Temptation

How could Adam and Eve have been so foolish? Bsafisomething that is always
true about sin. For if sin always ends in dedthlways begins in deception. And that deception
is only possible because of the way sin deals @ild's Word.

For what is the first thing the serpent says irsgel — “Did God really say that?” Sin so
often begins in such a way, in casting doubt orrétiability of the Scriptures. The so-called
theologians who today claim it to be God’s will faro men or two women to marry each other
are the same ones who yesterday scorned the Biloleee myth, or who dismissed it as the
simple strivings of primitive people to express witney felt about God. It just isn’t possible to
imagine that the Bible could be wrong in its teagsi until you first state that God was not
responsible for writing those words. But rejectihg truth of God’s Word is nothing new. It's
as old as Eden.

Of course, the serpent isn’t satisfied simply tst@oubt on God’s Word — he moves on
to misquote it, to mischaracterize it: “Has Goutlseu shall not eat of every tree of the
garden?” Every tree? Where did he ever get tlet? Of course God told Adam and Eve that
they could have lots of fruit — at the end of Genebapter 1, God gave the fruit of the trees to
them and to all the beasts of the earth to eatl iArthapter 2, God specifically told Adam he
was allowed to eat of every tree of the gardenthk amly one exception. The serpent was
obviously wrong, and Eve was perfectly right toreot him.

Many modern theologians do the same thing the serpd, twisting God’s Word into
unrecognizable forms, and as a result coming teasingly bizarre conclusions. Liberation
theologians begin with an understanding of Godisceon for the poor, and then conclude that
the Church should cooperate with communist govemsia redistributing the means of
production. Feminist theologians begin with anemsthnding that men and women are equally
made in God’s image, and then conclude that there@differences between men and women,
and that husbands should not provide leadershipeiofamilies. And so we shouldn’t be
surprised at the recent action of a majority of pnasbyteries. Many Presbyterians begin with
the truth that God welcomes sinners and that Gogtgce rejects bigotry. But like the serpent,
they draw the incorrect conclusion that God doesttiire people to repent of sin if they truly
believe that what they are doing is not sinful. fdtunately, twisting and distorting the Word of
God is nothing new. It’s as old as Eden.

But sin is never satisfied with casting doubt ordGdNord, or even with twisting God’s
word around. It always moves to a direct denialppen defiance of God’s word. In verse 4,
the serpent directly contradicts what God had saeahapter 2 verse 17. God had said that sin
would cause death, and the serpent now says tvdt iitot.

Just so, many modern people look at what God daystanarriage, how Genesis 2:24
clearly says that marriage is for one man and cor@an to become united and form a new
family. They look at God’s clear prohibition ofwdtery in the Ten Commandments. They look
at Paul’'s command to husbands to love their wivennditionally and self-sacrificially. They



look at Paul’s challenge that wives respect thddeship of their husbands. They look at what
Paul and Jesus said about divorce — that what @s¢bimed together, man should not put
asunder. And they simply reject all these teachindye should not, therefore, marvel when
people within the church claim that two men shauklgtry or that two women should marry, for
they have already rejected so many other thingshieaBible says about marriage. But
unfortunately, rejecting the Word of God is nothimeyv. It's as old as Eden.

But there’s one more thing about sin that the sgipéast comment reveals — at its root,
sin always expresses opposition to God Himselh iSnhothing more and nothing less than a
profound rejection of God’s love and mercy and gram verse 5, the serpent says that the
reason God told Adam and Eve not to eat the fodndduit was because God wanted to
withhold something good from them, because God'thwiant them to be like Him. The serpent
thus sows not only the seeds of doubt, but alsedlds of distrust in Eve’s mind.

And so we see the age-old path of temptation. okkes from doubting the truth of God’s
Word to twisting God’s Word to defying God’s Womlriejecting God Himelf. For make no
mistake — all sin is ultimately a rejection of Godlhenever we reject God’s rules and make up
our own, we are either saying that God didn’t yeally that, or that God doesn’t know what
He’s talking about, or that God is a cosmic killjogt trying to steal our fun or that God doesn’t
really love us. And whenever we believe any okththings, we are really just putting ourselves
up on the throne of our lives, worshipping oursslkagher than God.

And why would we want to do that? Well, let's loakEve’s motivations in verse 6.
The first thing she noticed is that the tree wasdgior food. In other words, the forbidden fruit
appealed to her normal, natural, healthy desiteat@ nourishment. And so, the problem wasn’t
that Eve wanted something to eat. The problemtixgtsshe wanted something to eat in a way
that went against God’s will. In eating the fordbéh fruit, she thus placed her healthy physical
desires and urges ahead of God’s desire for teer lif

In the same way, most of the things that temptregaod things, not bad. Oh, sure,
some people are tempted to smoke crack or cut #leess doing things that are obviously self-
destructive. But most of our temptations are sympltake something good to the extreme, or to
do something good in the wrong way, or to placeneh emphasis on something good. It's a
good thing to desire food, but too much of it wakrease your blood pressure or your blood
sugar, and certainly your weight. It's a good ¢hiar men to desire intimacy with women — but
marriage needs to come first. It's a good thingdge good friends and to seek their advice, but
it's a bad thing to value what they say over whatlGays. God gave us a beautiful world that
contains everything that we need, but if we vahesdreation over the creator, just as Eve
listened to the serpent rather than listening td,®ee fall into sin.

What was Eve’s second motivation? She saw thatréeewas pleasant to the eyes.
Now, this goes beyond mere aesthetics, althougbuld be hard to believe that God would
create any tree or any fruit that wasn’t beautiihb, the Bible often makes a contrast between
walking according to our eyes and walking accordmégith, between living in a way that trusts
God’s will and in a way that uses our own reasaheperience as our guide through life. In



the days of the Judges, for example, everyone Hat was right in his own eyes — that was a

way of saying that they were not trusting in Goabeying His Word. That's what Eve is doing
here — sizing up the forbidden fruit according & bwn observation and understanding instead
of trusting God when He said not to eat it, evesugh that prohibition didn’t make sense to her.

And we often do the same thing, don't we? Whehallenge or a problem or a
difficulty comes into our lives, where do we loak solutions? What is our final source of
truth? And if our own reason and our own expereead us in one direction while the clear
teaching of God’s Word leads us another way, whialy will we go? And if we choose to
believe what makes sense to us rather than whas®éord teaches, are we really any better
than those people who are trying to change ounatitin standards? Are we really any different
from Eve?

Oh, but there was one more thing that motivatedt&veke that forbidden fruit — it was
desirable because she wanted to be wise. Nowp,dage a good thing to desire wisdom.
Solomon prayed for wisdom, and the Lord praised foinsuch a desire and answered his prayer.
And it certainly wasn’t wrong for Eve to want to lkee God, for she had, after all, been made in
the image of God. No, the problem was that Evetathwisdom on her own terms. She wasn’t
satisfied to have the knowledge and wisdom that @awted her to have. She wasn't satisfied
to have the mastery and control over the world @ad had given her. She wanted more. She
wanted to have no boundaries at all. In such a slay wanted to be more than simply like God
— she wanted to be her own god.

And in giving in to all these desires — preferrthg lust of the flesh and the lust of the
eyes and the pride of life to the God Who had etaer flesh and Who had given her the ability
to reason and Who had fashioned her in His own @naghe fell into sin in the way that we all
do each and every day. All of us in one way ortlagowalk down the Garden path with Eve, all
too often embracing pride rather than humility aesotion. And like Eve, all of us are thus
separated from God and from one another.

But as Paul points out in our responsive readingasn’t Eve’s sin that was the main
problem — it was Adam’s sin. Somehow it was Adatréasisgression that caused death to reign
over all humankind, indeed to poison all of God'sation. How could that be?

Genesis 3 doesn't tell us, at least not direcByt you may have noticed that it wasn'’t
until Adam ate of the fruit that the eyes of botliteem were opened. It wasn't until Adam
joined Eve in her sin that they both began to erpee the deadly consequences of what they
had done.

And there is a very real sense in which Adam’ssgs qualitatively different from
Eve’s. The Scripture, after all, describes hisgtation in a much more succinct way — all it says
is that Eve gave the fruit to her husband who widis lxer. So what was Adam’s temptation?

Well, Adam certainly had the same sorts of deslmasEve had. He had the same
hunger for food, he saw the same fruit, and hethadame longing to be like God. Adam thus
had the same temptation to put his bodily cravihgshuman reason, and his pride ahead of
God’s Word and God'’s glory.



But there’s another sense in which Adam’s tempatias even more powerful than
Eve’s. After all, there she was, standing rightront of him, forbidden fruit in hand. She had
obviously taken a bite of it, and yet she was ma@dd But didn’'t God say they would die if they
ate the fruit? Wasn't Eve living proof that whhaetserpent said was right? Adam thus had
much more reason to doubt God’s Word in favor efdwn reason and experience.

But there’s another way in which Adam'’s test wasager than Eve’s, and it's something
to which Paul points in our responsive reading.advas in some way a figure, a type, a
foreshadowing of Jesus Christ. There was thus seayan which Adam was more directly like
Jesus than Eve was.

And knowing what Jesus did for us, that makes safwesn’t it? After all, the Church is
called the bride of Christ, right? That means,thatore Adam took the forbidden fruit, both
Jesus and Adam faced a common problem. Both deslul8dam were at that time righteous
men, and both of them had wives who had fallen simipwives who were thus condemned to
death. What should they do?

Adam obviously made the wrong choice. Adam chogein his bride in sin. Did he do
that because he couldn’t bear for her to suffer'&pdnishment by herself? Was Adam thus
elevating his love for Eve over his love for Go#? don’t know — the Scripture is silent about
Adam’s motivations. What we do know is what Pa&listus in Romans 5. by Adam'’s offence,
all his descendants are doomed to death. Becade® Ahose his own way, pulling his hand out
of God’s hand, and thus cutting himself off frone source of his life, death now comes to all of
us.

The gospels tell us that Satan tempted Jesus tteedeame thing that Eve did — to try to
gain good things like food, to try to gain the powad respect that He deserved on His own
terms. His own disciples tempted Jesus to saveselifito shun the cross out of a sense of self-
preservation. But Jesus chose a different patttaBse of His love for His bride, instead of
joining her in sin, Paul tells us that Jesus didH®s Church what she most desperately needs.
We sinned, and we deserved to die, but it was IsecaliHis great love for us that while we
were yet sinners Christ died for us. And becadsdéi®perfect sacrifice, the grace of God, the
free gift of eternal life is extended to all thagko are justified by faith, to all who trust in @tr
as Lord and Savior.

We can only wonder what God would have done hadrAdtiered to make the same
sacrifice for Eve, dying in her place. But we knaWvat Jesus did for us, and we know that by
His death on the cross He has opened up the wetgtoal life, the way back into true
fellowship with God, the way back into true love tme another, the way into freedom from the
power of sin and the death it always brings.



