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I A M READING TWO PASSAGES OF SCRIPTURE FOR OUR TEXT TONIGHT, FSRST. T H E ACCOUNT THAT 

MARK GIVES OF THE OCCASION I N WH'CH JESUS DISCUSSED THE UNPAROONABLE SJN, AND THEN SECONDLY 

THE ACCOUNT AS GIVEN BY M A T T H E W , I THINK THAT THESE TWO ACCOUNTS NEED TO BE HEAD BECAUSE 

EACH OF THEM CONTAINS SLIGHTLY DIFFERENT LANGUAGE, AND TC GET T H E FULL PICTURE I THINK WE NEED 

BOTH PASSAGES, T H E THIRD GOSPEL WRITER, L U K E , ALSO MENTIONS T H E OCCASION. BUT HIS S T A T E ­

MENT IS RATHER COMPREHENSIVE AND I T IS REDUCED TO ONE VERSE^ LUKE 1 2 ; NO I THINK WE NEED 

NOT READ I T , WE ARE READING FIRST OF ALL FROM MARK 3 : 2 8 - 3 0 , "VERILY S SAY UNTO YOU, A L L SINS 

SHALL BE FORGIVEN UNTO THE SONS OF M E N , AND BLASPHEMIES WHEREWITH SOEVER THEV SHALL BLASPHC 

BUT HE THAT SHALL BLASPHEME AGAINST THE HOLY GHOST HATH NEVER FORGIVENESS,, BUT IS IN DANGER Oi" 

ETERNAL DAMNATION: BECAUSE THEY SAID . H E HATH AN UHCLEAM S P I R I T . " T H E K WE TURN at*CK TO THE 

GOSPEL ACCORDING TO MATTHEW CHAPTER -. Z AND READ VERSES 31 AND 3 2 . ' 'WHEREFORE I SAY UNTO YCU 

A L L MANNER OF SIN AND BLASPHEMY SHALL BE FORGIVEN UNTO M E N ; BUT THE BLAS=>Hf£i/5V AGAINST THE H 

GHOST SHALL NOT BE FORGIVEN uwro MEM. A N D WHOSOEVER SPEAKETH A WORD AGAINST T H E SON OF MAN. 

IT SHALL BE FORGIVEN H I M : BUT WHOSOEVER SPEAKETH AGAINST THE HOLY GHOST IT SHAU- HOT BE FOR­

GIVEN H I M , NEITHER IN THIS WORLD NEITHER IN THE WORLD TO CO.ME. , , , 

i MAY HAVE SOME BRETHREN WHO ARE CONCERNED ABOUT WHETHER OH NOT THEV HAVE COMMITTED TSE 

UNPARDONABLE S I N . i THINK PERHAPS THIS WOULD BE A GOOD EVIDENCE THAT THEV HAVE NOT COMMITTED 

I T , BECAUSE I DO NOT BELIEVE TKAT A MAN WHO IS CONCEHNED A30UT HAl/ING COMMITTED TH! S S I N , HAS 

INDEED EVER COMMITTED I T , AND I THINK YOU CAN SEE WHY T H I S IS THE CASE AS THE LESSOH PROGRESSES , 

T H E MAN WHO HAS COMMITTED THE UNPARDONABLE S I N IS THE LAST MAN TO THINK ABOUT WHETHER OH NOT 

HE HAS COMMITTED I T AND, SHOULD HE THINK ABOUT I T . HE WOULO BE THE LAST MAN IX BE CONCERNSO 

A B O U T W H E T H E R O R N O T H E H A D C O M M I T T E D T H E U N P A R D O N A B L E S í N . 

! THINK WE OUGHT TO SAY, A L S O . AS WE BEGIN, THAT T H I S HAS. I SUPPOSE . GENERATED A GREAT 

DEAL MORE HEAT THAN I T HAS L I G H T . I THINK THAT ONE REASON FOH T H I S I S THAT MEN HAVE DECIDED TO 

FIND SOMETHING VERY DIFFICULT IN T H I S PASSAGE AND THAT MEN HAVE READ SKTO T H I S PASSAGE A N U M ­

BER OF DIFFICULTIES THAT REALLY DO NOT EXIST . I THINK ANOTHER REASON ¡S BECAUSE BRETHREN HAVE 

D E C I D E D T O G O T O O T H E R L A N G U A G E A N D O T H E R P A S S A G E S O F S C R I P T U R E A N D T C F1!! S O M E T H - I I ô 

W H I C H R E L A T E S T O T H E U N P A R D O N A B L E S I N , A N D I M D O I N G S O T H E Y H A V E A 3 U S E ! 5 C E P E T A I í J P A S S A á E S S N 

THE WORD OF GOD. W E SHALL LOOK AT ONE OF THEM IN THE COURSE OF T H E LESSON THIS EVENING. 

J THINK ONE THING WE NEED TO RECOGNIZE, AND CEHTA1NI.Y ONE THINS WE MUST A D M I T , S THAT 

AS WE HAVE READ T H E LANGUAGE FROM MATTHEW AND MARK THERE IS NOTHING IN T H E LANGUAGE THAT 

IS INHERENTLY D I F F I C U L T . T H E LANGUAGE I S S I M P L E , T H E DICTION I S P,'_AU; LY JESUS 

INTENDED TO SPEAK IN VERY MEASURED LANGUAGE IN ORDER THAT THERE SHOULT NOT BE ANY MISUNDER-

STAND1NG ABOUT JUST EXACTLY THAT WHICH I S INCLUDED IN T H E CONCEPT OF TKZ UNPARDONABLE S I N , 

Y E T JN SPITE OF JESUS VERY CLEAR ATTEMPT TO SPEAK IN LANGUAGE THAT SHOULD MOT BZ MISUMDER-

STO00 . A GREAT MANY HAVE MISUNDERSTOOD AND HAVE WRESTED THE LANGUAGE . 

THEREFORE. I THINK T H E F IRST THING WE MEED TO DO IS TO LOOK AT T H E LANGUA&E STSE-F AND THEN 

TO SEE !F WE CAN UNDERSTAND WHAT THE LANGUAGE SAYS. L E T ' S TAKE THE ACCOUNT AS GIVEN BY M A T T ­

HEW AMD IF YOU W I L L LOOK IN THE THIRTY- l - IRST VERSE OF CHAPTER 12 ; THE VERY Fl J THVT 

STRIKES YOU IS THE WORD, "WHEREFORE." NOW THIS FINDS A COUNTERPART IN THF LAMGUAGE OF M A ñ K » 

ACCOUNT WHEN HE BEGINS WITH THE EXPRESSION, " V E R I L Y , I SAY UNTO Y O U . " B e " : iE EXPRES­

SIONS ARE INTENDED TO POINT US BACK TO SOMETHING THAT HAS BEEN S A I D . SC S THAT HAS TRANS­

PIRED, SOMETHING THAT HAS BEEN WRITTEN IMMEDIATELY PREVIOUS TO THE DISCUSSION OF T UN -ARDON-

ABLE S I N . S o WE LOOK BACK TO SEE WHAT HAS TRANSPIRED BEFORE TK!S LANGUAS : DO 
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TH IS WE ARE MOT !N A POSITION TO UNDERSTAND WHAT JESUS SAID ABOUT T H E UNPARDONABLE S I N . I F YOU 

WILL GO BACK TO T H E BEGINNING OF T H E TWELFTH CHAPTER OF M A T T H E W , YOU W I L L DISCOVEL. THAT JESUS 

AND H I S DISCIPLES WERE PASSING THROUGH T H E CORN F I E L D S , AMD AS THEY PASSED THROUGH THE CORN 

FIELD ON T H E SABBATH DAV, T H E DISCIPLES OF JESUS PULLED SOME EARS OF CORN AND ATE T H E M . T H E 

FIRST TH ING T H E PHARISEES DID WAS TO SAY THAT THE SABBATH HAD BEEN V IOLATED—THEY ACCUSED 

JESUS AND H I S DISCIPLES OF DESECRATING T H E SABBATH DAY. C O M E A L I T T L E BIT FURTHER INTO THE 

TWELFTH CHAPTER AND YOU READ THE OCCASION OF JESUS' HEALING OF T H E MAN W I T H T H E WITHERED 

HAND, T H E REAL CRUK OF T H E OCCASION WAS NOT SIMPLY T H E HEALING OF T H E HAND I T S E L F , OUT T H E 

FACT THAT T H I S EVEN TRANSPIRED ON T H E SABBATH DAY. HAVING, T H E N , SEEN JESUS HEAL CM T H E S A B ­

BATH, THE PHARISEES, THE SCRIPTURE SAYS, IMMEDIATELY WENT OUT AND TOOK COUNSEL AS TO HOW THEY 

MIGHT DESTROY HLM „ OR K I L L H L M , NOW T H I S I S IMPORTANT TO NOTICE BECAUSE I T JF; TELLIWG US S O M E ­

THING ABOUT T H E ATT ITUDE THAT T H E PHARISEES HAD. T H A T ATTITUDE WH ICH CAUSEO JESUS TO FEEL OB­

LIGATED TO SAY SOMETHING TO THEM CONCERNING A CERTAIN SITUATION WHERE I T WAS IMPOSSIBLE TO BE 

FORGIVEN. IMMEDIATELY FOLLOWING THAT IN THE TWELFTH CHAPTER WE F IND THAT JESUS HEALED A MAN 

WHO WAS POSSESSED OF A D E V I L . WHO WAS BLIND AND DUMB, AND WHEN T H I S HEALING HAD TRANSPIRED. 

THE PHARISEES STOOD BACK AND S A I D , " H E DOES I T NOT BY GOD, BUT H E DOES I T BY T H E POWER AND BY 

THE SPIRIT OF B E E L Z E B U B . " 

NOW PUTTING A L L OF THESE EVENTS TOGETHER, WE ARE ABLE TO SEE A CERTAIN ATTITUDE WHICH THE 

PHARISEES POSSESSED. A L L OF THESE EVENTS SHOWED THEIR DISPOSITION TO REJECT A L L OF THE T E S T I ­

MONY THAT JESUS MIGHT POSSIBLY GIVE IN WORD OH IN DEED TO H I S M E S S I A H S H I P . I T SHOWED THEIR D I S ­

POSITION TO REJECT A L L EVIDENCE THAT JESUS MIGHT OFFER WHICH WAS CONTRARY TO THEIR PURPOSE— 

THEIR PURPOSE BEING TO PUT JESUS CHRIST TO DEATH. WHAT T H E PHARISEES, T H E N , HAD OCHE WAS TO 

RENDER THEIR VERDICT I N ADVANCE, AND HARDEN THEMSELVES IN SUCH A WAY THAT THEY WOULD NOT L I S ­

TEN TO ANYTHING THAT JESUS HAD TO OFFER NO MATTER WHAT THE TEST IMONY. So J E S U S , SEEING T H I S 

ATTITUDE ON T H E PART OF T H E PHARISEES, DEFENDS HIMSELF.AMD H E DEFENDS H I M S E L F BY POINTING 

OUT TO THEM./AWONG OTHER TH INGS, T H E IMPOSSIBIL ITY OF BEING IN A NEUTRAL RELATIONSHIP AS FAR AS 

H E IS CONCERNED. I T I S I N T H E VERSE IMMEDIATELY PRECEEOING OUR TEXT FROM MATTHEW 12 THAT 

JESUS SAYS " H E THAT I S NOT WITH M E . IS AGAINST M E : AND HE THAT GATHERETH NOT W I T H M S . SCAT-

TERETH ABROAD." JESUS IS SUGGESTING THAT THEIR BLASPHEMOUS ACTION HERE MAKES I T NECESSARY 

FOR H I M TO T E L L THEM SOMETHING ABOUT T H E SITUATION I N WHICH THERE I S A L I M I T A T I O N PLACED UPON 

THE POSSIBILITY OF FINDING FORGIVENESS, T H E LANGUAGE OF OUR TEXT THEN IMMEDIATELY FOLLOWS. 

L E T ' S LOOK AT T H E TEXT THEM. F I R S T OF A L L , L E T ' S NOTICE T H E RULE. JESUS GIVES A VERY PLAI!4 

RULE AMD THAT RULE I S T H I S , TKAT A L L SHALL BE FORGIVEN. NOW TFSS I S IMPORTANT BECAUSE I T I N ­

DICATES WHEN WE COME TO SPEAK OF T H E UNPARDONABLE S IN THAT WE ARE SPEAKING OF AM EXCEPTION 

TO THE GENERAL RULE, T H E GENERAL RULE AS STATED BY JESUS I S TKAT A L L SHALL SE FORGIVEN. 

NOW WE MIGHT ALSO NOTICE HERE THAT IN STATING T H I S GENERAL RULE, JESUS DOESN'T SAY /.MYTHING 

ABOUT T H E CONDITIONS WHEREBY FORGIVENESS SHALL BE GRANTED. T H I S I S NOT TO I M P L Y THAT THERE 

ARE NO CONDITIONS TO OBTAIN FORGIVENESS, T H E Y HAVE BEEN STATED AS FAR AS T H I S OISPEMSATIOK 

THE JEWISH DISPENSATION I N WHICH T H I S WAS TRANSPIRING WAS CONCERNED, I N OTHER PASSAGES. FOR 

INSTANCE. I N MATTHEW 3 S 2 JOHN CAME SAYING, "REPENT Y E ; FOR T H E KINGDOM OF HEAVEN 'S AT HAND. '• 

THERE IS A CONDITION THERE PRECEEDING THE RECEPTION OF FORGIVENESS. I N MATTHEW 4: »? JESUS 

CAME PREACHING T H E SAME MESSAGE. " R E P E N T : FOH T H E KINGDOM OF HEAVEN IS AT HAND." S O WHEN 

JESUS SAID HERE A L L SHALL BE FORGIVEN, THOUGH H E DID NOT STATE A COMUITION H E WAS NOT STATING 

T H A T F O R G I V E N E S S I S U N C O N D I T I O N A L . T H E N W E N E E D A L S O T O N O T I C E U N T O W H O M T H E P R O M T S E W A S 

MADE. A L L SHALL BE FORGIVEN UNTO MEM, UNTO WHAT MEN? THERE ARE NO QUALIFICATIONS, MO 

QUALIFICATIONS, T H I S BRINGS BOTH BELIEVERS AND UNBELIEVERS INTO T H E SCOPE OF T H E CONTEXT, 

T H E N , HAVING STATED T H E RULE, A L L SHALL BE FORGIVEN, JESUS STATED T H E EXCEPTION TO T H E RULE. 

T H E EXCEPTION TO T H E RULE WAS T H I S : A L L SHALL BE FORGJVEN EXCEPT BLASPHEMY AGAINST T H E HOLY 
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GHOST. NOW. OF COURSE, HERE I S THE CRUX OF THE WHOLE MATTER. HERE-S WHERE A L L OF T H E 

DIFFICULTY COMES IN DETERMINING JUST EXACTLY WHAT IS MEANT BY T H E EXPRESSION "BLASPHEMY 

AGAINST T H E HOLY S P I R I T , " BUT I F YOU W I L L BEAR WITH M E JUST A MOMENT, I BELIEVE FROM T H E 

CONTEXT WE CAN SHOW YOU JUST EXACTLY WHAT JESUS HAD IN M I N D , BECAUSE H E I S TALKING ABOUT 

SOMETHING T H E PHARISEES D I D . H E HAD TOLD US WHAT THEY DID AND THEREFORE, T H E BLASPHEMY 

OF THE HOLY GHOST MUST BE DEFINED BY THAT WHICH THE PHARISEES DID UPON T H I S OCCASION. S O 

THE RULE I S ALL SHALL BE FORGIVEN. T H E EXCEPTION TO T H E GENERAL RULE I S T H E BLASPHEMY AGAINST 

THE HOLY S P I R I T . HAVING STATED T H I S , JESUS RESTATES T H E RULE AND A M P L I F I E S IT WHEN H E SAYS 

THAT ANY MAN WHO SPEAKS AGAINST T H E SON OF M A N I T SHALL BE FORGIVEN H I M . BUT WHOSOEVER 

SPEAKETH AGAINST THE HOLY GHOST I T SHALL NOT BE FORGIVEN. 

WE HAVE GOT T H E R U L E , WE HAVE GOT THE EXCEPTION TO T H E RULE, NOW WHAT CAN BE MEANT 

BY THE EXPRESSION "THE BTASPHEMY AGAINST THE HOLY S P I R I T , " I BELIEVE THERE ARE THREE P O S ­

S I B I L I T I E S , T H E F IRST POSSIBIL ITY SUGGESTS THAT THE PL-äRISEES WERE NOT REALLY GUILTY OF 

THE UNPARDONABLE S I N . I T SUGGESTS FURTHER THAT THEY COULD MOT HAVE BEEN GUILTY OF T H E U N ­

PARDONABLE S I N , AND IT SUGGESTS THAT ON THE BASIS THAT I T IS A S I N AGAINST T H E S P I R I T , AND 

THE S P I R I T HAD NOT BEEN G IVEN. I N OTHER V O R D S , T H E S P I R I T WAS GIVEN ON T H E DAY OF P E N T E ­

COST AND SINCE THE SPIRIT HAD MOT BEEN GIVEN WHEN JESUS WAS TALKING TO THE PHARISEES HERE 

THEY COULD NOT POSSIBLY HAVE BEEN GUILTY CF THE S I N , W E L L , NOW I T I S TRUE THAT T H E S P I R I T 

HAD NOT BEEN GIVEN PRIOR TO T H E DAY OF PENTECOST IN T H E MANNER IN WHICH I T WAS GIVEN ON T H E 

DAY OF PENTECOST, BUT DOES T H E FACT THAT THE S P I R I T HAD NOT BEEN GIVEN IN T H E WORLD IN T H E 

MANNER IN WHICH I T WAS GIVEN ON T H E DAY OF PENTECOST MEAN THE S P I R I T HAD NOT BEEN GIVEN A T 

ALL? T H E ANSWER MUST BE NO. T H E S P I R I T HAD BEEN GIVEN JESUS BEFORE T H E DAY OF PENTECOST . 

H E RECEIVED T H E S P I R I T WITHOUT MEASURE. I N MARK 3:30 THESE INDIVIDUALS MUST HAVE HAD SOME 

CONCEPT OF T H E S P I R I T BECAUSE THEY S A I D . " H E HATH AN UNCLEAN S P I R I T . " T H I S UNDERSTANDING 

OF THE UNPARDONABLE S I N REALLY HINGES UPON WHAT IS MEANT BY THE TERM "WORLD, " " I T SHALL 

NOT BE FORGIVEN HIM , EITHER IN T H I S VYORLO OR IN T H E WFTRLN TO COME. " NOW T H I S WORD WHICH I S 

TRANSLATED "WORLD" CAN ALSO BE TRANSLATED "AGE, " AND IT IS SUGGESTED THAT I T L ITERALLY MEANS 

"SHALL NOT BE FORGIVEN H I M I N T H S AGE (THE JEWISH DISPENSATION) OR IN T H E AGE (THE CHRISTIAN 

DISPENSATION) WHICH I S TO C O M E . " BUT I BELIEVE THAT T H I S DOES VIOLATION TO T H E CLEAR MEANING 

OF THIS LANGUAGE AS WE F IND I T I N T H I S CONTEXT. T H E LANGUAGE I S VERY P L A I N . T H E LANGUAGE IS 

VERY PRECISE. L E T M E READ SOME OF THE EXPRESSIONS AND SEE I F I T SOUNDS L IKE I T WON'T BE FOR­

GIVEN HIM EITHER NOW IN T H E JEWISH AGE OR IM T H E CHRISTIAN AGE THAT I S T O COME, I T SAYS, " ¡ T 

SHALL NOT BE FORGIVEN UNTO M A N . ,V I T SAYS. "HATH NEVER FORGIVENESS. " I T SAYS. " I N DANGER OF 

ETERNAL DAMNATION. " OR I F YOU PLEASE AS MORE PROPERLY RENDERED BY T H E TRANSLATION IN T H E 

AMERICAN STANDARD, " I S GUILTY OF AM ETERNAL S»N." T H E CLEAR IMPLICATION I S THAT T H I S S I N 

SHALL NOT BE FORGIVEN EITHER IN T I M E OR IN ETERNITY, WHY, THEM, DOES HE SAY " N E I T H E R IN T H I S 

WORLD. OR IN THE WORLD TO COME. " SURELY WE ALL KNOW THAT THERE W I L L BE MO FORGIVENESS OF 

SIN IN THE WORLD THAT IS TO C O M E . I BELIEVE THE REASON TO BE THAT H E HAS S IMPLY ADDED T H I S 

SECOND EXPRESSION I N ORDER TO REINFORCE THE FIRST AND TO EMPHASIZE T H E FACT THAT T H I S S I N 

REALLY I S A M UNPARDONABLE S I N . T H E R E I S , INCIDENTALLY. HERE NO IMPLICATION OF PURGATORIAL 

CLEANSING. SOME HAVE READ T H I S AND SAID , " Y E S , I T SHALL NOT BE FORGIVEN I N T H I S WORLD OR 

IN THE WORLD TO COME. NOW I F THERE IS A S IN WHICH SHALL NOT BE FORGIVEN IN T H E WORLD TO 

COME. THERE MUST BE SOME SINS WHICH ARK GOING TO BE FORGIVEN IN T H E WORLD TO COME. " BUT 

TH IS I S READING SOMETHING INTO T H E LANGUAGE OF JESUS WHICH IS NOT TO BE FOUND. H E I S S I M ­

PLY EMPHASIZING T H E FACT THAT HERE I S A S I N , A PARTICULAR SIN;- A SPECIF IC S I N , WHICH SHALL 

NOT BE FORGIVEN. 
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T H E SECOND POSSIBILITY A S TO WHAT IS MEANT BY BLASPHEMY AGAINST THE HOLY S P I R I T IS 

THAT IT REFERS TO CONTINUED RESISTENCE, THAT IT REFERS SIMPLY TO OBSTINANT OPPOSITION, 

TO THE GRACE OF THE GOSPEL, IMPENITENTLY AND UNBELIEVINGLY PERSISTED IN UNTIL THE END, 

IN OTHER WORDS. HERE IS A MAN WHO DOESN'T REPENT OF HIS S I N S , HERE IS A MAN WHO GOES TO 

THE GRAVE A S AN UNBELIEVER AND SINCE HE HAS DIED IN THAT CONDITION. SINCE HE HAS PERSISTED 

IN IT UNTIL THE END, THEN HE HAS COMMITTED THE UNPARDONABLE S I N . GENERALLY I JOHN 5 : I 6 

I S READ IN T H E C O N N E C T I O N . î íOHN 5 ; 1 6 R E A D S ON T H I S W I S E , " I F A N Y MAN S E E H I S BROTHER S I N A 

SIN WHICH IS NOT UNTO DEATH. HE SHALL A S K , AMD HE SHALL GIVE HIM LIFE FOR THEM THAT SIN NOT 

UNTO DEATH. THERE IS A SIN UNTO DEATHS • DO NOT SAY THAT HE SHALL PRAY FOR I T , N A N D THEN 

ONE STANDS BACK HAVING READ THAT AND S A Y S . "HERE IT I S . DEMONSTRATED." THERE I S A SIN UNTO 

DEATH. THERE IS A SIN NOT UNTO DEATH. AND TKAT SAYS. ACCORDING TO THEM, THAT WHEN A MAN S I N S 

UNTO HIS DEATH. HIS PHYSICAL DEATH, THAT HE HAS COMMITTED THE UNPARDONABLE S I N . BUT THIS I S 

A MISAPPLICATION. IT IS A MISUNDERSTANDING OF I JOHN 51 IG, HOW ARE WE GOING TO UNDERSTAND 

DEATH HERE ANYWAY? IT CAN HAVE TWO POSSIBLE MEANINGS. T H E TERM DEATH USED IN THE SCRIPTURE 

DOES NOT APPLY EXCLUSIVELY TO PHYSICAL DEATH, IT IS ALSO USED TO APPLY TO SPIRITUAL DEATH, 

AMD SINCE '"DEATH" IN THIS CONTEXT STANDS IN OPPOSITION TO " L I F E , " THE DEATH SPOKEN OF I S NOT 

SINNING TO A PHYSICAL DEATH, IMPENITENT UNTIL A MAN PHYSICALLY D I E S , BUT IT IS SPEAKING HERE 

OF SPIRITUAL DEATH, T H U S , THE VERSE HAS NO APPLICATION A T ALL IN THE S E N S E IN WHICH THESE 

WOULD USE I T . N O W , IT I S NOT OUR PURPOSE HERE TO SHOW JUST EXACTLY WHAT THIS VERSE DOES 

MEAN. THOUGH THIS WOULD BE INTERESTING, BUT SIMPLY TO SHOW THAT IT DOESN'T MEAN THAT A MAN 

CAN SIN UNTIL HE PHYSICALLY DIES AND HE HAS COMMITTED THE UNPARDONABLE S I N . T H I S VERSE DOES 

NOT MEET THE NEEDS OF THE UNPARDONABLE S I N . GOD COULDN'T GIVE THE P H A R I S E E S L I F E IN ANSWER 

TO PRAYER. T H E Y COULDN'T SIN UNTO DEATH A S THEY WERE ALREADY DEAD. T H E UNPARDONABLE SIN 

DOES NOT BHING DEATH BUT IT WALLS ONE INTO DEATH WHERE HE CAN'T GET OUT, IT IS AN UNPARDON­

ABLE S I N . T H E UNPARDONABLE SIN IS A SIN WHICH CANNOT, AND MAY 9 UNDERSCORE T H A T , THE UNPAR­

DONABLE SIN I S A SIN WHICH CANNOT BE REPENTED O F . T H I S SAYS THAT THE IMPOSSIBILITY DF FOR­

GIVING IT L I E S WITH MAN AND MOT WITH G O D . TURN TO HEBREWS 6 : 4 - 6 . THERE YOU READ OF SOME 

BRETHREN WHO HAD TASTED OF THE WORD, WHO HAD PARTAKEN OF THE HOLY S P I R I T . AND FELL AWAY. 

T H E WRITER S A Y S . "FOR IT IS IMPOSSIBLE FOR THOSE WHO WERE ONCE ENLIGHTENED, AND HAVE TASTED 

OF THE HEAVENLY G I F T , AND WERE MADE PARTAKERS OF THE HOLY G H O S T , A N D HAVE TASTED THE GOOD 

WORD OF GOD, AND THE POWERS OF THE WORLD TO COME, IF THEY SHALL FALL AWAY, TO RENEW THEM 

AGAIN.UNTO REPENTANCE; SEEING THEY CRUCIFY TO THEMSELVES THE S O N OF GOD A F R E S H , AND PUT 

HIM TO AN OPEN SHAME. N H E CONTINUES TO SAY THAT, IN THIS SITUATION. THERE REMAINS NO S A C R I ­

FICE FOR S I N , BUT A FEARFUL LOOKING FORWARD UNTO JUDGMENT. NOW THIS A L S O I THINK, EXPLA1 NS 

WHY OTHERS CAN BE FORGIVEN. A N D THAT I S BECAUSE THEY OO NOT RENDER REPENTANCE IMPOSSIBLE, 

IT IS THE WORK.DF THE S P I R I T , OR PERHAPS I SHOULD SAY, IT IS ä WORK OF THE S P I R I T , JOHN 1 6 : 8 , 

TO CONVICT MEN OF S I N , AND WHEN A MAN REJECTS THE S P I R I T , WHEN A MAN BLASPHEMES AGAINST 

THE S P I R I T OF G O D , HE HAS FOREVER SHUT HIMSELF OFF FROM ANY EFFECTIVE WORK OF THE S P I R I T IN 

HIS LIFE AND THEREFORE HE I S NOT GOING TO BE CONVICTED OF SIM, AND NOT BEING CONVICTED OF S I N , 

HE IS NOT GOING TO REPENT. WHY IS IT IMPOSSIBLE TO RENEW THEM UNTO REPENTANCE? SEEING 

THAT THEY CRUCIFY TO THEMSELVES THE S O N OF GOD AFRESH AND PUT HLM TO AN OPEN S H A M E . 

NOW NOTICE THE SIMILARITY BETWEEN THIS LANGUAGE AND THE ATTITUDE OF THE P H A R I S E E S . 

T H E PHARISEES YJERE NOT GOING TO LISTEN TO ANY TESTIMONY. T H E PHARISEES WERE NOT GOING 

TO ACCEPT ANY FACTS WHICH WOULD TEND TO DISCREDIT THEIR PURPOSE OF CRUCIFYING THE S O N OF 

GOD, AND IN HEBREWS 4 : 4 - 6 IT S A Y S , HERE ARE SOME PEOPLE WHO ARE DOING THE SAME THING ALL 

OVER AGAIN. A S THE P H A R I S E E S CRUCIFIED H§M BEFORE, SO THESE INDIVIDUALS ARE CRUCIFYING 

THE S O N OF GOD A F R E S H . T H I S IDEA THAT THIS UNPAHDONABLE SIN I S SIMPLY CONTINUED RESISTANCE 

A N D O B S T I N A N ! O P P O S I T I O N T O T H E G R A C E O F T H E G O S P E L I S T O O W I D E I N E X T E N T , T O O G E N E R A L I N 
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CHARACTER, WHEREAS THE BLASPHEMY AGAINST THE HOLY S P I R I T , ACCORDING TO THE LANGUAGE OF OUR 

TEXT, I S SOMETHING NOT GENERAL, BUT SOMETHING VERY SPECIFIC AND S P E C I A L . IF THE SIN IN QUESTION 

CONSISTED SIMPLY IN FINAL B E L I E F , THEN THE UNPARDONABLE SIN WOULD BE L I T T L E , IF ANYTHING, D I F ­

FERENT FROM SIN IN GENERAL, BECAUSE SIN IN GENERAL OBSTINANTLY CONTINUED IN IS GOING TO CAUSE A 

MAN TO BE ETERNALLY DAMNED, IF THE UNPARDONABLE SIN I S SIMPLY ANY SIN IMPENITENTLY PERSISTED 

IN, THEN WHY IN THE WORLD DIDN'T J E S U S JUST COME OUT AND SAY THAT? IT WOULD HAVE BEEN A S EASY 

TO SAY A S WHAT HE DID S A Y . WHY SINGLE OUT THIS ONE PARTICULAR SIN OUT OF ALL OF THOSE THAT COULC 

HAVE BEEN CHOSEN? J E S U S HAD MULTITUDES OF SINS TO PICK OUT OF THE P H A R I S E E S ' LIVES AND SAY, 

"BRETHREN, IF YOU DON'T REPENT OF THIS YOU ARE GOING TO BE LOST ETERNALLY." IF IT IS NO D I F ­

FERENT FROM ANV SIN PERSISTED IN, WHY WOULD J E S U S PICK OUT THIS ONE? WHY NOT JUST TELL THEM 

THAT THEY HAD BETTER REPENT OF S I N S , THIS SIN OF BLASPHEMY AGAINST THE SON OF MAN OR B L A S ­

PHEMY AGAINST THE SPIRIT EITHER ONE, OR ELSE THEY COULD NOT BE FORGIVEN. A N D I HAVE SAID THAT 

TO SAY T H I S , THAT THERE IS A DIFFERENCE (YOU CAN SEE IT IN THESE TWO WORDS) IN SIN UNPARDONED 

AND SIN UNPARDONABLE. I BELIEVE YOU CAN SEE THE DIFFERENCE. THERE I S A DIFFERENCE BETWEEN 

SIN WHICH IS UNPARDONED AND SIN WHICH IS UNPARDONABLE S l N WHICH I S SIMPLY UNPARDONED, MAY 

BE PARDONED. BUT SIN WHICH IS UNPARDONABLE CAN NEVER BE PARDONED. ¡ T IS AN ETERNAL S I N . A S 

THE LANGUAGE OF OUR TEXT DESCRIBES I T . 

NOW THE THIRD POSSIBILITY. T H E FIRST POSSIBILITY STATED THAT THE P H A R I S E E S COULD NOT 

COMMIT IT BECAUSE THE S P I R I T HAS NOT YET BEEN GIVEN. WE SAY THAT THE S P I R I T WAS PRESENT IN 

THE WORLD AND THAT THE P H A R I S E E S COULD SPEAK AGAINST THE S P I R I T OF G O D . T H E SECOND P O S S I ­

BILITY IS THAT THE UNPARDONABLE SIN I S CONTINUED RESISTENCE AND OBSTINANT OPPOSITION TO THE 

GRACE OF THE GOSPEL, NEITHER OF THESE FITS THE SITUATION. T H E THIRD POSSIBILITY I S ASCRIBING 

TO THE POWER OF SATAN THE MIRACLES WHICH THE SAVIOR PERFORMED BY THE HOLY S P I R I T , THUS R E ­

JECTING THE EVIDENCE OF THE S P I R I T TO THE DIETY OF C H R I S T . NOW LET ME GO OVER THAT AGAIN, 

IT IS SO S I M P L E . ISN'T IT? J U S T EXACTLY WHAT THE TEXT S A Y S . BLASPHEMY AGAINST THE HOLY 

S P I R I T IS ASCRIBING TO THE POWER OF SATAN THE MIRACLES WHICH THE SAVIOR PERFORMED BY THE 

HOLY S P I R I T AND REJECTING THE EVIDENCE OF THE S P I R I T TO THE DIETY OF C H R I S T . WE SAY THAT 

J E S U S TALKED ABOUT SOMETHING THAT THEY DID, AND THAT (AS STATED ABOVE) IS JUST EXACTLY WHAT 

THEY DID. IT F I T S EVERY DESCRIPTION THAT IS GIVEN IN THE TEXTS OF WHAT WENT ON A T THAT T I M E , 

FOR INSTANCE. IT IS A SIN OF SPEECH. BLASPHEMY AGAINST THE HOLY S P I R I T IS A SIN OF SPEECH, 

MARK 3 : 3 0 . "BECAUSE THEY s&ifl. H E HATH AN UNCLEAN S P I R I T . " S O HERE I S A SIN OF SPEECH. 

CERTAINLY IT SPRUNG FROM THE ATTITUDE, BUT IT IS EXPRESSED BY THE L I P S . S O M E WOULD OBJECT 

TO THIS BEING AN UNPARDONABLE S I N , SAYING THAT THE SCRIPTURE DOESN'T REALLY SAY THAT THEY 

WERE GUILTY OF UNPARDONABLE S I N . BUT THAT THEY WERE "IN DANGER OF ETERNAL JUDGMENT, N PUT 

THIS I S THE TIME WE NEED TO CORRECT A MISTRANSLATION IN THE KING J A M E S , T H E AMERICAN S T A N ­

DARD RENDERS IT MORE ACCURATELY, " H E IS GUILTY OF ETERNAT- SJIJ. " IT DOESN'T SAY THEY AHE IM 

DANGER OF I T , IT DOESN'T SAY THEY ARE ABOUT TO CGWFWJT I T , IT SAYS RATHER THAT THEY COMMITTED 

IT , THAT THEY ARE GUILTY, THAT MEANS THAT IT HAS BEEN DOME, THE GUILT IS THERE, THEY ARE 

GUILTY OF ETERNAL S I N , T H E VERY REASON THAT J E S U S GAVE THE WARNING WAS BECAUSE THEY SAID 

H E H A D A N U N C L E A N S P I R I T , S I M P L Y L O O K I N G A T J E S U S , S E E I N G H I S P O W E R , R E C O G N I Z I N G T H A T I T 

TOOK A POWER GREATER THAN THE POWER OF MAN TO DO WHAT J E S U S DID, AMD NOT BEING WILLING TO 

SAY, "IT IS BY THE POWER OF G O D . L E T US FOLLOW THIS MAM."1 T H E Y SAID INSTEAD. "IT IS BY THE 

POWER OF THE DEVIL. L E T U S CRUCIFY H L M , " THAT IS JUST EXACTLY WHAT THEY DID AND THEREFORE 

THIS MUST BE THE BLASPHEMY AGAINST THE HOLY S P I R I T , 

Bur NOW THAT GIVES U S ANOTHER QUESTION AND THAT I S , "CAM THIS SIN BE COMMITTED TODAY?" 

CAN ANY MAN TODAY COMMIT THE UNPARDONABLE SIN? S O M E SAY HE CANNOT COMMIT IT BECAUSE IN 

THE DAYS OF J E S U S THERE WAS A SPECIAL MANIFESTATION OF THE S P I R I T IN A MIRACULOUS MEASURE. 

S I N C E THAT MANIFESTATION OF THE S P I R I T IS NOT PRESENT TODAY, NO MAN CAN ATTRIBUTE T O A N 

EVIL SPIRIT THE MIRACULOUS WORK OF THE S P I R I T . I DO NOT KNOW WHETHER OR NOT THAT IS S O . IT 


