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ROMANS 4:1 - 4:25 

 

In order to understand the teaching of the apostle here we must pay due attention to the 

relationship of this Chapter to the former Chapter, verses 21-31. The relationship is as follows: 

1. Man, both Jew and Gentile, is hopelessly lost “under sin.” By the law is the knowledge 

of sin. However, God has an altogether different way of salvation. It is the righteousness of God. 

We all have sinned and come short of the glory of God. Every mouth is stopped and the whole 

world is guilty before God (Rom. 3:19, 20). 

2. The righteousness of God is revealed without law (Rom. 3:21). If there were a law 

which could make alive then righteousness would be out of law (Gal. 3:21). But such was not the 

divine intention. Salvation is not an after-thought, but salvation without works of law is taught 

everywhere in the Old Testament Scriptures. It is testified of by the law and the prophets. 

Compare Romans 3:21 with John 5:44-47 and Luke 24:26-32 for the “testimony" of the Law and 

the Prophets. 

3. This law and the prophets, the O.T. Scriptures referred to in this 4th Chapter of 

Romans are the following Scripture passages from which the apostle adduces the arguments for 

justification by faith alone. Genesis 15:6; Psalm 32:1, 2; Genesis 17:10, 11; Genesis 18:18; 

Genesis 22:17, 18; Genesis 17:5; Genesis 15:6b and Isaiah 53:4, 5. Before you attempt to follow 

the argument of Paul in this Chapter acquaint yourself thoroughly with these O.T. Scriptures. 

 

PAUL'S FIVEFOLD ARGUMENTS FROM THESE O.T. SCRIPTURES 

Argument 1: Paul argues from the simple fact that Abraham, who admittedly was 

justified by faith, to the truth that justification is by faith for all the children of God, whether they 

be Jews of Gentiles. That is the argument in Romans 4:1-5. (Read from your own Bible!) Such is 

the clear teaching of Moses in Genesis 15:6. Abraham is justified. He is declared to be righteous, 

even though in himself he is most unjust. By looking at the stars in the heaven he saw the day of 

Christ from afar, the cross of Christ “towering o’re” the sins of all the elect, both of Jews and 

Gentiles, set forth a propitiation for our sins (Rom. 3:25, 26). Before Abraham was, Christ is the 

“I Am,” Jehovah God, which grace Abraham saw from afar in the promise (John 8:56; Hebrews 

11:13). And so Abraham has no ground of boasting in himself. Calvin suggests that Paul has a 

syllogism here: 

1.  If Abraham was justified by works he hath whereof to glory. 

2. Abraham hath not whereof to glory before God. 

3. Hence: Abraham is not justified by works of merit. 

And so Argument one is confirmed by the Scriptures. Abraham believed. He did not stand in any 

position to ask a reward of merit from God. He is justified without works of law! (Rom. 3:28) 

Argument 2. The next argument and proof is the testimony of the law and the prophets as 

given in Psalm 32:1, 2 (read from your own Bible this beautiful utterance of David). 

Paul here adduces the example of David. What was true of the father of all believers, is 

equally true of the great King, David. He too was a poor sinner in need of justification before 

God. Tine Psalm speaks of David’s “iniquities” (lawlessnesses) and “sins.” David transgressed 

the “law” of God and thus he became a “sinner” who wholly missed the mark of God. But David 



also speaks of sins “forgiven” and iniquity “covered” and of sin “not imputed.” This is not 

infused righteousness, but it is justification of the “godless.” See Heidelberg Catechism, Lord’s 

Day 23, Q. 60. See verse 5. Both Abraham and David are justified as “godless” ones!! And 

godless ones cannot be justified by works of law, but merely by the imputation, of the 

righteousness of Christ. It is without works of law!! See verse 6. 

Argument 3: The third argument is one based on the circumcision of Abraham. The fact 

that Abraham was a believer, who was justified before he was circumcised ought to be noticed. 

Genesis 15:6 recounts an appearance of God before the happenings recorded for us in Genesis 

17:10, 11, where we read of Abraham’s circumcision and that of his entire house. Now what is 

the argument? This: justification has no dependency on the rite of circumcision. There is nothing 

in circumcision that can be appealed to as a requisite for justification. The only manner in which 

Abraham, David or any saint can appropriate the righteousness of God is by faith. See 

Heidelberg Catechism, Lord’s Day 23, Q. 61. In this Divine dispensation the Jew has no 

advantage, and the Greek and the Gentile suffer no loss. The question is simply this: if we are 

Christ’s then are we Abraham’s Seed and heirs according to the promise. The question is: do we 

walk in the footsteps of the faith of Abraham. For circumcision is sign and seal of the 

righteousness which is by faith, but it is not the basis of being justified. That is by faith alone. 

Such is the argument in Romans 4:9-12. 

Argument 4. In Romans 4:13, 14 Paid argues that justification is by faith alone from the 

very nature of the promise of God to Abraham and to all who believe. Yes, Abraham will be heir 

of the world. He will not be such personally according to the flesh. He will be such in the SEED, 

Christ (Gal. 3:16). When Christ is exalted at God's right hand in the heavens and receives all 

power in heaven and on earth, then it is that the promise to Abraham is fulfilled that he will be 

the heir of the world. Such is the cosmic implication of the promise in Christ in whom all things 

are united both in heaven and on earth (Eph. 1:10; 4:8; Col. 1:18). This promise made to the 

father is fulfilled in Christ’s resurrection and ascension. And this promise did not come to 

Abraham “through law,” through a principle in which Abraham merited this glory. That would 

nullify the promise and make the law of none effect. Grace would not be grace and law would 

not be law. Hence, Abraham and all his children are justified by faith!! 

Argument 5. This is really the argument of No. 4 turned about. This is the argument of 

Paul in Romans 4:15-17. It is the argument from the nature of the law. Law and promise cannot 

be mingled as a basis for justification. Grace establishes the law! (Rom. 3:31). However, law 

cannot make a man alive and make him law-abiding. It is weak through sin. One cannot legislate 

virtue! The law can only be a power of sin; it works wrath. By the law is the knowledge of sin 

(Rom. 3:20). This is axiomatic! For where there is no law there is no transgression. Compare the 

various statements of Paul on this axiom in Romans 3:20; 5:13; 7:8, 9! See the clear and lucid 

statements of Paul in Galatians 3:16-29! 

Such are the fivefold arguments of Paul for the truth of the gospel that a man is justified 

by faith, without works of law. 

 

ABRAHAM'S FAITH IS THE ILLUSTRATION THAT JUSTIFICATION IS BY FAITH 

Romans 4:18-25 

In this section Paul again has a fivefold evidences that justification is by faith alone, so 

that in Romans 5:1 he can write, “Wherefore being justified by faith, we have peace with God 

through our Lord Jesus Christ.” These evidences of justification Paul adduces from the following 

in Abraham’s faith: 



Evidence No. 1. (Rom. 4:18) This is the argument from the object of Abraham’s faith. 

The object of Abraham’s faith was the promise “so shall thy seed be,” that is as the stars in the 

heaven in multitude (Gen. 15:5). This was told to Abraham when Abraham had as yet no son, no 

heir from his loins. That promise was not conditioned upon works of law which Abraham was to 

perform, but was anchored in the unchangeable promise that God would bring it to pass, the God 

who went alone between the sacrificed animals (Gen. 15:12-15). He is faithful who has promised 

it. And this promise depends solely on Him who has promised it, the Testator of the Testament. 

Evidence No. 2. (Rom. 4:19, 20) This is the argument that Abraham was saved by faith, 

which was a waiting in “hope upon hope.” One episode of his life to the other was simply a 

salvation in hope, a waiting for God to bring it to pass in mercy and grace. Here was nothing that 

Abraham could do to bring to pass the promised salvation. Isaac must be born as a wonder-child, 

a child of “laughter”; it is the demonstration of the fact that “nothing is impossible with God,” 

and, yet, that as for the fulfilling of the promise, all is impossible except God save us! If 

Abraham looked at his own flesh or that of Sarah he would have despaired. But he waxed strong 

in faith, and did not basically waver from the earnest expectation of the promise. 

Evidence No. 3. (Rom. 4:21) Faith does a bit of reasoning. Abraham trusted in God. And 

his faith reached to the heights where it said: God raises the dead to life, and calls the things 

which are not as though they were. Thus alone Abraham did not despair, even though he 

acknowledged the human impossibility of having children at his old age on about 100 years with 

a wife who is 90 years old. It is simply faith, strong faith. Here is nothing of the works which 

man contributes toward the realization of the promise. 

Evidence No. 4. (Rom. 4:22) This proves that Abraham was justified by faith alone. It 

was imputed to Abraham by faith. Not by a dead faith, but by a faith which works by love and 

that is perfected in works of faith (Gal. 5:6; James 2:23). And this was not only written for 

Abraham’s sake but also for everyone who believes, who is the property of Christ, and an heir 

according to the promise. In this one case we have the universal rule in the church. Abraham is 

the father of all believers. 

Evidence No. 5. (Rom. 4:25) This is the central message of the promise summed up in 

the glorious words of Isaiah 53:4, 5. Christ was delivered for our offenses. He is set for a 

propitiation by God in our stead. That is the realization of the righteousness of God in Christ. 

And he was raised for our justification. Justification is finished on the Cross, the debt has been 

paid. The empty tomb attests to our being justified freely by grace, and that Abraham did not 

wait in vain. 
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