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polit ical porver (160-l). it severelv persccuted
Christians bccause thev pledged allegiance ttr

God rather than to Shogun. lt also isolated
the countr,v to prevent Christian influencc

As soon as Jap:rn reopened after 250 vears
o f  sec lus ion  (1 l l -54) ,  Pro tcs tan t  ( lh r i s t ta r r

miss ionar ics  a r r i ved  and u  ere  in i t i r l l l
success fu l .  In  1858.  d rc  Tokugata  Shogunate
was ovcr rh rown and thc  NIe i j i  imper ia l
government was established. lhis Elovcrn-
ment introduced several V'cstern social,
educat iona l ,  po l i t i ca i  and mi l i ta rv  s t ruc tu res ,
including monrrchr'. Thc leadcrs of the

8 d \ c r n m € n t . l r g u ( J  l h . l l  (  h r l . t t . t n i t r  r r . l .  l , ' , r
individualisric for the Jap.rnese Errpire end
Buddhism too rveak to solidif,v thc countrv.
They chose Shintoism to plav the role t 'hich
Christirnit.v had plaved in Europern
nronarch ies .  lh is  u ,as  the  or ig in  o f  s te te  Sh in-
to ism in  Japan.  A  rescr ip t  read c l l i l r  in  schoo ls
betv 'een 1889 and 194.5  dec la red  tha t  Japan
wxs the  na t ion  o f  thc  Aarn i ' .  When n l t tona l -
i s ts  and rn i i i ta r i s ts  thus  u t iL ized  s ta tc  Sh in -
to ism to  enhance Jap i rnese na t iona l i sm,  ( ih r i s -

tians were again taced rvith the choice
betrveen r,orshipping Ciod or thc cnlPcror. as
were  the  Chr is t ians  in  the  e l r l r  Roman
Empire . 1he dcfeat of the .lrrpancsc Ernpire ttr
19.15 rvas seen as thc failure of the kanriha;e

i 'd iv ine  rv ind ' )  to  p ro tec t  the  count r \ .  l -h is
caused a serious loss of face for thc l,rnrt. and
rveakencd Shinto for a time.

The 20 th-centurv  in tc rdcnominat ione l
mission aiso began ulth 5o[le success. bttt
todar' fapanese Christian: sec attenpts to
reinstate Shinto as thc state religion as threat
en ing .  Thev  fee l  tha t  an l  check  on  - lapan 's
economic  cmpi re  rn ig i r t  nean a  re tu rn  to  mi l i -
ta r i sm sanc t ioned bv  Sh ln to  i l s  a  na t iona l i s t
patno c movement.

N{os t  Chr is t ien  serv ices  in  leprn  beg in  u  i th

refercnce to seilsont or \\ 'eather, \\ 'hich nl.1\'
bc  e i ther  des i rab le  contex tur l i z . t t ion"  rn
r c ( O g n l l l o n , ' l  t h e  t r U , .  L r e . l t , ' r , r r  \ \ l l i r ( l i ' l ' l

rvith-shintol fhe Christian concepts of sin and
cleansing are diff icult to understxnd if one
ho lds  Buddh is t  p reconcept io r ts ,  bu t  the  Sh in tc r
ideas of clcfi lement and ritual clc.rnsing
pcrhap '  e rp l . t rn i t rg ,  r r  h r  th t  l . t l r r r . ' .  h . r thc

t . l r  l n o r c  l r c q u c  r t l r  t h . r r t  , ' t h c r  h t r t n . r t l .
provicie a hclpful rvev of i l lustrlt ing horv thc
Bible thinks of sin anci cleansing. Ounvard
c leans ing  o f  the  boc l r  i s  mern t  to  bc

rccompan icc l  b ,v  r  c le lns ing  o f  the  hear t .
L i t t le  theo log ic . r l  c ross- fe r t i l i ze t ion  has

taken p lace  bc ' twcen Chr is t i i l n i t !  rnd  Sh inro .

The ln t i  Buddh is t  Sh in to  res to r r t ro r l rs t '
H i ra ta  A tsu tanc  11776 l84 . l r ,  \ ras  P . l r t l v
in f luenccd bv  i r  Chr is t ran  unders tenc l ing  o f
God,  and some Chr is t ian  e lements  h rve  bcc t t

incorporated into sect Shinto. '\n cxtrenle
' lapanesc  ( -h r is t i rn in '  has  on lv  r r r rc lv  been

ad i 'oca ted .  K .  K i temor i ' s  lb  19 l6 l  Thco log t
oi the I 'ain of (;{)d \) '94('t E'f. Richnronri '
\ ' . \ ,  l ' r h '  i .  I  J r l r h e r l t t  l h ( L r l u [ r . . r l  r l t t r ] P l

to speak to l.:tpanese culture.
Anothc. itr ite. l 'hose theologv hrs sttught

to  be  exp l i c i t l v  sens i t i ve  to  Japanesc  t r ld t t ton
and cxpiricnce, Particuli lr l\ '  .rfter thc i ltomic

bombing o f  H i rosh iml .  i s  Kosuke Kor  rmi r ,
noteblv in Mourt l:uji and ivktunt Stttai: A
Pilgrimage tu Theologt {London, lc)l l '11
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u f  t o  . n t . t k  u l  \ 1 1 1 ,  !  l l h  l l l ( . l . l l n $ \  r . l l l A l l l A

frorn 't l ie rnissing of a m:trk or goal' or 'thc

breach o f  re la t ionshrp '  to  'ung t t t l l i ncss ' .
'Dervers io t r '  o r ' rebc l l io r - t "  Ye t  rhc  comrnon
t'heme of evcrv biblical exprcsslon ot thc
natLlre oi sin is the ccntrirl ideir that sln ls i]

state of our bcing thirt seplratcs us tronl t l le

ho lv  God;  b ib l i ca l l v ,  s in  i s  u l t in r r tc lv  s in

lga ins t  God.
According to Augustinc" sin ought not tt l

be  cons ic lc red  in  pos i t i ve  te rms,  bu t  t rcgn-

tivelr ', as a privation of the good He defincd

the  cssence o f  s in  as  co t tc t lp iscence ico l la l lp l -
scent ta l ,  a  * 'o rd  used ro  t rans l l te  rhc  b ib l i ca i
sortls ior desire .rnd unclerstood bv Attgttstit.tc
rs the pcrverted seLilove lvhich rs the cipposttc
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Sin

of love ior God. But to define sin :rs selfishness
, r t l r ( l \  l J r l .  t , t  , l o  t l t t t e .  t , ,  l l \  \ r r l L J t l \ l l ( . .  i l

b ib l i ca l  te rms as  be ing  pr i r r r r i l v  rg r ins t  ( 'od .

Calvin" arguccl that sin ought not ncrelv to
be conce ived o f  as  a  p r iv i r t ion  o f  good bu t . ts
a total corruption of man's beingl clesirc itself
is sin rvhich dcfi les everv plrr of rnan's neture,
but the root oi this corruption is not mcrelv
self-lovc but disobcclicncc inspircd bv pride.
At 6rst glar.rce Barth's' '  deiinirion oi sin as
'no th ingness ' ,  en ' imposs tb le  poss ib i l i t v ' .  r r rv
appear to be sirl i l lr to Augustinc's idea of .t
' p r i va t ion  o f  the  good ' ,  bu t  l la r th  rs  no t
speak in  g  mere l ,v  o f  'p r i va t ion ' . ' . , -o th ingness '

i s  no t 'no th ing ' ;  i t  i s  tha t  conr r rd ic t ion  o t
God's positive rvil l  encl that brcach of his
covenant rvhich cln exist onlv under the
cont rad ic t ion  rvh ich  is  h is  judgnrent .  Thus  s in
is  the  hunan pr idc  rvh ich  i i  the  cont rad ic t ion
of  God 's  humbl ing  o f  h i r rse l i  in  ( .h rLs t ;  i t  i s
the hunan sloth that is the contr:rdiction ot
Gotl 's desire ro cxalt rran in Christr rt is thc
human falschood that is the contrirdiction oi
God 's  p lcdge to  nan in  ( lh r i s t .

If the narr:rt ive of Gn. -l is to be interpreted
not  on l )  as  the  h is to r ica l  account  o f  Adarn 's "
sin, but l lso as an accollnt oi the origir-t ot
sin, then the sin of Adarn mLlst be recognized
as  the  pr imarv  b ib l i ce l  c le f in i t ron  o f  thc '
esscnce o f  s in  -  l .e .  l  g r l sP lng  fo r  sp t r t t t taL
and mora l  au tonomv roo tcd  in  unbe l ie f  : rnd
rebell ion. lt mav have become common to
th ink  o f  an  inner  d ispos i t ion  towards  s in  as
bc ing  passed on  th rough soc ien  and i t s  s t ruc-
tr. lres. through tht intluence of plrcnts'
environmcnt or eciuclrion. Yet such an
. r r r . r l r . t .  t . t t l .  t o  g l \ e  . u l f i i i ( l l t  \ c r l , r l l \ l l ( \ \  t i r
the  s in fu l  s t r tc  o f  hum:rn i tv  rs  the  B ib lc
dcp ic ts  i t .  l  rad i t jona l l v  thc  church  has
accountcd  io r  th is  inncr  t l i spos i t ion  b l  rc te r -
ence to the cc'ltccpt oI originll i in ls rl mclns
o f  de f in ing  the  nr . rnncr  tn  r lh ich  thc  s i r r  o f
Adarr.r effccts rl l  l tunrrn bcings. On thc basis
o f  t ' s .  i1 : - j ,  ArLgusr ine  dc f i r rc . l  o r rg in r l  s in  rs
inher i ted  s in ;  he  cons idere t l  th . r t  rhc  i . l l l e r r
na turc  o f  Ad ln r  ues  t r rnsr r l l t c l l  l - iu logrc , r l l i
th rough sexua l  p rocrc r t ion .  A l thoLrgh
Anse im"  cons ic le rcc l  o r ig in r l  s in  to  be  or ig ine l
in each indiridr.ral rf,thcr than in rcference ttr
the origin oi the rrce, he,rlso rtndcrstr..,ocl rhis
or ig ina l  gu i l t  rnc l  po l lu t ro r t  t< i  bc  p r tssed f ro rn
fa ther  to  ch i ld ;  i i l l  uere  germina l l v  p resent  in
Adarr lncl thcrcfore actuallv sinnetl in Aclam.
The qeakness  o f  th is  rppro . rch  is  rha t  i f  a l l
r re  gu i l t v  o f  Ac l i r In 's  s in  th ro t rgh  th is  o rga l l i c
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connection, are tl ' tcv not also gtri l f i  ol the
subsec lucn t  s ins  o f  a l l  thc i r  anccs tors i  For
( la i r , in  rnd  Br r th .  Ps .  - i l : - i  i s  no t  to  bc  rn te r -
preted as a refcrencc to this inherited sin, but
is r recognition that fron the verv first the
psa lmis t  i s  consc io t ts  o f  h is  o* 'n  s in  lnc l
cornJpt ion :  'F ron  h is  vc rv  conccpt ion  hc
cer r ics  the  confess io t t  o f  h is  o tn  pervers i tv '

lC.rlvin, lzstitrrtes, II. i .-5 ).
Both l-uther" and Calvin un,Jerstood orig

inal sirr not as tLn external constraint but as
thc  in tc rna l  neccss i tv  uh ich  is  roo tec l  in  thc
pcrversin' of hurnan niture; vct u hile Calvin
.p r . t l '  o l  . t  hc red t t , t r r  J rp r r l i t r  . t ' J  i , ' r r t tp -
tion of our natLrre (1rsli lrr. ' ,\. [1.i.8;, hc rclates
originaL sin not so much to hcredlty i ls to an
ordinance of Gocl, a ludgrncnt of Gocl passed
on a l l  nank inc l  wherebv  Ac la rn 's  s tn  ts
imputed  to  a l l  in  the  s rme manner  as  ( lh r i s t ' s

r igh teousncss  is  no l ' i rnputed  to  r l l  be l i cvers .
T[ris notion rvas subsequentlv developetl b,v
Beza"  lnd  enshr incd  in  rhe  Wcst rn ins te r
C.on icss ion  in  tc rms b1  uh ich  Adem is  recog-
n ized no t  ncre lv  as  the  na tur l l  he ld  o f  the
human race  bu t  a lso ; ts  i t s  federa l  represent l -
t i vc  i f cdcra l i sm) ;  a l l  a re  born  cor rup t  bec luse
thev  are  reprcsenta t ivc l r ' i ncorpora te  in  the  s in
, r r r . l  . l u r l t  . r '  \ , l . r n r .  l t  l \  l h r .  r ( l r r . (  l l . l r i \ r
incorporation th.1t is thc root of clch person's
rnhcrcn t  c l t spos i t ion  to  s in .  a  fedcr l l  re le t ion-
ship thrt l l1 coniirrn bv their oun srntul :rcts:
a  person is  no t  a  s inner  because he  s ins ,  he

s ins  becausc  hr  i s  a  s inner .
Thomrs Aquinls" hacl argued tbat for a

pcrson to bc held guiltv ot sin it rr ls necessarv
krr hirt to be r rationrl beingt ancl t lrrt there-
forc the fir l l ' '  could not hrrle involleci the loss
o f  humi rn  reason,  th ich  Aqu inas  idcn t i f ied  as
the  image o f  God"  in  wh ich  tn i rn  lnd  $om: ln
\\ 'ere crcated, but rather lt lust hive involved
the  loss  o f  th l t  supernatura l  c l ldowment
Ido u,, superitt lt l i tr,rr) $ hich e nlblecl .1
person's rcilsor-r to bc sltbject ro (iod.

Accorc l ing  to  thc  Rt fo rn tc rs .  ho*cver .  thc  f : r l l
I L  ' l t . t ( . 1  r "  t h r '  . , , ' r r l t r r ' r t  , ' t  h t r t l t . l t t  t t . t t L r r , .  i t t
i t s  en t i re r r ' .  Rc lson ar rd  cverv  espec t  o f  h is
being havc beconc tot.rl lr depraved ls a

..,,,r iq,r.n.. of Arirm's sin. lhis doctrine of
to ta l  dcpr lv i t v  i s  no t  in tcnded to  i rnp lv  th l t
fe l len  h in ; rn i rv  i s  inc rp lb le  o f  good rvorks '
bur  ra ther  th : r r  rhere  is  no  lspec t  o t  hur ran
be ing  tha t  i s  unaf iec tec i  bv  s in :  there  is  no
' rc l i c  o r  corc  o r  goodness  uh ich  pers is ts  in
man jn  sp i tc  o f  h is  s in '  (Banh,  { i I )  I \ r .1 '  p .
- l . r l .  r r n i c  ( \ ( n  t , ' o ( l  l r u t ' t . t n  l , . t i , ' t t .  n t . r r
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Slavery

spring {rom mixed tlotives, hrlmiln rellglon'

. ,h i . i .  
" . t  

and  c rca t iv in  hare  r l l  bccome

occirsiot.ts for his unbelrcf rn'.1 pricie'
\ (  h r l (  J  p e r \ , ,  1  t t ' r r  i e ' t . r t  t l r  h (  ! { ) r l \ ( i L J l l '

o{ irr.rmc,rai acts and tl ise motives. the rcaLitv

o f  man 's  s in f i t l  s ta te  c ln  never  be  pcrce ived

mere lv  bv  se l f -knowledge.  The to ta l i l  and

inc lus ivc r tess  o f  Ad i r rn 's  s in  and the  conse-

ouent  dcprav i t \  o i  a l l  i s  an  issuc  tha t  ts  on l -v

,.r, lu a"al. knorvn in the cross: ln thar He

r a k i .  o u t  p l  r ( c  r l  r \  . l , . r J r . . l  r r h r t  r r u r  n l l ( e
i r '  B r r r h .  {  D  l \ . 1 .  p  l ' i u  .  t h L  . r " "  " t
Chr is t  and the  con i lemnar ion  o l  humln  s in

r h a t  t t  r e p r c . e t t t .  r ( \ c . 1  \  I I ' L  " h l t ' t t l t t r  ' t l t d

l o t J l  d e p r . l \ l l !  , ' l  o u r . l l t l u l  \ r J L c  r l l ' I  l ' l l

reveals the uricr inrdequ,rcl of existentialist 
' '

reduc t ions  o f  our  s in  in  te rms o f 'unauthent ic

ex is tence ' .  anx ic tv  o r  desPat r .

S le  c /sor  A l lu l roPt lL t l c r  '

Biblioeraphl
t . .  g . r r i h ,  r -o  t \ ' . 1 .  p1 .  t ( x i i . :  ( ' .  ( .  t se r l -

ourver, Slarl ies in Dogrn,tt ics: Jir l( 'rand

R a n r J . .  N l l .  l ' r -  |  ;  l .  (  . r l r  t r ' .  / r : t t t t r l '  s '  T I  i  -

i r ;  \ 1 .  L r r t h c r ,  f l ' c  B u n  l t g e  " r  r l r "  \ \  r / 1  l T '

Cambr idse ,  1 i .5 - ) r  B .  \ I i1na '  Knou ' thcTru th :

A Handitottk of Christitn Belie/ (Leicester,

1 9 8 2 )  
J . E . c .

Qtx lessxess  oF  cHRl \1 .  l h ,  I ' c l i . i
J r l  r h . . t t t l e . . t t e . .  n t  t  h r t . t  . r l l c . r r '  r r r  r l l

t h e  r n a j o r  u i t n e s s c s  o i  t h e ; - T  l P a u l , 2  ( - o r '

i : i l r  l u l r r t .  I  J t t .  l : i r  l e t c r .  I  l " t  r : l l :  t h '

r r r i r . -  r c ,  t h e  H e h r , r r . .  H ( h  - l r l i  l t '  t h r ' ' -

logical i ignificance is primrri lv soteriologicirl

Clirist mirst be sinless ttr ordcr to rchicve the

redcmpt ion  o f  thc  s in iL r l  hurnan racc  iscc  the

d iscuss ion  in  Heb.7 :23-2 lJ  concern ing  the

n"tur" of Christ irs high pricst: cf Officcs oi

Chr is t "  ) .
G iven i t s  rv idc  b ib l i ca l  b i rse  and c r t t i caL

function in NT theologr'. i t Ls not sttrprtslng

that this doctrinc rvas universll lr '  rff lrmed tn

rhe  pa t r i s t i c  chr i rch  Un ior tunate l r ' .  i r  under -

u  en i  . levc lopments  u  h ich .  e l though in tend ing

to  he igh ten  the  doc t r ine ,  iu . f rc t  con t r ld ic ted

its bi6lical foundations and unclerninecl tts

theo loe ica i  s ign i f i cance. ' fh i \  occur red  rn  t \ \ ' o

! l r t e \ . " 1 r r \ 1 .  l r l m : r i l r  r h r , ' u c h  \ t t t t l ' L t n t '

r h e  d r . . u s . t o r b h r l l e d  l r ' , m  l h (  L  \ t ' t  ' r J l l l  l r \

r l r t h n r l n c r .  ̂l  l c \ u \  t t l  r r ' \ l . l l l r e  I U l l l n l . l t i I n

istresscd in thc tenlptattott .nlrr: lt lves 
i ' lncl

i lebreus) ,  to  the  rne taPh\s ica l  conc l t t ions

necessarv  io r  Chr is t  to  bc  s in less  f rom b i r th '

1hus, thc virgin trirth' '  l 'as givcn in Augustine

tbe significance of brcaking the bond of sexu-

allv riansmitted original i in " The force of

rhat argument, horvever, lcd to further

,l iscussions rbout thc status of Jelus' nother

and the do elopmcrtt of the doctrine of her

immacu la te  concept ion  (see N larv" )

fhc seconcl de, i lup-ent was the shift trom

affirrr.rins thc fact that Christ did not sin to

aii irmin! that hc corzld not sin. This rvas an

et tens ion  o{  August in ian  ideas ,  and i t  shows

hou, fa r  the  t raJ i t ion  had dcpar ted  f rom the

NT.  Not  onh d id  th is  be l ie  f  rcsu l t  tn  some

theo log ians  (e .8 .  Bas i l " i  asser t ing  tha t  Chr is t

d ic l  n t i  take  o , t , ,  human nature  ident ica l  to

ours but onl' one *'hich was anaiogous, but

it also demanded that some account be Slven
Q l  h o $  (  h r r . t .  i m p o . ) i h l (  l e m f l J t i o n s

could be meritorious.
ln modern theolog.v the idee of the sinlcss-

r.rcss of Christ has taken a numbcr o{ intcr-

estins turns. Classic Iibcral theology, t 'hile

d.nviirg that Jesus rv:ts incaprblc of sinning,

i{ anlt[ ing 1.,i,,.ed a g.eatcr emphasis.on the

fr.t ihet ihrisr dicl not sin. ln the follorvers

o f  A .  Rnsch l , ' '  thc  s in lessness  o f  Chr is r

becones the  onc  proo{  o i  h is  d iv ine  s ta tus ,

made :ri l  thc n.rorj significant since the other

. rq0 .  o t  h$  d i r  rn i t r  -  \ i .  r  r rg rn  l ' r r th '  rn i r ' r c le ' '

, i . l  .e ru r rec t ' . , '  -  u r rc  . 'a l rcJ  i t t to  que ' t ton '

I lut it is ir.r radical rheologics that the under-

lv ing  re l ig ious  s ign i f i cance o f  the  s in lessness

nf  Chr is i  i s  most  c lear lv  revea led  J  A  T

Rob inson 's "  and G.  \Xr .  H .  Lampe 's  (1912-

80r  fcar  o i  docer ism"  requ i rcd  then to  re lcc t

,nt ele,nent of traditionai Christologv" which

*uuiJ ,.ort"t" .Jesus from the rest of

huntanitv, vet thcv both rff irmcd his sinless-

ness .  Whi le  th is  migh t  eppear  u t te r l l  rncon-

g f l ruu .  in  rhe  l rghr  o f  thc  t rc t  rha t  ' rn fu lne \ \

i .  . i  i '  u '  t : . r . . r '  h  u"n t "n  .  h  r , . , . r . ' ' ' t i  c '  the i  r  be l  re f

has a fundamental logic. So long as Jesus is

reeardccl as \\ 'orth,v oi religious devotton' tt ts

os t  .  hu lo r , t i . l l l l  imp"" rh1e to  r t t r ibu te  ' tn  to

I i - n ,  . * . i , i  r h .  r e ' r  6 f  e 1 1 q  '  t h q 6 l e g r  r r o u r d

seern to dcmand it.

Biblioeraphv
\ \ .  P . r : rn .n t 'e rg , .  l csus  -  \ Jad

lPh i lade lph ia ,  1968) l  C  U l ln . rann '

ness  o f  l csus  (Ed inburgh,  1870) '
B.E.F.

Q lnV lnV,  1  \ , ' ( r , r l  rn \ l , r t t r l l on  1 t t> t l f r ing

J r h .  i t n o l u n t . t - )  ' c r \ r l u d e  u t  r n J i r r d u l l s
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