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SATAN IN THE GARDEN OF EDEN
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INTRODUCTION1

Satan ruined everything. The first two chapters of Genesis present
a wonderful beginning which includes the creation story and the
insertion of man, God’s crowning creation, into the Garden of Eden.
How could it be more perfect? The Garden of Eden is presented as a
stunningly beautiful place, with fruit trees everywhere, flowing rivers,
and precious metals in abundance. God is present in the Garden with
man (Gen. 3:8). God even took care of man’s loneliness by creating
woman for him. All is well.

Yet, as one continues reading, the perfect situation in the perfect
setting is soon brought to an end. Satan is introduced into the narrative.
And, as every reader knows, Satan initiated the fall of man, his
separation from God and his removal from the Garden.

This Genesis account is foundational to so many teachings of the
Bible. It introduces us to theologically important topics like: Satan, sin,
temptation, law, separation, consequences, forgiveness, et cetera.
Imagine trying to understand what Paul was talking about in 2 Corinthi-
ans 2:11; 11:3; Romans 5:12-21; and 1 Timothy 2:9-15 without
Genesis 3:1-6. Imagine attempting to grasp what John was referring to
in Revelation 12:9 and 20:2 or Jesus in Matthew 4:10; 12:26; 16:23;
Luke 10:18 and John 8:44 without this text.

There are those who question many aspects of this narrative. It is
the purpose of this chapter to consider Satan and his activity in five
categories: 1) The historicity of Satan in the Genesis account, 2) The
location of Satan’s first temptation, 3) The role of the serpent in the
work of Satan, 4) The methodology used by Satan to tempt Eve, and 5)
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The short term and long term consequences of Satan’s success in the
Garden.

IS THE ACCOUNT OF SATAN IN THE GARDEN MYTH?
The first eleven chapters of Genesis have been much maligned.

College, university and seminary professors all over the United States
and the world have attempted to discredit these chapters. Generally,
there are three views. One view is that Chapters 1-11 (and, therefore
our section in 3:1-6) are nothing more than a fable, a fanciful myth that
has evolved through time.

If one accepts that Genesis contains at least some world view,
then the creation account must be either literal or non-literal. For
the theistic evolutionist, of course, that question already has been
answered. There is no possibility whatsoever that a theistic
evolutionist will accept the Genesis account as literal history,
since to do so would align it squarely against evolution. Eventu-
ally, then, the events recorded in the first eleven chapters of
Genesis somehow must be relegated to the status of a myth or an
allegory; they cannot be viewed as literal, historical events that
actually transpired. This simply is not an option for the theistic
evolutionist.2

The view that Genesis 1-11 is a fable has a considerable number of
weaknesses. It does not account for the many references to these
chapters throughout both the Old and New Testaments; it does not offer
an explanation of how Jesus could refer to these events, portraying
them as historical; it does not fit the nature of mythological literature;
nor does it account for the fact that for centuries these chapters were the
foundation for beliefs in a number of civilizations.

Another position is that chapters 1-11 are allegorical, or a combina-
tion of history and allegory. To this point, Horsley said:

No writer of true history would mix plain matter of fact with
allegory in one continued narrative, without any intimation of a
transition from one to the other. If, therefore, any part of this
narrative be matter of fact, no part is allegorical. On the other
hand, if any part be allegorical, no part is naked matter of fact:
and the consequence of this will be, that every thing in every part
of the whole narrative must be allegorical. If the formation of the
woman out of the man be allegory, the woman must be an
allegorical woman. The man therefore must be an allegorical
man; for of such a man only the allegorical woman will be a
meet companion. If the man is allegorical, his paradise will be an
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allegorical garden; the trees that grow in it, allegorical trees; the
rivers that watered it, allegorical rivers; and thus we may ascend
to the very beginning of the creation; and conclude at last that
the heavens are allegorical heavens, and the earth an allegorical
earth. Thus the whole history of the creation will be an allegory,
of which the real subject is not disclosed; and in this absurdity
the scheme of allegorizing ends.3

The allegorical view is so full of holes and weaknesses that no logically
thinking person would adopt it. The language is not allegorical, plus the
proposed meanings of the allegories are so fanciful and wildly
speculative that the entire section becomes worthless (because one
cannot possibly understand what the allegorical symbols represent). In
addition, one might wonder why numerous Old Testament writers and
Jesus, Paul, and John regarded this material as true history.

A third perspective is that Chapters 1-11 are literal. This is
certainly the correct view. Plus, its being literal does not prohibit our
seeing deeper spiritual truths than what this text reveals (for example,
Satan is not personally named here, but we find out later that he was the
force that used the serpent).

That it is a literal account is proven, first, by the fact that it is a
part of a continuous history. The narrative goes on without a
break into all subsequent history. If this record be fable and not
history, the historical character of the entire Pentateuch is to be
called in question, for none could point out a convenient place
where early fable becomes history. The argument based on a
continuous history cannot be refuted. The story is as clearly
literal at its beginning as it is at its end, or at any point in its
progress. In the second place, the literal character of this record
is evidenced by the fact that reference is made to it in all candor
in later Scriptures and is there made the basis of instruction and
appeal which would have no weight if drawn from a fable. The
Bible, as a whole and without exception, treats the Genesis
record as literal. This suggests an extensive theme which can be
pursued here only to a limited degree.4

The objections offered to our text (Gen. 3:1-6) always center
around three parts: Satan, the Tree of Knowledge of Good and Evil and
the Tree of Life. Of course, naturalists are not going to acknowledge
the existence of any spiritual being, good or evil. So, they will quickly
dismiss the existence of Satan, God, and trees that had special powers.
Yet, those who acknowledge the existence of God can also logically
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reason to the existence of Satan. Furthermore, since God frequently
used instruments to teach spiritual truths (Moses’ staff, the pillar of fire
that guided the Israelites, the implements in the tabernacle, etc.), it is
not unreasonable that he should here employ trees. God could have
created man to be immortal, and he could have given him the knowl-
edge of good and evil, but the design of the garden was to test man’s
faithfulness. Having access to the forbidden fruit was necessary if God
was going to be consistent with his desire for man to be a free moral
being. Thus, everything mentioned in this text should not only be
viewed as historical, but also seen as absolutely necessary. So much is
understood by Satan, the Tree of Knowledge of Good and Evil and the
Tree of Life being literal; so much confusion is created by their being
figurative.
THE LOCATION OF SATAN’S FIRST TEMPTATION: EDEN

Scholars, archaeologists and Bible students have been fascinated
with the Garden of Eden. As noted earlier, the Biblical description of
it is clearly meant to be understood as literal and historical. This being
the case, it logically creates interest in where this perfect place is
located. Years of scholarly research and investigation have produced
no consensus. As one considers the vast amount of literature, dozens of
locations have been promoted: East Asia, North Pole, Egypt, Iran,
Turkey, Sumeria, Armenia or possibly in Mesopotamia. The most
fanciful, of course, is that postulated by the Mormon church. Their
contention is that the Garden is found in Jackson County, Missouri,
because Adam, the first man, lived in Adam-ondi-Ahman (north of
Kansas City). When Adam was “kicked out” of the Garden (so they
say), he moved to nearby Daviess County.5

The Biblical account offers the following pieces of evidence
regarding the location of Eden:

• Eden was a place where God planted a garden, and this garden
was situated in the eastern part of Eden (Gen. 2:8).

• A river from Eden watered the garden as it flowed through (Gen.
2:10)

• The river branched into four rivers as it exited the garden (Gen.
2:10)

• The rivers are called by name, three of which are associated with
known geographical landmarks (Gen. 2:11-14).
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While this information is sufficient to eliminate Missouri as a
viable option (especially since the Euphrates is mentioned, and we
know for certain where that river is located), it still opens the door to
a few possibilities, the most logical to be somewhere in the
Mesopotamian valley. R.K. Harrison said: “On the basis of currently
available information it would appear that the one that locates Eden
near the head of the Persian Gulf combines the greatest number of
probabilities of every kind.”6

Of course, those who discredit Eden as being a real place point out
that no such place exists today. This argument is shallow, however, in
light of the fact that many areas on the earth are no longer as they once
were. Evidence shows that at one time the North Pole enjoyed a
temperate climate, but that is certainly not the case now. Equally, there
is evidence that at one time the entire planet had a temperate climate.
The earth has undergone numerous changes over the years, with the
greatest impact being Noah’s flood. It is certainly logical to argue that
the flood removed Eden from the face of the earth as well as made
other ecological and climate changes.7

The Garden is described in beautiful language, and it serves as the
ideal location for man to live and to flourish. It is a fitting testimony to
God’s love and care for Adam and Eve. Plus, the presence of God in
the Garden magnifies how special this place was. All of these points,
however, only serve to illustrate the foolishness of sin. How could
Satan possibly come up with a temptation that would entice Eve when
she was given so much? In view of all of the liberties provided (they
could eat of every tree but one), the beauty of the Garden, plus the
consequences of sin (death), how did Satan pull this off? It is only
when we appreciate that Eden was a literal place can we comprehend
the full impact of Satan’s power in temptation.

THE ROLE OF THE SERPENT IN THE WORK OF SATAN
The fundamental question is: Was the serpent Satan, or did Satan

merely use the serpent as his instrument? Five initial observations need
to be made. First, there is nothing in the Genesis account to identify the
tempter as Satan. The text merely identifies him as the “serpent.”
Second, it is not until Revelation 12:9 that Satan is called the “the old
serpent,” thus using the terminology unique to the Genesis account.
Third, the New Testament identifies Satan as the tempter in the garden
(2 Cor. 11:3; 1 Tim. 2:14). Fourth, the oldest Jewish interpretation
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(found in the third century B.C. Septuagint) argued that the serpent was
merely symbolic of Satan (Palestinian Targums: Targum of Pseudo-
Jonathan, Neofiti I and Fragments).8 Fifth, it is significant that the
condemnation issued in Genesis 3:15 is only to the serpent, not to
Satan.

With these points in view, it seems most logical to argue that Satan
assumed the body of the serpent, using it as his instrument to tempt
Eve. If this view be correct, there are several interesting observations
to be made.

First, it demonstrates the ability of Satan to inhabit the body of one
of God’s creatures. This point ought not to surprise us, because we see
frequent demon possession in humans in the first century. In addition,
it reminds us of the Lord speaking to Balaam through a donkey in
Numbers 22:28.

The serpent is not a merely symbolical term applied to Satan; nor
was it only the form which Satan assumed; but it was a real
serpent, perverted by Satan to be the instrument of his temptation
(vv. 1 and 14). The possibility of such a perversion, or of the evil
spirit using an animal for his own purposes, is not to be ex-
plained merely on the ground of the supremacy of spirit over
nature, but also from the connection established in the creation
itself between heaven and earth; and still more, from the position
originally assigned by the Creator to the spirits of heaven in
relation to the creatures of earth.9

Second, it shows the craftiness of Satan. He knew that if he should
approach Eve in human form, his evil intentions would have been
revealed, because Eve certainly knew that the only humans in the
Garden were Adam and herself (and seeing another would have
frightened her or at least made her suspicious). In addition, Satan would
not have wanted to show himself to Eve in his spiritual state lest he
frighten her with his superior condition and ability. Rather, Satan chose
an animal that Eve would have recognized as an inhabitant of the
Garden. Her familiarity with serpents would have reduced the level of
fear and made her more comfortable in his presence. Also, it needs to
be noted that the form of this creature, if the serpent was a snake,
apparently was not like snakes today. Rather, Moses simply describes
the serpent as one of the beasts “of the field which Jehovah God had
made” (Gen. 3:1).
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Third, it manifests the character of Satan. The Genesis account
notes that the serpent was more “subtle” than any beast of the field that
God had made. This word is the Hebrew a’rum. Its basic meaning is
“nude” or “naked.” This is the word that was used to describe Adam
and Eve in Genesis 2:25—“And they were both naked, the man and his
wife, and were not ashamed” (cf. Gen. 3:7, 10, emphasis added). The
word itself is used in both a good sense and a bad sense. Proverbs 12:16
and 13:16 both recognize the value of being “prudent” and “cautious.”
Yet, the Old Testament also uses this word in an evil sense. Job 5:12
claims that God frustrates the plotting of the “shrewd.” Job 15:5 claims
that the evil man chooses the language of the “crafty.” Exodus 21:14
condemns the one who plots to kill his neighbor through “craftiness.”
Joshua 9:4 identifies the “crafty” approach of the Gibeonites to deceive
Israel. Therefore, it seems clear that Satan picked a creature that was
more like his nature, or one that would manifest the characteristics that
he most admired. Satan needed to deceive or trick Eve. Choosing a
creature that had an ability to be subtle was a perfect fit.

Fourth, it demonstrates the awareness of Satan. He was well aware
of the command of God, and he knew exactly what needed to be done
to bring about the fall of man. What is more, knowing the command of
God, Satan also had to devise an approach that would reduce the
significance and consequences should one violate God’s edict.

THE METHODOLOGY USED BY SATAN TO TEMPT EVE
As previously noted, Satan picked an animal that was “crafty,”

because he himself is crafty. His approach with Eve was brilliant,
simple and effective. We shall analyze the approach of Satan in
sections.

First, Satan began by asking a simple question: “Yea, hath God
said, Ye shall not eat of any tree of the garden?” (Gen. 3:1). On its
surface this seems like a harmless question. What could be so bad about
simply asking about God’s ruling? What did God say? However, in this
approach one notices a subtle attempt to expose the injustice of God.
“Did God restrict you from every/any tree in the garden?” Also, the
question was posed in such a way as to draw out the feelings of the
woman, and her perception of God’s ordinance.

Second, the question does not give God the full respect He
deserves. Looking at the entire text, we see that the phrase “Jehovah
God” is used frequently, including verse one: “Now the serpent was
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more subtle than any beast of the field which Jehovah God had made”
(the phrase “Jehovah God” occurred 11 times in chapter 2). By omitting
the personal name of the Lord, Satan accomplishes his primary goal:
minimizing the power of the Lawgiver. Later on, he will claim that by
eating of the forbidden tree, Eve will also achieve godhead, being every
bit as powerful as God.

Third, Satan capitalized upon Eve’s weakness. Whether Satan
perceived resentment in her response cannot be proven with certainty.
Though from her response, “neither shall ye touch it” (Gen. 3:3). it
seems that Eve may have demonstrated a bold addition to the divine
command. If God had not actually made that statement to Adam and
Eve, then Eve’s response was no small alteration to what God had said!

Fourth, Satan presents an overt contradiction to God’s edict. He
boldly asserts: “Ye shall not surely die” (Gen. 3:4). This statement is
as startling as it is audacious. In making it, Satan is equating himself
with the One who made the law; or better, showing himself superior to
the Lawgiver. Somehow, Satan knows the truth. Somehow, Satan
knows better the true result of violation. Inherent in this claim is that
Satan himself will protect them; that he will be able to bring about a
different result than the one God decreed.

Fifth, Satan minimizes or reduces to insignificance the consequence
of violating God’s command. Here he asserts: “Ye shall not surely die”
(Gen. 3:4). God said she would die, Satan says she will not. So, who is
to be believed? Satan is betting that he will be trusted. If he can get Eve
to believe that God will not do what He said He would do, then he
wins.

Sixth, Satan glorifies the value or benefits of sin. Here, he explains
to Eve that by eating, she will achieve the ultimate; she will “be as
God” (Gen. 3:5). It has always been a ploy of Satan to sell the benefits
over the consequences. The pleasures of sin are worth it, so he claims.
The word “God” appears twice in Genesis 3:5, and it is significant.
Virtually, Satan is saying, “God knows that you will become gods
yourselves,” implying that God is withholding a wonderful blessing to
them. Equally, this implies a sick and covetous jealousy on the part of
God. He does not want to share His “godship” with anyone else. In
addition, Satan claims that by eating, her “eyes shall be opened,” and
that she will be able to discern between “good and evil.” This proposi-
tion seemed strangely attractive to Eve. Perhaps, it was only the first
part that proved attractive (you shall become as God), and that she gave
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little thought to the second part. Or, perhaps she saw some benefit in
being able to discern between good and evil (a benefit that escapes the
modern student, since we so clearly see the horrors evil has brought
into the world).

Since Adam and Eve had known enough of the difference
between right and wrong to form a basis for right action concern-
ing the will of God as involved in the one prohibition placed
upon them, it is evident that the new knowledge of good and evil
which came to them through their disobedience was deeper and
of a different character. Though there was nothing attractive in
the exploit of coming to know evil by the sorrow which the
experience of it secures and the value of good by the loss of it,
there is, nevertheless, a strange zest in free action.10

Seventh, Satan appeals to three areas of human weakness. John
notes that sin takes shape in three distinct categories: “the lust of the
flesh and the lust of the eyes and the vain glory of life” (1 Jn. 2:15-16).
We should note the similarities individually.
The Lust Of The Flesh

The Genesis account states that Eve saw the forbidden fruit as
“good for food” (Gen. 3:6). There was no logical reason to think that
this fruit, whatever it was, would taste better than the many other fruits
that were freely available. The draw of the prohibited, the mystery of
the restricted, and the allure of the forbidden have caused many to
stumble and to sin.
The Lust Of The Eyes

Eve saw that the fruit “was a delight to the eyes” (Gen. 3:6). Some
might suppose that God made this particular fruit more attractive and
appealing than the other fruit in the Garden. Such might be the case,
although the text does not prove it either way. Simply stated, the fruit
looked good. Again, it may have looked even better when the divine
prohibition was placed upon eating it. This is why it is called a “lust.”
The Boastful Pride Of Life

Eve saw “that the tree was to be desired to make one wise” (Gen.
3:6). She determined that she could improve herself, even to the point
of being “god,” by eating. This prideful attitude proved motivation
enough. Rather than being content in her humble state as a child of the
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Almighty God, she allowed this pride to induce her to act. She wanted
a greater position.

THE SHORT TERM AND LONG TERM
CONSEQUENCES OF SATAN’S SUCCESS

Short Term Consequences
Satan’s victory in the Garden, in many ways, was surprisingly easy.

It would be interesting to know what his “plan B” might have been had
“plan A” failed. Unfortunately, it did not fail. Now Adam and Eve will
experience the full consequences of their sin. As we consider this text,
we can discern a number of short term consequences.

First, Satan learned about mankind’s lusts. Despite the fact that Eve
had an abundance of fruit from which to eat, there is always an allure
for the forbidden. Her desire for this fruit was exposed in two catego-
ries: lust of the eyes (“delight to the eyes”) and lust of the flesh (“good
for food”). By learning about man’s lusts, Satan found a powerful way
to tempt man to sin. From this point on, lust would be a powerful tool
in Satan’s hands. The problem of lust is frequently seen in the book of
Ezekiel (16:26; 23:5, 7-9, 11-12, 16, 20; 33:31). Jesus warns about the
dangers of lust (Mt. 5:28), and Paul says that men can become so
ingrained in lustful behavior that God will give up on them (Rom.
1:24). He pleads that we must not let sin reign in our mortal bodies so
that “ye should obey the lusts thereof” (Rom. 6:12; cf. 13:14). Paul also
notes how the days before putting on Christ are spent “serving divers
lusts and pleasures” (Tit. 3:3). James identifies the problem of sin,
saying: “[E]ach man is tempted, when he is drawn away by his own
lust, and enticed” (Jas. 1:14).

Second, Satan learned about man’s prideful nature. Eve was
certainly attracted to the promise that she would become “as God” if
she would eat. In addition, the promise of increased knowledge would
have been a point of pride. As with lust, Satan has frequently used
man’s pride as a way to bring him down. Pride is condemned in over
fifty passages in the Old Testament alone. Asaph noted that with the
wicked “pride is as a chain about their neck; Violence covereth them
as a garment” (Ps. 73:6). Solomon warns: “Pride goeth before destruc-
tion, And a haughty spirit before a fall” (Pro. 16:18). God says: “Pride,
and arrogancy, and the evil way, And the perverse mouth, do I hate”
(Pro. 8:13). As noted earlier, John said that the boastful “pride of life”
does not originate with God, but is of the world (1 Jn. 2:16).
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Third, Satan learned how one person can influence another person
to sin. After Eve had eaten, the text simply says that “she gave also to
her husband with her, and he ate” (Gen. 3:6).11 Why did Adam also
yield to the sin? Was it because Eve did not die (as God had said) or
did they determine that the consequences were insignificant or untrue?
Did he also like the look of the fruit and did its appearance appeal to his
lusts? Did he determine that he could not live without Eve, and so
whatever punishment she would endure he would endure with her?
Paul reveals: “Adam was not beguiled, but the woman being beguiled
hath fallen into transgression” (1 Tim. 2:14 ). Whatever motivated
Adam to sin, he did it with his eyes wide-open, fully aware of what he
was doing. Satan did not trick him. Still, by getting the woman to sin
he succeeded in getting the man to follow.

Fourth, Satan learned how God would respond to sin. As the
Genesis text notes, God punished both Adam and Eve in ways that
would impact them immediately (removal from the Garden), and also
for the rest of their lives (pain in childbirth, difficulty in getting the
earth to be productive). He also learned what “death” meant. God had
declared that the day they ate they would surely die. Death meant
separation from God. Whereas Adam and Eve enjoyed the presence of
God in the Garden, when they were removed from the Garden they also
were separated from God. Actually, they “died” in two ways, one
physical and one spiritual. They died physically, in that, from that day
forward they began the road to death. Without continual access to the
Tree of Life, they were destined to grow old and die. In addition, they
died spiritually. Sin separates one from God (Isa. 59:1-2). Paul writes
that one is “dead” in trespasses and sins (Eph. 2:1).
Long Term Consequences

It is clear that the sin of the first parents had a profound impact on
all of mankind. Here are a few of those enduring consequences.

First, it set an example that all men, in every succeeding genera-
tion, has followed. The first sin is always the most important sin. Adam
crossed that line, violating God’s mandate, and so men ever since have
equally crossed that line. Paul noted the significance of this first sin
with the words, “through one man sin entered into the world” (Rom.
5:12). Before, the world knew of no sin. Now, because of Adam, sin
was introduced into this previously pristine, sinless realm. It must be
stressed that this does not mean, as some have supposed, that Adam’s
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sin was passed on, or inherited by future generations (known as the
“Doctrine of Original Sin”). Paul goes on to clearly state, “for that all
sinned,” in the same verse. Earlier he noted: “There is none righteous,
no, not one” (Rom. 3:10) and that “all have sinned, and fall short of the
glory of God” (Rom. 3:23).

Second, it brought death into the world. God’s distinct prohibition
to eat of the Tree of Knowledge of Good and Evil also had a certain
consequence—death. Paul explains that it was through the transgres-
sion of Adam that sin entered into the world, and death through sin
(Rom. 5:12). It is Satan’s desire for man to experience the same
separation from God that he received when he rebelled against God.
Paul points out that, with each man who sins (like Adam sinned), he
equally will die. The remainder of this section (Rom. 5:12-21) is to
identify the good news of how the work of Christ has enabled us to
become righteous and to enjoy the blessings of eternal life (v. 21).

Third, we learned about the insidious nature of sin and about the
nature of Satan, the tempter.12

Very much has been written with reference to the action of the
will of unfallen Adam. The problem is difficult and psychologi-
cal in character. The influence of the tempter over Adam cannot
be estimated. There was a kingdom of evil already abroad in the
universe when Adam was created. God had permitted the fall of
the greatest of the angels and he had led, by the same permissive
will, an unnumbered host of angels into rebellion against God.
The problem arises rather with Adam’s own desires. If he were
lusting after forbidden knowledge and independence of God, he
was fallen already. The situation is exceeded in complexity only
by the fall of Satan; in which instance there was no tempter nor
was there any inward urge which springs from a fallen nature.
Yet Satan was lifted up with pride (1 Tim. 3:6) and became
subject to unholy ambition desiring to reach beyond the sphere
into which he was placed by creation—a sphere determined by
infinite wisdom, in which he might know the benefit of infinite
power, and be sustained and blessed by infinite love. The same
sin is reenacted by Adam. It is written: “Wherefore, as by one
man sin entered into the world, and death by sin; and so death
passed upon all men, for that all have sinned” (Rom. 5:12). The
precise nature of sin was not changed by its entrance into the
world.13
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Fourth, Adam’s sin has proven to be the springboard to centuries
of failure. His sin reminds mankind of our own frailties and weak-
nesses. One might have had hope of sinlessness if the first man had
succeeded, but Adam’s failure merely represents the failure of all
mankind.

The mental process through which Eve passed is more fully
disclosed than that through which Adam passed. She had
observed the tree and was aware of the divinely imposed
restrictions placed upon it, but quite suddenly she saw that it was
beautiful to the eye, that it was good for food, and that it offered
an avenue into greater wisdom. These new impressions were but
for the moment. Had they been resisted, the test would have
passed forever. The experience of these two parents is not a
norm or pattern of temptations which beset fallen humanity,
whose experience is that of a ceaseless stress and trial with the
depressing consciousness of many failures and defeats.14

CONCLUSION
There is much to be learned by studying the work of Satan in the

Garden. Hopefully, by learning about his methods we can be aware of
his character and his tactics (1 Pet. 5:8). As Paul said in 2 Corinthians
2:11, we need to be alert so “that no advantage may be gained over us
by Satan: for we are not ignorant of his devices.” Equally, we can learn
something about ourselves through what Adam and Eve did. They had
so much going for them, and thus so much to lose (and, of course, did
lose). We have “every spiritual blessing” by being in Christ (Eph. 1:3).
Like Adam and Eve, we have much to lose. We cannot allow Satan to
be victorious over us.

ENDNOTES
1 All Scripture references are taken from the American Standard Version
unless otherwise noted.
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3 Quoted in Lewis Sperry Chafer, “Anthropology: Part 6.” Bibliotheca Sacra
101:403 (July 1944): 270.
4 Ibid.
5 Tenth Mormon President Joseph Fielding Smith wrote: “In accord with the
revelations given to the Prophet Joseph Smith, we teach that the Garden of
Eden was on the American continent located where the city of Zion, or the
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New Jerusalem will be built. When Adam and Eve were driven out of the
Garden, they eventually dwelt at a place called Adam-ondi-Ahman, situated
in what is now Daviess County, Missouri” (Doctrines of Salvation 3:74).
Mormon Apostle John Widtsoe wrote: “Since Adam called together seven
generations of his descendants at Adam-ondi-Ahman, it can well be believed
that there was his old homestead. If so, the Garden of Eden was probably not
far distant, for it was the entrance at the east of the Garden which was closed
against them at the time of the ‘fall’ (Genesis 3:24). In fact, it has been
commonly understood among the Latter-day Saints, from the teachings of the
Prophet, that the temple was to be built in or near the location of the Garden
of Eden” (Evidences and Reconciliations, p. 396). As a side note, the Mormon
church also contends that this is the location on which Noah built the ark. In
a sermon delivered by Orson Pratt, the LDS Apostle concurred with the
aforementioned statements by saying: “We may, however, observe, that so far
as new revelation has given us information on this subject, this Continent of
ours may be ranked among the first lands occupied by the human family. The
very first man who had dominion on the face of the earth, under the direction
of the Heavens, once dwelt on this Continent, His name was Adam.” Pratt
continued by saying, “It was on this land where both Noah built his ark, which
was blown by the winds of Heaven away to the east, and landed on Ararat”
(Journal of Discourses 12:338).
6 Roland K. Harrison, “Eden,” in the International Standard Bible Encyclope-
dia (Grand Rapids, MI: Wm. B. Eerdmans, 1982).
7 “Shifting river beds and the changing configuration of the country in the
course of millenniums, due to accumulations of enormous deposits of river silt,
render such a task virtually impossible. The important thing is that Genesis
locates the beginning of human life in the very region which archeological
research has demonstrated to be the cradle of civilization.” Merrill F. Unger,
“Archeology and Genesis 3-4.” Bibliotheca Sacra 110:437 (Jan 1953): 12.
8 Gordon J. Wenham, Word Biblical Commentary: Genesis 1-15 (Dallas, TX:
Word Incorporated, 2002). 80.
9 Carl Friedrich Keil and Franz Delitzsch, Commentary on the Old Testament
(Peabody, MA: Hendrickson, 2002), 1:58.
10 Chafer, 279.
11 Michael F. Stitzinger, “Genesis 1-3 and the Male/Female Role Relation-
ship.” Grace Theological Journal 2 (Spring 1981): 23.
12 “Even without this striking but uncertain evidence, the Devil has quite
clearly, if inadvertently, let out what his motives have been right along. When
“the old serpent” met the first pair [the first Adam] in the Garden and
suggested his own goal as a goal for the man and his wife, he said, “ye shall
be as God” (Gen. 3:5). When “late in time” Satan met the “last Adam” in the
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temptation contest, and knowing, as did the demons, that he was the “holy one
of God” (Mk. 1:24; Lk. 4:34), he tempted Jesus, “and showeth him all the
kingdoms of the world, and the glory of them; and he said unto him, All these
things will I give thee, if thou wilt fall down and worship me” (Mt. 4:8-9). This
reveals an unmistakable ambition to be like God, to replace him as object of
universal worship. In other words, Satan’s basic motive is pride. It may be
called selfishness.” Robert D. Culver, “The Nature and Origin of Evil.”
Bibliotheca Sacra 129:514 (April 1972):114.
13 Chafer, 280.
14 Chafer, 282.
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