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Introduction 
 

 

The first human being was made from a clod by God. ~ Martin Luther 

 

 Adam is my grandfather. How many 'greats' and how many generations removed from 

my own, I am not sure. But I know it to be true, because the Bible tells me it is so. It speaks of 

him as a real historical person. To say otherwise, whether one recognizes it or not, is to do 

violence to the Scriptures. There may be some who object to this. If you happen to be among 

them I want you to pretend, for a moment, you have never ever read the Bible, and I want you to 

tell me how you would understand the person of Adam by the following references to him. 

Again, be honest with yourself as you listen to God speak to you through His word: 

 First, hear Him as He portrays Adam's creation and fall as historical events... 

 Then God said, "Let us make man in our image, after our likeness. And let them have  

 dominion over the fish of the sea and over the birds of the heavens and over the livestock  

 and over all the earth and over every creeping thing that creeps on the earth." 27 So God 

 created man in his own image, in the image of God he created him; male and female he  

 created them... 5 When no bush of the field was yet in the land and no small plant of the  

 field had yet sprung up-for the LORD God had not caused it to rain on the land, and  

 there was no man to work the ground, 6 and a mist was going up from the land and was  

 watering the whole face of the ground -7 then the LORD God formed the man of dust  

 from the ground and breathed into his nostrils the breath of life, and the man became a  

 living creature... 23 therefore the LORD God sent him out from the garden of Eden to  

 work the ground from which he was taken. 24 He drove out the man, and at the east of 

the garden of Eden he placed the cherubim and a flaming sword that turned every way to 

 guard the way to the tree of life. (Genesis 1:26-27; 2: 5-7; 3: 23-24) 

 

 Second, hear Him as He places Adam at the head of an historical genealogy... 

 This is the book of the generations of Adam. When God created man, he made him in  

 the likeness of God. 2 Male and female he created them, and he blessed them and named  

 them Man when they were created. 3 When Adam had lived 130 years, he fathered a son  

 in his own likeness, after his image, and named him Seth. 4 The days of Adam after he  

 fathered Seth were 800 years; and he had other sons and daughters. 5 Thus all the days  

 that Adam lived were 930 years, and he died. (Genesis 5: 1-5) 
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 Third, hear Him as His Son speaks of Adam as an historical person... 

 "But from the beginning of creation, 'God made them male and female. 7 'Therefore a  

 man shall leave his father and mother and hold fast to his wife, 8 and the two shall  

 become one flesh.' So they are no longer two but one flesh." (Mark 10: 6-8) 

 
 I would tell everybody that, for me, when Jesus Christ has pronounced upon a matter it is that last and  

 ultimate word in the universe.
1
 

  

Thus, a straight reading of Scripture depicts Adam as a real historical person, the father of the 

entire human race, the federal head of all peoples, "specially created by God on the sixth day 

apart from any ancestry."
2
 

 Now, beyond God's special revelation we also have recourse to God's general revelation 

which supports the biblical record. "Hold on just a minute! Some Christians have looked closely 

at the data 'out there', and have come to a completely different understanding of human origins. 

Having found it contrary to a 'straight reading' of Scripture, they have suggested a figurative 

approach to the biblical account."
3
 Yes, I get this. I know there are many who hold to the view 

that human beings arose through "evolutionary biological processes (EBP)".
4
 But, I also 

understand there is no unanimity of opinion in this opinion. Specifically, adherents of human 

origins based on EBP, interacting with Scripture, can be divided into three. So, let me take a 

moment to spell them out, as we will interact with them, though generally and particularly the 

last point of view, later on in the paper: 

 First, there are adherents of EBP1...  

 Origins by Theistic Evolution with Divine Impartation of Soul: Through theistic evolution (ape-hominid- 

 human) under ordinary providence, humanity comes into existence, receiving the image of God by a  

 sovereign direct act of imparting "soul"; this modifies them from hominid to humans "bearing the image of  

 God." This modification possibly occurred during the Neolithic period (ten thousand to fifteen thousand  

                                                 
1 T.T. Shields’ response to McMaster University’s Professor L.H. Marshall’s contention that the Book of Jonah is allegorical. Given 

at the Annual Convention of the Baptists Ontario and Quebec, October 1926. 
2 William VanDodewaard, The Quest for the Historical Adam, 287. 
3 Time does not permit to elaborate on figurative hermeneutical approaches e.g. framework, analogical etc. 
4
 Ibid., 282. 



3 

 

 years ago) with one pair of hominids. The imparting of a soul is an act of special creation causing a  

 delineation between humans and hominids. The latter die out in time.
5
 

  

 Second, there are adherents of EBP2... 

 Origins by Theistic Evolution with Divine Relationship: Through theistic evolution (ape-   

 hominid-human) under ordinary providence, at some point, possibly Neolithic (ten thousand to fifteen  

 thousand years ago), humanity receives or "seals" the "image of God" by coming into special relationship  

 with God, via a Neolithic pair gaining "God-consciousness" or "spiritual life". The change is primarily the  

 gaining of a new relational dimension, in contrast to the ontological transformation or "addition" to man  

 that occurs in EBP1. In EBP2, everything aside from the new awareness of and relationship with God is a  

 result of evolutionary biological processes. Depending on the proponent of this view, this event may be  

 described as humanity receiving the "image of God" by a sovereign direct act of "image bestowal" (or its  

 completion) in the establishment of a covenant relationship between God and humanity, via the pair.
6
 

 

 Third, there are adherents of EBP3... 

 Origins by Theistic Evolution with Divine Revelation: Through theistic evolution (ape-hominid-human)  

 under ordinary providence, God reveals Himself to a large group of early humans possibly around 150,000  

 years ago; the biblical Adam and Eve are understood as literary figures, symbolic of the group. Adam did  

 not exist historically in any sense. Some who hold to this model posit that God may have revealed Himself  

 later, perhaps fifty thousand years ago, or during the Neolithic period (ten thousand to fifteen thousand  

 years ago), and there was merely a form of basic religion prior. Issues relating to "soul" and "image of  

 God" in this view tend to parallel EBP2. 
7
 

 

Yes, there are those who have read creation and have concluded that it is contrary to a 'straight 

reading' of the biblical account and that the biblical account must therefore be interpreted 

figuratively. And, admittedly, they have been around for some time.
8
 But, there are also those 

who have read the data 'out there' and have seen it as supporting a straight reading of the biblical 

record.
9
 I count myself among them. Now all of this leads me to the inevitable conclusion that 

there isn't any problem with the data 'out there' but with, on occasion, our interpretation of it. So, 

because our 'reading' of God's general revelation is not always copacetic we need to allow the 

Scriptures to be our guide, and final authority; as John Calvin said, 

                                                 
5 Ibid., 282. 
6 Ibid., 283. 
7 Ibid, 283-284. 
8 The bulk of William VanDoodewaard's book The Quest for the Historical Adam traces the hermeneutical thinking of the Church on 

human origins over its history.  While I was not surprised to find the literal approach predominant, I was surprised to discover that 
the non-literal approach pre-dates Darwin's theory of origins. 
9
 I refer the reader to Creation Ministries International and the like. 
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 Now in describing the world as a mirror in which to behold God, I would not be understood to assert either  

 that our eyes are sufficiently clear-sighted to discern what the fabric of heaven and earth represents, or that  

 the knowledge we thereby derive suffices for salvation. As a matter of fact, because the Lord invites us to  

 himself by means of created things but with no effect except thereby to render us inexcusable, he has added 

 (as was necessary) a new remedy, or at any rate mitigated the coarseness of our disposition by means of  

 other assistance. For with Scripture as our guide and teacher, not only does he make plain those things that  

 would otherwise escape our notice, he virtually forces us to behold them, as if he had assisted our dull sight 

 with eyeglasses.
10

 

 

 Having contended the Bible posits an historical Adam, it remains to be answered why 

this topic is important. And as this is a pastor's fellowship, a pastoral emphasis seems in order. 

So, I want to present seven arguments, and I want to do so in negative terms i.e. what we as 

pastors will lose if we outright discard, or even begin to tinker with, the real Adam. My aim, by 

God's grace and the Spirit's power, is to engender greater fidelity to Jesus, to God be the glory. 

 

Argument #1: Lose the real Adam and you lose authority 

  

 I have often said, from the pulpit of SGCC, that my job as a preacher, and as a shepherd 

of God's people, is pretty simple: read the Bible, explain the Bible,, and apply the Bible. Such a 

description is not only biblically mandated (e.g. 2Ti 4: 1-2), but when adhered to acknowledges 

the Scriptures' inherent truthfulness and innate power. However, as soon as we entertain the 

notion of subjecting this final authority to some other 'authority', in any of its constituent parts, 

confidence, then, in the entire Word of God is eroded, and so too is the authority with which we 

speak it. Thus, in the case of Adam, Joel Beeke rightly concludes, "denying the reality of Adam 

puts one on a trajectory to deny the full trustworthiness of the Holy Scriptures."
11

 This is a fact 

                                                 
10 John Calvin, Institutes of the Christian Religion, ed. John T. McNeill, trans. Ford Lewis Battles (Philadelphia: Westminster, 1960), 

1.6.1, 1.14.1 
11 Joel Beeke, "The Case for Adam" in God, Adam, and You, ed. Richard D. Phillips, 38. 
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which proponents of the various EBP hypotheses seem to be intuitively conscious of. 

VanDoodewaard explains, 

 The transition to a more literal hermeneutic, often at the end of Genesis 2:3 or shortly thereafter, is at least  

 partly due to an awareness of the increasing theological difficulties encountered if alternative hermeneutical 

 approaches are consistently applied to the text in the expanded account of the creation of Adam and Eve in  

 Genesis 2.
12

 

 

In other words, such advocates realize that if they maintain a figurative hermeneutic for too long, 

theological casualties will follow, and doubt in the integrity of God's word and its message 

ensues. We will investigate some of these theological casualties in turn. For now, I remind you, 

brothers, that God has spoken - inerrantly, infallibly, necessarily, sufficiently, clearly - in His 

Word. And therefore I exhort you to be faithful to Him who has called you; to preach His word 

straight, to not shrink from declaring the whole counsel of God (cf. Ac 20: 27), and to eschew 

any and all temptations to do otherwise! 

 

Argument #2: Lose the real Adam and you lose the doctrine of nobility 

 

 One theological casualty that inevitably comes from the denial of the historical Adam is 

the doctrine of Man's inherent nobility. Let's work this out. The Scriptures clearly teach that Man 

stands as the pinnacle of God's creative handiwork, made on the last day, imprinted with the 

image of God, given vice-regency over God's creation:  

 When I look at your heavens, the work of your fingers, the moon and the stars, which  

 you have set in place, 4 what is man that you are mindful of him, and the son of man that  

 you care for him? 5 Yet you have made him a little lower than the heavenly beings and  

 crowned him with glory and honour. 6 You have given him dominion over the works of  

 your hands; you have put all things under his feet, 7 all sheep and oxen, and also the  

 beasts of the field, 8 the birds of the heavens, and the fish of the sea, whatever passes  

 along the paths of the seas. (Psalm 8:3-8) 

                                                 
12 VanDoodeward, Op. cit., 288. 
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But discard the literal approach, come to the creation narrative interpreting it figuratively, 

conclude that humankind arose through evolutionary biological processes even under the 

providence of God, and you begin to erode the case the Bible makes for Man's specialness. And 

once that happens, once Man is thought of as more like the animals, then our ability to speak to 

the issue of how our fellow human beings should be treated and how the animal kingdom should 

be treated becomes clouded. For instance, if we are more like the animals then how will we 

speak into the insanity of organizations like PETA (People for the Ethical Treatment of 

Animals)? Shouldn't we rather not join those who elevate the worth of a creature, whose ancestry 

is the same as ours? On the flip side, if we are more like the animals then perhaps we shouldn't 

care as much for old people, disabled people, unborn people. Perhaps we should rather deal with 

the 'weak' in human society the same way we do with the weak on the farm. Perhaps we should 

join up with the Voluntary Human Extinction Movement.
13

  

 The denial of the historical Adam and the assertion of human evolution blur the difference between  

 mankind and the beasts. On the one hand, this blurring leads us to imputing to animals the rights that  

 belong only to humans, and, on the other hand, it leads us to treat people like so many beasts. 
14

 

 

Brothers, lose the real Adam and you lose the doctrine of nobility; lose the doctrine of nobility 

and you lose the ability to speak to issues like animal husbandry, abortion
15

, euthanasia, and care 

for the elderly and infirmed. And that's not all. 

 

 

 

                                                 
13 http://www.vhemt.org 
14 Joel Beeke, Op. cit., 28 
15 "According to EBP models, it is an open question, unaddressed by Scripture, at what points hominids became humans; by 

implication, there is no firm answer at what point a fetus, potentially a child, becomes human. If our ancestors, under divine 
sovereignty, became human at some point after they began living, why should it be any different for an embryo that has not yet 
developed to mature human form?" (VanDoodewaard, Op. cit., 294) 

http://www.vhemt.org/
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Argument #3: Lose the real Adam and you lose the doctrine of unity 

  

 Another theological casualty that follows on the heels of a denial of the historical Adam 

is the doctrine of the unity of mankind. Paul, while in Athens and speaking at the Areopagus and 

setting the groundwork for the Gospel, makes the biblical case simply and incontrovertibly: 

 "And he made from one man every nation of mankind to live on all the face of the earth,  

 having determined allotted periods and the boundaries of their dwelling place, 27 that  

 they should seek God, and perhaps feel their way toward him and find him." (Acts 17:  

 26-27a) 

 

While the Bible teaches there there is a multiplicity of nations or ethnicities on the planet, "from 

all tribes and peoples and languages" (Rev. 7: 9)
16

, it also teaches there is only one human race!
17

 

We, everyone of us gathered here this morning, are cousins; all of us are descendants of our 

forefather, the first earthly father, Adam. Eve, his wife, is called by this name because she is "the 

mother of all the living" (Ge 3: 20).
18

 However, adopt a figurative approach toward the person of 

Adam, and you lose the truth of man's unity, and a 'Pandora's Box' of problems is opened. For 

instance, when the horror of the Holodomor comes up - Stalin's forced starvation of ethnic 

Ukrainians from 1932 to 1933 such that millions perished - we can say nothing. After all, who is 

to say that the Slavs are fully Man? Or, when the conversation turns to the brutality of slavery in 

the southern States during the 19th century, again we can offer no cogent argument. Try and cite 

the Bible's prohibition against man-stealing (cf. 1Ti 1: 10 KJV), and it is countered with this 

reasoning: "Well, the thing that was kidnapped and that was purchased was less than Man." Or, 

take a present day example: bigotry and prejudice. How can we speak against such things, if it is 

                                                 
16 The Greek word for nation is ethnos. 
17

 We need to drop the word 'races' from our respective lexicons and put to death the categories of Negroid, Mongoloid, Caucasoid 

and Australoid, or their modern counterparts: African, Asian, Caucasian and Australian Aborigine. 
18 "Due to Eve's creation from Adam's rib, there is a complete unity of race in Adam." (VanDoodewaard, Op. cit., 295) 
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argued that not all are descended from a real Adam? For if not all are descended from a real 

Adam, then this means some trace their line of descent from someone or something else. And if 

some trace their line of descent from someone or something else, who then is to say that 'some' 

are on equal footing with the rest? Or, consider this final example: the impetus to go into all the 

world and preach the Gospel. Will that drive not be severely curtailed, if not done away with 

altogether, if there is no historical Adam? After all, who then qualifies as 'man-kind', those 

belonging to that helpless race for whom Jesus Christ came to die? Suffice to say, I trust you are 

beginning to see that this is not a disconnected doctrine. Lose the real Adam and you lose the 

doctrine of unity. And there's more. 

 

Argument #4: Lose the real Adam and you lose the doctrine of gender 

 

 The Bible teaches that God created Man, both male and female, in His own image to 

image Him, all for the praise of His glory. 

 "But from the beginning of creation, 'God made them male and female.'" (Mark 10: 6).  

Both male and female image God bringing glory to Him by reflecting His intra-Trinitarian 

beauty; by displaying the communicable attributes that inhere within the Divine e.g. knowledge, 

wisdom, goodness, love, holiness, righteousness, veracity, sovereignty. Both male and female 

also image God bringing glory to Him by reflecting His inter-Trinitarian beauty; by displaying 

the equality and the complementarity, i.e. loving headship and loving submission, that exist 

between the three persons of the one God. Regarding God's inter-Trinitarian beauty, we should 

not be surprised to find in the world God has created spheres in which Man, both male and 

female, can picture what community looks like between Father, Son, and Holy Spirit. Moreover, 
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we should also not be surprised when the biblical writers exhort believers, both male and female, 

to model equality and to 'play' their respective roles in those spheres, jealous as they are for the 

glory of God. Two of those spheres bear further comment. 

 First, consider the sphere of the local church and its structure. Why are the eldership and 

the diaconate, offices of authority, restricted to qualified men (cf. 1Ti 3: 1-13)? While not 

expressly stated in the immediate context of that section of Scripture, we can glean the answer 

from Paul's prefatory opening in 1 Corinthians concerning how the saints ought to conduct 

themselves when they assemble to worship: 

 2 Now I commend you because you remember me in everything and maintain the   

 traditions even as I delivered them to you. 3 But I want you to understand that the head of 

 every man is Christ, the head of a wife is her husband, and the head of Christ is God...  

 8 For man was not made from woman, but woman from man. 9 Neither was man created  

 for woman, but woman for man... 11 Nevertheless, in the Lord woman is not independent  

 of man nor man of woman; 12 for as woman was made from man, so man is now born of  

 woman. And all things are from God. (1 Corinthians 11: 2-3, 8-9, 11-12) 

 

Notice, the apostle roots his instruction in the nature of God, and in the creation of Man, both 

male and female, designed to image Him. Thus, Paul is not desirous to see authority and 

submission expressed in the way he calls for because he wants to maintain some social construct 

prevalent in his culture or even worse because he's a male-chauvinist-sexist-pig, as some have 

argued. He longs for these characteristics to be put on display in the local church that something 

of God's relational glory might be seen! And so should we! However, if we adopt a figurative 

approach to the creation account, we lose the very foundation for exhorting the men and the 

women of our congregations along these lines; the notions of equality and complementarity 

between the sexes in the local church become fair game to do with as we please. 

 If we rip the Genesis account out of the flow of history, the Bible loses its authority to reveal God's will for  

 mankind, for it no longer describes the historical creation of man by God. As a myth, the details about  
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 Adam become mere cultural window dressing and not the details of a divinely given, authoritative   

 revelation.
19

 

 

 Second, consider the sphere of the home and marriage. The Bible enjoins husbands and 

wives to model God's relational beauty in several places. For example, 

 18 Wives, submit to your husbands, as is fitting in the Lord. 19 Husbands, love your  

 wives, and do not be harsh with them. (Colossians 3:18-19) 

 

Why is this "fitting"? Certainly, such authority and submission is fitting because it displays 

something of relationship between Christ and His Church; hence, "fitting in the Lord." But it is 

also "fitting" because such authority and submission displays something of God's inter-

Trinitarian glory: the Father exercising loving authority over the Son and the Spirit; the Son 

exercising loving authority over the Spirit and lovingly submitting to the Father; the Spirit 

lovingly submitting to both Father and Son. In fact, when I have the privilege of doing pre-

marital counselling (I usually conduct four one-hour sessions), I open by telling the couple, "If 

you can remember two things from our time together, I urge you to remember this: your 

marriage images the very nature of the triune God and pictures the mystery of Christ and His 

Church. Remember this and you won't go far wrong." However, gut the creation account of its 

historicity and inevitably the basis for arguing such equality and complementarity in the home is 

destroyed. And not only so, but heterosexual marriage becomes a casualty as well. Let's work 

this out.  Jesus summarizes the propriety of marriage between a man and a woman for life, 

basing His argument in an historical understanding of the creation account: 

 4 He answered, "Have you not read that he who created them from the beginning made  

 them male and female, 5 and said, 'Therefore a man shall leave his father and his mother  

 and hold fast to his wife, and the two shall become one flesh'? 6 So they are no longer  

 two but one flesh. What therefore God has joined together, let not man    

 separate." (Matthew 19:4-6) 

 

                                                 
19 Beeke, Op. cit., 32. 
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However, posit an EBP model for man's origins and that Man's ancestry is the same as the 

animals, and the door is flung open to redefine marriage in our own image and in our own 

likeness, and to argue for all manner of 'human' relationships many of which are akin to what we 

see in the animal kingdom.  

 All of the EBP models, even those that posit Adam and Eve as the sole pair for hominid-to-human   

 transition and the head of all humanity, weaken the created normativity of complementarian roles,   

 heterosexual desire, and monogamous marital intimacy.
20

 

 

At one time I was a fan of Murdoch Mysteries, until the writers deemed it necessary, to say 

nothing of being historically dishonest, to promote the homosexual lifestyle. In one scene, 

Detective William Murdoch, a 'devout' Roman Catholic, is pitted against his love interest Dr. 

Julia Ogden, a 'progressive' modern thinker over the issue of human relationships. The following 

dialogue illustrates well what happens when one elevates the 'reading' of general revelation over 

against the express literal teaching of God's Holy Word: 

 Murdoch: [Disturbed by Braxton's suicide] He had a beautiful home...wife... child. Not only does he throw  

 all of that away but condemns himself to eternal damnation by committing suicide.  

 Ogden: Perhaps he felt that Hell was no worse than the torment he was living in.  

 Murdoch: There's always hope.  

 Ogden: He was living a sham. Everything was a lie. Secretly he was in love with someone he could never  

 be with, and furthermore that person was to marry someone else.  

 Murdoch: Yes, but to kill himself!  

 Ogden: Really, William. I'm surprised at your closed-mindedness!  

 Murdoch: Leaving the Bible aside...  

 Ogden: Yes, could we?  

 Murdoch: It goes against nature.  

 Ogden: Oh, rubbish! Nature is full of omnisexual behaviour. Have you never seen two male dogs at play?  

 Murdoch: But those are dogs.  

 Ogden: We're all animals, William, behaving as nature intended. If God didn't want us to express our  

 desires, then why did he give us these desires in the first place? 

 Murdoch: To test our resolve.  

 Ogden: At whose expense? Surely this is not God's plan.
21

 

 

I won't belabour the point any further, other than to encourage you to hear this concluding 

thought from our brother Joel Beeke: 

                                                 
20 VanDoodewaard, Op. cit., 295. 
21 Murdoch Mysteries, 'Til Death Do Us Part, Season 1, Episode 5, 2008. 
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 In this age, when the church is so ravaged by moral relativism, militant feminism, and    

 homosexual activism, we need a solid basis for our sexual ethics.
22

 

 

Argument #5: Lose the real Adam and you lose the doctrine of sin 

 

 The Scriptures record an historical fall of an historical Adam (cf. Ge 3: 1-24). This event 

was catastrophic and had a twofold impact upon Adam's progeny. First, the Bible teaches that all 

humanity inherits
23

 Adam's guilt, and therefore God's just sentence for sin: 

 Therefore, just as sin came into the world through one man, and death through sin, and  

 so death spread to all men because all sinned... (Romans 5:12) 
 

 

 The conclusion to be drawn from (this verse) is that all the members of the human race were represented  

 by Adam in the time of testing in the Garden of Eden. As our representative, Adam sinned, and God  

 counted us guilty as well as Adam. (A technical term that is sometimes used in this connection is impute,  

 meaning "to think of as belonging to someone, and therefore to cause it to belong to that person.") God  

 counted Adam's guilt as belonging to us, and since God is the ultimate judge of all things in the universe,  

 and since his thoughts are always true, Adam's guilt does in fact belong to us. God rightly imputed Adam's  

 guilt to us. 
24

 

 

Second, the Bible teaches that everyone inherits Adam's pollution; every one born into the world 

has a bent toward sinning, rather than a bent toward glorifying God. 

 See, this alone I found, that God made man upright, but they have sought out many  

 schemes. (Ecclesiastes 7:29) 

 

However, take away a real Adam, take away a real fall, take away the notion of Adam's federal 

headship of the human race, and a host of theological problems ensue. Let me mention two at 

this juncture. First, if one holds to an EBP model one necessarily has to acknowledge that death 

predates the entrance of sin into the world. Not only does this run counter to God's express 

pronouncements about creation being "good" (cf. Ge 1: 4, 10, 12, 18, 21, 24, 31) - unless one 

assumes death is good, as Jean Luc Picard once said: "It is our mortality that defines us... I rather 

                                                 
22 Beeke, Op. cit., 32. 
23 Wayne Grudem, Systematic Theology, 494. Grudem prefers the term "inherited sin" as opposed to "original sin". 
24

 Grudem, Op. cit., 495. 
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believe that time is a companion who goes with us on the journey, and reminds us to cherish 

every moment because they'll never come again"
25

 - but it also makes all those verses that talk 

about death being "the wages of sin" (cf. Ro 6: 23a) non sequiturs. Second, it opens the door to 

theologizing about the human condition in non-biblical ways. For example, perhaps we do not 

have to ask God to "Take away our bent to sinning" to quote Charles Wesley, 
26

 and all that is 

needed is to expose our children, who are "blank slates" to be written on
27

, with more education. 

Fellow servants of God, I beseech you to hold to the historicity of Adam and you will be able to 

administer the balm in Gilead (cf. Jer 8: 22) that will really cure the human condition! 

 

Argument #6: Lose the real Adam and you lose the doctrine of salvation 

 

  The Bible not only presents the bad news of condemnation and death for those who are 

in Adam - His guilt reckoned as theirs by default - but it also presents the good news of 

justification and life for those who are in Christ - His righteousness reckoned as theirs by faith 

(cf. Ro 3: 28). Therefore, whether one dies eternally or lives eternally depends on whether one is 

united to Adam or to the Second Adam, Jesus Christ. Hear the express testimony of Scripture: 

 18 Therefore, as one trespass led to condemnation for all men, so one act of   

 righteousness leads to justification and life for all men. 19 For as by the one man's  

 disobedience the many were made sinners, so by the one man's obedience the many will  

 be made righteous. (Romans 5:18-19) 

 

 21 For as by a man came death, by a man has come also the resurrection of the dead. 

 22 For as in Adam all die, so also in Christ shall all be made alive. (1 Corinthians  

 15:21-22) 

 

                                                 
25 from the movie Star Trek: Generations (1994). 
26 see his hymn Love Divine All Loves Excelling, stanza 2 (1747). 
27 see John Locke, Some Thoughts Concerning Education (1693). 
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The English Puritan theologian Thomas Goodwin (1600-1680) summarizes well the biblical 

teaching and includes a vivid illustration: 

 Adam, as you all know, was reckoned as a common public person, not standing singly or alone for himself,  

 but as representing all mankind to come of him. So as by a just law, what he did was reckoned to his  

 posterity whom he represented. And what as by that law threatened, or done to him for what he did, is  

 threatened against his posterity also. Now this man was herein a lively type of our Lord Christ, as you have  

 it, 'who was a type of him who was to come,' Rom. v. 14. Unto which purpose, the titles which the apostle  

 gives these two, Christ and Adam, 1 Cor. xv. 47, are exceeding observable; he calls Adam 'the first man;'  

 and Christ our Lord, 'the second man;' and both for that very purpose and respect which we have in hand.  

 For, first, he speaks of them as if there never had been any more men in the world, nor were ever to be for  

 time to come, except these two. And why? but because these two between them had all the rest of the sons  

 of men hanging at their girdle; because they were both common persons, that had the rest in like (though  

 opposite) considerations included and involved in them. Adam, had all the sons of men, born into the  

 world, included in himself, who are therefore called 'earthly men,' ver. 48, in conformity to him 'the earthly  

 man,' ver. 47; and Christ the second man had all his elect - who are 'the first born,' and whose 'names are  

 written in heaven,' and therefore, in the same verse, are oppositely called 'heavenly men' - included in him.  

 You see how he sums up the number of all men in two, and reckons but two men in all; these two, in God's  

 account standing for all the rest. And farther observe, that because Adam was in this his being a common  

 person unto us, the shadow and the lively type of Christ, who was to come after him; that therefore he is  

 called 'the first man' of these two, and Christ 'the second man,' as typified out by him.
28 

 

However, treat the opening chapters of Genesis as allegorical and its hard to see how the apostle 

Paul's arguments make any sense. As one writer said, "It is simply not true, as some claim, that 

whether or not Adam was the first human being is a question that leaves the gospel unaffected, at 

least if we accept the clear teaching of these passages."
29

 Indeed, said another even more bluntly, 

"(If we deny) the fall as a literal happening (then it) wrecks Paul's whole argument." 
30

 Brothers, 

the historicity of Adam is not a trivial matter. It bears on the very issues of life and death. Again, 

to reiterate: take away the real first Adam and the imputation of His guilt and sentence of death, 

you take away the possibility of the imputation of righteousness and the gift of life, through the 

real second Adam, even Jesus Christ.   

  

 

                                                 
28 Thomas Goodwin, The Works of Thomas Goodwin, vol. 4, 31. 
29 Richard B. Gaffin Jr., No Adam, No Gospel, 11 
30 Murray, John, The Epistle to the Romans, 1: 181n18. 
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Argument #7: Lose the real Adam and you lose the doctrine of restoration 

  

 I often like to think of God's grand story of redemption using garden imagery. In fact, the 

Bible invites us to do so. It starts with a garden and ends with a garden. The first garden is lost 

through the 'black thumb', the bad work, of one gardener (cf. Ge 2: 15) and the last garden, the 

superlative garden, is gained forever through the 'green thumb', the good work, of another 

gardener (cf. Jn 20: 15). Paradise is lost through  one man. Paradise is regained through another 

man (cf. Lk 23: 43). Paul, seeking to encourage disheartened believers, reminds them of the 

certain hope of this restoration, setting it in the framework of the grand story: 

 18 For I consider that the sufferings of this present time are not worth comparing with  

 the glory that is to be revealed to us. 19 For the creation waits with eager longing for the 

 revealing of the sons of God. 20 For the creation was subjected to futility, not willingly,  

 but because of him who subjected it (cf. Ge 3: 17), in hope 21 that the creation itself will  

 be set free from its bondage to corruption and obtain the freedom of the glory of the  

 children of God 22 For we know that the whole creation has been groaning together in  

 the pains of childbirth until now. 23 And not only the creation, but we ourselves, who  

 have the firstfruits of the Spirit, groan inwardly as we wait eagerly for adoption as sons,  

 the redemption of our bodies. 24 For in this hope we were saved. Now hope that is seen is 

 not hope. For who hopes for what he sees? 25 But if we hope for what we do not see, we  

 wait for it with patience. (Romans 8:18-25) 

 

However, advocate a creation not brought about instantaneously by divine fiat and it becomes 

very hard to believe that the new creation will be similarly ushered in instantaneously by divine 

fiat, as the Scripture teaches (cf. 1Thess 4: 16; 1Cor 15: 51-52).  Further, how do we make sense 

of creation's groaning for "the revealing of the sons of God" if there is no experience or 

knowledge of the perfect having been lost. Perhaps, Paul would have been better to describe the 

creation as lightly complaining rather than inexpressible groaning! Finally, hold to an EBP 

model and not only is the paradise-to-paradise framework for understanding God's narrative of 

the universe's story undone but Christ's glory as the Restorer of all things (cf. Ac 3: 20-21) is 
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naturally diminished. Is it not much more glorious to observe the consummate victory of Christ 

against the backdrop of Adam's abject failure and its results? Of course it is! Therefore, brothers, 

may we not be those, who in our preaching, rob Christ of the glory that is due His name! 

 

Conclusion 

 

 A denial of the historicity of Adam, like the denial of so many Christian doctrines, is like 

pulling the proverbial thread. Do so and, as we have seen, much is lost: authority, nobility, unity, 

gender, sin, salvation and restoration. Do so and (dare I say?) we may quickly put ourselves on 

the road to losing Christianity itself. 

 Of course, such a conclusion leads to an obvious question: "Does this doctrine need to 

become a confessional thing?" I would argue, first, in terms of intra-church communion - within 

a local church or within an association of churches - it probably does. However, I would argue, 

second, in terms of inter-church fellowship - between denominations - it probably doesn't. I look 

forward to your input on this in the Q & A. Whatever your conviction, may we heed the biblical 

injunction well: 

15 Rather, speaking the truth in love, we are to grow up in every way into him who is the head, 

into Christ, 16 from whom the whole body, joined and held together by every joint with which it 

is equipped, when each part is working properly, makes the body grow so that it builds itself up 

in love. (Ephesians 4:15-16) 

 

Amen.  
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