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Isaiah 7:14-15

Refuse The Evil And Choose The Good
Therefore the Lord himself shall give you a sign; Behold, a virgin shall conceive, and bear a son, and shall call his name Immanuel.  Butter and honey shall he eat, that he may know to refuse the evil, & choose the good
Matt 1:21-23 confirms Isaiah 7:14-15 is a prophecy regarding the promised Messiah.  Our text affirms the coming virgin born son will “refuse the evil, and choose the good.”  This phrase indicates the possibility of the Christ choosing evil (he “refused” evil, not that evil wasn’t available to him), else His choice of good wouldn’t actually be a choice, but set in concrete before he was born.

This passage states my position succinctly – that Jesus chose to do good, not that He was forced to do good.
Isaiah 7:14-16 = Dual Fulfillment

I agree there is a dual fulfillment of Isaiah 7:14-16.  I agree the phrase “the land that thou abhorrest shall be forsaken of both her kings” in verse 16 has only the immediate fulfillment in view.  But I ask my opponent to reconsider verse 15.  Commentator Matthew Henry said it better than I can:

Of this child it is further foretold (v.15) that though he shall not be born like other children, but of a virgin, yet he shall be really and truly man, and shall be nursed and brought up like other children: Butter and honey shall he eat, as other children do, particularly the children of that land which flowed with milk and honey. Though he be conceived by the power of the Holy Ghost, yet he shall not therefore be fed with angels’ food, but, as it becomes him, shall be in all things made like unto his brethren, Hebrews 2:17. Nor shall he, though born thus by extraordinary generation, be a man immediately, but, as other children, shall advance gradually through the several states of infancy, childhood, and youth, to that of manhood, and growing in wisdom and stature, shall at length wax strong in spirit, and come to maturity, so as to know how to refuse the evil and choose the good. See Luke 2:40,52. Note, Children are fed when they are little that they may be taught and instructed when they have grown up; they have their maintenance in order to their education.

Nothing but my opponent's position on this issue would lead us to understand verse 15 is not also talking about the virgin born son.  This text states my position succinctly →Jesus chose to do good, not that He was forced to do good.
Matthew 4:1,8-10

Why Did Satan Even Try To Tempt Jesus ?
Then was Jesus led up of the Spirit into the wilderness to be tempted of the devil. …  Again, the devil taketh him up into an exceeding high mountain, and sheweth him all the kingdoms of the world, and the glory of them; And saith unto him, All these things will I give thee, if you wilt fall down and worship me.  Then saith Jesus unto him, Get thee hence, Satan:  for it is written, Thou shalt worship the Lord thy God, and him only shalt thou serve.

Why would Satan even try to get Jesus to sin if it were impossible for Jesus to succumb?

My opponent’s position makes the temptations of Jesus in this chapter (and elsewhere) a farce since Jesus wasn’t really tempted by Satan’s overtures.

Origin Of Sin – Matthew 15:19

I agree with my opponent that sin originates from the spirit/heart (Matthew 15:19), but my opponent’s argument here fails to take into account that Jesus also had a human spirit.  When Jesus became a man, he became a man fully, that is, he took on human body and human spirit.  Without that human spirit, Jesus would not have been a man (I Timothy 2:5) – the human spirit is the most essential part of being a man (II Corinthians 12:3).  Jesus’ human spirit was what was tempted (divine spirit alone cannot be tempted).  If Jesus had sinned, it would have been his human spirit/heart instructing His human flesh to sin.

John 5:19a – What This Verse Does Not Mean

The Son can do nothing of himself, but what he seeth the Father do: for what things soever he doeth, these also doeth the Son likewise.

John 5:19 indeed teaches Jesus “can do nothing” without the Father, but John 15:5 teaches we “can do nothing” without Christ.  Does that mean it’s impossible for us to sin?

John 5:19 is not meaning to say that every detail of Jesus’ earthly life, the Father controlled, predestined, and had done first.  There are many things relating to being a human being that the Father has never done or felt, including sleeping, using the bathroom, having built in attraction to a woman as any normal mature male would (not sinful lust, but the capability to reproduce sexually).  Jesus was given free will in all these matters, including whether or not to sin.

John 5:19a - What This Verse Does Mean

The point of John 5:16-19 is that what the Jews called “working on the Sabbath,” Jesus had done by the authority of, and with the approval of the Father.

 “can do nothing” doesn’t always mean “impossible”:

· II Corinthians 13:8 reads “we can do nothing against the truth,” but does that mean “we” couldn’t sin?

· Suppose I tell my daughter Leah to drive down to the store and get a loaf of bread and bring it right back for supper.  Then suppose a friend sees Leah at the store and asks Leah to go with her to a ballgame.  Leah should answer “I can do nothing except what my Father has instructed,” but this wouldn’t mean it is impossible for Leah to go with her friend to the ballgame.  It would simply mean Leah couldn’t do such and remain in obedience to her Dad's instructions.

· The Christian “cannot” sin (I John 3:9), but this doesn’t mean it is impossible to sin.  A Christian cannot sin without acting inconsistent with who he is (a follower of Christ).

· Jesus could not go contrary to His Father’s authority without acting inconsistent with who He (Jesus) was.
John 6:57

Jesus Lived By The Father
My opponent claims John 6:57 proves Jesus didn’t have a “separate human life spirit apart from the divine spirit.”

But the fact that Jesus lived “by the Father” would have nothing whatsoever to do with whether or not Jesus had a human spirit.

The verse goes on to teach Christians shall “live by” Jesus, but this doesn’t mean Christians don’t have a “separate human life spirit apart from Jesus’ divine spirit,” does it?

“Living by” the Father means living by His direction just like “living by God's word” means living by the Bible’s direction.

Can a being be human if he does not have a human spirit?

John 14:30

Satan Hath Nothing In Jesus
My opponent quotes John 14:30 which states Satan “hath nothing in me,” but this phrase likely has nothing to do with our issue.  If it were referring to Jesus and sin, it would mean that Satan had not succeeded in getting Jesus to sin.  But we’ve already proven that Satan tried to get Jesus to sin.  So we ask my opponent, why would Satan even try to get Jesus to sin in Matt 4:8-10 if it were impossible for Jesus to succumb?

Prophecy - Acts 2:23

This Argument Ignores Foreknowledge

My opponent's argument:  It was prophesied that Jesus would die for the world.  Jesus could not die for the world unless He lived sinless.  Therefore it was impossible for Jesus to sin.

This argument ignores the difference in foreknowledge and predestination.  I know every day when I get home from work that my seven year old son is going to ask me to play ping pong, but I don’t force that; he has a choice / free will.  The Father absolutely foreknew that Jesus was not going to sin, and used that foreknowledge as an essential element in His plan to save the world.

God's plan to save the world included predestination and foreknowledge - Acts 2:23:  Him, being delivered by the determinate counsel and foreknowledge of God, ye have taken, and by wicked hands have crucified and slain
Prophecy Argument - Acts 2:23

Using This Logic, Calvinism Is Proven True

By this reasoning, since Jesus was prophesied to be the Saviour of all men (Isaiah 53:6), and since men must have sin for Jesus to save them from it, then men are predestined to sin, else the prophecies would be wrong.  See the parallel?  This would be Calvinism, and contradict passages like James 4:7 (“resist the devil”).
The truth is God doesn’t force us to sin, but He was smart enough to know ahead of time that we would sin, so He planned and made provision for it.

Also: Jesus foreknew specifically Judas would be the betrayer (John 13:21,26, Matthew 26:21,25), therefore according to my opponent’s reasoning, Judas had to betray Jesus (Judas had to sin; Judas didn’t have spiritual free will), else Jesus’ foreknowledge that Judas was to be the betrayer could have been wrong.

My official question #1:  Is it impossible for a man to keep from committing a particular sin, for example, ... Judas' betrayal of Jesus?
John Carrol’s answer:  No, ... Judas had choice.
The same point can be made about Jesus’ foreknowledge that Peter would deny him thrice (Matthew 26:34).  Did God force Peter to sin, or did he have a choice?

Deity Of Christ  –  Philippians 2:6-8

Jesus Couldn't Have Sinned, As God Cannot Sin

This argument overlooks the dual nature of Jesus.  Yes, Jesus was God, but He was also man (fully), and being a man opened up Jesus to doing many things that God (in spirit form only) cannot or does not do.  To quickly show the fallacy of my opponent’s argumentation here, notice James 1:13 says God cannot be tempted to sin, while Hebrews 4:15 clearly says Jesus was tempted.  How can both verses be true if Jesus is God?  The answer lies in the dual nature of Jesus.  The divine, preexisting part of Jesus could not have been tempted / sinned, but the human part of Jesus was tempted / susceptible to sin.

Hebrews 2:17 says Jesus was “in all things … made like unto His brethren,” but my opponent doesn’t believe Jesus was made like us in our most essential element, our human spirit - a man is still a man even if he has no body (II Corinthians 12:3).  If my opponent would truly recognize the dual nature of Jesus, that He was man fully, including having a human spirit, then he would more easily understand how Jesus could have sinned.

Hebrews 2:17-18

Jesus Was Made Like Unto His Brethren
Wherefore in all things it behoved him to be made like unto his brethren, that he might be a merciful and faithful high priest in things pertaining to God, to make reconciliation for the sins of the people.  For in that he himself hath suffered being tempted, he is able to succour them that are tempted.

Passages like Hebrews 2:17-18 affirm that Jesus became a man fully.  It says Jesus was “made like unto his brethren” and goes on to say Jesus was tempted and is therefore able to “succour them that are tempted.”  My opponent’s theory makes a farce of most of this teaching:
· My opponent doesn’t believe Jesus was made like us in regard to temptation/sin, because he believes we can sin but Jesus couldn’t.
· According to my opponent’s position, Jesus really can’t succour / empathize with our struggle against sin, because Jesus never had to face the actual possibility of sin as we do.
God Was Tempted

Hebrews 3:8-9, etc.

But God was never “tempted with evil” (to sin) – that is what James 1:13 says!

My opponent acts like there is a difficulty in harmonizing James 1:13 which says God “cannot be tempted” and the several times the Bible says God was tempted.  Sometimes the word “tempted” in the KJV is used in the sense of tried or tested as in Genesis 22:1 where God tempted (tested) Abraham in the matter involving the sacrifice of Isaac.  But God didn’t tempt Abraham to sin; that is the difference.  James 1:13 explicitly says that God does not tempt man to sin.

Similarly, James 1:13 says “God cannot be tempted with evil.”  None of those instances in the Bible where God was tempted was He tempted to sin.  Usually it was something like God being tempted to destroy the people for their sin as in Deuteronomy 6:15-16, which He had a perfect right to do.

“Tempted” implies possibility, correct?  If we are tempted to sin, that suggests it is possible for us to sin.  Since Jesus was tempted to sin, that suggests it was possible for Him to sin.  God cannot be tempted to sin (James 1:13), because it is impossible for Him to sin.  But God can be tempted to destroy a nation for their sin.  And that does imply it is possible for God to perform such destruction.

Hebrews 4:15

Jesus Was Tempted Like We Are
For we have not an high priest which cannot be touched with the feeling of our infirmities; but was in all points tempted like as we are, yet without sin.

Hebrews 4:15 says Jesus was “tempted like as we are.”  Not only does “tempted” here imply the possibility of sin, but the fact that Jesus was tempted “like as we are” underscores the fact that He could have sinned just as we can.  If it were impossible for Jesus to sin, then He really wasn't tempted “like as we are,” was He?  Temptation without the possibility of sin would certainly be a facade, wouldn't it?
Jesus Was Not Tempted Like Us ? - Hebrews 4:15
we have not a high priest which cannot be touched with the feeling of our infirmities; but was in all points tempted like as we are, yet without sin.
John Carroll:  You see the verse does not say that he was tempted like we are, but in the points like we are tempted.  Those points are the three that is listed in 1 John 2:16, lust of the flesh, lust of the eye, and the pride of life.  He fulfilled that in the wilderness temptations of Matthew 4:1-10.

John is missing the main point of Heb 4:15.  A literal translation of the phrase would be “in all respects according to our likeness” (Zondervan Parallel New Testament).  It is not saying Jesus was tempted “like as we are” only in the sense he had to face the same categories of temptations that we do; it is also saying He had to face each temptation “according to our likeness” (i.e., in the same way we do, with the possibility of sin).  If He didn’t have to face temptations like we do, then it is true Jesus “cannot be touched with the feeling of our infirmities” which the text explicitly denies.  Jesus can only sympathize with our temptation if He had to face each temptation with the possibility of sin as we do (Hebrews 2:18).  Evidently John doesn’t really believe Jesus was tempted “like as we are.”

Mt. Everest Illustration - Hebrews 4:15
John Carroll:  Let’s say a man is tempted to climb Mt. Everest, but finds out that he is physically incapable of climbing it.  Maybe he even attempts to climb it a dozen times before he decides that he is not able.  Does that mean that he was not tempted to climb Mt. Everest like the person was that was able to climb it was tempted?  Just because he was not able, does not make his temptation any less.

John’s illustration assumes what he is supposed to be proving, that a man can be tempted to get to the very top of Mt. Everest when he knows he is fully incapable of doing so.  But the illustration does underscore the very point being made by Heb 2:18 & 4:15.  How could I fully understand what a man goes through in climbing Mt. Everest if I haven’t been through the same myself?  How can a man fully understand what a woman goes through when delivering a baby?  Likewise, the Bible is saying Jesus cannot sympathize with our struggle against sin unless He experienced the same struggle.  John denies Jesus’ human struggle against sin.  John denies Jesus’ great accomplishment in overcoming sin.

John:  In my illustration the man did not know he was fully incapable of doing so, he was so tempted to climb it that he tried a dozen times.

So John's point is that a man can be tempted to do something as long as he thinks he is capable (even if he is not capable)?  That means this illustration is analogous only if Jesus thought He could sin, but couldn't.  Is that John's position?  If not, John is making an argument he doesn't really believe is applicable.

Jesus Had No Desire, So Not Really Tempted ?
Hebrews 4:15

My opponent says temptation must be two fold – “But every man is tempted, when he is drawn away of his own lust, and enticed” (James 1:14).  Keep in the mind the word “lust” here simply means “desire” (NKJV), and does not necessarily refer to sinful lust.  It refers to any desire that a man has that could be used by Satan to entice that man to sin.  Jesus had desires that could have responded to temptation, but He always resisted.  For example, being a normal mature male, Jesus would have had a natural desire for a female.  But this desire would only have come from the human part of Jesus (mind/spirit and body).  Deity has no such sexual urge.  These type desires are what allowed Jesus to be tempted with sin, when God cannot be.  Jesus could have allowed his sexual desire to cause him to lust for a woman (Matthew 5:28) or even commit outright fornication, but He never did either, not even once.  Jesus’ dual nature is what opened up the possibility that He could sin, but when He refused, His dual nature led to the greatest achievement the world has ever known.
So People Had An Excuse To Sin

Before Jesus Had A Body ?

Hebrews 4:15

My opponent’s position rejects Jesus’ great accomplishment of overcoming sin and therefore provides excuse for a man to say he can’t help but sin.  My opponent replies to this point by asking if this same excuse would have applied in Old Testament times before Jesus had a body.  But the difference is at that time it was not possible for the Son to sin; He was a Divine spirit only.  Jesus’ sinlessness at that time wouldn’t prove either way about whether it is possible for a man to overcome sin, because He wasn’t a man yet.  But now that Jesus has come in the flesh, and faced temptation just like us, and overcome temptation to sin every time, that proves it is possible for us now (and Old Testament saints then) to resist whenever we face temptation.  God didn’t make us so that we have to sin.  We can overcome each and every temptation.  And when we do sin, it is our fault.  Jesus’ perfect life proves that.  But not according to my opponent’s position.

Jesus Learned Obedience; It Wasn’t Forced
Hebrews 5:8

Though he were a Son, yet learned he obedience by the things which he suffered;

Aren’t Jesus’ temptations a part of how Jesus learned obedience?

If it were impossible for Jesus to disobey (my opponent’s position), then Jesus didn’t really learn to obey – obedience would have been automatic for Him.

Can One Try To Get God To Sin ?

James 1:13

I suppose someone who didn't know any better could try to get God to do evil; they could try to tempt God to sin, but they couldn't actually tempt Him to sin.  There is nothing within God that could be appealed to.  James 1:13 clearly says it is impossible for God to be tempted; it is impossible for God to sin.

Hebrews 2:17-18 shows Jesus was made like man in a way so that He could be tempted (so He could empathize with us).  But if this passage (and Hebrews 4:15) is only talking about people trying to tempt Jesus, but not that He was really tempted, then this passage should be talking about how the tempters were made, or how Jesus was like God, not how Jesus was made like man.  If Jesus could not really be tempted, then nothing changed when Jesus was made so that He could be tempted!
The Father couldn’t be tempted to sin, but since Jesus was human, there was desire within that could respond – Jesus could be tempted.

I Peter 1:23 – The Logos Is Incorruptible

John Carroll's argument:  I Peter 1:23 teaches that the logos is incorruptible.  I submit that the word in any form is incorruptible, including when it became flesh (John 1:14).  It was the incorruptible logos that became flesh, and even in the flesh retained its incorruptibility.

My opponent is absolutely correct that I Peter 1:23 teaches the word of God is incorruptible, but this verse is referring to God’s written word, the Bible.  Jesus is not the word in that sense.  Jesus is the word in the sense He is the creator through verbal command (Genesis 1:3, Col 1:16) and author of the Bible (John 14:26).  But Jesus is not the Bible itself.  The scriptures do not reveal that Jesus was incorruptible, but in-corrupted.

Jesus is not the Bible; instead “his name is called the Word of God” (Revelation 19:13).

I Peter 2:21-22

Christ Is Our Example In Facing Sin
For even hereunto were ye called:  because Christ also suffered for us, leaving us an example, that ye should follow his steps:  Who did no sin, neither was guile found in his mouth:

I Peter 2:21-22 says Jesus’ perfect life is an example for us to try to follow.  But how could He be our example in avoiding sin if it were impossible for Him to sin in the first place?  To be our perfect example, Jesus must have faced real temptation to sin like we do, and overcome it.  That should be our goal – to do the same thing as He did – face temptation and overcome it.

Why Is This Issue Important ?

The phrase “was in all point tempted like as we are, yet without sin” in Hebrews 4:15 emphasizes Jesus’ astounding accomplishment in overcoming sin over the course of his whole life.  But my opponent’s position ignores perhaps the greatest feat in the history of mankind - a perfect life on Jesus’ part.  If Jesus couldn’t have sinned, then there is no real achievement in His having lived sinlessly.  Because according to my opponent, it would have been impossible for Jesus to do otherwise.

Practically speaking, what is the big difference between “Jesus couldn’t sin” and “Jesus didn’t sin”?  My answer is that it is important to understand the fact that Jesus could have sinned but didn’t, because that leaves us without excuse for our sin.  My opponent’s position provides excuse that we can’t help but commit sin; that God made us that way.  Jesus’ grand triumph of perfectly overcoming the real possibility of sin proves it is possible for us to resist sin, thereby making us responsible for each and every one of our sins.
Where Is The Beef ?

You would think with my opponent being so eager to affirm in debate on this subject there would be a verse or two that at least seem on the surface to say or imply Jesus could not sin.  Like maybe a verse that says “Jesus could not sin.”  But my opponent hasn't produced any, not a single verse that even appears to teach his view.  He has to use “round about” arguments (prophecy, deity, or origin of sin imply it), instead of just showing us a verse saying Jesus could not sin.  If the Bible teaches it was impossible for Jesus to sin, where is the book, chapter, and verse teaching that?
Would The Deity Spirit Have Left If Jesus Had Sinned?
I think the Holy Spirit would have left, but regarding Jesus’ deity spirit - I don’t have a clue – Deut 29:29 “the secret things belong unto … God”
I’ll let my opponent answer the question.  Suppose the scriptures did teach (to your satisfaction) that Jesus could have sinned, would the deity spirit have left if Jesus had sinned?

Isaiah 53:6b God laid on Jesus the iniquity of us all – did the Deity spirit leave then?  (the Father had to forsake Him then – Matthew 27:46)
Whatever would have happened, would have happened.  We’ll never know since Jesus did not sin.
Tempted Doesn’t Imply Possibility ?

Hebrews 4:15
By my count, a form of the word “tempted” is in the Bible 72 times.  Can my opponent name one other case in the Bible (besides his view of Jesus) where someone was tempted to do something they were incapable of doing?
Heb 2:17-18 shows Jesus was made like man in a way so that He could be tempted (so He could empathize with us).  But if this passage (and Hebrews 4:15) is only talking about people trying to tempt Jesus, but not that He was really tempted, then this passage should be talking about how the tempters were made, or how Jesus was like God, not how Jesus was made like man.  If Jesus could not really be tempted, then nothing changed when Jesus was made so He could be tempted!
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