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 A Godly View Of Sin 
  

By Sewell Hall 
  
 “What happened to sin?" This question, occasionally asked these days, can be answered with another 
question: "Whatever happened to God?” When people lose sight of God, sin cannot be far behind.  
 The World's View Of Sin.  Worldly people usually have in mind some vague definition of sin. In their 
view murder is sin because it hurts other people. If you asked the average person to name a sinner, he might 
well name Saddam Hussein; look how many people he has hurt! On the other hand, a psychology professor I 
knew insisted that sexual relations between two unmarried consenting adults is no more than a handshake if no 
one gets hurt.  
 Some take another step to call things sin if they hurt the one who does them. These days some people 
think of smoking as sinful because it harms the body. At the same time, drunkenness is winked at as long as 
one does not harm himself or drive under the influence.  
 Things may be thought sinful once they become socially unacceptable; speaking against homosexuality 
is just about the most heinous sin some people can imagine. Illegal things are considered sinful if one is caught 
and, if not, they become clever. And, of course, anything that makes you feel bad about yourself is probably a 
sin for you.  
Notice that all of these involve horizontal relationships. Sin is defined in purely human terms. The only authority 
acknowledged is human authority. The guilt or innocence of any action is judged by its visible and foreseeable 
effect on people here and now. God is not in the picture.  
 The Godly View.  As godliness is defined, however, everything is judged in reference to God. The word 
sin, as used in the Bible, is "missing the mark." Crime is missing the mark set by men: sin is missing the mark 
set by God (1 Jn. 3:4). Murder is sin, not because it is illegal or because it hurts someone but because God has 
forbidden it. The mark God has set may be missed by going beyond it (1 Jn 5:17; 2 Jn. 9) of by coming short of 
it (Jas. 4:17; Rom. 3:23).  
 The act by which "sin entered into the world" (Rom. 5:12) was an act that few people in our godless age 
would call sin. In fact, I am asked sometimes, "What do you think that Adam and Eve really did?" Well, what they 
really did was eat a piece of fruit (Gen. 3:6), and it was sin because God had forbidden it. Whether men see 
anything wrong in their action is beside the point.  
 When God told Abraham to offer his son on an altar (Gen.  22:2), he would have sinned if he had failed 
to obey. His faith was demonstrated in his willingness to do what God said, regardless of his own human sense 
of right and wrong.  
Fornication, idolatry, adultery, homosexuality, covetousness, drunkenness, and extortion were socially 
acceptable in Corinth, but the Holy Spirit through Paul insisted that those practicing such things would not "inherit 
the kingdom of God" (1 Cor. 6:9,10). "Let no one deceive you with empty words, for because of these things the 
wrath of God comes upon the sons of disobedience" (Eph. 5:6).  
 Even worship can be sin if it is not what God desires (Matt. 7:21-23), and a failure to worship is also sin 
(Jas. 4:17).  
 God And Sin. Once God is brought into the picture it becomes clear that sin is man's greatest problem. 
"For the wrath of God is revealed form heaven against all ungodliness and unrighteousness of men..." (Rom. 
1:18). What man on his own can escape the wrath of God? Since sin is an offense against God, only God can 
forgive it. And forgiving sin is not easy even for God. It cost Him the life of His Son.  
 The just penalty attached to sin by a just God is death; consequently, justice demands that the penalty 
be paid if sins are to be forgiven. If the sinner paid it he would be forever separated from God. But "God so loved 
the world that He gave His only begotten Son, that whoever believes in Him should not perish but have 
everlasting life" (Jn. 3:16). He allowed His Son to be "cut off out of the land of the living for the transgression of 



My people, to who the stroke was due" (Isa. 53:8). 
 Whenever we are tempted to sin, even in ways that the world considers innocent, we should ask with 
Joseph, "How then can I do this great wickedness and sin against God?" (Gen. 39:9). And when even the world 
pronounces us guilty, we still must confess to God along with David, "Against You, You only, have I sinned, and 
done this evil in Your sight..." (Psa. 51:4).  
  

Is That Really True?  
  

By Gardner Hall  
  
 "The New Testament actually has very little to say about congregational worship or organization!"  
 This type of statement is becoming popular in a number a circles and a brief review of it is in order.  
 1. It Is An Exaggeration. It would be true to say that more of the New Testament is dedicated to 
expressions of God's love and the need personal holiness and responsibility than to congregational activity. 
However, to say that the New Testament has "very little" to say about it is an exaggeration. A number of chapters 
deal directly with congregational worship and organization: 1 Corinthians 11-14; 1 Timothy (most of the book), 
good portions of 2 Timothy and Titus and James 2:1- 12 are a few sections that come to mind. There are many 
more indirect references to collective worship and church organization.  
 2. The Quantity of References Doesn't Necessarily Reflect The Importance of The Matter At Hand. 
There are very few direct references to the Lord's Supper in the New Testament. Yet, who would deny that it is 
a key element of the Christian's life and his fellowship with others? To say that the Lord's Supper is of little 
importance because of the paucity of direct references to it would be a major blunder.  
 3. What Is The Purpose Of This Type Of Statement? Is it repeated to imply that how we organize 
ourselves in local bodies and how we worship collectively is of little importance? If so, what is wrong with 
organizing ourselves with presiding bishops, regional bishops, archbishops or even a pope? What would be 
wrong with holy water, Latin mass, the rosary, etc.? If how we worship collectively is of little importance, what 
about fog machines, laser shows, screaming rock bands and other elements of entertainment-oriented worship? 
Are we willing to accept all the consequences of implying that church organization and congregational worship 
are of relatively little importance? Sometimes we just throw out statements without considering the results of 
taking them to their logical conclusions.  
I think I understand some of the concerns of many who make such declarations. Yes, there are some who 
emphasize external acts of worship and yet seem to show little concern for the inner man. A few are grouchy or 
just plain mean.  
 Yes, Pharisaism is a legitimate danger. Yet in our concern for one error, let's not commit another by 
implying that it doesn't matter so much how we worship collectively or organize. 
  
 


