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Review: Romans 6:1-8:39NSECOND MAJOR CORNERSTONE for our
foundational, godly edification as a member of the church, the body of Christ.

- ESTABLISHMENT IN THE DOCTRINE OF OUR SANCTIFICATION BY
GRACE THROUGH FAITHNthe goal: the complete knowledge of our sanctified
standing before God Oin ChristO which enables us to Olive unto God.O

- The Ultra-simplistic Breakdown of all that is contained in Romans 6, 7, and 8:
(slide #31)
- These 3 chapters teach us our basic understanding and appreciation of
godly sanctification, and youOve basically got 4 major sections...

1) Romans 6:1-13 which teaches us the most basic and
fundamental issue when it comes to beginning the doctrine of oul
sanctification: the doctrine of our beinde@d to si® and &ive

unto GodO

2) Romans 6:14 - 7:25 which teaches us that the effectual
working of our sanctified position Oin ChristO requires that we be
ot under the law, but under grace

3) Romans 8:1-13 which teaches us a detailed analysis of what
it means to Walk after the Spir and notafter the fles® as well

as the details of what it means to God to be spiritual or carnal an
the mechanical means to deal with sin, the flesh and carnality. It
gives you a graphic, and almost line by line description of the
actual way in which walking after the Spirit works, so that all your
thoughts are consistent with that, the way in which you put it into
practice is consistent with that, and the appreciation for this beinc
the way in which the fruit of the Spirit is brought forth is
understood properly as well.

4) Romans 8:14-39 which begins the appreciation of the
capstone of our sanctification as it is Biblically understood, and
that is that you are going to able to live unto God as a son. It
begins our sonship education in earnest.

- Those are your 4 major doctrinal issues, that when they are all put
together in their totality give us the complete and effectual working of our
sanctified position Qin ChristO so we can actually start to LIVE unto God
the details of our lives.

- Therefore as far as the bulk of the comprehension is concerned of our
sanctified position Oin ChristO youOve really got it all at the end of chaptt
8 verse 39 once those 4 major components are properly dealt with.

- And they all have their own proper sense & sequence to them.
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- The next thing to do is to see the major components that make up this second majo
section of our sanctification of our not beimgder the law, but under grace

- The Major Components of Romans 6:14-7:28lide #32)

1) - Rom. 6:14-18lHere the apostle Paul once again sets before you the next
big issue to understand and appreciate in the proper education of your godly
sanctification. And that major doctrinal issue is that yownatainder the
law, but under graceAnd because of that statement and what it naturally
provokes, all of the erroneous thinking about the law gets dealt with by
2 major Objections and 2 major Misunderstandings.

- And this is the next natural thing that has to be dealt with
because of what we have just come to understand and appreciate
about our sanctified position in Christ, that we dead indeed
unto sin, but alive unto God through Jesus Christ our Lord.

- And this doctrine will naturally build on all that doctrine.

- But this is not just another building block of information (it is
that) but more than thathis being nounder the law, but under
graceis to be the next natural thing because any attempt to get
grace abounding in your functional, sanctified life by trying in any
way whatsoever to utilize the law in doing it will not only FAIL in
ever producingdruit unto holinessbut utilizing the law to be the
thing you are to now live by will take your sanctified life and put it
to DEATH!

- Often times people will think that if we are to be good,
holy, and righteous, the immediate thing that comes to
mind (especially to the flesh) is that God wrote down His
good, holy and righteous standards in the law that He
gave to Moses on Mount Sinai.

- And so that must be the way to now live or

- There is a natural penchant or bend in your natural man to
attempt towalk in newness of lifiey walking under that law! And
even if you donOt think that is so, you need to recognize it,
acknowledge it, and understand and appreciate it as being the truth
of the matter.

- But you must be told and taught threlking in newness of life
can NEVER be accomplished by getting under the law.

- Therefore, Ron]. 6:14-15NDeclaration that we @mot under the law,
but under grace@nd the erroneous objection in connection with. that
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2) - Rom. 6:16-28IThe erroneous thinking of the 1st Objection of not being
under the law, but under grace attacked, exposed, and dismissed as the
thatitis. (Two parts: {:16-18, and :1913

- (slide #33)

- 1st OBJECTION The law is my only compelling reason for not sinning
and for doing good.

- The first part of the corrective doctrine (6:16-18) set forth the tru
that GRACE provided you with just as compelling of a reason to
not sin and to do good as the law ever did.

- But because dhe infirmity of your fleshthe second part of the
corrective doctrine (6:19-23) set forth the truth that GRACE is no
merely Ojust asO compelling or equally as compelling as the law
GRACE is far greatesind far more excellemind far more
compellingto restrain you from sinning and to motivate you to do
good as the law ever was!

- And the powerful Opunch® or OkickerO at the end of the correc
doctrine was to introduce the issue of you now being able to proc
fruit unto holinesgwhichis the greater compelling reason) - becau
what you are able to produce by GRACHddinessunto God, i.e.,

it is that which is complete and total acceptance, delight, joy, and
pure pleasure to Him

- But even more than that, tkeerlasting lifeandeternal lifeissue
brought up in (:22 and 23) gives you the additional concept that tl
fruit unto holinessyou are able to produce by grace through faith i
your sanctified position Qin ChristO is something that your Heave
Father wants around Him and wants around Him forever! He will
never forget it! It will forever adorn His personal presence!!!

- That fruit unto holiness produced by grace will never cease to
make your Heavenly Father happy, joyful, pleased, and delighted
for ever and ever!

- (back to slide #32)
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- Each of thosekow ye no® is in direct connection with the
stated truth of us beingpt under the law, but under graeed the
startling reaction that that provokadthe ensuing question of
(:15), @Vvhat then? shall we sin, because we are not under the
law, but under gracgO

- These first two major objections God has the apostle Paul deal with constitute the
two most natural and most common objections that the issue of notuneiagthe
law, but under gracgenerates in the thinking of someoneOs mind.

- And then, after those two objections are dealt with, following that there are two
OrootO type Misunderstandithgd are often deeply set in most peopleOs minds that
are really at the core or source of where those first 2 objections came from.

- What Paul is doing is rooting oall of the erroneous thinking that will
hinder and prevent a saintOs sanctified position in Christ from ever being
able to be put into effect. Especially to prevent putting your now fully
developed understanding of beidgad to sirandalive unto Godand to

walk in newness of lifisEom ever being put into effect.

- And really, an objectiois usually raised because of some kind of a
misunderstanding

- And so you naturally have these misunderstandings dealt with after the
objections are dealt with and expelled.

- Once the objections come out (being provoked out of your thinking), then
once those objections are seen having no grounds whatsoever to stand on,
then God comes along and says, ONow letOs really get to the root of this
matter.O

- OAnd the whole reason why you had these objections in the first place is
because you had some real false ideas and misunderstandings about some
very fundamental things in connection with the law in the first place.O

- And thatOs what the last two issues from 7:7-12 and 7:13-25 deals with.
- ThatOs why Paul asks those questions like he does: (7:7 & 7:13).

He QOesnOt really treat them so much as objections, he treats them
as, Ols this really what youOre thinking?O

- And the order in which all these objections and misunderstandings about the law
occurs is very important, and each one will, as it is dealt with, as it is exposed as the
erroneous thinking that it is, and then dismissed as having any credit at all, each one
will then provoke you to ask about the next issueNthat is, as each issue effectually
does its job, it leaves you with, OOh, well what about this?0
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- And that doctrine is in the order it is in because God knows exactly how
the human mind works!

- And when we finally get to the end of chapter 7 and verse 25, God expe
to have completely (by the effectual working of what He has done) uproot
all the misunderstandings about the law that naturally exists in peopleOs
minds when it comes to sanctification.

- And all weOre after right now in this basic outline is to see that there is a deliber
progressive and organized development of ridding the mind of erroneous
understanding about the law.

- This, again is the power of Biblical sense & sequence.

4) - Rom. 7:7-1X1st Misunderstanding in regard to now beingt under the
law, but under gracand the corrective doctrine regarding it.

5) - Rom. 7:13-2812nd Misunderstanding in regard to now beingt under the
law, but under gracand the corrective doctrine regarding it.

- And then, at the end of verse 25 of chapter 7, youOre left with only ONE alterna
thereOs only one, legitimate, viable alternative for putting our sanctified position it
Christ into practice: GRACE.

- And itOs not that beingr@er grac® is just an option, it is the ONLY
THING LEFT!!I! And therefore it is the only thing that will work.

- Romans 7:1-6 (read)

- The 2nd Objectionto not beingunder the law, but under graedtacked, exposed,
and dismissed as the error that it is.

Romans 7:1
1 Know ye not, brethren, (for | speak to them that know the law,) how that the lav
hath dominion over a man as long as he liveth?

- First of all, if our outline is correct and these first 6 verses of chapter 7 do form a
package of corrective doctrine to a 2nd objection to beiginder the law, but under
graceNan objection that is based upon some erroneous thinking about the law as
means of putting our sanctified position in Christ into effect, then the next thing we
should do is take an overall look at this package of doctrine and see if it is made
component parts. (The steps to take to root out this erroneous thinking.)

- And maybe it is, and maybe it isnOt, but before dealing with the details
passage, thatOs what we need to look for and identify.



Page 6 Romans 6:14-7:25

- Romans 7:1NThe first component part.
- Just as we have seen previous to this throughout the way in which God is
presenting the information to us through the apostle Paul, we usually get a
statement that declares in a single sentence what the main objective of the
whole package of doctrine is going to be all about.

- And because this not only begins a new chapter in the book of Romans,
but also because of the use of the opening terminol&@owye ngD it
should cause us to realize that this is exactly what is happening here, too.

- Wherefore, just as we have already become accustom to back in chapter 6
and verse 16 (as well as other previous passages), my understanding is that
here in chapter 7 and verse 1, the apostle Paul gives us another statement ir
guestion form that lays out, in general, the issue that is going to be dealt
withNas well as kind of encapsulating the entire objective of the corrective
doctrine contained in the whole package of verses 1-6.

- Therefore the question of Romans 7:1 is designed to draw our attention
upon the next, natural objectitimt would be raised and now brought to

the surface (so to speak) in view of the original corrective doctrine that was
presented in Rom. 6:14 .......

14 For sin shall not have dominion over you: for ye are not
under the law, but under grace.

..... and in view of the erroneous thinking of the 1st Objedi@ing
completely attacked, corrected, and dismissed.

- So contained in Rom. 7:1 is the 2nd Objectiased upon the erroneous
thinking about the law being the means by which a Christian is supposed
to put his sanctified, functional life in effect. (or, to do what :4 saidn

so we also should walk in newness of)life

- Romans 7:2-3NThe second component part.
- Following the English words of logic, since verse 2 begins with the word
@ForO - which is not so much a OforO of further explanation and
amplification, but is a OforQ used to introduce the ground or reason for
something previously statedNand as such it is commonly used as the first
word of the sentence, verse 2 is, therefore, the beginning of something.

- It is the beginning of an illustration that is used as a legal appeal to the
ground or reason why the 2nd Objection of erroneous thinking is wrong
and truly erroneous.

- That is, it gives the legal basis for what was previously stated in the
guestion of verse 1.
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- Again, paying attention to those English words of logic that help us out ¢
much, we see that verse 3 begirgo then ifO - and continues on dealing
with the legal illustration upon which will hang the basis upon which the
2nd Objection of erroneous thinking will get dismissed.

- Therefore, my understanding is that verses 2 & 3 go together to form the
legal grounds of which the apostle Paul appeals to attack and begin to
correct the erroneous thinking of the 2nd Objection.

- Romans 7:4-6NThe third component part.
- Verses 4, 5, & 6 all begin with 3 different words of logic, but all three are
terms that are used to form the corrective doctrine that emerges from the
marriage illustration of (:2-3) and finally make the personal application
the corrective doctrine to effectually work within the inner man of any
person who held the erroneous thinking about the law presented in (:1) o
this 2nd Objection.

- Verse 4 begins a summary application of the previous information
concerning the marriage illustrationNAherefore..O

- Verse 5 begins with arForO of further explanation and further explanatio
to that issue.

- Verse 6 begins with B0t nowD as an applied conclusion of the corrective
doctrine that fully dismisses the 2nd Objection as having no legal basis ol
no legs to stand on (so to speak) at all.

- Now, if that basic component structure to Rom. 7:1-6 is clearly seen, then we ca
begin dealing with the details of this 2nd Objection.

- Romans 7:1NThe 1st ComponentSetting forth the 2nd Objection of erroneous
thinking about the law being the means of functionally living unto God and produc
fruit unto holinessn my sanctified position Oin Christ.O

- And, just as we had to do with the last package of corrective doctrine that went f
chapter 6 verses 16-23Njust as it was critically imperative that we had a very, ver
clear understanding and appreciation (a very finely defined understanding) of whe
1st Objection wasNwhich was critical to properly grip all the corrective doctrine th:
was brought to bear upon itNso it is here, too.

- Before going any further into the corrective doctrine, we must first and foremost
firm grip on just what it is that is being objected to about the law, or else the steps
correct it wonOt have the OpunchO they are supposed to have; and the power co
in the application just wonOt ever make the deep-rooted inroads (so to speak) in
inner man that it is supposed to make.

- And the result will be that there will still be roots left to grow back into more error
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- Therefore, when we read (:1), what is this 2nd Objection?

Romans 7:1

1 Know ye not, brethren, (for | speak to them that know the law,) how that the law
hath dominion over a man as long as he liveth?

- Simply put, this objection has to do withav that the law hath dominion
over a man as long as he liveth

- And if you know exactly what that OmeanethO then there is no problem.

- But if your thinking just hit a brick wall, then maybe we need to do some
clear and proper defining of just what is being objected to here about the
law.

- The first thing that jumps off the page is thi®w ye ndd - therefore, the first

thing we should recognize (since we have had this expression several times already)
is that this is something that you (or at least someoneNthe oneQs being addressed ir
the contexXtshould already know.

- And it is something that should already be known.

- Paul is going to begin the corrective doctrine by giving us a cotttapt
is perfectly suited to properly deal with this whole 2nd Objection.

- And by beginning with akdow ye ndd we are to understand that this is

not a new conceptNo. Rather it is something that we should already be
aware of, and something that we should already have a frame of reference
for.

- He may use it in a different way and in a different context, but
the basic concept is something that we do know about.

- And, as we have seen several times before, khisvDye ndd expression
is designed to make sure that you understand something so that you can,
later on,_apply it to yourself

- And it is done in a way that purposefully and pointedly makes you

ACCOUNTABLE to acknowledge the truth of what you are being taught
so that the meaning of it, and the significance of it, can, at the right time,
and for the right reasons, be personally applied in the details of your life.

- And therefore before anything else is said, you need to acknowledge this
first, initial, concept in the corrective doctrine and make sure you see the
reality of that before moving on.

- &Know ye nad is giving you some information concerning the TRUTH of
the matter in connection with yourself!
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- And this is one of those times where God is taking you to task, so to spe
to be either accountable to already know this concept or this information
before you get here, or else holding you accountable to go and get the pr
information you need to clearly understand what is going on here.

- So you need to ask yourself, ODo | fully have a grip on what | am being
told that | should already know? And on the basis of that, do | really knov
for sure what the thing is that is being objected to here about the law?0O

- If not, then we need to do a little work on that issue in order to have a cl
grasp of the concept Paul is presenting us with here in Romans 7:1-6.

- Before moving on, however, | just want to make one observation that is not exac
on the subject, but that is something germane to our verse.

- We have in (:1) -Know ye notbrethren, ...O

1:13).

- rethrerO = avdelfo,j = a brother) - used only 1 other time by Paul

- This is another one of those terms that usually takes a beating by most
modern Bible correctors.

- Itis usually laughed at or scoffed at as being an archaic and out of date
of saying ObrotherO in the plural: ObrothersO

- And, in fact, the NIV and the NRSV (the modern English translations the
boast to be easier to read and more accurate than the KJV) both have the
word ObrothersO used here in Rom. 7:1.

- But interestingly enough, THE BIBLE (AV) never one time uses the tern
ObrothersO (pl.) - even though the KJ translators had it readily available.

- ObrotherO = 367x
- Obrother®sO = 35x
- Obrothers®O = 1x

- Therefore, in the excellency of older English (not OE) there must be a
difference between ObrothersO brettderO - and there is!

- OED = The standard English plural, down to 1600, wvathren Brothers
after its early appearance in Layamon, is not quoted again till the end of t
16th c., when it is used by Shakespeare indiscriminatelybsgttihren

In the 17th cbrothersbecame the ordinary form in the literal sense;
brethrenbeing retained in reference to spiritual, ecclesiastatalrch), or
professional relationship.

- The critical shade of meaning between brothersta@tthrenis one of
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- Whoever thesebxthrenO are, we are supposed to be able to
appreciate that they have some kind of special and important
relationship to the issue being presented.

- And my understanding and appreciation is that, the obvious
relationship is that they are justified members of the church, the
body of Christ.

- But what weOre after is the Onot-so-obvious.O Therefore there is
something more to understand about théserkrenO and the way in
which they are relatedNnot just to each otherNbut, in the context,
to the issue of this 2nd Objection that is being raised.

- At this point, since we have already been able to recognize that (:1) is
designed to present us with the 2nd Objection to our not beifg the law,
but under grace, we need to clearly define just what that objection is.

- So far, it is something that we (or at least someone) is supposed to
already knowNbecause of that firsk@w ye not.O

- And the GrethrenO makes us appreciate that there is a special
relationship that is being looked atNor at least there is a connection
between this 2nd Objection and theseerenO who are closely
related to it.

- And it would stand to reason then that the Objection is stated in the
information contained in the last phraseho& that the law hath
dominion over a man as long as he liveth?0

- But the problem (if it is one) with this last phrase is that Paul doesnOt
explain anything about this ObjectionNhe just states it as if you already
know what heOs talking about.

- And, in fact, because of th&#&dw ye notO he really does expect
you to already know what heOs talking about.

- He doesnOt explain the Objection of (:1) in the following verses, he
just goes right on to present an illustration that is designed to be the
platform on which he will attack this erroneous thinking and then
dismiss it by making the proper application in (:4-6).

- So what happens if you donOt clearly understand and appreciate what this
2nd Objection is? How do you go about clearly defining just what this
Objection is if you donOt already:&vO what is being talked about?
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- First of all, in order to find out what a component of Biblical and doctrinal
information is all aboutNto clearly identify it and define itNwhen it is not
especially dealt with or explained on in the verse itself: there are a numbe
ways in which you go about finding that clear definition that will better flesl
out this 2nd Objection.

- One thing you can do is to look at the immediate preceding verse
contextto see if there is anything there that either you missed, or tf
stands out as a way in which this issue/concept can be connected
the previous one.

- And in our case, we would have to look at Romans 6:14,
where the statement sits that is being objected to in the firs
placeN and on down through the end of the chapter that all
dealt with the 1st Objection. (6:14-23)

- But when you do that, it seems that that 1st Objection is
really pretty well a self-contained issue. That is, when it en
in 6:23, there doesnOt seem to be any Oloose endsO hang
around.

- That 1st Objection that the law is my only compelling reas
for not sinning and for doing gooid, fully dealt with and it
seems to have a wholeness or completeness to it that reall
sets it aside as a completed thought and completed issue.

- So that kind of rules out going back to the immediate vers
and context to find out what this 2nd Objection is all about.

- Note: It also rules out the possibility of Paul simply
rehashing or rewording the 1st ObjectitfoNheOs
not restating what heOs already tattis is
something entirely different from that 1st Objection,
even though it naturally arises in your thinking wher
the 1st Objection gets dismissed, and especially in
view of that original statement of (6:14Nthat we are
not under the law, but under grace.)

- Another thing you can do is to go to the end of the immediate sec
that you are dealing willbecause sometimes as a body of
information gets concluded, the original concept or issue is brough
out as all the components of the argument gets summed up and
brought to bear on it, and it sheds light on the original concept.
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- But when you look down into (:5-6), even though we find some
terms and phrases that may be a little puzzling right now, there
really isnOt anything there that addresses this objection in a way
that would cause us to better define what the 2nd Objection is about.

- If anything, the phraseti® motions of sins which were by the
lawO in (:5) and the issue of us servingriavihess of spirit, and not
in the oldness of the lett@rin (:6) only serves to tell us that there is
something more about the law that we should have already
understood before we ever got here.

- All these factors would come along and tell me that we donOt have
a rehashing of what weOve already been over, nor is it something tha
would be a natural, further development of that previous issue.

- Therefore this would lend itself to tell me that this is a completely
different objection

- Then, the 3rd thing you can do, if you canOt define the issue from the
preceding passages, and you canOt find clues in the conclusion that would
make this 2nd Objection OclickO in your thinking, then you have to think
about that there is a OholeO somewhere in your understaadingbout the
law), before you ever got to this point that would naturally cause this to not
be a well-defined and clear objection in your thinking now

- And again, you should realize that back there in the original statement and
objectionNin 6:14 when this whole thing began, thereOs more than just the
issue of objecting on the basis of the erroneous thinking that the law is my
only reason for restraining sin and doing good.

- But Rom. 7:1 gives us some additional help to this issue.
- Notice that there is something special about this verse.
- What grammatical feature does (:1) have that none of the other vss.
have that weOve been dealing with since we started the doctrine of
our sanctification back in 6:1?
- A: The parenthesisfD(for | speak to them that know the law,)O

- This is a great example of how God had thought out and built into His

word, features within it that aid you in being able to know where to go to
find the information that youOre lackingNHe doesnOt leave you in a lurch!
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- Part of the genius of what God has done in putting the Bible toge
is that He has built into His word the capacity within the various for
of doctrine or the components that make up that OformO of doctrir
where it is likely that these OholesO in your understanding might a
He has built into it the capacity for you to grab hold of something tt
is said within that component and it makes it so that you gary®©
and learn what that meanet

- So when you look at (:1) - you should ask yourself, OWhy is that parenth
sitting there?0O

- O(for | speak to them that know the law,)O

- Why does Paul have to say that?

- You should know that by the uselokthren and then that being
followed by this parenthesis which gives a further description of jus
who thesérethrenare that Paul is addressing, that this is a special
group of individualsNindividuals that have a particular relationship
to that law

- Therefore, by what God has the apostle Paul say in that parenthe
He identifies just exactly where it filsat this Objection comes from,
and_what itOs all abbut

- In fact, this parenthesis is a good example of where, with the apostle Pal
even with someone in GodOs program with Israel (like the prophets) - or
anywhere in GodOs word where what He is saying is for a particular grou
people, it tells you that this isnOt for just anybody or just everybody.

- And therefore, it tells you that this particular group that is being
addressedNtheyOve got a particular problem that specifically neec
to be addressed, and some others in the audience do not necessa
have that problem

- And thatOs what youOve got here. ThatOs why this parenthesis is here

- This 2nd Objection is a very particular problem and it is very
specifically directed.

- Which means that there is going to be a particular kind of thinking
thatOs going to generate a particular kind of objeabiont the law
(and what 6:14 said about it) that needs to be addressed.
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- Maybe not everyone is going to come up with this objection, but
enough of them will so that itOs got to be dealt with.

- That may not seem like a very big step, but it really isNbecause that starts
to narrow down the potential options as to what this Objection really is.

- Because itOs not an objection that just Oany oldO member of the
church, the body of Christ (on the basis of what 6:14) says, is going
to come up with.

- YOU HAVE TO OKNOW THE LAWO TO COME UP
WITH THIS OBJECTION! -

- Now, that brings up the next question: What in the world does Oknowing
the lawO mean?

- Because thereOs a whole bunch of ways that yokmandD
something.

- And the Greekdinw,skw) isnOt going to get you

anywhere,

because youOre not going to get to the bottom of what this
2nd Objection is by a word study in Greek!

- Ginosko can be used in a whole bunch of ways, too!

- Fully appreciating the context will give you far more than what a
wordOs meaning in Greek will ever give you.

- When Paul uses that expressit@m that know the laMthat is
not a phrase or an expression that simply refers to knowing that the
law exists.

- Because everybody heOs writing to knows that the law
exists!

- So, obviously, itOs not that generic.
- Nor is it simply referring to Israelites, or the Jews. Granted, they
know the law better than mostNand granted, they are undoubtedly
the oneOs who would come up with this objection more likely than
anybody else would.

- But if thatOs all Paul is after, he simply would have €aidl,
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- And Paul has done something just like that, previously, be
in Romans 2:17.
17 Behold, thou art called a Jeand restest in the
law, and makest thy boast of God,

- So when Paul wants to focus his attention upon the people of Isr:
for simply being the people of Israel, thatOs what he doesNhe call:
them exactly what they are.

- But thatOs not what heOs done here.

- Again, granted, Jewish members of the church, the body of Chris
that are in Rome when this epistle was first penned and received &
the most likely members in the church at Rome that were going to
come up with this objectionNbut Paul doesnOt simply call them OJ
of the body of ChristO - because thatOs not all Paul is after!

- In fact, thatOs not really what heQOs after at all.
- HeOs after what it is in a Jew, in particutmough not exclusively,

but more likely than not), what it is in one that makes hiknavier
of the lawO

- In other words, heOs after what that expression means to

- HeOs after some unique-type thinking that an Israelite wo
naturally have about the law.

- And there is a unique-type thinking that they would have
about it by virtue of, in a sense, what it constituted.

- John 7- (This may not stand out like a sore thumb or a red flag) - but her
the Lord is talking to unbelieving IsraelitesNand you need to look a
something He says here in connection with what HeOs doing rega
the arrival of the climatic stage in IsraelOs programNand the things
that HeOs doing and saying that are all designed to bring that to b
upon the people of Israel. (accountability factor)

- And in that context the Lord brings up the issue of MosesNand e\
mentions the law by name - but what weOre after is what He says
them about Moses and a particular issue in GodOs program with |
that God had Moses do something special with.
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- In the context, the Lord is speaking in the temple at the time of the
feast of tabernacles.

- And while teaching (which, by the way thap@velled at in :15)
He brings up the issue of Moses and the law and a very particular
way in which they viewed the law and understood some things
about that law.

(Go back to) - John 5:1-f8his is the real background that picks up again

here in John 7Nthis is theoDe worl® that Jesus will speak about in
the passage we are about to look at which allows Him to deal with
the way these Israelites looked at the law.

-Jn. 7:14-24 (read)

- If you remember, this is a passage that we looked at when we were
back in Romans 6:14-15 and gaining a clear understanding of what
that 1st Objection was all about.

- And we were only interested, at that time, in seeing that they
looked upon the law and understood the law to be a very powerful
thingNsomething that had real power behind itNpower (they
erroneously believed) to restrain sin and power to produce
something good.

- But now weOve got to look a little deeper at just what they thought
about as they viewed that law.

- (:22-23) - WeOre especially interested in what the Lord says here

about Moses and about circumcision.

- (:22) -Moses therefore gave unto you circumcisiotiten the
Lord realizes that if He didnOt say what He did in the
parenthesignot because it is of Moses, but of the fathers;)
they would immediately try to correct him and say,

ONo, Moses didnOt give us circumcision, Abraham did!O
OWhatOs the matter with you? CanOt you read Genesis 177(

... and of course the Lord could read Gen. 17- - after all, He
wrote it! And He knew that God, through Abraham, gave
Israel circumcision. But at the exact same time, itOs a
perfectly true statement that OMoses did it!O
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- And thatOs why He could s@Moses therefore gave unto you
circumcision;O

- And my point in bringing this whole issue up is, what the Lord is after her
has something to do with the lawNand it has something to do with the law
AUTHORITY.

- Because the truth of the matter is, even though God gave Israel circumci
through Abraham, its full authority did not come into effect until God had
Moses give it to them in the ldw

- And thatOs why they would even circumcise a man on the Sabbath dayf
thatthe law of Moses should not be brokg@3)

- And what the LordQs particularly after here is to pick up on something th
these Israelites thatriaw the lawO (Rom. 7:1), KNOW!

- And itOs in just this kind of an issue (which is why weOre back he
where a particular understanding and appreciation about the law g
brought to the surface, which is directly involved in that expression
the Romans 7:1 parenthesi¥for | speak to them thiamow the law).

- In other words, in just what way did thkeyow the law

- Becausginw,skw (know) can be used in a whole bunch o
ways and in a whole bunch of contexts! (You canOt just ta
a Greek Lexicon and OpigeonholeO itNi.e., confine it to onl
one, standardized meaning!

- Precisely, how then did thekri@dw the lav®?

- WeOve already seen that they understood the law to be an instrument o
power.

- So much so that it was the controlling authority/mechanism to all
their actions. (Both what they do and what they donOt do.)

- Gen. 17:9-1HBInotice when God gave circumcision to Israel through
Abraham, He gave it to Abraham and to $eedlplus when He gave it He
calls it acovenaniiiHe calls it a token of the covenaiso its got some pretty
good power and authority to it right back there according to what (:14) say



Page 18 Romans 6:14-7:25

- In fact, failure to circumcise even carried the death penalty
before it was put into the law under Moses.

- Yet, when God talks about circumcision to the people of Israel in
John chapter 7, He doesnOt mention Abraham; He doesnOt mention
anything sitting back there in Genesis 17 at all.

- (come back to John 7:22-23)

- He simply acknowledges that it originally was of ththers not
of Moses. But when it comes to all He wants to say about it, He
says itOslosesthat IOm focusing my attention on.

- And notice that this issue of how that Israelite wolkido@ the lav® is not
something they erroneously came up withNit didnOt come from the VRSN
in fact, it was altogether proper for them to think because it was God that
caused it to happen.

- Notice that even when the Lord Jesus states the issue, He correctly
says, Mat the law of Moseshould not be brokéh He properly and
correctly calls it e law of Mose® Even though it was God who

had Moses give them circumcision in the law.

- And because of that thereOs something extra-special about the law.

- If God can take an issue that He has already put in covenant form;
that has already got an oath attached to it, and a death threat attache
to it in connection with ignoring itNand then vests it in the lawN

and in so doing makes it so that when an Israelite thinks of
circumcision, he more or less thinks first about Moses rather than
Abraham, that tells you something of how th&gpd@ the lawO

- It tells you that when they would hedoQye are not under
the law, but under gra€e they would react in horror and
object to it (i.e., the 2nd Objection of Romans 7:1)

- As (:23) says, if they are willing to circumcise a man on the sabbath day
that the law of Moses should not be brdkésomething that they should

not be doing on the sabbath day and they do it anyway) - it tells you that
they viewed that law (to use the expression) with Ostars in thef eyes

- And to say that youOre no longer under that law is to pull the rug out from
under them, so to speak.
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- When an Israelite looked at the law, he didnOt just look at it as a legal
instrument that carried the controlling authority over their livesNthey did se
that, but they viewed it as far more than that.

- An Israelite viewed the law (and rightly so)@®DOS SUPREME, MOST
EXCELLENT EXPRESSION OF AUTHORITY, AND AS SUCH, IT
CANNOT BE SUMMARILY DISMISSED OR IGNORED!

- (OSummarily® = in a legal sense; it cannot be dismissed or ignot
without formality!)

- And yet, thatOs exactly what Romans 6:14 says! You are to disrissl it
you are to have nothing to do with it!

- How in the world can that be so?, when the law is GodOs most

- Therefore this objection is onpartly erroneous. And that is the reason wt
only a Jew, or someone who Oknows the lawO would ever think of this
objection. The objection is that Gddgally, just canOt do that!

- That Jew who Oknows the lawO is in a position to recognize that
has established that law as His supreme, most excellent expressic
His authorityNHe even vested the covenant of circumcision with
Abraham in it! And the moment He did it, He could come along an
say, ®loses gave unto you circumcision (John 7:22)

- Even God, Himself recognizes the progressive developme
of His authority as coming to its highest, most powerful, mo
excellent point of all in that Olaw of Moses.O (Jn. 7:23)

- Therefore, as an example of that, even circumcision is in its most
excellent formNmost powerfully, legally binding expression; when |
got put in that laWis even more so than it originally existed back in
Genesis 17!

- And the fact that the law is GodOs most excellent authority, then
cannot be summarily dismissed or ignored.

- And thatOs why they would circumcise a man on the salibattii@
law of Moses should not be brok&atheyOd rather break a commar
in connection with the sabbath day than break dne @f Mose<O
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- The partial error is that they thought that the feature of the law
being GodOs supreme, most excellent expression of authority, as it
existed in their mindvas a permanent thindNand it wasnOtl!!!

- They thought that the supreme, legal authority of the law was a
permanent feature to that law that could not ever be set aside

- They erroneously thought that the lawOs supreme authority was a
permanent legal issue that could never be formally or legally
dismissed! N- AND THAT IS WRONG!

- All of this is the thinking that is behind the Objection that begins to be dealt
withNand which needs to be dealt with in Romans 7:1-6.

- Because once the objection that, OThe law is my only means of
restraining sin and doing good,O is shown to be erroneous and
dismissedNespecially, the ones th&n®w the lad- whether they

are Jews by nature, who would naturally know it to that exserat

would know that itOs the ultimate authority that God has established,
and that, on the basis of the way in which He established it, it cannot
just be dismissed or ignoridecause He put it as SUPREME in

His dealings with themNso whether youOre a Jewish member of the
church, the body of Christ that would naturally think thatNor

whether you just have a keen legal bent in your frame of mind, that
when you thought about that statement in 6:14, it would make you

to come along and say, OWait a minute! The law, by nature of it
beingthe law canOt just be summarily dismissed, either

- You canOt just arbitrarily come along and say, OO0k, youOre not
under the law anymore, IOm going to put you under grace now.O

- Even a Gentile person with a legal bent in his thinking would
object and say, OGod, legally, canOt ddxhat

- So whether youOre a Jew whoOs going to think that becaukeomuh®

lawO or whether youOre just a Gentile member of the church, the body of
Christ with a keen legal mind whose going to recognize that same thing and
come up with that same ObjectionNthe issue is, THAT OBJECTION HAS
GOT TO BE DEALT WITH

- And the first 6 verses of Romans 7 deals with itNand they show that that
dominion capacity of the law is NOT necessatrily permayamd that God
has not just arbitrarily set it aside; displaced it; & replaced it with grace!
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- No. He fully satisfied every legal claim that that law (that He mac
that supreme expression of authority) to haveNHe satisfied them a

- And when He replaced it and put us under grace, He did it, not ot
perfectly legally, but He also did it because it was also perfectly an
completely necessary to do it

- And thatOs what the first 6 verses of Romans 7 shows, teaches, and prc
- And that fully dismisses that 2nd Objection!

- And to be honest, unlike the previous objection, and really unlike anythin
else weOve had in the doctrine of our godly sanctification, you really have
think about this one.

- Because this one is not going to just naturally fall into place.

- YouOve got to have (itOs imperative that you have) at least a firn
understanding of the legalNthe powerfully legelationship that
existed between God and His law and the Jew and GodOs law an
supremely excellent it was by nature to establish GodOs ultimate
authority in every detail of that IsraeliteOs life!

- The truth of the matter is, most of us here simply do not

have an adequate frame of reference for whatOs being objected tc
hereNand really, you canOt pick up a frame of reference for it in
one or two hours of Bible class!

- And you can kind of test yourself as to whether or not you
frame of reference is sufficient or not by asking yourself
(honestly) - OJust how impressed am | with this 2nd
Objection?0 - does it really impress you as being a Obig d

- If not, or if it only mildly does, then you know for sure that
you donOt have a sufficient enough frame of reference for
really appreciating and understanding what is going on her

- This issue is so powerful in a JewOs mind (which is one reason why we
back to the John 7 passage in order to get that kind of a frame of referenc
so powerful was it that the law was OknownO as THE LAW OF MOSESN
in that respect it wasnOt even known as the Law of GodNthe point being t
when you gather up the whole of how that law was viewed by that Jew, it
as if, once it had been established as the covenant with Israel that it was .
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.... itwas as if it was such a permanisstie to them that even God Himself
could not tamper with it (i.e. as to its permanently legally binding ridture

not as to God ever being able to alter it in any way, because they knew that
He could do that) - but to them, as far as its permanently legally binding
nature was concerned (being the covenant it was to them), not even God
Himself could ever dismiss it or set it adide

- But it had to be set aside and dismissed for us irdifigensation of grace

- Not just because of the way in which our sanctified position in
Christ is designed to operateNand not just because God did, indeed,
have a legal way and a legal right to do itNbut also because it was
absolutely necessary to dd so

- While it may not be the appropriate time to bring this upNmaybe some
things should be said here about that OnecessaryO need to set the law aside
this dispensation of grace.

- And | say that it may not be appropriate because, while many folks
who do @ghtly divide the word of trut® (mid-Acts) often times
will quote Romans 6:14 as a dispensational verse.

- We know that, contextually, that is not what Rom. 6:14 is doing:
for we know that it is being presented in a context that is dealing
with our sanctified position in Chrisbut even though the
dispensational issue is not in view, as | said before, there is a
necessary reasdor having the law set aside and dismissed as
having any kind of dominion or legal authority or legal force or
control over a saint who is a part of the church, the body of Christ
in this dispensation of grace.

- And there will be, later on in Romans, a time in which the law
will be brought up and where it will be clear that the law cannot
be legitimately utilized by us, the members of the church, the body
of Christ_in another way other than just justification or sanctification

- And that other legitimate reason for why the law had to be (legally)
set aside and dismissed when God changed the programs (from His
program with Israel, to His program with the church the body of
Christ) - is because the law did not contain sufficient, adequate, or
appropriaténformation for our education as members of then@w
creatured of the church the body of Christ in connection with the
vocationGod has for us.
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- Simply putNeven if God made the provision (and this is only
hypothetical, because He didnOt) - but even if God made the provi
for us in this dispensation of grace to be able to utilize the law like
members of the remnant of Israel are going to be utilizing it in the
final installment in His program with Israel, we would NOT be able
to be educated by it enough to be able to function in connection wi
the vocation God has for us in thee@venly place®

- Because the law is NOT designed for that!

- Prov. 1 - The basic table of contents of the curriculum for sonship
education and sonship edification.

- Yet while the basic structure or skeleton of the table of contents i
the same for a Father to properly educate a son in either programf
doctrinal informationNor the packages of doctrine that is given for
sonOs education in Proverbs is not in keepingGattOs designed
purpose for the particular business or vocation He is in with His so
who is the Ghe new mad or ther@w creatur® of the church, the
body of Christ, today.

- Prov. 2:1; 3:1:4:1-4 - Notice théa@O and @mmandment

- More specifically, in view of GodOs program with Israel and the vocation
unto which they are calledNthat is, the business in which they will be enge
in with God for their program (to establish His kingdom on this earth) - not
that section in Proverbs where it looks prophetically at that climatic stage |
GodOs program with Israel.

- Prov. 30:11-14

- And while the word OkingdomO is not mentioned in Proverbs, no
that this is a prophetic passage that looks at what that remnant will
experiencing in the climatic stageNand it does have information th:
is pertinent to the business God has with them in establishing His
kingdom on the earth.

- Prov. 30:29-31 (:31)
- Once again, the law doesnOt contain the necessary information that is

designed for us to be able to function properly in the vocation God has for
in the @eavenly placés - the law is just not designed for that
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- ThatOs why we have OUR EPISTLES in the first place!

- ThatOs why we have Romans through PhiléltaiOs why we
have_our own curriculum of informatidhat is designed for the
vocation we have in doing business with God in the proper business
He is engaged in ndw

- If you were to take PaulOs epistles out of the Bible (and IOm not
saying this in view of properly understanding this dispensation of
grace and all that) - IOm just saying that if you physically took your
Bible that you have in your hand right now, and were to cut Romans
through Philemon out of it, and you were to come along and say,

Ol know what that portion of GodOs word saysNI know that
| live in the dispensation of graceD | know that IOm a
member of theri@w creatur® of the church, the body of
ChristNbut IOm going to be educated for the vocation God
has for me as a member of thae® creatur® on the basis

of Genesis through Malachvat., Mk., Lk., & Jn; and the
opening chapters of the book of Acédong with the

books of Hebrews through the Revelatn

- YOU WOULD NOT BE ABLE TO DO IT!!!
BECAUSE YOU COULD NOT BE EDUCATED!!!

- You could be educated for IsraelOs progpamyou could NOT
be educated for occupying a position gfrincipality, power, and
might, and dominionin the heavenly placés

- In fact, the truth of the matter is, that near the end of Level 1 of
sonship education, you begin to learn some things, and be taught
some things that are designed to enable you to understand and
appreciate howangels think

- And a member of the nation IsraelNuntil the kingdom gets
establishedNdoesnOt need to know any of those things... but you do!

- Every member of the church the body of Christ needs to know
about how angels thinkNbecause thatOs part of what is going to
gualify you to be able toulge angel®© (I Cor. 6:3)

- How can you judge someone that youOre not even on a peer-level
with???
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- But all I(~)~m trying to get across is the fact tivaite are 2 main
Oreasond simply put it that way) - for why weQret under the
law in this dispensation of gralce

- And really, theyOre not distinct and separate reasonsNtheyOre
interrelatedlbut they need to be talked about as 2 separate things.

- 1) One reason that we aret under the law, but under
graceis because of what Romans 6, 7, and 8 sets forth.

- 2) And the other is because our vocation is diffefremn
IsraelOs.

- And the information contained in the law for Israel trains them,
prepares them, educates them, and so forth, for their vocation.
(BUT NOT FOR A HEAVENLY VOCATION)

- And even though there may be some (and in fact there are) some
Ointer-dispensationalO truths and some Qinter-dispensational®
similarities, and Ointer-dispensational@ commonness, and so fc
all those Ointer-dispensationalQ issues are outweighed by the
completely different dispensational truthgompletely different
dispensational issuescompletely different dispensational differerce
... enough so, so that you have to keep the 2 programs distinct, wr
is what Oright divisionO is all about in the first place!

- So maybe it is appropriate for this little OcaveatO to address the fact tha
law is inadequate to ever be utilized by a member ofribes©reatur® for
even more reasons than what it will do to your functional, sanctified life.

- Back to Romans 7:1
1 Know ye not, brethren, (for | speak to them that know the law,) ....

- By now we should have a pretty good grip on just what is being
objected to in this 2nd Objection to us not baingder the law, but
under grace.

- The law, as GodOs supremely excellent expression of His author
put in a legally binding contract and covenant, CANNOT be
summarily set aside, dismissed and ignored!

- This issue MUST be addressedNand it must be properly answere
to the full satisfaction of the law, itself!
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- And if you donOt have as good a grip on this 2nd Objection yet, the
remainder of (:1) should provide you enough information to Oget it.O

1 Know ye not, brethren, (for | speak to them that know the Hew, Xhat
the law hath dominion over a man as long as he liveth?

- @lominion oved (Pres.Act.Indkurieu,w = to be lord of, to rule,
to have dominion over)

- Dominionis the idea of having an influence upon or a
power over things and forces.

- Butdominionalso has the idea of having mastership
over someone in a legal framewnitkat is, it carries the
idea of having a legal jurisdictigne., the power and right
to interpret and apply the l&w

- That is, THE LAW havinglominion ovelsomeone
indicates its preeminence in authority in governing so that
nothing stands above it

- Which is exactly howt@em that know the laiv
viewed it!

- And as we have already seen back in (:14), when you are speaking
of someone or something having dominion, that powerful and
preeminent authority to govern over the affairs of men was given

by someone elf¢and it is God Himself who did it.

- Therefore this Objection is based upon a real truth: the law really
does have jurisdictionalominion over a man as long as he liveth

- And this really frames up the 2nd Objection.

- But this statement that frames up the 2nd Objection is not without a
gualifying statementNa VERY IMPORTANT qualifier:

.... as long as he liveth?

- And notice that this was something that was very well understood
and appreciated byt@m that know the laiv- and it is the very

legal and appropriate means by which God can deal with it so as to
be able to set it aside to the full satisfaction of the law!
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- Those that Khow the lav® recognize this important issueNso
important that it was not to be left out of the ObjectionNfor the
objection could have ended with the question mark at the end of
the word @arO - but that would have made the objection intention:
deceitfulNbut weOre not dealing with deceit; weOre dealing with re
hypocritical, erroneous thinking, albeit sincere and forthright (so to
speak).

- W~eC~)re not dealing with something that is down right deceitful,
weOre dealing with honest, natural erroneous thinking about the la

- And itOs that last phraseas@ng as he liveth that is the basis for
all the corrective doctrine that is gong to be the elementNthe legal
element designed into the law that allows for all the rooting out of
the erroneous thinking contained in this 2nd Objection. (And itOs 1
*only legal way* possible to get out from under that Iaw

- ThatOs why | said that this is only partly erroneousNpart of
it is based on truthMut partly erroneous is erroneous enough

- So the God has the apostle Paul follow the same kind of method of prest
the information that he has followed throughout all the fundamental doctrir
our godly sanctification.

- He presents the body of information he is going to talk about in a
single statement.

- And this statement (of :1) presents us with the 2nd Objection:
Since the law is GodOs supreme, most excellent expressio
of His authority, it cannot be summarily dismissed or ignore

- You canOt legally just sayeGre not under the lavand
get away with it!

- And this is something that a properly educated saint woul
knowO by the time he got to this point in RomansN
furthermore it is something that a Jew or anyone with a leg:
grasp of the law would naturally object to.

(them that know the Igw

- And again, if youOre not really all that impressed by this 2nd
Objection, then it is obvious that you have missed something in a
previous Bible classNand itOs also obvious that the corrective doc
will not have the OpunchO it is designed to have in your inner man
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- So Romans 7:1 forms that First Component part.

- It sets forth the 2nd Objection which is based upon some more
erroneous thinking about the law being the means by which a
Christian is supposed to put his sanctified life into effect.

- And really, as we have examined this objection; since it is based
upon at least a partial truth, there really is a connection that it has
to something that has already been brought up in the previous
section dealing with that 1st Objection.

- Where? Look back, and think back to how that 1st Objection was
attacked, corrected and dismissed: how was it done?

A: In 2 parts And that second part was the section that dealt
specifically with an @firmity of your flestO

- And since this doctrine about the law in connection with our

godly sanctification has a sense and sequence to itNit goes through
a progressNit OdovetailsO from one issue to the other, from one
concept to the otherNalways building upon something that has
already been said.

- And as we noticed in connection with thatfidmity of your flesi®

your flesh will always try to scramble around to attempt to Osave
faceO and find some OhookO to cling toNsomething to latch on to so
that itOs argument (and longing desinee@aknesswill still stand,

and it can utilize the law for a performance system for living the

life of the Christiah

- And, in a sense, thatOs what is still going on herefleRidas
one other issue that it can latch on to. It has a legal issue that it
thinks it has found that will bring this OnotionO or OtheoryO (as
someone said | had) that we aat under the law, but under grace
down.
- IO6m not saying that this is strictlyiafirmity of the flesh
issue, because thatOs NOT the way this is said in (:1) - but
| do believe that this is something that thash as it
scrambles around to latch on to something, can and indeed
does do.

- The strict truth of the matter is that this objection is
something that would be brought up by either a Jew, or
someone who is familiar with legal issues like the law.
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- So that takes us to Romans 7:2-3

2 For the woman which hath an husband is bound by the law to her husb
so long as he liveth; but if the husband be dead, she is loosed from the la\
her husband.

3 So then if, while her husband liveth, she be married to another man, sh
shall be called an adulteress: but if her husband be dead, she is free from
law; so that she is no adulteress, though she be married to another man.
(Romans 7:2-3)

- Romans 7:2-3NThe second component part.
- Following the English words of logic, since verse 2 begins with th
word @orO - which is not so much a OforO of further explanation &
amplification, but is a OforQ used to introduce the ground or reaso
something previously statedNand as such it is commonly used as
first word of the sentence, verse 2 is, therefore, the beginning of

something

- It is the beginning of an illustration that is used as a legal appeal
the ground or reason why the 2nd Objection of erroneous thinking
wrong and truly erroneous.

- That is, it gives the legal basis for what was previously stated in t
question of verse 1.

- Again, paying attention to those English words of logic that help
out so much, we see that verse 3 begiis, ten O - and continues
on dealing with the legal illustration upon which will hang the basis
upon which the 2nd Objection of erroneous thinking will get
dismissed.

- Therefore, my understanding is that verses 2 & 3 go together to f
the legal grounds of which the apostle Paul appeals to attack and |
to correct the erroneous thinking of the 2nd Objection.

- And Paul is NOT teaching on marriage, divorce, or remarriage in Roman
Rather, he is utilizing a valid, legal argument (sitting in the law, itself) to
correct and root out the erroneous thinking that the lgpensianent, with no
way possible for it to ever be set aside and dismissed, once it has been
confirmed.

- In fact, the truth of trle matter is, this valjd, legal argument or
illustration is not just OanO illustration; itOs the ONLY, most excell
choice to deal with this erroneous thinking about the law!!!
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- So as (:2-3) get underway, what is presented is only understandable with
the background of, and against the backdrop of, what we have worked on for
these past couple of weeks:

- The 2nd Objection is one that only a Jew who Oknows the lawO or
any person with that same kind of a frame of reference or that same
kind of understanding and thinking concerning the lawOs supreme
authority, and so forth, would have: that itOs not something that can
be just summarily dismissed

- Yet based upon what (6:14) says, theyOre going to come along and
say, OThatOs what it sounds like youOre!&ayditysounds like you

are saying that God just up and set the whole law asideNwithout

any legal basis or legal reason for doing soNand just dismissed it
and replaced it with this thing youOre calldggace.O

- And those making this objection are ones wkimo® the lav -

not just knowing the lawQOs various commands and statutes and
ordinances, etc., but that they know what it is in connection with
how God gave it; and thgrestigeHe attached to iteven taking that
issue of circumcision from the Abrahamic Covenant and investing

it in it: and therefore in so doing, making it so that the legal authority
and the supreme authority (and really the ultimate authority) in
connection with that circumcision issue was (in their minds)
expressed through the laand not so much through that covenant
that God made with Abraham!

- So the objection is a very natural one. And a legitimate one. And really,
itOs not a false one, nor is it a foolish one.

- And it is one that really does need to be properly dealt with.
(6 very wordy verses are dedicated to it!)

- And not only does the Objection need to be dealt with, but the
objection also provides the basis for SAYING SOMETHING ELSE
about the law that comes up in the course of PaulOs dealing with the
objection that provides the OkickerO (so to speak) for getting your
mind Osettledd on the fact that we HAD TO BEunate®gracéO

- ItOs not just a matter of, OWell, maybe we didnOt really have to, but
God just chose to do it this way.O NO! In view of what GodOs doing
with us, it is a OMUSTO situation. ItOs not a Ogood, better, or bestO
choice-type situationNit must have been done this way!
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- And the erroneous thinking of this 2nd Objection is not the objection itsel
because the objectionb or what is appealed to in the objection is legitimat

- The erroneous thinkied) this 2nd Objection is their ASSUMPTION

- 1tOs thassumptionthat is in error.

- The assumption is that since the law has this Odominion capacity
it, that it also contains this permanent capaagyvell.

- And not only was it recognized (properly recognized) that the law
had_a G@ominiorO capacity of permanendsis also coupled with the
fact that thedlominioncapacity of the law lasted Oas long as a man
liveth.O

- So the dlgminior() capacity, plus the Oduration clauseO (so to spt
of the lawOdominion over a maheingas long as he livettputs the
permanent nature of the law in contextual perspective.

- And when dealing with a law or laws that are set in a context of
timeNthat is, within a time limitationNwe often hear that referred to
as a statute of limitations

- A statute of limitations is a statute in a common law legal
system that sets forth the maximum period of time, after
certain events, that legal proceedings based on those ever
may be initiated.

- They assumed that the law of Moses had NO statute of limitation
but it didNthe only thing was that the lawOs statute of limitations
didnOt run out until treeathof that individual.

- So the erroneous thinking is that, due to the permanent nature of
lawOslominioncapacity until the death of that person, i.e., since the
law had no statute of limitationi,is therefore impossible for any
person to be physically alive andhot under the law

- AND THAT IS WRONG!

- And, in fact, (especially fahem that know the Iajvthere is
sitting right in that law itself a perfect way to understand jus
how it is possible to be physically alive and yet get out from
under the dominion capacity of the law.
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- (:2-3) - lllustrative Legal Analogy of the Marriage Contract
(From Num. 30Ndealing with laws concerning vowsNbut it wonOt
profit you anything to go back and look at it, because first, there isnOt
anything in the verse that would indicate you should, and second the
way it is presented in (:2-3) is really as a self-contained issue.)

- Notice that when the individual words are looked at in (:2-3), none
of them are hard words or hard to understand:

- 79 words
- 64 one syllable words
- 11 two syllable words:
- usban® 6x
- QivethO 2x
- Onarriedd 2x
- Qvomar®© 1x
- 2 three syllable wordsNabothe© 2x
- 2 four syllable wordsN &dulteres® 2x

NNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN-

- Note the first phrase of (:2):
2 For the woman which hath an husband is bound by the law to her
husband so long as he liveth;

- The semicolon lets us know that there is a fairly strong pause that
is to be taken at the end of this first phrase.

- Therefore there is something that is importantNthere is an

important issue that is to strike a blow in your thinking as this first
phrase is read and processedNitOs kind of like a Olight® should go ol
in your thinking as this issue of marriage and the time limits of its
legal power or legal authority or legal force is stated as a parallel
issue to the one about the lawote the match of the last 4 words to :1)

- ForO = not used as a OforO of further explanation or further
amplificationNbut it is a OforQ used to introduce the ground
or reason for something previously stéedd as such it
is commonly used as the first word of the sentence.

- This is a Ofor® of reason or grounds (legal grounds).

- Therefore this tells you that (:2) is the beginning of
somethingNthe illustrative analogy of marriagé2-3)
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- At this point a couple of things should strike your thinking:
- 1 is that this issue of the marriage contract carries all the legal
parallels to it that will enable the 2nd Objection to be properly
dealt with; for it to be shown to be in error; and to finally dismiss
it as having no legal legs to stand on.

- Marriage as the legal contract it is under the law will be th
all-sufficient means to show just how it is possible for
someone to remain physically alive, and yet have that law
set aside and dismissed so that the person previously unde
that law is now free from that law.

- 2nd is deeper than thatNit has to do with just why God is having
apostle Paul use marriage in the first placeNjust what is it He is
driving at with this analogy from marriage? What is He after?

- (And this is the reason for the pauseNto not miss this issu

- So, in connection with this illustrative analogy that is giver
in (:2 and 3) - based upon what Paul just said in (:1) - we n
to understand and appreciate (apart from the obvious), just
what itOs after.

- In other words, why would the issue of marriage be the m
excellentissue to bring up in the illustrative analogy?

- And this is a very critical issueNin fact, it is more
important than the obvious issue because without it
you canOt properly segue (or make a smooth transi
directly from this section of corrective doctrine to the
next in (:4)!

- Just as you had to see the Obijection in very clear and precise we
So too you must get a grip on this issue in just as clear and just as
precise of a way so that the effectual working of the corrective
doctrine will make the proper impact in your Oinner man.O

- And what weOre after is that there really is more to this than just
legal reasoffior bringing up the marriage issueNthe legal reason is
easy and obvious to seeNbut why, exactly, is marriage the single r
excellent issue to draw from so that this objection can fully be
recognized as erroneous and finally, be forever put out of your min
- What is it about marriage that so perfectly fits what is going on here???
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- The obvious reason for the marriage issue to be used as an
illustrative analogy has to do with it, (just like the law of Moses),
being a contractual arrangement or agreement that puts the person
who goes under it in a legal obligation to it until their death.

2 For the woman which hath an husband is bound by the
law to her husband so long as he liveth

- You’ve got to realize that it is the designed, effectual working of
this final, concluding matter—and 7:1-6 it is the final concluding
matter that makes it so that the Objection based upon the radical
statement of 6:14 is seen to have no further legs to stand on!

- And this final issue, now, comes along, and as it deals with the
objection of the law being “the law’ and it just can’t be summarily
dismissed and all, God purposefully and intentionally brings up this
issue of marriage, not just because it has similar or parallel features
to it as that of the law contract, but because it also is the most
excellent way to set forth the real answer to the objection—the
answer that most excellently and most effectually works to do just
what the corrective doctrine is and has been designed to do from the
very beginning of our education into our godly sanctification:

- and the real answer to the objection is deeper than mere
legal wrangling—and that is because all law, and whether
it can operate or whether it can’t operate is based upon one
fundamental issue: YOUR RELATIONSHIP TO IT!

- The real reason the marriage issue was chosen in the first place to
be utilized by God through the apostle Paul is not just because it
perfectly fits the parallel legal issues of the law—but more than that
the marriage issue provides for all of the various components and
concepts in the realm of your relationship to it that will be able to
fully deliver you from that law!

- The reason the marriage issue was chosen in the first place
is because it provides for not only the death concept, but
also for the new relationship concept

- And it is by taking you doctrinally through how you were

related to the law once (in the flesh, and how you are now

related to the law (by the body of Chrigtind all that that
means, that the objections are fully gone— dismissed for good!
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- So along with all the proper legal issues about the law that marrie
so aptly parallelsNone of the most important reasons for bringing
the issue of marriage up as the most excellent way to correct the
erroneous thinking about the law is this issue of your relationship
to itNbecause when you are talking about a change of someoneQs
relationship, nothing more clearly illustrates that change of
relationship than marriage

- When a woman gets married, she is no longer just a woman, she
a wife (with all the legalities that relationship carries with it)Nwhen
man gets married, heOs no longer just a man, heOs an husband (
the legalities that relationship carries)Nand if one of them dies, the
that relationship changes againNto a widow or a widowerNand tha
carries certain legal issues with it because of the relationship chan

- And one of the major legal elements or features that marriage
carriesN(one that parallels the relationship that someone under the
law also carries) - is the exact same time element or Oduratiorfcla
that makes it a seeming permanent issue: and that is that a woma
who has an husbaridbound by the law to her husband S0 long as

he liveth

- So, therefore, is it right to assume that in the marriage relationship, that t
is a permanent relationship that has no legal fiat (or legal authority or lega
course of action) for that relationship to ever change, except for the death
one of the persons in that marriage relationship?

- A: NoNas the next phrase in (:2) makes evident!

- In other words, is it possible for someone under the law o
marriage to be physically alive and yet not under that law o
marriage? N Well, yes, in fact, it is!

- So, once we have paused enough at the semicolon at the end of the firs
phrase of (:2), then the last phrase comes along and states the legal techt
that provides for the first established relationship to be chaagedanother
relationship gets legally established.

2 For the woman which hath an husband is bound by the law to her husband
as long as he liveth; but if the husband be dead, she is loosed from the law
her husband
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- There are some legal technicalities provided for in marriageN(just
as there are legal technicalities provided for under the law) - that
allow for another relationship to be establishedonce death ended
the first one!

- And in the analogy of marriage, the woman who agreed to the
marriage contract came under the laws of marriage that bound her
to him as long as he lives.

- But upon the death of her husband, she (still being physically alive)
is OloosedO or set free from the bonds of the legal marriage contract.

- The point is, that in order for someone to be physically alive and yet not
under that law of marriage, something has to drastically change in that
personOs relationship!

- And the illustrative analogy of marriage with the law brings out the fact
that both of them have in common a relationship chémgetakes place
upon thedeath of the one in that former relationship.

- (...but if the husband be dead, she is loosed from the law
of her husban)l Rom. 2b

- Enough saidNthis really is simple enough.

- But Paul does not just leave it at that. N Verse 3 brings up one other legal
issue that needs to be stated in order to present the issue in sufficient enougt
of a way so as to fully set it up for the proper application to take place in
(:4-6).

- In other words, (:2) isnOt sufficient to properly and fully frame up
the corrective doctrine because there is still one area where someone
could cry OfoulO - and it is set forth in the first phrase of (:3) down

to the colon.

3 So then if, while her husband liveth, she be married to another man, she
shall be called an adulteress: ..... (Romans 7:3a)

- This additional legal issue of marriage needs to be stated because it
will act to prevent a foul (a legal offense) from taking place.

- And the Ofoul© has to do with trying to have it both waysNwhat if
she tries to be married or united in a relationship with another man
while still under the law of marriage to her living husband?
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- This is Paul doing in a similar way what the Lord Jesus Christ did back ir
John 7:22N(®oses therefore gave unto you circumcision; (not because it
of Moses, but of the fatheysind ye on the Sabbath day circumcise a @jn.
- Paul is presenting the information so that these with this acute legal fran
mind are prevented from objecting still further.

- The question might go something like: OWell, what you are sayir
is that God did some kind of an Oend runO around the issue and f
under this thing called grace, but He had to do it while at the same
time keeping you under the law. And thatOs a foulNthatOs a legall
offence!O

- So this possible legal objection is brought to the surface and dea
with as well.

- You canOt have it both waysNin the context of your functional life
you canOt be in the old relationship of being under the law, and at
same time (or better to say it, without any change of relationship tc
that existing law) be under grace (or in another relationship) too.

- Granted, this is not the time or place to deal with issues of being
under grace and trying to live under the law at the same time, bec:
what is being driven at here only has to do with the issue of the
relationship and the relationship change that has to take place to g
out from under (or OloosedO) from the existing legal relationship.

- Paul will deal with the issue of trying to live under the law
while being under grace later on.

- see Gal. 2:16-21 (:21)

(Romans 7:3)
3 So then if, while her husbapd liveth, she be married to another man, sh
shall be called an adultress: E..

- Paul is covering every possible objection. And he is doing itin a
very general way.

- The simple idea is that God canOt just do an Oend runO so to sp
and put you under grace (because in the mind of one who knows t
law he still may think that something like that has to be the way it
could only be done, because in their mind the law just has no way
being dismissed!)
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- Therefore the issue of the woman being cadle@dulteresss not
supposed to be an issue that we are to look at categorically, but it is
simply, thatOs what you get legally called when this happens because
itOs a OfoulO legally speakingNit is a legal offemskthatOs what
anadulteresssN adulteresss the term used for a woman who has
legally offended the law of marriage when she tries to illegally

change her marriage relationship.

- Adultery is a sin. And it is a sin because it has violated
the relationship laws governing marriage.

- Adultery is the voluntary sexual intercourse of a
married person with one of the opposite sex.
Adultery in its most fundamental form is a
corruption of a relationshi@nd in marriage, a
corruption of the marriage relationship.

- But weOre not so much interested in the sinful aspects of
adulteryNin this analogy weOre interested in it being
totally discounted as a possible means by which God could
put you under grace without dismissing the law.

- No. The only possible means for the statement of Romans
6:14 to be true (.ye are not under the law, but under grace
is for DEATH to come along and IT brings about the
necessary change in relationship so that one can ldmgally
Qoosed or free from that lawO

- And so because of this possible objection being raised, you have the
remainder of (:3) .....
3 ... but if her husband be dead, she is free from that law;
so that she is no adulteress, though she be married to
another man.

- The point is that the illustrative analogy of marriage make it so
that the only possible way to de¢e from that laws by DEATH !

- And the analogy sets it as a parallel issue tdairtg under the
lawNthere is only one way (only one legal way) that it can be
done: YOU HAVE TO DIE TO THAT FORMER
RELATIONSHIP!

- And thatOs the key to correcting the erroneous 2nd Objection!
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- Notice that out of this entire section of Romans 7:1-6 dealing with this 2n
Objection to Rom. 6:14y€ are not under the law, but under gradais is the
only colon in these 6 verses.

- Therefore there is supposed to be a rather serious pause at this |
to ensure that you have been properly impressgdoperly benefiting
from the_effectual workingf what has been presented in this first
clause of (:3).

- Bo then 0 - So therr tells us that this clause logically follows the
heels of what has just been stated in (:2) - moreover itis n
drawing a full conclusion, but it is a natural flowing result of
and is naturally built upon and follows upon the information
set forth in (:2).

- if = (3rd CI.Cd.) sets forth the possibility a case in which
a new relationship is brought into the legal arrangement or
legal contract which was not allowed by law

- 3 So then if, while her husband liveth, she be married to another man, s
shall be called an adulteress..
- This is the thought or clause that we are to stop, pause, and mak
sure that we have been properly impressed with.

- And the reason has not to @ith the issue of marriage and adultery
in the marriage, but it has to do with the possibility of trying to
establish another relationship new relationship, but doing it while
under the existing relationship.

- The idea is that someone who Oknows the lawO and sees it as C
supreme authority that cannot summarily be dismissedNas that
permanent relationship that cannot be put away until deathNthey
could argue that PaulOs radical statement in 6:14 is really an atter
to establish a new relationship while still under the old relationship

- And this really sets forth all the possible relationships that can ex

- 1) Either our relationship with the law is permanent, with
way out from under it until death;

- 2) Or God would have to establish this new relationshipb
thing you callgraced even while we are still related to our
old, former relationship with the law.
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- And these are the only possibilities that can exist in the thinking of
someone who_Oknows the @wnd objects to it being summarily
set aside.

- But this possibility wonOt workNit wonOt legally work, just as the
remainder of the first clause of (:3) says: €he.shall be called an
adulteress:..O

- In other words, if you try to establish a new relationship

on top of the former relationship, one that runs counter to
that former relationship, then what you have done in the
process is break the lawNpoint is, you canOt legally do that!
(Which is the grounds for the objection in the first place!)

- Therefore the effectual working of the colon is to allow us to pause and
consider all the possibilitiesNthat is, all the ways in which this radical
statement that we ar@t under the law, but under gracan be legally
looked at so that it forces you to come back to the one and only issue
remaining for this radical statement to be legally of force

- It forces you to go back and look at that Oduration &ainstne
lawNbecause that is the ONLY thing that is left to even be
considered as a means by which the law can be dismissed and
set aside: Oas long as he liveth (:1) or Oso long as he livef(:2)

- So, once we have paused long enough for this to impress us and for us to b
properly benefited by its effectual working, the next and final phrase of (:3)
appeals right back to the core element that will, indeed, allow for another
relationship to be legally established.

3 ... butif her husband be dead, she is free from that law; so that she is no
adulteress, though she be married to another man.

- utO = an adversative conjunction that expresses something set in
opposition to the previous statementNthat is, in opposition
to the wrong, erroneous thinking that a second relationship
is established witlgraceandlaw functioning side by side,
(which is illegal), what follows then is the truth of the matter

- Of her husband be dead, she is free from that®awand the
semicolon is another moderate pause to properly benefit from this
statement. N- And there is something to be impressed with in this
clause.



Romans 6:14-7:25 Page 41

- Notice that when the Oduration clauseQ is stated, there is a sligh
change of terminology from (:2) to (:3).

- (:2) - Dut if the husband be dead, shéossedfrom the law of her
husbandO

- (:3) - Dut if her husband be dead, shérese from that lawO
- We have Dosed katarge,w) from the law(:2)
- And GreeO évleu,geroj) from that law(:3)
- Qoosed and thenfréed
- These are very closely related terms. But the shade of meaning

the discriminating difference is in keeping with a particular
development or progress that is being madée argument.

- @oosed comes from the basic idea of something not clinging to
you, and in a legal sense, that you are no longer under obligation,
no longer attached to the layou are released from it. The ties are
broken or dissolvedAnd in its shade of meaning it carries the idea
a legal context) of being without fault

- And in order to develop and/or generate in your thinking the prop
understanding and appreciation of what it means to nohter the
law without offending the law in the process of doingtits is the

first and most basic concept to be generated: just like the woman
the marriage contract whose husband dies, she is loosed from the
of her husband.

- That Iqw that pound her to the contract has been dissolved; it no
longer OclingsO to or is attached to her because her relationship t
has completely changedNand she is now in a different relationship

- Furthermore, being loosed from it indicates that her now severed
relationship to the law that she was once fastened to, is itself, a leg
standing or stateNthat is, she is loosed from it without any fault or

breaking of it being chargeable to her

- She is clear from the law that bound her without charge!

- But there is more to it than that, which is why the terminology change
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- All that does is tell you that, OOk, your relationship now is one that you are
no longer tied to, or fastened to, or attached to the law.ONbut someone coulc
say, OYeah, but that doesnOt give you a legal right to establish a new
relationshifNall that does is dissolve the former relationship.

- But that is wrong, erroneous thinking.

- And thatOs why it needs to be stated again, but now with a little more detail
to it than it had before.

- But it really is important (if youOre going to really deal with this in
a legal framework so that there will be proper thinking that will
fully root out the erroneous thinking and replace the erroneous
thinking with correct doctrine), it is important to state it this way,
and to make an issue out of belagsed from the lapFIRST.

- It may not seem so to you, but it does to ones \WhovD
the lawO!

- And the first step or first issue to be dealt with is becorlwoged from the
lawNand becoming loosed from it legallyAnd the death of her husband
accomplishes that first stepNit dissolves the legal bondNit looses her from
it!

- In fact, in any relationship with any law, death accomplishes this
first stepNit looses you from its grip!

- So in the eyes of the law, shddesedfrom its mastership, but the question
now is, can she legally go on an establish another entirely new relationship?

- And thatOs what (:3) is designed to answer.

- And to do this it must first of all present the issue of a new relationship
getting establishedNbut it does it by looking at it from the viewpoint of what
would happen if a new relationship was attempted to get established on top
of her existing relationship with the |&&nd that IS illegalNthat IS a legal
offenseNand it carries with it a moniker that corresponds to it being the
legal offense that it is: ADULTERESS.

- But if the same thing that qualified her tolbesed from the law

is brought into the pictureNDEATHNthen not only does her former
relation to the law change (she is loosed from the law), but it also
provides for her to have an entirely new relationship established
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- And the proper way to express that issue is not with the same terminology
used before, but it has to get a little more descriptive than that.

- That’s why we have:
3 .... but if her husband be dead, shiges from that lawy ....

- “Fre€” while still a general term, does describe the legal position in
a more defined way—and that more defined way is that while
someone may be loosedfrom the law, freetells you that that law has
no strings attached (so to speak) - it is an entire issue, not just in part,
but in whole.

- Remember, however, that the terms that are used here to describe
the legal position or legal relationship are not verbs, but adjectives.

- “Fre€’ can be used as both. But what we’re interested in is how the
term freeis used as an adjective to describe the legal state of someone
under the law where death has changed that relationship.

- And it is here, in the shade of meaning that is carried by the term
free, that not only is the most excellent way to describe what death
legally accomplishes to the relationship one has with the law, but it
also will bring to bear many doctrinal issues that we have already
covered in the corrective doctrine from 6:16-23.

- Using the term freeto describe one’s legal relationship indicates the
1dea of not being subject to the rule or control of someone or
something else—and in this case, the law.

- But being free from that lawndicates something more—an
additional feature to the relationship of being loosed from the law

- Freeimplies and connotes independence, sovereignty, autonomy,
and so forth when it is used to describe the state or condition of not
being subject to external rule or control.

- But the real ‘kicker’ or power in this advanced term—the shade of
meaning that is supposed to really jump out a grab hold of you; or
that you are supposed to be impressed with and benefiting from is that
the term freestresses the absence of external compulsion, and not the
absence of restraint!

- In this state, the law has no compelling power over you!
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- Therefore, beingot under the law, but under graneans not

only do you have a more compelling reason to do what grace says
and not only do you have a greater compelling reason to natnsin

not only do you have a greater compelling reason to do; dpabd

you have no legal compelling reason to be under the law, and every
compelling reason to be under griace

- Because, just as in the illustrative analogy of marriage, dieai
has brought about a change of relationship to thatyawnot only
areloosedfrom it, but you ardreefrom it as wellNit has no power
to compel you to do anything it says!!!

- Your position Qin ChristO has made it so that the lawOs compelling
power has been complete{gnd lawfully) dismissed and set adidle

and a new relationshig@ relationshipunder gracéla relationship

that has built into it all of the proper and powerful compelling

reasons to do what it says, that the law doesnOt hold a candle to) you
position Oin ChristO has made it so that a new relationship can now
be established

- Therefore in the illustrative analogy of marriage, here in (:2-3), the woman
is loosedandfree from that labecausedeathhas brought about the

lawful change in her relationship to itNthe law is fully satisfied, she is,
indeed free from that law SheOseeto establish a new relationshipNsheOs
freeto be married to another man.

- The Olong arm of the law® canOt touch her!

- And based upon that, if she goes into another new relationship, she has not
broken the law, nor has she violated any aspect of that law, because in the
relationship she now stands, that law doesnOt apply; it has no compelling
power over her at allNand therefore that last phrase of (:3) is TRUE.

3 ... so that she is no adulteress, though she be married to another man.
- Therefore in the illustrative analogy of marriage, you are in a relationship

with the law governing marriage that has only one possible noé@ver
allowing for a change of that relationship to take place: death.

- And thatOs just exactly like the law of Moses. It, too, will not legally allow
for any change in oneOs relationship to it to take place except upon the mear
(or grounds) of death.
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- The erroneous 2nd Objection says that you canOt just summarily dismis
someone from being under the law (even if it is an apostle that says it) as
as they are aliveNif itOs mastership is until Odeath do you partO (and it is
assumed to be permanent and PaulOs statement in (6:14) is not true!

N WRONG! N

- The beauty of the argument is that you could say to the ones whe
know the law® OSo what youOre saying is that if | were to die, |
would no longer be under that lawNright? My relationship to the
law would be changed, and a new relationship could be legally
establishedNright?0

- And they would have to answer, ORight.O

- Ok, then, that is exactly what has happenedNand that is exactly
how it is that God can legally satisfy the demands of the law, and ¢
the same time allow for a new relationship vgthceto get
established.

- And the next questiqns would be: OWell, how in the world could
that ever take place?0

- And that takes us right back to the cross-work of the Lord Jesus Christ!

- And that is what (:4) is going to do! 1tOs going to apply this legal illustrat
analogy in a very real way.

4 Wherefore, my brethren, ye also are become dead to the law by the bo
Christ; that ye should be married to another, even to him who is raised fro
the dead, that we should bring forth fruit unto God.

(Romans 7:4)

- This begins the 3rd and final component to this 2nd Objection.

- 1st ComponentN7:1
Set forth in a single statement the objective or subject of the entire
package of doctrine: The 2nd ObjectionNanyone who Oknows the
lawO knows that the law is GodOs supreme, most excellent expre:
of His authority; and as such it just canOt summarily be dismissed,
set aside, or ignored.
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- 2nd ComponentN7:2-3

The most excellent illustrative analogy of marriage which sets forth
the parallel legal basis for which the law can, indeed, be dismissed
and set aside, and an entirely new relationship gets established.

- Death: when death occurs, the former compelling power
of the law no longer is of force, and freedom from that law
now allows for an entirely new relationship to get
establishedNand itOs all done legally.

- 3rd ComponentN7:4-6

Personal application of the corrective doctrine designed to
effectually work within the inner man so as to prove beyond a
shadow of a doulthat the objection is erroneous, and to fully
dismiss it as having any validity whatsoever.

- And this is personal application is accomplished in 3 steps:

1) (:4) - Application, in summary form, of the previous
illustrative analogy of marriage to the reality of who God
has made you to be in Christ when He fully identified you
with Christ your Redeemer and His redemption, which
allows for the law to be dismissed and a new relationship
to get established.

2) (:5) - Further explanation and amplification of that issue
with emphasis upon the truth that the law could never
accomplish what it is erroneously thought to accomplish

3) (:6) - The applied conclusion of the corrective doctrine that
fully dismisses the 2nd Objection as having no valid basis
on which to stand; with special emphasis upon the new
relationship being nowot under the law, but under grace

- These are the steps that root @uthe erroneous objections of us
not beingunder the law, but under grace

- These are the steps that God, your Heavenly Father Himself, thinks
about when he sees yander graceandnot under the law

- These are the steps (and the only 3t€pad the order of the stgps
the Father expects to operate in your inner man to think about it
the way He thinksNi.e., to think WITH Him!
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- This is the sense & sequence God expects you to follow because
is the very same one He, Himself, follows!

- And there is still some of you that have yet to fully get a grip on tf
value of the BibleOs sense & sequence!

- We havenOt said all that can be said on any of the issues that hz
been presented so far. And weQOre not supposed to run a Ostem t
categorical analysis on any of these issues. ThatOs NOT the way
are supposed to learn any doctrine in the BibleNif it were, God wol
have written a categorical outline to each doctrine and put it in His
wordNbut He didnOt!!!
NNNNNNNNNNNNNN
- Now, if we have a proper grip on what this 2nd Objection is all aboatif
we have a proper grip on just exactly what God is aftdraving the apostle
Paul set forth the illustrative analogy of marriage as the most excellent wa
begin to dispel the erroneous thinking of the objection, then we can no on
(:4) and make a proper segue or transition into the truth of how we really s
in GodOs eyes beingder graceandnot under the law

- read (:4-6)

4 Wherefore, my brethren, ye also are become dead to the law by the bo
Christ; that ye should be married to another, even to him who is raised fro
the dead, that we should bring forth fruit unto God.

- Notice thesemicolonat the end of the wor@hrist;Ntherefore we
know that we are going to have to pause for something impdinent
we are supposed to be properly impressed avithbenefiting from

in this first clause.

- Wherefor® (W[ste) = OwhereforesO are not usually final
conclusions. They can be, but more times than not, they a
not final conclusions
- TheyOre summarizing conclusifins gathering conclusions
in preparation for the next installment.

- And thatOs what is going on here.

- Paul is gathering up all that has been set forth in (:1-3) an
based upon all that, (:4) is going to begin setting forth the
summary conclusion that will apply the doctribet as he
does it, it will also make the proper preparation for the next
things he is going to be able to say about the law in (:5 and
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- And not only will it prepare for what is said in (:5-6), but
what is said in the whole of (:4-6) is going to make the
proper preparation for what will be taken up in the next
installment to our corrected understanding and appreciation
about the law in the misunderstandings that will arise in (:7),
and again in (:13).

- And it really does thatNwhat is said in (:4-6), and
especially in (:5-6) really draws to the surface the questions
that QariseQ in your thinking when you hear what he has to
sayN(kind of like it Olures it to the surf&dp

- QVherefore, my brethred,- &vdelfo,j = a brother)

- Again, weOve already had this in (:1), and it is one of those
terms of older English that gets laughed at and scoffed at

by the bible correctors as just another way of saying
Obrothers.O

- But as we have noted beforbr@hrerO is the most
excellent term to us in this context.

- Becausdrethren as opposed to brothers, is used when the
context wants to deal with a specialized relationship, such
as a spiritual, ecclesiastical, or professional relationship.

- And that critical shade of meaning of a specialized
relationship perfectly fits what the context of this passage
is driving at!

- Thesébrethrenare those not only in the special

relationship of being fellow members of the church, the
body of ChristNbut they are also those with a keen sense of
the lawNeither Jews whokBow the lavd or anyone else

with a keen legal mind that would object to what Paul said
in (:6:14).

4 Wherefore, my brethrepe also are become dead to the laythe body

of Christ; E.

- The first step of application is Eha;teOaIso are become dead to the
lawO - that issue aeathNof the Oduration clauseO of the law (so to
speak) - the one that was so well illustrated by the marriage law E.
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- ... thatOs what all this has been driving atNitOs death thatyoosieem the
law; and itOs death that frgesi to go on and get another relationship
establishedNand that is the critical issueNthat is what has already happen
to you!

- Notice every word in the clause is important!
- @eO = 2pp Nom. = every believerNall of you! (Used once before
(:1), but used 2x here in (:4)).

(see John 3:7Warvel not that | said unttheg Ye must be
born again)

- This is the position that each and every believer or saint i
inNthis is your statusNthis is your identity!

- 9e0 is personalNthe personal application.

- QulsoO = Adjunctive use ¢fai, = also = in the very same wag the
very same degrédthat is, to the same legal degree that deat
causes the laws of marriage to have no more compelling fo
over you and allows for another relationship to get establist
in that same way and to that very same legal degredso
are become dead to the law

- QureO = right nowNnot OwereO - not Ohaved ydals®ar®

- The stress is being laid on your present position Oin Ohris
your present identifyand GareO tells you that it is strictly a
grace procedéit is something that was included in your bein
justified by grace through faith alone in Christ alone!

4 Wherefore, my brethren, ye also Aezome dead to the law.

- Obecome® English prefix 860 = about €ome= to come about.
For example in the expression, Olt has come about that yo
are dead to the law.O

- Again, it expresses your current position in Chist that

your position_has been brought about by some other mean:
than your own worksNgrace did!itSome other force worked
upon you to bring about this position you now have in Chris

- The whole clause is dripping with grace!
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- And it is right here that our pause (the semicolon) is designed to have its
greatest effectNitOs effectual working in our inner manNto impress us and
for us to be benefited by .....

4 Wherefore, my brethren, ye also are becdes to the law by the body
of Christ,

- Rom.

- 2 phrasesdead to the law
by the body of Christ;

- Qlead to the la® - that is the reality of our relationship to that law!
- We are dead to it.

- And if that phrase sounds familiar, it is! And we should
be able to go back and put our finger exactly on the spot
where that was first told to us!

6:1-2 (:2) - Right at the beginning of the doctrine of our
godly sanctification.

- And now you should be able to see just how and why we
had _to learn that issue first{Sense & Sequence!}

(And | donOt know of any systematic or categorical approach
to teaching the doctrine of sanctification that does that!!!)

- And if you remember back when we went over that doctrine and
that verse we took a long time looking at that little wdm@

- And we said that th® is a to of relationship. And it is a real
death that has severed and killed that relationship to the law that we
used to have.

- That relationship no longer has life to itNwe now have a life
relationship to something else. All legal ties to that law have ended
because death changed that relationship completely

- Itis CRITICAL to understand and appreciate that when death takes
place, the former relationship to that law no longer has any power
to compel you to do what it sdythe law canOt compel a dead man!

... ye also are beconuead to the law...

- And just as beindead to sinwe need to acknowledge this, too!
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- We need to acknowledge our beatend to the lawo be the reality
of the caseNand on the authority of itOs truth enfofce it

- This is another example of the wonderful work of GodOs grace ol
our behalfNhow He thought of everythingNHis marvelous
thoughtfulness!

- And just how was it done? What is the mechanical means by which Goc
accomplished this relationship-altering death?

4 ... by the body of Christ...

- Ghe body of Chrigd is the mechanical means by which we have
been put to deathNa death that severs all legal ties to the law.

- Now, someone might come along and think that this phrase is
speaking of us being members of the church, the body of Christ, al
because we are now part of His body we are no longer under the |

- But as far as what a saint has learned from Romans 1:1 up until t
point, it is clear that that is NOT what this is talking about! Becaus
doctrinally speaking, you donOt know anything aboutehecreature
of the church the body of Christ that you are a part of.

- NoNthis is talking about the very body of Christ as pertaining to
His work on the crossNand especially His work as it pertains to ou
sanctification!

- This beingdead to the law by the body of Chisa further
development in the issue of you being baptized into His death, bur
and resurrectidn

- And thatOs the first thing you learned in the sound doctrine of yor
sanctification.

- Now youOre being told that the very way in which that provision \
made for younotto beunder the law, but under graeeas that the
very death, burial and resurrection of the Lord Jesus Christ provide
for that as well!

- So when you got baptized (identifiedith His death, burial and
resurrection, you became legally identified with death even to the
point that the lawOs dominion ends
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- Therefore God has not summarily dismissed or canceled the law
or anything along those linesNHe has legally satisfied its demands
and has legally delivered you frorh it

- And He did that so that He could legally put yomd2r grac®
instead.
- Note that even the Lord Himself underwent a change to
that law by His death, burial and resurrection.

- His relationship to the law changed to the degree of what
He was doing with He was functioning as the Redeemer.

- ThatOs why later on (even though it is not for the exact
same reasonNbut not a reason that is far removed from this
reason) thatOs why when youOre over in Gal. 4:4-5, Paul says
that Christ was®ade of a woman, made under the law,

to redeem them that were under the la®

- He wasmade of a woman, made under theN&anmd
therefore when He died, He died therefore to it, Himself.

- And therefore anybody identified with Him gets that
applied to them, too, - they get that exact same thing.

- So you really have to pause at that first semicolon and allow the impact of
this corrective doctrine to really Osink inO (so to speak) - because all the
things we looked at in (:1) of the 2nd Objection; and all the illustrative
analogy in (:2-3) - all that Oset upO - if it you have properly handled it, it
should make this transition into the application an easy one.

(And things just fall into place).

4 Wherefore, my brethren, ye also are become dead to the law by the body
of Christ;that ye should be married to anotheeven to him who is raised
from the dead, that we should bring forth fruit unto God.

- The final clause of (:4) has 3 steps to it.
1) that ye should be married to another
2) even to him who is raised from the dead
3) that we should bring forth fruit unto God

- Each being separated by a comma.
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- This first phrase of the final clause of (:4) - (along with such passages as
I Cor. 11:2; and even trying to insert it some way [which is a joke] into the
Eph. 5 passage on marriage) has been the cause of much speculation or
assumption that we, the members of the church, the body of Christ, are, ir
the OBride of Christ.O
- (Along with some real dishonest handling of passages out of
Rev. 21.)

- By the way, there is no verse in the Bible that has the phr
Obride of Christ.O_And we are NOT the Obride of Christ!

- But trying to use this (or any of the verses | just mentionedNor any verse
the epistles of the apostle Paul) as proof that we (the new creature of the
church the body of Christ) are the Obride of ChristO is only done by some
who blatantly ignores the context of the paskage

- And when it is stated herethéx ye should be marrig@i,nomai = to be; to
come into existence; to beconte)anotherO the context has set forth an
illustrative analogy of the legal issues in the marriage contract.

- And (:4) is simply picking up the APPLICATION of that illustrative
analogy.

- And since the illustrative analogy provided for (as the end of :3 s¢
so that she is no adulteress, though she be married to anoth& ma
since the analogy provided for ANOTHER RELATIONSHIP to be
establishedonce death ended the first one; so also is it with us!

- And thatOs all Paul is coming along and saying. ThatOs how yol
up being able to be punder grace

- God didn®Ot make dsad to the law (blank)

- NoNHe made uglead to the lapand made it so that we aret
under the lawand put usinder grace

- His intention was to establish and provide for us to be (legally) in
another relationship with Him!

- Therefore the wordriarriedO while it is used in the sense of the
illustration of marriage, itOs primary purpose is to set forth this nev
relationship we now have as a perfectly acceptable, legal arranger
or union!
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- The issue of someone bringing up the Obride of Christd here is just anothet
example of OChristian stupidityO - of Christians failing to THINK and failing
to let God tell them what to think and what to do!

- Any 6th grader who reads this passage and just leaves it in its
context will know exactly what to do with itNany scholar with

10 years of academic Greek will be totally lost as to what to do
with it!

- So this first phrase of the final clause of (:4)tBat ye should be married
to anothejO begins with the wordh@tO and introduces the purpose clause
the very purpose for which we a@secome dead to the law by the body of

Christ

- The purpose: to be established in another new relationship, and
that new relationship is that we are fully united and
fully identified with the Redeemer and His
redemption which legally puts usider grace

- ThatOs the first step of the final clause of (:4).

4 ... that ye should be married to anotreren to him who is raised from
the dead that we should bring forth fruit unto God.

- The second stepaven to him who is raised from the dead

- Carefully emphasizing our relationship to the RISEN Lord Jesus
Christ.

- And this is designed to do exactly what it did back in (6:4-10).

- Again, this emphasizes all that we are Qin ChristO - it does harken
back to us being baptized into the death, burial and resurrection of
the Lord Jesus ChristNand it demands that you understand and
appreciate the extent and the degree to which you are identified with
Him.

- And you can verify the reality of your identity in Christ in such
passages as Romans 6:4 and 6:8-9.
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3 Know ye not, that so many of us as were baptized into Jesus
Christ were baptized into his death?

4 Therefore we are buried with him by baptism into death: that
like as Christ was raised up from the dead by the glory of the Faths
even so we also should walk in newness of life.

(Romans 6:3-4)

5 For if we have been planted together in the likeness of his deatt
we shall be also in the likeness of his resurrection:
(Romans 6:5)

8 Now if we be dead with Christ, we believe that we shall also
live with him:

9 Knowing that Christ being raised from the dead dieth no more;
death hath no more dominion over him.

- (really, the first 10 verses of Romans 6)

- It is critical that you understand and appreciate (and remember) what
your baptism into Jesus Christ is intended to do: it’s intended to make
the same thing true of the one who gets baptized as is true of the one
he is baptized into.

- Your identification with Christ (as a beneficiary of His redemption)
makes it so you can look at what happened to Him and say, “That
exact same thing happened to me!”

- And therefore all of the ramifications (or consequences, or what
develops out of your baptism into Christ’s death, burial, and
resurrection) are the very things that were declared to you back in
chapter 6 in connection with you being dead to sirand alive unto
God; and these ramifications are still being declared to you in chapter
7 in connection with you being dead to the law

- That’s why you’ve got His Righteousness, (you don’t have something that is
similar to it, you’ve got His actual +R in justification); and that’s why you’ve
got His eternal life (you don’t have something that is similar to it; you’ve got
His actual eternal life); and now the same thing is true in connection with
sanctification: He came out of dealing with sin and deathand THE LAW _in
His own death, burial and resurrection, with a sanctification in God’s eyes and
in God’s sight and before God—and you don’t have one that’s similar to that
or close to that or one that only resembles that—No—ryou have got that exact
same thing: a sanctification—exactly like His!




Page 56 Romans 6:14-7:25

- But since this is set in a context that is not exactly talking about what we
were talking about in chapter 6N(in connection with our beiegd to sin
andalive unto Godl- and since there has been a further development in the
doctrine of our sanctificationN(that being that we de=ad to the layv- and

since it was necessary to bring into the argument the issue of the illustrative
analogy of marriage, there is something more tottt@a the mere issue of

Paul just pointing you back to some previous information (even though that
is what is being doneNthere is more to it than that).

- And in that sense, we must keep the whole last clause of (7:4)
intactNbecause it is working off of what has been said in the first
3 verses of chapter 7.

- So while there are three steps (so to speakNmarked off by the
commas), all three are talking about and are being drawn from the
preceding illustrative analogy of marriage that will correct the
erroneous thinking that the law (because it is the law) could never be
legally dismissed or set aside.

- And so with that as our backdrop we have this final clause of (:4)
with these 3 steps to it:

- that ye should be married to another,

- even to him who is raised from the dead,

- that we should bring forth fruit unto God.

- The first step tells us that because of the cross-work of the Lord
Jesus Christ as our Redeemer, it provided a legal basis upon which

a new relationship or a new OmarriageO or a new union could be and
was established.

- But this second step picks up on something important in the
illustrative analogy of marriageNin the marriage illustration the
woman never dies hersiifind yet her relationship to the law (the
law governing marriage) was put to death by someondirlfigs
case, her husband).

- And thatOs what is important about bringing up the issue of us
beingmarried to anothereven to him who is raised from the dead

- We get to remain alive, but we have applied to us the status of
death to the laiv

- ThereOs more than one persons involved here: there are 2!
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- His death (and our identification with it) makes it possible for the
compelling power of the law to be broken, set aside and dismissed

- But His resurrection from the degahd our identification with it)
make it possible for us to still be aliveNto have functional life that i
in no way the same as it was beforeNto have a functional life that i
not under that lawNand to have a functional life that, instead of
producing what the law would produce in us; instead functions to ©
something entirely differentNa functional life that can produce
something God is pleased with, in fact that He is OecstaticO about

- And that makes the proper transition into the last step of this final clause

Romans 7:4.

- that we should bring forth fruit unto God.

- Note: Ghould - which is in keeping with the fact that,

as we have seen before with the issue of baéagl to sin

and also that as Romans 6:6 salth@wing this, that our

old man is crucified with him, that the body of sin might by
destroyed, that henceforth we should not serv@sijust as
we noted there that our identity with Christ means that we r
longer have alddy of si - since ourbOdy of si® has been
destroyedthe production of your physical, functional life is
not immediately claimed by dedand the only way in

which your functional life can be put to death is (not by
deathOs immediate claim like it used to do) but by you,
yourself putting it to death because of stupidly and foolishly
yielding yourself back to it! (By something like law-keeping
or works of your own flesh.)

- We may, indeed, functionally die (Romans 8:6RoDto be
carnally minded is death; but to be spiritually minded is life
and peac®), but it is not because the power of death caus
itNdeath does not have the legal power to impose itself on
you that way any more!

- Therefore bringing fortfruit unto Godis what weshould be doing;
not necessarily what we will titand sadly, it is not what most
Christians ever do!!!

- And bringing forthfruit unto Godis the objective of the sanctified, function:
life you have Oin Christ.O (To prodfrait unto holineshl6:22!11)
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- Again, we donOt have spelled out to us Wha'gmﬂt@is, because
at this point we donOt need to know specificsNthat will all occur at
the right time and the right place in your sonship edification.

- All weOre after here is the broad concept.

- However, we do have some general, basic things that have been
told to us from those first 13 verses of chapter 6Nand that is that we
can:

1) Reckorourselves to bdead indeed unto sin, but

alive unto God through Jesus Christ our Lord

2) Let not sin reign irour mortal bodies

3) Disobey the lustful appeals sin makes to us.

4) Refuse to yield our membersiastruments of

unrighteousness

5) Yield ourselves unto God.

6) Yield our members dsstruments of righteousness

- ThereOs at least 6 things we can do by grace through faith
that will result infruit unto holiness

- And if you carefully look at those things you will realize
that they really are grace produBkshch one of them is
produced by being given a body of information to operate
on in which you are to respond by faith to that information!

- Basically, itOs faithfully operating consistent with who God has,
BY GRACE, made you to be Oin Christ!O

- So Romans 7:4, .......

4 Wherefore, my brethren, ye also are become dead to the law by the body
of Christ; that ye should be married to another, even to him who is raised
from the dead, that we should bring forth fruit unto God.

...... takes the illustrative analogy of marriage that has within it all the
necessary components that allow for the erroneous thinking, (that since the
law is what it is, what Paul said in 6:14 cannot be trueNGod cannot just
summarily dismiss it),Nto be attacked and correctedNand then 7:4 comes
along and makes the very personal application of that correct doctrine so that
the objection is seen to be in error, and then finally dismissed as having no
validity to it whatsoever.
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- You canOt carelessly or impulsively just dismiss the law.
What Paul says in Romans 6:14 is wrong.

- Why?
- Because the law is in force as long as you are alive.

- Well, so are marriage laws. But if, for instance, the husband dies
the wife is loosed from the law of marriage, right?

- Well, yes, but even if that is true, it doesnOt necessarily mean th:
she can remarryNthat she can have another marriage relationship
established.

- No, thatOs wrong. Go back and look at the laws governing marti
If she tries to establish another marriage relationship while her forr
husband is alive, she has broken the law and she is called what st
in the eyes of the law: an adulteress.

- But the death of her husband totally frees her from that law, right’
- Death makes it so she is loosed from the law and free from that I:
right? Death makes is so the law has no compelling power over he
at all, right?

- Ok, right, youOre right.

- And therefore she can have a new relationship established just a
that law that formerly bound her didnOt even exist, right?

- Right.

- Well, then, that exact same thing happened to you when you beli
the gospel of Christ and were saved from the debt & penalty of yot
sins. God the Holy Spirit baptized you into Christ your Redeemer.

- And you are completely in every way identified with His
death, burial and resurrectionNyou, therefore have died to
the law as you now stand Oin Christ.O

- You now have a new relationship established by being
united with Christ through baptism (identification).
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- And not only that, because Christ, your Redeemer, was raised
from the dead, and because you are identified with His resurrection,
it means that you not only have died to the compelling power of that
law, but you are also still alive to be put in a new relationship of
beingunder grace (being Oin ChristOs beingunder gracé)

- And all that makes it so that we can bring forth fruit unto GodNwe
can, by grace through faith, produce fruit unto holinessNnot stained
or contaminated with our own fleshly works of the law.

- The simple truth is, the cross of Christ and my béggtized into
Jesus Christakes your Objection completely fall apart!

NNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN

- So, (:4) sets forth the corrective doctrine. And it does end with a period.
But does that end PaulOs whole response to the 2nd Objection?

- No. N The objector is probably at this point thinking hard (scrambling
around to find something else to latch on to) ..... and before he can take a
breath to say anything else, Paul goes on with (:5 and :6).

- Q: If the corrective doctrine is pretty much set forth in (:4), why does Paul
have to go on and say what he does in verses 5 & 6?

- A: Because thaull impact of the corrective doctrine at the end of (:4) has
not yet been made!

- Even though the issue seems all wrapped up in the concept of us
bringing forthfruit unto Godbecause we are no longerder the

law, but under gragethe full impact of that needs what is going to
be dealt with here in (:5-6) for the total effectual workafighat

reality to be the marvelous, full-blown glorious thihgught to be

so that you would NEVER think of putting yourself under that law!

- And what is FURTHER needed is for that objector to understand
that the law provided NO CAPACITY to ever bring forth fruit unto
God!

- And verses 5 and 6 set forth the reality of that!

- And verse 5 is going to tell you that the law has no capacity to do
what it is erroneously assumed that it can doNin fact, the lawOs only
capacity is to bring forth fruit unto DEATH
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- And therefore verse 6 will (more or less) go on to say that you H/
to be delivered from that thing, or you would have no way in the we
to put your new, sanctified position Oin ChristO into practice.

- Because the law wouldn®t allow you to Hit ivould
fight against youNit would oppose ybu

- And thatOs why (:6) completes the Objections.

- On the basis of the effectual working of Romans 6:15-7:6, no one
can honestly sustain the objection that the beginning of 6:15 states
any longer!

- You have to be purposely and deliberately dishanegtfusing to
believe what 6:15-7:6 says if youOre going to continue to object!

- A person might come along and s@y,have to admit,
youOre rightNbut | donOt understandrything here, though.
| might have some problems with thisNdoes this mean this,
and does this mean that?Q and thatOs what 7:7-25 is going
to deal with.

- 7:7-25 is going to deal with HONEST misunderstandings
and misassumptions.

- But the end of 7:6, you cannot honestly sustain the objection of
6:15 any longer!

- Therefore if that doctrine has effectually worked within you, you
have to realize that the ONLY way your position in Christ could
ever be put into practice is to NOT be under that law, but to be

under gracé

- And thatOs why (:5 & 6) have to be there. And thatOs why the end of (:¢
pointedly bring that issue up aghlithe issue of bringing forthruit unto God

- It doesnOt bring it up because it hasnOt been stated beforeNit br
it up so that the final Onail in the coBiean be driven in and the law
can be dismissed as the means whereby that could ever be done.

- So with that kind of an introduction to these last 2 verses of this package
doctrine in Romans 7:1-6, letOs look at some of the details in those 2 vers
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Romans 7:5-6

5 For when we were in the flesh, the motions of sins, which were by the law,
did work in our members to bring forth fruit unto death.

6 But now we are delivered from the law, that being dead wherein we were
held; that we should serve in newness of spirit, and not in the oldness of the
letter.

- LetOs take up that first phrase of (:5) -
5 For when we were in the flesh, ........

- FForO is a OforO of further explanation and further amplification.

- Paul, as we just noted, has something further to say by
way of explanation and amplification to the issue of us
bringing forthfruit unto God and that it could nevdye
doneunder the law

- And Paul is now going to explain how that the law does
not provide us with the capacity bring forthfruit unto
God.

- Qvhen we were in thileshO

- QlestO $a,rx) = while this term has been used before in the book
of Romans, it has never been used in quite this same way.

- This is the first time it has been used in connection with us
being @ the fleskO (In fact, the closest thing to it is back in
6:19 when Paul talked abaie infirmity of your fleshbut

even there it is not what he is talking about here.)

- The common way most folks think about this expression
On the fleslo is that it is either referring to your former
position Oin Aday® or your positiainder the law

- But it®s worded the way in which it is worded bepause B
what it says is not simply the equivalent of being Oin AdamO
or the equivalent of beingnder the law

- Otherwise thatOs what it would have said.

- Rather, Paul saysFar when we were in the fleShN and thatOs
what youOrN when youOnender the law
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- Now, that might sound like | just denied what | just said, but thatC
not the case.

- If you listen carefully, the idea is that beinghe flesiNthatOs what
you are left td'so to speak) when you anader the law

- Under the law, you are left §mur fleshes capacityto do what the
law saysand to bring forth fruit underNiand your design and your
purpose is to try tbring forth fruit unto Godinder it.

(Which is exactly what most Christians are trying to do this very minute!)

- But the point is, that you are left to your fleshes capacity to bring
forth fruit that GodOs Justice will accept

- Which means that itOs got to be GodOs own fruit!

- And one of the purposes of the law was to show and demonstrat:
that thefleshhas no capacity to bring forth ANYTHING that equals
what God can dd

- And thatOs what (:5) teaches. It teachesvinat we were in the
flesh, the motions of sins, which were by the.law

- Notice itOsrtions(PI) of sins(P)O

- This position of beingi®the fleskd and attempting to put
whatever capacity the flesh has into effect by going under t
lawNit didnOt just have a Ominor glitchO to it (so to speak)
didnOt just have a single flawNit didnOt just fail in one area
or even two or threeNNoNthe capacity of your flesh is
utterly incapable of success in ANY area of that law!

- The capacity of your flesh to operate under that law fails
repeatedlyNit fails multiple timesNit doesnOt just put Oa0O
sin in motionNthe production of your flesh under that law
set themotions of singto effect!

- Gnotion® pa,qhma = that which one suffers; an enduring, an
undergoing) - AV 16xNsufferingl1; affliction 3,
affectionl, motion1

- Motion, in the most general terms (and it is a general term) indica
the process of movingit is an abstract term of actionNof active
operation due to some force acting upon the object.
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- C‘Motions{) = a moving, - in English we often put an~Oe(~) in front of it to get
the word OemotionO (e = out + motion = a movingNhence a moving out).

- It has to do with movement that is caused or directed by another
force acting upon something.

- All other modern English translations have Opa§sionsO - but the
context is driving at what the end prod(ttie OfruitO) or the
outward expression &f yourflesh

- And it is conceivable to have a OpassionO without any
outward sign of it.

- Motions~causes you to t~hin~k of something visibly bjogqht forth
And thatOs whatr@tO isNitOs the outward productNitOs what the
memberof the tree produde

- Motions of singyenerates in our minds just what the context is
driving at: when oufleshinteracted wittthe lawit resulted in the
motions of sinthe affect of law upon & in conjunction with
ourfleshwas to put sin in motion

- And it did in Oin spadesO - the plurals emphasize the extent
or degree to which sin was set in mofiot just one way

or in one or two areasNbut the law put the whole range of
sins into motion!!!

- (The very law that you would argue is the thing

- Ex., We may talk about the earth (or other heavenly

bodies) OmovingO - but that doesnOt mean the same thing as
talking about thenotionof the planetsNor thenotionof

the earth. Because when we talk about the earth being set in
motion, it has at least 4 different movements to it. (And the
force that affects all those motiongigvity .)

- Again, this is the ONLY time in the entire Bible where the temot@n©
or OmotionO occurs.

- Therefore, this is unique terminoldgyr, we might say, overly expressive
terminology(and | donOt mean that in a bad sense or critical sense).
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- And often times when that unique or overly expressive terminolog
is encountered, itOs designed (if not solely, then primarily) designe
for the purpose of Ograbbing your attefili@md underscoring the
conceph making it so you canOt miss!it

- And when you think about what is going on in these final two ver:
(:5-6) in connection with the Objection regarding the law, being the
law that it is, you canOt summarily dismisariid so forth; thatOs
what HeOs doing.

- God is, through the apostle Paul, bringing that whole issue to its
conclusion. And HeOs making it, therefore, so that all of the
outstanding objections that have been dealt with since (6:15) bega
to deal with the objections of our not beimder the law, but under
graceNand brings it here to the point where no objections will rema

- The only thing thatOs going to be dealt with after (:6) is the root
behind those objections: the common misunderstandings concern
the lawOs purpose. (And that gets dealt with from 7:7-25).

- Therefore, (:5-6) are going to make a very strong, dogmatic
statementhat produces a strong, dogmatic realizdtion

- And the fundamental realization is that, this position Qin ChristO
weOve been given CANNOT be put into practice under that law

- Which is why (:6) goes on to sayBut now we are delivered
from the Iaw,....Nyve had to pejeliveredfrom it to be able to
get this position Oin ChristO to be put into practice!

- And, (herefpre, weOve got to have something EL‘SE oper:
in our GpiritO - we neech@wness of spikd and nottkke
oldness of the letté€r operating in it!

- But before thatri@wness of spi@ without thedldness of the lettér
operating in it can be fully described in Ch. 8:1-13, those two Otap
rootsO behind the objections in the first place have got to be upro
and thrown outNwhich is again what 7:7-25 does.

- So when you think about what is going on in (:5-6), that terminology ther
especially designed to make it coincide with, and give all the necessary st
for that conclusion that our position in Christ will not function under that lay
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- (And thatOs the whole reason why webender the law, but under grage

- And so weOre confronted with this, shall we say, exceptional expression
Qhe motions of sin® - an expression that is overturned by all the modern
Bible correctors and modern English versions to read something like Osinful
passion® - which is an expression that is NOT in keepitigwhat the

context of Romans 7:5 is driving at!

- OSinful passionsO totally obscures what the context of Romans 7:5
is supposed to be generating in your thinking about being under the
law and the erroneous thinking about that law!

- The Bible corrector will, of course, appeal to his final authority:
Greek lexicons and Greek grammars that are written by unbelievers
and/or men of doctrinal heresy; and finally to his own personal
opinions and preferences.

- (The only consistent point of agreement among them is
that the reading of the KJ is WRONG and must be corrected!)

- But the truth of the matter isn@Otions of sin® is in perfect keeping
with the context, and more than that, it carries a shade of meaning
that OpassionsO simply fails to carry.

- Remember that the context is dealing with erroneous thinking and

erroneous objections about the lawNplus keep in mind that the first

phrase of (:5) sets the stage for the proper working of the context:
dror when we were in thigesh, .....0

- And there is something very particular (even though it is a very
basic and fundamental concepthere is a very particular issue or
concept about the law that is supposed to be generated in your

thinking by this phrase.

- That phrase: tie motions of sins, which were by the,(@vs

designed to kind of Ohit you between the eyesO with the truth of
something that the whole objection was based upon, being the exact
opposite of what you were thinkiNge., you thought that it was so,
when in fact, that was NOT so.

- The whole objection was based upon the law being a means
of squelching or restraining sin, and promoting righteousness
and holiness.
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- But the context of (:5) plus the excellency of the expressin o)
motions of sin® tells you in basic, easy-to-understand language ths
what that law actually did in truth was to PUT SIN IN MOTION

- And the basic, fundamental issue in the temmo®n® (an issue
obscured by such a term as Opassions0) is the issue of; the shac
meaning of: the law gave sinotiondthat law gave sin the ability

to MOVE AROUND

- It (the law) didn®t shackle it (sin) - it didn®t chain it to a
treeNit gave it the right to MOVE AROUND within you
(your flesh) and do what it wanted to!!!

- And thatOs the shade of meanimgtn® has that OpassionsO
doesnOt have! That idea of being fréeldom of movementor
Qnotion® - and thatOs what the context is driving atNfor you to ha
just that kind of Osmack in the head® impact made in your thinkiny

- That law didnOt come along and put RIGHTEOUSNESS in motio
It put SIN in motion! It didnOt put HOLINESS in motionNit [=ims
in motion!

Romans 7:5

5 For when we were in the flesh, the motions of sins, which were by the I

did work in our members to bring forth fruit unto death.

- Notice that phrasewhich were by the law
- yO (lia,) is aby of meansKi.e., the law is the mechanical means
that put sin in motion! (Again, just the opposite of most thinking th:
the law is the mechanical means to squelch sin, to prevent sin fron
taking place, to retard or restrain sin.)
- @lid work in our membe

- QvorkO évnerge,w = to be operative (operational); to be ¢
work; to put forth power)

- Gnember® (me,loj = a member or limb of the human body

- We had this term used before, back in (6:13).
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- Themortal bodyis the general expression, but while we have our
mortal body we also have this sanctified, functional life position
Oin ChristO of beimtgad to sirandalive unto Gotlland now we

are also told that we adead to the law7:4).

- Furthermore, we are to bring forfttuit unto holinesg6:22) in our
mortal bodiesNand the ternmemberss the issue of having that to
be EXPRESSED in our body.

- Ourmortal bodyis composed afnemberdy which we can do all
sorts of things. Our feet and legs can take us some place; our arms
and hands can be occupied with crafting something or participating
in something, or cooperating with something, etc, etc.

- And themembersoncept is the issue of implementing or
putting into practice something. 1tOs the issue of you
responding in a particular wayN(whatever the context is).

- But here in (7:5) itOs not the idea of brindorth fruit unto holiness under
grace but bringing forthfruit unto death under the law!

5 For when we were in the flesh, the motions of sin, which were by the law,
did work in our members to bring forth fruit unto death. (Romans 7:5)

- That law didnOt come along and put RIGHTEOUSNESS in motion!
It put SIN in motion!

- And those @otions of sinddid work in our member@nd what
does it bring forth?)fruit unto death

- Fruit that Go~d(~)s Justice comes along and says, QIOII have nothing
to do with thalNthatOs to be totally separated from!e

- So the phrasenden we were in the fleShis designed to make the impact

on your thinking (and generate in your thinking) the concept that being under
the law is an agreement with, or an attempt to havélesirdo the workl

itOs saying that we agree to the terms of the contract that within ofiesiwn

we will (in conjunction with this law) produce fruit that GodOs Justice will

accept.

- Which is the same as saying that fieshunder that law will
produce the exact equivalent to what God, Himself, can do
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- But instead of actually doing that, every time the law engages wit
ourfleshit puts in motion SINS and not righteousng@ssoliness)!!

- This is another (shocking) function of the law that we had to be
told about!

5 For when we were in the flesh, the motions of sins, which were by the I
did work in our members to bring forth fruit unto death.
6 But now we are delivered from the law, that being dead wherein we wel
held; that we should serve in newness of spirit, and not in the oldness of tl
letter.
- Notice how (:6) has a OringO to it kind of like 3:21KN

21 But now the righteousness of God

without the law is manifested, being

witnessed by the law and the prophets;

- And what was that? The Gospel of Christ. (Justification)

- And this is kind of like a OgospelO - or GodOs spelled-out-messe
for our sanctification!

- Before we look at the remaining details of (:6), letOs look for a moment ¢
way in which some of the terms that are being used here are to be unders
and appreciated.

- We are told in (:5) that putting ourselves under the law can only
bring forth fruit untodeattNand then that terminology is brought
up again in (:6) when it says3@ now we are delivered from the
law, that beingleadwherein we were held;.O

- (:5) death ga,natoj) - physical/bodily death
- (:6) dead &vpognh|,skw) - the natural death of a man

- And the usual way in which we used to deal with such things was
take time to analyze just what kind of death is being spoken of:

Is it physical death? or spiritual death? or some other category of
death?

- But in this case you have to pay attention to the way in which the
information is being presented to youNand it is critical that you kee
yourself within the context of what is being said to you.

- And this is no place to critically analyze or categorize death at all
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- And if you do pay attention to both the context and the way things
are being presented to you in the book of Romans, you already know
that you are going from milk to meat.

- You are going from very basic to very specific.

- And we really arenOt dealing with any kind of critique or any kind
of a categorical analysis déathat this point in Romans.

- In other words, just what are we to make out of the usdsatih
dead or evenife andliving, for that matter? (Rom. 8:6, 10, 12-13)

- And for right now, all weOre after is the basic concept of what
deathisNand death in its most basic definition is A SEPARATION

- Deathis a judgmental separation

- And in this context here, itOs dealing with the fact that Gopl@s
Justice comes along and says, OPut that away from me! |0Il have
nothing to do with that! | have no acceptance with!@at

- ThereOs something about both the téenanddeaththat an awful
lot of people donOt really appreciate.

- And thatOs because they have no frame of reference (or
very little frame of reference) for how God has used these
terms all throughout His program with Israel before you
ever come to us in this dispensation of grace.

- God has used those terrfife(anddeath) in numerous
ways and in numerous contexts throughout His program
with Israel, before this dispensation of grace began.

- And thereOs a realization (or an expectation) - or maybe |
should say a real expectation that we would realize that, and
understand and appreciate that those are terms that can be
used to mean something other than (or in a context other
than) either physical death or physical;liée spiritual death

or spiritual lifeNlwhich are the two most common contexts

in which we are able to think abdife anddeath

- But, if you have been paying attention, you know that
God has used them in other ways.
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- And especially, when youOre talking atutesth God can come
along, (and has come along), and talked about and utilized the issi
of deathto refer to things that have no physical life to them; or ever
things that have no spiritual life to themNbut to use these terms in
the most fundamental way in which life and death can be used.

- And that is to refer to something that has life as something that is
compatible with and acceptable to God

- And something that has death to it as something that has no
compatibility with Him and that He has no acceptanceNsitid
therefore He shoved that away from Him! He doesnOt want anyth
that is death or dead near Him!

- HeOs not going to allow it to be near Him and to be with

- And when you get here to the doctrine of our sanctification, you
need to realize that in the first 5 chapters of Romans, in dealing wi
the issue of the Ogospel of ChristO and our justification unto etern
life, etc., those issues of physical life/physical death & spiritual life/
spiritual death and even eternal life/eternal deatre been dealt with.

- And because of that, you need to have the realization that when 1
doctrine of sanctification comes alongNand even though itOs goin
talk about (and rightly so and necessarily so) the issue of ChristOs
physical death, burial and resurrectionNand us being baptized into
His literal death, burial and resurrectionNwhen it then talks about t|
life anddeathissues that come out of that, itOs going to talk about t
in the context of sanctification

- And so because sanctification is a different issue than justificatior
and salvationNthe real possibility exists, therefore, that youOre goi
to have another kind dife anddeathbrought up.

- And not only would you think of that as a reasonable possibility a
a reasonable likelihood, but any familiarity you have with IsraelOs
program would also let you know that thatOs not simply likely: that
a MUST!

- Because sanctification under IsraelOs program was spoken abot
life anddeathin connection with itNand théife anddeathwasnOt
physical life or physical death, or spiritual life or spiritual death in t
sense of eternal life or eternal death.
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- But it was FUNCTIONAL LIFE and FUNCTIONAL DEATH.

- And therefore having what is brought forth, either as having
acceptance with God or hon-acceptance with.Him

- And either peing rewarded or not rewarded on the basis of that,
and so forthNother things that pertain to the context of
sanctification.

- And so when the doctrine of our sanctified position in Christ has
been taught, and then the application of it is made to the details of
our lives right nowNthe issue becomes one of functional life by
living in accordance with and consistent with that position in Christ;
or functional death by not living in accordance with and consistent
with it.

- And the first issue of Oaccord® or Odiscord® comes up based upon
what Paul said in Romans 6 and verse 14.

- Thatsin shall not have dominion over you: for ye are not under

the law, but under gradéand therefore that indicates that there is

only ONE WAY in which this position in Christ weOve just been
given (and that we have recognized the reality of) - thereOs only one
way in which it can be acceptably put into practice: and that is to
live under graceand not under the law.

- And from there you start getting confronted with the fact (as the
objections are dealt with and the necessity of seeing that inedey
graceis the only way itOs going to work)Nyou start getting
confronted with the fact that if you put yourself underneath that law,
youQre going to bring forth fruit that is death in GodOs eyesNor
fruit unto death

- And therefore itOs fruit that God is NOT going to acceptNHeOs
going to say, OSeparate that away from Me! | donOt want that arounc
Me!
- In fact, thereOs going to be an appointed time when He is
going to rid Himself of any such fruit thatOs brought forth.

- For us, itOs at the Judgment Seat of ChristNfor Israel, itOs
at their judgment (as James says) in preparation for entrance
into that kingdom.
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- But the issue is, that because ifrigt unto death God not only
declares it to be such, and declares that His Justice will have nothi
to do with itNbut when it actually comes to the time for rewards in
connection with sanctification, He will physically destroy it and
dismiss it and get rid of it from His presence so itOs not even arou

- The point is, thatOs what theathandlife issue is unto sanctification.

- ItOs really not an issue of trying to equate it to physical life or
physical death or spiritual life/spiritual death type issuesNnoNeven
though there is commonness in all categoriddeofnddeath but

the major issue in our sanctification is FUNCTIONAL life and
FUNCTIONAL deathiNbecause that IS the kind dife anddeath

you are concerned with in the application of sanctification

- And the more someone is aware of the uddeoénddeathin that
way, the more they appreciate thatNespecially in this middle sectic
of the doctrine of our sanctification when youOre actually dealing v
the issue of putting it into practidand the fact that thereOs only
ONE WAY of putting it into practice so that theit thatOs brought
forth, the end of it is&erlasting lif®© - it, itself lives foreverNand
God doesnOt destroy it and get rid of it!

- And thatOs the capstone to Ch. 6NthatOs how it ends with the fa
thatunder graceweOve got the greatest and most compelling reas:
there could ever be for not sinning but doing that which is righteou:
and good in GodOs sightNbecause we have the capacity to bring 1
fruit unto holinesBland thatfruit unto holinesss fruit unto life

everlastin§litOs going to live forever; God wants it around forever.

- HeOs so delighted with it and it so glorifies Him, and it is
fully compatible with every aspect of His character and natt
that He wants it aroundNand therefore He givesviérlasting
life as wellll!

- ThatOs the most powerful motivator there is!

- So therefore all of the terminology in verse 5; and even in verse 6; is not
designed to have you run through some sort of mental, categorical maratt
type obstacle course of detailed analysis of all these termsNnoNit is deign
to simply generate in your thinkir{gy very powerful words or OgeneratorsQ
to speak) that everything that is most commonly thought about when it cot
to the law is in reality the exact opposite of that erroneous thinking
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- And in (:5) we have two expressions of that oppositeness of
thinking about the law.

- In connection with the law:

1) “the motions of sifs- the law was the mechanical
means in our flesh by which sin was put in motion—free
to move about unshackled.

2) “fruit unto deati - the law worked in our members to
bring forth fruit unto death.

- Both phrases are graphically descriptive expressions of what being
ALIVE TO SIN is all about—because when you’re alive to sin, sin
is what is in motion in you—and it’s not unto one particular sin, it’s
unto numerous, multiple, multitudes of them.

- And the result of all that being alive to sin under that law is, in the
final analysis is the production or bringing forth of fruit unto
death— it produces something God wants destroyed and put away
from His presence!

- And what all that terminology in (:5) leaves you with is an
understanding for, and the complete necessity for God having to
do exactly what (:6) opens up with—God is going to have to
DELIVERyou from that law!

- And not just because putting you under gracewas one of
several alternatives—no—putting you under gracewas the
ONLY alternative!

- And the final ‘kicker’ to drive the final nail in the coffin of the
law’s uselessness to us is the fact that when you’re under the law
and you’re functioning under its dictates, you have going on in you
the exact OPPOSITE of your position “in Christ!”

- You have that law putting sin in motion and giving it life and being
the ‘life-blood” of it (which is the exact opposite of you being dead
to sin) - and you have it (that law) working in your members to bring
forth fruit unto deathwhen your membersave been made
instruments of righteousnéss
- So in a sense, the impact of the effectual working of (:5-6) is: ‘Can’t you
get it through your thick skull that you can not be underneath that law and
put your position in Christ into practice?’
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- OCanCt you see that it does the exact opposite of what the first
verses of chapter 6 says God made you to be Oin Christ?0O

- And the issue is, thatOs exactly what youOre supposed to seeNand whe
see that, your only conclusion is: 6:14 has to be the welylihisve no other
objectionsNthere can be no other objections

- There can still be some misunderstandings and some puzzlemen
perplexities, and thatOs what 7:7-25 deals withNbut there can be r
other objections Romans 6:14 standsNit HAS to be that way!

- So we have (:6)

6 But now we are delivered from the law, that being dead wherein we wel
held; that we should serve in newness of spirit, and not in the oldness of tl
letter.

- And we have a semicolon so that we pause and have the full
realization of the first clause:

@But now we are delivered from the law, that

being dead wherein we were held®

- ThatOs what God HAD to do, it was absolutely necessary; and th
what your being baptized into Jesus Christ did dalelivered you
from the law

- But novO is the gospel-like good news of GodOs spelled
message to you of your sanctification.

- Quve aré is the present and current position we have in
Christ.

- Qlelivered tells you that you have a true and real salvatic
in connection with sanctification: in justification you had to
be saved from the debt & penalty of your sinsNand in
sanctification you had to be saved from the power of sinOs
operations in your members!

- And there is an important shade of meaning to the term
deliverthat Odischarged® (ASV, RSV, NRSV) or
OreleasedO (NIV, NASV) or other words used by modern
English translation or Bible correctors simply doesnOt carry

- Deliveris simplynot in the synonym family of those words!
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- The synonym family of words that properly surround the term
deliveredare words likeescuedandsaved

- Melivered katarge,w = to cause a person or thing to have no
further power or force or influence; to render inoperative)

- But the context (being gospel-like or salvation-like) demands a
more aggressive and forceful term be used to generate in your
thinking that a complete separation from the law had to takelplace
we had to be severed from it; literalggvedfrom it: we had to be
deliveredfrom it!

- But the context is driving at more than just being separated
from the lawOs effectsNthere is something very personal
being driven at. (IOl get back to this later)

- In dealing with the excellency of the KJVOs use of the English
word @elivered there are a couple of things at work to make this
the most excellent choice of words for this context.

- One is the use of a word with a very powerful plosive
phonetic: (d) or even (p) words have it. And itOs in these
areas of phonetic excellenaad _prosody excellendee.,

the structure of particular meter within a verse) that make
the termdeliveredthe most outstanding word in your

thinking in the whole first clause of (:6) say that with one
small caveat: there is another (d) word that stands out as
well: @eadO

- And to the credit of the ASV, RSV, and NRSV
they do have a plosive (d)-word OdischargedO - but
OdischargedO fails miserably to enforce in your
thinking what this very personal issue is that is
being driven at by the context of 7:1-6!

- The NIV and NASV are just pathetically weak on
all counts in dealing with this term! (OreleasedO)

- The other reason faeliveredbeing the most excellent

term to be used in this context has to do with a shade of
meaning it carries that both OdischargedO and OreleasedO
simply do not carry.
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- Definition-wise the terndeliver means to set free, to
liberate, to release (NIV NASV), rescue, to save.

- But when you go look at the etymology or origins of what
makes up the wordeliver, its Latin and French roots
signifies, to run to a personOs assistance in the moment of
difficulty; to save and make sate (A salvation!)

- Now, to get back to that very personal istha is being
driven at by the context of someone who is justified unto
eternal life by grace through faith; and more than that, one
who is_sanctified unto functional litey grace through faith,
and is being told in very powerful language that theynate
under the law, but under graliién fact that law and being
under that law is viewed (for anyone in their sanctified
position Oin ChristO in this dispensation of graceNin GodO
program with the members of the church, the body of Chris
- that is,_being sanctified unto functional life, but attempting
to live that sanctified life under that law is viewed as a
PERSONAL PERIL to that individual Christian

- And, fortunately, when we are told that we had to be
delivered from the laftone of the shades of meaning that
delivered has that any of the other words like Odischarged(
or OreleasedO does not carry, is that when you are talking
having to baleliveredfrom something, it is telling you that
you are in PERSONAL, IMMINENT DANGER!

- The shade of meaning déliveredis the idea of taking you
out of danger (harmOs way) and keeping you safe from
danger (ThatOs why this is in all reality a Osalvation®
message!)

- In fact, it is perfectly permissible to use even more forcefu
language in connection with beidglivered for it connotes
being saved from danger and EVI(Because, just as Paul
tells Timothy [l Tim. 4:1] that living under that law doctrine
is @iving heed to seducing spirits, and doctrines of dg¥)ls

- Both the plosive (d) and the element of personal danger is desigr
to drive home the full force of the impact in your thinking about the
law and its roll in your functional, sanctified life!!!

(But now we are delivered from the law.)
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- Now for the second phrase of the first clause:

6 But now we are delivered from the lahat being dead wherein we were

held; ....
- Without going back over ground weOve already covered, this
phrase draws you back to the legal basis upon which we are
delivered from the lawand upon which PaulOs statement in 6:14
stands ( ..for ye are not under the law, but under grpaad upon
which the whole 2nd Objection (that because the law is the law,
you just canOt summarily dismiss it and set it aside) is exposed as
erroneous, attacked, corrected, and dismissed as having any valid
substance to it at all.

- Simply put,that being dead wherein we were heiigs
the legal basis upon which beidglivered from the law
could be done.

- @hatO is not a purpose claubat, but it is athat which is used to
express the cause, ground or readorhat was previously stated.

- Therefore, in keeping with the context ¢fi€n that know
the lawO - God has the apostle Paul make this drastic and
very harsh statement about us having tddlevered from

the law but for those legal minds out there, remember that
this is all done lawfully!

- eing dead - is the lawful manner in which it is done. Because
of our position Oin ChristO being baptized by the Holy Spirit
into Jesus Chrisf6:3-4), we have been baptized (fully
identified) into His actual death, His actual burial, and His
actual resurrection.

- Therefore this further issue that needs to be stated about us
having to bedelivered from the lawalso has as its legal basis
for being done (just as (:4) said): we alsol@eome dead to

the law by the body of Christ

- The deadness or death being spoken about here is our
death-identity with the Lord Jesus Chmgto, Himself
died a real death and died to that law as well.

- And that death-identity we have Oin ChristO allows for us
to bedelivered from the la\fas well as all the other things
in keeping with the marriage illustration/analogy).
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- And notice the choice of terminology in (:6) just underscores the real anc
present dangehat the law and itOs whole law system is to the functional li
of the believer who is nownder grace!

6 But now we are delivered from the law, that being dead
wherein we were held...

- QreldO kate,cw = to hold down, to hold away from, to detain)

- GheldO is being used in a legal contextNa very serious an
dangerous legal context.

- It is as if you are beinkeld on charges to then be taken
away and execut&hich is just what would happen if
you were to try to live under that law; if you were to grab
hold of the law and try to put your sanctified life into
effect by means of that law!

- Again, this expressiomeldO in the phraseherein we

were held is designed to generate in your thinking the very
real dangerNthe dangerous position you are in if you are
trying to functionally live unto God under that law!

- ItOs not funny or OfunO, itOs not something to play arour
with, itOs not to be taken as having some latitude or Owigg
room to be utilizedNNO! - you are in a dangerous, perilous
position under IsraelOs law system!!!

- A dangerous system that you had to be delivered
or saved from!!!

- So we have the first clause of (:6)...

6 But now we are delivered from the law, that being dead wherein we were
held; (and now we have a second clauseNwhich is a purpose clakgeye
should serve in newness of spirit, and not in the oldness of the letter.

- QhatO introduces the purpose clauseNthe very purpose for whick
we have been saved étlivered from the law.

- And the truth of the matter is, that even though we are introducec

some new terminology that talks about what our current, sanctified

position in Christ is all about (in general), at the same time it calls
upon you to bring many things already encountered from Ch.6 into |
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- O(in ordenhat we should serve in newness of spirit, ...O

- Note @houldO - which we had back in (:4}/& we should bring
forth fruit unto GodO) - while you are being told the ONLY way in
which your sanctified life in Christ will function properly, it in no
way means that is what most Christians will actually do.

- For you can (and most do) put themselves under that law
system which dishonors God and honors the Adversary; and
is a disgraceful thing for any believer to do!

- Putting yourself under IsraelOs law system in this
dispensation of grace is foolish and nothing but Christian
stupidity!

- QerveO @ouleu,w) - which we were introduced to back in 6:16,
and which is OcorrectedO freem@nrO to OslaveO which
completely destroys the doctrinal impact in the context!

(In fact the NRSV still tries to have it Othat we are slavesO)!

- Again, the shade of meaningsefvant (that slave does
not have) is the idea of having a compelling reason to do
what someone salfland graceis infinitely more
compelling and infinitely more powerful to compel you to
do what it say$more than the law could ever be) N to
restrain you from sinning and to motivate you to do good!

- Qn newness of spiritO - (a very general expression)
- (kaino,thj pneu/ma) - a new state of life.

- Remember that we have already encounteresass of lifeO
back in Romans 6:4Nbut now we hawewness of spirit (small
case OsO) - meaning your human.spirit

- Most of the Bible correctors and modern English
translations completely confuse the context and the issue by
capitalizing the OsO in spirit!

- This is, again, because the only point of agreement with the
modern Bible correctors is that the KJV is always wrong.
And they totally misunderstand the accuracy and excellency
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- ewness of spiM is a general expression that is talking about
something going on in your human spirit

- That expression is describing (in general terms) that a new syste
thinking and operation in your human spisitvhat you are now going
to have to operate on!

- That means having a new system of operation and thiirkiyaur
human spirit instead of having the letter of the law operating there!

- Instead of having that performance system in your mind, and
thinking that God is going to bless you if you do good and curse yc

if you do evil!

- And, by the way having FEAR as your motivation
And having that operating in your mind.
(Ex. 19:16-19; 20:18-20)

- And instead of having all that in your mind, and being mindful of
that, and responding in the details of your life on the basis of that
kind of thinking, God tells you that you adead to the law by the
body of ChrigiiHeOsdeliveredyou from that law!

- And that issue of theewness of spiris the issue cGRACE
THINKING!

- ItOs the issue of thinking of who you are Oin ChristO by the riche
GodOs grace unto youNand being motivated by tAatl responding
in the details of your life, and living consistent with all that GRACE
has made you to be!

- The issue now is that beinglivered from the lawand now serving
(having a greater compelling reasonyé&sve in newness of spiidt

the establishment of this new relationsimgh this new systernf
beingunder grac&lon the basis of that then, is that the way (the
ONLY way) IOm ever going to serve God properly and to His hone
and glory in connection with my position in Christ, and to do that IC
got to have NEW INFORMATION operating in my humspirit, and
not the old information of the letter of the law!
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- And by doing that, that will have, therefore, youemberghat are to be
thoseinstruments of righteousneastually bringing forth the righteodisuit
unto holinesghat lasts forever

- And so we have (:6) saying,

6 But now we are delivered from the law, that being dead wherein
we were held; that we should serve in newness of spirit, and not
in the oldness of the letter.

- @Idness of the lettér

- @ldnes® is to be understood as it was when we were
back in (:6) talking about oun{d marO - that is that it is
old in the sense that this thing called tlevness of spirit
is totally and completelgifferent than anything contained
in that letter of the law

- It is a general expression indicating something that is no
longer useful to us in any way or in any senseNitOs old!

- And calling the letter of the lavwotd-nes® (having the quality and
characteristic of being old) - is saying that your sanctified position

in Christ, and what you are going to have to operate on is completely
different in quality and completely different in characteristic than
anything contained in that law!

- There is, however, something more detailed we

can know about the use of the woletterO to describe the
law, but my understanding and appreciation of what is going
on here doesnOt really demand that we know that at all.

(In fact, | have already covered that issueNalthough it has
been quite some time ago.)

- Since this is tot@em that know the laWthis terml&terO
is terminology that would be immediately understood by
any thinking Jew with an honest heart.

- And there is some detailed and technical issues involved
with the @tterO terminologyNand the Lord Jesus Christ
takes the apostate, vain, religious system in Israel to task
for their lack of such things that He calls theetghtier
matter® of the law back in Matthew 23:23.
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- The termfétterO is really an expression referring to the methodol
of the lawNthe way in which it went about doing its job.

- And thatOs the big, major contrast that is being made here in (:6)

- The two systemaufider the lawl under gracg operate differently;
their methodology is different (completely different) - and the way i
which the spirit (small OsO) of the member of the church, the body
Christ (the sanctified saint weOre dealing with hereNyou and 1) the
way in which we think in connection with sanctification, and the wa
in which we utilize the information that God gives us for putting our
position in Christ into practice in the details of our lives is different
from both what is contained in the law, and from how the law
addressed our spirit!

- And thatOs like the final hammer blow of that final nail in the coffi
because since you have to operate@nness of spirend not in the
oldness of the lettethen you canOt bader the lavand have your
position in Christ function.

- Because the law will not address yspirit as it needs to be
addressed, nor give it what it needs to have operating in it so your
position in Christ can function.

- And that becomes even more evident as the rest of the doctrine
sanctification is given to usNincluding the information about our
vocational purpose in this dispensation of GodOs.grace

- Because the law doesnOt contain any real information that helps
out very much at all, if any, when it comes to being prepared to
function as a member of timew creatureof the church the body of
Christ.
- Which is why we needed to have a whole new sonship
curriculum written for usNthe sonship curriculum for the
members of the remnant of Israel wouldnOt do us any goor
(All that comes up laterNbut it is part and parcel of the
newnesgoncept under grace.)

- But the point here is that this expressidhe®Idness of the let@®ris an
expression that is designed to be a very powerful and graphic phrase that
the law in an awful, horrible position in your thinkingNin fact just the
complete oppositef what is most commonly think about when most folks
think about GodOs law!
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- And these kind of almost disparaging, belittling, derogatang to
anyone embracing that law system they are acturaiyting)
expressions are just heaped up, one on top of the other throughout
verses 5 and 6.

- The law operates in connection with our flesh.
- The law was the mechanical means by which sins were
put in motion.
- The law produced fruit unto death.
- The law was so dangerous to our sanctified, functional life
position in Christ that we had to be delivered from it.
- The law held us in a position of imminent peril and
personal danger.
- The law compelled us to serve God by fear.
- The law is the opposite of how we should be serving God.
- The law fails to contain the proper information we need to
operate on in this dispensation of grace.
- The law is old and useless to put our sanctified position in
Christ into effect.
- The law will put your sanctified, functional life in Christ to
death.
- (ThatOs 10 harmful and detrimental things about
the law that comes out of just verses 5 and 6!!!)

- Well, if we can honestly say that we see 6:14 standing as being the truth of
the matterNand if we can see these two objections being fully dealt with and
perfectly legally dismissed with no other possible objections being raised,
then we should be ready for the remainder of chapter 7 that goes on to deal
with tow major and common misunderstandings that lie at the root of these
objections in the first place.



