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INTRO: I understand that the majority of Christians hold to the 
position of unconditional forgiveness. No doubt some of you 
agree with that position. I have preached for 20 some years and 
preached on some very controversial subjects, say like, "Wine 
And The Bible". Deny that the Bible endorses a little alcohol, 
and one makes many enemies, the most outspoken against that view
are pastors. But what I have found in these 20 some years is 
that very, very few ever come and say, "How does what you teach 
line up with this text?" As a matter of fact, nobody has ever 
come and said, "Look, this text shows you are wrong." 

When I did the original messages on forgiveness, I called the 
series: Forgiveness: Will That Be One Goat Or Two? I took that 
title from the highest holy day in Judaism, the day of Atonement
or Yom Kippur; the day of covering. It is a time of national 
repentance and forgiveness. It speaks prophetically of the time 
when Israel will be saved nationally. I wrote a poem and titled 
it, "Will That Be One Goat Or Two?" It goes like this: 

 WILL THAT BE ONE GOAT OR TWO?

Forgiveness with God, will that be one goat or two?
That will be two, as you see, just one will not do. 
Sin must be paid for, O yes that is true,
But repentance before God, that must take place too. 

One goat must die for our justification,
But to bear away our every transgression, 
The other must receive our sincere confession. 
Only thus can these two goats bring true satisfaction.

Forgiveness with man, will that be one goat or two?
That will be two, as you see, just one will not do.
Christ paid for our sins, O yes that is true;
But repentance before man, that must take place too.

One goat paid the price, for sins against man; 
But to be forgiven, we must understand:
We must say, “I’ve sinned,” and in repentance must bend;
Into the wilderness, the second goat to send. 

Dan Vander Lugt, writing for the 'The Daily Bread' in an article
titled, "Should Forgiveness Be Unconditional?" says, 
"Unconditional forgiveness is an affront against justice and a 
denial of the significance of sin and its cruel effects." 



So, in the first message we defined forgiveness. Then we looked 
at Scriptures used to support either unconditional or 
conditional forgiveness. And then we asked, "Why do people 
believe in unconditional forgiveness?" Well, one reason is some 
Scriptures lend themselves to that understanding. It could be 
that we have gravitated and exalted those few Scriptures in 
order to not have to deal with sin. Dealing with sin is a very 
unpleasant task; but it is set out for both the church in 
general and the believer in particular. 

B.  The Problem Of Bitterness

So, we go now to another reason why people adopt the 
position of unconditional forgiveness. It is the claim 
that if you do not forgive, you will most certainly become
bitter. It is held by many that if a person does not 
forgive unconditionally he has an unforgiving spirit and 
in the end it will turn into bitterness. The way to avoid 
an unforgiving spirit is to forgive, even if there is no 
repentance. 

It has most recently been dubbed as therapeutic 
forgiveness. You forgive, not because the sin has been 
dealt with, nor do you forgive for the wrongdoer's sake. 
You forgive for your own well-being. If you do not forgive
you will become bitter and unconditional forgiveness helps
one past this bitterness. So, we must ask this question: 
If I have been sinned against, and forgiveness is to be 
extended only on the basis of repentance, is it possible 
to not become bitter if one does not unconditionally 
forgive? How do I keep from becoming bitter if repentance 
does not happen? 

Let me make an observation here that I failed to make for 
years and many others still fail to make. There is a very 
huge difference between being sinned against by an 
unbeliever, and being sinned against by a believer. 

1.  Sinned against by an unbeliever

Let us consider first what the Bible instructs us to 
do when we are sinned against by unbelievers. Go to 
Matthew 5. This is the great Sermon on the Mount. Here
we have Jesus' instructions to His followers. Let us 
read verses 43-48 (read). Here is how the believer is 
to treat unbelievers, the enemy. Many take this 



passage to speak of forgiveness but forgiveness is not
so much as mentioned in the verse. First, we are to 
love our enemies. That is, if they are in need, we do 
what is right to do. If their house is ablaze, we help
put out the fire and so on. Those who curse us, we are
to bless. That is, where there are good things to say 
about them, we do so. We do not curse for being 
cursed. We do the opposite. Then we are to do good to 
those who hate us and we are to pray for those who 
persecute us, but this speaks of our actions towards 
unbelievers, not believers. Nor does this at all speak
of forgiveness.

Now if we do these things, and this is only very 
brief, but if we do these things, we will learn how to
deal with unbelievers when they sin against us. 

2.  Sinned against by a believer

But what if a believer sins against a believer? What 
is such a believer to do? Do we practice Matthew 5:43-
44? No, this is how to deal with unbelievers. So we go
to Matthew 18 (read 15-18). Notice it says, "If your 
brother sins against you…" We are now dealing with 
sins between believers. A believer who sins against 
another believer and does not repent is to be 
excommunicated by the church and thus the believer who
has been wronged does not become bitter.

But, how will we confront a believer with his sin if 
we have already forgiven him? Well, some tell me; I 
have forgiven him but he has not yet been forgiven 
because he has not yet repented. And I ask, how then 
have you forgiven him if he is not forgiven? Who has 
heard of such a thing? And if we practice 
unconditional forgiveness, how can we then proceed to 
excommunicate him? 

If your brother sins against you, and you 
unconditionally forgive him, how can you now go tell 
him about his sin. You have already forgiven it. It is
a sin to bring up that which is forgiven. So, how are 
believers to deal with sin, if the wrongdoer does not 
repent? By excommunication. 

Well, to fellowship and act as though nothing has 
taken place is hypocrisy. Now here is the question 



that often comes. What do I do if that believer is in 
another church and that believer will not deal with 
his or her sin? Sometimes another church may listen, 
but many times they will not. 

I believe we might apply Romans 16:17 in such cases. 
It says, “Now I urge you, brethren, note those who 
cause divisions and offenses, contrary to the doctrine
which you learned, and avoid them.” I used to hold 
that this passage referred to heretics, those who 
taught wrong doctrine. But it speaks of brothers who 
cause divisions and offenses contrary to sound 
doctrine.

And how does one deal with this so that it does not 
cause bitterness? I believe the principles of Romans 
16:19-21 may be applied here (read). First, never take
vengeance. The word for avenge or vengeance is the 
word 'ekdikeesis'. It means, 'out of justice.' When we
are wronged, we want justice. That is not ungodly. God
also wants justice. But in such cases God says, 
"Vengeance is mine, I will repay,' says the Lord." 
Sometimes when wrong is done, and it cannot be dealt 
with and justice cannot be gained, we need to go to 
this passage. 

Now it says, "Beloved, do not avenge yourselves, but 
rather give place to wrath…" When it says, "…give 
place to wrath…" it is a difficult clause to 
interpret. It is my conclusion that it means we are to
make room for God's wrath. When there are things we 
cannot make right, then I believe we can give those 
over to God and fully rest assured that He, in His own
good time will avenge that wrong. 

So, in such cases where wrong cannot be dealt with in 
any way, in order to keep from becoming bitter I 
believe we can bring that matter to God and say, "I 
entrust this to You. You have said vengeance is Yours 
and I fully entrust this to You." Now, if we become 
bitter, then we have not fully entrusted this to God. 

By the way, if we practice with unbelievers that which
God instructs us to, and we practice with believers 
that which God instructs us to, we will never carry a 
grudge or become bitter. 



 IV.  PROBLEMS WITH UNCONDITIONAL FORGIVENESS

A.  Unconditional Forgiveness is Cross-less

Now, we want to consider some of the problems with 
unconditional forgiveness. I want to recommend first, that
the reason the NAM finds unconditional love and 
unconditional forgiveness so very appealing is because it 
is cross-less. These views subtly, silently and 
insidiously undermine godliness. They bring problems with 
them. And one of those problems with such teachings is 
that they are cross-less. They avoid the offense of the 
cross. Go to Philippians 3 (read 18-10). In the context 
Paul is speaking, I think, either to the antinomians, 
those who were against all law, or the liberals like the 
Gnostics. In my notes on the book of Philippians I did 
many years ago, I felt Paul was addressing those of a 
liberal mindset here. And notice that it does not say they
are the enemies of Christ, though, truly they were. But 
they were enemies of the ‘cross of Christ.’ Let me quote 
from those messages I did years ago. I said, “I want you 
to notice in verse 19 that liberalism is described as 
having a painful end, a pitiful god, a perverted glory and
an pathetic mindset.” It is my view that these teachings 
of unconditional love and forgiveness are at odds with the
cross of Christ. 

If you study the NAM, you will find it saturated with the 
teaching of unconditional love and unconditional 
forgiveness. And where did they pick that up? If you study
the writers of the NAM, like the writings of the book, 
‘The Course In Miracles’ you will find they got that 
teaching from the Church, no less! And why do they love 
these teachings they got from the Church? Do they love the
Bible? No! It is because you can deal with some of the 
most painful interpersonal relationship issues without 
Christ, and without going to the cross! Unconditional 
forgiveness is a cross-less teaching. It is as someone in 
our midst has called it, “Get-along-ism”. As a matter of 
fact, the NAM, through these teachings, is able to teach 
unbelievers how to die in peace without Christ; without 
dealing with sin! That is an incredible feat and it is 
achieved by this teaching of unconditional forgiveness! So
it is a cross-less teaching!



One of the greatest issues people deal with in themselves 
is wrongs others have done to them, and wrongs they have 
done to others. When others do wrong to us, it wants to 
create bitterness; and when we do wrong to others, it 
wants to create guilt. Both bitterness and guilt are 
silent killers. Both can do tremendous damage in man's 
soul. Now, the cross will deal with both of those, but 
when the cross is applied, self has to die. It is from 
that death we shrink. There is nothing we fear more than 
that. That is what the cross does. 

It is amazing the face we can put on before people, while 
anger or offense or guilt lurks within. That is hypocrisy,
one of the chief problems of Pharisaism. And both 
bitterness and guilt have bad consequences in our soul. 
And how do we deal with bitterness that has been brought 
on by wrongs from others? Well, we teach unconditional 
forgiveness. If you want to have some idea how this works 
go to Jerry Jampolski and Diane Cirincioni on You Tube and
find out how absolutely amazing unconditional forgives is.
They have a project called, "Worldwide Project of 
Forgivness." They have set up forgiveness gardens. You 
just go there and forgive everything. And all those aches 
and pains just flow away. All is forgiven and there is no 
more pain! Jerry Jampolski says, "Forgiveness does not 
mean agreeing with the action. It is healing yourself of 
the pain and anger you're holding on to" (On You Tube with
Georgia Shakti Hill). 

And what do unconditional forgiveness teachers do with 
this thing called guilt? Well, they teach that we overcome
it by unconditional love. New Agers teach that love is 
letting go of fear. Guilt brings fear. Now, according to 
this teaching, you can learn to deal with that by 
unconditional love. No cross. No Christ. No death of self.
Just unconditional love. 

You see, if you need to repent to deal with wrongs you 
have done, oh that brings fear. I know. I have had to 
repent a good many times. What kept me sometimes for a 
month or so from repenting? Fear. And if I want to deal 
with wrongs I have done without fear, what must I do? 
Well, here is that wonderful new teaching that love is 
letting go of fear and so you learn to love 
unconditionally, and all of a sudden all is quiet within. 
And, what is the good news for sinful man? You can get 



peace without the cross of Christ. There is no Christ, 
except the Christ within and there is no cross.  

B.  Voids Church Discipline

Another problem created by the teaching of unconditional 
forgiveness is that it voids the teaching of Church 
disciple. Well, first of all, it is unbiblical because if 
unconditional forgiveness is the teaching of the Bible, 
church discipline all but disappears in the church. 
Matthew 18:15 says, "Moreover, if your brother sins 
against you, go and tell him his fault between you and him
alone." But if you have unconditionally forgiven him, 
sometimes even before he committed the sin, according to 
David Jeremiah; then how are you now going to go and 
confront the wrongdoer with his sin. Think that through. 

I mentioned in the last message that Martyn Luther gave 
three marks of a true church. The third mark he gave is 
that they practice church discipline. But if you practice 
unconditional love and unconditional forgiveness; it is 
hardly possible that church discipline will not cease. If 
you look at the modern church, you will see that that is 
what has happened. How can you discipline someone you have
already forgiven? You cannot even reprove somebody you’ve 
already truly forgiven. 

C.  It Leads To Wrong Ways Of Dealing With Sin

Then, unconditional forgiveness leads to the wrong way to 
deal with sin. We have substituted the world's way of 
dealing with sin for the biblical prescription. How does 
the world deal with sin? Well, it usually does not 
recognize sin so it deals with mistakes and such like. 

Now there are two very common ways used by the world. One,
to say, “I’m sorry.” And two, is to make an apology. Now, 
the word ‘apology’ has changed meaning over the years. It 
originally meant to make a defense. So Christian courses 
in apologetics teach one how to defend the faith against 
false teaching. But it is now mainly used as a statement 
of regret for some error or offense. 

To say, “I’m sorry”, actually means I feel bad about what 
I did. There are times when this might be sufficient. But 
I think that saying, “I’m sorry” is most appropriate when 
we have accidentally or inadvertently caused someone else 



pain. For example, I come around a corner in a busy 
grocery store and bump into a person and send their bag of
groceries flying. To say, “I’m sorry” is what is in order.
That means I feel bad about not paying attention and 
causing this pain. But a situation like that does not call
for repentance, as I see it. Let us say I lied to this 
person I bumped into in order to excuse my carelessness, 
now repentance is in order, and I’ll talk about that 
later. 

In a sense, an apology is like that as well. Truly, an 
apology is a defense. Let us say I have accidentally 
damaged another person’s property. I might make a 
legitimate defense for what happened. But the Funk and 
Wagnall’s Dictionary gives as one meaning of an apology 
as, “A statement or explanation expressing regret for some
error or offense.” 

But, what is the right way to take care of sin? It is 
repentance and confession. There are times when saying, 
“I’m sorry”, or an apology might be sufficient to truly 
satisfy. But the biblical way is to say, “The other day 
when I talked to you about (and then you spell it out) I 
lied. Here is what really happened. I have sinned against 
you by lying to you and I am asking for your forgiveness.”
That is repentance and confession. It is not saying I am 
sorry or I apologize. It is saying I have sinned, and it 
names the sin in confession and asks forgiveness. 

Now there are two very important elements in that kind of 
repentance. A change of mind has happened before this 
person went to talk to the other. Repentance is not the 
hardest element in dealing with sin. Going to the person 
and confessing the wrong, that is the hardest part. It is 
that which we will do almost everything to avoid, but that
is the biblical way of dealing with sin. 

For many minor things or accidents saying, “I’m sorry”, or
“I apologize”, is sufficient. For sin, repentance and 
confession is in order. 

D.  It is unjust

There is yet another problem created by the teaching of 
unconditional forgiveness. It is unjust. I mentioned Dan 
Vander Lugt, writing for the 'The Daily Bread' who said, 
"Unconditional forgiveness is an affront against justice."



You see, the reason God cannot forgive unconditionally is 
because it would violate His justice. Someone has said 
that if man is to forgive unconditionally, then God 
requires of man that which He himself cannot do. 

The Lord says we are not to avenge ourselves. That word 
'avenge' or 'revenge' translates the Greek word which 
means 'out of justice.' We are not to take justice into 
our own hands. God says, "Vengeance is mine, I will 
repay." God will bring about justice. 

E.  It Comforts People In Sin

There is another problem with unconditional forgiveness. 
It comforts people in their sin. A lady wrote me after I 
did the messages on forgiveness some years ago. She said 
her husband had committed adultery with another woman and 
she was angry with that woman and no doubt became bitter. 
And she wanted to overcome that anger and bitterness. So 
she went to that woman and said, "I forgive you." 
Now, though she said she forgave the other woman, I ask, 
was the other woman forgiven? No. And after forgiving the 
other woman, was the first woman delivered from that 
horrible wrong? Answer? No! That kind of forgiveness is an
injustice on two counts. Without repentance that person 
cannot be forgiven. And second, it may comfort the sinner 
in their sin. Jesus was given the name Jesus, meaning 
Jehovah saves. And the reason He was given that name is 
because He will save His people from their sins, not in 
them (Matt. 1). 

F.  Therapeutic Forgiveness

There is another problem with unconditional forgiveness. 
Unconditional forgiveness is exercised, not to deal with 
the sin, but to avoid bitterness. It is concerned about 
the wronged person, not the wrongdoer. I do not know who 
coined the phrase 'therapeutic forgiveness' but that is an
accurate description of unconditional forgiveness. This 
kind of forgiveness is therapy for self, it pampers the 
self life. Conditional forgiveness requires repentance and
requires the work of the cross which slays self. 

Let me explain. When I discuss this subject with those who
disagree with me I say, "Let us say someone has wronged 
you. And so you have forgiven them but they have not 
repented. I ask you, is that person now forgiven?" The 



standard answer is, "No, they are not forgiven, but I have
forgiven them. My heart is clear." That is therapeutic 
forgiveness. It sometimes clears the heart of the one who 
is wronged, but it does not clear away the sin from the 
one who did the wrong. 

Now you see what has happened? The one who was wronged has
forgiven the other person. But since the other person did 
not repent, now his sin is still there. So the 
relationship has not been restored. 
Then I say, "Does God unconditionally forgive you?" And 
they say, "No." So, then I ask, "When you repent before 
God and He forgives you, He has forgiven and are you clear
now?" Answer, "Yes." Question: "But it does not work like 
that with man?" Answer: "No." Think that through. We are 
to forgive like Christ forgave, but He does not forgive 
like that! 

Set that over against conditional forgiveness. I have been
wronged by another. A year has passed and now the person 
comes and truly repents and I forgive. Now the one who did
wrong is forgiven. And the one who was wronged has 
forgiven, and the relationship is restored. That is true 
forgiveness! True forgiveness brings about that which 
restores the relationship. 

G.  Avoids Confronting Wrongdoers

There is another problem with unconditional forgiveness, 
and that is that it avoids confronting wrongdoers. This is
not true of all who hold to unconditional forgiveness, but
no doubt, it holds true for the vast majority of them. 
This avoidance makes it easier for both parties, and the 
forgiving party is justified in not confronting sin by 
claiming to have forgiven the wrongdoer. This adds to the 
problem of sinners losing fear for God. 

H.  Time heals wrongs

There is another problem with unconditional forgiveness. 
It seems sometimes that when you forgive and forget 
without rebuking, over time the matter disappears. Many 
people, when they are wronged, let the matter go. And then
as time goes on and circumstances change, many who have 
been wronged by others learn to get along again without 
ever dealing with the wrong. But, as one of our folks has 
well said, only the date has changed. The sin has still 



not been dealt with though it has been covered over by 
time. 

On the other hand, dealing with wrongs like this can have 
devastating results later on. Gary Inrig says in a Daily 
Bread booklet, "What is True Forgiveness?" "The Lord was 
not talking about burying sin, under the naive assumption 
that 'time heals all wounds.'” Then he says, “Untended 
wounds do not automatically heal. As Mark McMinn says, 
'Time heals clean wounds. Soiled wounds fester and 
infect'” (page 12).

What does he mean? If we have been sinned against, and 
true repentance takes place, then time will heal the pain 
of that wrong. But, if sins are left undealt with, then 
time will tend to fester and infect those involved. 

You have all heard of the holocaust. Let me read this 
about a man who hunted those who were involved in killing 
Jews so many years ago. The article I read said this: 
"Asked why he insisted on bringing the remaining Nazis and
their collaborators --the youngest of which are well in 
their 90s-- to trial over 60 years since World War II 
ended, Zuroff said 'the passage of times does not diminish
the guilt of the killers.'" And here is the conclusion: A 
sin un-repented of for 60 years is still the same sin. We 
may now feel a lot different about it, but justice does 
not. 

CONCL: Well, let us conclude. One of the most common things 
given as evidence that unconditional forgiveness is godly and 
right, is that if you do not forgive in this way, you will 
become bitter. Let me say this, I have seen those who supposedly
unconditionally forgive, but bitterness is still a problem. But 
I have recommended that there is a difference in how to deal 
with things if we are wronged by an unbeliever, or if we are 
wronged by a believer. If we are wronged by a believer, we are 
to rebuke the (Matt. 18). I have said this is probably one of 
the most disobeyed commands in the Bible by Believers. 

I have further recommended that if things cannot be fixed 
because we are in so many different denominations and so on, 
that in such cases one practice Romans 12:19, which says, 
“Beloved, do not avenge yourselves, but rather give place to 
wrath; for it is written, ‘Vengeance is Mine, I will repay,’ 
says the Lord.” It is necessary in some such cases to mark and 
avoid people (2 Thessalonians 3 and Romans Romans 16:17). 
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Further, I have mentioned numerous problems created by the 
teaching of unconditional forgiveness. First, I believe it 
teaches a crossless way of dealing with problems. That is why 
the NAM loves this teaching so much and promotes it so much. But
it also wants to void church discipline. I have been a pastor 
for almost 21 years. I know why most churches do not 
excommunicate. I know why unconditional love makes life a lot 
easier. I know why unconditional forgiveness is practiced. 
Dealing with sin is one of the most difficult of all things. 
Insisting on repentance and confession is very costly and 
difficult, to say the least. But because we have adopted such 
teachings as unconditional love, unconditional grace, 
unconditional forgiveness, the practice of sin increases among 
believers. And thus we have the subtle undoing of the fear of 
God in the Church. 

Then, it leads to the wrong way of dealing with sin by simply 
saying I am sorry or apologizing. But sin requires repentance 
and confession, and repentance and confession apply the cross to
life. Then, forgiveness without repentance is unjust. Further, 
it has the tendency to comfort the wrongdoer in his sin. Then, 
it is therapeutic, and in many cases selfish. It is for me. It 
also, in most cases, gives the wronged person the sense of 
freedom from needing to confront the person with his or her sin.
Then there is the danger of letting time do the healing, instead
of dealing with sin. I know of no more difficult thing than 
dealing with sin. I know why we shy away from doing it. 

Jesus said, "If anyone desires to come after Me, let him deny 
himself, and take up his cross daily, and follow Me.”


