The Two Adams

“For as in Adam all die,

even so in Christ shall all be made alive.”
| Corinthians 15:22

“For as by one man’s disobedience many were made sinners,

so by the obedience of one shall many be made righteous.”
Romans 5:19

You and all men must die because of Adam’s one sin in Eden.
God appointed Adam to represent the human race, and his sin
and its punishment of a three-fold death are imputed, or
charged, to all men, even if they never hear of Adam. In the
very same way, God appointed Jesus Christ to be the
representative of His elect, and His righteousness and eternal
life by it are imputed, or freely given, to all the elect. Your
sins are only the evidence of your union with Adam, and your
faith and good works are only the evidence of your union with
Jesus Christ. The first Adam made you a condemned sinner;
the second Adam made you a justified saint, both by
Imputation. Salvation is of the Lord! And grace is totally free!




The Two Adams

“For as in Adam all die, even so in Christ shall all be made alive.”
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Though the doctrine is summarized clearly in | Corinthians 15:22, it is detailed for us in Romans 5:12-21.
Here is the doctrine of representation — God has chosen to deal with the human race by two representatives.
Here is the explanation of the human condition before God — condemnation and death or justification and life.
Where did death originate? You need not wonder. God promised it as punishment for sin in Eden, set up
Adam to represent the human race, and Adam chose to rebelliously disobey God to follow his wife instead.
Here is one of the simplest and most powerful explanations of salvation in the Word of God, yet few know it.
How is a man saved from hell to eternal life? By God’s grace in imputing Christ’s obedience and death to us!
These are verses that even simple Christians can understand, but we want to know all the details given here!
These verses will humble you and any sincere man into the dust, for God is most sovereign by imputation!

5:12 Wherefore, as by one man sin entered into the world, and death by sin; and so
death passed upon all men, for that all have sinned:

A.
B.
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Thus far Paul has established Jews and Gentiles under sin (Romans 1:18-32; 2:11-16; 3:9-19,23).
“Wherefore” refers back to our previous condition and our salvation from it (Romans 5:6-11).

Paul is about to show Christ’s great work in undoing Adam’s sin for our full and free salvation.
Our salvation consists of justification, reconciliation, and atonement by Jesus Christ’s death.

We were without strength, ungodly, sinners, and enemies, when Jesus Christ lovingly saved us.
The imputation of righteousness without works has been mentioned briefly (Romans 4:6-8).
How desperate was our condition and need for the intervention of a substitute acceptable to God?
Any thought the Law of Moses could save a man has been proven utterly fallacious and wrong.
To show the magnitude and origin of the sin problem, Paul takes his readers back to Adam.

Paul used “wherefore” to draw an inference and explanation of imputation from earlier verses.
Sln and death (Gen 2:17) were brought into the human world by Adam’s sin (Romans 5:14; 6:23).
Spiritual death resulted immediately (Gen 2:17; Eph 2:1), physical death resulted 930 years later for
Adam (Gen 3:19; 5:5; Heb 9:27), and eternal death awaits final execution (Revelation 20:6,14).

All men are thus considered sinners in this act and must consequently die (Gen 2:17; | Cor 15:22).
The adverb construction of “as ... so” indicates “in this manner” sin and death came upon all men,
by the one man Adam and his one sin in Eden. All men have sinned by imputation of Adam’s sin.

1. “For that all have sinned” is not your sins, but rather the sin of Adam that passed death on you.

2. How do we know this? By reading past the parentheses, where we can find 5:18-19 drawing this
very conclusion from 5:12. It was one man’s disobedience — Adam’s — that made many sinners.
Each member of the human race is legally guilty and punishable for eating the forbidden fruit.
We truly sinned in Adam, so we bear the sentence of that crime (and “so” death passed on us).
The death under consideration, by looking ahead in the passage, is prlmarlly legal condemnation.
We are sinners in Adam both naturally (Genesis 5:3; Eccl 7:29) and legally (Rom 5:18; Heb 7:9-10).
1. Each member of the human race is legally guilty and punishable for eating the forbidden fruit.

2. Sinners became such “together” with Adam in his single act of rebellion and sin (Romans 3:13).
3. Adam originally bore God’s image; we now bear his fallen image (Gen 5:1-3 co | Cor 15:49).

4. We are conceived and born with a totally corrupt nature (Ps 51:5; 58:3; Rom 3:9-19; Eph 2:1-3).
Grammatically, a reader can proceed directly to 5:18, where Paul takes up after his parenthesis.

1. By running past the parenthesis, the doctrine of representation by one man is clearly seen.

2. The conclusion of 5:18, by virtue of “therefore,” proves “for that all have sinned” is Adam’s sin.
3. But there is value in the parenthetical section, for it contains further proofs and some jewels!
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5:13 (For until the law sin was in the world: but sin is not imputed when there is no
law.

A.
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Paul reduced Jews and Gentiles to one common father and death — Adam, not Abraham, not Moses.
1. If Jews thought for a moment they had eternal life by the law, they were condemned by Adam!

2. It would not matter how well they kept the Law of Moses, for they were condemned by Adam!

3. If Jews thought for a moment they had eternal life by Abram, they were condemned by Adam!
The law under consideration is the Law of Moses, which ignorant Jews thought could justify them.
Paul, taking Jews and Gentiles back to their father Adam, condemned them all before Moses’ law.
Jews might object that prior to the law all men could not have been legal sinners (Romans 5:12).

The argument, by “for,” is with maximum force that men are sinners and condemned to die in Adam.
Another law of God was obviously in effect for the 2500 years from creation to the Law of Moses.
The existence of a law before Moses is proved by arguing backward from death to sin to law.

For until the law sin ... and its effects ... were in the world — men died before the law (5:14).

For sin to be imputed against a man, there must be a law broken by that man (Romans 4:15).
Impute. To bring (a fault or the like) in the reckoning against; to lay to the charge of a person.
Sin is the transgression of the law of God, which requires a law for sin to be charged (I John 3:4).
Cain sinned (Gen 4:7), Sodom sinned (Gen 18:20), and Joseph’s brethren sinned (Gen 42:22).
God destroyed the world with a flood due to its wickedness and continual evil (Genesis 6:5).

But Paul’s argument is not to establish any laws before Moses other than that given to Adam, for
he is proving the doctrines of representation and imputation, not the doctrine of a corrupt nature.
9. Men experienced physical death as a result of sin, Adam’s sin (Genesis 3:19; 5:3-8; 6:21-22).

10. As the next verse will prove, death proved sin and a law before Moses, the law given to Adam.
11. Paul will specifically raise a class of sinners to prove the point that never had a law from God.
12. The whole passage is proving the doctrine of representation, not man’s depravity (5:12-21).
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5:14 Nevertheless death reigned from Adam to Moses, even over them that had not
sinned after the similitude of Adam’s transgression, who is the figure of him that was
to come.

A.
B.
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Paul reduced Jews and Gentiles to one common father and death — Adam, not Abraham, not Moses.
We are not heretical Dispensationalists of the Scofield variety, but we do see three dispensations
quite clearly: the patriarchs from Adam to Moses in this verse, Moses to John the Baptist with the
nation of Israel, and the gospel kingdom of the Lord Jesus Christ (Luke 16:16; Heb 12:28-29).
Although the Law of Moses was not given for 2500 years, men still suffered the penalty of death.
Men were judged as sinners and condemned to death by Adam’s disobedience apart from their own.
“Nevertheless,” or notwithstanding, death reigned even though actual sin was not imputed (5:13).
The force of this argument is in the expression introduced by “even,” indicating an extreme case.

1. Even. Adverb. Prefixed to a subject, object, or predicate, or to the expression of a qualifying
circumstance, to emphasize its identity. Also serving to introduce an epexegesis; = ‘namely’,
‘that is to say’. 9. Intimating that the sentence expresses an extreme case of a more general
proposition implied. Prefixed to the particular word, phrase, or clause, on which the extreme
character of the statement or supposition depends.

Those without a positive commandment and threatened death for punishment fit this description.

This is as strong and clear a proof of imputation and representation that can reasonably be made.

Infants, idiots, and other helpless ones fit this description (Genesis 7:21-22; Ex 1:22; 12:29-30).

Infants are conceived in sin (Psalm 51:5), and they prove their sin nature at birth (Psalm 58:3).

. Emphasis is beyond those who had laws similar to Adam (Gen 4:3-7; 9:6; 19:7; 20:3-6; 39:9).
oses’ Law simply brought another source of condemnation to those under it (Romans 3:19; 5:20).
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H. All things considered, man had a better chance in Adam than with any law given to any man now.
Since Adam’s sin is imputed to men, therefore Adam is the figure of Jesus Christ (Rom 4.6-8; 5:12).
1. Adamis a figure of Jesus Christ according to the testimony of Scripture (I Cor 15:21-22,45-49).
2. Jesus Christ had already come when Paul wrote, so he refers to his prophesied coming as past.

3. Adam is still a figure today: Paul is still using him as a figure, and men are still sinners by him.
4. The analogy between Adam and Christ is the role they fill in representing two groups of men.

5:15 But not as the offence, so also is the free gift. For if through the offence of one
many be dead, much more the grace of God, and the gift by grace, which is by one

man, Jesus Christ, hath abounded unto many.
A. Similarities have already been established by Adam being presented as a FIGURE of Christ (5:14).
B. And the strong similarities will be restated most clearly in the conclusion of this section (5:18-19).
C. Paul declared here a difference between Adam and Christ’s representation and the figure, and he did
this by interrupting the AS...SO construction with the negative NOT, in the first sentence.
D. If Adam’s offence is legally held against men, “much more” God’s grace in Christ will be applied.
The issue here is quality. The quality of grace, of a gift, and of Jesus Christ are most superior.
If Adam is fit for representing his constituency, how “much more” is Jesus Christ fit for His?
Jesus in His state of humility was superior to Adam by any measure in his state of innocence.
Adam was weak and most suspect to fall in Eden, but Jesus was strong and could not fall at all!
If one man were able to drag his race down, how “much more” the Godman save His race?
If God guaranteed the legal sentence of death to many, how “much more’ the gift of grace?
If God strictly applied one’s offence to many, how “much more” will He apply grace to many?
If God righteously applied sin to many, how much more shall He apply righteousness to many?
The key is in the coming context: where sin abounded, grace did much more abound (Rom 5:20).
0. Abound. To be present in overflowing measure; to be plentiful; to prevail widely.
1. Mercy is greater than judgment (James 2:13), and our God is a God of mercy and grace. Glory!
a. Paul opens and closes most of his epistles declaring the grace of God (Romans 1:7; 16:24).
b. The exceeding riches of grace will be our theme with Christ in heaven (Ephesians 1:6, 2:7).
c. The saints should delight in this aspect of our glorious God (Colossians 1:6; Hebrews 13:9).
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5:16 And not as it was by one that sinned, so is the gift: for the judgment was by one

to condemnation, but the free gift is of many offences unto justification.
A. Similarities have already been established by Adam being presented as a FIGURE of Christ (5:14).
B. And the strong similarities will be restated most clearly in the conclusion of this section (5:18-19).
C. Paul declared here he is considering a difference between Adam’s sin and Christ’s salvation from it.
D. Adam condemned us with one offence against God’s law; Jesus Christ saves us from many offences.
1. The issue here is quantity. The quantity of one offence is inferior to Christ paying for many.
2. The judgment was by one OFFENCE to condemnation, which is an ellipsis by the comparison;
we have entered upon a different argument from the previous verse where it was one MAN.
3. The one offence that brought judgment to condemnation was Adam eating the forbidden fruit.
4. Jesus Christ’s death and resurrection justified us from many offences (Hebrews 1:3; 10:12).
a. Jesus Christ had to suffer the wrath of God for Adam’s offence AND your offences.
b. You would still be condemned if Jesus Christ had only suffered for Adam’s offence.



5:17 For if by one man’s offence death reigned by one; much more they which
receive abundance of grace and of the gift of righteousness shall reign in life by one,
Jesus Christ.)

—TIOGTMMUOm>

[

Similarities have already been established by Adam being presented as a FIGURE of Christ (5:14).

And the strong similarities will be restated most clearly in the conclusion of this section (5:18-19).

Paul declared here he is considering a difference between Adam’s sin and Christ’s salvation from it.

The combination of the two above differences results in complete dominion of grace over sin.

Spiritual, physical, and eternal death reigns over each of us human beings because of Adam’s sin.

Spiritual, physical, and eternal life reigns over each of us elect children because of Christ’s death.

If the law of sin caused death to reign, how “much more” shall grace in Christ cause life to reign?

If death was powerful to the destruction of the race, how much more the power of life to the elect?

If there is an absolute certainty of death’s dominion over all men by Adam’s sin, how much more

shall God’s abundant grace and Christ’s righteousness cause life to have dominion over His saints?

Some argue that RECEIVE is our active obedience in appropriating God’s offer of righteousness.

1. Such frivolous reasoning misses the whole point of the section — condemnation and salvation by
imputation: there is no argument here for accepting, choosing, deciding, or receiving anything.

2. This denies that the grace of God and the gift by grace is FREE, as stated (Romans 5:15-18)

a. Free. Given out of liberality (not in return or requital for something else).

b. Justification is said elsewhere to be FREELY given (Romans 3:24; 8:29-32).

c. If aman must exercise his will and obedience for it, then it is not free (Rom 9:16; 11:6).

d. It was free from our perspective, but certainly not from God’s perspective (I Pet 1:18-19).

This denies the repeated emphasis on condemnation and justification coming by only ONE.

This denies the grace of God, since grace cannot have any work related to it (Romans 11:6).

This denies the work of God, since receiving involves the human will (John 1:13; Rom 9:15-16).

This denies man’s natural depravity and rebellion against God and righteousness; man would

never receive anything so spiritual as eternal life in Christ (John 8:47; Rom 8:7-8; | Cor 2:14).

This denies the comparison with Adam, for there is no receiving sin or death in any sense in him.

8. RECEIVE is used passively [to be given] and actively [to accept] in the Bible, but here it is
obviously used passively, as it is in most other places (Job 2:10; John 3:27; 20:22; Acts 1:8;
2:38; 3:5; 8:15,19; 9:12; 22:13; Rom 13:2; | Cor 4:7; 14:5; 1l Cor 5:10; 7:9; Gal 4:5; Col 3:25;
Heb 7:5; 9:15; Jas 3:1; 5:7; 1l Pet 2:13; 1 John 3:22; 11 John 1:8; Rev 5:12; 13:16; 17:12; 18:4).

9. The verse actually indicates the gift may only come upon some, by the choice of God (Romans
8:29-30; 9:15-16,22-24; Eph 1:4-12; Il Tim 1:9; | Pet 1:2).

10. There is no more activity in receiving Christ’s obedience than there is of Adam’s disobedience.
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5:18 Therefore as by the offence of one judgment came upon all men to
condemnation; even so by the righteousness of one the free gift came upon all men
unto justification of life.
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The previous five verses (5:13-17) are a parenthesis, and here Paul returned to Adam and sin (5:12).

Note the intermediate conclusion of “wherefore” in 5:12 and the final conclusion of “therefore” here.
The similarities between the representation of Adam and Jesus Christ are taught in Romans 5:18-19.

THEREFORE indicates an inference from what has already been established earlier (Romans 5:12).

The grammar of AS ... EVEN SO expressly states a precise comparison between Adam and Jesus.

1. As. With the clauses transposed for emphasis; as...so: a. In what manner...(in that manner).

2. So. As...So: Denoting more or less exact correspondence, similarity, or proportion.

3. Even. Exactly, precisely, just. A. of manner; often followed by as, thus, so.

4. Observe this emphatic construction in I Corinthians 15:22. (See also John 3:14; 5:21; 10:15).



F. The doctrine of representation is plainly stated for those able to read with any understanding.
1. The sentence of condemnation came upon all men by the single offence of Adam in Eden.
2. In exactly the same way (by imputation), justification comes upon all men by Jesus Christ.
G. The use of ALL in this verse is easily explained by Paul’s use of the same word in | Cor 15:22.
1. ALL that are in relation to Adam will most certainly die (Romans 5:12).
a. Union to Adam is by conception and birth with a human father (I Cor 15:49; John 3:6).
b. Jesus Christ had sinless flesh, because He had no human father (Luke 1:35; Exodus 20:5).
c. Adam was the representative for the entire human family conceived and birthed from him.
2. ALL that are in relation to Jesus Christ will most certainly live (John 17:2; Rom 8:29-32).
a. Men are IN CHRIST by election — chosen in Christ by God (Ephesians 1:4; Il Tim 1:9).
b. Any other relationship we have with Christ results from this one (Romans 8:29-32).
c. Jesus Christ was the representative of the elect only (Matt 1:21; John 7:38-39; 10:15-16;
17:2; Rom 8:29-33; Eph 1:4-12; Il Tim 1:9; Heb 2:10-13; | Pet 1:2).

3. If this obvious and scriptural interpretation of “all” is not applied, universal salvation results; for

there is no basis for making either Adam or Christ creating a mere potentiality or possibility.
H. Do you find this unfair of God to charge you with the fact, fault, guilt, and punishment of Adam?

1. The severe concept and application of representation occurs to all under the authority of others,
where children suffer for fathers’ choices, wives suffer for husbands’ choices, citizens suffer for
leaders’ choices, employees suffer for management choices, soldiers suffer for generals’ choices,
church members suffer for pastors’ choices, and so forth and so on, ad infinitum.

2. The Philistines brought forth their champion and agreed to be Israel’s servants if he lost in battle,
because they believed his superiority over any champion of Israel. They had not met David yet!

3. God gave us a champion in Adam, far superior in ability and opportunity to any man past or
present. He was without sin, in a perfect world, with a sinless wife, and only one law to keep,
which was very clear and simple. God is more than fair! You had a more than fair chance!

4. Do not resent God for not saving all, for we all deserve hell. Why did He save any? Would you?

5. Rejoice that the blessed God chose to save some for His own glory, and run to Christ for safety!

5:19 For as by one man’s disobedience many were made sinners, so by the obedience

of one shall many be made righteous.

A. The similarities between the representation of Adam and Jesus Christ are taught in Romans 5:18-19.

B. FOR indicates a consequence and further explanation from what has been concluded and established
in the previous verse and its corollary (Rom 5:12,18).

C. The careful and precise argument by analogy or comparison (AS ...SO) continues here in this verse.
1. The disobedience of one man — Adam — made the many related to him all sinners — all mankind.
2. This is exactly what we learned in the first verses of the section, “for that all have sinned” (5:12).
3. The obedience of one man — Jesus Christ — made the many related to him righteous — the elect.
4. This is the doctrine of imputation — God charging to men either sin or righteousness by another.

D. This is as strong as any statement in Holy Scripture of salvation by the free grace of God in Christ.

You are condemned by Adam’s sin whether you know, believe, accept, receive, or obey it.

You do not have to accept Adam as your personal sin representative to be judged for his sin.

If you never hear about Adam, or deny his existence when you do hear, you will die by his sin.

You are justified by Christ’s obedience the very same way — by imputation and representation.

Faith or obedience on your part is merely evidence that Jesus Christ obeyed for you; it has no

more cause-effect for eternal life than do your sins have a cause-effect for death in Adam.

This is the only doctrine of salvation that can save infants, idiots, and all others consistently.

If you add your obedience in faith or works, you have made salvation by the obedience of TWOQ!

If you add the witnessing of a soul winner, you make salvation by the obedience of THREE!

If you add the organist playing the funeral dirge, you make salvation by the obedience of FOUR!
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10. If you add a prayer warrior praying for a decision, you make salvation by the obedience of FIVE!
11. If you add the giver paying the preacher to beg, you make salvation by the obedience of SIX!
12. If you add a priest sprinkling baby’s head, you make salvation by the obedience of SEVEN!

E. True believer, you are God’s elect! And God had chosen you in Jesus Christ before creating Adam!
1. Never forget! Adam’s sin did not surprise God! It was part of His drama to magnify Himself!
2. Do you know this (John 7:38-39; 10:15-16; 17:2; Rom 8:29-39; Eph 1:3-12; Il Tim 1:9-10)?

5:20 Moreover the law entered, that the offence might abound. But where sin

abounded, grace did much more abound:
A. God gave a law through Moses to show the utter dominion of sin over men, not to save men by it.

1. The offence of Adam, legally condemning all men, also made them sinners by nature, which is
clearly manifested by any law given to them, for they will surely break it with lascivious greed.
The law was designed to reveal sin and make it appear exceedingly sinful to us (Rom 7:13-17).
The law was never designed to be the source of justification with God (Galatians 3:21).

The law leaves those under it condemned and guilty without excuse (Romans 3:19-20).
It causes the effect of Adam’s OFFENCE to abound by showing all men in Adam to be sinners.
B. Even though the law showed Adam’s ravaging effects on the human race, God’s grace is greater!
1. No matter how extensive the effect of Adam and the judgment of the law, God’s grace is greater.
2. The grace of God in Jesus Christ was more than sufficient to cover Adam’s sin and your sins!
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5:21 That as sin hath reigned unto death, even so might grace reign through

righteousness unto eternal life by Jesus Christ our Lord.
A. Sin by Adam, by Moses’ law, and by the law of nature has total dominion and rule over all men.

1. Death rules all men. It is the king of terrors (Job 18:14). It is appointed for you (Heb 9:27).

2. There is no discharge in this war, for there is no man alive that can retain the spirit (Eccl 8:8).

3. Death has total dominion and rule over our race. Every funeral you attend preaches about Adam!

4. Death results from sin, and sin results from a law, and death entered the human family by Adam.
B. But the blessed God has purposed that His grace will have equal dominion and rule over His elect!
Again we have a comparison made by AS...EVEN SO, which shows the comparative dominion!
As surely as Adam and sins guarantee death, Jesus Christ guarantees eternal life for the elect.
The grace of God in Jesus Christ is totally dominating in bringing many sons to eternal glory!
What can the elect say? O Death! Where is thy sting? O Grave! Where is thy victory!
Jesus Christ our Lord is the second Adam, and He has won a total victory for us over sin, death,
hell, the grave, the law, and every other enemy ... applied by imputation by the grace of God!
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Conclusion:

The human condition — every man is dying and will die — is the result of Adam’s offence in Eden. Believe it!
The great God of heaven gave every man a chance for eternal life with Adam and the tree of life in Eden.
God’s sovereign rule over men is most evident by His appointment of Adam and Christ to be representatives.
In the very same certain way that you become a sinner by Adam, you also become righteous by Jesus Christ.
The horrible dominion of sin and death over men is exceeded by the wonderful grace of God over the elect!
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For Further Study:

Seven Proofs of Unconditional Salvation: extensive Bible proof that eternal life is absolutely without human conditions.
Five Phases of Salvation: extensive Bible proof and illustrations that men are condemned and saved in five phases.

The sermon outline, “The Dominion of God,” provides extensive detail of God’s sovereign authority and choices over man.
The sermon outline, “The Book of Life,” provides the details of names written down by God for eternal glory.

The sermon outline, “Adoption,” which shows Bible proof God chose and adopted His sons in five glorious phases.
The sermon outline, “Why Preach the Gospel?” which shows the subordinate role the gospel has to eternal life.

The sermon outline, “Why No Invitation?” explains the invention and heresy of the modern invitation to salvation.

The sermon outline, “John 3:16 Revisited,” in case you are still confused by the most abused verse in the Bible.

The sermon outline, “Does God Love Everybody?” to clear up any confusion about the relationship of God and sinners.
The sermon outline, “Salvation by Works,” condemns the heresy of thinking a decision for Jesus results in eternal life.
The sermon outline, “God’s Will or Free Will,” puts the Bible perspective on the role of man’s will in his salvation.
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http://www.letgodbetrue.com/BibleTopics/Salvation/Unconditional/SevenProofs.htm�
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Appendix: “For that all have sinned” (5:12)

A. Does this clause teach in connection with the previous clause and so death passed upon all men that all men
die because they sinned themselves or because they sinned in Adam by representation?

1.

2
3
4.
5

Both points of doctrine are true, because both are in the Bible; but what is taught here?
Heresy can start by using a verse to teach a true doctrine that the verse does not teach.

. All men have sinned and earned the wages of death themselves (6:23; James 1:15; Ezek 18:4).

All men will die by virtue of their relationship to Adam and his sin (5:14-19; | Co 15:22).
It is a fact all men have sinned themselves, and it is a fact that the wages of every sin of every
man is death, but these are not the points or purpose of this phrase here.

B. As so often, the contextual lesson should guide our choice for the sense of words or clauses.

1.
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11.

12.

13.

14.

Before leaving the verse to look at its context, the internal argument by the as...so construction is
definitive and final — death passed on all men by the sin of one man. See the explanatory material
above for 5:12 about the earlier clauses regarding this adverbial construction.

The argument throughout is obviously of one man representing all or many and the action and
consequences of the one man being applied and imputed to the all or many (5:12-19).

Why would Paul belabor the point of one man and one sin making many sinners and condemning
them all to death, if he only intended the general doctrine of sin in mankind?

By temporarily ignoring the parentheses (5:13-17), which is expected in such constructions to
follow the direct line of reasoning, the doctrine of representation is clearly seen, which is the
legal headship and consequences of one acting for many, for 5:18-19 draws the conclusion from
5:12 without the distraction of explanatory material.

Paul immediately taught that men died without sinning like Adam themselves (5:13-14).

He then argued that it was the offence of one that brought death upon the many (5:15).

He then argued that it was one who sinned and brought condemnation on many (5:16).

He argued once again that it was one offence by one man that gave death the rule (5:17).

He concluded, by the obvious use of therefore, that judgment to condemnation was by one man’s
one offence, which is entirely consistent with everything in the passage (5:18).

. He summed up the lesson by declaring it was one man’s disobedience that made many others

sinners (5:19), which answers the guestion at hand, how is it that all have sinned?

What figure is there of Christ, if Adam sinned and died for it himself, and each man has sinned
and died because of his own sins? Should we conclude from that figure that Jesus secured His
own righteousness by obedience, and we are to follow suit and do the same?

Did Adam merely introduce sin into the world ... and Jesus introduced righteousness, or is there
a much greater doctrine here of representation and imputation?

We totally reject any concept of cooperative, sympathetic, or consequential righteousness with
Jesus Christ for our justification! We also reject any such relationship in the figure.

The doctrine of original sin is not a sacred cow that we must protect, for we would reject it in
one minute, if we thought it contrary to scripture; but we are slaves to the entire context, and the
entire context speaks of one man’s disobedience being imputed to the whole race, just as the
Man Christ Jesus’ obedience is imputed to God’s elect.

C. What about the actual words in the clause? Does the Spirit’s use of that agree with our conclusion?

1.

no

Context usually determines grammar, not the other way around, especially in the use of such
words as that, which have many varied grammatical uses e.g. conjunction, demonstrative
pronoun, demonstrative adjective, demonstrative adverb, or relative pronoun.

When Paul wrote of all men sinning themselves, he wrote, “For all have sinned” (3:23).

But the text does not say, “For all have sinned,” because there is a demonstrative pronoun that
placed in the clause by the Holy Spirit that demands a sense of all men sinning in agreement with



4.

what has already been stated ... “for by one man’s sin all have sinned,” or ... “for in this manner
all have sinned,” or ... “for by this means all have sinned,” etc.

See shots below of the Oxford English Dictionary for that as a demonstrative pronoun, serving
the very specific purpose of furthering the as...so construction proving the point.

. What may we conclude about the doctrine of representation taught here in this clause?

1.

w N

o

If you were not to sin yourself, you would still be guilty as a sinner and condemned to the
complete punishment of sin through your participation by representation in Adam’s sin.

All men are sinners in Adam naturally (Gen 5:3; Eccl 7:29) and legally (5:18; Heb 7:9-10).

Each one of the human race is legally guilty and punishable for eating the forbidden fruit.

God’s covenant relationship with Adam, though not revealed in Genesis 2-3, is demanded by the
contrasts and comparisons in this context and elsewhere (Rom 5:12-19; | Cor 15:22,45). There
should be no surprise due to the progressive revelation of scripture

Sinners became such “together” with Adam in his single act of rebellion (Rom 3:13).

This doctrine and passage reveal a concept and extent of sin and punishment that most Christians
do not grasp, for it exalts God’s sovereignty higher than most can conceive.

This doctrine and passage reveal a God so sovereign that He created you even after you were
already sealed as a guilty and condemned sinner, doomed to death in three ways.

How can this be fair? The question is out of place (Rom 9:20), but Adam was by far the best of
our race with the least required of him. It was more than fair.

Was Jesus guilty by relationship to Adam? Was He legally a sinner before God in His own
Person? No. He took our human nature, but God was His Father, for He was conceived and born
of a woman without legal connection to Adam.

. Itis important to keep the two related doctrines separated — original sin and total depravity.

1.

2.

It is a fact that we have a totally depraved sin nature from Adam (Ps 51:5; 58:3; John 3:6; Rom
3:9-19; Eph 2:1-3), but that is not the point of this phrase, verse, or passage at all.

Remember the phases of salvation, or the ordo salutis, for legal condemnation or legal salvation
is a very different thing from the corruption or regeneration of our nature.

. Why do some good men argue weakly that there is nothing here of original sin?

1.

2.

3.
4.

We can only speculate. Must they cover a false doctrine of salvation like baptismal regeneration,
or the age of accountability, or related heresies?

We can only speculate. Are they terrified by the God so sovereign that He can choose their birth
into a race already completely condemned by the sin of their first father?

We can only speculate. Are they intimidated to answer mothers of infants that died?

We can only speculate. Are they afraid to admit the corollary of the doctrine — that Jesus Christ
has saved a covenant people as unconditionally as Adam condemned them?

. For primarily curiosity purposes, consider other English Bibles before the King James Bible.

SAE I

Wycliffe (1380) ... in whiche man alle men synneden.
Tyndale (1534) ... in somoche that all men synned.
Cranmer (1539) ... in so moch as all men synned.
Geneva (1557) ... in so much as all men haue sinned.
Rheims (1582) ... in which al sinned.
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ENIETOEITE R ToeerwEE oy PR WA

ingdist m definite article. But by 1200 the adjectival use of that began also to be more definitely demonstrative (= L. iste, ille, F. ce...18), and to be
implicitly or explicitty opposed to appaars first in Ormin, it may have been due to the Influence of Norse, in which the adjectival use of pat as a
demonstrative, opposed to peatt: . Demonstrative Pronoun. Pl tTho (obs.), THose, g.v.

* As simple dem. pron,
1. Denoting a thing or person p Just been mentioned: cf. II. 1. a. a thing (concrete or abstract).

Oftan serving Instead of repetition of ame of the thing, and directing the attention back to It (thus more smphatic than it). Also, for emphasis, used plecnastically in apposition to the n; alsa, in mod.
use, as In quot. 1880, placed (as subj.) afN@ithe predicate n., with ellipsis of the copula. In quot. 1905, applied to a person contemptucusly spoken of as a thing or creature.

Beowulf (Z.) 2200 Eft baet ge-lode ufaran dagrum, hildehlem-mum. <888 K. £ureeo Boeth. wixiil. §5 Paet eart 8U. €897 Gregony's Past. C. | 28 Soblice &
lareowas. & se hrycg paet sint 8a hiremenn.  €1000 Sax. Leechd, 1. 346 Haran cyslyb geseald on wines drince, past wel gehaslep, 1303 R Brunny Ha ) ¥
and sacrylage, That loue y moste.  13.. in Hampole's Wis. (1896) I. 108 Luk nogth efter ylke a mans wile to do it, bot luk whilke es myne & do pat. 1451 ). Carcrave St. Augusting
36 But be principal cause whech Augustin supposed to spede, pat falled. 1456 Six G. Have Law Arms (5.7.5.) 14 And with that | sall put sik thing langand warldly understanding.
1579 W. Fuke Heskins' Parl. 74 The ervour of Vibicus. And that was this. 1665 Bowvie Occas. Medit. iv. v, To serve him that can give That, and much greater. 1709 Lond. Gaz. No
4599/4 It had a black Ribbon tied to it, and the Key of the Watch fastened to that. 1808 E Sueami Bristol Heiress |. 63 Rank, high life, fashionable amuse that's the go. 1842
Browsine Pled er v, "Bless us’, cried the Mayor, ‘what’s that?' 1878 T. Hanoy Ret. Native w. v, "Wha as that?" said Clym 1880 Tenwyson Sisters 14 A sweet volce
that—you scarce could better that, 1905 E. Guyn Viciss, Evangeling 127 "Would you like to marry Malcolm?” | asked, ‘Fancy being ownad by that! Fancy sesing it every day!’

"o wards: "Epy° "PRRE “WERE

TR CETE S

bb. & person. Now nating a person actually pointed out (not ane just @xe. In emphatic use as in a). Chiefly as subject of the verb to be in stating or asking wha
or what that (person) Is. (See also 6¢.)
[= y used In of ¢ , o In mad. use of ant by way of o anci i [esp. to a child). Cf. THERe adv, 3 b,

Beowulf (Z.) 11 bat waes god cyning, 1297 R.Glouc. (Rolls) 3044 3if per is Eny mon so wis bat beste red conne rede, me
es he, pat?  13.. Gaw. & Gr. Knt, 2463 Ho wayned me vpon bis wyse. bat Is ho pat Is at home, pe auncian lady. 1470-85

1 pat is. #1300 Cursor M. 18131 bat king o blis, guat
avory Arthur ooy, 73 What damoysel s that?., That is

the af t ke 1592 Swaxes, 1. & jul w i, 47 That's my good Son. 1601 Al's Well m. v. B1 Hel. Which is the Frenchman? Dia. Hee, That with the plume, 1806 Tr. & Cr.
w. li. 36 Who's that at doore? 1610 Temp. 1. li. 299 After two dales | will discharge thes. Ar. That's my noble Master, 1652 |. WwmicHT tr, Camus' Nat. Paradox . 215 By my Soul If
that bae a Lady, my Husband may bee a Lady oo, 1766 Gouosm. Vie, W. vil, “Viery well’, cried |, ‘that's a good girl'. 1841 Brownine Pippa Passes w. 276 Why, there! |s not that

Pippa..under the window? 1849 T, Arnowp Let 10 Aug. (1966) 128 Do you, my dear K, have them sent to me, that's a darling. 1854 Twackemay Rose & Ring vili, "Who's that

laughing?” It was Giglio laughing. 21912 Mod. Come along, that's a good boy! That's the man for me! 1936 [seesov n.' 2c]. 1956 M. Dioens Ange! in C‘c\rner x. 188 ‘Good
He lay back on the pillow, "That's my girl,’ he murmured. 1964 |.P. Cuank Three Plays 32 Zifa: He must not see my tears. Orukorere: That's my boy. The strong weep anly at ¢
night. 1973 W, H. Canaway Harry doing Good u, i. 139 "Never mind, than," he said, and kissed her cheak. ‘That's my girl.”

€. a fact, act, or occurrence, or a stat t or question, implied or contained in the previous sentence: often used instead of repeating a clause or phrase (cf. a).

In OE. and in Sc. often referring to a following statement, where mod.Eng. commenly uses this. CF. 11, 1, and Twis B, 1. 1

ne 1168 (Gr.)
tyde haer to!
€1420 ? Lypo. ASse rnu, af GuJJ 2034 Goo w

2833 0., Chron. an. 755, Da on morgenne gehierdun bast bass cyninges pegnas, peet se cyning ofslasgen wees, 2900 Cr
dryhtnes word On hyze healde.  c1000 Ags. Gosp. John i 19 Paet is lohannes zewitnes. 21131 0.E. Chron. an. 1122, 0

Gleawe ceast s wiil id' Mr.' 1297 R. Guouc. (Rolls) 10348 Wan pou seist, quap pe king. pat bat was
hens, for that hold | best r. Perf. (W, de W. 1531) 3 The lewes also se almyghty god, but that acetlent maner. 1602 Suakes. Ham. . |. 56 To be, or not to
be, that s the Question. 1693 |, Eowanos Author, O. & N, Test. 154 The Pagans \a-:||ld|0er the Jews for th 1738 Swirr Pol, Conversat. ii, 140, | can just carve Pudden, and that's
1824 Scor f ot ch. xx, | will say that for the English,. that a sevaleesed people to gentlemen that are under a cloud. 1838 Ruxon Exs. Music & Paint. Wis

1903 | 285 If others do not follow their exampl

y 8
-the more fools they, —that's n.I

d. After various preposititions, referring to a precise time just mentioned, or an act or event in relation to the precise tme of its occurrence: e.g. after that = after that time, or
after that happened; by that = by that time, or by the time that happened; upon that, with that = as or immediately after that was sald, done, etc. See also the prepositions,

In OF. prepositions governed other cases besides the accusative, as the dative, e.g. mfter, der, mid, onmang, td 8dem, the Instrumental, e.g. for by, mid by, etc. Thesa partly survived in early ME; e.g. fro pan
pat (see o prep. 3).

13.. Cursor M. 2827 (Cott ) Bi pat [v.r. pan] began pe light o dal. €1420 Anturs of Arth. 565 The sone was passed, by pat, mydday and mare. ©142% Cursor M. 14360 (Laud) Fro
that forth. . There folowid fhesu folk full fele.  ©€1515 Cocke Lorelf's B. 12 With that they cryed, and made a shoute. 1526 Tivpawr Acts xxvil. 33 In the meane tyme, bitwixt that and

day #1715 Bunner Own Time (1724} |, u. 278 A proclamation was upon that issued out. 1718 De Foe Crusoe {1840) I1. |, 17 Some time after that.., they were..agreeably
prised. 1802 jirrewson Wirit, (1830) 11l 496 Probably on the 24th, or within two or three days of that. 1833 T, Hoox Parsor's Dau. i |, My young mistress want to be sbout
wen, and the Count want to bed before that 1862 M. E Brapoon Lady Audley x|, With that the surgean goes Lo letch the envelopes.

fe. In apposition with a following clause introduced by that conj.;
inasmuch as: te that that = to the end that, In order that. Obs.
Taking the place of OF, hdem, pdm, pan, ar by, in for pdm pe, on pdm be, to pdm pe, for bon be, to by pe or bt

“hiefly in phr. with prep., as for that thit = for that cause that, because; in thdt thét = in that circumstance that,

1502 Ord. Crysten Men i lil. (1506) 31 To that that he be wor

ely dysposed to receyue the grace. 1513 Mose Rich. IIf (1883) 2 In tha t manye of them were dead. 1532
Confut. Tindale Wks. 659/2 The knowen cathaolike churche is proued to be the verye churche of Chryste, in that that from the beginning | h..been. kepte and contynued one
1535 Crowwerl in Merriman Life & Lett. {1902) 1. 417 In that that the said frensh athe..answered at all tymes on the kinges parte. 21548 Hu Chron,, Fdw. IV 222 Kynge
Edward in these hys last battayles was. fortunate for that, that he at sondry. ty, uted..of his enemyes.

£. take that! (thave that!): a phrase used in delivering a blow, etc.

he pe lore.  e1425 Cast. Persev. 3119 In Macro Plays, For pl coueytyse, haue hou pat.
thou that, and that. 1833 Mamrvar P. 5 m y. Sir,..50 take
1. xiii, turn Protestant and damn the Pope—take that now, Father M'G

#1425 Cursor M. 16290 (Trin.) Wip his hond a buffet He 3af ihesus. Hc selde. Take patto t
che with my bat. 1590 Swaxes. Com, Err. i, 23 T
-and that—(thrashing the man with his raltan)

2, Used emphatically, instead of repeating a previous word or phrase. a. Preceded by and (rarely but), and referring to something in the previous clause. [CF. L. et id, idque, F. et
cela.)

€1000 Sax. Leechd, . 278 On pam [berries] ys sa&d and paet sweart.  ¢1175 Lamb. Hom, 121 Crist godes sune wes ibuhsum, to pa defie, and bet to swulche defe swa [etc.]
€1386 Cravcix Friar's T. 294, 1 haue been syk, and that y <1483 Dighy Myst. . 1067 We shall # tidinge And pat | trust shorthy 1535 Covernais 2 Kings iv. 3
Borowe without of all thy neghboures emplye vessels, we. Ps. xlvl. 5 God helpeth her, & yL right early. 1381 Sionev Apal. Powtrie (Arb.) 62 Exercise inc
doe, but that very fore-backwardly. 1772 Weser Jrnl, 2 June, A man began to scream, and that so loud that my voice was quite drowned. 1833 L Rircwme Wand. by Laire 168 It was

ede wee
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