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Introduction 

 This paper is going to discuss the theological doctrine of Original Sin.  More precisely 

how sin is believed to be transmitted down through the generations.  Building on the premise that 

sin is a matter of human choice.  Our ancestors Adam and Eve were not created with sin, neither 

is a child created with sin within a mother’s womb.  How could God, who creates what is good 

allow creation to be born with sin existing in them?  This will be argued from the book of Psalms 

139:13-14 “For you created my inmost being; you knit me together in my mother's womb. I 

praise you because I am fearfully and wonderfully made; your works are wonderful, I know that 

full well.”(NIV)  This paper will look at the scriptures found in the 139th chapter of Psalms to 

determine if this is just allegorical or statements or ones that should be taken literally. 

Theologians through the centuries have debated the matter of original sin, its implications 

on human kind, and our relationship with God.   The idea of free will within humanity is often 

associated with the debate of original sin.  Procreation should also be examined. Is sex the 

transmitter of sin or is this just Augustinian theology?   

Guilt and culture the idea of what people consider sin within society.  In many instances 

sin is relatively based on societal norms.  While this paper does not want to explore in depth all 

of these possibilities it is important to understand what sin is, and how it effects an individual’s 

relationships with God and people.  Finally and most importantly the choice of sin will be 

decisively argued, showing that ultimately a child is born sinless yet does not escape the sin 

nature that is in the world.  Only Jesus lived a perfect sinless life.  While all people start out the 

same, the Apostle says he who claims to be sinless is lying to themselves.     
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ORIGINAL SIN AND AUGUSTINE 

Born in 354 AD Augustine was born into a Roman family with a Christian mother and 

pagan father.  In his youth he had been known to live a rather sexually adventurous life.  After 

his conversion he chose to live a life of poverty and chastity following his call as priest and 

Bishop within the Catholic Church.  He was a renowned thinker and he is still hailed to this day 

for his contributions to the Church. 

Augustine’s position on original sin was not always constant.  Augustine held to the idea 

that each person is born with the sin of Adam.  Although at one point in his life he believed that 

the bodies of Adam and Eve were not of flesh but of an ethereal substance. [1] This is interesting 

noting Genesis 2:7 clearly states that Adam was formed from the earth. 

“Then the LORD God formed a man from the dust of the ground and breathed into his 

nostrils the breath of life, and the man became a living being.” (NIV) 

Also Genesis 3:19 

“By the sweat of your brow you will eat your food until you return to the ground, since 

from it you were taken; for dust you are and to dust you will return." (NIV) 

While Augustine believed after the fall, humans took on a fleshly body scripture seems to 

indicate “from the dust of the ground” and “from dust you came.”  Scripture does not make any 

claims to an Adam that was of any other physical nature than the ones humans poses today.  

[1] Buonaiuti, Ernesto, and George La Piana. 1917. "The genesis of St. Augustine's idea 

of original sin." Harvard Theological Review 10, no. 2: 162. 
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Like many Theologians and Philosophers, life is a great teacher. Changes in a person’s 

theology are bound to take place.  Augustine was no different he did not hold to his ethereal 

Adam theology.  Augustine’s views changed yet his belief of sins transmission from generation 

to generation did not.  Augustine’s stance on original sin is “infection which propagates itself 

from father to son through the act of generation, which being an act of organic trouble caused by 

the sin, is a sin itself and determines the transmission of the sin to the new creature.” [2] It is 

worth noting that Augustine believed that the sexual instinct was a cause of Adams sin 

Augustine found sexual sin to be key in order to pass sin from mother to child. [3] Could 

Augustine’s past life of sexual indulgences had any influence on how he now perceived sex and 

its use as a transmitter of sin?  Rik Peels suggest that sin effects a person’s cognition and that 

sins committed may influence human lives.  In fact such sins may be the ones that are focused on 

after conversion and play a prominent role in our lives. [4] If past sins affect our cognition we 

could see how Augustine and his beliefs were effected by his past sins.  While this paper does 

argue against Augustine’s view and original sin, and its transmission. It does so only on the basis 

of biblical truths. 

Augustine believed that humans were created perfect and that sin caused a domino effect 

to be passed down through the ages to our present time.  Psalms 139:13-14 describes the creation 

of all humans after Adam.  The question being how God could create a human with sin already 

within them when God only creates what is good? 

[2] Ibid., 163 

[3] Ibid., 174 

[4] Peels, Henric David. 2010. "The effects of sin upon human moral cognition." Journal 

Of Reformed Theology 4, no. 1: 68. 
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For you created my inmost being; you knit me together in my mother’s womb. I praise you 

because I am fearfully and wonderfully made; your works are wonderful, I know that full well. 

(Psalms 139:13-14, NIV) 

Again James 1:17 states 

Every good and perfect gift is from above, coming down from the Father of the heavenly lights, 

who does not change like shifting shadows. (NIV) 

It is unimaginable to think that a child as not a gift of God, nor created by God.  The rest of this 

paper will argue these points and look to decisively show that each new child is born sinless and 

does not carry the burden of the sin of Adam.   

WHAT IS SIN? 

In order to gain a grasp of the discussion of original sin and its effect on society one must 

try to understand what sin is. Before anything was created only God existed in an eternally state 

of being.  According to William K Harrison God in is knowledge foreordained all things and 

even knew that sin would come into existence. [5] Was this issue of sin all a part of the plan?  

That is certainly another debate that has no known answers.  What is known is the cause of sin 

based on what is known in scripture.  Adam the first man was indeed created in the same image 

and likeness of God this is found in Genesis 1:27 “So God created mankind in his own image.” 

(NIV)  This is important to argue the Arminian view of personal free will.  

[5] Harrison, William K. 1973. "Origin of sin." Bibliotheca Sacra 130, no. 517: 59. 
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   Since God is sinless then Adam was also created sinless, according to Harrison the same 

was true for the fallen angels. [6] Sin then comes from action.  Human sin came from Adams 

disobedience, while Satan aided in the sin of Adam it was Adam’s free will to partake of the 

forbidden fruit.  Genesis 3:16-19 tells of the consequences of Adams sin. 

“I will make your pains in childbearing very severe; with painful labor you will give 

birth to children.  Your desire will be for your husband, and he will rule over you. Cursed is the 

ground because of you; through painful toil you will eat food from it all the days of your life.  It 

will produce thorns and thistles for you, and you will eat the plants of the field.  By the sweat of 

your brow you will eat your food until you return to the ground, since from it you were taken for 

dust you are and to dust you will return.” 

Harrison argues that sin was manifested because free created beings, as in humans and 

angels had the ability to decide to do what is right or wrong. [7] God did not seem to have any 

influence over the sin of Adam.  So why did God allow sin to take place being the omnipotent 

God that scripture speaks of.  It seems according to Harrison that because of free will that was 

given to human’s sin was a consequence. [8] 

Humans since Adam have also been born with the ability of freewill.  Although unlike 

Adam his decedents have not had the privilege to live a life that was untouched by sin.  All men 

after Adam were born into a world that has been cursed because of sin.   

[6] Ibid., 60 

[7] Ibid. 

[8] Ibid. 
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The very nature of men seem to have become more easily susceptible to sin.  This is found in 

Genesis 6:5 “the thoughts of the human heart was only evil all the time.”(NIV) 

According to the scripture thoughts equate to the mind.  Rik Peels explains that the 

Hebrew word for Heart can also be translated into mind allowing for a translation into the word 

“thoughts” from the mind are evil. [9] According to the Greek word for sin amartia, is also 

translated to “missing the mark.” [10] In conclusion to the discussion of what sin is?  It can be 

relatively certain that the Lucifer who is now Satan, Adam, and Eve all missed the mark of what 

God intended for their lives.  This has had a devastating effect upon all of mankind.  The 

discussion of sin and its effects on the decedents of Adam have also caused division within the 

church.  This will now be examined.  The church of the East do not believe that sin was ancestral 

while the Church of Rome take the stance of Augustine in the belief that all are born with the 

ancestral sin. 

Before leaving the discussion of what sin is it may be important to understand how society views 

what sin is and is not.  Various sects of Christianity have an interpretation of what constitutes sin 

and what does not.  To some the idea of committing an action of thought or deed that makes one 

feel “guilt” is sin even if it does not directly violate Christian doctrine.  Some even equate the 

presents of disease or other physical ailments as consequences of sin [11]   

 

[9] Peels, Henric David. 2010. "The effects of sin upon human moral cognition." Journal 

Of Reformed Theology 4, no. 1: 51. 

 

[10] Hughes, Antony. 2004. "Ancestral versus original sin: an overview with implications 

forPsychotherapy." Journal Of Psychology And Christianity 23, no. 3: 271. 

 

[11] Eibach, Ulrich. 2006. "Life history, sin, and disease." Christian Bioethics 12, no. 2: 

118. 
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Often times Christians wonder if it was sin that caused a certain aliment.  This question was 

asked during the time of Christ. John 9:1-3 describes a conversation between Jesus and his 

disciples when confronted with this issue.  As stated above sin did cause the immortal body of 

Adam to be turned into a state or mortality and brought with it death which has reigned upon the 

earth since.  Often times Christians wonder if it was sin that caused a certain aliment.  This 

question was asked during the time of Christ. John 9:1-3 describes a conversation between Jesus 

and his disciples when confronted with this issue.  “As he went along, he saw a man blind from 

birth. His disciples asked him, “Rabbi, who sinned, this man or his parents, that he was born 

blind?” “Neither this man nor his parents sinned,” said Jesus, “but this happened so that the 

works of God might be displayed in him.”  This scripture certainly contradicts any notion that sin 

would bring about disease.  Although Jesus also spoke of sin as being a cause of disease “Later 

Jesus found him at the temple and said to him, “See, you are well again. Stop sinning or 

something worse may happen to you.” (John 5:14, NIV) While it may seem like obvious 

contradictions it is important to take into context the situations in which Jesus was referring to.  

To this point it has been shown that sin has caused a great deal of pain and suffering upon 

mankind.  Humans have truly missed the mark of the life God had intended.     

SEX AND ORIGINAL SIN 

Since Augustine the Catholic Church has propagated that the sin of Adam has been transferred 

through the act of procreation.  Abraham van de Beek ask a simple question that argues against 

Augustine.  Why should a child be born with the sin of a man from the past? [12] 

 

[12] Beek, A van de. "Evolution, original sin, and death." Journal Of Reformed Theology 

5, no. 2 (January 1, 2011): 209. 
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Modern technology allows one to understand how genetics are passed down from generation to 

generation.  If a vast amount of physical data is passed down, it could reason at least 

metaphysically that sin could also be passed down.  Scripture speaks of this in the form of a 

curse.  Numbers 14:18 states “The LORD is slow to anger, abounding in love and forgiving sin 

and rebellion. Yet he does not leave the guilty unpunished; he punishes the children for the sin of 

the parents to the third and fourth generation.” (NIV) again Exodus 20:5 speaks in similar 

words.  

One could take the position that there is a literal curse that is passed down upon future 

generations.  Although a more practical approach would be that generational curses such as the 

ones mentioned in the above scriptures come by way that a child is raised. Leaving only 

procreation as the process of imparting genetics into the offspring from the mother and father.  A 

biblical example of this can be found when reading of the prophet Eli.  Brett Smith directs us to 

understand the sins of Eli’s children in respect to Eli himself. [13] Eli was priest of Israel he had 

two sons who lived blatantly sinful lives putting shame on the position of priest.  Scripture 

makes clear that Eli knew of his son’s sins and took no action to stop the wrongdoing.  Eli in fact 

becomes a contributing factor to the curses placed upon his children.  Smith looks at a sin that 

Eli committed that may have kept the curse from being passed down upon his family.  First Eli 

chose not to rebuke his children. [14] 

 

[13] Smith, Brett W. 2013. "The sin of Eli and its consequences." Bibliotheca Sacra 170, 

no. 677: 17. 

 

[14] Ibid., 19 
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The scripture states that God desired the sons of Eli to be dead.  Was this Eli’s responsibility to 

stone his sons for their actions in accordance with the law? [15] This raises the possibility that if 

Eli’s sons had killed by Eli according to the law, than his sons would not have been able to 

continue in their blasphemy.  It is interesting to note, Samuel who was raised by Eli also had two 

sons who did evil in the site of the Lord.  It begs the question did Samuel learn his parenting 

skills from Eli and then passed these traits through acts behavioral training and not through a 

spiritual curse?   

 Proverbs 22:6 states Start children off on the way they should go, and even when they are 

old they will not turn from it. (NIV) Individuals often take the likeness of their parents, and 

often repeat the same patterns and lifestyle that their parents lived.  Like Eli, and Samuel while 

they lived righteously before God their sons did not.  Smith believes that the reason for this is 

that they put their sons before God which was their ultimate sin. [16] Procreation certainly passes 

down attributes of parents.  Fr. Panayiotis Papageorgiou may have put it best “Adam's 

descendants inherit his mortality. There is no idea here of inheritance of his sin or guilt.” [17] 

What a child knows and understands about life is taught after birth.  This brings up the final 

point of this paper, the choice to sin. 

One of the biggest debates that have been fought within the body of Christ since 

Augustine is the matter of original sin.  This paper has tried to explain the view of Augustine, 

what sin is, and the concepts of procreation and sin.  

 

 [15] Ibid., 18 

[16] Ibid., 21 

[17] Papageorgiou, Panayiotis. 1995. "Chrysostom and Augustine on the Sin of Adam 

and Its Consequences." St Vladimir's Theological Quarterly 39, no. 4: 368. 
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Psalms 139:13-14 sheds much light on the matter of God and his creation“For you created my 

inmost being; you knit me together in my mother's womb. I praise you because I am fearfully and 

wonderfully made; your works are wonderful, I know that full well.” (NIV) 

Bruce K. Waltke takes the approach that God literally forms the fetus within the womb of 

the mother, based the evidence of the creation of man found in Genesis. [18] He also points out 

that not all theologians feel the same way.  Waltke points out that some view the Fetus as being 

formed by God, but the biological creation of a human is started first from the parents. [19] If the 

case is the former than the creation of the fetus is created as God described as “good.” If Adam 

was not created with sin, how is any new creation of God created with sin?   

God saw all that he had made, and it was very good. (Genesis 1:31, NIV)  It is prudent to 

understand this point in the argument against Augustine’s view of original sin.  If one is to take 

Psalms 139:13-14 literally than being created with sin would seem to be against the very nature 

of God to only create what is good.  1 Timothy 4:4 states a similar position “For everything God 

created is good, and nothing is to be rejected if it is received with thanksgiving.”(NIV) This does 

not take away from the fallen nature of the earth and the mortality that has been bestowed upon 

mankind.  Genesis speaks of the death of man after sin. Presumably death did not exist before the 

fall.  Now the nature of all mankind has changed.   

 

[18] Waltke, Bruce K. "Reflections from the Old Testament on abortion." Journal Of The 

Evangelical Theological Society 19, no. 1: 11 

 

[19] Ibid. 
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Augustine may have even agreed with John Chrysostom on the nature of man yet Fr. 

Papageorgiou points out that Augustine may have thought that Chrysostom may have been 

labeled a heretic for his words even if he believed him. [20] 

If the Psalm is to be believed than the fallen nature of man is what leads to the original 

sin that each one commits after birth on their own accord.   A tradition of the Roman Church is 

infant baptism. There is no need to baptize a baby.  How can a baby be initiated into the church 

by the action of other humans?  An infant cannot repent of their sins, let alone confess Christ as 

their savior.  The secondary action given by Jesus is to be baptized after one believes on Christ 

for salvation.  While the Augustinian view protects the innocent from the fiery inferno, they are 

already protected because of their innocents.  What is the point of the Evangelist if all men were 

saved through infant baptism?  Although the concept of sin is not taken out of the church in such 

there is a need for redemption.  Redemption was made possible through Jesus’s death and 

resurrection. [21] A deeper examination of Psalms 139:13-14 may be needed in order to satisfy 

the argument against the idea of transmission of sin. 

Psalms 139: 13-14 Sin a Choice not a Birthright 

 

[20] Papageorgiou, Panayiotis. 1995. "Chrysostom and Augustine on the Sin of Adam and Its 

 Consequences." St Vladimir's Theological Quarterly 39, no. 4: 377. 

 

[21] Kelsey, David H. 1993. "Whatever Happened to the Doctrine of Sin." Theology Today 50, 

no. 2: 176.  
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Th. Booij has extensively examined Psalms 139 taking into account its original text, 

syntax, and meaning.  The psalmist states that God created his inmost being, he was “knit” 

together in his mother’s womb. According to Booij there is no reason for verse 13 to originally 

mean “his very beginnings.” [22] The Psalmist speaks of his kidneys that translates to God 

creating everything about him including his feelings. [23] The verb within verse 13 translates to 

weave, make a covering, or screen. [24] This is similar to a new creation story that takes place in 

the life of every human that has ever walked the earth.  The procreation of a human by mother 

and father seems to be the physical act by humans in order to complete God’s foreordained 

purpose. 

Moving on to verse 14 the psalmist praises God for his ability to make him.  Booij’s 

translation suggest that “fearfully and wonderfully made” tells of God “distinguishing or setting 

apart.” [25] Not only did God create each human he also set them apart.  This is inline also with 

Gods foreknowledge.  Each individual has a purpose in life, verse 14 seems to establish that.  

Booij also states that the new creature is known by God and protected within the womb. [26] 

There are some obvious concerns within these verses.  Not all children are born healthy, many 

are born with ailments that affect them for the rest of their lives.   

 

[22] Booij, Thijs. 2005. "Psalm CXXXIX: text, syntax, meaning." Vetus Testamentum 55, 

no. 1:6. 

 

[23] Ibid. 

[24] Ibid. 

[25] Ibid. 

 

[26] Ibid. 
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Babies are stillborn, and many die shortly after birth.  How could a God who protects the womb 

allow these things to take place?  Also if these physical tragedies take place is sin also in the 

child?  One answer could be that the above verse is strictly speaking only of the psalmist himself, 

although this seems unlikely.  What seems more likely is the sickness that is effects children, 

even those inside the womb of the mother is similar to the reasons why adult humans are effected 

by illness.  The fall of man is the most likely culprit for the disease and death that can happen 

even to the innocent.  The Eastern tradition of the Church presents its argument for the present of 

disease on the basis that man moved from God’s “image” to his “likeness” after the fall. [27]  

illness of all kinds are a part of life all men break down some within the womb of their mothers 

and some at the age of 90 it is a fact that no one can escape from.  It would also be impractical to 

place any blame on God for these things to take place.  Society takes issue with the death of the 

innocent and rightfully so.  This does not take away from the fact that illness and death is a part 

of life.  While the original sin of Adam is what brought this about, the sin of each individual is 

not necessarily the cause.  Having been able to explain against the possible contradictions of 

Psalms 139: 13-14 as well as the idea that of not needing to have sin for illness and death to take 

place it is important to examine the choice to commit sin. 

God the creator of the heavens and the earth has called it good!  His divine plan seems to 

be for us to “choose this day who we will serve” (Joshua 24:15, NIV) There is not a place within 

scripture that Jesus spoke of an individual being born with sin.  The Apostle Paul said “All have 

sinned and fall short of the glory of God” (Romans 3:23, NIV) 

 

[27] Merry, Michael S. 2004. "On evil, sin, and suffering: toward a hermeneutic of their 

relation." Journal Of Pastoral Care & Counseling 58, no. 1-2: 77.  
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Yes all have sinned no one would deny that in fact that would make a person even more of a liar. 

Another apostle John speaks of this “If we claim to be without sin, we deceive ourselves and the 

truth is not in us.” (1 John 1:8, NIV) It seems that every individual commits sin by their own 

choice not because of the man Adam who sinned.  Yes he brought sin into the world.  The world 

drastically changed in many ways in most ways the children of Adam have been burdened with 

the outer effects of his sin.  This includes having the nature to sin.   

What exactly is the nature to sin?  It is known that the Apostle Paul speaks of Adam as 

the one in whom sin entered the world.  However there is not any word of sin entering 

humankind as a birthright.  There is no known scripture that says baptize infants for the 

remission of sins. 

God has given each one of us the freedom to choose.  According to William Harrison the 

freedom of choice that God had given to man was the reason for sin.  Believeing that the 

freedom of choice lead to inevitable sin. [28] This is similar to a new creature that is created by 

God within the womb of their mother, born into a corrupted world.  Each given a choice to 

choose good or evil they like Adam will ultimately choose evil.   

CONCLUSION 

This paper has tried to argue for a position that has been debated since Augustine.  It is 

not an easy task to argue against one of the world greatest Christian thinkers.  Of course one 

could see how Augustine had come to his conclusion.  The fear of death and Hell, his own 

personal ills or possibly even a misinterpretation of others doctrine.   

 

[28] Harrison, William K. 1973. "Origin of sin." Bibliotheca Sacra 130, no. 517: 60. 
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Many factors have been laid out to show how Augustine came to his conclusion. 

 Sin was described as disobedience to God.  The idea that sin was a part of God’s plan 

based on his foreknowledge that free will would eventually lead to disobedience.  This brings to 

light that Adam and Eve were created sinless, but given freewill such as all individuals have 

today.   

While procreation does pass along genetic information to children from their parents 

there is no indication that sin is also passed along.  The possibility of “sins of the fathers” can 

also be argued from the offspring learning from parents to child the negative traits they 

possessed.  Yes it is certainly a curse receive these traits.  These traits can be explained through 

biology and child rearing not on the basis of a supernatural abnormality such as sin.   

 The decision of a man to sin is of their own free will.  The Psalm tells us that we are 

created, knitted together, protected and screened by God himself.  Just as Adam was taken from 

the Earth and created sinless so each one is created sinless.  Yes individuals have been created 

into a fallen world with a nature that is given to sin more than Adam; this being a side effect of 

Adams sin.  It does not take away from the choice to sin that each individual is given.  No one is 

born with sin people are born with freewill and the nature to commit sin.  God cannot create 

what is evil or sinful, God only creates what is good.   
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