The Sin Issue

Back in 2010, I wrote an article for the ESN titled: “The Sin Question.”
I feel that now, 12 years later, I have much more useful information on the topic.

In Sabbatarian legalistic groups, the lynch-pin used to convince people they had to keep the law
is a passage of Scripture found in the KJV at 1 John 3:4 which reads:

Whosoever committeth sin transgresseth also the law: for sin is the transgression of the
law.

The history behind this interpretive translation takes us back to the earlier English translations,
starting with the Bishops Bible, where it is thus rendered, through the Geneva Bible that bor-
rowed the passage in toto, then carried forward to the King James Bible.

During this time, some 400 years ago now, Biblical scholarship, when it came to interpreting /
translating the Bible, was in its infancy.

Sabbatarians further translate/interpret the text so that “the law” is interpreted to mean, for most
Sabbatarian groups, just the 10 Commandments law set.

Wouldn’t this mean that, everything outside the confines of the 10 Commandments, would not be
a sin? For this is the logical conclusion if we accept the interpretation that “the law” here is just
the big 10, right?

Furthermore, for this interpretation to be true, then all transgressions of the law, regardless of
whether we limit this (without biblical support) to the 10 or not, would be sin, without exception.
And yet, we find a number of exceptions or exemptions when it came to works carried out on the
Sabbath, for I remind the reader that the Sabbath commandment states specifically no one was to
do “ANY” work on the Sabbath.

But this is where it all starts to get interesting; where Sabbatarian groups practice “double-speak”
and cognitive dissonance in the sense of holding to two contradictory beliefs as being true at the
same time.

Sabbatarian groups cite Matthew 5:17-18, claiming that the law (read again maybe just the 10
Commandments) remains inviolate and unalterable right down to the “jots and tittles” of the let-
ters that made up the words of those commandments in the law.

So what happened to the word “any” as in no one was to do “any” work?

At this point then [ want to introduce a concept of hermeneutics regarding the passage in ques-
tion cited above.



Does it hold true for all circumstances affected by it? That is, does Scripture consistently show
all transgressions of the law to result in a charge of guilt and sin?

Note that Jesus brought out a couple examples that show this first requirement of the translation
to be lacking when it comes to how the early English translators translated (interpreted) 1 John
3:4. One is David and those who accompanied him eating the show-bread, which Jesus reminded
His audience was unlawful for him and those with him to eat, yet he was blameless. Furthermore
Jesus points out that the priests at the temple “profaned” the Sabbath by carrying out exhausting
physical labor on the Sabbath processing the sacrifices carried out on the Sabbath days. In point-
ing this out, He was justifying the harvesting of grain and eating it by His disciples on a Sabbath,
and another time when He told a cripple He healed to pick up and carry off his bed, thus carrying
a burden on the Sabbath, contrary to a specific command in the law not to do so, as acceptable
works in the eyes of Jesus, who was the God of the old covenant Incarnate.

Jesus went out of His way to heal people on the Sabbath — something He specifically called
“work.”

Another requirement of a translation such as 1 John 3:4 is to ask the question, are there other sins
we know of not listed out in the law? For if so, then we have another example where this transla-
tion is lacking in scope.

Jesus brought forth the issue of sins of one’s thoughts and imaginations.

Ye have heard that it was said by them of old time, Thou shalt not commit adultery: But I
say unto you, That whosoever looketh on a woman to lust after her hath committed adul-
tery with her already in his heart. — Matthew 5:27-28

Hatred is demonstrated to be the spirit of murder.

And if you examine Genesis chapter 6, you might be surprised to find out why God destroyed
mankind in a flood, for it wasn’t because of sin as defined in 1John 3:4 —

And GOD saw that the wickedness of man was great in the earth, and that every imagina-
tion of the thoughts of his heart was only evil continually. — Genesis 6:5

They were destroyed, not because of transgressing a law, but because of the condition of their
hearts and their continual focus and preoccupation with evil.

The heart is deceitful above all things, and desperately wicked: who can know it? — Jere-
miah 17:9

With the Sabbatarian belief model, the “problem” is sin; defined as acts or actions of either com-
mission or omission, with little to no emphasis on the condition of the heart and motive of heart.
And because the emphasis in such groups is the Sabbath, it is no wonder that the focus is on

looking for biblical support for the Sabbath. If sin can be defined as the transgression of the law,
redefined to mean the 10 Commandment law set, then not keeping or abiding by the Sabbath be-



comes an act of sin and rebellion against God.

The sin “problem” is thus solved; keep the 10 Commandments, including the Sabbath, over-
looked and ignored by the vast majority of Christians who can be portrayed now as acting in de-
fiance of the law of God, again often re-defined to mean the 10 Commandments, seeing as there
is a rather pesky statement in Acts 15 regarding the law — of Moses, also re-defined usually to
mean everything outside the confines of the 10 Commandments, being “ceremonial” in nature.

The issue you see that develops with this line of reasoning proffered by Sabbatarian groups is
that, once you embark on a false belief and conclusion, contradictory Scriptures inevitably pop
up and need to be dealt with in similar fashion, so that assumptions of belief end up being built
with assumption upon assumption; what I like to call a house of cards, built on sand.

Is the law of Moses separate and distinct from the law of God, said to be the 10 Commandments?
We will let the apostle Paul weigh in on this.

For as many as are of the works of the law are under the curse: for it is written, Cursed is
every one that continueth not in all things which are written in the book of the law to do
them. — Galatians 3:10

Now stop and ask yourself... if this construct of two laws were true, then wouldn’t Paul have
been aware of it, and written things accordingly, so as to avoid any confusion regarding the two?
But no, Paul writes from the perspective of one law, written down in the book of the law.

Then, there are references in the old testament writings regarding the book of the law of the
Lord:

And they taught in Judah, and had the book of the law of the LORD with them, and went
about throughout all the cities of Judah, and taught the people. — 2 Chronicles 17:9

And when they brought out the money that was brought into the house of the LORD, Hil-
kiah the priest found a book of the law of the LORD given by Moses. — 2 Chronicles
34:14

And they stood up in their place, and read in the book of the law of the LORD their God
one fourth part of the day; and another fourth part they confessed, and worshipped the
LORD their God. — Nehemiah 9:3

It would probably not work out for the best with Sabbatarian groups to try and claim there were
two books of the law placed within the Ark of the Covenant; that being one called the book of
the law of Moses and the other being the book of the law of the Lord, especially when there are
references to just “the book of the law.” But they have tried to make a distinction by claiming the
10 are “moral” law while the balance of the law; the law of Moses, being ceremonial law. It is
but another example of needing to create more and more assumptions and rationalizations in or-
der to cover for other beliefs that have no real biblical basis. Do you find in Scripture any indica-
tion or declaration that such a division exists regarding the nature of the individual laws? No,



you do not. This whole concept is a man-made contrivance. And again, there are Scriptures that
conflict with this claim also, found in James chapter 2 verse 10 where James is using the old cov-
enant law to explain how the New Covenant law of Liberty works in like fashion:

For whosoever shall keep the whole law, and yet offend in one point, he is guilty of all. —
James 2:10

That is how the old covenant worked, legally. You had to comply with every requirement of that
covenant law, else you were in violation of the entirety; the “whole” law. Sabbatarian groups
don’t even try to explain why or how the “whole” law means only the 10 Commandments. There
is just no getting around this. They just take it for granted their members have accepted the con-
cept of categories of law, the important one being moral law, and that being nothing other than
the 10 Commandments. Part of this theological sleight-of-hand is carried out by placing the em-
phasis and distraction on claiming James was validating the law for Christians, ignoring the con-
text.

There was only one book of the law, and it was ratified as the old covenant between God and the
Hebrews, where blood was sprinkled on the book and people, with Moses as the mediator of that
covenant. What is interesting in this regard is how Jesus, who was the God of this old covenant
Incarnate, viewed the law and Moses’ role with it.

Did not Moses give you the law, and yet none of you keepeth the law? Why go ye about
to kill me? — John 7:19

Jesus attributes the law to Moses. And if you examine the Scriptures, you will not find one refer-
ence where Jesus refers to, or attributes the law to God or Himself. He actually distances Himself
from the law, often calling it “your” law when addressing the Jews.

So now you should be able to see more clearly that Sabbatarian groups claim the 10 to be moral
law so as to bolster the Sabbath commandment, even though the Sabbath commandment itself
has all the earmarks of being ceremonial in nature, being a “ceremony of rehearsal” that was
commonly placed in similar covenants between a Suzerainty and the vassal states of that time
and geographical area in history in the center of the summation or main points of said covenants.

Realistically, there is no such thing as a “moral” law. There are laws that deal with immorality,
but there is no law set that, once complied with, results in the adherents being determined to now
being morally upright and righteous. It is simply a matter of complying with law, despite the na-
ture of the person and their heart, said again in Scripture to be desperately wicked and deceitful,
often deceiving the one with that heart so that they believe they are morally upright, having com-
plied with what they describe and define as moral law.

What Scripture does define in relation to the 10 Commandments, being a law engraven in stone,
is found in places like 2 Corinthians chapter 3 where it is described and defined by Paul as the
ministration of death and condemnation. Paul further shows that the law results in death, and not
life as he earlier thought (Romans 7:10), and that the law brings about wrath (Romans 4:15). It
existed to make all the world guilty before God (Romans 3:19).



In case you had not noticed, the whole world was deemed guilty in relation to the law, which you
might have concluded was the old covenant law with the legal parties being God and the He-
brews, and not the whole world, but that covenant is nested within the overall law being every-
thing from Genesis through Deuteronomy, which earlier parts did indeed apply to all mankind.

Getting back then to 1 John 3:4:

Whosoever committeth sin transgresseth also the law: for sin is the transgression of the
law.

It should now be apparent that there are problems with both the translation into English as well
as the creative interpretation of Sabbatarians where the law is redefined to mean just the 10 Com-
mandments.

Not all transgressions of the law resulted in sin and condemnation.

When we look to the Greek, we see that 5 English words are rendered from the one Greek word,
“anomia” which, transliterated, means “against law.”

What is important here is to understand what a Greek speaking person or people meant when us-
ing the Greek word “anomia” two thousand years ago. Did they mean, when using this word,
transgression of the Hebrew law? No, and in fact, the idea is ludicrous. This is how a Greek
speaking person conveyed the meaning and concept of what we call “evil” and “iniquity” and in
a number of places in the NT writings, it is rendered as such.

If we plug into 1 John 3:4 “iniquity” where we find anomia, do we have an understanding that
holds up to all biblical circumstances affected by it?

Yes, we do. Whoever commits sin commits evil or iniquity, and sin is evil / iniquity. All iniquity
is sin, without exception. Sin is evil and iniquity. Iniquity / evil is sin. That is the real point being
made here, and it all brings up an interesting point in regards to the Sabbatarian position.

Was breaking the Sabbath always iniquity? No, for even the Jews realize that there were some
works that had to be carried out even on the Sabbath, and other issues they concluded over the
years that, should circumstances arise, something should or had to be carried out on the Sabbath,
such as letting loose your animals on a Sabbath to be fed and watered, or cows milked for their
comfort, or pulling an animal out of a ditch or pit on a Sabbath. And they went even further, cre-
ating what was called a “Sabbath day’s journey” so as to primarily attend synagogues; a rather
late development in Jewish culture, on the Sabbath in order to hear the law read and expounded
on in the hopes of avoiding another invasion and diaspora.

Then Jesus comes on the scene; the “Lord of the Sabbath” who goes even further, declaring good
works to be lawful on the Sabbath.

Sabbatarians waste no time once again re-defining the situation so that “good works” means



something else, more narrow in scope that what Jesus meant, that being works of evangelism or
“volunteer” works. The fly in the theological ointment here though is that Jesus contrasted good
works with evil works. Your works are either one or the other, and once you comprehend and un-
derstand this, it throws a major “monkey wrench” into the Sabbatarian belief system. More on
this further down.

The “sin problem” then is not solved through law, for the sin problem goes much deeper than
merely transgressing the law, regardless of how you further define it. The sin problem is ulti-
mately a heart problem, and the heart problem cannot be solved in the manner Sabbatarians try to
solve the sin problem through behavior modification.

The sin problem then is actually two problems. The sins committed, like crimes against God and
others, and the heart problem that compels people to act as a result of their wicked, evil hearts.
And it is God who solves the problems, and not man.

The next day John seeth Jesus coming unto him, and saith, Behold the Lamb of God,
which taketh away the sin of the world. — John 1:29

Even mainstream Christian churches have not understood the import of this passage and others
regarding what Jesus accomplished through His sacrifice, for many a church discovered that the
easiest way to control a congregation was through fear and a fear of sin with its subsequent con-
demnation. You followed what they said and dictated, else you were charged with sin or even
worse, such as heresy which usually got you put to death as a result.

The implications of Jesus’ sacrifice are not well understood by many. He took away everyone’s
sins in the whole world, by paying the penalty Himself in our stead. The main implication here is
that you cannot, and will not be charged with sin by God and thus condemned by God for your
sins.

When I first heard someone make this declaration, my first response was that the person who
told me this was off his proverbial rocker. It was unthinkable to me at that time, that this could be
true, and likely your first response to this understanding is similar to my first take on it. But read
on.

Understand what your crime is that condemns you to begin with. Your crime against God and hu-
manity is sin. Not the individual transgressions, such as breaking the Sabbath as Sabbatarians
would insist, but the general term “sin” is your crime. You sinned, and it doesn’t really matter in
what way you did so.

You were or are or will be found guilty. The crime comes with a death penalty, prescribed by the
law, for it is the law that gives sin its “teeth” if you will. For as Paul points out, where there is no
law, there is no transgression or sin.

You are guilty of sin, and the law prescribes your punishment: Death. Jesus steps up, and takes
your punishment in your stead. He is put to death because of your crime; sin. Now comes the
most important aspect of this, post justice served where God’s justice is thus satisfied. For if God



did not punish sin then God would not be a just God.

Can you now, legally be charged with sin again? No. We call that in this country double jeopar-
dy. You were already tried and convicted, with the sentence carried out. The penalty for your sins
has been paid, in full, in relation to all your sins, even sins future. And yet, false churches ignore
the workings of law and covenants in order to make merchandise of you, keeping you off bal-
ance and in fear of sin and the consequences. They want you to believe that, should you not keep
their Sabbath (for their Sabbath is not the actual Sabbath of Scripture) there will be “hell to pay”
even though you have already been freed from that fate in regards to sins committed.

But you are not exactly out of the woods just yet, for the sin problem is two-pronged, and Jesus’
sacrifice solved the fist part of the problem, that opened the way for God to solve the other as-
pect of sin, that being the condition of your mind/heart, for you do in fact need to be born again,
of the Spirit, to affect that other aspect; receipt of a new heart to replace the evil, deceptive, hard
heart you were born with, for that heart you were born with, being evil, can and will condemn
you through another sin; not a sin of action, but of belief, specifically the sin of unbelief.

Nevertheless I tell you the truth; It is expedient for you that I go away: for if I go not
away, the Comforter will not come unto you; but if I depart, I will send him unto you.
And when he is come, he will reprove the world of sin, and of righteousness, and of judg-
ment: Of sin, because they believe not on me; — John 16:7-9

The same world that He took away the sins of, is the same world that can still be reproved or
charged with the sin of unbelief.

Jesus’ sacrifice paved the way for man’s reconciliation, now that the sins of man, which separat-
ed man from God, had been dealt with. The gospel could now be implemented; salvation and
righteousness through faith/belief in Christ; God Incarnate.

Upon believing and having faith in Jesus regarding His birth, life, death and resurrection to re-
deem mankind, God in turn carries out the “new birth by the Spirit” by imparting His Spirit to
the believer, thereby replacing the stony, wicked, deceitful heart with a new one; His Spirit, also
referred to in Scripture as His law, for the Holy Spirit is a guide in the life of a believer, and no
longer the temporary law that was in place for the Hebrews.

But before faith came, we were kept under the law, shut up unto the faith which should
afterwards be revealed. Wherefore the law was our schoolmaster to bring us unto Christ,
that we might be justified by faith. But after that faith is come, we are no longer under a
schoolmaster. For ye are all the children of God by faith in Christ Jesus. For as many of
you as have been baptized into Christ have put on Christ. There is neither Jew nor Greek,
there is neither bond nor free, there is neither male nor female: for ye are all one in Christ
Jesus. And if ye be Christ’s, then are ye Abraham’s seed, and heirs according to the prom-
ise. — Galatians 3:23-29

In relation to Jesus working on the Sabbath, He chided a ruler of a synagogue who took excep-
tion to His healing on the Sabbath, pointing out that such work could be carried out any of the



other six days a week. But Jesus had a different perspective, in that He pointed out it was fitting
for the woman who was healed to be released from her burden on the Sabbath. Then He follows
up with a revealing characteristic of God that is easily overlooked: Righteous judgment. And He
emphasized this by comparison to judging according to appearance. We must also consider what
Jesus said here in regards to good works being lawful on the Sabbath.

Righteous judgment is where the intent of heart is taken into consideration, and consider that
God provides the believer with a “new heart” that being His Spirit. Couple this understanding
with what Jesus said and taught regarding good and bad/evil trees and their fruits. A good “tree”
(Christian) can only produce good fruits, and a bad/evil tree (those devoid of God’s Holy Spirit)
can only produce bad fruits. It is your condition of heart that ultimately determines your fruits
with God, who judged righteous judgment.

Evil, wicked heart, evil fruits. For your heart taints everything you do, even when you think you
are doing good. To help understand this concept, I ask people, “If the devil were to give a man
dying of thirst a life-saving drink of water, did the devil do good?” No, he didn’t, for he would
have an ulterior motive for doing so, such as trying to convince the man he is not evil, and
maybe try to get the man to follow him and abandon God.

Remember those who perished in the flood, written in Genesis 6? Their hearts condemned them;
their thoughts and imaginations being evil continually. God even declared the works of the He-
brews to be evil, even from their youth.

For the children of Israel and the children of Judah have only done evil before me from
their youth: for the children of Israel have only provoked me to anger with the work of
their hands, saith the LORD. — Jeremiah 32:30

Scripture states there is none good, save God. In order for a person to be good, God must dwell
in the person, and this is the solution to the second issue of sin, that being the sinful nature of
man to begin with.

Note that Jesus referred to the Jews, who had and tried to keep the law, as children of the devil
who do the will of their father (John 8:44).

The believer, in whom now dwells the Holy Spirit, has passed from death to life. They are no
longer subject to condemnation (Romans 8:1), for God does indeed judge according to the heart,
and to condemn one of His children in whom dwells His Spirit would be to judge Himself a sin-
ner!

The solution to the “sin problem” is elegant. It is God’s solution, carried out by God, and all one
needs to is simply believe that God performs the transformation for us.
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