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Date:  December 14, 2014 
Title:  “Now the Serpent” 
Text:  Genesis 3-5 
Theme: The arrival of sin is known and intentional 
 
Introduction:  
 
This text tells us what happened. In reading chapters 1 and 2, we are expecting a fairy tale ending 
where the couple live happily ever after. But such is not the case. 
 
“God did not lack anything in Himself that prompted His creative act.  He wasn't lonely or 
bored.  To say such a thing about Him would be to imply He is not eternally self-sufficient and 
perfect.  But, if God is perfect and doesn't need anything, why would He then create us, the 
ones that have fallen into sin, and the universe in which we live?  What purpose would it serve? 
I suspect the answer lies within God's nature and a few clues spread throughout God's 
Word.  To begin with, God is love (1 John 4:16), and the nature of love is to give.  John 3:16 says 
‘For God so loved the world He gave His only begotten Son...’  I cannot help believing that the 
most natural quality of love is to give, to be other-centered, and, according to Jesus' own words, 
to give of one's self to the point of death.  John 15:13 is where Jesus said, ‘Greater love has no 
one than this, that one lay down his life for his friends.’ According to Jesus, there is no greater 
demonstration of love than self-sacrifice to the point of death.  Since God is love (1 John 4:16) 
and there is none greater than He, I conclude that God can and will be the one who demonstrates 
the greatest act of love.  I cannot see God allowing a mere creation to demonstrate this in a better 
way than He.  It would be a necessary outcome of His own nature and a necessary manifestation 
in any universe He created that the two greatest commandments referenced by Jesus to love 
God and love your neighbor would be supremely demonstrated by none other than God 
Himself.  Jesus was God in flesh who loved the Father perfectly, and He loved us completely 
by laying down His life for us.  This is the greatest and most perfect act of love according to 
Jesus. If this is true, then it just might be that God had to create the universe so that the fall 
would be included in His plan for the very purpose of demonstrating and manifesting His 
perfect character:  Love!  To demonstrate the very greatest part of His nature of love, He would 
have to die for someone else.  This could not be done if there was no one for whom to die and 
no reason to die for them.  There could be no reason to die if there were no need for an 
atonement.  There would be no need for an atonement if there were no sin.  If there was no fall, 
there would be no sin. Therefore, perhaps it is possible that God created the universe with ‘free 
will’ creatures in it who would fall into sin. Without this fall, ultimately no death would be 
necessary to atone for them; and without that death, the greatest act of love could not be 
demonstrated.  Also, this would mean that the truest and most perfect quality of love would 
not be fulfilled.  Would this then mean that God would not be perfectly fulfilled without having 
given of Himself?  I don't know.  But I can't help wondering that for God to truly express His 
perfectly loving nature, He Himself had to be one who laid His life down for others.  For this to 
happen, He allowed sin to exist in this world. Furthermore, I suspect that it was Jesus Himself 
in the garden who walked with Adam and Eve.  I base this upon Jesus' own words in John 6:46 
where He states that no one has ever seen the Father.  Yet, we know that God appeared in the 
Old Testament (Gen. 17:1; 18:1; Exodus 6:2-3; 24:9-11; Num. 12:6-8; Acts 7:2; etc.).  If it was God 
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who was seen and it wasn't the Father, then it must have been Jesus.  Why do I bring this 
up?  Because after Adam and Eve sinned, God Himself (Jesus?) shed the blood of an animal in 
order to cover them with animal skins.  This shedding of blood was instituted by God as a 
prophetic typology of the true and final sacrifice that God (Jesus) would carry out so many 
thousands of years later when He laid His life down as the perfect demonstration of His loving 
character.  The redemption of mankind was always in the mind of God and was planned and 
carried out by God as a manifestation of the eternal love He has for His people.  This love was 
made complete in the death of Christ.  Also, I suspect that this is what is hinted at in Heb. 13:20 
with the reference to the "blood of the eternal covenant" that some theologians think is reference 
to God's eternal plan of salvation made within the Trinity before the universe was made.  This 
covenant was the inter-Trinitarian arrangement to redeem mankind through the sacrifice of 
Christ. Therefore, I conclude that God may very well have made a universe in which he allowed 
sin to exist so that He Himself could show the greatest and most perfect act of love by laying 
down His life for His friends.”1 
 
 
THE BIG PICTURE: 
 
 
Outline: 
 
I. The serpent’s presence is neither random nor accidental (3:1a). 

 
In reading the creation narrative, we move freely from Genesis 2:25 to Genesis 3:1, “Now the 
serpent was more crafty than any beast of the field which the LORD God had made. And he 
said to the woman, ‘Indeed, has God said, You shall not eat from any tree of the garden’?” 
 
The readers of this initial document already knew through oral transmission of what they were 
about to read. Those who were unfamiliar with the Story would find the appearance of the 
serpent thought provoking. Questions as to why he appears and from where he came would 
natural arise. 
 
Although you and I struggle with the presence of sin in God’s “very good” world, the ancient 
readers of this text saw the serpent’s presence as neither random nor accidental.  
 
II. The assault is immediate 

 
There is no way of knowing how much time passed before Adam and Eve rebelled against God. 
Genesis 3 introduces the serpent rather casually. In our minds, we have Lucifer falling and 
immediate chapter 3 happens. We also suppose Lucifer fell after creation since God was still 
able to say everything was very good (Gen. 1:31). However, God put Adam in the Garden to 
guard it. Guarding presupposes a potential enemy. It is not beyond reason to think the devil 
had already been attacking Adam and Eve, but up until Genesis 3 had failed in his assaults. 
Perhaps part of the devil’s strategy was found in isolating Eve from Adam.  
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I do not desire to make more of the narrative than what is here, but there is a notable pattern 
found in Genesis 3 that persists throughout the biblical text and in our own experiences with 
sin. 
 

A. The devil is persistent in his assault against God and His people. 
 
Seen in the temptation of Jesus. Seen in the words of our Lord to Peter. Seen in the First Letter 
of Peter. 
 

B. Men are to guard and protect truth. 
 
It is unfortunate that qualifiers have to be added. This does not negate or denigrate Eve’s role in 
both activities, but in our text the responsibility and liability is primarily with Adam. 
 

C. The devil is predictable in his assault against God and His people. 
 
It was in the midst of all of this that Satan approached Eve and took three steps in tempting 
her. 
 

1. He questioned God’s commands (v. 1) 
2. He questioned God’s consequences (v. 4) 
3. He questioned God’s character (v. 5)2 

 
III. Adam’s failure is notable (3:1bff). 

 
From last week’s study, we noted how Adam was to function as a priest in cultivating and 
keeping the garden. When God removed Adam and Eve from the Garden, the biblical text tells 
us “He stationed the cherubim and the flaming sword which turned every direction to guard 
the way to the tree of life.”   
 

• 23 therefore the LORD God sent him out from the garden of Eden, to cultivate the ground from which he 
was taken. 24 So He drove the man out; and at the east of the garden of Eden He stationed the cherubim and 
the flaming sword which turned every direction to guard the way to the tree of life. (Gen. 3:23, 24) 

 
It must be of interest to note the use of the word “guard” in our text. It is the second occurrence 
of this word. Its first occurrence is Genesis 2:15 where God told Adam to cultivate and keep the 
garden. There are three notable areas impacted by Adam’s failure to stay vigilant.  
 

A. As a priest, Adam failed to protect the garden from evil 
 
Our text opens with the serpent in the garden. Adam’s role was to keep evil from entering the 
garden.  
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B. As a husband, Adam failed to protect His wife from evil 
 

Adam’s responsibility to his wife Eve was in the exercising of oversight. He was to protect 

Eve. Our text finds the serpent talking to Eve. Although we blame Eve for listening, we can 

also blame Adam for failing to watch over his wife. 

 

“They ate of The Tree of the Knowledge of Good and Evil, which I think many Biblical 

commentators would take as referring to the fact that humankind put themselves in the place 

of God. They wanted to take the choice upon themselves about what was right and wrong, 

which is really a choice that only God could make. God had given them Commandments 

which they disobeyed. In a sense, it was the first example of Secular Humanism, where 

humankind goes off and says, ‘No, I don't want God. I want to go my own way and do my 

own thing.’ That is what the full narrative is about.”3 

 

C. As race representative, Adam failed to protect his seed from evil 
 
The apostle Paul tells us in Romans 5:12-21 how Adam’s failure passed on to all of his offspring. 
 
“God passes sentence; and he begins where the sin began, with the serpent. The devil's 
instruments must share in the devil's punishments. Under the cover of the serpent, the devil is 
sentenced to be degraded and accursed of God; detested and abhorred of all mankind: also to 
be destroyed and ruined at last by the great Redeemer, signified by the breaking of his head. 
War is proclaimed between the Seed of the woman and the seed of the serpent.”4 
 
IV. The Fall is far. 

 
It is of interest how we can simply say, “The Fall,” and we understand the meaning. This event 
was/is cataclysmic. A few things are truly incomprehensible. The vast nature of creation. God 
and our fall from grace. 
 
When you and I sin, we sin from sin. Our starting point is sin and we continue in sin. Such was 
not the case with Adam and Eve. They fell from complete and unadulterated innocence into 
rebellion, shame, and guilt. 
 
“This separation was more than just a bad feeling. In their life before eating the fruit, they could 
not imagine doing anything to displease God. This is why there was no need for God to say to 
them, ‘Don’t lie,’ or ‘Don’t steal.’ But now their hearts were changed. Not only was it now easy 
for Adam and Eve to imagine disobeying God, they often did so. The second sin followed quickly 
after the first, and many more followed after that. They didn’t hate God like Satan did, but 
neither did they love God like they used to.”5 
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A. They die. 
 
Their death is not only physical, but spiritual. The death is seen in being driven from the Garden.  
 

B. They cover their nakedness. 
 

C. They hid themselves from God. 
 

D. They will now labor in keeping God’s commands. 
 
They were to till the ground and fill the earth. Now, the tilling would be from the sweat of his 
brow and she would have pain in child bearing. 

 
E. God removes them from the garden. 

 
V. Why the promise and picture control the Story (Gen. 3:15, 21). 

 
“Although a possible Jewish messianic interpretation of Genesis 3:15 in some schools of Judaism 
during the Second Temple Period has been suggested by some Christian scholars,6 no evidence 
of such an interpretation has yet come to light.”7 
 
“Genesis 3:15 has historically been understood as a Messianic prophecy, not just by the early 
church fathers, but by the Jewish sages as well. The Septuagint (LXX) translated the verse with 
Messianic overtones, and the Targum of Jonathan and the Jerusalem Targum both speak of ‘a 
remedy for the heel in the days of the king Messiah.’ Likewise the Apostle Paul regarded the 
victory of the gospel as a fulfillment of the promise made to Adam and Eve in the garden of 
Eden (Rom. 16:20). From the very beginning, then, we see that the promise of the coming Savior 
is mingled with victory and suffering, of glory and humiliation.  This ‘dual aspect’ of the 
Messiah is present in most of the prophecies of Scripture concerning our Savior.”8 
  
Some contend that the Hebrew verb swp (“bruise”) occurs twice in this verse, but that contextual 
considerations suggest a varied rendering. A man can “crush” a snake’s head, while the snake 
can only “bruise,” or wound, the man’s heel, without the action necessarily being permanent. 
The translation should conform, they suggest, to the nature of the circumstances. Others allege 
that the text actually contains similar, though different, words. Stigers argues that “crush” and 
“bruise” represent "a play on two Hebrew words that look alike, as though from the same root. 
But bruise is from suph, whereas crush is from saaph, an allied root (Stigers, 79; see also Harris, 
et al., 912; VanGemeren, 67). Atkinson sums up: “Whatever the exact meaning of the verb, the 
picture seems to be clear. To bruise the head is a picture of fatal and final destruction. To bruise 
the heel is a picture of damage, which is neither fatal nor final”9.10 
 
“A gracious promise is here made of Christ, as the Deliverer of fallen man from the power of 
Satan. Here was the drawn of the gospel day: no sooner was the wound given, than the remedy 
was provided and revealed. This gracious revelation of a Saviour came unasked, and unlooked 
for. Without a revelation of mercy, giving some hope of forgiveness, the convinced sinner would 
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sink into despair, and be hardened. By faith in this promise, our first parents, and the patriarchs 
before the flood, were justified and saved.”11 
 
“Superfetation is not unknown in humans wherein dizygous ‘twins’ showing marked 
differences in size, embryological development and presumed age are born of different fathers. 
The best-known of recent cases happened in Sweden and France. In Stockholm, when Mrs. 
Bjoerlen gave birth on the same day to a black, and a blond, blue-eyed baby, her husband refused 
to take financial responsibility for the child which clearly was not his. In the trial Mrs. Bjoerlen 
admitted to having a black lover. On the same day she had known both men. In France, Mrs. 
Duval also gave birth to a white and a black child, and 26 year old Marseilles prostitute, Yvette 
Landru, gave birth to one white, one Negro, and a Chinese. Medical records are replete with 
cases of superfetation in humans wherein a woman with multiple ovum is fertilized by sperm 
of separate insemination so that the offspring are not true twins but step-brothers or step-sisters. 
True twins result from simultaneous fertilization of one ovum by two sperm. The most famous 
case of superfetation in humans is found in the Bible account of the conception and birth of Cain 
and Abel. Whoever reads Genesis carefully, will see it speaks of the two seeds, or offspring, right 
after the fall. So from the very beginning, there were two lineages: the ungodly line of Cain and 
the godly line found in Seth. Not one time is Adam called the father of Cain, who is not once 
mentioned in the genealogies of Adam. This is why Adam pronounced his wife ‘the mother of all 
living’. Never is it suggested that Adam is the father of all living. If Cain actually would have 
been the first-born son of Adam, he would have had the nature of Adam who was the son of 
God, and a special place in God's record.”12 
 
“Most expositors think that Eve imagined Cain to be the promised seed that should bruise the 
head of the serpent.  This exposition really seems too refined for that period.  It is very likely 
that she meant no more than to acknowledge that it was through God's peculiar blessing that 
she was enabled to conceive and bring forth a son, and that she had now a well-grounded hope 
that the race of man should be continued on the earth.”13 
 
VI. We see Sin’s blight in Adam’s offspring (4:1ff). 

 
Some suggest in the birth of Cain, Eve believes the fulfillment of the Seed Promise has taken 
place. The fullness of the fall is seen in the slaying of Abel by his brother Cain. 
 
VII. In the genealogy of Seth, we see God’s faithfulness in providing the woman’s Seed 

(4:25-5:1ff) 
 

• 25 Adam had relations with his wife again; and she gave birth to a son, and named him Seth, for, she said, 
“God has appointed me another offspring in place of Abel, for Cain killed him.” 26 To Seth, to him also a 
son was born; and he called his name Enosh. Then men began to call upon the name of the LORD. (Gen. 
4:25, 26) 

 
“At the time of their first son’s birth, Adam and Eve must have had a special measure of joy. 
With Abel came the hope that this ‘seed’ might be the promised deliverer. When their first son, 
Cain, killed his younger brother, all hopes were dashed. Abel was no longer alive to deliver the 
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death blow to the serpent, and Cain was no longer qualified to do so. With the arrival of their 
third son, Seth, hopes once again were raised. If this son was not the promised savior, at least 
he could be the forefather of the Messiah, and Eve knew it: And Adam had relations with his 
wife again; and she gave birth to a son, and named him Seth, for, she said, ‘God has appointed 
me another offspring [literally, “seed”] in place of Abel; for Cain killed him’ (Genesis 4:25). With 
Seth came new hope, but in only two chapters away (Genesis 6) mankind is already in a mess.”14 
 
Chapter 5 is the first of ten genealogies. This genealogy takes us from Adam and Noah. 
 
Shepherding the Sheep: (What is the NEXT STEP?) 
1. Sin is a real and non-negotiable part of everyone’s Story. 
2. No one but God can solve the problem of sin and death. 
3. Although we walk by faith in believing the promise, we will live in a broken and fallen 
world. 
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