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THESIS: The contribution of exegesis to an under-
standing of the problem of sin and sin-
lessness in the Eirst #pistle of John.

INTRODUCTION @

It is unfortunate that no translation can

ever adequately reproduce the studious precision of an

author's language in another tongue. St. John's idioma-

tic distinctions in his statement, exposition and solu-
tion of the problem of sin and sinlessness in his Firgt

Epistle were undoubtedly clear and vivid in the minds of

his Greek-gpeaking readers; but these have been difficult

to reproduce in the knglish versions of this Zpistle.

Accordingly, it is the purpose of this study to bring

into bolder relief and clearer understanding the precise

meaning of the Apostle's doctrine. Furthermore, the
reader of the Wirst Zpistle of John is constantly faced
by certain questions involved in John's statements about
sin in Christian experience. An illustration of this is
the seeming contradiciion in the two passages 1:10 and

3:9, In the firét he writes, "If we say that we have not

'sinned, we make him a liar and his word is not in us";

in the second, “Whosoever is begotten of God doeth no

sin.,.and he cannot sin...".‘ An exegetical treatment of

these and other passages will enable us to determine John's
precise meaning and solve the problem of sin and sinless-
ness in this Epistle,

The present study aspires to bring out into

clear perspective what John really meant to convey to his
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readers, within the following limits: the passages for
‘special study in this investigation are 1:7-2:2; 3:4-9,
Ordinarily an exegetical treatment should be
undertaken in order to establish the exact meaning of
the author's terminology. In the present case this ine-
volves an investigation of some of the synonyms for sin
in John's vocabulary, in both substantive and verbal
usage. In the course of this stu&y certain questions
will emerge, such as: "What is the difference between
the use of the singular and the plural of nouns?";
"What is the difference in meaning among the nouns of
various endings?"; and "What difference is involved, if
any, between a corresponding substantive and verb?",
An investigation of this character, upon a subject which
has been the object of so much controversy naturally
presupposes a large body of available references, the
more important of which have been consulted; a complete

list of authorities is given in the Bibliograrphy.
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CHAPTER I
THE TERMINOLOGY FOR SIN IN JOHANNINE THOUGHT-SYNONYMS

I Introduction.

A. The prominence of the idea of sin in the Scriptures.
The prominence of the idea of sin in Holy
Scripture is emphasized by the variety of terms used to
describe its various forms of expression. In opening his
discussion, Trench writes of nine New Testément synonyms
for sin, "A mournfully numerous group of words, and one
which it would be only too easy to make larger still.
Nor is it hard to see why". He continues: "For sgin,
which we may define in the language of Augustine, as
'factum vel dictum vel concupitum aliéuid contra aeternam
legem!, .....may be regarded under an infinite number of
aspects, and in all languages has been so regarded; and as
- the diagnosis of it belongs most of all to the Scriptures,
nowhere else are %e likely to find it contemplated on so
many sides, set forth under such various images (1)%.
B. The purpose of this chapter.
A reading of the passages in the Pirst Epistle

(L) Trench: Synonyms of the New Testament, pg.224(London,
1915). The other words for sin which Trengh lists
ajre:o‘l;td/T% Ly APEBAVIL, 11 dpdfioy’, ;TALITTTWME,
AY VO Yfuk, BTTYp ok, TIAPR v opte ) )y prpr R 12



of John which are involved in this study, reveals that
the following terms are used: a‘):/»w\/b 7R and 4}44/706".‘19
ALy # /o and & V”/"/gt. Inasmuch as each word
emphasizes some phase of the whole question of sin, it is
the immediate purposé of this chapter to determine their
precise meaning and relationship.

C. The peculiar characteristics of the terms for sin.

1. "A" Privative.

In beginning to study these words several
common characterigstics are observed. The first observa-
tion is not only that they all begin with the same prefix,
but that 'a' is an integral part of these four words. It
is an universally recognized law of etymology that " '
when prefixed to words as an inseparable syllable" sus-
tains either a positive, copulative, or intensive rela-
tion to the word to which it is prefixed. It is clear
that with these words the first sense is indicated; as
for instanceﬂivth;( means "what is contrary to V@}‘os
(Law)®; i.e., "lawlessness, outlawry", and RS/ 1 8 .
designates "what is not conformable to S (right)",
Therefore, as Thayer (1) has shown, ', ' privative is
"like the Iatin ;in' and the English 'un', giving a
negative sense to the word to which it is prefixed, as
2%54P53 ("without weight, not burdensome") is the negasive
anyé;DOS (*weight, a burden"); or signifying what is

(1) Thayer: New Testament Lexicon,'d *,Pg.l (Corrected
Edition - 1889).
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contrary to it, asd7//M°% meaning "without honor" is
4

contrary tot/#/°S which is rendered as "valuable,

precious, held in honor, esteemed™.

2. AHA*" Bnding.
The second observation is that all three
substantives end in “t&", Tt is an universally recog-
nized law of etymology that there is a special signifi-
cance in the ending of Greek nouns: Robertson says that
nouns ending in (A "denote an active principle which
accompanies an act" (i.e., the idea of a principle work-
ing as well as the concrete work); while such an author-
ity as Willizm Goodwan states that “nouns deno ting
'quality' are formed from adjective stems by these
' W
suffixes:tat,¥vvd, LA (1), Thisg is well illustrated by
7 /

the following words: “o@ /A ("wisdom"), N AN/A (nyicer),

2 7/ )
and AN FesA ("truth?).  To set forth the significance

' o / ‘ '

of the ending,j}/‘@&ﬁﬁd may be comprehended under the
aspect of an active principle. It is also recognized
etymologically that nouns ending hn/¢d, such as?ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ‘d
("thing, act“),/§§7¢d\ ("saying,i.e.,thing said");ﬁoéyud‘
("section"), and&p4}73/4d~(“an evil deed, a sin"%), "de-
note the ‘'result! of an action"(2) with more thought of
(x} Buttmann: Greek Grammar, Pg. 281.

Goodwin: Greek Grammar, Pg. 186-7.

Hadley and Allen: Greek Grammar, Pgs.,191,197. ge s, m

Hickie: ILexicon of the Greek New Testament, Pg.9, sHMApT/4.

Robertson: Grammar of the Greek New Testament,Pg.l156,etc.

Cf. also: Blass, Pg.63; and Winer, Pg. 95,
(2) Goodwin: Greek Grammar, Pg. 186.



the act than the principle. The above is comprehended

in an instances illustrating the meaning of 4?4A/97/;~in

I John 1:8 (of 3:4, etc.), "If we say that we have no sin
(A>1Qp7vQ-) we deceive ourselves, and the truth is not in
us", in which the idea of an active principle in life is
present; this is somewhat different from the idea suggest-
ed byéV4@2/7¢4d~in Mark 3:28, 29:(cf.also Rom.3:25; and

I Peter 1:9), "Verily I say unto you, All their sins
(éﬁ%ﬁﬁizukTAJ shall be forgiven unto the sons of men, and
their blasphemies wherewith soeverlthey shall blaspheme:
but whosoever shall blaspheme against the Holy Spirit
hath never forgiveness, but is guilty of an eternal sin
(571@0Fi>1¢793')", in which cases it is evident that

sin is confemplated as deeds of disobedience to a divine

law and a result in action (1).

. Summary.

To summarize, it has been observed thatéhﬁﬁvﬁb
;/A "/Jf/;k , and a’VO/H t/A have common affixes: the prefix
'A ' indicating negation or contrariness to the meaning
of the root word, and that, aithough the suffix /ktak
signifiies the result of an act, the suffix '(d' denoting

the active principle which accompanies the act.

(1) Trench: (New Testament Synonyms, pg. 226) cites an
illustration of this principle in noun
endings from Arlstotle(Nlc, Eth, v.7.7):
)A;d\@e— pet 70 &J’//r”)/ao{ /(o\( TB o(é‘//f’ov
Adi Koy /ut-rd'éi/? Ev o 7”‘¢ovet,3 T4X e
£8 #2urd J& T80To, Stav 1 poxes Ik pmd vt
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ITI Discussion.

A ApapFiA ang A g o p 7w

1. The relationship of 0}7“‘*/’ 7“//0L and 5/«/1/ foi?/w
a. Composition.

The relationship between the noun of/tﬂﬁf//”\
and the verbﬂcwdfn‘/"”‘/ is naturally very close, in view
of the fact that they both are formed from a common root
and prefixed by the same vowel, Thayer says thatm}«d/’f/;l
is connected with (if,h A/WIV‘O from the aorist form of -

C < /

d’/"“/ré?", agdh MoTvX/o is fromé{ﬁoTu)(C:?V .(1). Three
b. Root and derivation.
possible derivations of the word have been suggested

respectively by Suidas, Bullinger and Buttmamn.(as the

accompanying footnote (2) indicates); however, Buttmann's

(1) Thayer: Greek‘-En Tish Lexicon of the New Testament,
rg. 30, '&]wol 12 %,

(2) sSuidas )gerlves it fromt/»t /0‘"7”‘4) ' d/m/)r/"* quasi
apapyrfa ', "a failing to grasp®. Bullinger(Lexicon
& Concordance to the Engllsh and, Greek New Testament
pg.703) suggests that, "Ifa\/"mfrlﬁ‘ igs from of/wo\/oal- a
duct or canal by which water flows down to any place
then it is akin to“)P )7, to speak or put forth, and
which implies an evil influence....then it is the
defiling and bitter principle of disturbance which
has flowed down upon the creation of God". But tyann
(Lexn.log ,i.pg.137--Bng.Ed.pg.85) refers a/«ua-ﬁfd Vv
with M"e w toy/ MEP in i pw ,/ue—//oo/«mu ,(uepod‘
(Wlth r& privative), upon which a négative intransi-
tive verb with 'p ' privative was formed, and assumes
as the original sense, "to be without a share in, not
to attain, not to arrive at the goal"., Curtius thinks
the sense of’ fgpoteV almost drives one to this derlva.-
tion(pg.679); Brugma.n(Gram.li #682) saysdmapravw ig
probably from — AP TO 7“,8/701—1“0 "without a share
of“,connected w1th,ue7ooJ-/Aé,ow : he quotes the gloss
Ko pELy a%‘«dpro\ v etV (Hesychius). Buttmann's con-
jecture has been accepted by such lexicographers and
scholars as Cremer, Liddell and Scott, Thayer, and
Trench, and has found general favor.



view is supported very closely by Brugman,and Curtius
and is accepted by the leading lexicographers, and is
justified by the meaning of the earlier classical use.
The uncertainty of the derivation is implied in the
statement of Trench that: "In seeking accurately to
define<{}«@ﬂ71;~, and‘so better to distinguish it from
the other words of this group, no help can be derived
from its etymology, seeing that it is quite uncertain.
Only this much is plain, that when sin is regarded as
Eﬁfaa/prvﬁk, it is regarded as a failing and missing of
the true end and scope of our lives, which is God"(1l).
An examination of the passages in the New Testament
where this substantive and its corresponding verb occur
should reveal the significance with which it was used by

the writers of the New Testament.

5. /(4/401,0772&
a. Survey of New Testament usage.

%¥/¢Q/>7/4* is found about one hundred and seventy-
two times in the New Testament, or four times as often as
its corresponding verd formaﬁh@AﬁfVug and many times more
than any other word meahing "sin", The following chart
tabulated from the usages listed by Moulton and Geden will

(3 » / '
gserve to indicate the frequency with Whichcéku50f1¢~occurs
in the New Testament (2).

(1) Trench: Synonyms of the New Testament, pgs. 224-5,
(2) Moulton and Geden: Concordance to the Greek Testa-
ment, pgs. 47-9.



Group or Book Singulars Plurals TOTAL
Pauline 52 11 63
Johannine 24 14 38
Hebrews 11 14 25
Lukan 1 18 19
Petrine 3 5 8
Matthew 1 6 7
James 4 3 ?
Mark . _6 _6

96 77 173

b. Illustrations of New Testament (including Johannine)
usage.

The follpwing typical examples serve to illus-
trate the New Testament significanée of%7¢&ﬂ77;k. Hebrews
3:13 reads ‘"but exhort one another day by day, so long as
it is called Today; lest any one of you be hardened by the
deceitfulness of sin (d&%4}3779\)“. It is clear that sin
is regarded in this statement as hardening by deceitfulness,
and thus is comprehended as an active principle. Further-
more, sSin is even personified in II Thessalonians 2:3; "For
it will not be, except the falling away come first, and the
man of sin (é/¢a¢off%J‘) be revealed, the son pf perdition®(1).
The following instan€es are also representative of Pauline

(<4 /
usage: "that, as sin {)MmALP774 ) reigned in death, even

(1) The Recelved text (Sﬁ reads d/ﬂ“?of/ﬂj‘. altho Nestle's
text reads;ﬁ@pzaj with dmafr/as in margin.



so might grace reign through righteousness unto eternal

life through Christ Jesus our Lord"™ (Romans 5:21); and,
c /

"So now it is no more I that do it, but sin (4 map7/%)

which dwelleth in me "(Romens 7:17). A Johannine ex-

~———gmple is in the Gospel of John 8:34: "Jesus answered

them, Verily, verily, I say unto you, Every one that
committeth sin is the bondservant of sin%; When the
various instances are compared 471%/V$4kmay be regarded,
as Thayer states it, "in sense but not in signification
as the source whence evil acts proceed"(l); or, to

c 4
express the idea another way, g ma2//7 is conceived un-
der the aspect of an active evil principle in life (2).
Another group of instances which reveal a similarity of
ﬁsage under a different category are the following:
First, Matthew 1:21, "For it is he that shall save his
people from their sins"; second, Matthew 12:31,"There-
fore I say unto you, Bvery sin and blasphemy shall be
forgiven unto men"; and third, John 1:29, "Behold, the
Lamb of God, that taketh away the sin of the world®.
Speaking of these three instances, Burton, whose well-
balénced judgment ag an authority has contributed essen-

tially to our understanding of this term, refers to these
9 7/
passages by saying thatd M&P7/d sometimes signifies

(1) Thayer: Greek-English ILexicon of the New Testament,
pgs. 30=-31, '

(2) This is illustrated in classical Greek in Plato's
Legg. II -660C: "far advanced in evil

(dpaprocs )o.



*the deed as distinguished from the doing of it"(1).
To these instances such others as the following might be
added, I John 3:5 as an example similar to Matthew 1:21;
"And ye know that he was manifested to take away sins
(J)u&of/éf )%, involves the principle with emphasis
upon the concrete expressions of it, in a generic sense,
Acts 7:60, "ILord lay not this sin @ﬁhdybr/&Pﬁ to their
charge" and John 19:11, "Jesus answered him, Thou wouldest
have no power against me except it were given thee from
above: therefore he that delivered me unto thee hath
greater sin &%haybf%é&’)", are similar to Matthew 12:31
as referring specifically to a particular deed or kind of
sinful act. Further instancesvof the third type illus-
trated by John 1:29 are: Hebrews 10:6, "In whole burnt
offerings and sacrifices for sin (ﬂfﬁ; ¢§“§¢74;*) thou
hadst no pleasure®; Romans 3:9, "for we before laid to
the charge both of Jew and Greeks, that they are all un-
der sin (m7ugﬁ7vab/ J'"; and in 1 John 1:7 and 2:2 respec-
tively, "and the blood of Jesus his Son cleanseth us from
all sin (dikuyﬂfﬂgf )% and "he is the propitiation for our
sins &{ﬂ“@a7723k’ J*". TFrom the several contexts it is
easily seen that in these cases the collective idea is

foremost.

(1) Burton: "New Testament Word Studies", pgs.1l,2.
"Commentary on Galatians", pgs. 436-43.
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c. Sﬁmmary.

The two general uses which appear in the fore-
going occurrences, on the two preceding pages, as used by
the New Testament writers are illustrated and contrasted
in an early Christian letter of the ¥ourth Century,A.D.,(1),
which has been discovered in Egypt: An unknown Justinus
addresses himself to a Christian brother, Papnuthius. The
relevant part reads: "For 'in the multitude of words they
shall not escape sin (T%”/@%@ﬁ713;)', I beseech you,
master, to remember me in your holy prayers, in order that
I may be able (to receive) my part in the cleansing of sin
(twy @%40”%30....For I am one of the sinners"(2). The
first instance refers to the abstract principle, the
latter to the concrete dommitted sins, collectively (3).
Accordingly, it is noteworthy that 4i/14/77/;~ , “sinv,
ags"hardening, reigning, doing" and even personified in
"the man of sin"™ may be viewed as an active principle or
abstractly as the committing of sin, in the first sense.
On the other hand, it may be considered collectively as
committed sin under varying aspects. In conclusion,

¢ / .
dykﬁﬁfvd as an active principle outworking in action

(1) Heidelberger Papyrus-Sammlubg, Vol.I, Die Septuaginta
Papyri unde andere altchristliche Texte, ed.A.
Deigsmann, Heidelberg, 1905.

(2) wuilligan: Selections from the Greek rapyri, pgs.l25-7.

(3) The use of Aeschylus in Agamemnon (1198) is similar to
the second use: "Bear witness upon thine oath that I
do know the sins hih%/>7723'), ancient in story, of
this house".
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represents all that does not conform to the standard, viz.,

that set by the will of God. (1).

5. A paprdiw
a. Survey of New Testament usage.

%/Aﬁﬁ7d$”” appears forty-three times, or about
one fourth the number of occurrences listed for its re-
lated noun o?/»d,p?/;k , in the New Testament (2). The dis-
tribution according to author or book is as follows:
Pauline, seventeen (largely in Romans and I Corinthians);
Johannine, fourteen (I John ten; Gospel of John, four);
Lukan, five; Mattﬁew, three; Hebrews, two; Petrine, two.
Of particular interest is the fact that the verb&@“@pﬁj}‘v
occurs ten times in the rirst Epistle of John and oftener
than in any other New Testament book (3). Another point of
interest is the fact that the Gospel has two present and
two aorist usages, while the-ﬁpistle has nine present forms
and one perfect; the use of these tenses with this verb will

be considered at an appropriate stage of this investigation.

(1) similar treatment of this term may be found in the
following: Cremer: ILexicon of New Testament Greek,
pgs. 100-102. Iiddell and Scott: Greek-English
Lexicon, pg. 72. Robinson: ILexicon of the New
Testament, pgs. 35-6. fthayer: (Greek-iEnglish ILexicon
of the New Testament, pgs.30-31. Burton: "New Testa-
ment Word Studies", pgs. 1,2.5 "Commentary on
Galatians", pgs.436-43,, p

(2) Moulton and Geden: Concordance to the Greek Testament,
pgs. 47-9. It may be noted that the Revised Version
renders "to sinﬁ everywhere.

(3) The use of}vhﬁﬁ7tkv‘” in the Septuagint, although
not conclusive, shows that the verb,according to
Burton, Commentary on Galatians,pgs.437f,o0ccurs about
one hundred and seventy times (and generally means
(Continued on next page)



~12-

b. Illustrations of New Testament (including Johannine )usage.
‘The following citations illustrate the New

Testament significance aféfﬁbﬂfﬂg’“’. The parable of the

Prodigal Son contains the following clause, "Father, I have

gsinned against heaven, and in thy sight (Zﬂffﬁﬂ 4%44”“y ers

By ovpa vy Kal EraniSy sou )" in Luke 15:18 and 21. An

amazing counterpart of this usage and story is in "The

Letter of a Prodigal sSon%", a document belonging to the

gecond century A.D. (1): 1t is an illiterate appeal from

Antonius ILongus to his mother, entreating her to be recon-

ciled to him despite his pitiful and shameful state. The

t 4 ")
actual instance ig: s naidEopmac , ya & 5t 't Tporrov. 0ida,

5%‘2;#&7*$_ﬂPunished I have been in any case. 1 know that
1 have sinned timﬁﬁzikﬁ- (2], Judas likewise wasted
his golden opportunity but when stricken with remorse said,

"I have sinned (/;/’»m,oros/ } in that I have betrayed innocent

(3 Continued from preceding page).

"to sin") and is used for the Hebrew verb “Tﬂ%?%]. An in-
stance is found in Genesis 20:6, "I also with d thee from
sinning against me"., Sophocles (Greek Lexicon,pg.l123, Amapioww)
also calls attention to apocryphal uses: Tobit 3:3; Judith
5:17; Baruch 2:12,etc., as being of same meaning as Gen.20:6=-
"to sin, offend against God". The suppostion is that the
word had an early ethical significance of such nature as to
be adopted into the Septuagint, which usage may have in-
fluenced John (cef. 9:2,3), yet his known Grecian contacts
and the New Testament relation to Hellenistic Greek oppose
this idea. Classical use shows two distinct trends:

1. Physical~used by Homer, I1.8.311l, on through SopWocles,
Aeschylus, Antipho, when a spear misses the mark, and 2.
Ethical-Also used as “to fail of one's purpose, to lose®
until it developed as early as Homer, I1.9.501, an ethical
gignificance meaning "to do wrong, to err, to sin",(cf,
Cremer, Liddell & Scott, Robinson, and Thayer )

(¥) B.G.U. 846(ii.A.D. ): &egyptlsche Urkunden aus den
Koeniglichen Huseen zu Berlin: Griechische Urkunden.¥ols,i-iv
(in progress). Berlin, 1895-,

23 Milligan: Seleotlons«from the Greek Papyrl pgs.93-5,
Document #37,12, Moulton and Milligan: The Vocabulary of

- the Greek Testament, Vol.I.
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blood" (Matthew 27:4). John 9:2 reads, "And his disciples
asked hiﬁ, saying, Rabbi, who sinned (é;¢4/07€‘/ }, this
man, or his parents, ﬁhat he should be born »nlind??,
ginmilarly I John 1:10, "If we say that we have not sinned
(j&¢gpﬁ%#ﬂ/h€bﬁ, we make him a liar, énd his word is not in
us". Observation of each instance cited above, in the light
of its derivation (cf.page 5 above), suggests what may be
considered to be the fundamental meaning of the verbéﬂ%ﬁnﬁ”“
"to miss the mark®, or to Waqder from the path of upright-
ness and honor, or to do or go wrong. Inasmuch as the aorist
tense expresses punctiliar action (1), it here suggests com-
prehensfcn of sinning as a single act; while the perfect
expresses the continuance of completed action (2).

But the verb is also found in the present tense
which expresses durative or linear action (3). The Epistle
to the Hebrews (10:26) contains an instance as follows:

"For if we sin (hpapme bov 7w’ ) wilfully, after that we have
received the knowledge of the truth, there remaineth no

more a sacrifice for sins (5/*%ﬁf¥am/ v, i.,e., if we go on
sinning @ﬁhﬁ/)ﬁdkﬁ@?zvy’ ) there can be no sacrifice for

sins as long as wrong-doiné is the practice or habit of one's
life (4). ©Paul writes in i Corinthians 8:12 "And thus,

sinning (practicing sin) (qceu fdpvrn&S) the brethren, and
/-\

(1) Robvertson: A Grammar of the Greek New Testament,
pgs.330-1. ‘

(2) Dana and santey: tanual for the study of the Greek
New testament, pg. 125.

(3) Robertson: A Grammar of the Greek New Testament,
pg.879.

(4) Plato, Legg. 891 B-and Phaedr. 242 E show similar

' classical usage: "to do wrong in a matter",

Apaprorw rrepl el 1 vrof
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wounding their conscience when it is weak, ye sin (are
practicing sin)(os/cc\d/rptllre—f‘f’) against Christ®. John has
similar instances in both his Gospel and Epistle. John 5:14
and 8:11 both record Christ as saying, "Sin (go on sinning)
(£7~6271ﬂ}€* ) no more", while I John 2:1 contains John's
message: ‘“These things write i unto you that ye may not
sin (@7«\4';07'0;/’&—). And if any mah sin (acj//td;o?'?) ), we
have an Advocate with the Father., A singular example is
that of I John 5:16, "And if any man see his brother ’
@&h@ﬁﬁﬁ@r7u~ Q}4%ﬁ17bkjﬂ, in which the sense of the latter
two words is "to keep on Sinning a sin" or "sinning a éin";
a classgical Greek reference illustrates this peculiar sense
as involved in use of both verb and substantive:/491d(A“‘
jﬁaepjéadr& @%94%34V)(Plato, rhaedo 113 B). The present
tense in the above instances clearly indicates the durative

sense in the expression of the idea of sinning.

¢. Summary.

From the preceding study of a number of the
ogccurrences cﬁ'@>v¢ﬁ7v{0’“’ in the nNew Testament, it is
clearly seen that-it is fittingly rendered in the simple
gense of "to sin', no matter in what tense. As stated in
the preceding survey (cf. page 11 ) and considered in the
discussion which follows it, the use afd%h4507ﬂchwin the
Johannine writings is limited to the aorist and perfect or

to the present tenses (1).

(1) Blass: Grammar,pg.l198: "The perfect tense unites in
itself as it._were the present and aorist, since it
expresses the continuance of completed action".
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4, QConclusion.

Finally, it is evident that the verb "to sin®
(g&»d}deu’M/ ) corresponds exactly to the meaning of the
“noun "to sin® (%ﬂ“@of;i) in having the same root
(ef. pg. 5 ) and construction. The meaning may be
comprehensively expressed as "the transgression of or
want of conformity unto the law of God"(1l). In his
scholarly additional note on I John 1:9 Westcott (2)
states concerning the threefold obligation of man to
self, the world, 2nd God: "To violate the 'lawf by
which this ;elation is defined in life is 'to sin'.

Bach conscious act by which the law is broken is 'a sinf:
the principle which finds expression in the special acts
is 'sin'", He continues: “54/*4/’776k (ta sin, sin')
and ohc/Ad/’T'ﬂ'//’elV('to sin') have two distinct meanings.
/‘4/« d/r;k may describe a single act impressed by the
'siﬁful,character (I Jn 5:16), or sin regarded in the ab-
“stract (Jn 16:8). And again d}u507%7’6/P’ may be 'to
commit a sinful act' (I Jn 1:10) or 'to present @ ginful
character!' (I Jn 3;6) %" This analysis is well justified
by the present 1nve8u1gaulon. |
I&%ﬁﬁﬂ~mLﬁmﬁm
1. Relationship of o’icf//t’/& auud;*/’”?"/"L

a. Composition.
"The remaining two words to be studied in this

(1) Westminster Shorter Catechism: section Q-A 14.

(2) vestcott: Commentary on "Epistles of St. John",pgs.37-3,
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chapter are similar in construction, root-idea, and
principle, viz.ozé}%Y/é\ and.&lfﬁ/“43\ . They have the
gsame prefix and suffix, the 'A' privative, as shown pre-
viously (cf. pg.2,3 ), imparting the idea of negation and
the ending *(A' (cf. pgs. 3,4 above) signifying the prin-
¢iple outworking in action.

b. Root and derivation.

/)40@ VLS is derived from 3}/,‘7’3 (S 0s) (1),
which means "right, just";}vﬁfA/;~is from Véﬂﬂfdenoting
"law"® (2); accordingly their root-ideas have a similar
connotation(3)., As Westcott has well said (4),547/7/&'
is properly rendered "unrighteousness* as 5"4/‘;“' is
tfanslated “lawlessness": the basic principle in both is

that which is contrary to the established norm or standard.

/
2. Ads A4
a. REtymology.
/. /
>4J7/?/¢, AS , in the Ionic asi?, zc occurs from

Homer down, and is the substantive form of the adjective

(l) Thayer:Greek-English Lexicon of the New Testament,pg.lZ2.

., Cf. Cremer: Iexicon of New Testament Greek,pgs.200-2.

(2) Robinson: Lexicon of the New Testament, pg. 61.
Thayer: Greek-English Lexicon of the New Testament,

pg.48.

(3) Herodotus (1.96), contains a passage with both words,
al though the derivatives of J'/43 are there used
more in the sense of "justice": He writes concern-
ing Deioces a Mede, "And this he did although there
was much lawlessness (#rof+/95 ) in all the land of
Media, and though he knew that injustice (AFraer )
is ever the foe of justice(Fraad w )M,

(4) Westcott: BEpistles of St. John, pgs. 192-3,
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,;JV/?QS as a combination of '/A' privative and J?ﬁ??. laééﬁ
is connected withcfe/20/6/1° (1), occurring from Homer

down likewise; the original sense ofévfﬁ was "custom,usage",
but in early times "right" was inferred from "usage" until
the idea progressed to be used "of all proceedings insti-
tuted to determine legal rights, etc." (2). A comprehen-
sive classical illustration which links ﬁhe widening con-
ceptions of J/44 and A A i~ together is found in
Thucydides (3.66): "And now after having perpetrated in a
short time these three crimes (d;ﬂ'/Y/;%P)....,the breach of
your agreement, the subsequent murder of the men, ahd the
falsification of your promise not to kill them. ...No, not
if these your judges come to a right @%ﬂ&@) decision.®
Accordingly, 'A ' privative and the '"1A' ending unite with
the root to impart the idea of "un-right-eousness®, or (3)

what is not conformable to<J33?3 (right)v,

b. Survey of New Testament usage.

The word under consideration occurs twenty-six
times (4) in twenty-five New Testament verses, or ten more
times thancf$0/%fk—and one seventh of the appearances of

oQképfﬁX. The distribution of the twenty-gix instances

(1) Liddell and scott(cf.fe/Arv e pg.328 in ureek-English
Lexicon): Curtius believes that the root is AE/X
or 47k , whence alsof#s , etec. ,

(2) Thayer(Greek-English ILexicon of N.T.,pg.151, 'F£rAs 1)
briefly divides its growing significance: first,
custom and usage; second, right and practice; third,
suit at law; fourth, judicial proceedings; fifth,
punishment; sixth, avenging justice. :

&3) Cremer: Iexicon of Hew Testament Greek, pg. 201.

4) Moulton and Geden: Concordance to the Greek Testament,
Pg.22.
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according to author or book are as follows: Pauline, twelve;
Lukan, six; Johannihe, three; Betrine, two; Hebrews, two
(8:12¢£ﬂ/?ﬂit£', only plural in New Testament); and James,
one, Of the three Johannine uses, two occur in the First
Epistle of John.
c. Illustrations of New, Testament(including Johannine)usage.
The following examples are representative of the
significance of dJ74 [+ as used in the New Testament, Jn-
II Corinthians 12:13, Paul writes, "For what is there wherein
ye were made inferior to the rest of the churches, except it
be that I myself was not a burden to you? forgive me this
wrong kiﬂ/ffdb/)“. usinggkﬁzflk—in the sense of wrong or
injustice (1). Peter usesdd;#/% in his Second Epistle
2:13,15: t“guffering wrong as the hire of wrong-doing
@ﬁJ?/f/ZJ')" and “forsaking the right way, they went astray,
having followed the way of Balaam the son of Beor, who loved
the hire of wrong-doing (XJ/A/#5 )"; these parallel in-
stances contrastdd/ Ml with the right way as the doing of
what is contrary to right. The sense in these three in-
stances is particularly that of “wrong-doing" as revealed

against the right standard (2). A slightly different mean-

(1) P.Tebt. I 104:23, a Marriage Contract papyri of 92 B.(C.
is illustrative of the sense of "injustice, wrong":
"¥t shall not be lawful for Philiscus to bring in
any other wife but Apollonia....nor to alienate any
of their property to Apollonia's disadvantageeﬂ§/Yﬂﬂc)".
For other illustrations consult Moulton and Milligan.
The Vocabulary of the Greek Testament,(Part I),pg.10.
(2) Xenophon supplies an instance of this in his Memorabilia
ii.2.3): "thinking that they will not, in all likeli-
hood, cause wrong-doing (dekvkt/ Jto cease by the
fear of any greater evil", Cf.,also Cyrop viii.8.7,
"accordingly, owing to their impiety (avelferar
toward the gods and their iniquity (ad/4/%4t) to-
ward man',



ing appears in instances from several other New Testament
writers: ILuke (13:27) records Christ as saying, "Depart
from me, all ye workers of iniquity'(JA7/Kué})"; in Acts
1:18, “Now this man obtained a field with the reward of his
iniquity (éé)/?ﬂxj )", and again in 8:23, "For I see that
thou art in the bond of iniquity (dQF//V/GEY )*, the same
meéning is evident, viz., that of a deed (or deeds with
regard to Tuke 13:27) violating law and justice, but still
more the.idea of a principle of unriéhteousness manifesting
itself in action as iniquity. James speaks of "the world of
iniquity @%&V/K;dJ )" in 3:6; Epistle to Hebrews furnishes
the o ther iﬁstances which seem to have this meaning, 1:9 -
"thou hast loved righteousness and hated iniquity" and 8:12 -
"T will be merciful to their iniquities®™, All of the fore-
going denote a special unrighteousness of life and activity,
some thing deep-seated and fundamentally opposed to what is
highest in man's relations with God and his fellow=-creatures,
(and of such nature as to require God's mercy), a principle
of unrighteousness that is contrasted (cf.Hebrews 1:9) with
righteousness and expresses itself best in English as the
type of sin (1) termed "iniquity".

Still another variation in meaning is evident in
other examples, such as in Luke 16:9, "mannon of unrighteous-
ness GJJV/Y/;J‘)" and literally "unrighteousness" again in
16:8 and 18:6 in reference to the unrighteous steward and

5 ld
judge. Eleven of Paul's twelve uses of ks (2 geem to be

(1) ICJohn 5:17, "all unrighteousness is sin", THAVoL IV AL A
G AP ric vty
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gsimilar to the rendition just above: a few representative
illustrations are Romans 1:18 "“against all ungodliness and
unrighteousness of men%; Romans 6:13 "neither present your
menbers unto sin as instruments of unrighteocusness®;
I Corinthians 13:6, "rejoiceth not in unrighteousness";
II Thessalonians 2:10, "but had pleasure in unrighteousness";
and II Timothy 2:19, "let every one that nameth the name of
the Lord depart from unrighteocusness". 1In all of these there
is an universal recognition that "all unrighteousness is sin",
is.opp031te of godliness, irreconcilable with the nature of
God in our lives; unrighteousness, therefore, is a potential
factor for wickedness which may be opposed by dedication to
its opposite, "righteousness®, Paul contrasts Ll /o] A
with 43/%¢lavJV3 in Romans 3:5, "but if our unrighteousness
( azfl/?llak) commendeth the righteousness (J/4a oWy ) of
Gdd, what shall we say? Is God unrighteous OXJV/VDJ) who
visiteth with wrath?" and'again in 6:13, “neither present
your members unto sih as instruments of unrighteousness
(&Jﬁ/r/&J ); but present yourselves unto God, as alive from
the dead, and your members as instruments of righteousness.
(Jﬁ/ﬁ;Lovaﬁa ) unto God". These instances are similar to
I John 1:92, "If we confess our sins, he is faithful and
righteous &I‘%@4o}) to forgive us our sins and to cleansé
us from all unrighteousness (ﬁ#)/Y/QJ v,

}400//(/@ is also contrasted with 6)7\/}3/‘9 Erd gg
in Romans 2:8, "obey not truth but righteousness(cf. also

1:18, ete.)"; John also has an instance in his Gospel that
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igs similar to the Pauline occurrences. John 7:18 reads
WoBTos Bhytss eveiv kel MiAla &y dTE Jog Qs the
same is true, and no unrighteousness is in him", imply-

ing no immorality of nature and a deeper contrast to

d)\/b 635 then (/eu/o/\o; : A/ 4[4 is the inner moral

basgis of the§0654¥5 . This illuminates the two ezamples
ofthV/fﬂﬁ in the First Epistle of John, which with John
7:8 compremise the total Johannine usage of the word:

I John 1:92 reading, "“If we confess our sins, he is faith-
ful and righteous (JV?H&LDJ ) to forgive us our sins, and
to cleanse us from all unrighteousness (éhf//V/;k )t and
5:17 "All unrighteousness &§4147ﬁ‘) is sin (ébkéﬂfék)..“.
Although Paul generally views A%T,kvé. as purely "unrighteous-
ness", the triple Johannine usage has a different aspect or
basis. Righteousness and unrighteousness are regarded by
him as characteristically under the aspect of truth and
falsehood, i.e., the form of being rather than the form of
manifestation and each time in an all-inclusive scope;
hence, in John especially'oﬂfV/V/;— refers to "that which

ought not to be because of revealed trutht,

d. Summary.

Furthermore, &8/ /7/d brings forward that side of
sin which is against our neighbor and does him a wrong, and

as such is common to human and divine law (1); it may be

(1) Hastings: Bible Dictionary, IV, pg.432.
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conceived as "wrong-doing", "iniquity", or strictly,
tunrigh teousress"-or specifically or universally,
ordinarily as ontradicting divine righteousness and
opposing divine truth. 7“7/Yﬁ*is violation of right, as
what is not conformable to either oc‘///ﬁ/’b or(;/\?/&&/a’* ;con-
sequently it is indeed "un-right-eousness'" in the mind of

the Apostle who loved Truth and Light.

5. Avoma
a. Etymology.

>4Vﬁ“lézdf in the JIonic as 55/4; is properly
"lawlegsness", from which proceeds the idea of “violation
of law, transgression®., It is found from Thucydides onward,
and often in the Septuagint. ;4V6MJ;-is the substantive
form of the adjectiveyVQMﬁS,"lawless", which is likewise
a compound of the negative "d “privative" and Véﬁaf,"law".
The latter comes from VéMJu, which is derived from the root-
stem VVEM (1); and which means to "divide, distribute,
'apportion“, occurring in Homer. &ﬂgh?é itself ' is in profane
authors from Hesychius down, especially in Herodotus, the
Tragedians, Aristotle, Xenophon, and Plato; but it was known
even by Josephus (c. Ap. 2.15,3) that it was not in Homer.
’

It is properly rendered as "anything assigned or apportioned

that which one has in use or possession (1): hence, “any-

thing established, anything received by usage, a custom, a

law, an ordinance, all that becomes law thereby"(2).

(1) Tiddell and Scott: G-E Lex. pg?1009.
(2) Thayer: G-E Lex. of New Testament, pg.427.



It indicates a national, settled life when the idea of law
as ordinance developed (1). Burton skilfully traces the
progress of the word-idea as the thought of a group which
controlled others, until the sense of custom and finally
authoritative law was reached (2).. Accordingly, quuos
meaning "1aw“,d¥q/vaf will mean ®“un-law" or "lawless" with
the idea that here is a law but the character chooses to
pedbopmos | nlawless" (3). It is important to grasp the
distinction, in contrast to our Engtish usage, that this
does not mean without law, but rather "out-law" or "law-
tess character under law-existent circumstances"‘(é).
741f6ﬂ¢lgithen carries out this out-~law idea into the sub-
stantive form, the JL" carrying strongly the idea of con-
trariness and the ending "l\" the idea of a principle work-
ing as well as the concrete work, "the principle of out=

lawry which works lawlessness",6 : =

b. Survey of New Testament usage.

The last of this group of four words,?\th7;~,
occurs in thirteen New Testameht verses to the total of
fifteen times: thus it occurs least frequently of any of the

four words discussed in this chapter, inasmuch as it is found

slightly over one-haelf the number of times ford@ﬁb@?Q. and

(1) cremer: Iexicon of New Testament Greek, pg. 429.
(2) Burton: Commentary on Zpistle to the Galatians,pgs.243-5.
S Cummings: Monograph on "Synonyms for Sin"%,pg.9.
é g Trench in "Synonyms of N.T.",pg.227-8, seems justified
in his statement that although &'v-04v0S may connote
absence of law (¢f.I Cor. 9:21--four times),&%gwi%
“is never the condition of one living with-
out law, but always the condition or deed of one
who acts contrary to law".
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about one twelfth foréyuyﬂfxi . The uses are further
apportioned as follows: DPaul, seven; Matthew, four;
John, two; Hebrews, two. Both of the Johannine in-
stances are found in the First Epistle of John and in
the same verse.(I John 3:4). It is found in the plural

only in somans 4:7 and Hebrews 10:17 (1).

c. Illustrations of New Testament(including Johannine)usage.
Among the representative passages containing

6£Vﬁ/~/& are those of matthew., #atthew 7:23 reads, "De-
part from me, ye that work iniquity érz#vgk)“ gsimilarly

to 13:41, "and they shall gather.....them that do iniquity";
in both casesdhéwwé is considered as an abstract principle
resulting in action. Matthew 24:12 reads. hAnd because
iniquity shall be multiplied, the love of the many shall

wax cold" in which instance iniquity seems capable of
affecting or nullifying a similar active principle, namely,
that of love. The plural is used in Romans 4:7 ("whose
iniquities are forgiven") and Hebrews 10:17 ("their iniquities
will I remember no more"); a comparison with corresponding
singular uses shows that there is little difference in the
general principle involved bhut that the use designates the
“individual acts as the outcome of such a factor;66h¢ﬁ77;‘ is
used with the plural instances in such conjunction as to in-

dicate almost a parallel signification. Hebrews 1:9 has the

statement, *“"Thou hast loved righteousness and hated iniquity

(1) Moulton and Geden: Concordance to the Greek Testament,

Pg.78.
Brooke: Commentary on Johannine Epistles, Indices, pg.229,
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(JV@#’%‘/ )%, showing the fundamental opposition exist-
ing also betweenJ7,*V10Vt/Vf7 as righteousness and the
concept of iniquity or wickedness, set forth indzﬂ?ﬁ/%\

Other illustrations worthy of consideration
follow: 1II Thessalonians speaks of the "mystery of law-
lessness (JV@MJéﬁ )" in 2:7 and several verses before of
0Q;LQA”W&375“‘5V9”AV(1); as "the man of lawlessness';
this sense seems to be nearer the original proper sense
of the noun as being derived from l’é}LOS . I John 3:4
is proﬁably the best known passage containingdany%é$ ,
“Every one that doeth sin doeth also lawlessness; and
sin @i%u@pf%%-) ig lawlessness (0)‘*’1’/"‘/12L )*. The two
instances from II Thessalonians as used by Paul and the
two from I John as written by John differ from all the
preceding examples and have the same idea of "law-less-
ness" in view; this is well illustrated in the classical
.Greek (Plato) and in papyri of 295 A.D. which will be
considered subsequently (cf. pg. 27 ).

Tn the last mentioned usages of J-Vo/h/:’—as
"lawlessness" the New Testament has reference to the law
of God for "whosoever committeth sin, committeth also
tranggression", for sin is the transgression of God's
law. It is obvious thatdevgﬁ~é‘ is the lawlessness, i.e.;
sin is the working out of the principle of lawlessness.
Here 0\740‘/07‘/5'1 is the more general abstract term, and

(1) TNestle's Text:qﬁugaf/éf is given as marginal reading;
this is reversed in SRb. Cf@@pg?
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54f¢&&& the more definite and specific, The principle
is illustrated in Xenophon's Memorabilia (i.2.24) in
which he states about the sojourn of Critias in Thessaly:
"making use of {(living in) lawlessness (dddyMJ%~) rather
“than just dealing"; the citation is significant in view
of the 1idea in the backgrouhd, that the Thessalians were
proverbial for their licentiousness, perfidy, and
treachery., While Paul (twice) and Hebrews (once) con-
trast AVomI& with ) A2t oV | ag illustrated in
classical usage (1), John conceives of‘ﬁ"%/‘/a- more as
being contrary to law and faith than to the norm or
standard of righteousness (@f preceding references) although
Paul agrees with John in I Thessalonians, ;QV?/Hé~is the
working out of the principle of lawlessness, whereas Paul
contrasts the principles of lawlessness and righteousness
with less definite connection with sin (II Cor.6:14--
“righteousness and iniquity"). The Johannine conception
is that of the singular principle and its outworking, re-
sulting in the idea of ¥iniquity® in other New Testament
writers; in its strict proper sense of "lawlessness" repre-
sents the conception of sin given in the First Hpistle of

John, for "gin is lawlessness'.

/

(1) Avomia is opposed to a"//{’dtol?U’V’b and J1 A*r105  ip
Herodotus (i.96) and Xenophon's Memorabilia(i.2.24),
as cited in this discussion; New ‘‘estament occur-
rences of similar character are Romans 6:19;

II Corinthians 6:14; and Hebrews 1:9,
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d. Summary.

Non-Biblical writers seem to give Q#ﬂ@WMéL as
"lawlessness", For example, Plato (Republic ix.575 A)
describes the state of a people without stable govern-
ment as "anarchy and lawlessness", a’Vap)Oo/l W 0)\%0/"//”(,
Furthermore, John is true to the permanent sense of
"lawlessness" as is shown by the fact that not only the
early classical ureek but evenha;pagyiusm,@i&;
of about 295 A.D.‘ (here 5)500\ VTA we e’Va’vo,wéw dﬂé‘nﬁwgleans
"lawlessly carried them off") have the same constancy in
chception of meaning. The view that John, midway in time,
used a1/€ﬁ¢;&- in its proper sense seems especially
acceptable in the light of Xenophon's usage in Memorabilia
i.2.24 (ef. pg. 26 ) in which case the proverbial lawless
character of Thessaly implies a conception of sinfulness,
Despite the fact that other New Testament writers usé the
word to mean variously Ywrong-doing,iniquity, lawlessness"
and thé possibility of such usage by others, the context of
the-First Epistle of John and the secular usage before and
éfter John indicate that the Apostle used the word in its
proper sense., ‘here is no special reason why John, writing
.iéﬁer and in a Grecian environment at Ephesus, should have

" changed from the historic meaning; however, the word would

naturally assume deeper-significance by its applicaﬁion in

(1) P Oxy ViiI 1121:20.
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the Scriptural theme where contrasts are intensified by

"light" and "darkness",

IiI General Conclusion and Application,.

In conclusion and application it will follow
then that "where there is no law (Romans 5:13) there may
beé/w/nr/ot, 3y 414 but notRAroMIA  w. trench adds
that, "It is true, indeed, that, behind the law of Moses
which they (the Gentiles) never had, there is another law,
the original law and revelation of the righteousness of
God, written on the hearts of all (Romans 2:12; 3:21); and,
as this in no human heart is obliterated quite, all sin...
must still in a secondary sense remain aS(ﬁlfo/Mlb~, a vio=-
lation of this older, partially obscured, law" (1).;4V€/462.
iz also commonly used as parallel and nearly synonymous
with Q;deofﬁﬁ ag "transsoression, unrighteousness, iniquity®
(ef. Romans 4:7 and Hebrews 1:9) (2); and yet, it suggests
sin in its relation to God's will and law, On the other
hand, the general notion of fault exists in bothé’V«O/"‘lzkand
&&/ o ia : that i.s'ozcicfé’//ol by which the J'/,/fd_/"V is injured,
tha.t is a‘zlro/n }a. by which the law is violated. 3/4'0(7 /f’//aL is
said of anyone's shortcomings in relation to the standard
of JVCV3 ; for all unrighteousness is sin (I John 5:17).

But sin isl%rv/kﬂﬁ, because it is properly the nonwobservance

or transgression of the law, whether the law be unknown or

(1) Trench: Synonyms of the New Testament, pg.228.
(2) Hobinson: Lexicon of the New Testament, pg.61l.
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wilfully violated. There can be noédng/9~without db@/@%;
(1), forodr H/a is the wider term:ﬁ\jﬁfﬂﬂllé* is the viola-
tion of law,dd/ #/4 the doing contrary to what is right(2).
Finally,@;h@ﬁTVA (sin) isé»~@ﬁ1/%(1awlessness), and all
oéﬁ/AHQh (unrighteousness) iséyhﬁ/bfA; (sin) (ef.I John);
but since o /r/IA includes ozvo/"t [ o~ , all di”a//‘f///d‘ -and
021”Q/W1;i~ are é/«q/?fﬂk, i.e., all unrighteousness and
lawlessness are sin. And, although&§0w907ﬂ; an&4ﬁ§¥75£5”/
mean "sin", yet "sin is lawlessness". ccordingly, what

is sin except whatever is contrary to the will or law of

God ?

(1) Herodotus: 1.96. {f. ¥Footnote (3) on pg. 16.
() Tittmann: Synonyms of the New Testament, Vol.TI,
pgs. 85-6 (Bnglish edition: Edinburgh, 1833).
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CHAPTER 11

THE CONTRIBUTION OF EXEGESIS TO AN UNDEESTANDING OF 1:7-2:2.

1. Preliminary Remarks.

A. Observatlions upon the structure of the passage.

Careful observation of the structure of the passage
to be discpssed here ( 1 John 1:7-2:2, but involving the
larger context of 1:5-2:2) shows that the declaration in
1:5 concerning the nature of God, i.e., that "God is light
(C; Oess ﬁﬁm éVt“/)is followed by five conditional sen-
tences (1:6,7,8,9,10) introduced consecﬁtiﬁely byédi’and
a concluding couplet (2:1,2) containing another condition
beginning with Ka( &il. Tn the protasis of three of these
sentences (vs.6,8,10) indirect discourse is introduced by
the phraseéﬁy'@hﬂgh&w’éﬁt,(" if we say that "); by this
device 3t. John introduces three false views of pleas a-

bout the relationship of man to God as a result of the
.character ascribed to God (vs.5). "Probably many a one
in St. John's congregation did so think and act, as here
in Vs.6,8,10, is in a communicative and hypothetical man-
ner portrayed. But, by such a form, the address in one
respect, gained a more delicate softness, and, in another,

a more universal applicability and efficacy" (1).

B. Symmétrical form of the passage.
Vestcott suggests that "The contrasts and conse-
guences involved in this view of man's relation to God

can be placed clearly in a symmetrical form ( 6,8,10)";

(1
) Lucke ; Commentary on the Epistles of St. John pg.112
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to show the relationship of the protases to the apodoses (1),

"6. If we say Ve have fellowship with Him, and wslk in the
darkness,
we lie, and ’
we do not the truth.
8. If we say We have no sin,
we deceive ourselves and
the truth is not in us.
10. If we say Ve have not sinned,
we make Him a liar and
His word is not in us.

On the other hand(vv.7,9):
7. But if we walk in the light as He is 1n the light,
we have fellowship one with another, and
the blood of Jesus His Son cleanseth us from- all sin.
9. If we confess our sins,
He is faithful and righteous
to forgive us our sins, and
to cleanse us from all unrighteousness".
The third contrast does not lend itself to such arrange-
ment (2:1,2). Referring to 1:6,8,10 and 1:7,9 VWestcott al-
s0 observes the following: "The progress in the development
of the thought is obvious from the parsllelisms. 'We lie',

1

we deceive ourselves", 'we make Him a liar': we are false,

L Hre o A e SR KIS W AT R ¥ e eruen
falsehood 1is truth',/'the truth is not in us', 'His word

is not in us': we do not carry into act that which we have
recognized as our ruling principle; the Truth, to which con-
scisnce bears witness, is not the spring and law of our life;
we have broken off our vital connection with the Truth when
it comes to us as 'the Word of God' with a present, person-
al force". (2) Acco@dingly it is evident that John here

uses parallel constructions in antithetical series to em-
phasize his points. Thus , because of its position, con-
struction, and thought, 1:5-7, as a characteristically

) Westcott: Epistles of St. John, pg.l8.
)

(1
(2 Westcott: ©pistles of St. John, pg 18.
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Johannine contrast and compsrison of light and darkness,
seems to be introductory to the main context,.
C. Relationship of the introductory context (1:5-7)
Further observation of 1 John 1:5-7 as the intro-
ductory portion of the context revesls 2 vital connection
between the message that "God is light", and the relsted
idea of fellowship: The implication is that light is not
alonedseparated attribute of God hut 21so a communicable
part of His character in his relationships with the human
race. The Apostle's statement that "this is the message
which we have heard from him and announce unto you" shows
the Divine origin of the message given; it would seem
therefore that the Apostle's statement concerning the na-
ture of God (vs.5) should be his foundation in considering
the objections and difficulties which sre subsequently pre-
sented. What might be termed the test or condition of
fellowship is stated in verse 6, "If we say that we have
fellowship with him and walk in the darkness, we lie and
~do not the truth;" likewise the privileges and results of
fellowship ﬁith God in the light are given in verse %,
"But if we walk in the light, as he is in the light, we
have fellowship one with another, and the blood of Jesus
his Son cleanseth us from all sin." It is evident from
' 1:5-7 that there is a vital relationship between light and
‘truth, and a similar correspondence between darkness and
falsehood. It is with these conceptions as a background
that John considers the problems of sin and sinlessness

respectively.
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11 Elucidation of St. John's Phraseology concerning Sin.
A, Phraseoclogy of 1:7,9.
1. Construction of 1:7,9.

Because of their similar structure and phraseology
(including three corresponding phrases), verses 7 and 9may be
éffectﬁ@ytreated together.‘ Their construction is evident

from the follow1n arrangemsent ;
® 8 y o rov %pv duz?‘l)"u)

’Ts

——— Nolc ro ‘*//“‘* 3,

%?izeu;;f&(u 9/«;1.)‘ 4/7(5 AT of/btd/ﬂ?/d:;u) MWV
(vé—pb)/ J/u,oho)a«//vvé:/ A8 a/dﬁ)j'l d»?

Verse 9---Tr v TS Epoiv o o deares) v

A7 Gy 7‘5“? amddr-16p  JYRL

/\/ot-&a,a/m MRS Aid g dias RAIES.
2. Exegetical Discussion of phraseology of 1:7.

The clause "and the blood of Jesus his Son cleanseth
‘us from all sin," in vs.7, 1s associated with the preceding
statement "we have fellowship one with another", as is shown
by the use of the simple connectivexdéand thelr use as a com-
pound apodosis in a conditional sentence; however, both re-
sults are dependent upon the fact and principle of the con-
dition "But if we walk in the light, as he is in the light",
which constitutes the protasig. Thus fellowship with God
is the requirement and sign of fellowship with one another
and the cleansing from all our sin. The statement implied
by the conditional form of the sentence is that fellowship
in the light results in or necessitastes the cleansing from
all sin; therefore, in view of vs.5 that "God is light,
and in him is no darkness at all" it would seem that not
only is God(by virtue of his character or nature) in oppo-

sition to sin, but also that he has made provision for pur-
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ification from sin thru the blood of His Son. (1)} The
use of the present tense ofh&ﬁyék)lends to the final
phrase the force of the present, namely the durative or ©
linear idea of present continued acticn or incompleted
action (2); thus it follows thatk09dﬁ/*é%5) must be in—
terpeepted to mean that the blood of Jesus "cleanseth',
"is g¢leansing", or "continues to cleanse’us" "from all
sin" (provided that the condition géven in the protasis
is fulfillsd. Plummer calls special attention to the use
of the present here; "Note the present tense of what
goes on continually; that congtant cleansing which e-
ven the holiest Christians need. One who lives in the
lighyknows his own frailty 2nd is continually availing
Liimself of the purigying power of Christ's sacrificial -
death. 'This passage shows that the gratuitous pardon
of sins is gilven us not once only, but that it 1s a
benefit perpetuallyfesiding in the Church, and daily of-
fered to the faithful'(Calvin) " (4)

(1) For an unusually complete treatment ofalM* consult
Westcott: Epistles of St. John, pg. 34-37, Addi-
tional Note on 1:7, entitled "The Idea of Christ's
blood in the New Testament".

(2) Robertson: A Short Grammar of the Greek New Testa-
ment, pg. 139-40 Viiner: Grammar of the New Testa-
ment, pg. 265.

() Brooke: Johannine Eplstles, pg.l5,16--Discussion of

general usage.

{(4) Plummer: The Epistles of St. John, pg.82.
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In other words, by the use of the present tense, the pow-
er of Christ's life is said to be effective in the con-
stant cleansing from sin, in those attempting to walk in
/

the light. The suggestion that "The use of K¢ OaprLec de~
termines the sense to be the removal of sin rather than
the canceling of guilt (1) is seemingly bhorn out by the
fact that the present (durative) tense is used rather
than the aorist which expresses punctiliar action (2).
The present tense and meaning in both: the protasis

) . -~ . /
(Tre/"/[,nad'w/hél/) and the apodosis (/\’AW/’/%P&b) im-
plies that the Apostle here views the Christian life of
walking with CGod in the light as a matter of Ppresent sanc-
tification" for the "cleansing" is effected continuocudly.

3 /
In studying the phrase o./ﬁ\v /Tal{V@\F qc/m/ofldﬂ’ 2 ques-
tion arises as to why John selected&nm/from among a group
/ ’
of four words @héeﬁgﬂquyvhm), which all denote ‘'issuing',
proceeding from (3) "oprre s generally accepted as mean-
ing from, off from, away from'; originally (as opposed toéﬁ)
denoting 'separation' or 'departure' from something "(4)
Brooke: Johannine Epistles, pgs. 15,16
Moulton: A Grammar of New Testament Greek, Vol,1l D 109
Winer: Grammar of. the New Testament, pgs. 364,9. mo
itself, means 'from' in the widest sense-~-whether what
has come 'from'anything, may have been previously ‘'on,
with, at', or 'bedside' (even 'in') the object in guestion
(4) Goodwin: Greek Grammar, pg.255
cf. also Robertson: A grammar of the @reek New Testament
pg.577Ek means 'from within' whileZdws is merely the start

ing point. Arddoes not deny the 'within-ness', it simply
does not assert it as &y does."

LN P~
(A D =
A e
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This would seem to be born out in the only three New Testa-
ment occurrences ofo{nolwithd}tdﬂf/ifiomans 6: 18,22 o3775/7’?“*" “;'4,”)”7’/”\"/
being made free from sin"; and HMatthew 1: 210/ TEY o\/td/f/tu/éwrwv
"me shall save his people from their sins". 7ﬁh‘is here of
course the g%latMWQﬁVZSafterénéﬁﬁﬁs is the only New Testa-
ment occurrence Qfﬂ&kééy‘%h%mééy. In 2 number of instsn-
ces where/Z2is used with abstract nouns suoch as;Xh/ﬂd{

(James 1:2),vaoé-tEphesians 1:8, etec., it is rendered "all";
and likewise with the abstract noun@%?méit would seem to
specify "all sin"; i.e., sin in whatsoever fog#m it may ap-
pear, thereby antlicipating any evasion of dividion in clean-
sing sin. Thus the occurrence together oﬁ;ﬂﬁandﬂﬁQ%Ysuggesté
that the blood of Christ cleanseth us 'from' (in the sense

of separstion from, or removal away from) all (all and

'every form of ) sin". The word for sin@hym@itself‘is in

‘the singular; in comparison with other occurrences pf the
word, its use has been considered to be in the collective
sense of committed sin under varying aspects. (1) This

is supported by the meaning of the related words consid-

;;;d above, which stirengthen the abstract conception of
universal applicability. Accordingly, the phramajﬁﬁ 54V9J
ihgwﬁ?onsiders "sin in 211 its forms and manifestations”.

The writer is apparently thinking of sin as an active power,

showing itself in many forms, rather than of specific acts

of sin." (3)

(1) Cf. Chapter 1, pg.”, where John 1:29; Hebrews 10:6;
I John 1:7 and 2:2 are 01ted as being 2 type of the
collsctive use of m/w@pf/d. .

4 (2 ) BI‘OOkG . Jolflannine WpiSt 1683 pg e 16 hd
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wherefore it appears that the phraseology forestalls any
narrow application to particular sins or periods of re-
ligious experience.

To summarize the foregoing, the virtue of Christ's blood
in felation to sin may be stated conversely as follows in
regard to its efficacy: First, scope-all sin, In 1its many
ménifestations”("from all sin"); second, effect--contin-
uous cleansing and purification ("elsanseth us", present
tense ); third, basis--the blood of Jesus his Son, =
Saviour in a special relation to the Father ("the blood of
Jesus his Son"). The condition specified here is "if we
walk in theilight, even as he is in the light"; the accom-
panying result is "we have fellowship one with snother".

In conclusion, since God is light, we also must walk even
as he is in the light; if we do so wslk, we have the prom-
ise that the blood of Jesus his Son shall constantly be
cleansing us from all sin (that which is contrary to His

Will) (1)

(1) Cf. Chapter 1 pgs.I0 and 11,
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3. Exegetical discussion of phraseclogy of 1:9

In verse 8 the protasis "If we say that we have no
sin@}wwrlévjis presented seemingly as a denial of the a-
biding power of the principle of sin in humanity; in
vs.9 the opposite hypothesis "If we confess our sins(éb/éhﬂW@%fy
735 {hqpfﬂ*f ‘ﬁ}tam/)"is assumed as an admission of what
was denied in verse 8, similarly to verse 7 in following -

6. "There is no sharp distincticn in form between this

verse (vs.9) and vs.8, as there is between 7 and 6 ('If

we say---but ifl@y J€)we walk). Open confession snd open
assertion are of the same order"(l) Plummer also makes

some noteworthy remarks upon the relation of vs.9 to vs,.8:
"Here there 1s expansion snd progress, not only in the second
half of the verse where 'He is faithful and righteous' takes
the place of 'we are true'; but in the ferst half also;

where 'confess our sins' takes the place of 'say we have sin'.
The latter adnission costs us little: the confession of the
particular sins which we have committed costs a great deal,
and is a guarantee of sincerity. He who refuses to confess,
may perhaps desire, but certainly does not seek forgiveness"
(2). The principal verb in the protasis clause of verses
6-~10 is each time in ths present tense, which expresses dur-
2tive ogg%%near action(3) thus in verse 9 the present tense
oféﬂabﬁﬁJiﬁ the protssis gives the force of continued present
or incompleted action to the condition.

(1) Westcott: Epistles of St. John _pg.23

(2) Plummer: The Epistles of St. Yohn, pg. 83

(3) Robertson: A Short Grammar of the CGreek New Testament
pgs .139-40
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The meaning is therefore "If we confess","If we go on con-
fessing', or possibly better "If we constantly confess",

so that at the outset the Johannine conception of the
Christian 1life requires habitual constancyg. Inasmuch as
the denial of sin deceives ourselves (vs.8) and the confes-
sion of sins results in forgiveness and cleansing by Hinm
who is"faithful and righteous", the confessing our sins is
apparently to be made to Ged rather than to men. The
artic1emé9befora&qpuamarks the latter as plural and accord-
ingly avoids possible ambiguity; what are to be confessed
are "our sins", i.e.diqﬁﬁﬁﬁétz%ébwhich seems to point to-
ward believers as those to whom the messsge was announced.
The collective generic sense expressed byéf%ﬂﬂélfin Matthew
1:21 (1), "he shall save his people from their sins" ap-
pears to be reproduced, because the principle of sin ex-
pressed byqﬁganakwould seen to emphasize the concrete ex-
pressions of it by the use of the plural here. Accord-
ingly, if we confess our sbhns we are evidently doing more
than confessing the presence of the evil principle in our
life (i.e. that we have sin, which is the opposite of vs.8
"If we say we have no sin") that is also set forth in vs.7;
we are even going on to confess constantly the concrete per-
sonal acts or expressions of the principle. The subject of
the olausemvrolse’vr;ww?«ﬁja,%s necessarily the subject of the
passage, namely, "God" (8f.vs.5,7), and therefore is not

[ k] ~\
Jesus@o ajpe IHVer | yg 7).,

(1) cf. Chapter I pg. 9.
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The Authorized Version reading "faithful and just" is better
rendered "faithful and righteous" by the American Versilon,
for the latter brings out the contrast with "righteousness
(OQF//Y/;L ) " and the connection with"Jesus Christ the
righteous" in 2:1, and the thought of the passage as desl-
ing with sin and sinlessness. The use ofﬁbk(as 8 connec-~
tive and similar adjectives in a compound predicate sug-
gest thatﬁv;ﬁéanddbéuafare of coordinate valvue. "Bymﬁﬁﬁt

is said primarily and generally that God, in the forgive-
hess of sins, approves himself faithful to His own nature,
which is light; then by&%ﬂ&it is more specifically said
under what aspect this fidelity shows itself".(1)}. Because
lr/grﬁg‘ordinarily has the sense of faithfulness to promises,
andé%éﬂdy generally is considered incompatible with un-
righteousness and is here contressted with the antithetical
worddyZWé3 there would seem to be e correspondence in term-
inclogy; thus the faithfulness of God results in forgive-
ness, and his rightéousness in cleansing. The relation of
sugzests the necessity of human confession of sins as a condition
the protasis and the apodosis of the condition/for the in- ‘
ception and recéption of divine action; the latter is the
outcome of his sctive, durative (iy*fyis present tense)

nature (faithful and righteous).

The study of verse O necessa®lly centexrs upon ths two

connected, subordinate clauses of the apodosis, because of

(1) Haupt: The Pirst Epistle of St. John, pgs. 48-9.
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their. moze involved phraseology /VA dﬁ’? /p/»wy TS &p1as ot k'l

Ane Mm%3s Adiplss.
7
.Naedplvb7V‘ qﬁ?om its position in the GOnstruction of

\fhe sentence,lVﬁ is naturally the introductory conjunc-
tion for both parts of the compound clause. Obvious~-
1y the thought of the sentence is not to say that "God

is faithful and righteous 'for the purpose of' forgiv-
ing and cleansing", but "with the aim in view to". There-
fore,;bé-here (as also in IJohn 2:27; &1; 5:3) has not
retained strictly its telic idea of purpose ("in order
that"), but"it states what is the aim of the divine faith-
fulness and justice to attain which these qualities oper-
ate on men" (1). Accoﬁdingly;lza, although it may be
taken as "that", is rendered satisfactorily by the Re=-
vised Version as "to". The use of the common conjunction
f;%~, the presence of the simple connectiveﬁué and the
parallel construction of the phrases show that the clau-
~ses are of coordinate and equal value. The conditional
nature of the sentence, the phraseology of the context,
and the definitive meaning ofleindicate the presence

of the idea of "intention" and"aim" in both dependent
clauses. The two verbsof(é?; andl\"*e”‘/”g“b are second and
first aorist, subjunctive, active respectively: There-
fore the idea of action as expressed by the aorist sub-
 jiunctive g5 s§séntially the same in both, although "the

(2)
subjunctive is the mood of mild contingency of probabillty.

(1) HutAer: Critical and Exegetical Hsondbook to the General
Epistles of James and John, pg.295.
(2) Dana and Mantey: Manual for the Study of Greek New Testament

pg.l
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the aorist subjunctive expresses simply the "occurrence"

of an action (1). Similsrly to its sense of "remission"

or "forgiveness" in many New Testament as well as in

other Johannine :’ms‘oarxces,o'fﬁf/’;)/'vL may be rendered as

"to forgive", Whil&h@éhﬁéﬁmms the séne meaning of "to

cleanse" as in vs. 74;%@;&35333; consequently the aorist
subjunctive will here give them the force of "that he may
absolutely or finally forgive and cleanse". The most ac-
ceptable rendering in keeping with tlie use offﬁ#—is simply "to

forgive and cleanse"; this is given by both the Author-

i1zed and Revised Versions. Brooke compares the two verbs
/
as follows: "Imféricthe metaphor is borrowed from the

canceling of debt, but the idea which the metaphor is used
to illustrate is ethical. There 1s therefore no need to
equate the meaning oﬂWﬁyﬂéﬂto that of£¢&9aa It should
certainly be interpreted in an ethical sense"(2). As pre-
viously suggested (Cf. pge 40 Jthe faithfulness of God
may be viewed as resulting in forgiveness and his righteous-
ness in cleansing. From the preceding the forgiving would
seem to have more reference to sin as external and objective
(A?@@PTVﬁL is in the plural), and the cleansing to inner,
personal unrighteousness @/TE 7dvys JA)A/’,”\})

(1) Goodwin: Greek Grommar, pg. 272-- Section 1272. Concern-~
ing the subjunctive present and aorist: "These tenses
here differ only in this, that the present ezpresses an acp
tion in its duration, that is, as 'going on, repeated’',
while the aorist expresses simply its ‘occurrence', the
time of both being otherwise precisely the same".

(2) Brooks: Johannine Epistles, pg. 21.
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The duplicate accusative-plural structurd7£9'¢;“6ﬂf/;%7
of the objects oféiwﬁ?glaandfﬂ%? apparently indicates
not only the connection of the thought of the two clauses
but also the similar interpretation oﬁ@%%ﬁéﬁ thus in the
apodosis the specific sins (or the concrete expressions
of the principle G;{éiﬂﬁabé@ are forgiven, 1l.e. "those
particular acts of sin which we have confessed, and from
the punishment dug for which we are thus set free" (1)
(See Prov. 28:13). The cleansing from all unrighteousé
ness would not have been added, unless something addi-
tional were to be designsted by it; as indicated by the
emphatic expression: From all unrighteousness". A dis-
tinction is here evidently made between forgiveness of
sin and the work of purification from all unrighteous-
ness (2). >4J}/V/}‘(3) ——————1is viewed by John as vi-
olation of right, as what 1s not conformable to eithenﬁgq
or&k)gfhkand is therefore "un-right-eousness"; thus in
the triple Johannine use (John 7:8; I John 1:9 and 5:17)
ﬁbﬁﬁéréfers to the character and form of being rather than
the form of wmanifestation, but in I John 1;9 the con-
text lends force to the idea of what is opposed to the
righteousness and truth of God, while the usé&g?”ﬁ?yéﬁfgi
ilarly todﬁﬁ7n59f§%¢Mﬁbf. pgs .54-36 )makes the complete

Plummer: The Eplstles of St. John, pg.84

(1)
(2) Neander: The Filrst Epistle of John, pg. 42.
(3) Cf. Chapter 1, pg.20,21.



rendering of the clause mean "to cleanse us absolutely by
separation from all and every form or manifestation of that
wvhich is contrsry to the righteousness of God"--actually "to

cleanse us from all unrighteousness",

The thought of vs. 9 has been summarizedby Neander:

"It is therefore that inward confession of sin before God, --
the consciousness of sin both in general, and in its manis-
festation in particular sinful acts,- whereby, in a spirit-
ual sense, meEm draws near to God. In this it is necessar-
ily implied, that he....begs of God forgiveness of sin and
purificaticn from 2ll remaining sinful tendency" (1). The
second dependent clauss in the apodosis" 1is nct a repetition
of the preceding: It 1s asecond distinct result of our con-
fession: 1. Ve are absolved from sin's punishment; 2 e
are freed from sin's pollution. The forgiveness is the avert-
ing of God's wrath; the cleansing is the beginning of holi=-
ness"(2). Spence in the Pulpit Commentary writes that
"Purification is promised as well as pardon; sanctification
as well as justification”. The character of God is a plegge
that the penitent shall receive pardon and purification"(3)
L Conclusions.

In conclusion, various observations and contributions are
here set forth: If we do constantly confess to God our ac~-
tual sinful acts, he is faithful, =2nd also righteous to his
pledge, to forgive us these same--and not only to forgive
Neander: The Pirst FEpistle of John pg. 41

Plummer: The Epistles of S5t, John, pg. 84.

(1
(2
(3) Spence: Pulpit Commentary, I John, pg. 15.

R
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our acts but alsoc to cleanse our entire personal charac-

ter thru separation from all unrighteousness. Fellow~

ship with Him in the light comes alsc thru the‘constant
cleansing from sin in all its aspects, as well as posi-

tive forgiveness of the concrete acts which are the out-
working of the sinful principle in our lives. Although up-

on walking in the 1light the blood of Jesus constantly
cleanseth us from all manner of sin (vs.7.), yet upon the
confession of our concrete sins, the feithfuvl and righteous-
nature of God, partieularly his righteousness, leads him to
cleanse us absolutely from all manner of unrighteousness.

" !mrighteousness' 1is offensive to Him who'is just' or
'righteocus' and is called 'sin' in vs.7, because 'sin' is

the transgression of the law', and the law is the expression
of God's 'righteousness', so that sin is unrighteousness" (1).
In all these things the Apostle's outlook is toward all (note
the constant employment oféyagbd who believe that God is light.
}%kwa/dis that which is contrary to the light, will, or

law of God, whilaﬁﬁéﬂ%ﬂienotes wvhat is contrary to the righteous-
ness of God. Findlay summarizes /! 7 ¢ 2as follows: "In
vs. 9 we find the'cleansing from sin' of vs. 7 opening out
into its two elements of 'forgiveness' and'moral renewal'.
Both turn upon one conditiong the subjective condition, as

the atonement 1s the objective ground of salvation .

(1) PFausset: Critical and Explanatory Commentary, pgs.be6-7.
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viz. the acknowledggment ( 3/1 odo }"/"’\/‘461/: present
tense) - of personal sin, which is nothing else than the
soul's yielding to the light of God's holy presence: 'If
we confess (go on to confess) our sins, He is faithful and
just to forgive us our sins, and to cleanse us from all
unrighteousness'. This thorough cleansing, the immacu-
late perfection of the bellever crucified with his Lord,
is the crown of a 1ife of walking in the light." (1)
B. Phraseology of 138,104
1. Construction of 1:8,10.

The similsr structure of verses 8 and 10 suggests
that th%;faye)/?;i:elz//beé;r('—eatedﬁgogetﬁlﬁg%a%, ;’f’a/«'et/

\, ¢ ~\
Verse 8 ( £ SR P VwpA e )4 o C ; ]
e b Ol i v 44

> L ‘ €
lmwper 550 X WIS
M ar Aty &C

C
4 ¢+5y67¢/'g1/12/”7>9

Verse 1 (%e—V/V’T”IV TTa/o’?Qw
0‘/{ Ol)/py aw)/7‘0(/
In both verses 8 and 10 (also in vs. 6) the phraseéﬁy'ééwﬁhe“’
59“— introduces the indirect discourse of the prota-
sis: "If we say tha®: we have no sin, (and) we have not sinned."
Plummer writes the following concerning this phrase: "With

great gentleness he puts the case hypothetically, and with

great delicacy he includes himself in the hypothesis”(2)

(1) Pindlay: Fellowship in the Life Eternal, pg. 103.
" (2) Plummer: The Epistles of St. John, pgs. 80-82/
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The first person plural form of the verb includes the

writer with his readers, and addresses the message to the
’ .

members of the Christian group;éﬂ?7“7~f‘/“, in the light

tlie reference of the preceding verses in both instances

o)
)

to sin and unrightecusness, here seems to include actu-
al expression as well as inner and outer assertion.
2, Exegetical discussion of phrasecology of 1:8/

The connection of ve.8 with the preceding thought
of"walking in the light" is made still closer by the
wordsh’o‘@o‘/b/'gWMO Amd wdvas ”‘}‘“/)‘/o/‘fat the end of the fore-
going verse. If the cleansingfrom sin is an essentiid
slement of our walking in the light, so the denial of
its necessity is a token ofég}%9@¢’VVﬁ7ﬁ@{1). The pro-
tasis phr*asea&«({ﬁf;o‘/"":h’ é)lé’/‘élféontains the special term-
inology for sinj; and thuséﬁéﬂﬁénd é&ﬁuwill be the sub-
ject of special study.;ﬁ“ﬁmmiin the singular denotes sin
in general; the absence of the article points out that
the reference 1s neither to a particular sin, nor to the
whele, full sin (hut to 'any sin") (2); Accordingly, there
is seemingly little evidence for restricting the mean-
ing tc priginal sin, or to sin of any particular type.
JZ?}XZU meaning"to have", here seems to suggest the sense
of "to have, hold, be sffected by, subjected to", sim-
ilarly to I John 4:;8 and John 12:48 and 15:22.

(1) Heupt: The First Epistle of St. John pg.44
(2)

Lange: Commentary on the Holy Scriptures, I John pg.36
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The phrasgy@MWVféds like,corresponding phrases (1)

which mark'the presence of something which is not
isolated but continuous source of influence" (2)
Thus Brooke cites"ﬁlé?‘/}’é@/y'to have faith', as an active
principle working in us and forming our character. |
To ‘'have sin' is not merely a synonym for 'to commit
sins'. This is necessitated by the contrast demanded by
ver., 10 betweeno‘c/ﬂy‘f/ol‘)/ oK ‘5;5("7‘“/ Awvp 9'}%"3’5"”791'4”(/46//’.
'sin' is the principle of which sénful acts are the sev-
eral manifestations (3).

¢ 7 )
Therefore 4Aw§9ffdb/ %k%/b/ refers to those having sin in
their character i.e. being possessed by the principle
of sin or having it in one's life; onlw of those who
are absolutely pure could it be said that "they have no
sin". The phyaseQ;A@ﬂ7ﬂ;" éyglb’is essentially Johannine,
ocurring nowhere else in th:s New Testament (4)\"Thus 'to
have -sin' is distinguished from 'to sin' as the sinful
principle distinguished from the sinful abvﬁh itself.
'To have sin' includes the idea of personal gullt: It
describes both a state and a consequence" (5) The mse
of the sorist tense ine//wmesnnd the present inégta/‘f”

brings the thought vividly, "If we say that we habitually

(1) B pwtir(it . 17:20, ete. ),}’war/é/V(John 5:26, 40, otc.

(2) Wegrott: Eplistles of St. Johﬂ,p W22 o 1TBnoiry

(&) Brooke: Johannlye Eplstles pgu.lv 18. ¢f. for extended
study oﬂyq%mu/& brase.

4) N.T. Uses of thé Phraseiuy izt Gemionng:al 15:22,24319:11

5) Westcott: Epistles of St. John pg. 22.

1,

(
(
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have no sin'"; the positiveness of those who deny the
ablding power of sin as a principle in one who has
committed sins results 1n almost somplete self-de-~
ception. The apodosis of vs. 8 is compound in struc-
ture, and the iwo clauses are of coordinate charac-
ter in view of simple conncctive K&l gs in 1:6-10.%%V7£;f
T7AAV@ m e -does not occur elsewhere in the New Testament.
The verb is present, "we go on deceiving ourselves"; the con-
struction is the active verb with the reflexive pronoun;
implying that our deception is the result of our own
activity. The idea ofW}élﬁ/ts primerily" to lead astray”
(James 5:19); involving the ides of deception in both
truth and life; as impl;ed from the context; the pres-
ence oféUWJSemphasizes the personal equation. In the
final clause and the truth is not in us", the idea of
truth is a contrast with the self-deception of the co-
ordinate clause and the phraseéVjPﬁ%uggests that the
truth is an indwelling principle of the highest order
in life, incompatible with the power of sin. ‘hus
i those who say they have no sin are self-deceived and
devoid of the truth.
#. Exegetical discussion of phraseology of 1:10,

The parallel structure of verses 8 and 10 would seem
" to indicate similar theught, yet the occurrence of the
noun and verb for sin in the respéctive verses implies
that the second verse is more than a repetition. The
: expressionﬁl&(?}”‘/@jﬂ/ﬂin vs. 10 is evidently Ca},led
forth by the pluram@aﬁ‘dfﬂ'&and the &ingulardltd TS HKs
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vs. 9, which specify the nature of sin more

in
than vs. 7/ Hence the phraseOéYj7¢Péﬁ?Hﬂis evidently
a:stronger expression and denial thanéwyﬁéy%MQég@th/
&rs. 8k the denial of the abiding power of sin as an
indwelling principle describing a state is followed

by a denial of the fact of hav;ng even committed sin

or of sinful activity. The peffect tense oﬂ%M6MW$W(l)
reflects the measning of the Greek perfect, namely the
"econtinuance of completed action(2); and the first

person plural again adds personal force to the condi-
tion: thus, the protasis might well be rendered, "If

we say that we are in the position(stste) of not hav-

ing sinned". Furthermore the perfect representation of
the present result of past action willlemphasize the fact
that this is a denial not only of past commission of sin
but also of any present onsequemces. The Apostle's an-
swer is similar to his rejoinder in verse 8, but in keep~
ing with 2 greater supposition is more emphatic. The
first part of the conclusion is "we make Him a liar
@eévnyﬁotaﬁﬂe/mbﬁw); again the first person plural

of the present tense intensifies the statementALm%s re -
ferring to the major subject of the passage, makes us

(1) Cf. Chapter I, pg.l2
(2) Blass: Crammar of New Teshament Greek, pg.l198,
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realize that we have gone farther than deceiving
ourselves "we constantly make God a liar", be-

cause indirectly we have questioned the whole pur-

pose of God's revelation thru Chriist to cleanse us from
our sins. (1). In the seccond clause of the apodosis
the presence cﬁhzﬁ&mxthe phrasefhéwdémnot only again

refers to God as the subject of the passage but also

emphasizes the personal aspect of "the word" in contrast
to the impersonal character of "the truth" ; thus the

[5:'
holder the denial of sin in human life becomes, the/

greater is the opposition to the whole nature a

alt

of God, for it is "the word" that =25 the revelation of

God vitalizes humen life and enkindles "the truth" in us.

(2),
4, | Conclusions.
In this section the answers to the suppositionms,
"If we say that we have no sin"(vs.8), and "If we say thst
we héve not sinned" (vs. 10), "prove that neither in ref-
erence 1o the pas£ nor the present can anyone lay claim
to perfection"(3). Therefore, in opposition to the light

of CGod hhere is presented:

(1) For a similar phrsse Cf. I John 5:10, "he that believeth
not God hath made him a liar",
(2) Similar expressions concerning "the word" occur in
I John 2:14; John 8:31; 13:34. Complete discussions
are given in the commentaries of Haupt (pg. 51,52). Neander
Plummer (pg.85), and Westcott (pg.26) ( pg.43 )
(3) Barnes: General Epistles ofJames, Peter, John Jude, pgd24



a denial of sin in principle (a state), by which we
deceive ourselves and have not "the truth" in us; and a denial
of sin in actuality (an activity), by which we make God
a liar and have not '"the word"--in which, if we would walk
in the light, we should "live and move and have our being"
C. Phraseology of 2:1,2.
1. Constructicn of 2:1,2.

The last two verses (Chapter 2:1,2) of the passage
1:7-2:2 may well be studied together. as the conclusion
of this group of verses; although relsted in thought, the
structure of 2:1 and 2 dces not allow them to be arranged

similarly to 1:7,8,0,10:

Verse 2:1 Tea#ri~ /uou, Tdun{ 0»pol¢w Ty
"‘I}’al /447 d/ud/)'fﬂyf&
/-(o\L éo(v TS o\/ad/?’/}; e/ N
Wl/d/i’/bfay }(o/«vey npod‘ Tov TIATEP

VOVV X/;plv-‘toy ap//ed-lﬂV
DV apdpl Ly wV
Verse 2:2- /'(d\(, DLVrUJ l/)dVMJ e-ﬂ-l“/)/ I7€p} T /4/ 7/“

/Tepz TioV /7/aere/)wv 5 /uwoy a()/@ Iyt wept Sov 7‘0"‘/&’47«,1
0()

The general subject-matter of 2;1,2 reveals their
special relationship to 1:10 as the conclusion of the
preceding verses. Gore has stated this briefly but ad-
equately: "To deny that we have sinned--to attribute our
shortcomings to any other cause, such as our nature or cir-
cumstances~-~is, in effect, to make God a liar and show that
His word has no place in us. The object of this stern re-
minder which St. John presses upon us twofold. It is both
that we should cease to sin, and alsc that, when we fail

and commit sin, he should know where the remedy lies" (1).

(1) Gore: The Ipistles of St. John, pg. 72.



In the foregoling context the requirements for walking
in the light , "even as he is in the light", may pos-
sibly be formulated as the conviction and confession
of sin; but these final verses seerm to contain the
Apostle's purpose and remedy. The latter is expressed
by and centers upon two occurrences of the verb

in 2:1 and one of the nounﬁwwwgin 2:2, in addition to

related phraseology of varying importance.

2. Exegetical discussion of phraseology of 2:1.

Having addressed his readers affectionately as
"y little children", the Apostle states "these things
(TXQ#.)yﬁyﬁawr;te I unto you that ye may not sin". Because
of the statements of the introduction and the pérallel
phrase in l:%ﬂﬁzmiseemsto refer to the contents of the
whole Epistle, but possibly more egspecially to the rel-
evant discussion of the preceding paragrapg. In the clause
/(l(/o\ /'Vb\ ﬂ/cifa‘,//) 7%7€ , the thought of the sentence as well
as the constructions indicate that A2¢ has hergizzlic
ides of purpose. (1l); therefore, the conjunctioh shoi:1d
be rendered "in order that" to emphasize its purposéve
obaracter (2).%/14,}7'97‘6 andoifw//ﬁ?; are the second person
plural and third person singular, second aorist subjunc-
tive forms ofaﬂﬂﬁoﬁ{VM)(ﬁ).

Cf. Chapter 11, pg, 41.

(1)
(2) The Authorized and kevised Version rendering is "that".
(3) For complete discussion, Cf. VWestcott, pg. 42
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As in the case ofo{¢?;and/(d94//<r7)in 1:9 (1), the
aorist subjunctive expresses simply the "occurrence"
of an action; also, the aorist sense of punctil-

iar action suggests that sinning should be compre-
hended as a single act, the outworking of the inner
principle(2). Thus the meaning of the clausefkf/ﬂ% '
é%%%ifappears to be "in order that ye may not com-
mit sin (occurrence)'". Accordingly, it is with a
vision of God as light that St. John writes these
things "In order that ye (his little children) may
not commit sin". This statement of John's purpose
is immediately followed by the condition upon which
the remedy for sin is based &y ?‘1\5‘0);“4,27?5 in view of
the idea of continousness suggested by /(dz éﬁ(»’
night be rendered, "And furthermore, if any man commit
sin". Therefore the use of the sorist tense and the
related constructions specify the single, definite
act in both instances, and not the habitual state
(05M¢90733~371;). A fine statement concerning 2:1;
has been made by Plummer: "St . John is not telling
the intending sinner that sin is a light matter; but
the penitent sinner that sin is not irremediable. In
both sentences 'sin' is in the aorist, and implies a

definite act., not an habitual state of sin. Ve are

Chapter 11, pg.42.
Chapter 1, pg. 43.
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to avoid not werely a 1life of sin, but any sin
whatever. And not merely the habituél sinner, but
he who falls into 2 single sin, needs and has an
Advocate. Bin and its remedy ar¢é stated in im-

mediate proximity, just as they are found in life"

(1)

In steting the remedy John says "we have"
instead of "he has" an Advocate, thereby includ-
ing all Christians in the need and possession; in
view of the fact that not onlﬁ is”Fendering of
qufﬂﬁﬁTbv'as "Comforter" practicelly incompat-
ible with the context, but also that all English
and Latin Versions translate the word here as
"Advocate", this rendition seems more acceptable.
Brooke, as the result of an extended study, con-
cludes that, "In itself it denotes merely ' one
called in to help'. In the Epistle the idea of '
one vho.pleads the Christian's cause before God
is clearly indicated, and ‘'advocate' is the most
satisfactory translation™(2). Thus whoever sins
has assurance of Divine help; Jesus Christ the
righteous. "The adjective is not a simple epithet
but marks predicatively ('being as he iskrighteous')
that characteristic of the Lord which gives effica-

(1) Plummer: The Epistles of St. John, pg. 86.
(2) Brooke: Johennine Epistles, pgs.23-7.
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ey to His advocacy of mgn". answering "to the righteous-
ness of the Father in 1:9" (1).
B. FExegetical discussion of phraseology of 2:24

In verse 2 the emphatic pronoundaTéblikewise
refers to Jesus Christ the Righteous Advoéate; thus
it is the Advocate whd himself is the propitistion
{ l(/““‘/‘bo/J‘ ) for our sins (mepl TRV o)}mpr/a?y 7;/“9");
the present tense thruout emphasizes the perpetual
and active nature of the Advocacy and Propitiation.
The absence of article in the Greek before Cx av, Js
results in the strict English translation, "a pro-
pitiation"; the word occurs only here and in 4:10 in
the New Testament. Plummer has inierpreted the mean-
ing remarkébly well: "Had St. John written 'propi=-
tiator (C)dV7an we should have iost half the truth:
vbz. that our Advocate propitiates by offering 'Himself'.
Hé is both High Priest and Victim, both Propitiatior and
Propitiation. It is quite obvious that he 1s the form-
er; the office of Advocate includes it". (2). In the
prepositional phrase 77"@0}, 1V q;"‘d/””‘m/ ?L/’“:’\V/ ﬁ—e—/"f |
may be rendered 'for, #n regard to'; the emphasis in
this phrase is upon "sins", i.e. Christ is the propiti-
ation for the sins we confess, and then are cleansed of
by God; in the final phrase the suggestion is that John

(1)Westcott: Epistles of St. John, pg. 43.
(2) Plummer: The Epistles of S$t. John, pg. 88.
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wishes to insure the view that the application is

world-wide and not restricted to the believers.

4. Conclusions.

To restate the general thought of 2:1 and 2,
the following points made be made briefly: First,
John states hls purpose or objective in writing---
"that ve may never sin at any time"-i.e. sinlessness
as the goal of life; second the: remedy "intase of
sin" is twofold in character and scope---d.0. there
is an advocate and e Propitilation, for ourselves and

the world.

111 General Conclusioﬁs.

The contribution to an understanding of the prob-
lem of sin and sinlessness, resulting from the study of
this passage in the First Epistle «f John, are here set
forth briefly. The general thought of thecomplete con-
text may first be summarized by a gquotation from‘Lucke:
"If the communion of Christisns mutually with each oth-
er, as well as with the PFather and the Son, is to bhe in-
timate and firm, they must, because God is light, sep~-
arate from themselves 211l sin and darkness, and walk
entirely in the divine light" (1). The context of 1:5-
2:2 suggests three general division with regard to the
problem of sin and sinlessness: first, the character

of God (as light) is the basis of fellowship with him

(1) Lucke: Cormmentary on the Epistles of St. John,pgelO9.
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and with one another; second, three false pléase

or denials of the factor of sin in human life
(namelyf,the denial of the reality of sin, the
responsibility for sin, and the fact of sin) are
opposed by requirements for sinlessness (namely,

the conviction of sin, the confession of sin, and
opposition to sin); and third, John's‘goal is sinless~
ness but his remedial solution is two-fold (name-
ly, the Advocacy and Propitiation of Christ) for all
mankind. Accordingly, whosoever would be sinless
must "walk in the light, as he is in the 1light";
‘repent of or confess all sins in order that they

may be forgiven and cleansed; and finally, trust

in the Advocacy of Jesus Christ the Righteous who

is the Propitiation for our sins.
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CHAPTER III

- THE CONTRIBUTION OF EXEGESIS TO AN UNDERSTANDING OF &:4-9.

1. Preliminary Remarks.
A. Observastions upon the structure of the passage.

By the use of substantive and verbal phrases
involving the terminology for sin in the passage, St.
John seems to express the different aspects of the prob—’
lem of sin and sinlessness. Thus &ihjaﬁf/Q*- the
noun for "sin'", is found in the construction ﬁ”9;&/p/

aﬁ%g&?véb/'in substantive phrases occurring in 3;4
8,9; while %i#ﬁd/b'7"‘xly'“/ the verb for "to sin",
is found in verbal phrases occcurring in 3:6,8,9. The

substentive phrases follow:

/ \ \ J { ~~
Verse 4--JIAP & 10/ &V 75 v d/C““/T/O(” fR (Tay Argpid b 7rocee

Nov Evriv
é ToU JVQ/Q”
Verse 8-~_0 JTot b0 v 7?;1/0\/«0%7‘/#1/ 9

/ &) -~
6/374/4 ¥ oo Jroiec

7
* 7 4 o ~
& ué§éau ﬂ/4
Verse 9-- TS & y&feVGperss Kk 10

7 .
Thecéfié/TGzrh/ phrases in this passage are:

/
7To‘$ g Er ourTov /AéVwr 007( Wfozrc—c /
S¢ yrmireralydy
¥4 &w/oawe:/ e .
AR o a\}\a/Tot vuwy O

/
Verse 8-- O 0<77“) o(/VC’a’N;Y o f/o%&/)od‘ 0\/44/;7%//&&_

Versg 6~--
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, . [
Verse 9--/q/oL> 090 é}{,dfﬂ Apty? JX b &y s

The employment of the contrasted terminology at once
invites exegetical ingquiry. This may be done most ef-
fectively by establishing the distinction between thess
modes of expression and applying their meaning to the thought
of the message.‘ Other conslderations relating to sin, such
as are expressed in vs. 5 and 6 may then be profitably
studled. |
B. The distinction between the contrasted modes of ex-
pression.

The meaning of the substantive phrase would seem
to depend not only upon the rendering of each word in-
dividually, but alsc upon the idiomatic use of both in
combination. /&7“4§ﬂif/’L as determined in the first
chapter (1), expresses an active principle of evil out-
working in action: vAll that does not conform sunto:. the

will or law of God.

(Zyn"é;ainarily means "to make, commit, practice, causé,
do"; and aside from the instances in this passage, it is
evidently so used with reference to evil, iniquity,or sin,
by Matthew, John, Paul, and Pster (3). 1In his notes on

/
I John 3:8 Wordsworth states that [1460€¢W is"a strong

Cf.}Chapter I, pgs..Z«X1,

Hickie: A Lexicon of the Greek Tegtament, pgs. 154-5.
Matthew 13:41-- ; Matthew 27:23; John 8:34i

ITI Corinthians 11:7; and I Peter 2:22.

o~~~
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word describing habitual design and actual habit

of 1life, not an occasional lapse on the road, but

a wilful and presuniptuous self-surrender to sin,

as a trade or profession"(l}; the force ofTretEVas
putting into action a principle of 1life must not be
overlooked. The constructiontwréh'@%e@@&itself is
similar to roc €1V ”3V17”’2 v ¥tdo iniguity or
lawlessness") in Matthew 13:41 or I John 3:4;'ﬁﬁ/é7V
A Getd- . ("to do truth") in I John 1:6 and 779/€1¥
Sy "to do righteousness") in 2:29 and 3:7,10,
However, the only parallel phrases occur in John
8:34, II Corinthians II:7 and I Peter 2:22 (Cf.
footnote (3) on page 60 .) The Americen Revised Ver-
sion renders the six occurrences of the phrase (the
above three, in addition to I John 4,8,9) as "to do
sin", with the exception of II Corinthians II:7 {Did
I commit a sin?"). Inasmuch as the threenwlﬁywémyméy
phrases in this passags have the verb in the present
tense, the conception is of one vho habitually does

sin rather than of one who merely does a sinful act.

(1) UVordsworth: Greek New Testament, vVol. II, General
Epistles, pg. 11l5.
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Therefore the meaning of/wléa‘eﬁ%wZ@ayin this passage
‘may vell be translated as "to do sin", meaning "the
doing or practieing of what 1is actively opposed to
the will of CGod". Bruckner considers that the phrase
indicates "an actual moral tendency of life" (1).
Thus the phrase involving nvléh'evidently indicates
the habitual practice of 'sin. In distinction to the
substantive phrase the idea of the verbal phrase is
determined by one word: é/A%M(VW, of which 2n extended
study has already been made (2), is everyvhere ren-
and corresponds to the meaning of the noundmger.Thus it
dered "to sin"/is"to vielate the will or law of God".
,A/A@ﬂ*fk denotes the source whence evil acts pro-
ceed: , whila%}@%ﬂ#;h/naturally has the verbal force
of expressing sinful activity. In contrast to the
perfect tense of&%wm&windicating "the continuance of
completed action" and reflecting the idea of psst com-
missioﬁ and:presenticonseqguence of sin, the present
tense is used in every case in this passage and carries
the durative sense of "to sin continually". A con-
crete comparison of the substantive and verbal phrases
is thaté”ﬂnmrfﬁydkw%%vs.B) is "an emphatic and inter-
pretative variation o%ﬂﬁ%ﬂﬁkivs.6), 'he thet makes sin

his business —-

(1) Huther: Critical & Exegetical Handbook to the Gen-
eral Epistles,pPg. 388.
(2) Cf. Chapter I, pgs. 11-15,
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or practice' "(1);: these may be rendered respectively
as "Every one that doeth sin" and"Every one that sin-
neth". which as Finalay says, "is as much as to say,
'Bvery sinner, every one whose life yields sin for its
product". (2) Under any circumstances, the sub-
stantive phrase "to do sin" is distinguished from
simple verbal phrases of "to sin" by adding the con-
ception of the actual realization of sin as someihing
which 1s definitely brought about. This conception is
emphasized by the addition of the article C@)f@?@wﬁéVi
‘ Accomdingly, the substantive phrase /76/élv W7"'/”"/V
seems to indicate the habitual practive or commisgion
of sinful action and what is evil in principle as some
tendency which is effected in life; and the verbal
phrase oﬂd%@ﬁy%udenotes more simply the committing of

sin or the presenting of a sinful character.

(1) sSmith: Expositor's Greek Testament, I Hohn, pg.l185
(2) Findlay: PFellowship in the Life Eternal, pg. 261-2
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11 Elucidation of St. John's Phraseology Concern=-

ing Sin.
A. Phraseology of 3:4,8,9.

1. Construction of 35:4,8,9.

In the study of this passage verses 3,8, and 9
are to be treated together because of their obvious
similarity in construction: First, the substantive
phraseﬂvaﬁriﬁwwéybccurs in all three verses. In two
of these the form is that of a partiecipal phrase (7193
o' mreray ) in 3:4 and o morV in 3:8; with the noun
taking the article U%r*@}gﬂbéy7; while in the third

¢ '4
verse (3:9) a similar participisl phrsse (T&5o YeYernpas

er160 &) ) ig the subject of the predicative phrase
‘@ﬂ%;fydy—ou zor €2 without the article before the noun.
Secondly, the verbcéu%ﬂfdJﬂw occurs in a dependent
clause in 3:8 (é%u.yﬁn/ﬁﬁm%~and as an infinitive
construction uﬂ)oymﬁﬂﬁu 4“%%Jwﬁ in 3:9. In both

of these instances the verbal phrase is in conjunc-
tion with a corresponding or related substantive

phrase dealing with sin.
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2.Exegetical discussion of phraseology of 3:4.

By the use of the two words 188 o instead of )
just the article alone in the phrase7®d Oc/ﬂ’/(‘:’/r?"’ “(/M/TMV
John includes "everyone", for 45 meaning "every" (1),
allows no exceptions. In a2 note concerning a like
phrase in 3:3 Westcott states the following: " by em-
ploying the universal form of expression Qﬁ? 5) ip-
stead of the simply descriptive 0¢ , St, John deals
with she exceptional presumption of men whé regarded
themselves as above the common law. In each case
where this characteristic form of language cccurs there
is apparently a reference to someone who had guestioned
the application of a principle in particular cases". (2)
The phrasemwﬁr7%V§@%M@3as considered in the beginning of
this chapter, means the doer of sin or cne who prsctices
it habitually snd realizes the sin in action, the present
tense indicates continued‘doing of sin. Thus "He who
d/(?o?"/ék 77"’31 nro€l, by that very fact also committethﬁi’
4ﬁ@wégin every individval transgression the nature of
'the sin' is manifested. That thenchV-7§V'@?¢W%ﬁ/is
identical with therrot&ly THY 5*3“4371 the apostle proves
by the simple declarabtion that@?%ﬁhékan&fﬂ%ékre or ought
to be interchangeable for Christians". (3).

Hickie: A Lexicon of the Greek Testament, pg. 143-4.

(1)
(2) Vestcott: Ipistles of St. John, pg. 102.
(3) Haupt: The First Epistle of St. John, pg. 174.
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The use of/ﬁf( here, best rendered as "also", stresses

the correspondence of the doing of&k@héés well aszi%%ﬂﬁé‘
uponn the part of the doer: Having asserted a truth of
action, John proceeds to define the principle involved,

and in so doing selects words which expressed a principle
out-working in action:"Sin is lawlessness". This is the on-
ly definition of "sin" in the Bible, although its nature is
discussed elsewhere; furthermore, the subject of this verse
appears to be the definition’and delimitation of the kdea
ofe}vmmi "fhen the asrticle is used with the predicate it
marks its essentidl identity with the subject;ﬁ@%&%éé#ﬁyﬁc
ﬁ&gulb—makes sin identical with lawlessness'"(l) The com-
position of the word%iﬁuﬁfd“Vﬁ“@j or shows clearly that

it denotes what is contrary to Divine Law, end therefore

the doing offipmiris the doing of unlawful acts involving a
principle of action; accordingly, "sin @ﬁqﬂﬁma is lawless~-
ness(%i”@ujéj " Pindlay has well comprehended the author's
constructions here: "The Apostle in saying 'Sin is lawless-
ness' virtually affirms that 'Lawlessness is sin'. His prop-
osition is convertible; the predicate‘}%}gu@\as well as the
subjectnyiﬁgﬁrék , is written with the CGreek article of def-
inition: the two terms cover the same ground, since they
denote the same thing, defining it from different sides.

The Bible knows of no boundsry line between the religious
and the ethical. Since man was created in the imege of God

and the end of his life is determined by God, every lapse

(1) Dana and Mantey: Hanual for the Study of the CGreek
N. T. pg. 102.
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from that end, every moral aberration (éﬁ@%ﬁé&, is an act
of rebellion, a violation of the constitutional laws of
human nature @@gﬂwév)"(m)

3. Exegetical discussion of phraseology of 3:8.

"D ot Wﬁr’6¢M§0719¢/forms the diametrical opposite
ofaﬂﬁuﬁyI%thﬂnﬂﬁw{vs.V), inesmuch as it signifies the men
wvhose 1life is service of sin, ‘who lives in sin s his
element' (Sander). Vhile the lstter bel?ngs o Christ,
and is atréyordess the former is&f 100 J’“‘?‘¢“’" '3 )E'/f’ does
not signify here either merely connection, or simllarity,
or imitation, but as the expression?&ffmr 70’1;00/¢0/f0‘/(vs.10)
shows, origin; the life that animates the sinner emanates
from the devil. The apostle confirmd the truth of this
statement by the following words : Sf Am’ dposs ”CJhﬁkwnf
@;@07ﬂ11HaThe presenﬁ@%?ﬂﬁéfkudescribes the sinning of the
devil as uninterruptedly continuous"(zj. Accordingly in
vs. 8 there is not the all-inclusivensess of vs.4, fcr here
the simpler formomoubvmemns "he that doeth"; the present
participle specifies Ythe habitual doer of sin"; the ides
and content oﬂé%%ﬂ;are marked aespecially by the use ofT{Z

and ‘the use of €4 shows thatJJ%ﬁﬂ&fis the source or ori-
gin of the doing of sin; the meaning here is clearly "He
whose whole course of action is?gzpressidn cf 'sin', be=-
longs to the Devil, from whom the life which animates
him is derived". (3). In the dependent clause introduced
(1) Findlay: Pellowship in the Life Eternal, pg. 256
(2) Huther: Critical and Exegetical Handbook to the Gen-

eral Epistles of James and John, pgs. 393-5.
(3) Brooke: Johannine Epistles, pg. 88.
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bygh”the~context4determines the causative sense as. the-only
allowable rendition:J/T'é%X%E JJQZWbJ ¢%9ﬂﬁéuis therefore
the reason that "he that doeth sin is of the devil", for
regardless of the exact reference of A7’ 5&422&? (1): the
general declaration is clearly that the devil sinned, ahd
has since been in the continual act of sinningy since his
vhole existence is sin. Thus the necessary outcome of the
facts of the main and dependent clauses is that set forth
in the second part of vs.8: "To this end was the Son of

God manifested that he might destroy the works of the devil",
in which case theé}yt\ fv’bé‘lwoéeem to be thed}“%fl;u’done by the
devil. The statement that "he that doeth sin is of the
devil" sugrests that the phrase#ﬂt@V}j749“?’h9"denotes

the practice of sin from evil influence, whereas the verdb
@9@Vﬁﬁ¢ualone suggestes sinful sctivity as the outworking of

personal character.{

(1) Cf. Brooke: pg. 88, and Plummer: pg.l1l26 for dilscussion.
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4, Exegetical discuésion of phfaseology of 3:9.

In view with the contrast, that he that is of the
devil doeth sin {vs.8) and he that is of God doeth no
sin (vs.9) the thought of the latter vs. reqguires that
6F¢ again be taken as causative. As Lange notes, "the
structufe of the sentences too is alike, with the sole
difference that by the usual inversion the subjects and
predicates have changed places”(l). The employment of
m%‘ﬁas g part of the participial phrase again indicates
(as in vs.4) "everyone'", although translated as "whosoever"
in the Americsan Revised Version. The expression "to be be-
gotten" of God occurs freguently in the Epistle, and in
every énstance the Revised Version rendersrewﬂ;“és"begotten"g
the ‘pérfect (passive) participial phraseéfV&Tcrwbké”Uhat—
urally means he thgg ggg’gggntggggggggjgh%n%éﬁ%%ﬁ@ance of
completed action. In the phrasedghﬁpfféb"bTTWékhe noun is
 anarthous and therefore gualitative; the whole phrase sug-
gests the idea that wheever is begotien of God does not prac-
tice that which is sinful in its essence, or does not make
a habip’of doing sin. The thought of '"abide in mé and I in

" is set forth in the clauses of vs. 6 and vs. 9 in which

you
the verﬁ/wiu/ocours thus, in vs,.9 Z?Zintroduces the reason
for the truth of the main clause, "because his seed abideth
im him". The clauéeﬁv} 0963Ld7¢u ﬁékﬁﬂ7wwf7”%iewed in the
light of its appended reason "because he is begotten of God",

seems to affirm that it is morally impossible to sin, "and

he cannot, is not able to sin". "The fact that he has been

(1) Lenge: Commentsry on the Holy Scriptures, I John, pg. 104.
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begotten of "God excludes the possibility of his com-
mitting sin as an expression of his true character,
though actual sins may, and do occur, in so far as he
fails to realize his true character".(1l) Inasmuch as
the independent clause of the second sentence ststes the
impossibility of the "begotten of God" sinning, it follows
that it 1s in contrsast to the doing of sin in the preceding
statement: the child of God merely does not habitually
do sin (state), his character precludes sinful activity.
Haupt suggests that the phraseology of vs.7 and vs.8 gives
us "the standard of perfected righteousness"(2); in vs.8,
the positive side of this standard, the first ststement
describes the permanent condition of sginlessness and the
second the origin or basls for such., Pindlay concludes
as follows: "The twe sentences of vs.9 amount to the a-
bove position (Sin is 'unnaetural in the child of God'):
as a matter of fact, the child of God 'does not sin'GV@%%ﬁV
ol 1mot&l j——the produce of his life is not of that kind;
and as a matter of principle, 'he cannot sin'. In the for-
mer of these statements St. John is appealing to the facts
...Thus sin is got rid of not byrepression, but by pre-
occupation. The man is possessed by another generative
principle"(3) The problem arising from the seemingly con-
flicting statements of 1:7-22and 3:4-9 will be considered
in the concluding chapter.

Brooke: Johannine Epistles, pg.89

(1)
(2) IHaupt: The First Spistle of John, pg.l1l99
(3) Findlay: Fellowship in the Life Eternsl, pg. 265-7.
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5. Conclusions.

These verses have been found: first, to give a
unicgue definition of sin-"sin is lawlessness (3"0‘(/“%“5‘ drtivaf
Jnyuﬁy'; second, to include sn idea which both opens
and closes the -upéséage}the universal spplication of
these truths to "every oneﬁﬁkékho gualifies under the
conditions named; third to support the truth of the =
statements éoneerning sin and sinlessnesé in each case
by 2n explanation or reason--thus, "Every one that doeth
sin doeth also lawlessness" is followed by the reason or
definition that"sin is lawlessness" (vs.4), "He ihat dosth
'sin is of the devil" by "for the devil sinneth from the
beginning"(vs.8), and "Wheseever is begotten cof God do-
eth no sin" by "because his seed abideth in him"(vs.9);
fourth, to distinguish the¢ aspects of sinful action by
the contrasted modes of expression. Thus the substantive
and verbal phrases express thefollowving ideas respectively:
habitual practice of sin-2 hkbit; and the act of sinning-
an expression of character. 1In 2:1 the aorist subjunc-
tive suggests the possibility of "an occurrence' of an
act of sinéy;'h& q}%pfa ; but here the present parti-
ciples(ome: @y d}"d/T/o@; vf/ﬂoy’?ofrw;)presume 'a habit end
character'. Thus sinning and the doing of sin{"sin is
lawlessness") are obviously alien to the character end

habit of the children of God.
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B. The phraseology of 3:6
1. Exegetical discussion of 3:6.

Inasmuch as this verse differs from those treated
abové in having only the simpler verbal phrese, and its
contrasted statements involve idsas expressed separately
in other sentences, 1t is here treated subsecuently to
1:4,8,9. The fact that "In Him there is no sin" (vs.5)
necessarily results in the affirmation that "Whosoever
abideth ianim sinneth not" (vs.6), in which the phrase#o?
dvpeGnn/has its comprehensive sense of "every one", as
in vs.4. The employment of the verb/ué%in the participial
phrase implies that John is thinking not merely of "being"
in Christ, but actually of living and dwelling in hikm. Ac-
cordingly, the meaning lntended may be expressed as follows:
"Everyone that goes on abiding in him (Christ)does not go
on sinning(olX é?@ﬁ?d@1ﬁz)9 This has been well stated
by tiestcoott: &QX’Qﬁ%%WVQ’eb ' sinneth not', describes a
character, 'a prevailing habit' and not merely an act.

Faeh separate sinful act does as such interrupt the fellow-
to the character of the man., andremoved from him,it leaves
ship, and yet so far as it is foreign /¢ his charsevter un-
changed"(1). The second part of the sentence is similar to
the first in construction; if rearranged in exatly parallel
form it would read "every one that seeth and knoweth him
not sinneth". However in the actual formﬁ3356;¢Mﬂ“4“the
verbc@;¢bﬁd¢tiV/ has the same sense as in the preceding

clause; actual sinning in word, or work or in the thought

of the heart(2):

(1) westcott: Epistles of St. John, pg. 104.
(2) Lenge: Commentary on the Holy Scriptures, I John, pg.l02
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the phrase also expresses universal application in the
present time with regard tosinning. "The perfect&ﬁ@(f%éd/§V
o&g% ;ywwkekj connote facts that have taken effect, the
settled results of action, the state into which one has
passed thereby" (1) The second verb although perfect in
form is present in meaning according to its usage. The
form of the clauses and the occurrence of the objecﬁmifgy
along with each verb, together with the resulting strong-
er emphasis ofOJJ?: make it clear that the two verbs ex-
press two distinect ideas; "If the two words are to be
distinguished here, ébngays stress upom the object, which
appears and is grasped by the mental (religious) vision
(of Christ),\(”"‘émf’/ﬁn the subsequent suhjective apprehen-
sion of what is grasped in the vision, or it is unfolded
gradually in experience"(2) ""Seeing' expresses briefly
the fullest exertion of our utmost faculties of gaining
new elements of truth from without:'knowing', tre appre-

hension and coordination of the truth within"(3).

(1) ™indlay: PFellowship in the Life Eternal, pg. 261,
(2) Brooke: Johannine Epistles, pg. 87.
(3) Vvestcott: Epistles of St. John, pg. 104.



2. Summary .

The progress of thought im vs. 6 has been summarized
by Haupt as follows:"He who abideth in Christ sinneth not.
The present does not express precisely the actual now, but
a continued condition: in him in whom theplifVVhas be -
come a reality, fogwdwéarries with it the idea of abid-
ing continously, In him thers is the abiding conditioﬁ
of theoé%7@z?”*;“%'Again, on the other hand, in the case
of him who sinneth, such an abiding stste has not been
attained: the actings of theéﬁ”andyvrdm*“ére not accom-
plished facts. Then the sum 1s: every sin demonstrates
that we are not found in the fellowship of the Lord (L)
Accordingly, it &s evident that whether the constfuction
be that forfnotnsinhing‘(OQXuﬁkgﬂfa&eLq or for sinning
( ocaiu@p737wvv' ), the idea involved in the use oﬁ£h¢@@;“’
refers to the outworking of the principle of evil in ac-
tion. The entire verse may be rendered thus "Lvery one
that abideth continually in him(Christ) doth not go on
sinning: every one that sinneth hath not seen him, nei-
ther knoweth him". In summarizing the ideas of vs. 6 two
statements may be made: flrst, the first sentence gives
the condition or proof of sinlessness--abiding in Him; and
second, the second sentence gives the explanation or proof

of sinfulness-~failure to have seen or to know Hin.

(1) Haupt: The First Epistle of St. John, pg. 184.
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C. Phraseclogy of 5:5.
1. Exegetical discussion of 3:56.

This verse has been left for the latter part of
this discussion not only because it does not contsin
either of the distinctive expressions mentioned above,
but especially because its thought (i.e. that the In-
carnation has redemptive significance) scems to make
it the key verse of the passage. In ve. 5 John ap-
peals directly to the knowledge of his Christian readers
by his use of sid8tt, "ye know". He sles seems to use
CHETror  andddrofwith practically no distinction in
referring to Christ as "he". The ewployment of the
aorist tense oﬂﬁh%ﬁwindicates that John's conception
was punctiliar inhature; and therefore, the phrase
"he was manifested" must point to the Incarnation. The
dependent clause introduced byf;&is evidently purposive,
for the context implies that the conjunction carries the
purposive sense of "in order thath; the verb1%ﬁ3 , simi-
larly toéﬁﬁanaM“%m%bin 1:7 which it comprehends in
thought (1), expresses simply the "occurrence" of an ac-
tion (aorist subjunctive). The fact that the Hebrew
wordRYW Jcarries the two senses’of !taking away" and
"pearing" but that the former sense is translated into
Greek byd&wdy(and the latter bmﬁ#eno suggests that the

true rendering of%??here is "to take away"; this is sup-

e \ ¢ /
ported by the meaning of o dy”“*’ﬁ7§%0*¢9””*in John 1:29

(1) Cf. Chapter LI pgs.i4l,42,
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which is considered parallel in thought. The object
(f;& Q?M@df/éf) . of the verb occurs in some texts
with5y4ﬁv; but the use of the article in Greek oc~-
casionally where the English uses a possessive pronoun
also allows the possibility of the possessive
/here; the plural form and the use of the article stress
the concreteness of the many forms and manifestations of
gsin which Christ took away. The second clause of the
gsentence is introduced byhﬂ{and is therefore coorcinate
with what precedes; the orderﬁéﬁ%@?gé;“éﬁ)m%%%nﬂﬁqiike
that of a correspondéng phrase Wi eralrd ol Epror )
in John 7:18. The present tense of the verb shows the
permaneng& of the fact stated: "Sin in him is not". Re-
garding the meaning o%?%%y%éwhich is made prominent by
the order of the phrase, Cremer says: "Without the art-
icle ,9}‘3/'77”:, 1ikedisoovly v, /\’M’Ié, according to a common cus-
tom of classical writers, is used where the reference is
to the conception itself (embodied in the individual man-
ifestations ), and not the collective sum of manifestatiors;
so in I John 3:5.(1).
2. Summary.

In keeping with the thought of the sentence the pur-
pose of this statement seems to be that of showing the ef~
fective example of Christ as a basis for his redemptive plan.
Thus, ve.5 proclaims a Divine purpose and fact: to take a-
way sins, and the eternally pure and sinless character of
Christ. Furthermore, the concrete sins of humenity are to
be taken awayby Divinity in which there is not even the

(1) Gremer : Lexicon of New Tes:.ament Greek,,pgs. 160—102
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principle of sin: this explains the fundamental opposi-

tion of sin which is the basis of God's redemptive pur=-

pose, for the state of sinfulness and sinlessness are
incompatible. Accordingly "every one that hath this

hope set‘on him purifieth himself, even as he is pure" (vs.
5) for it is known that "he was manifested to take away sins;
and in him is no sin': thus He is 2lso the hope as well

as the power and ideal of sinlessness.

I1T General Conclusions.

As a result of the foregoing exegetical study the
following contributions are to be made; for as shown a-
bove John discusses various aspects of the fact and na-~
ture of sin. In this pgssage the following statements
concerning sin are made: first, the definition of sin-

"gin is lawlessness", second the provision for the re-
moval of sin! he was manifested to take away sins";
third, the explanation of sin-"whosoever sinneth hath
not seen him, neither knoweth him"; fourth, the source
of sin", he that doeth sin is of the devil, for the dev=
il sinneth from the beginning". On the other hand, the
following truths concerning sinlessness are given: first
the examplgqof sinlessness-"in him %& no sin", "he is
righteous"; second, the condition ef sinless-nmess-
"whosoever &bideth:in-him sinneth not"; third, the faet
of sinlessness-"whosoever is bezotten of Fod doeth no sin";

and fourth,-~



the basis of sinlessness-"his seed abideth in him, and
--he is begotten of God". ¥hile the section as a whole
apparently describes the character of the children of
Gtod, by way of synthesizing the thought of the passage
the following divisions in the aspect of the thought
may be made: first, the irreconcilability of sin and
sinlessness (vs.4-6); and second, the incompatibility
of sin and sinlessness (vs.7-9). Findlay has sa2id that
from this passage(3:4~9) sin is shown to be ruinous,
illegal, unchristian, diabolical, and unnatural in the
child of God(l). As Vordsworth has suggested (2) the
long history of misunderstanding in the Church concern=-
ing what seemed to be conflicting statements regarding
sin and sinlessness in 1:7-2:2 and this passage might
have been avoided by proper examination of the tenses
used: for the Christian may sin@®4%b75—punctiliar),

/
but he does not continue in sin( maprarec —durative).

(1) PFindlay: Fellowship in the Life Eternal, pgs. 253-2€9.
(2) Wordsworth: The Greek Testament, Vol. II, pgs. 115-6.
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CHAPTER IV

THE RELATIONSHIP OF I JOHN 1:7-2:2 and 3:4-9,

I A General Descriptive Statement,

The First Epistie of John contains a number of
distinctive, general characteristics; among these the
following are especially noteworthy: first, the variety
of subjécts-FelloWship, sin, the Divine commandments, the
antichrist, love and life; second, the lack of well-ordered
treatment-as, for instance, the subject of sin and the
relationship of Christians to the world are intermingled;
third, the complexity of statement-as illustrated in the
introduction; and fourth, the absence of a logically
developed theme- which fact is revealed in any attempt to
analyze the Epistle, In addition to the foregoing there
is the well recognized difficulty in accounting for the
paradoxical statements concerning sin. ‘Tthis fact is the
basis of K,R.Barnard's statement that, "The great con-
tributipn which I John makes to the doctrine of sin is
a paradox. Nowhere is the reality of sin more strongly
insisted on as ocdurring in Christian life and nowhere is
the sinlessness of the Christian life more distinctly

asserted® (1).

(1) #8.R.Barnard: Hastings' Dictionary of the Bible,
Vol.1V, pg. 535-6.
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it The Atmosphere of the Passages.
A, The atmos?here of 1:7-2:2,

‘ The leading aspects of John's thought in this
passage of the Epistle are the key to its atmogphere:
first, the cleansing from all sin (vs.7)irat #3 dusBvdd 70D
;0D QUTOV h’dﬂ‘f/)lj'ﬂj/f&dm} ”d/md/cwﬂ,b; second, the conscious-
ness of sin (vs.B)Iéﬂ?V G)/’T“’/“‘é’ 28 ";Md/”/dy oLl éj(%c“l’;

€ —~ 3
third, the confession of sin (vs. 9)60“’ O/A‘OAOY""/"G"TN‘
Qﬁymufjﬂﬁv- fourth, the denlal of the fact of sin (vs 10)
eny emw/«ey o ovX 7/4"’/57?7/,/9{/461/ «,ﬁeumy T“’WU/‘Gderay
fifth, a declaration against and & provision in case of
sin (2:1)Lvd M3y IMAPTHE. KA Xy 1is Hphry; sixth, a
propitiation for our sin (2:2), Kat abrbs (Aavpmds TIY g
11244 Jrﬂ#ﬂf)y}}tﬁr‘i‘he treatment of sin as a fact is one of the
significant factors in the development of these verses,

In vs. 7 sin is assumed as a vital fact in the believer's
life, and in vs., 8 his consciousness of the fact is con~-
sidered; then in vs, 9 the confession of incidental sins
resulting in forgiveness presumes the recognition of sin
as an actuality but in vs. 10 the dehial of the reality
of sin makes Him a liar, a climax in the denial of sin
as a fact., The Apostle's own statement of his purpdse

in writing (that his readers might not sin), the presence
of an Advocate for any contingency of sin, and the pro-
pitiation of Christ continue the treatment of sin as a fact.
From the standpoint of experience the atmosphere of the

section is significant, Tor it is essentially true to life
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and the reality of sin: we are conscious of our sin,
our need of forgiveness and cleansiﬁg, our hope in an
Advocate and a propitiation, even as we are aware of
the presence of Christ and the method of approach to
Him, Consequently, the atmosphere of this passage is
that of contemplation of the believer from the stand-
point of human experience, and its significance results

from the treatment of sin as a fact,.

B. The Atmosphere of 3:4-9.

An adequate treatment of this passage by
Findlay contains an admirable summary (1) of the lead-
ing aspects of John's thought here: "1, Sin is ruin-
ous (3:4f), 2. Sin is illegal (3:4). 3 Sin is un-
christian (3:5,6). 4. Sin is diabolical (3:8).
5., Sin is unnatural (3:9)". An idea of primary signifi-
cance in’tﬁe atmosphere of 3:4-9 is the nature of sin;
A the first vs. defines the nature of sin from the stand-
point of both activity and description; the subsequent
verses enlarge upon this along the aspects listed above.
In general sin is viewed as opposed to the will or law of
God, irreconcilable with the mission and character of
Christ, impotent against the abiding believer, produced

in man by the activity of the devil, impossible for the

(1) Pindlay: Fellowship in the Life Eternal, pgs.253-69,
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begotten of God: all sin by nature is opposed to the

will and law of God,'and accordingly inconsonant with

* the life of the children of God. Furthermore, this
passage comprehends the believer from the Divine stand-
point: for sin is considered as that which is contrary
to (His) law, the removal of sin as the purpose of the
Christ's manifestation, the condition of sinlessness

as the result of abiding in Him, the position of sinner -
devoid of knowledge of Him, the state of sinlessness as
the outcome of being begotten of God. 1In all these versges
the significance of the atmosphere results from a dis-
cussion of the nature of sin, looking upon the believer
from the divine standpoint. By way of comparison it

may be noted that the first passage treats the fact of
sin, viewing the believer from the human standpoint:

and the second, the nature of sin, the believer from the

divine standpoint.

III The Statements at Issue,

John insists upon the reality of the fact
of sin in the life of believers in 1:10 by his statement
that, "If we say that we have not sinned, we make him a

a2l e b’-cL

liar, and his word is not in us (éab/ e/ Ir w L0 ,

s /7 / : ey AVTOY AL
OUX pap TEpA prer, peovTyy musye
‘Ao;'os ;VTEV olw vy vhui,
0 4@” .On the other hand 3:9 states the
sinlessness of Christians: "Whosoever is begotten of
God doeth no sin, because his seed abideth in him; and

he cannot sin, because he is begotten of God (/77Td5 ©
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Thus, these apparently contradictory statements con-

cerning the possibility of sin in the 1life of the

Christian must be studied in connection with their

contexts and then related. In a discussion in the
British Weekly, David Smith has suitably recognized
the fact that "It is unfortunate that our {English)
Version has failed to reproduce the studious precision
of the Apostle's language in dealing with the question

of the relation between the believer and sin®,.

IV Restatement of the HMeaning of 1:10 and 3:9,
A. Restatement of 1:10, | |

Up to ﬁhis point the Apostle has dealt with
the two main aspects of the revelation that God is light:
first, the character which it fixes for the man who is to
have fellowship with Him (if we walk in the light)vs.7);
and second, the method by which this character may be

obtained (if we confess our sins) (vs.9) {1). Further-

more, man's relation to God is considered in connection
with three false pleas; the first is a denial of what
is distinctlyknown, a denial of the reality of the

truth (vs.6); the second, is a denial of the abiding

(1) Westcott: Epistles of St. John, pg.25.
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power of sin as a principle in one's life. Verse 1:10,
third of these pleas, is concerned with the consequences
of a denial of the fact of having committed sin: Ea\“’
fynw@név’ o7 0é7'25h6ﬁ7?7%/“*3.e., "If we say we are
in the position (state) of not having sinned, (we not
only deny the Qast commission but also the present con-
sequences of our sinful activity) we make him a liar

and his word is not in us™".

B. Restatement of 3:9,

In 3:9 the antagonism of the Christian to
sin ik placed in its most decisive aspect in this passage.
Two things are affirmed of him: "he that doeth no sin',
and 'he cannot sin', The universal application of the
other truths of the passage {introduced by n&s o
here reaches its climax: sin has been defined as law-
lessness, the manifesting of Christ to take away sins,
abiding in him as the condition of sinlessness, are all
preparatory to the concluding statement that “Whosoever
is begotten of God d‘r/" »p T/av  do  TTol €L
(2 habit), because his seed abideth in him (a principle);

/ /
and oL OJulaTec &9/"'”\/7% Y€1V (an expression of

character), because he is begotten of God",
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V The Relationship of 1:10 to 3:9 in View of Their Context.
The atmosphere of the context of 1:10 views ﬁhe

believer from the human standpoint and treats sin as a

fact; the leading aspects of John's thought which form

the background of this verse are concerned with the

human relationships, requirements, and attitudes. The

use of the first and second person, the direct address,

the personal tone indicate that sin is considered from

the human standpoint; for to man sin is a vital fact in

life, Conseguently, the human touch is brought out in

1:10; the supposition is probably one put forward by a

group within the church and therefore is of human concern;

this denial of the actual commission of or the reality of

sin is true to the spirit of the passage, as is also the

answer which John makes. ‘Thus 1:10 itreats the fact of

sin in the life of the believer from a human viewpoint.

As the last verse of the second passage, 3:9 likewise

seems to reflect the atmosphere of its context, treating

the nature of sin and looking at it from the standpoint

of Christ., Here the emphasis is upon the Divine rather

than the human aspect of sin: the definition of sin, the

taking away of sin, the statement of the sinlessness of

Christ, the necessity of abiding in Christ, the affirmation

that human sin has its source in the Qevil, and the con-

clusion that the children of God are sinless, Particularly

is this true in 3:9 for the Divine basgis of sinlessness is
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given twice; the fact of sin is assumed, but the nature
of sin is here developed in detail-its character, source,
ete, Accordingly, the relationship of these verses in
view of their contexts is that 1:10 involves the fact

of sin, the believer being looked at from the standpoint
of human experience; and 3:9 the nature of sin, thekbe-

liever being looked at from the standpoint of Christ,.

"VI The Solution and Justification,

As stated above 1:10 treats the fact of sing
it may be rendered thus, "If we say that we are in a
position (state) of not having committed sin, we make
him a liar and his word is not in us". Accordingly, the
question arises as to what aspect of sin the apparently
contradictory statement of 3:9 refers; this having been
determined as that of the nature of sin, the solution of
the paradox must evidently lie in relating the fact and
nature of sin. “The meaning of the two phrases occurring
in 3:9 has previously been determined: rroc€iv "‘C/"”/”;V
referring to the practicing of sin- "a habit'; and
Cﬁhé}ﬂaﬁeu/referring to the act of sinning - anc ex-
pression of character; but the basis or principle of
not"doing sin® involved here is “because his seed
abideth in him¥, ‘“YThus, in distinction from 1:10 as
Forsyth points out, "®annot sin' (3:9) means not that

he is not able to sin, but that his principle will not
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allow him to sin. As the regenerate-personality he
cannot do it. ‘You cannot, consistently with your
principles, do it; you cannot with your nature do it.
Ideally, whosoever is born of God cannot sin. That
is the absolute truth. These texts of John are all
Judgments of faith, formed from his knowledge of the
absolute holiness and power of Christ. He has for-

go tten for the moment the actuality of man, He is
possessed with the sense of the omnipotence of Christ,
That will be *'finally' as actual as it is now ideal,.

It is ‘the ultimate reality' " (1).

(1) Porsyth: Christian Perfection, pgs. 25-6.
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