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Romans 1

20. For since the creation of the world His invisible attributes, His eternal power and divine nature, have been clearly seen, being understood through what has been made, so that they are without excuse.
*inclusion of Schreiner is minimal

“creation”  “There is no doubt … that creation is the work of a Creator (Mounce 78).”

“invisible attributes”  “Since ‘God is spirit (Jn 4:24),’ all His qualities are invisible to physical eyes and can be understood by the human mind only as they are reflected in ‘what has been made,’ that is, in God’s creative work (Witmer 442).”

“invisible”  “The idea that matter has always existed is an impossible premise for the logical mind.  The view that behind the visible world there must exist an invisible Being is far more reasonable (Mounce 78-9).”

“divine nature”  “The word ‘theiotes’ translated ‘divine nature,’ occurs only here in the NT and embraces the properties which make God God (Witmer 442).”  “Creation bears God’s fingerprints, and through it humanity has experienced something of God’s wisdom, power and generosity (Edwards 51).”  “If God’s divinity is shown in creation, His full deity or divine essence (theotes) is embodied in Christ (Col 2:9; Bruce 80).”


“Nothing is said here about God’s mercy and love.  The natural order with its hurricanes, earthquakes, and floods does not clearly communicate God’s love (Schreiner 86).”

“eternal”  “The adjective aidios might be rendered ‘everlasting,’ to distinguish it from the commoner aionios, ‘eternal (Ro 2:7)’ (Bruce 80).”

“power”  “Things visible call for a power that is invisible (Mounce 78).”

“have been clearly seen, being understood”  “The NEB says they are  ‘visible … to the eye of reason’ (Mounce 78).”  “Theologians call this natural revelation (Mounce 77-8).”  “Both the verb ‘clearly seen’ and the participle ‘being understood’ are in the present tense, which emphasizes the continuous nature of the action (Witmer 442).”  “Both the verbs … describe how, on contemplating God’s works, man can grasp enough His nature to prevent him from the error of identifying any of the created things with the Creator, enabling him to keep his conception of the Deity free from idolatry (Bruce 80).”

“have been clearly seen”  “To understand that Paul does not refer to a long process of reasoning by which people come to a knowledge of God’s existence and power is critical.  God has stitched into the fabric of the human mind His existence and power, so that they are instinctively recognized when one views the created world (Schreiner 86).”  “Vv. 19-21 are critical for the argument because they assert that the problem of human guilt is not God’s hiddenness and therefore humanity’s ignorance, but rather God’s self-disclosure and humanity’s rejection of it (Edwards 50).”  “What can be known of God is perfectly clear.  God Himself made it plain (Mounce 78).”

“being understood”  “Understanding God requires a moral decision, not additional information (Mounce 79).”  “The conception of humanity groping to a higher understanding of God seems foreign to Paul.  Knowledge of God begins with God (Edwards 52).”

“through what has been made”  “In the Sermon on the Mount, Jesus spoke of sun and rain benefiting both the righteous and the unrighteous (Mt 5:45; Ac 14:17; Mounce 79).”

“they are without excuse”  “The Greek word translated ‘without excuse (anapologetous) suggests that from a legal standpoint people had been stripped of any defense (Mounce 78).”  “To demand some sort of absolute proof of God’s existence is simply an indication of the recalcitrant nature of fallen humanity (Mounce 78).”  “God has revealed himself in nature in such a way as to hold all people responsible (Mounce 78).”  “The things that are made reveal to all men the power and divine nature of the true God, so that the rejection of this truth makes a man without excuse before God (Ryrie 1702).”  “No one – not even one who has not heard of the Bible or Christ – has an excuse for not honoring God, because the whole created world reveals Him (Barker 1635).”  “Seeing the beauty and complexity of creation carries with it the responsibility of acknowledging the Creator both as powerful and as living above the natural order.  Disbelief requires an act of rebellion against common sense.  It displays fallen humanity’s fatal bias against God.  Although the created order cannot force a person to believe, it does leave the recipient responsible for not believing (Mounce 78).”

“The age-old question about the salvation of the heathen is clearly answered in this verse (Mounce 78).”  “The witness to God in nature is so clear and so constant that ignoring it is indefensible.  Their condemnation is based not on their rejecting Christ of whom they have not heard, but on their sinning against the light they have (Witmer 442).”  “To rebel against God’s self-revelation in nature is to incur the results of that rebellion (Mounce 78).”

21. For even though they knew God, they did not honor Him as God or give thanks, but they became futile in their speculations, and their foolish heart was darkened.
“knew God”  “The knowledge of God described is hardly a saving knowledge (Schreiner 85).”  “to post that anyone could experience the saving righteousness of God through natural revelation would run roughshod over the intention of this text (Schreiner 85).”

“In the Greek NT, gnoston normally means ‘known’ as opposed to ‘knowable;’ its root, in fact, means not knowledge about something, but knowledge of it by experience (Edwards 51).”  “Paul says that God can be known.  Several commentators translate the Greek word gnoston as ‘knowable,’ thus suggesting that even if humanity did not know God, it could have known God  ‘Knowable,’ of course, also lessons humanity’s guilt.  Paul, however, indicates that humanity did know at least something of God (Edwards 51).”  They knew of God “from seeing His revelation in creation (vv.19-20; Barker 1636).”

“The idea here echoes Paul’s Areopagus speech (Ac 17:27-28) that God is not far from His creatures (Edwards 51).”  Knowledge of God probably includes knowing Him as Creator since the power and divinity of God are known through the world He has made.  Nonetheless, the limitations of one’s knowledge of God through natural revelation should be acknowledged (Schreiner 86).”  “Ultimately Paul is less interested in how the world knows God than that it has experienced God and is hence without excuse (Edwards 51).”  “Paul is therefore saying that all persons have experienced God … and could have experienced more (Edwards 51).”

“If guilt were due to ignorance it would be an intellectual problem, but in reality it is a problem of the will, which is sin.  The fundamental problem of humanity was not, as the Greeks thought, a problem of reason, but a problem of the will (Edwards 51).”  “Ignorance is the result of a choice.  People who do not ‘know’ God are those who have made that choice (Mounce 79).”

“The fact that these people were idolaters (v.23) and knew God only through the creation order indicates that they were Gentiles (Barker 1636).”

“they did not honor Him as God or give thanks”  “They turned from the very purpose for which God made them: to glorify Him for His Person and thank Him for His works (Witmer 443).”

“they did not honor Him”  “People’s suppression of the truth is seen in their rejecting the clear evidence of God as the sovereign Creator and their perversion of that knowledge into idolatry (Witmer 442-3).”  “Man’s refusal to acknowledge and glorify God leads to a downward path: first, worthless thinking; next, moral insensitivity; and then, religious stupidity – seen in idol-worship (Witmer 443).”

“give thanks”  “God gives to all the basic requirements for life irrespective of their relationship to Him.  The proper response should be gratitude (Mounce 79).”  They didn’t thank God “for earthly blessings, such as sun, rain and crops (Mt 5:45; Ac 14:17; Barker 1636).”

“they became futile”  “Throughout 1:18-32 Paul employs a number of clever word plays, one of which occurs here.  The futility (mataioun) of giving up God led to foolishness (morainein) (Edwards 53).”  The Greek word is emataiothesan.  The NIV translation is “their thinking became futile”.  Literally this phrase means ‘became worthless, purposeless (Witmer 443).”  “Loss of touch with reality leads to confusion, from which terrible ironies arise (Edwards 52).”

“in their speculations”  “People choose to ignore God and come up with their own version of reality.  By rejecting the knowledge of the true God, religion is born (Mounce 79).”

“their foolish”  Literally, the Greek word asynetos, means “morally senseless (Witmer 443).”

“hearts were darkened”  “Paul said that ‘their misguided minds are plunged into darkness’.  To turn from the light of revelation is to head into darkness.  Sin inevitably results in a darkening of some aspect of human existence.  In a moral universe it is impossible to turn from the truth of God and not suffer the consequences (Mounce 79).”  “When truth is rejected, in time the ability to recognize and to receive truth is impaired (Jn 3:19-20; Witmer 443).”

22. Professing to be wise, they became fools,
“professing to be wise”  “In rejecting the knowledge of God available in creation, people claimed to be wiser than God (Mounce 79).”  “When the true Source of wisdom is rejected (Ps 111:10), people’s claim to be wise is an idle boast (Witmer 443).”  “Wisdom is one of the few self-evident virtues, and yet its pathway is littered with irony and tragedy: irony because those who consider themselves wise deny their wisdom by their behavior; tragedy because they do not even recognize their failure.  Eve took the fruit which would make her wise and seeing, but she saw only her nakedness (Gn 3:6-8; Edwards 52-3).”

“they became fools”  The Greek word, emoranthesan, literally means “’became stupid,’ a reality demonstrated by the worship as gods of idols in the forms of people and animals (Witmer 443).”  Edwards sees this word as literally: “wise fools” (53).”  “One cannot turn from knowledge with impunity.  The rejection of truth makes the rebel as a fool (Mounce 79).”  “As in the wisdom literature of the OT, folly (cf. ‘their senseless minds’ in v.21) implies moral obtuseness rather than mere deficiency in intelligence (Bruce 80).”  “To turn from God is to head straight for theological and moral bankruptcy (Mounce 81).”

23. And exchanged the glory of the incorruptible God for an image in the form of corruptible man and of birds and four-footed animals and crawling creatures.
“exchanged”  “People participated in an unfortunate exchange.  Their ‘wisdom’ led them to barter the majesty of the immortal God for ‘images made to look like mortal man’.  In fact, they even exchanged the glory of God for images of birds, beasts, and creatures that crawl along the ground (Mounce 79-80).”  “Humanity substitutes a false god for the true God (Edwards 52).”

“glory”  “God’s glory, especially in the OT, is His ‘weight,’ His solidness or substantiality (Edwards 53).”  Glory is “God’s unique majesty (Is 48:11), which fallen mankind has lost sight of and for which they have substituted deities of their own devising, patterned after various creatures (Barker 1636).”

“incorruptible”  “Although God is ‘immortal (aphtharton)’, humans are only ‘mortal (phtharton)’.  To exchange the one who exists outside of creation, not subject to its inevitable demise, for that which at the very moment is caught in the process of decay indicates the abysmal ignorance of fallen humans (Mounce 80).”

“image”  “In substituting images for glory, humnaity opts for shadow over substance, likeness over reality (Edwards 53).”  “The terms ‘glory,’ ‘image’ and ‘resembling (Gn 1:26) suggest that Paul’s account of man’s wickedness had been deliberately stated in terms of the Biblical narrative of Adam’s fall’ (Bruce 80).”  “In Dt 4;16-18, God prohibited the Israelites from making images shaped like a man, any animal on earth, or any creature that moved along the ground (Mounce 80).”  “The ultimate irony in humanity’s refusal to glorify the true God is the insanity or stupidity of idolatry described in Isa 44:9-20 (Witmer 443).”  “Idolatry is devotion to the made rather than the Maker (Edwards 53).”

“man and of birds and four-footed animals and crawling creatures”  “This decline from idols shaped like humans, to images of beasts, and even to creeping things shows that a debased mind gravitates to the lowest possible level (Mounce 80).”

********

24. Therefore God gave them over in the lusts of their hearts to impurity, so that their bodies would be dishonored among them.
*********

25. For they exchanged the truth of God for a lie, and worshiped and served the creature rather than the Creator, who is blessed forever.  Amen.
“exchanged”  “In v.23 pagans are said to have bartered away the glory of God.  Now v.25 says they have bartered away the truth of God (Mounce 81).”  “And what did they get in exchange?  Hardly a bargain!  In exchange for the glory of God they acquired idols.  They traded the truth of God for ‘a lie’ (Mounce 81).”

“truth of God”  “The truth Paul spoke of is God’s self-revelation through creation (Mounce 81).”  “The ‘truth of God’ is not only the truth concerning God but also God’s truth concerning all things, including mankind.  This truth is that people are creatures of God and can find fulfillment only in worshiping and obediently serving God ‘the Creator’ (Witmer 443).”

“a lie”  Literally the phrase is “the lie (Witmer 443).”  This refers to “the basic lie which contradicts God’s truth (2Th 2:10-12; Bruce 81).”  “Idolatry paves the way for persons to destroy themselves and society.  It turns creation into chaos (Edwardes 54-5).”  “The lie … says that the creature – angelic (Isa 14:13-14; Jn 8:44) – can exist independent of God, self-sufficient, self-directing, and self-fulfilling (Witmer 443).”

“worshiped”  “Mankind made himself his god in place of the true God (Witmer 443).”  “Self-deification lies at the heart of human rebellion (Mounce 79).”  “The rebel worships himself in the form of idolatrous images.  Either the Lord is God or people assume that role (Mounce 82).”  

“creature”  “Luther rightly spoke of the problem of imaginary gods.  ‘How many there are even today who worship Him not as if He were God, but as if He were as they themselves imagine Him for themselves (Edwards 52)!’”

“who is blessed forever”  “Giving spiritual reverence as well as physical obedience to something other than God, evidently so horrified Paul that, according to the custom of Jewish rabbis, he sanctified God’s name with a doxology (Edwards 55).”  “It is the Creator, not that which He creates, who is ‘forever praised’ (Mounce 82).”  “Because God the Creator ‘is forever praised (NIV)’ (in contrast with creatures who are undeserving of worship), Paul added ‘Amen’ (Witmer 443).”

“Amen”  “Can mean either ‘Yes indeed, it is so’ or ‘So be it’ (Barker 1636).”  “As an affirmation, not a wish, it places approval on what has just been said (Witmer 443).”

***************

“Romans 1:26-27 remains the clearest teaching in the NT on homosexuality (Mounce 82).”  “Romans 1:26-27 might seem the work of some almost hysterical moralist who was exaggerating the contemporary situation and painting it in colors of rhetorical hyperbole.  It describes a situation of degeneracy of morals almost without parallel in human history.  But Paul said nothing that the Greek and Roman writers of the age did not themselves say (Barclay 30).”  “Juvenal, the satirist, wrote: ‘The earth no longer brings forth any but bad men and cowards.  Hence God, whoever he is, looks down, laughs at them and hates them’ (Barclay 31).”  “Seneca said, it was an age ‘stricken with the agitation of a soul no longer master of itself’ (Barclay 31).”  Juvenal wrote; “No guilt or deed of lust is wanting since Roman poverty disappeared (Barclay 31).”  “Juvenal could not believe that it was possible to have the rare good fortune to find a matron with unsullied chastity (Barclay 32).”  “Vice did not stop with the crude and natural vices.  Society from top to bottom was riddled with unnatural vice.  14 out of the first 15 Roman Emperors were homosexuals (Barclay 32).”  “The description which follows is a characteristic expression of Jewish antipathy toward the practice of homosexuality so prevalent in the Greco-Roman world (Dunn 74).”  “The effect of Paul’s argument at this point in the context of his whole letter should not be ignored.  For it is designed not merely to placard pagan perversion, but to draw his listeners in their reaction against that perversion within the circle of the moral standards which had always marked Israel off from the surrounding nations.  That Paul simply takes it for granted that the Jewish abhorrence of Gentile sexual license is still the appropriate ethical response of the Gentile believer in Christ means that he recognizes at least one distinctive element of Israel’s covenant righteousness which remains unchanged with the wider freedom of the new covenant (Dunn 74).”

26. For this reason God gave them over to degrading passions; for their women exchanged the natural function for that which is unnatural.
“God gave them over”  “The effect of the repeated ‘handed over’ is not to imply any increasing depth of depravity, implying a downward spiral of degradation, since what is described in vv.26-27 is no different from and no worse than the state depicted in v.24.  But the repetition of the same phrase increases the solemnity and seriousness of the charge being made, the awfulness of the state to which man has come by virtue of turning his back on God, literally, the God-forsaken character of his plight (Dunn 74).”  “Paul was attacking the frank idolatry of most of the Gentile word, in which animals were considered gods (v.23), sexual perversion was prevalent (vv.26-27), and sin in general was rampant (vv.29-32).”  “Paul uses this phrase three times [in] vv. 24,26,28: (1) He gave them up to using sexual relations in a wrong fashion, i.e., fornication and adultery; (2) He gave them up to using sexual relations in a perverse way, i.e., homosexual conduct; and (3) He gave them up to a debased mind, so that they called evil good and defended those who did the things described in vv. 24-32 (Lindsell 1655).”  “The sequence Paul follows – idolatry, then immorality – raises a question as to the possibility that a connection between the two is being suggested (Harrison 25).”

“God allowed sin to run its course as an act of judgment (Barker 1636).”  “God’s anger against sin leads him to withdraw from the sinner who willfully continues in wickedness.  The penalty for sin is sin itself with all its inevitable consequences (Mounce 82).”  “An impressive modern statement of this principle of divine retribution is provided by C.S. Lewis in The Problem of Pain: ‘the lost, he says, ‘enjoy forever the horrible freedom they have demanded, and are therefore self-enslaved’ (Bruce 80).”

“degrading passions”  The NIV translation is “shameful lusts”.  Literally the phrase means “passions of disgrace (Witmer 443).”  This ‘phrase plainly [connotes] activities that are contrary to God’s will (Moo 115).”  “’Dishonorable passions’ here corresponds to the ‘uncleanness’ of v.24.  Paul’s use of the word ‘passions,’ combined with what he says in vv. 26b-27, makes clear that he refers to illicit sexual passions (Moo 113).”  “Paul described [their] practice as ‘shameful,’ ‘unnatural,’ ‘indecent’ and as a ‘perversion’ (Mounce 82).”  “Barrett comments that ‘no feature of pagan society filled the Jew with greater loathing than the toleration, or rather admiration, of homosexual practices’ (Mounce 82).”  “Achtemeier writes that the kind of life Paul described in vv.26-27 ‘cannot be understood as an alternative life-style, somehow acceptable to God’ but rather as ‘a sign of one of the forms God’s wrath take when he allows us free reign to continue in our abuse of creation and in our abuse of one another as creatures’ (Mounce 83).”  “These verses cannot be construed to argue that Paul regarded homosexuality as an alternative lifestyle acceptable to God.  It is common today to hear that Paul’s pronouncements on this subject were historically and culturally conditioned and are therefore no longer morally valid.  We have observed, however, that Paul condemns homosexuality not primarily on moral but on theological grounds.  Moreover, although Paul stood within Judaism, which strictly condemned homosexuality, he was writing to a primarily Gentile audience which held a vastly different attitude towards it.  Studies of primitive and ancient societies reveal that fully two-thirds of them affirmed homosexuality as an acceptable lifestyle.  The Greco-Roman world belonged to this number, sometimes viewing homosexuality and pederasty as a higher form of sexuality (see Plato’s ‘Symposium’).  In his teaching on homosexuality Paul was swimming against the moral current of his audience.  This undercuts the claim that his teaching on this subject simply reflected the beliefs of his time (Edwards 55-56).”

“women”  “The words translated ‘women’ and ‘men’ in these verses are the sexual words ‘females’ and ‘males’ (Witmer 443).”  “These words emphasize the sexual distinctiveness of male and female, suggesting that sexual relations with the same sex violate the distinctions that God intended in the creation of man and woman (Schreiner 95).”  “The irony is that this sort of bestiality finds no counterpart in the animal kingdom.  Perversion is the unique contrivance of the human species (Harrison 25).”

“exchanged the natural function for that which is unnatural”  “Sanday and Headlam make a helpful suggestion.  ‘The lawless fancies of men invented their own divinities.  Such gods as these left them free to follow their own unbridled passions’.  Men went so far as to project their own license onto their gods, as a perusal of the Homeric poems readily reveals (Harrison 25).”  “Homosexuality illustrates the theological error [Paul] has been expounding since v.18, namely, the exchanging of something authentic for something counterfeit.  Paul cites homosexuality (‘homo’ comes from the Greek word meaning ‘same,’ not the Latin ‘homo, ‘man’) not because it is a worse sin but because it exemplifies better than other sins the very nature of sin, which the perversion of an original good and hence idolatry.  His choice of terminology, ‘natural … unnatural relations,’ is instructive.  Homosexuality is a forsaking of a natural relationships instituted according to the purpose of the Creator, i.e., heterosexuality, for an unnatural relationship which reverses the Creator’s purpose.  Homosexuality changes something originally oriented to the opposite sex as a complement and inverts it to itself, thus perverting the created order.  Thus the dishonoring of God results in the disordering of human life (Edwards 55).”

“This involved, as the text states, both sexes engaging in homosexual instead of heterosexual relationships (Witmer 443).”  “That homosexual relations are contrary to nature, in the sense that they violate what God intended, is communicated in saying that women abandoned ‘the natural use for that which is contrary to nature’ and in saying that men ‘have left the natural use of women (v.27)’ (Schreiner 94).”  “’Even their women’ are caught up in the unnatural practice of lesbianism (Mounce 83).”  “God did not intend women to ‘have sex’ with other women.  It is the shameful result of willful moral disobedience.  Stuhlmacher calls lesbian love ‘a sinful reversal of Gn 1:27f’ (Mounce 83).”

“exchanged”  “Paul’s use of ‘exchanged’ is suggestive.  The first exchange, that of the truth for the lie, is followed by another – the upsetting of the normal course of nature in sexual relations (Harrison 25).”  “This need not demand the conclusion that every homosexual follows the practice in deliberate rebellion against God’s prescribed order (Harrison 25).”  It “seems to imply that the action described is of a piece with and direct result of the basic corruption of the glory and truth of God in idolatry, a similar turning from the role of creature to what is simply a perversion of the creature’s share in creating (Dunn 74).”

“natural function”  “The word phoosis refers in this context to what God intended in creating men and women (Schreiner 94).”  “Paul’s use of the word ‘nature’ in this verse probably owes much to Jewish authors, particularly Philo, who included sexual morality as part of ‘natural law’ and therefore as a divine mandate applicable to all people.  Violations of this law, as in the case of Sodom, are therefore considered transgression of God’s will.  IN keeping with the biblical and Jewish worldview, the heterosexual desires observed normally in nature are traced to God’s creative intent.  Sexual sins that are ‘against nature’ are also, the, against God, and it is this close association that makes it probable that Paul’s appeal to ‘nature’ in this verse includes appeal to God’s created order (Moo 115).”  The “natural function” refers to women having sex with men in marriage (Witmer 443).”

“unnatural”  The words “(para phoosin) is rooted in Stoic and Hellenistic Jewish traditions that saw homosexual relations as violations of the created order (Schreiner 95).”  “Paul associates homosexuality with the perversion of true knowledge of God already depicted in vv.23,25 (Moo 115).”  “Homosexuality is seen as a passion which is ‘worthy of no respect.  Homosexual practice is characterized with the emphasis of repetition as ‘unnatural,’ where Paul uses very Greek and particularly Stoic language to broaden the appeal of the more characteristically Jewish rejection of homosexualtiy, and where he in effect appeals to his own readers’ common sense to recognize that homosexual practice is a violation of the natural order – as determined by God (Dunn 74).”

27. and in the same way also the men abandoned the natural function of the woman and burned in their desire toward one another, men with men committing indecent acts and receiving in their persons the due penalty of their error.
“abandoned the natural function”  “V. 27 clarifies that what is unnatural is same-sex relations (Schreiner 94).”  This “point is borne out by v. 27, which specifies in three ways what constitutes the unnatural activity for men: (1) forsaking sexual relations with women; (2) in burning in desire for other men; and (3) in doing that which was shameful with other men.  V.27 gives no indication that only specific kinds of homosexual activity are prohibited.  Instead, homosexual relations in general are indicted (Schreiner 95).”  “There is no evidence that Paul understood the ‘nature’ of human beings in the individualized and psychological sense that is familiar to us in the 20th century (Schreiner 95-96).”  “Paul’s prohibition of all homosexual relations is also supported by the unanimous rejection of homosexuality in Jewish sources.  For instance, Josephus declares that the marriage of a man and woman is ‘according to nature’ and proceeds to say that the OT law demands the death penalty for intercourse between males (Schreiner 96).”


“The claim that only an abusive form of homosexuality is prohibited, such as pederasty, suffers from lack of evidence.  The wording of Ro 1:26-27 is not restricted to a specific kin of homosexuality but is a general proscription of the activity.  In fact, no mention is made of homosexual relations between men and boys but of ‘males and males’.  Moreover, the idea that pederasty is in view is contradicted by the reference to the homosexual acts of women in v. 26, for pederasty, by definition, involves men and boys, and evidence is lacking that women engaged in sexual activity with girls (Schreiner 96).”

“men with men committing indecent acts”  “The Greco-Roman society of Paul’s day tolerated homosexuality with considerable ease (Mounce 82).”  “Homosexuality among ‘males,’ like that among ‘females’ is characterized as a departure from nature (Moo 116).”  “Homosexual practice is sinful in God’s eyes (Barker 1636).”  “The OT specifically prohibits homosexuality.  Lv 18:22 says, ‘Do not lie with a man as one lies with a woman; that is detestable’.  The penalty for both participants was death (Lv 20:13).  In 1Co 6:9-10 Paul specifically said that ‘homosexual offenders’ will not ‘inherit the kingdom of God’ (Mounce 83).”

“men with men”  “Contemporary homosexuals insist that these verses mean that it is perverse for a heterosexual male or female to engage in homosexual relations but it is not perverse for a homosexual male or female to do so since homosexuality is such a person’s natural preference.  This is strained exegesis unsupported by the Bible.  The only natural sexual relationship the bible recognizes is a heterosexual one (Gn 21:24; Mt 19:4-6) within marriage (Witmer 444).”

“indecent acts”  “All homosexual relations constitute sexual perversion and are subject to God’s judgment (Witmer 444).”  Dunn translates this phrase “shameless deed (74).”  “Paul could not help but be thinking here of Lv 18 and 20, which include the homosexual act within the category of illicit sexual relationships, as one of the ‘abominations’ of the surrounding peoples which Israel should avoid on pain of being cut off from the covenant (Lv 18:22; 20:13; Dunn 74).”

“burned in their desire”  “’Inflamed with desire’: taken individually the two words do not necessarily have a negative connotation, but together the implication is of something immoderate and ultimately self-destructive (Dunn 74).”  The Greek word is orexei … used only here in the NT and differing from the more common word for lust in v.26 (Witmer 443).”  This phrase refers to “sexual lust (Witmer 443).”  “The sexual drive itself is wholesome and good.  It is God’s way of providing both pleasure and progeny.  When directed toward a person of the same sex, it abandons it God-given purpose and becomes a degrading passion (Mounce 83).”

“received”  “The original [involves] the idea of recompense, the punishment being in keeping with the offense (Harrison 25).”  “Sexual deviation contains in itself a recompense, a punishment for the abandonment of God and His ways (Harrison 25).”  Thus people had to be handed over to punishment precisely because they had scorned God’s glory.  Once again, the main theme of the text is driven home.  The foundational sin of refusing to thank and glorify God leads to other sins (Schreiner 97).”  “This could be a vivid way of saying that those who engage in such activities will suffer eternal punishment; they will receive ‘in their own person’ God’s penalty for violation of His will (Moo 116).”

“due penalty of their error”  “This is the meaning of Ro 1:18 (Wiersbe 519).”  “God revealed His wrath, not by sending fire from heaven, but by abandoning sinful men to their lustful ways (Wiersbe 519).”  “The final clause with heavy and repeated strokes completes the picture of a perversion which is turn in upon itself in a tightening spiral of self-destruction (Dunn 74).”  “Sex treated as an end in itself becomes a dead end in itself, and sexual perversion is its own inevitable penalty (Dunn 74).”  “What is true historically and theologically is in measure true, however, experientially (Harrison 25).”  “Theology and ethics are closely wedded in all of Paul’s letters.  Any attempt to drive a wedge between them is unsatisfactory.  The rejection of God theologically is concretely illustrated in evil that is promulgated by human beings (Schreiner 97).”  “Once again we see the necessary relationship between sin and its consequences (Mounce 83).”  The NEB translates this phrase as “the fitting wage of such perversion”.  Such lustful and ‘indecent acts’ have within them the seeds of punishment (Witmer 444).”  “To put it in terms of Newton’s third law of motion, every sin calls for an ‘equal an opposite’ response.  The ‘inevitable recompense’ for homosexuality is to receive back the regular consequence of that practice.  Since we live in a moral universe, moral failure must of necessity carry a penalty.  Homosexuality, as a perversion of God’s intended relationship between man and woman, carries its own destructive penalty (Mounce 83-4).”  “Gifford observes, ‘The sin against God’s nature entails as its penalty sin against man’s own nature’ (Harrison 25).”  “Throughout the passage man is represented as active – seeing, thinking, doing.  He is not represented as victimized, as taken captive against his will, as the dupe of evil influences from outside himself.  [Henry Maurier wrote] ‘Sin comes from the mind, which perverts the judgment.  The effect of retribution is to abandon the mind to that depravity (Harrison 26).”

“due penalty”  “This punishment, Paul says, was ‘necessary,’ by which he probably means that God could not allow His created order to be so violated without there being a just punishment (Moo 116-117).”  “The context suggests that the ‘penalty’ is not something in addition to homosexuality.  The penalty is rather being handed over to the sin of homosexuality itself (Schreiner 97).”

“error”  “In modern English ‘error’ is too weak a word to render plane in a context like this; cf. Jd 11, where ‘Balaam’s error (plane)’ is the idolatry and fornication of Baalpeor into which the Israelites were seduced by his counsel (Num 25:1-9; 31:16; Bruce 81).”  “The plane here is not an advertent mistake but the rejection of the true God for idols (Schreiner 97).”  “Paul regarded homosexuality as a mirror of sin.  It was for him a ‘wandering from the truth’ (the literal meaning of plane, translated ‘perversion’) of God’s intended purpose for human sexuality, a wandering which eventually would be assessed its ‘due penalty’ (Edwards 56).”  “The ‘gay’ façade is a thin veil for deep-seated frustration.  The folly of homosexuality is proclaimed in its inability to reproduce the human species in keeping with the divine commandment (Harrison 25).”


“For those who accept the Pauline proscription as authoritative, avoidance of homosexual relations is the path of happiness and holiness (Schreiner 97).”
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