God and Jesus Christ, not only
that it came unto the many, but that it "abounded" unto many, wasrichly poured out
uponthem. Therefore, sincethe boundlessgraceof Godin Christ liesinthebalance,
all who suffer under the evil effect of Adam's sin can and should be all the more

certain that they also sharein the free gift of Christ.” (Stockhardt, p.70)
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“Death Rides Forth as a Conqueror from the Jaws of Hell”
1496 Woodcut by Nicholas le Rouge

“Again, thegift of Godisnot liketheoneman'ssin...” - Thesecond contrast is now
introduced. Thistime the contrast is between the gift that comes through Christ and
the condemnation which was the result of Adam's sin.

“The judgment followed one sin and brought condemnation, but the gift followed
many trespasses and brought justification.” - Asin the preceding segment the
apostle proceeds to elaborate the contrast. Paul uses the forensic language of the law
court on both sides of the contrast. The “one sin” of Adam results in “judgment”
(Greek - “krima” ), the act of ajudgein rendering averdict. That verdictis“ Guilty!”
and brings“ condemnation” (Greek -“ katakrima” ) uponall of humanity. In Greek the
second termisanintensification of the first (“krima” and “ katakrima”). It denotes
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not only the pronouncement of the guilty verdict but the consequent execution of the
sentence. Thus, in this one word Paul reminds his readers not only of Adam's sin
itself but also of the death which came upon mankind asaresult of that sin. On the
other hand, the gracious “ gift” of God becomes all the more magnificent with the
recognition that it does not merely follow one sin but all the sins of mankind, the
“many trespasses’ down through the centuries. “ That one single misdeed should be
answered by judgment, thisis perfectly understandable; that the accumulated sins
and qguilt of all the ages should be answered by God's free gift, thisisthe miracle of
miracles, utterly beyond human comprehension.” (Cranfield, cited by Moo, p. 338)
Theresult of that which Christ, the Second Adam, hasdoneis“justification” (Greek
- “dikaioma”’ ). Thelanguage is again forensic, courtroom talk. “ Condemnation”
means the pronouncement of a guilty verdict by the judge. “Justification” is its
positive counterpart, the pronouncement of “ Not Guilty!,” thejudge'sdeclaration of
an acquittal.

“For if, by the trespass of the one man, death reigned through that oneman...” -
The“For if...How much more” structure of Verse 15 is here repeated, using many
of thesametermsfromtheearlier verse. Thisverseisthe summary and climax of the
contrast which has already been presented. “ Death reigned” over all of humanity
because of “the trespass of the one man.” Adam's original sin was the instrument
throughwhich death has exercised itsfatal dominionthroughout all of human history.
“death reigned through the one man.” The use of the aorist tense in the verb
“reigned” isdesigned “ to present the whole sweep of Adam's epoch as summed up
in the one instant of the death to which all must bow the knee.” (Dunn, p. 281)

“How much more will those who receive God's abundant provision of grace...” -
Now comes the exposition of the other verdict. The apostle's language builds in
superfluousrepetitioninadeliberate effort to reflect the superabundant quality of the
grace given and received. God is the active agent here; He alone is the Giver.
“Those who receive God's abundant provision of grace” are believers, the passive
recipients of that which God has done for them in Christ. Dr. Stoeckhardt rightly
emphasi zes both the crucial role of faith and its passive nature:

“ Along with Luther and the majority of other commentators, we translate "hoi
lambanontes" as "those who receive,”" not as "those who accept." Thus, lifeis not
dependant upon the act of acceptance but upon the gift of righteousness. The
individual, therefore, becomes the recipient of this gift for his own person, and
receives it as his own. That takes place through faith. Thus the expression
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“lambanein” is used whenever a person comprehends as a recipient anything that
hasto do with the concept of faith. However faith does not come about as something
doneby theindividual who takesthegift for himself. Instead, through faith he comes
into personal possession of the gift, which he appliesto himself. Itisonly believers
who will "de facto" rule in life in the days to come. To be sure, "dikaioma"
(Justification) isfor the many, that isfor all men. And asa result of this, heavenis
opento all men. Salvation has been prepared for all men. Nonethel ess, only hewho
appropriates the gift of righteousness by faith, and thereby receives it as his own,
will actually obtain life. Those who spurn and despise this "diakaioma’
(Justification) go out empty and deprive themselves of the benefitsand fruits of this
eternal salvation. However, itisnot merely the gift of righteousnesswhich appears
here asthe object of "lambanein," but "ten periseian tes charistos kai tes doreastes
dikaiosunes." The emphasis lies upon the expanded definition of this object. The
grace of God, His gracious disposition was manifested and at work. And it isan
abundance of this grace and righteousness which we receive, or which wewho are
inthefaith can now say we havereceived. Boundlessgrace and righteousnessisour

lot.” (Stockhardt, Romerbrief, p. 255)

Theverdict of condemnation was perfect justice. Thetrespassof theoneman, Adam,
resulted in the reign of death over all of his posterity. That which sin deserved, it
received, “ quid pro quo.” That which had been earned was decreed, nothing more
or less. Thereis, however, no comparable equivalencein the verdict of justification.
Here, instead, iswhat Lenski describes as “ unrestrainted abundance.” Rather than
the minimum legal requirement, the divine response to man's dilemma is “ God's
abundant provision of grace’” and “the gift of righteousness.”

Just as death reigned through the trespass of one man, so those who receive God's
undeserved love and the gift of justification by faith will “reign in lifethrough the
one man, Jesus Christ.” The saved are not merely delivered from death, they are
carried over to the triumphant reign of life eternal with God in Christ (cf. 2 Timothy
2:11-13; 4:8; Revelation 20:4; 22:5). The opposite to the cold and crushing rule of
death is boundless enjoyment of life everlasting, theregal life of aking. Thisisthe
goal of justification and the purpose for all that which Christ has done. Heis“the
one man” who as Adam's counterpart, will undo the fatal damage that was donein
thefirst man'sfal. The“reign of life” comesonly “through” (Greek - “ dia”) him,
the one Mediator between God and man.
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Yerses 18-19

Consequently, just astheresult 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. For just asthrough the disobedience of the one man the many were made
sinners, so also through the
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‘Consequently....” - The
- summation, the final
deduction of Paul's argument,
f’f/»—f—”ﬂf% now arrivesintroduced by the

=5 (Greek - “ara oun”).
), “ Examination will show that

% every element of Verse 18 is

<% already present either
N/ //’/// implicitly or explicitly in the

\ N ,/ preceding verses.” (Murray,
8./ p. 199) The familiar formula

¢ isrepeated again “just as...so
2i also” to present the
o A correspondence between
7 A )
7. ¢ /: Adam and Christ as type and
) ¥ antitype.

1“The result of one trespass
4 was condemnation for all
2] men,” - Dunn describes this
phrase as “a masterly
compression of the different
aspects picked out in the preceding verses’ (Dunn, p.283). The Greek text is
elliptical, that is, abbreviated, lacking words which must be supplied by the reader.
The text literally reads - “ through the mediation of one man's fall - for all men a
verdict of condemnation.” Once more, the direct link between the sin of Adam and
the inherent sinfulness of all those who come from Adam is clearly asserted. When
Adam sinned, al mankind became sinful and fell under the verdict of condemnation.
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“ So also theresult of the one act of righteousness wasjustification that bringslife
for all men.” -  In contrast to the “one trespass’ of Adam which brought
condemnation, Christ's” one act of righteousness’ (Greek - “ dikaioma” ) resultsin
“justification that bringslife for all men.” The “one act of righteousness’ isthe
factual basison the basis of which the divine verdict of righteousness (justification)
is rendered. In this instance, the “one act of righteousness’ does not refer to a
specificisolated action but to theentirety of our Lord's substitutionary lifeand death.
Stoeckhardt notes:

“ Christ was obedient unto death and the cross, and He demonstrated His obedience
by dying on the cross. But the content of the "dikaioma™ of Christ goes still further,
including all of the obedience which Christ rendered to God in life, suffering and
death, the " obedientia activa et passiva.” Christ fulfilled all the righteousness of the
law; He fully satisfied the righteousness of God, not only its punishments but also
itsdemands. Christ's entire walk upon this earth, culminating in His death, was a
single unified act of righteousness ("recte factum').” (Stéckhardt, Romerbrief,

p.260)

The“trespass’ of Adam condemned mankind to death. The“act of righteousness’
carried out by Christ restoresman to life again. It is, as Paul correctly describes it,
“justification that bringslife for all men.” Lifeisthe whole point and purpose of
justification. Man wascreated for lifein thebeginning. Instead. the disobedience of
the first man brought on the reign of death. The purpose of justification isto restore
mankind to the eterna life with God for which we were intended. The parallel
between the universal significance of thesetwo diametrically different actions could
not be more clearly drawn. James Dunn emphasizes the profound theological
importance of the “ Adam Christology” presented in this paragraph:

“ At this point the features of Adam Christology are most sharply drawn, with
Christ's work described precisely as the antithesis to Adam's - the deed which
accords with God's will set against the trespass which marked humankind's wrong
turning, the act defined as obedience precisely becauseit isthe reversal of Adam's
disobedience. Theinaugurating act of the new epoch isthus presented as a counter
to and cancellation of theinaugurating act of the old. Christ'sright turn undoing
Adam'swrong turn. Paul may well intend to suggest the idea of Christ'sroleasa
retracing that of Adam, a recapitulation or rerunning of the divine programfor man
in which the first Adam's destructive error was both refused and made good by the
last Adam, thus opening the way for the fulfillment of God's purpose for man

(Hebrews 2:6-15).” (Dunn, p. 297)
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“For just as through the disobedience of the one man the many...” - Thisisthe
climax of the extended comparison between Adam and Christ. Verse 19 restatesand
el aboratesthe basic point of this segment using the same structureasVerse 18 (“just
as...so also”), but with slightly different wording. Paul reverts to the Hebraism of
Verse 15 to designate those who are affected by the actions of Adam and Christ. “ All
men” (vs. 18) again become “the many” (vs.15) Aspreviously noted, the Hebrew
phrase is an inclusive reference to everyone (cf. Notes, p.192) which in thiscaseis
consistent with the purpose of Verse 19 as areiteration of Verse 18. At the same
time, theclear parallelism of thetext in Verse 19 requiresthat both referencesto” the
many” within the Verse be understood in the sameway. The “many” who were
made sinnersthrough the“ disobedience” of thefirst Adam and the “ many” who are
justified through the “obedience” of the second Adam are identical. In both
instances the reference is to all mankind.

Paul's choice of wordsis crucial. Adam's action had been previously described as
“breakingacommand” (vs. 14), the“sin” (vs.16), and the“ trespass’ (vs.15,17,18).
Each of theseterms carriesits own unique connotation. Now Adam'sdeed islabeled
as*“ the disobedience of theone man.” (Greek - “ parakones tou enos anthropou” ).
The word emphasizes the voluntary nature of Adam's act and naturally recalls the
Genesis account of God's instruction to Adam (2:16-17) and the man's deliberate
disregard for God's word (3:1-6). Adam chose to disobey. He was not coerced or
deceived (cf. 1 Timothy 2:14). The result of “the disobedience of the one man” is
that “the many were made sinners” The verb “were made” (Greek -
“ katesthatesan” ) means“ were constituted,” or “ werecausedtobe.” It referstothe
judicial act by which one is placed in a state or condition. Fitzmyer correctly
comments: “ Adam's disobedience placed the mass of humanity in a condition of sin
and estrangement from God; the text does not imply that they became sinners merely
by imitating Adam's transgression; rather, they were constituted sinners by himand
his act of disobedience.” (Fitzmyer, p.421)

“So also through the obedience of the one man the many will be made
righteous....” - The “disobedience” of Adam and its grim consequences for his
posterity are overwhel med and undone by the action of Christ, thesecond Adam. His
willing “ obedience” is the exact opposite of its counterpart in the text. Asin the
preceding phrase, the terminology emphasizes theissue of volition. Adam chose to
disobey. Christ choseto obey. Theimportance of Christ's voluntary submission to
the Father's will is presented in Philippians 2:5-11 where the essence our Lord's

204



action on behalf of fallen humanity is captured in these powerful words: “He
humbled Himself and became obedient to death, even death on a cross.” (vs. 8).

Theinfluence of Christ isoverwhelming and knows no bounds. Jesus obedienceto
thewill of His Father has had an effect on the destiny of all human beings. Theresult
of “the obedience of theoneman” isthat “ the many will be maderighteous’. The
use of thefuturetense here (“will be maderighteous’) isan expression of the logical
. Sequence of events which
'(,,' %5 Paul describes. The
A judtification of “themany” is
the logical result of, that
which follows from and thus
happensafter “ the obedience
' of theoneman.” Hencethe
use of thefutureverbtensein
thisphrase. All of humanity,
“the many,” are justified by
3,4‘ that which Christ has done

7 '14. for humankind. Jesusistruly
¥ “thelLamb of God who takes

¥ away the sin of the world”
A (John 1:29). In the historic
21 language of Lutheran
theology the conviction that
Christ won forgiveness,
| reconciliation and
justification for every human
being upon thecrossiscalled
“objective, general, or
i universal justification.”
Writing in “Lehre und
Wehre” in 1888, Dr. George
" Stoeckhardt clearly defined
this crucial concept and its
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theol ogical implications:

“ Genuine Lutheran theology counts the doctrine of general justification among the
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statements and treasures of its faith. Lutherans teach and confess that through
Chrigt's death the entire world of sinners was justified and that through Christ's
resurrection, the justification of the sinful world was festively proclaimed. This
doctrineof general justificationistheguaranteeand war ranty that thecentral article
of justification by faith is being kept pure. Whoever holds firmly that God was
reconciled to the world in Christ, and that to sinners in general their sin was
forgiven, to him the justification which comes from faith remains a pure act of the
grace of God. Whoever deniesgeneral justification isjustly under suspicion that he
is mixing his own work and merit into the grace of God...\We must be well on our
guard that we do not losewhat we possess. Thearticle of justification remains pure,
firm, and unshaken if we keep in mind the statement of doctrine and faith concerning
general justification, if we hold firmly that the entire world of sinners has already
been justified, through Christ, through that which Christ did and suffered.”

(Stockhardt, “Objective Justification,” pp. 44-45)

Dr. Stockhardt contended that without arecognition of objectivejustificationasubtle
but decisive shift will occur in the our understanding of the significanceof faith. Our
faith inevitably becomes the basis for our justification. We receive forgiveness
becausewebelieve. Accordingtothisview, webelieveinthat which Christ hasdone
and our sinsareforgiven asaresult of our faith. The central focus shiftsfrom Christ
and what He has done to me and what | do by believing. Thus the certainty of
salvation is destroyed. Stéckhardt concludes:

“Thus faith is no longer only a means, only a hand which receives the gift of God.
Instead an action of man, this very accepting and grasping of the merit of Christ,
becomes that which effects something, which brings into being something that was
not therebefore, namely theforgiveness of sins. Faithisthen, basically, a successful
performance. In accordance with the Biblical concept of merit, it is a meritorious
work. And precisely thereby the comfort of this justification is built upon sand.
When a sinful man wants to become certain of this - that God counts him as
righteous, that Heforgiveshimhissins, then it does not help himif helooksto Christ
and to the gospel. For in Christ, that is in the Gospel of Christ, he finds only the
possibility of theforgiveness of sinsor justification. Man must then look into hisown
heart to see whether hefindsthat behavior which transforms possibility into reality.
And if heisin anguish, tortured by his sins and experiencing the wrath of God, faith
will flee from hisfeeling and awareness. At that moment hewill not find the crucial
faith which he is seeking within his own inner consciousness. Then woe, for the
lifeline slips away and is torn from his hands. Then he despairs and goes down to
destruction in spite of all the possibilities of salvation.” (Stéckhardt, “Objective
Justification,” p. 44)

The reality that the forgiveness of sins, the justification of the world is an
accomplished fact is objective in the sense that it is not dependant upon anything
within man. God hasdoneit all in the person of His Son. Sttéckhardt cites Romans
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5:18-19 asthe central proof text for this fundamental teaching of Holy Scripture.

“Thisis a clear, certain doctrine of Holy Scripture. The locus classicus for this
doctrineisthe second half of thefifth chapter of the Epistleto the Romans. What S.
Paul has taught from Romans 1:16 on concerning justification, he sums up in
chapter 5, verses 12-21, asin arecapitulation. And the sum of this sectionisagain
given in the two verses, 18 and 19...Two men, Adam and Christ, are here held in
juxtaposition. Of the one man Adam, itissaid - wetrangdlateliterally: "Throughthe
transgression of one man damnation hascome about for all men." Adamhassinned,
has transgressed the divine commandment, has been disobedient. And thereby, by
this act, the many who descend from Adam have all been set forth as sinners,
transgressors before God. The transgression, the disobedience of the one has
already been accounted to the many, to all people. All men are now accounted
before God astransgressors, asdisobedient. They haveall sinned, inand with Adam
(Verse 12). And in consequence of the disobedience of the one, which is now the
disobedience of all, the many - that isall men - are subject to damnation and death.
Christ isthe counterpart of Adam...As certainly asthefirst thing isthe case, that the
many through the deed of the one man (Adam) have been set forth assinners-itis
equally certain that the other thing takes place, that through the deed of the one man
(Christ) the many are set forth as righteous... The apostle is explaining what in the
case of theone, in the act of the one, has happened to the many. Thus Christ, the one
man, has fulfilled all righteousness, has rendered obedience. His entire life,
suffering, and death was the fulfillment of righteousness, was one great act of
obedience. And precisaly through this act the many, those who through Adam's sin
had become condemned sinners, have all been presented as righteous before God.
The righteousness, the obedience of the one has been accounted to the many, to all
people. All men are now accounted before God as righteous, obedient. They all
haveashareinjustification...The Scripturetext before usisaclear passage, asclear
assunlight. Paul testifiesclearly and plainly herethat all men who were condemned
through Adam's sin have been justified through Christ and that precisely because
Christ fulfilled all righteousness and rendered obedience all men are actually
justified, not only potentially.” (Stockhardt, “Objective Justification,” pp. 44-47)

The great L utheran theologian argues that objective justification in no way militates
against or denies the central article of the Christian religion, namely justification by
faith. But faith, heinsists, must be understood Biblically so that “ it retainsit special
concept and character according to which all merit and work of man is excluded.”

Dr. Stockhardt summarizes the role of faith in this way:
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“ Faith receives, accepts. Faith
appears throughout as a means,
by which we accept and make
our own everything which
belongs to justification - the
fullness of grace, the obedience
of Christ, and the justification
itself. Faith does not come into
consideration from any angle as
a work of man, by which
something is brought into
existence which was not there
before. It is not our faith and
accepting which determines the
judgement of God, which turns
the judgement unto damnation
into the opposite, which first
createstherelationinwhich God
now stands to sinners. No, it is
God's abundant grace alone and
the obedience of Christ, of this
one man, which directs and
moves God to declares us free of
sin and damnation - indeed, has
long ago directed God to justify
sinners and the entire sinful
world. This judgement of God
has been established long ago.
Thisnew relation of God to sinners has been brought about through the obedience of Christ. God's
grace, Christ's obedience, the gift of righteousnessis prepar ed before our faith and acceptance, and
is offered and presented for acceptance and is offered and presented for acceptance, as S. Paul
teaches, in the Word, in the Gospel, to all men who perceive the Gospel. And through faith, when
we believe the Gospel, we now appropriate the reconciliation, the justification, the righteousness,
which have been promised to all sinners, for our person. Through our faith then, we, for our person,
step within this justifying judgement of God, which God has already declared over all sinnersin
general, into this new relation of grace, founded through Christ, and are thus accounted righteous
before God and can declarewith joy: Now we have become righteous through faith. Thusthrough
faith the general justification becomes a special justification. We draw and guide the justifying
judgement of God upon our head, upon our person. Thosewho do not believe, reject Christ and the
Gospel, though they also have been justified through Christ's obedience. They place themselves
outside of that relation of God to sinnerswhich hasbeen established and havevalidity onlyin Christ
and which is declared to sinful men only in the Gospel. He who believes does not make reality of
something that God has only made possible, but recognizes and confirms what, on the side on of
God, was long truth and reality. He who does not believe renders impotent and invalid what was
already reality.” (Stéckhardt, “ Objective Justification,” p. 48)

Dr. Karl Georg Stéckhardt”
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Asis so often the case in Christian theology, thisis a matter in which we must rely
upon the clear teaching of the Word of God rather than rather than our own reason.
Every human being is already justified before God in the shed blood of Jesus Christ.
And yet, those who do not believe and thus spurn this forgiveness are condemned.
Their sins have been forgiven but they have refused to receive this forgiveness and
are thus lost and damned. Despite the fact that their sins have been forgiven it is
proper and necessary to regard them aslost and condemned creatures. Accordingly
we rejoice when a man is converted and comes to faith by the power of the Holy
Spirit. Once | was lost, not in God's grace, but now | am found. Once | was not
forgiven, under the wrath and judgement of God, but now | have been forgiven by
God's undeserved love in Christ. The apparent logical contradiction between these
truths must remain unresolved for both are clearly taught in Scripture. It is an
essential part of the dialectic between Law and Gospel.

“Just asitisnecessary and Scriptural, according to the Gospel, to speak of God as
having declared the whole world to bejustified for Christ's sake and by raising Him
fromthe dead, it is also necessary and Scriptural, according to the terms of God's
Law, to speak of impenitent sinners as not justified and forgiven, but condemned.”

(CTCR, Theses on Justification, p.17)

We would do well to heed Dr. Stéckhardt's wise counsel: “ This matter we cannot
solve according to reason. We refrain therefore from systematizing justification.
What Scripture says concerning justification, that we accept, that we hold fast and
allow not one word of it to be apocapated or distorted.” (Stoeckhardt, “ Objective
Justification,” p. 48)

Yerses 20-21

Thelaw was added so that the trespass might increase. But where sin increased,
graceincreased all themore, sothat just asin reignedin death, so also grace might
reign through righteousness to bring eternal life through Jesus Christ our Lord.

“Thelawwasadded so that thetrespassmightincrease.” - Thissegment concludes
with an additional observation about the role of the Mosaic Law. In legalistic
Judaism the Law played an all important, even salvific role. The meticulous
observance of the Law had come to be the essence of Judaism and the basis for the
chosen people's relationship with God. The essentially negative function of law isa
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consistent emphasisin Paul's
theology (cf. 3:20; 4:15;
5:14; 7:.7-13; Galatians
3:19). Law isnot the crucial
issue. The Law is not the
unique element of
Christianity. It is the
common property of many
man-made religions.
Heinrich Bornkamm
paraphrases Paul'sthoughtin
this way: “The law has
therefore no epoch making
significance, but only hasthe
function of actualizing and
radicalizng the crisis of
Adamic human existence.”
(Moo, p. 348) This
perspectiveisemphasized by
the verb used in this phrase -
“thelaw was added” (Greek
- “pareiserxomai”). The
term carries a definite
negative connotation. Its
only other use in the New
Testament comes in
Galatians 2:4 where it
describes Judaizerswho have

“sneaked in” to deprive Gentile Christians of their freedom. The NIV'stranslation
(“wasadded”) failsto reflect this negative emphasis. InVerse 12 we were told that
“sin” and “death” have “entered the world.” Now law is placed in the same
category, lumped together with them. Likethem, theLaw “ camein from" off stage"
to reinforce the power of sin and death over Adam'srace.” (Dunn, p.299)

Those who focus upon the Law or who emphasize the Law asan equal partner to the
Gospel create atheology that isfundamentally distorted. The pronouncement of the
Law isGod's“ opusalienum,” Hisalien work. It doesnot expressthe essence of His
divine nature. That is revealed only in the Gospel, God's “ opus proprium,” His
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proper work. God in Christ isthe Savior of sinners, not a Lawgiver or Teacher of
morals. Herman Sasse cogently argues that this insistence upon the primacy of the
Gospel and of the subordination of the Law to the Gospdl is

“the basic theological idea which dominates the whole teaching of the Lutheran
Church and which distinguishes it from the Reformed. It is the basic idea of the
Lutheran Reformation that the whole Bible is to be understood from the standpoint
of the Gospel, and that the Gospel isthe message of the sinnersjustification by faith

alone.” (Sasse, p.142)

“ Sothat thetrespassmightincrease.” - Thenoun“trespass’ (Greek - “ paraptoma”)
aludesto Adam'sfall in Eden (cf. Verse 15). The effect of that original sin has not
been decreased by the law but rather intensified. It isnow given anew dimension as
rebellion against the revealed, detailed will of God. Because “law was added,” sin
escalates into transgression (cf. 4:15; 5:14). “We may say that the law has the
function of turning those it addresses into "their own Adam:" as a sinner who
transgresses known law.” (Moo, p.348) Wereit not for sin, law would never have
been necessary. Thelaw only servesto increase what isalready there, namely sin and
death.

“But wheresin increased, grace increased all themore.” - The power of sin and
death are great indeed. The damning accusations of the Law radicalize the power of
sin and condemn all of humanity. But thelove of God isinfinitely more powerful.
The rescuing power not only equals the damning power but towers above it and
overwhelms it. The Greek text uses the superlative form to emphasize the total
triumph of God's undeserved love. Sinincreased but grace super-increased. JuliaH.
Johnston's classic hymn, based upon this verse, captures the sense of the text.

“ Marvelous grace of our loving Lord, Grace that exceeds our sinsand our guilt,
Yonder on Calvary's mount outpoured, There where the blood of the Lamb was spilt.
(Refrain)

Grace, grace, God's grace; Grace that will pardon and cleanse within;
Grace, grace, God's grace, Grace that is greater than all our sin.

Sn and despair like the sea waves cold, Threaten the soul with infinite loss;
Gracethat isgreater, yes, grace untold, Pointsto the refuge, the Mighty Cross.
(Refrain)

Dark is the stain that we cannot hide, What can avail to wash it away?
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Look! Thereisflowing a crimson tide; Whiter than snow you may be today.
(Refrain)

Marvelous, inifinite, matchless grace, Freely bestowed on all who believe;
You that are longing to see His face, Will you this momemt His grace believe?
(Refrain) (Smith, #416)

“Sothat, just assin reigned in death, so also grace might reign...” - Theargument
now surges to itstriumphant crescendo. The“just as - so also” structure which has
prevailed throughout this segment appearsfor thelast time, restating and concluding
basic themes. InVerse 17 we had been told “ By the trespass of the one man death
reigned through that oneman.” Paul returnsto that theme here and reminds usthat
the dominion of death over humanity is the result of sin. The posterity of Adam
dwells within the realm of death because of the first man's fall into sin. All of
mankind now livesand diesin bondageto sin. But through the second Adam, “ Jesus
Christ, our Lord,” the reign of sin and death has been broken. In Christ, anew era
has come where “grace” not “sin” prevails and reigns. In Christ we have received
God's declaration of righteousness (cf. 1:17; 3:21,22) theresult of which is*“ eternal
life.” James Dunn writes:

“ Thefirst act of the human drama endsin darkest tragedy - sin reigning with death
the final word. The Gospel of Christ for Paul isthat that power has been broken;
God's grace has morethan matched theintensification of sin through thelaw and so
given sure promise of life beyond the cold grasp of death...As sin and death
encompass the whole of the old epoch, so grace encompasses the whole of the
new...And always through Christ Jesus as Lord; if the agency of Adam's trespass
gave free reign to sin and death, it is precisely the force which continues to come
through the one man who defeated sin and death, which sustains the believers
against their continuing claims upon him and which will prove finally triumphant.
The one man who lost his way condemned those like himto fall short of the destiny
intended for man; the one man who refused the wrong turning and completed man's
intended destiny thereby madeit possible for those who come after himto fulfill that

destiny too through the grace which wasand is preeminently His.” (Dunn, p.300)
As we come to this incredible chapter we cannot but marvel with R.C.H. Lenski,

“Who but an inspired writer could put such a volume of saving truth into twenty-one
short verses?” (Lenski, p.386)
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“The Baptism of Jesus’ by Rudolf Schéfer

Romang Chapter 6

Yerses 1-2
What shall we say, then? Shall we go on sinning so that grace may increase? By
no means! Wedied to sin; how can welivein it any longer?

“What shall we say then?” - Thisformulaisaregular feature of Paul's stylein the
letter (cf. 3:5; 4:1; 7.7; 8:31; 9:14,30) . The question serves as a transition and
enables Paul both to deal with anticipated objections and follow thru on logical
inferences from the preceding material. It is, in a sense, an acknowledgment that
what has been said may be controversial and that further clarification is necessary to
avoid misunderstanding.
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“ Shall we go on sinning so that grace may increase?” - In5:20 Paul had asserted -
“Butwheresinincreased, graceincreased all themore.” Theapostle'sintent inthat
verse had been to affirm that even in the eraof the law with its radicalization of sin,
God did not abandon His people, but poured out His undeserved |ove upon them all
the more in the promise of the Messiah. But asuperficial reading of 5:20 does seem
to suggest that the increase in grace was the result of the increasein sin. If that is
true, isn't it logical to suggest that we ought to sin al the more so that we can increase
the manifestation of God's grace. Thereis a certain twisted logic at work here, as
Martin Franzmann notes,

“Butitisacool, Satanic logic; thereisin it the Satanic suggestion that we should
exploit God, make His grace serve our selfishwill, use His giftsto support usin our
rebellion against God. It isthe logic which the Tempter used on Jesus:. "If you are
the Son of God and enjoy a Father's favor, then get some good out of it; eat, insure
your risks with His providence, compromise and reign - anything but obey!" (cf.
Matthew 4:1-11)" (Franzmann, p.108)

Historically, critics of Christianity's grace religion have aways objected to the
doctrine of salvation by grace through faith in Christ alone. If you remove the co-
ercive power of the law, they say, you will destroy the basis for all morality and
decency. Thisview, asthe apostle will now demonstrate, represents a fundamental
misunderstanding of sanctification.

“By nomeans!” - Paul'sdenial of the view that the Christian should sin more in
order to obtain more grace is most emphatic. The Greek (me genoito) carries the
connotation of indignation and repugnance. Itisoften usedinthecontext of religious
horror in the face of blasphemy. Lenski comments:

"Perish the thought!" Paul exclaims. There are thoughts and reasonings which in
spite of their show of logic are so abominable that the Christian mind instinctively
turns from them and refuses even to think them. There are also such thoughts and
reasonings outside of Christianity, in all departments of knowledge and of life, that
areinstinctively re ected by mankind and entertained and acted on only by men who
are morbid, slightly unbalanced, badly defective in natural morality, pitifully
obsessed by the vicious follies they cannot cast off. Paul's exclamation, " Perish the
thought!" isthereaction of amind that ismentally, spiritually sound, and theapostle

utters this exclamation in place of all hisreaders.” (Lenski, p.388,389)
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“We died to sin; how can welivein it any longer?’ - The thought of continuing to
live in sin is unthinkable for the Christian because in Christ “We died to sin.” The
concept of death in thisinstance servesto indicate adecisive and final break in one's
state of being. In
Christ we are outside
of the realm of sin and
beyond the reach of
sin's power. When a
man dies he ceases to
respond to externa
stimuli.  He is no
longer subject to
physical sensation. He
feels neither pain nor
pleasure. He cannot be
coaxed, threatened or
commanded. A corpse
IS incapable of
response or reaction.
The sphereinwhich he
once moved is his
sphere no longer. The
same is true for the
Christian in the
spiritual realm. Once,
we by nature were all
subject to the power
and dominion of sin.
But then, in Christ, we
recelved graceand new
life. And everything
changed. Dyingto sin
Is not something we
have done. It is
something that has
been done to us.

“The Baptism of Jesus’ by J. James Tissot
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“What happened to us makes any further connection with sinimpossible. Sn cannot
be our life element any longer; it cannot be the compelling impulse of our willsand
the controlling bent of our desires asit once was (cf. Colossians 3:7) for dead men

have no will and no desires.” (Franzmann, p. 109)

Origin, the early church father, said it well: “ To obey the cravings of sinisto be
aliveto sin; but not to obey the cravings of sin or succumb to itswill, thisisto dieto
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“The Baptism of Jesusin the Presence of Luther and Duke Frederick the Wise”
1548 Woodcut by Lucas Cranach the Younger
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sin...If then, anyone, chastened by the death of Christ, who died for sinners, repents
in all these things...he istruly said to be dead to sin through the death of Christ.”
(Fitzmyer, p.433)

Theideaof dyingto sinisanimportant element in the apostolic teaching of St. Paul.
He uses the concept in four different, closely interrelated ways. (1) the juridical
sense: justified Christians have died to sin in the sight of God the judge, when Christ
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paid the penalty of the law in our place (cf. 2 Corinthians 5:14); (2) the baptismal
sense: in the water of Holy Baptism the Christian personally becomes a participant
in the death and resurrection of Jesus and receives the sign and seal of God; (3) the
moral sense: justified Christians are called to freedom from the coercion of the law
and to mortify their sinful bodies; (4) the eschatological sense: for thebeliever death
becomes the gateway to life eternal; on the last day they will be raised to live and
reign with Christ forever.

Thisthought isclosely related to the Adam/Christ contrast in the preceding segment.
The first man brought sin and death. The second man brings forgiveness and light.
Christians are delivered from the dominion of sin and death and restored to
righteousnessand life. “How can weliveinitanylonger?” Livinginsinand dying
to sin are placed in direct contrast to one another. They are exact opposites. Asa
corpse has no place in the world of the living, so the Christian has no placein sin's
kingdom any longer. Livinginsindoesnot simply refer to committing sins, for every
Christian continues to sin throughout his earthly life. Rather, livingin sin meansto
live as though sin still reigned, as if sin continued to dominate and rule in my life.
The reference is to alifestyle or habitual practice, not to individual actions. Sin's
power is broken for the believer, this must be evident in life and practice (cf. James
2:14-26; 1 John 3:6,9)

Yerses 3-4

Or don't you know that all of uswho wer e baptized into Christ Jesus, wer e baptized
into Hisdeath? Weweretherefore buried with him through baptism into death in
order that, just as Christ wasraised from the dead through the glory of the Father,
we too may live a new life.

“Or don't you know?” - Theliterary device Paul utilizeshereiscalled“ litotes” (an
affirmative expressed by a negative of the contrary). By posing the question Paul is
indicating his confidence that the Christians in Rome are already well aware of this
information about baptism and the Christian life. The appeal isto awell known and
familiar tradition within the Christian community. These believers experienced the
death to sin in the sacrament of Holy Baptism.

“All of us who were baptized into Christ Jesus...” - Baptism is the crucial event
which unites the child of God with Jesus Christ. The passive verb is particularly
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significant - “all of uswho werebaptized.” Baptismisnot essentially human action.
It is divine action on our behalf. We are not the active agents. We are the passive

“The Baptism of Jesus’ by Piero della Francesca

recipients of that which God
doesin thewater and Word of
the sacrament which He has
instituted. Baptism, astherite
of Christian initiation, had
been the universal practice of
Christianity since our Lord
spoke the Great Commission:
“Go ye therefore and make
disciples of all nations,
baptizing them in the name
of the Father, and of the Son,
and of the Holy Ghost;
teaching them to observe all
things whatsoever | have
commanded you. And lo, |
am with you always, to the
very end of the age”
(Matthew 28:19). Already, at
this early date, Paul can
address the Christians at
Rome with the assurance that
they are fully aware of
Baptism and its significance.
Paul’s own baptism, in
Damascus by Ananias in the
aftermath of hisconversion, is
reported in Acts 9:18 -
“Immediately, somethinglike
scales fell from Saul's eyes
and he could see again. He
got up and was baptized.”

Paul would later recall the urgent words of Ananias, who served as God's messenger
to blind Saul. Ananias announced: “ And now, what are you waiting for? Get up, be
baptized and wash your sins away, calling on Hisname.” (Acts 22:16) Hence, it
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comes as no surprise that the apostle now includes himself among the baptized
members of the household of God - “all of uswho were baptized into Christ Jesus.”

Thephrase* baptizedinto Christ Jesus’ haselicited agreat deal of discussion among
the commentators. The phrase may be an abbreviation for the more familiar phrase
“into the Name of the Lord Jesus Christ.” Fitzmyer suggeststhat the abbreviation
is a deliberate theological statement, “ an image drawn from bookkeeping - to the
name, account, of Christ. Baptism would be regarded as establishing Christ's
proprietary rights over the baptized person, and the name of the baptized person
would be booked in the ledger to the account of Christ.” (Fitzmyer, p.433) In any
case, thepreposition “into” (Greek - “ eis” ) indicatesthe joining of the believer with
Christ Jesus in baptism, the initial movement of introduction or incorporation by
which oneisbornto lifein Christ.

“Were baptized into his death” - The sacrament of Holy Baptism causes the
believer to become an actual participant in the suffering and death of Jesus Christ.
When Christ died, we who are baptized died with Him. Thisis not the language of
symbolism but of actual reality. The preposition “into” (Greek - “ eis’) carries the
connotation of movement into something in order to become involved with or part of
it. Thereisaclose paralé to thislanguage in Galatians 3:27 which further explains
Paul's thought: “For as many of you as were baptized into Christ have put on
Christ.” Our involvement in the death of Christ is personal and direct. Martin
Franzmann links this thought to the other New Testament passages on the death of
Christ and baptism when he writes:

“We know that we were baptized "into Christ." Our baptism effectually committed
us to Him, "clothed us in Him" (Galatians 3:27), incorporated us all in Him (1
Corinthians 12:12-13). One baptism gave us one Lord (Ephesians 4:5). Heisthe
Lord of all inthepower of Hisdivinelove; that |ove made Hisdeath a" death for all”
(2 Corinthians 5:14-15). Therefore, baptism "into Him" is a baptism into His

death.” (Franzmann, p. 109)

We werethereforeburied with Him through baptism into death...” - We who have
become participantsin thedeath of Christ havealso become participantsin Hisburial.
The Greek verb in this phrase is “synthaptein,” a combination of the noun “ grave’

(Greek -“taphos’) and the preposition “with” (Greek - “syn”). Thus the word
literally means “to be placed in the tomb alongside of.” Fitzmyer suggests the
English compound “ coburied.” It isclear, once again, that the text is not referring
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to merely symbolicaction. Lenski describesthelanguage of thisverseas” mystical.”
He explains:

“What occurred in a physical
way in the case of Christ is B

occurred in a spiritual way, in

fact, the two are made one: |
"entombed were we with him"
and this "by means of our
baptism in connection with his
death"...Here we have no figures
or symbols, no verbal beauties,
but concentrated facts. Here §
moreissaidthanthat Christdied Eik
for us, that God reckoned his pi/}
death as ours, as though we had
died, or even that by baptismand
faith all the benefits of his
sacrificial death were made
personally ours. The spiritual
effect in ourselves is at once
included. By connecting us with
Christ's death baptism so joined
usto it that we ourselves died to
sin. It wasa dying together,, this
death of Christ of and of
ourselves, a being entombed
together asdead. Theinterval of ks
time vanishes. The difference E\
between Christ's death as
sacrificial and vicarious and
ours as escape from sin and its
dominion is fully conserved.” =

(Lenski, p. 392,393) “The Burial of Christ” by Albrecht Direr

Those who rob the sacrament of its regenerative power (John 3:5; Titus 3:5) and
reduce baptism to empty symbolism aso tend to focus on the method of baptism
(namely immersion) ascritically significant. They perceivetheapostle'spointinthis
verse to be nothing more than symbolism - by being lowered into and then being
raised up from the water we are symbolically reenacting the burial and resurrection
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of Christ. But the language of the text itself does not permit this symbolic view.
When Paul assertsthat we are “ buried with Him” he is describing the participation
of the believer in Christ'sown burial, a participation that is mediated by baptism. In
the water of baptism, by the power of the divine Word, the believer is actually set
alongside Christ Jesus in His tomb (“synthaptein”). The crucial role of baptismin
thisentombment isexpressed by the Greek preposition“ dia” (through) whichisused
to expresstheinstrument through which something happensor occurs. Baptismisthe
means through which God has chosen to accomplish this reaity. Once again,
L enski's observations are precisely to the point:

“ The moment baptism becomes for us what it is, its mode ceases to dominate our
thinking. Evenin a symbol, we need no picturing, no duplication. A few drops of
water symbolize as well as, yea better than, a lake or an ocean. Baptism by
immersion and submersion becomes no more symbolic than sprinkling or pouring.
But the function of this sacrament is not to picture or to symbolize - whatever of that
character we see is minor. Its

function is to act as a most gzz==
effective divine, spiritual means, % =

ST
7
)

toning death, one that effects | / 7 %
esie ety
.

regeneration (John 3:5; Titus’/’/'

3:5) or new birth; and thus /77
newness of life forever” 77/
(Lenski, p.393,394) S

The effective link between
baptism, being born again, and
new lifein Christ isthe consistent
teaching of the New Testament.
Martin Franzmann summarizes as |
follows: z
“We know that we were baptized "into
Christ." Our baptism effectually
committed us to Him, clothed usin Him
(1 Corinthians 12:12-13). One baptism
gave us all one Lord (Ephesians 4:5). !
Heisthe Lord of all in the power of His |
divine love; that love made His death a

—
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death for all (2 Corinthians 5:14-15). Therefore, baptism "into Him" is a baptism
into Hisdeath. Hisdeath wasa real human death. Hisburial makesthat plain; all
the evangelists are at pains to emphasize thereality of Jesus death by recording, in
considerabledetail Hisburial. Our participationinHisdeathisalsofull reality; we

share His burial through our baptisminto His death.” (Franzmann, p. 109)
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His divine seal of approval
uponthesacrificial death of His Son by raising Himto lifeagain, and in so doing God
guaranteed the atoning efficacy and sufficiency of that which Christ has done for
humankind.
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The comparison between Christ's resurrection and our new way of lifeis presented
with “ hosper” (“just as’) - “houtos kai” (“so also”) language that was used
throughout the Adam/Christ comparison of the preceding chapter. Thusthe apostle
reminds usthat the transformation which takes place within the believer is, in effect,
atransition from the old epoch of Adam, under the dominion of sin and death, into
the new era of Christ and the reign of righteousness and life. Because of that
transition, death could not hold the Lord, and Christ's triumphant resurrection from
thegraveisthe indication that the new age hasbegun. Baptized believers participate
in the resurrection of Christ in the same way that they participate in his death and
burial. Paul sounds the same theme el sewhere.

“In Him you were also circumcised, in the putting off of the sinful
nature, not with a circumcision done by the hands of men but with the
circumcision doneby Christ, having been buried with Him in baptism
and raised with Him through your faith in the power of God, who
raised Him from the dead.” (Colossians 2:11-12)

“But becauseof Hisgreat lovefor us, God, whoisrich in mercy, made
us alive with Christ even when we were dead in transgressions - it is
by grace you have been saved. And god raised us up with Christ and
seated uswith Him in the heavenly realmswith Christ Jesusin order
that in thecoming agesHemight showtheincomparablerichesof His
grace, expressed in His kindness to usin Christ Jesus.” (Ephesians
2:4-7)

“We too may live a new life.” - The result of our participation in the death and
resurrection of Christ isa pattern of life that reflects the values of the new age. The
Greek text literaly says, "that we might take up a new way of walking." The verb
“walkaround” (Greek - “ peripatein” ) isoften used inthe Old Testament to describe
alifestylepattern (cf. Exodus 18:20; 2 Kings 20:3; 22:2; Psalm 86:11; Proverbs 8:20;
28:18).

Yerses 5-7

| f we have been united with Him in Hisdeath, wewill certainly also be united with
Himin Hisresurrection. For we know that our old self was crucified with Him so
that the body of sin might be rendered powerless, that we should no longer be
slavesto sin - because anyone who has died has been freed from sin.
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I f we have been united with Him in His
death...” - The colorful language of the
text literaly says, “if we have become
grown together with Him" (Greek -
“ symphytos”). The imagery is
horticultural, the young branchisgrafted
into thetree and growstogether withitin
organic unity, sustained and nourished by
itslife-giving sap. John Calvin explains
theimage in this way:

“ By these words he not only exhortsusto follow

Christ asif we are admonished through baptism

to dieto our desires by the examples of Christ's

death and to be aroused to righteousness by the

example of His resurrection, but He also takes

hold of something far higher; namey, that

through baptism Christ makesus sharersin His

death, that we may be engrafted in it. And, just

as the twig draws substance and nourishment

fromtheroot to whichitisgrafted, so those who

) _ o receive baptism with right faith truly feel the
“TheBurial of Christ” by Heinrich Hoffmann  trective worki ng of Christ's death in the

mortification of their flesh, together with the working of Hisresurrection in the vivification of their
spirit.” (Moo, p. 367)

Paul has previously asserted that baptism is the means through which we have
become participantsin the death of Christ (cf. vs. 4) and hereaffirmsthat reality now
asthe foundation for what follows. In the washing of baptism we were grafted into
Christ and have been “united with Him in His death.” Because we have become
participantsin the death of Christ “wewill certainly also be united with Him in His
resurrection.” Dr. Stockhardt explains the apostle's thought in this way:

“From this fact follows that we also in baptism are planted together in Christ's
resurrection. In Christ death and resurrection are closely connected. Christ isthe
Crucified and the Resurrected. And he who sharesin His death sharesalsoin His
resurrection. The new life of the Christians not only has a likeness in the
resurrection of Christ but springsand flowsfromit. Inbaptismwesharein Christ's
resurrection and in the new life that He entered at His resurrection. In baptism
Christ's new life after the resurrection is planted in us. Hence, we are flesh of His
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flesh, bone of His bone (Ephesians 5:30). And so, we are born again to a new life.
In this manner we Christians received the new life wherein we now live.”

(Stockhardt, p. 80)

The shift in verb tense (“we have been united with Him in Hisdeath - we will be
unitedwith Himin Hisresurrection”) indicatesthe progressive nature of thisreality
throughout the life of the believer culminating in the resurrection on the last day.

“For we know that our old self was crucified with Him...” - Verses6 & 7 restate
and elaborate the basi c argument presented in the preceding verses. The phrase“ For
we know” introduces this summary. The subject of the sentenceis “our old self”
(Greek - “ 0 palaios hemon anthropos’ - literally - “ our old man”). The reference
Isto that which we once were, the self that belongs to the old age, dominated by sin
and subject to wrath. This is our entire being as it existed before regeneration,
completely helplessand hopeless. Theadjective”old” istypically used to point back
to that former existence. (cf. 1 Corinthians 5:7-8; Colossians 3:9; Ephesians 4:22)
In contrast, that which we havebecomein Christiscalled “ thenewman” (Ephesians
4:22-24) or the “new creature”’ (2 Corinthians 5:17; Galatians 6:5). Paul here uses
thethird of the” syn” verbsin this segment to describe our participation intheevents
of Christ's death and resurrection (vs. 4 - buried with; vs. 5 - united with). In this
instancewe participateinthecrucifixionitself - “ synestaurothe” (“ crucifiedwith”).
Douglas Moo offers this assessment of Paul's thought:

“The believer who is "crucified with Christ" is as definitely and finally dead as a
result of this action aswas Christ Himself after His crucifixion. Of course, we must
remember what thisdeath means. Thereisno morea physical, or ontological, death
than is our burial with Christ (vs.4) or our "dying to sin” (vs.2). Paul'slanguage
throughout is forensic, or positional; by God's act we have been placed in a new
position. This positionisreal, for what existsin God's sight is surely (ultimately)

real, and it carries definite consequences for daily living.” (Moo, p. 373)

Note the passive voice of the verb “ was crucified.” Thisis not something that we
could ever have done by ourselves. God had to do this and has doneit for us.

“ S0 that the body of sin might be rendered powerless...” - The purpose of our co-
crucifixion is liberation from the domination of sin. The phrase “the body of sin”
parallelsthe “ old self” in the preceding phrase. The referenceis not to the physical
body in contrast to the soul, but to the whole person as a part of the fallen world, the
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human being as a descendant of Adamin bondageto sin and death. The genitive“ of
sin” expressestheelement which dominatesthe earth-oriented, natural human person.
Theverb “rendered powerless’ (Greek - “ katargeo” ) means“ to be released from”

or “ to deprive something of its power, to paralyze.” The point isthat because of our
participation in the crucifixion of Christ, we are no longer the helpless tools of sin.
Our solidarity with and subservience to the legacy of Adam has been ended. We are
no longer “slavesto sin.” Sinisamaster which rules without challenge over natural
man. We, however, have been liberated from our slavery to sin by our participation
in the sacrificial death of Jesus Christ.
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“Because anyone
who has died has
been freed fromsin.”
y] - Theslave who dies
23] can serve his master
no longer. By death
he has been set free
from his slavery. In the same way, our involvement in the death of Christ through
baptism has broken the dominion of sin/death in our lives.

Yerses 8-10
Now if wedied with Christ, we believethat wewill also livewith Him. For weknow
that since Christ was raised from the dead, He cannot die again; death no longer
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has mastery over Him. Thedeath Hedied, He died onceto sin for all; but thelife
Helives, He lives to God.

“Now if we died with Christ...” - The death to sin which is the result of our
involvement in the death of Christ marks the beginning of anew lifein Him. That
new life hasalready begun: “ 1f anyoneisin Christ, heisanew creation; theold has
passed away, look, the new has come.” (2 Corinthians 5:17) It will take on final,
definitive form only when we live with the Lord in eternity, thus the future tense of
the verb (“wewill also live”) in this sentence. In thisway, the whole of thislifefor
the believer is suspended between Christ's death and Christ's resurrection.

“For we know that since Christ wasraised from thedead...” - Our faith isfounded
on facts. All true faith contains definite and explicit knowledge as in the classic
definition faith = knowledge + assent + trust. The historical fact of the resurrection
isthe keystone of Christianity for asPaul contendsin 1 Corinthians 15:17 - “ I f Christ
has not been raised your faith is futile, you are still in your sins” Here, as
previously, the resurrection is ascribed not to Christ Himself, but to God the Father
who has triumphantly restored His beloved Son to life again (cf. 4:24; Philippians
2:9-11). Thereality of the Christ's resurrection means that “ he cannot die again;
death nolonger hasmastery over him.” Theresurrection of Jesus meant afinal and
decisive break with death and all of its fatal power - the end of His humiliation and
thebeginning of Hisexaltation. Having humbled Himself tothelimitationsof earthly
existence and submitted to a humiliating death on the cross, Christ is exalted by the
Father, and restored to glorious life once again. Heis “the firstfruits of those that
rise” (1 Corinthians 15:23) and Hisresurrection signal sthe beginning of thenew era
of forgiveness and life. Through sin death became the lord and master of mankind
(cf. 1 Corinthians 15:54-57). By His resurrection, Jesus proves that death is can no
longer exercise lordship (Greek - “kurieuei” ) over Him. Death is His master no
longer. “ Thedeath Hedied, Hediedtosin oncefor all...” - Christ assumed our sin.
He took upon Himself the burden that was ours.

“ God made Him who had no sin to be sin for us, so that in Him we might become
the righteousness of God.” (2 Corinthians 5:21). In His death He bore the penalty
for the sins of humankind. Thus His death is “to sin” in the sense that it has a
decisive effect upon sin. His death is a unique, definitive event. It can never be
repeated. It need never be repeated. “He died to sin once for all” (Greek -
“hapax’). That redlity is demonstrated by Christ's return to life after His death.
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Hence, asFitzmyer suggests:
“ Christ was raised fromthe
dead not merely to publicize
Hisgood newsor to confirm ¢
Hismessianic character, but
to introduce human beings ¢
into freedom, a new mode of ¥ &
life with a new principle of
human activity, the Spirit.”
(Fitzmyer,, p.438)

“But the life He lives, He}
lives to God.” - An
irreversible transformation
has taken place. We have =
passed from one era to the

tooe, = o,
next and there is no going “The Resurrection” 19" Century Bible Illustration
back. A reversiontotheold by Julius Schnorr von Carolsfeld

condition is no longer

possible. The death of Christ is asingle event with permanent relevance for al of
humanity- (Note the aorist tense of the verbs in the preceding phrase). Thelife He
now livesisacontinuous, ongoing, unending reality (The Greek verb tensenow shifts
to the durative present, indicating indefinitely ongoing action). Having vanquished
death, Jesus, the God/Man, now lives forever to the glory of God.

Yerses 11-14

In the same way, count yourselves dead to sin but alive to God in Christ Jesus.
Therefore, donot let sin reign in your mortal body so that you obey itsevil desires.
Do not offer the parts of your body to sin, asinstruments of wickedness, but rather
offer yourselves to God, as those who have been brought from death to life; and
offer the parts of your body to Him asinstruments of righteousness. For sin shall
not be your master, because you are not under law but under grace.

“In the same way, count yourselves dead to sin...” - These verses apply that which
has been said of Christ to Christians. The comparison between the death and life of
Christ and the attitude of the believer toward his own life is introduced with the
phrase “ | n the same way.”
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The powerful verb in this sentence is the Greek “logizomai” (to count or to be
credited to) which figured so prominently in chapter 4'sdiscussion of thejustification
of Abraham (cf. 4:3-12). Thusweareclearly reminded that the Christian'sreckoning
himself dead to sin and aliveto God istheresult of God's having reckoned himto be
righteous. This is a strong word used to describe firm conviction that is to be
consistently expressed in daily conduct. The language is not theoretical or abstract;
itisreal and practical. Theverbisapresent imperative, urging usto view ourselves
in this way constantly, throughout our lives.

In 6:2 we were told that we were told that “We died to sin.” Now the argument
concludes as the apostle recalls those words. We are to consider ourselves*® dead to
sin but alive to God.” Christ “died to sin once for all” (vs.10). We became
participantsin that death through baptism. The object of theimperativein thisverse
isthat we must now continually take this death into account, takeit seriously, inour
own self-perception. Like Christ, we have died to sin, and as we become ever more
aware of that union with Christ, and consciously oriented to Christ, the possibility of
returning to the old way of sin's dominion will become ever more remote. Thisis
much more than mere mimicry.

“ Itisnot just that they (Christians) areto imitate Christ (because Hehasdiedtosin
so you too); Christians are also to arm themselves with the mentality that they are

dead to sin; for that is what has happened to them in the baptismal experience.”
(Fitzmyer, p.438)

Tobe*deadtosin” isonly possiblein union with Christ. Hence, to be“ deadto sin”

isto be“aliveto God in Christ Jesus.” Thisphrase“in Christ Jesus” is St. Paul's
characteristic way of describing the union of the believer withthe Lord (cf. 8:1; 12:5;
16:3,7,9,10; 1 Thessalonians 2:14; Galatians 1:22; 2:4; 3:28; 5:6; 1 Corinthians
1:2,30; 4:10; 15:18-19; 2 Corinthians 5:17; 12:2; Philippians 1:1; 4:7; Philemon 23).
L enski describesitas*” a pregnant phrasewhich denotesavital spiritual connection”

(Lenski, p.409). Christians, by faith, are united with the risen and living Lord
through the Holy Spirit and thereby share in the vitality of Hislifein glory.

“Therefore do not let sin reign in your mortal bodies...” - Such an admonition
would beworthlessand futilewereit not for Christ and our participationin Hisdeath
and resurrection. “ Now it would be useless to tell sinners not to let this powerful
king, sin, reign over them, whether intheir mortal bodiesor intherest of their being;
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sinners could not prevent sin reigning over them.” (Lenski, p. 411) One might just
as well tell a drowning person simply to swim to shore as to tell a person who is
under sin's mastery not to let allow sinto reign. St. Augustine's observation is sadly
accurate, for the unregenerate man it is“ non posse non peccare” (“ItisNot possible
nottosin.”) The Greek text literally says*” do not let sin hold sway or ruleasaking”

(Greek - “ basileueto” ). That is, of course, not to say that Christians are no longer
capable of sin and are required to live holy and sinless lives. The rule of the tyrant
has been overthrown; his tyranny has been broken; but that does not prevent this
overthrown tyrant from harassing those who have escaped his tyranny. The phrase
“in your mortal bodies’ isnot merely areference to the physical body in distinction
tothesoul. Rather the referenceisto the whole person viewed asapart of theworld
and thus subject to the temptations of sin.

“The battle is a spiritual one, but it is
fought, it iswon and logt, in the daily
decisionsthe believer makes about how
to use his body. In characterizing the
body as "mortal” Paul isreminding us
{ that the same body that has been
N\ severed from its servitude to sin is
] nevertheless a body that still
7/4 participatesin the weakness, suffering,

4 and dissolution of this age...This
"mortal body" is, then, the believer's
form of existence in this world which
] <till hasapartinthisage” (Moo, p.
d 383)

1“In order to obey its evil
desires.” - The noun “desires’
(Greek - “epithumias’) can be
=1 used positively (cf. Philippians
§1:23; 1 Thessalonians 2:17).
However, in this context refersto
desires that are in conflict with
| the will of God. The NIV is
=<1 correct in supplying the negative
| adjective“evil.” Paralel phrases
d are. “desires of the heart”
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(Romans 1:24), and “desires of the flesh” (Galatians 5:16). The reference is not
merely physical or sexual desire but to man's craving for and dependency upon the
satisfaction of all of his personal, earthly needs - physically, emotionaly,
intellectually, socially, etc. The basic issue is mastery. Sin seeks to influence and
control the sinner. Sin'sgoal isto achieve (actually to regain) the submission to its
reign that results in obedience.

“Do not offer the parts of your body to sin...” - “Do not offer” (Greek - “ mede
parastanete”’ ) means“ to put at the disposal of.” Itisoftenused of the authority of a
dave owner or of amilitary officer. The point of the verb isthe acknowledgment of a
superior power and authority to whom the only proper response is submission and
obedience. It thusfits perfectly in this discussion of sin as the controlling power ina
person'slife. Asin the preceding phrase, the verb is a present imperative, indicating
acommand with ongoing, continuous application. As“mortal body” inverse 12 does
not refer merely to the physical, so “the parts of your body” here not smply mean
limbs or physical body organs but rather man's natural capacities. “ Human faculties’

or “human capabilities’ are aternate possible translations. “Instruments of
wickedness’ (Greek - “ hopla adikias’) might better be trandated as “ weapons of
unrighteousness,” given the conflict context of the phrase. “ Wickedness’ isageneral
term for al that stands in opposition to the righteousness of God. Those natura
capacities and abilities that God has given us are weapons that must no longer be put
in the service of the evil master from whom we have been set free.

“But rather offer yourselvesto God, asthosewho have been brought...” - Theverb
(“parastesate”’ ) is repeated in this contrasting phrase. Christians are to put
themselves at God's disposal, to submit to His control and to acknowledge His
lordship. Asmenand womenwho haveasharein Christ'sdeath and resurrection“we
have been brought from death to life.” That reality becomes the basis for an actual
transformation of who we are and how we live. We who were once dead in sin are
now “aliveto God in Christ Jesus’ (vs. 11). The human faculties and capabilities
which were not to be offered to sin as weapons of unrighteousness are instead to be
dedicated to God as“instruments of righteousness.” Theparallel languagein these
two phrases clearly emphasi zes the contrast.

“For sin shall not be your master, because you are not under law, but under

grace.” - Theissue throughout this section is control - who isthe lord of your life.
Thisconcluding phraserepeatsthat emphasiswiththeverb* kyrieusei” (“toexercise
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lordship or mastery” ) fromthenoun* kyrios’ which means* lord” or “ master” . (As
intheliturgical “ Kyrie Eleyson- Lord have mercy!”). Fitzmyer aptly translates“ Sn
Isnot to hold sway over you.” Phillip Meancthon callsthis bold declaration that the
lordship of sinisended “ dulcissma consolatio” (Latin - “ the sweetest consolation of
all”). Thispromiseisconfirmed by the assurance- “ You arenot under law but under
grace.” Thereferenceistothelaw asthe governing principlein religion, the basis of
our relationship with God. Any religious system based completely or in part on human
effort islaw religion no matter what denominational label it carries.
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L egalism of any sort can never bethe Lord of the Christian life. Thelaw cannot free
usfromsin. Itsdemandsand condemnationsonly intensify sin'sdominion. Thecurse
of the law upon man's imperfection brings death.  Those who are “under law,”
dependent upon that which they must do for themselves, will find no escape from
damnation and doom. Sinisour master no longer only because of God's undeserved
lovein Christ. We are not “ under law but under grace.”

“ Grace removes the curse of sin, breaks its dominion, joins us to Christ and God,
fills us with spiritual power to trample unrighteousness under foot and to work
righteousness...Being subjectsto graceis pure blessednessfor sinners, for whilelaw
comeswith threatening demandswhich wearehel plesstofulfill, grace showersupon
us not only what we need, but all that it can possibly bestow, even the capacity to

receive, and asks no merit or worthiness on our part.” (Lenski, p.418)

Persges 15-16

What then? Shall we sin because we are not under law but under grace? By no
means! Don't you know that when you offer your sel vesto someoneto obey him as
slaves, you are slaves to the one you obey - whether you are slaves to sin, which
leads to death, or to obedience, which leads to righteousness?

“What then? Shall wesin because...” - The question with which the chapter began
IS now restated in the context of law and grace. Sincethereisno legal restraint for
conduct are we then free to do whatever wewant? If you put grace alonein place of
the law have you not removed the only barrier against sin and the only means of
dealing with sin thereby opening the floodgates to a deluge of sinning? Absolutely
not! The response is again most emphatically negative (cf. vs.1, p. 209f.)

“Don't you know that when you offer yourselves...” - The apostle uses the social
institution of slavery to make his point. In the Mediterranean world of Paul's day
many people sold themselves into slavery - either permanently or for a specified
period of time - asameans of support or to avoid financial disaster. Paul reminds us
that no human being is a free agent - either we are slaves to sin and self, or we are
slavesto God in Christ. There are no other aternatives. The person who refuses
God'slordshipin hislifedoesnot thereby achieveindependence, but becomesinstead
aslaveto sin. That which masquerades asfreedomin thisworldisactually bondage
to sin, death, and the power of the devil. Those who live only to gratify their own
desiresare slaveswithout recognizing their slavery. Their shacklesareforged in the
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compulsion and futility of their empty lives. The Satanic Father of the Lie has
cleverly managed to convince his slaves that their bondage is freedom. The person
who isaslaveto God in Christ istruly free. But the freedom of the Christian is not
freedom to do whatever you choose, but freedom to obey God - willingly, joyfully,
naturally. The essence of slavery isthe obligation of consistent obedience-“You are
slaves to the one you obey.” If you consistently obey your sinful desires, then you
are, in fact, aslave to sin, whether you recognizeit or not.

The consequence of slavery to sin is “death” in time and in eternity. The
conseguence of slavery to godly obedienceis* righteousness’ - thedivineverdict of
justification which leads to life eternal.

| Perses 17-18

But thanks be to God that, though you used to
' be slavesto sin, you wholeheartedly obeyed the
i form of teaching to which you were entrusted.
| You have been set free from sin and have
| become slaves to righteousness.

| “But thanks beto God...” - AsPaul considers
al that God has done to set His people free, he
injects an expression of gratitude and
thanksgiving to God which demonstrates the
21\ Intensity of the feelings within the apostle's own
il heart on this subject. He knows from personal
experience what it means to once have been lost
and then be found. Every human being is by
nature a slave to sin. The members of the
congregationisRomecouldeasily recall thetime
when they livesbeneath the brutal tyranny of sin.
But, “ Thanks beto God!” that timeis past.

“The Prodigal’s RetAufn” _
by Rudo?f Schafer “Though you used to be slaves to sin, you

wholeheartedly obeyed...” - The bondage of sin,
the cruel taskmaster, is now in the past for the Christians in Rome. It has been
replaced with the joyful obedience of those who freely serve the Lord Jesus Christ.
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The obedience of the Christian is “ wholehearted” (Greek - “ ek kardias’ - literally
“fromtheheart” ). Itindicatesdeeply felt and motivated action from theinmost being
in contrast to obediencewhichissuperficial, minimal, or coerced. Thisisthe maximal
grace response (How much can | do?) in contrast to the minimal law response (How
much do | haveto do?). The Christian's wholehearted obedienceis atributed to “ the
form of teaching to which you were entrusted.” Most commentators agree that the
reference isto afixed catechetical formulation or creed used in connection with Holy
Baptism already so well established and well known that Paul could refer to it without
further explanation. Theverb“wereentrusted” (Greek - “ paradidomi” ) isfrequently
used in this way to describe the action of handing down or passing on traditional
teaching. Notethat thisteaching did not come from he Christiansin Rome. They did
not devise or invent it. 1t came from God Himself and was merely entrusted to them
as alegacy to preserve and pass along.

“The Baptism of Christ with the Revelation of the Divine Trinity” b“y Lucé/s—é?anach the
Younger (The City of Wittenberg isin the Background with Luther and the Family of the
Elector John Frederick of Saxony Looking On)

“You have been set free from sin and have become saves...” - Thereis no possible
neutral ground; either you are a slave to sin or a slave to righteousness - no
comfortable, compromising in between. Paul drivesthispoint homewiththe assertion
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that we have been set free so that we may be enslaved. Through Baptism in Christ
Christians have been transferred from the dominion of sin to the dominion of
righteousness. They are slaves who have changed ownership; slave who have a new
master. Thisisthefirst reference to the liberation of the sinner from sin in Romans.
This becomes an important theme through the balance of the Epistle (cf. 6:20,22; 7:3;
8:2,21). The Christian life is emancipation from the tyranny of sin. But Biblical
freedom is not autonomy(Greek - “ self-law” ) or self-direction in the modern sense of
the term, which views every individual asfree to do whatsoever he or she chooses to
do. Biblical freedomisdeliverancefromtheenslaving powerswhich sought to prevent
the human being from becoming what the Creator God had intended him to be. Red
freedom can only be experienced in harmonious rel ationship with the God who is our
source (cf. John 8:31-36) “ Theliberty which Christ has purchased for believersunder
the gospel consistsin their yielding obedience unto him, not out of slavish fear, but a
childlike love, and willing mind.” (Moo, p. 402)

Yerse 19

| put thisin human termsbecauseyou areweak in your natural selves. Just asyou
used to offer the parts of your body in slavery to impurity and to ever increasing
wickedness, so now offer them in slavery to ever increasing righteousness.

“I put thisin human terms because you areweak...” - Paul apologizesfor using the
Inadequate anal ogy of slavery to describethebeliever'srelationship to theLord, but he
wantsto be surethat this crucial point isclearly understood. The use of examplesand
illustration from everyday life are a common feature of the apostolic teaching of the
New Testament (cf. 3:5; Galatians 3:15; 1 Corinthians 3:1; 9:8). Analogy athough
helpful is never perfect. That isaso truein thisinstance. Douglas Moo observes:

“Paul recognizes that his language could be interpreted to mean that Christian
experience bears the same marks of degradation, fear, and confinement that were
typical of secular slavery. But, while shorn of these characteristics, life in the new
realm of righteousness and life does mean that a person is given over to a master
who requiresabsol uteand unquestioned obedience; and to makethe point, theimage

of davery is quite appropriate.” (Moo, p.404)

The use of thisanalogy is explained by the fact that “ you are weak in your natural
selves.” The reference is not to a mental or moral weakness unique to the Roman
congregation but rather the difficulty common to all sinful human beings in
comprehending the truth of God. Sin has produced a weakness of understanding
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“The Return of the Prodigal” by J. James Tissot

generally and an inherent resistance to spiritual truth particularly (cf. 1 Corinthians
1:18-2:16). The NIV appropriately translates the Greek “ sarx” (literally - “ flesh™)
as*“ natural selves.”

“Just as you used to offer the parts of your body...” - The slavery analogy is used
again asPaul urgeshisreadersto servetheir new master with the same single-minded
dedication that they once served their former master. The language here closely
resemblesvs.13. Before coming the faith “you used to offer the parts of your body
to impurity and ever increasing wickedness.” Thetwo powerful nouns*® impurity”
Greek - “akatharsia” - mora impurity and uncleanness, particularly sexual
immorality) and “wickedness’ (Greek - “ anomia” - lawlessness and rebellion)
combineto provideacomprehensive pictureof thegrimreality of sin. Lenski writes:

“ All sinisfilthinesseven asall sinislawlessness. We don not have a division of sin
into two sections but two aspects of sin. Sn is abominable; it reeks and stinks as
doesfilth; and at the sametimeit isrebellion, anarchy, a challengeto law. Imagine
giving one's own bodily members as slaves to such a power! Too often we hide this
horribleness from ourselves and shudder at it only when it reveals itself stark and
naked in somefearful crime. Learn from Paul what thistyrant lookslike so that you

will not extend even a finger to him.” (Lenski, p. 431)

Note also the emphasis on the cumulative, progressive nature of sin as “ever
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increasing wickedness.” The Greek text literally reads. “ you have yielded your
members as slaves...to wickedness unto wickedness.” Sin builds upon itself and
reinforcersitself. Itisadownhill path that leads to destruction.

“Sonow offer them in slavery to righteousness, leading to holiness.” - Thesecond
segment of the contrast closely mirrorsthefirst. Againtheslaveobediently offersthe
members of hisbody to his master without reservation or hesitation. But now instead
of “impurity” the new master is “righteousness leading to holiness.” The
“righteousness’ in question is the right conduct which is demanded by God, the
complete opposite of al “impurity.” The downhill slide of sin's progression is
replaced by “holiness’ (Greek - “ hagiasmos” from “ hagios’ which means a saint,
one who has been made holy). These words are used in the New Testament to
designate one who has been singled out, separated from the world and consecrated
to God. While the Christian is already holy, as the result of God's decree of
justification, he remains a sinner nonetheless (“simul justus et peccator”) and thus
“holiness’ is also away of life in conformity with the will and character of God
toward which the Christian must constantly strive. Serve your new master, Paul
urges, with the same single-minded dedication with which you once served you old
master. Martin Franzmann summarizes the meaning of what he calls “ the slave
imperative” in the text in thisway:

“The man in whom the flesh and the spirit are still at war with each other (cf.
Romans 8:12-14; Galatians 5:17), the man who still recognizesin hisheart the will
of disobedient Adam, the man who still must fight off the claim of sin upon hismortal
body - he needsto betold that sonship means obediencefor all the sonsof God. For
this aspect of sonship there is no better or stronger term than "slavery.” And so
Paul, after he has qualified his use of the image of the slave speaks of the dave
imper ative; Be good slaves now to righteousness, as singly and astotally devoted to
your master as when you were slaves to sin. You devoted your members, all your
power s of action, to that service; render that same full-time, whole man service now
to righteousness. That former service was one that defiled you, and it exhausted
itself in opposition to God; it was dominated by the Satanic will of sin, which is

stupid, monstrous, pure negation of all that isdivine.” (Franzmann, p.118)

This characteristic New Testament approach to Christian living is dramatically
different than much of the quick fix, easy, multi-step solutions popular in much of the
church today. God in Christ has already done it all. He has already provided
everything that is necessary for usto live as devoted slaves of our Lord. If wefall to
do so it is elther because we do not recognize what God has aready done or we are
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simply too sinful and spiritually lazy to do what God has enabled us to do. The
lifestyle of the Christian is the result of what God has caused you to be. James
Montgomery Boice summarizes the substance of this New Testament approach to
sanctification and the Christian life in these six propositions:

“Jesus and the Rich Young Man” by Eduard Gebhardt

“ 1. The teaching about sanctification in verse 19-20, like the teaching in verses 11-
13, is an exhoratation. In fact, it is a command. 2.Being an exhortation, the
command to offer our bodies to God for His purposes is something we must do.
Indeed, it is something we can do...\We are now able to obey God, do good works,
and live righteous lives. 3. The command to yield the parts of our bodies as
instruments of righteousnessis based upon something that has already happened to
us. That is, something that has already happened, not something that may happen,
or will yet happen to us. 4. The New Testament approach to sanctification is
thereforeto get usto realize our position and act accordingly. The New Testament
does not tell us to be what we will become. Rather, it tells usto be what we are. 5.
Thisdemand is utterly reasonable. Infact, anything contrary toit is unreasonable.
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Before we were saved, we served sin; that was consistent and reasonable. But now
that we are converted, it is equally reasonable that we should serve God. 6. The
failureswe haveintrying to live a holy life are due almost entirely to our failureto
realize these truths or to our laziness or sin failing to apply themto our conduct.”

(Boice, pp. )

Yerses 20-23

When you were slavesto sin you werefreefrom the control of righteousness. What
benefit did you reap at that time from the things you are now ashamed of ? Those
things result in death! But now that you have been set free from sin and have
become slaves to God, the benefit you reap leads to holiness, and the result is
eternal life. For the wages of sin is death, but the gift of God is eternal life in
Christ Jesusour Lord.

“When you were slaves to sin...” - The factual reality which is the basis for the
preceding command is here repeated. We can and must serve righteousness because
God has freed us from sin and made us slavesto righteousness. It thiswere not true
it would be impossible for us to offer the members of our body in slavery to
righteousness leading to holiness. Before we came to faith in Christ we were
completely “free from the control of righteousness.”

“The sinner merely disregards the righteousness, turns his nose up at it; he feels
elated not to be compelled to do this or that but to be free to throw himself into the
vilearmsof sinjust ashe pleases. Well, that is freedom, if onewantsto call it by so

nobleaname.” (Lenski, p.432)

As Jesus said, “No man can serve two masters.” (Matthew 6:24). These are
mutually exclusive alternatives. Asslavesto sinwerecognized no obligation to the
will and Word of God. We have defiantly chosen to go our own way instead. As
slaves to sin we were deaf to God's righteous demands and incapabl e of responding
to them if even we were to hear and respect them. The power to do right and turn
from the wrong is simply not present within those who have become slavesto sin.

“What benefit did you reap at that time...” - Paul demonstrates the negative
destructiveness of being “free from the control of righteousness” by showing the
fruits which resulted from that freedom. The NIV translates the Greek “ karpos’
(literally - “ fruit” oftenusedinthesenseof “ result” or “ product” ) as“ benefit.” The
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transl ation expresses the sense of the apostle's question well as he urges the Romans
to consider whether there were any positive results from their old way of life. The
agrarian origin of the word is reflected in the verb “reap.” From their new
perspective as sons and daughters of God in Christ thethingswhich they thendid are
now cause for shame. The devil has always promised liberation but those who yield
to his seduction find only guilt and shame (cf. Genesis 3). The end result, the
ultimate destination, the outcome (Greek - “ telos” ) of those shameful thingsisdeath,
and that not merely death in time, but death for all eternity.

“But now that you have been set freefrom sin...” - The contrast to the fraudulent
freedom from righteousnessisnow set forth. Thisisnot freedom from righteousness
but freedom from sin. Thefruit of freedom from righteousness was shameful action
which leads to death. The fruit of freedom from sin is“holiness’ the outcome of
which is“eternal life.” This climactic antithesis draws the contrast as clearly asit
can be drawn.

“For thewagesof sin isdeath, but the gift of God iseternal lifein Christ Jesusour
Lord.” - Thechapter endswith this powerful summary statement which isone of the
best known versesintheBible. Theversecontainsthreecontrasts: 1. the master that
Isserved - sin versus God; 2. the outcome of that service - death versus eternal life;
and, 3. the means by which this outcome is attained - awage earned versus a gift
received. The “death” in the opening phrase is ultimately the eternal death and
damnation of the impenitent sinner. However, the specific language of the text
suggests more than this ultimate outcome. Onewho livesin bondage to sin need not
walit for eternity to experience the deadly destructivenessof evil. Thenoun * wages’
(Greek - “ opsonion™ ) originally referred not to the final mustering out bonus paid at
theend of avictoriouscampaign, but to the ongoing daily food ration (literally - “ fish
ration” ) provided to aRoman soldier while on active duty. Thus, the* death” which
Is“thewages of sin” isnot merely afuturereality but also onewhich pertainsto the
individual's present state. Thisview isfully consistent Paul's earlier insistence that
the wrath of God is now being poured out upon sinful rebellious mankind in the
deadly downward spiral of sin'sdestructiveness. (cf. Romans1:18-32). Inhisclassic
book Whatever Became of Sn?, Dr. Karl Menninger argues that sin is aways
destructive. He usesthe historic“ seven deadly sins’ to demonstrate his point: pride
destroysrelationships; lust destroysone'spersonality asit weakensloyalty, undercuts
trust, and destroys integrity; gluttony destroys the physical body whether it is
overindulgence in food, drink or drugs; anger destroys others whether by actual
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violence or words alone; sloth destroys opportunity and ambition; envy and greed
destroy contentment and happinessin life. Sin pays its wages every day in misery,
suffering, sorrow, and pain until the account is finally settled once and for all with
eternal death. The other side of the contrast is completely different. God does not
pay wagesfor servicesrendered. He offersafreegift of Hisundeserved love (Greek
- “charisma”). This gift is given solely by grace, unearned and free. It has been
bought and paid for “in Christ Jesus our Lord.”

“The Seven Deadly Sins” - An Illuminated Woodcut by Hans Baldung Grien
242



	Romans 2-3.pdf
	Romans2.pdf
	Chapter 4
	Chapter 5
	Romans 6-7.pdf
	Chapter 6


	Romans3.pdf
	Romans 9.pdf

	Romans4.pdf
	Romans 11.pdf

	Romans5.pdf
	Romans 14-16.pdf


