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- And when you think of it, this is really an extension ofNthis aspect of the
law is really an extension out of the aspects of the law that was just pointed out
when it came to the 1st Misunderstanding.

- The 1st Misunderstanding needed to recognize that there is nothing
wrong with the law, the law was just doing its jobNwhat was wrong
was your thinking that the law was going to make sin deadNno it
wasnOtNwithout the law, sinOs déaith the law, sin is functionally
aliveNand now the issue is that the law not only gave sin functional
life: it gave sin the POWER to demonstrate that it (sin) was more
powerful than anything youOve got in and of yourself

- It exceedsiny power youOve got on your owngxteedsiny
capacity or ability youOve got by nature!

- And thatOs the final mattehen it comes to dealing with the fact that
the law shows that we are functionally dead by nature.

- Because if youOve got no capacity to over come sin; if youOve got no
capacity to impose your will on it and beat it into submission, and do
what you want done instead of what it wants done, then youOve got
NO functional life on your own

- YouOre bankrupt as far as functional life is concerned

- And thatOs the final job (in the job description of the law) N it is to
make THAT an apparent thing!

- And thatOs what the final proof (when you get down and deal with it)
in (:18-23) - thatOs what the verification that Paul sets forth thereN
thatOs what it all describes.

- ThatOs why he talks abolBu©l see another law in my members,
warring against the law of my mind, and bringing me into captivity to
the law of sin which is in my memh@&g:23) N Well, if youOre

brought into captivity, youOve been taken a prisoner of war, youOre out
of the battle, and youOve lost! YouOve been defeated by a greater

powett

- But the issue is, from (:18) down through (:22), before Paul makes

that statement in (:23) - heOs described how heOs fought and fought and
fought, and the SIN exceeded all his fightingNand it was the LAW

that was making that appear clearly to him
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- And when you really see thisNand fully understand and appreciate
this final issue (this final Okicker®) of corrective doctrine about
putting your position in Christ into practice under the lawNwhen

that has made the proper impact upon your inner man it is supposed
toNyou end up, just as you did when confronting the prospect of
justifying yourself unto eternal life by the lawNyou end up, just as
you did in Romans 3:19, with a Ostopped méutfWhen it comes

to sanctifying yourself [or making yourself functionally alive unto
God] by picking up the Law of Moses to do it!

- So, with all this understanding, we should be able to now come along and
put a Summary Statement to this 2nd Component of Corrective Doctrine.

- SUMMARY STATEMENT of ROMANS 7:13b (2nd Component of C/D):

- YouOve got NO capacity (no life, no ability, no power) to do
anything about sinOs power within you!

- The law demonstrates (in HD) that sin EXCEEDS you!
(YouOre full of sin!)

- When I try to use the law to control sin, sin always EXCEEDS it!
(i.e., sin always exceeds your efforts to control itNeven by using
the law to control itNin fact, the law just points out just how
powerless you are to control sin in your life! And therefore
something else is going to have to do that jobNGrace!)

- And Romans 7:18-23 is going to PROVE that!

- Now, since this is the final thing (and the most deeply-rooted thing) that
needs to be brought to the surfaceNneeds to be honestly facedNneeds to be
confronted, attacked, corrected and dismissed as having any legs to stand on
(so to speak), it is important that you face the fact that the law was NEVER
supposed to do what most people think it was supposed to do.

- And itOs divinely intended purpose is NOT what most people who
call themselves Christians ever think it was supposed to do.

- LetOs just look at that one issue of the lawOs purpose and designNeven as it
existed in GodOs program with IsraelNbecause even with them, it was never
given to restrain sin and promote good.

- (And for some of you this will be repetition, but for some it wonOt).
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- While | know much of this is going to be Oold hatO to some of youNI want to
do this to draw your attention to something we havenOt made an issue out of
yet, and it may help your understanding about the law as God understands it.

- In connection with God putting Israel under the dominion of sin by them
foolishly agreeing to go under the law contract, God was, all along, trying to
instill in them something that needs to be understood and appreciated by every
believer, regardless of any dispensational issual that is (just as this final
component to our being educated properly about the law in regard to our
sanctified position in Christ) - it is that if we are going to be utilized by God at
allNwe must do it on the basis of His Jehovah-ness and Grace

- Psa. 124:1-8 (:8)

- Ex. 1:1-8 (:8) N (cp. Isa. 52:1-4 [:4] - an Assyrian!)

- Ex. 6:1-3

- Ex. 3:11-14N(note in :11 how Moses struggled with this issue as well)
- Review:

- Psa. 124:8N0ur help is in the name of the LORBho made heaven
and earth

- Ex. 1:8NNow there arose up a new king over Egypt, which knew
not Joseph(The Satanically imported Assyrian!)

-Ex. 6:3NANd | appeared unto Abraham, unto Isaac, and unto
Jacob, by the name of God Almigtity Shadday),
but by my name JEHOVAH was | not known to them

- Our point in going back here is to make sure that you understand
and appreciate some things in regard to just what the Jehovah-ness
of God is all about.
- (Especially that you know what | am talking about
when | use that expression.)

- You need to understand that this Ocalling upon the name of the
LORDO is far more than what most Christians think it isNdue to not
being properly educated in IsraelOs program: Calling upon the name
of the LORD = calling upon GodOs JEHOVAH-NEBS




Page 204 Romans 6:14-7:25

- And what we are after, in this little Oside-barO to our study of Romans 7:13

(and the issue of what the 2nd Component of Corrective
Doctrine sets forthNi.e., that you are functionally dead by
nature and every time you try to control sin in your
members by the law or by even a single commandment of
that law, that very law is going to come along and give sin
the power to always excegdur capacityto bring it under
controlNin other words, itOs the lawOs job to give sin the
power to demonstrate that it (sin) is more powerful than
anything youOve got in and of yourself to control or stop itN
when | try to use the law to control sin, sin always exceeds
my ability or capacity to do anything with)itN

Nand this little Oside barQ is to help you realize that when it comes to
your sanctified lifeNyour functional life unto GodNand when it

comes to the issue of controlling sin in your membersNyou cannot

do it by natureNyouOre going to have to have God come along and
provide that means and that power by His J-ness and Grace and then
give it to you by grace through faith!

- Therefore the issue of God putting His J-ness & grace into effect to do for
us what we cannot do for ourselves is NOT just a Justification unto eternal
life issueNnor is it just an issue for the members of the remnant of IsraelN
or for the members of the nation of Israel under GodOs program with themN
nor is it just an issue for those of AbrahamOs day, or NoahOs day, or even
AdamOs day NN God operating with men on the basis of His J-ness and
grace is something that is fundamental to all men at all times N God is your
allin all'

- And what weOre really after is the issue that God not only has to
put His J-ness & grace into effect to Justify us unto eternal life;
but He must also put His J-ness & grace into effect in order to
sanctify us unto functional life:

- GodOs J-ness & grace must be put into effect for us in order
to make us SPIRITUALLY FIT!

- So we have to look back here in the book of Exodus to when God gave
Moses His nameNand when God began giving all of His compound Jehovah
names to teach the nation Israel about His Jehovahness and grace.
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- GodOs Jehovah Name:

- Exo. 3:14N(MosesO commission)
- The verbal expression or title that God gives Himself has
two (2) major principles involved in them:

-Q AM THAT | AM_O - (long form)

1) TIMELESSNESSEternal) - (Psa. 90:1-2)

- This denotes several aspect of GodOs J-ness, among
which is the issue of His:

a) Immutability (never changes), and His

b) Certainty of CouncilNdemonstrated in His
delivering them from Pharaoh/Egypt.

- See also - Heb. 13:8
- |l Peter 3:8
-Rev. 1:4

-Q AM O (short form)

2) UNLIMITED CAPACITY/ABILITY

- Demonstrated in Exo. 15-18NIsraelOs education
into GodOs capacity.

- THE SEVEN COMPOUND NAMES OF JEHOVAH:

1) JEHOVAH-JIREHN(Genesis 22:7-14) (:14) - God sees (or God sees to it);
God will provide; God will providédimself for a sacrifice.

- The Redeemer.
- (Passover) - Ol am your provider.O
2) JEHOVAH-ROPHEKARN(Exodus 15:22-26)
- This is IsraelOs elementary education as to the issues of GodOs
J-ness and graceN(note :25NGogi©ved themNi.e., educated

them in their own weakness and in His own strength and grace.

- (:26) @ommandment - but there are not commandments yet!
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- This was said in advance of the Law contract coming down
in order to give the children of Israel some advanced
information that provides them with the capacity to learn
some things about that contract when it does come down and
when it is presented to them!

- Jehovah-Ropheka = God that healeth thee.

- This foreshadows a predicament that Israel will get
themselves in that they cannot get themselves out of, where
they begin to experience disease and sickness brought upon
them because of the curses of the law contractNand they
will have to cast themselves upon GodOs capacity to do this
very thing NN heal them!

3) JEHOVAH-NISSIN(Exodus 17:8-15)

- Note that Israel, before they get to Mt. Sinai, end up dealing with
opposition from a Gentile army: Amalek and his army.

- (:14-15) - (:14) - the issue of Owriting these things in a book for

a memorialO - that is, Israel is in grade school and being
educated to the basics regarding God, Himself, and them
in connection to what they are going to have to have if
they are ever going to be what GodOs plan and purpose
calls for them to be.

- ONISSIO = the OnissiO concept is actually the Hebrew word for

ObannerO - a ObannerO in a MILITARY sense; i.e., a
VICTORIOUS MILITARY STANDARDNthe issue then
becomes one of God being IsraelOs Victorious Conqueror;
or a Victorious Conquering Hero!

4) JEHOVAH-SHALOMR(Judges 6:24)

= God is our PeaceNPeacie GiverNand OpeaceO here in the context
is also in a military senseNpeace from oppression/oppressorsNand
it views the LORD as their Deliverer

- This is an oppression of Gentiles (Midianites) that is
brought on by their own rebellion and sinfulness!

- This pictures Israel as having peace in their land so that they can
function as God planned and purposed for them, all because God
Himself comes as their OPeacemakerO and provides that for them!
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- (Note that the altar and the name Jehovah-shalom indicate
that they will NEVER be able to provide peace for themselves.)

5) JEHOVAH-RAAHN(Psalm 23:1) = God, my Shepherd.
- Note that Psa. 23 sits in a triad of Psalms:

- Ps. 22NJehovah-Jireh (Passover & Deliverance)
#1

- Ps. 23NJehova~h-Raah (Regathering issue out of
the LordOs Day of Wrath) along with numbers
#2,3,4,5

- Ps. 24NJehovah-Zidkenu & Shammah
#6,7 (Kingdom is set up and now the LORD
is THERE, i.e., He is dwelling there
in Jerusalem) [Tabernacles]

- The issue of God having to gather the nation and Shepherd them
nationally.

- They not only were going to go astray individually, but also
nationally as sheep, they are going to go astray and they are going to
end up being taken out of their land and scatteredNso they are going
to need a Shepherd to re-gather them and bring them back!

- This is far different from thatidl shepher® in
Zech. 11:17!

6) JEHOVAH-ZIDKENUN(Jeremiah 23:5-6; 33:16) = The Lord Is Our
Righteousness.

= The LORD is our Righteous King!

- At issue here is that Jeremiah has indicted the nation Israel as that
5th Course of Punishment gets itself underwayNand he indicts them

for individually lacking Righteousness, but also nationally and
administratively lacking righteousnessNand the only way they are

ever going to get Individual, National, and Administrative
righteousness, and to be what God had planned and purposed for them
to be, is for God to come and righteously reign in their midst!
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7) JEHOVAH-SHAMMAHN(Ezekiel 48:35) = The LORD is there.

- In the last 8 chapters of Ezekiel, Ezekiel is taken by the Spirit
into the end of the Day of the Lord when the Kingdom is
established in the land.

- The LordOs temple is there and the fulfillment of the Abrahamic
Covenant has arrived for IsraelNthat very thing that Abraham
looked forNGod building a city that has foundations, whose
builder and maker is God.

- Ezekiel actually sees that thing fulfilledNhe sees the Abrahamic
Covenant fulfilled and Israel on this earth reigning and ruling as the
head of the nationsNwith God dwelling in their midstNand that

city of JerusalemsO name will be called JEHOVAH-SHAMMAH!

- (Which, by the way, is what the 24th Psa. describes).

- The issue of Jehovah-Shammabh is the issue of God becoming the
Blesser of Israel.

NNNNNNNNNNNN ThatOs the 7 Jehovah-compound names.

- Note that all 7 aspects of GodOs Jehovahness must be put into effect in
order for Israel to get the kingdom!

(see lsa. 12:1-6)!

- Therefore, all 7 Jehovah compound names were incorporated into IsraelOs
calendarNthat is, into their feast calendar.

-Lev. 23 B

1) Passover (J-Jireh) #1NThe Lord will provide Himself a
Redeemer. 3

2) Unleavened Bread (J-Ropheka) #2NThe Lord that healeth thee.
3) Firstfruits (J-Shalom) #4NThe Lord our Peace.

4) Pentecost (J-Raah) #5NThe Lord our Shepherd.

5) Trumpets (J-Nissi) #3NThe Lord our Conquering Hero.

6) Day of Atonement (J-Zidkenu) #6NThe Lord our righteous King

7) Tabernacles (J-Shammah) #7NOur always there Blesser.
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- Now | have said all that to get an appreciation for just what is meant by the
Oname of the LORDO - itOs God putting His Jehovah-ness and grace into effect
to be everything we need for Him to be in order to get us out of the awful
predicament we are in BY NATURE!

- By nature, we do NOT have natural righteousness or natural
holinessNwe do not have natural eternal life or natural functional
lifeb weOre not justified by nature or sanctified by natureNget it?

- Now letOs see something else in connection with GodOs Jehovahness and
grace that was also brought out to the members of the nation Israel as God was
attempting to educate them into all that His Jehovah name meantNand weOll
see something important to our study in Romans 7:13Nsomething about that
law, that Old Covenant contract.

- First of all | want to go back and look at a passage that records the response
of the peopl®f Israel when they first get told that God had visited them and
had given to them His name: Ol AM THAT IAMO and OlAM O

(i.e., | am eternal, everlastingNI knew all about your going into the horror of
great darkness of Egyptian slaveryNI havenOt ever forgotten you. And | have
the unlimited capacity and power and strength to get you completely out of
your horrible predicament.)

- Exo. 4:29-31NThey seem to fully believe the signs and the information that
Moses has given them. Sounds great, doesnOt it?

- LetOs see if it was really based upon the effectual working of GodOs
word in them, or if it was just something else.

- Exo. 6:1-9 (:9)

- Notice that this is God beginning to educate them into His J-ness &
graceNinto His nameNand the fact that He was going to have to do
everything for themNto be their all-in-all.

- When Moses told them that God was going to come and deliver
them, they worship HimNthey have a Praise & Worship service!

- But when Moses articulates for them on behalf of God, GodOs

J-ness (notice there are 7 issues of GodOs J-ness in all those Ol willsO),
and He outlines for them in advance His J-ness and how graciously He
will put it into practice for themNand He educates them in it, and

what do they do? REJECT IT! (NO! to education!)
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- Before God ever brings them out of Egypt, they needed to learn
about GodOs J-ness and be introduced to itNand the very first time
God has Moses talk about it and outline the 7 issues (by the way,
why 7? because they all correspond to those 7 compound names!),
and Israel rejects itNthey harken not to itNthey determine not to
recognize it and not to be educated into GodOs J-ness.

- And their rebellion begins when their listening stopsNand it is
especially interesting that it all begins with an education into God
being their all-in-all!

- And that tells you something important about what a man is by
nature!

- For example, you can talk to a person all day long about
God, and unless they are blatant haters of God, they will
listen and tolerate a lot of those things about who God is;
they wonOt be offended. (HeOs love, peace, holy, good, etc.)

- But the minute you strip them down to being naturally
unable to contribute any thing to either making themselves
right in GodOs eyes for eternal lifeNor making themselves
right and holy in GodOs eyes for functionaNifeen they
become offended!

- Truth of the matter is, God akAM O is what unjustified
men hate, and it is what any justified person who tries to put their
sanctified life into practice under that law, also hates!

- Now God responds to their rejection with further educationNwith
graciousness and patience to educate them into their need for His J-ness.

- (Which is what goes on with them experiencing all those plagues
in Exodus from here on through chapter 14Ncrossing the Red Sea).

- And more than that, God also takes them through another 5 courses or trials
of further education in Exodus chapters 15-18.

- Which brings us to Mt. Sinai and the giving of the lawNGodOs final
recourse with them to get them to be educated into this issue of His J-ness
and grace and their natural unrighteousness and natural unholinessNand
Him being their all-in-all.
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- And you need to realize that the LawNThe Old Covenant is an absolute
REJECTION of GodOs J-nessNit is men saying that they will produce their
own righteousness and their own holinessNthey will produce their own
justification and their own sanctificationN and their own kingdom and their
own blessings in that kingdom as well.

- In fact, the rest of IsraelOs historyNuntiI the New Covenant can be
implemented for themNis nothing but TIME WASTED and Israel
learning the HARD WAY OWeOre not righteous, weOre not holy,

we canOt usher in our own kingdom, we canOt usher in our own peace,
we canOt get our own victory, we canOt re-gather ourselves, we canOt
rule ourselves, we canOt bless ourselves, etc., etc.

- The lawOs purposeN©T to be a document or code of national or personal
freedom!! It is not a guideline for Israel (or any other nation or any other
person) to live by! 1tOs not just a civic/personal code of conduct for Israel (or
anyone else) to operate their nation by!

- It contains that in it, but thatOs NOT what it is for!
- (And it is NOT the OMagna CartaO of human freedom!)

- Itis a CONTRACT for Israel to justify and to sanctify themselves, making
themselves to be spiritually FIT to be used by God!

- Deut. 6:24-25N(Eternal Life)

- Lev. 18:1-5N(Functional Life)
- Lev. 11:44N(Sanctification)

- Now my point in all this is to underscore the fact that when most people think
about the law (and going under it), most often it is only thought about as being
a way to justify themselvesNand when most Christians think about the law, if
they have some modicum of Biblical understanding, they will say that they
canOt be under the law because they recognize the Cross of Christ and their
being unable to save themselvesNto justify themselves by works.

- But most Christians never think (because they are never taught) that the law
was also designed to be a way of self-sanctificationNand because of their
blindness to thatNor their shallow understanding of the law in the first place,
while they bristle at salvation by worksNthey donOt see anything much wrong
with sanctification by worksNand they easily slide themselves under the law
in some shape or formNusually unwitting of the fact that they are just as
helpless to produce functional life as they were to produce eternal life!
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- But in the initial education God gave Israel, He did something very special,
and had them do something very special that would forever testify to them of
this truthNif youOre going to have eternal life, IOve got to give it to you by
my J-ness & graceNand if youOre ever going to have functional life, IQve to
give that to you by my J-ness & grace, too!

- Let®s come pack to that initial education and look at the end of it.
(The PlaguesNgain confidence)

- The 10th PlagueNDeath of all firstbornNproduces the Passover.
- Exo. 11:4-7

- Exo. 12:1NPassover begins IsraelOs calendar year.
- (:2-11)
- (:14-15, 16-22) - Feast of Unleavened Bread.

- 2 calendar events, back to back!

- Through all the plagues, the people of Israel were to gain
confidence in GodNthey were to see that He IS the living and true
GodNHe IS everything to them.

- And this last plague was to teach them the first component of
Jehovah that they need to appreciate: That He needs to be their
Redeemer.

- TheyOre taught that they are no different than those EgyptiansN
they are worthy of death by nature!

- The blood of the Substitute is necessary for them to be
justifiedNAND to be sanctified!

- And thatOs why the Passover and the Feast of Unleavened
Bread were to be observed togetherNthatOs what they
signifiedNboth the need for a Substitute Redeemer to

justify them AND to sanctify themNto make them

spiritually fit to be utilized!

- Begause if you are~in a position to be unworthy of death:
youOre JUS‘[IFIEDNand if you can feast with God with no
leaven: youOre SANCTIFIED!
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- And when you look into a Jewish home there in Egypt on the night
of the Passover, thatOs exactly what you seeNyou see the blood on
the side posts and upper door postNAND you see people inside the
door eating or feasting on unleavened breadNa picture of GodOs
Jehovah-ness and grace providing perfect justification and perfect
sanctification.

- But did they get it???
- Exo. 15:21
compared to
- Exo. 15:23-24ff

- NO!!l' So they go through the 5 trials of further education, they fail each one
of themNand then they come to Mt. Sinai where they will get the long and

hard education under sinOs dominion (the law) what they could have gotten the
short and easy way under GodOs Jehovah-ness and grace!

- Again, the law is a contract that provides for a man to demonstrate he is just
as righteous and just has holy as God is, by perfectly keeping that law!

- And as we leave this to go back to Romans 7:13, just look at two other
passages that underscore the law as being not just a way to justify yourself, but
with a special emphasis on it being also a way to sanctify yourself.

- Deut. 28:9
- Lev. 20:7-8

NNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN

- Back to Romans 7:13

13 Was then that which is good made death unto me? God forbid. But sin,
that it might appear sin, working death in me by that which is good; that sin by
the commandment might become exceeding sinful.

- At this point you should be able to take this verse and pick it apartNyou
should be able to recognize what each statement is saying and what each
component part is designed to do. And you should know why it is presented
the way it isNwhy the word order is the way it isNand why such words as
appearandexceedingre the most excellent English expressions to fully
generate in your thinking what God wants generated there.
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Romans 7:13NBreakdown:
- Was then that which is gogthe law)made death unto e

- 2nd & Final MisunderstandirNfhe deepest root of them all:
That | am functionally alive unto God by nature, and only when
the law comes aroundNor | go underneath itNonly then do |
become functionally dead unto God.

- God forbid

- ThatOs wrongNseriously wrong and erroneous thinkingNGod
forbid you to ever think another thought along those lines.
The misunderstanding is put down as the wrong thinking that it is.

- But sin(that which is in my members by naturiat it might appear sin,
working death(functional deathin me by(by the mechanical means dfiat
which is goodthat law);

- 1st Component of Corrective Doctrin#Os not the law, but sinin
my members that makes me functionally deadNand itOs the lawOs
job to bring that to my full attentionNto makeaippear

- that sin(sin in my memberd)y the commandme(aven one single
commandmentinight become exceeding sinful

- 2nd Component of Corrective Doctrin€orrects the life-blood to

all erroneous thinking about the lawNof all misunderstandings

about the lawNof all objections to not being under the law:

When | try to use the law to control sin in my members, it is the
lawOs job to give sin such strength and power that it (sin) will always
exceed my strength and power to control it.

- Conclusion: | AM FUNCTIONALLY DEAD BY NATURE!

- Now if all that is crystal clear, we can move on to the next necessary step
as God, Himself, has designed for all this corrective doctrine to effectually
work in your inner manNand to work in such a way so that you will never
ever forget itNand in light of all the various ways in which you will be
tempted naturally, and tempted by the Adversary to go back under the law
and reject graceNyou will now and forever more operate upon these well-
learned, effectually working doctrines.
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Romans 7:14
14 For we know that the law is spiritual: but | am carnal, sold under sin.

- First off, when we go back and consult our general outline of Romans 7:13-
25, as we pointed out there, this verse is used\exassary Stage-Setting
Statementfor the Proofs that are to follow.

- 3rd Component to Romans 7:13-25N(:14)
3) The Necessary Statement Setting the Stage for the Proofs.

- When you get a concise, (almost condensed), statement of corrective
doctrineNor any kind of condensed, concise statement of information,
such as you have in (:13b), it sometimes becomes necessary to set
forth proofs of that which you just statedNespecially if what you

just stated runs completely counter to any frame of reference that the
reader may haWin order to properly get a grip on the corrective
doctrine (or information).

- And the reason has to do with what the misunderstanding is, and
the lack of a frame of reference that someone might have to both
properly understand & appreciate the full impact of what was said in
the corrective doctrine, and what is going to be set forth in the proofs
that follow.

- Therefore when you get a presentation of corrective doctrine like
this, it is sometimes necessary to, (even before you get to the proofs),
to make some kind of a clarifying statement_needful statement

or a_necessary statemeimat sets the stage for all of the proofs that

are to follow.

- And the reason for utilizing a necessary, stage-setting
statement is to present something that is familiar to the
readeNor something that the readdpeshave a frame of
reference for, which will help to make the proper connections
from the corrective doctrin® the proofs that will be set

forth.

- And thatOs exactly what we have in (:14).

- (:14) is making a necessary statement based upon what the corrective
doctrine of (:13b) has said, in order to make the information contained
in the proofs (which prove the reality of the C/D) clearly understood

& appreciated, and effectually work in your inner man.
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- When we look at (:14) at first glance, (so to speak), to me, there are a few
striking things about it right at the out-set:

1) @or we knowd - what God is having the apostle Paul set forth
here in (:14) is something we are supposed to alrdayO - and
what we are supposed to alre&aipwis thatthe law is spiritual:

but | am carnal, sold under sinte law isspiritual and | amcarnal.

2) Those wordspiritual (pneumatikos) andarnal (sarkikos).
3) That concept of being@d under sirO

- These are the concepts and issues (especially the issue of the law
beingspiritual and us beingarnal) that will set the stage in our
thinking, and give us a proper frame of reference for allowing the
proofs to make the proper connections between what they verify
back to the corrective doctrine sitting in (:13b).

- So while (:13) controls everything else in chapter 7, and while
everything said in those proofs connects in some way to (:13), while
all that is trueNevery connection that gets made will run directly
through one or the other of these two concepts being set forth in
(:14): -1) the law is spiritual

-2) | am carnal

- And since we are just looking at (:14) in a very general wayNto just get a
grip on what it is designed to doNit should have already dawned on you that
probably the most important thing in the verse is to really understand and
appreciate what those two expressiasiruald and @rnal® meanNbut

mean in this particular context.

- And as | have said repeatedly, while nothing in Romans 7 is alll
that difficult or confusing or complicated, it is complexNand it is
easy to get off on the wrong track and get lost.

- And this verse is a great example of that.

- Because if you are not paying attentionNor if you think that you

will get to the Oreal truth® or Odeeper truthO or a Ogolden nuggetO by
dealing with this verse exegetically, or in a Greek word study type
mannerNthen you will make mistakesNand by making a mistake

with spiritual andcarnal here, you will make the terrible mistake of
thinking Paul is contrasting his new nature with his old nature
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-i.e., Paul@spiritual man vs. higarnal man.

- And Paul the apostle is tispiritual man;
and Saul of Tarsus is tlearnal man.

- And then you really goof up by trying to Oclearify®

all the OIOsO in the proofs by substituting Ol, PaulO for
when heOs talking about his spiritual man, and

Ol, SaulO for when heOs talking about his carnal man.

- Just like Dr. Scofield did in his footnotes; and like
Dr. Chafer did in his Systematic Theology, and many
other Bible writers and teachers like them. (Along
with almost every study Bible being produced!)

- And that kind of thinking comes from the same kind of mistakes all
the Greek Bible studies and Greek word studies and exegetical kind
of Bible teaching makes all the timeNthe mistake of failing to really
appreciate and understand tumtext of the passage and allow that

to guide the way the words are being used. (Instead of the other way
around).

- In fact, you know that canOt be what is going on here, even looking
at it at face value (so to speak) - because Paul the spiritual man isnOt
in view here at allNwhere does this verse say anything about Paul
the spiritual man? or PaulOs new nature???

- What is it that is said to spiritual??? A: THE LAW!
(not Paul!)

- The truth of the matter is, this is a prime place where most of the
teaching of this verse (if there is any) and the verses that follow are
usually taught in error because of seeing these two words, and simply
superimposing on them meanings that come, not from the Bible, but
from the theological baggage most Bible handlers have when they see
words likespiritual andcarnal.

- Like: Ok, doctrine of spirituality vs. doctrine of carnality...
- But upon further examination, (ifNyou are honest with the text),

that kind of an approach to this passage become untenable!
(i.e., the old OSaul vs. PaulO way it is commonly taught.)
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- In connection with that exegetical-type and categorical-type systematic
theological-type teaching backgroundN generally based upon this kind of an
approach and a Greek/Hebrew analytical approach, some bad doctrine has
developed in connection with both concepts in connection with spirituality
and with carnality.

- And when | say that, | donOt mean to put a kind of good spin on carnality.

- But what | am saying is that the bad doctrine has made it so that passages in
which the terminologgpiritual andcarnalis used often gets meanings

imposed upon it that the CONTEXT in which those words are being used
wonOt support!

- Or the bad doctrine has come along and has imposed meanings upon the
term that is so restrictive, that other legitimate meanings that those two
words can have, NEVER GET CONSIDERED!

- And that causes huge problems in contexts in which, for example, those
two terms are NOT being used in the typical way in which most people think
of spiritual andcarnal or spirituality andcarnality.

- And this is, again, a prime example of that!
- Because if you bring to the table the typical understanding of what it means

to bespiritual and the typical understanding of what it means todveal,
here in (:14)YOU WILL NEVER GET IT!

- And you will come along, (as most commentators do), on Romans chapter
7, and their comments on vs.14 are the least amount of comimeyntsay
on anything!
- Because they havenOt got a clue of what itOs talking about there,
and they try to get away from it as quick as they can!

- But before we get to a proper understandingpifitual andcarnal as it is

used here in (:14), letOs make sure we understand the terminology that leads
up to those 2 wordsNi.e., letOs begin looking at it from the beginning of the
verseNfirst things first.

- One other thing to mention before that is to direct your attention to the fact
that even though this is a short verse (only 15 words), do you see that it is
made up of 2 clauses? (Notice the colon after the vapidit0alO)

- 1st Clause = 8 wordsFar we know that the law is spiritual.O

- 2nd Clause = 7 wordsb@ | am carnal, sold under si
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- So we need to look at this verse as two clauses and make
sure that we pause long enough at each one in order to get
the proper benefit from it and recognize the importance of it
so that it makes the proper impact upon our inner man it is
supposed to make.

- LetOs note a couple of details in this first clause.
-14 For we know that the law is spiritual: .....

- Notice that (:14) starts off with the wor&@O - which is one of
those English Owords of logic.O

- But oddly enough, look at how the very next verse (or next sentence)
starts offN(:15 (Bgr that which | do | allgw’not:...O) - it, too, starts
off with the word BorO - so we have Fa@rsO back-to-back.

- Depending upon which English Grammar you are looking at, the
wordfor can have a large variety of usages.

- Some more modern grammars try to whittle it down to a
manageable fewNbut there are some that have upwards to
20 ways in which the worfibr can be used.

- It all depends on how discriminating the grammarian wants
to be.

- But even though 20 sounds like a lotNyou do have to recognize that,
even though some of them are very similar; and you could categorize
them into fewer usages; you still have to recognize that they are valid
and legitimateNeven though some of them have fallen into disuse or
have been picked up by another prepositionNor picked up by the use
of the wordfor in combination with another word.

- And the truth of the matter is that we have a tendency today to, even
when we do think more critically, and think more analytically in
connection with words, and with recognition of precision of words,
and things like thatNeven we still have a tendency to take that
powerful prepositiorior, there, and limit it to 3, 4, or 5 possible uses.

And granted, 90% of the time 3, 4, or 5 uses are all that youOre going
to encounter. But the truth of the matter is, there are times when the
English wordfor can be used in other ways than those most common
ways.
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- And you encounter that often enough, especially in our epistles,
because of the nature of what GodOs doing with us through the
curriculum for our sonship education.

- By the nature of what God is doing with us, thereOs almost the
expectation that, what weOve called Othe words of logicO that govern
the logical flow and progression and construction and compaosition
and conveying of informationNthat weOre not only going to

encounter those words, probably more frequently than in any other
similar sized body of informationNbut weOre likely to encounter

some of the rarer or more infrequesses of some of those Owords

of logicO because of the kind of effectual working that is taking place
by the information weOre being given.

- And that means, therefore, that when youOre dealing with the word
for (since thatOs the one weOre dealing with now) N and especially
when you encounter it as we encounter it here in Romans 7:14 and
15 with a doubldor, N (in fact, when you get over to Ch. 8, youOll
encounter a tripléor, like in [:13, 14, and 15 as well as :18, 19, and
20] N that means, therefore that just by the nature of what youOre
seeing there, you know that you really have got to pay close
attention!

- And youOve got to have at your disposal, probably more than just
the typical, most common potential uses of the word.

- (Not that some of them wonOt be the most common ways
for is usedNbut it is likely that at least one or two of them
may step out of the realm of the normal and may grab a hold
of one of those meanings that is not all that common.)

- And it is my understanding that we do encounter one of those rarer
or more infrequent uses the wordfor here, especially in (:14) of
chapter 7.

- And I word it that way because when the whndis used at the
beginning of a presentation, it does commonly have a meaning to it
that is not yourf@r of explanatio® or yourf@ of reaso® or your

Qor of amplificatior® or yourf@ of caus® N (thatOs 4 of the more
common uses of the word for right there.)

- But in the case of theFarO that begins (:14) - none of those
common meanings fit!
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- And this is partly due to this sentence standing out as this stage-
setting, necessary statement which will act as a conduit (so to speak)
for the information sitting in the 2 proofs to pass through here and
make a connection with something sitting in the corrective doctrine
of (:13b).

- And this tells you somethingNthat is, since oo@D of (:14)

doesnOt fit any of the more common uses of the fagrid tells you

that there is a possibility, therefore, that it must have another meaning
to it.

- And there is a use of the woial thatcommences a presentatian

- And when the wordor is used for the opening or the commencement
of either a presentation or a declaration, itOs not synonymous with that
word ObecauseO N and itOs not the idea of Ofor this reasonO N or
Ofor this cause.O

- Example: Take for instance a person who is going to give a speech
and itOs going to be along the lines of a presentationNsuch as in a
business meeting where a vice-president (for example) has gathered
all the salesmen around to have this meeting, and he gets his notes
and his powerpoint presentation all ready and everything, and then

he gets up to begin the meeting, and as he begins talking to make

this presentation he starts off with words like, OFor in that are gathered
here to unveil our new product line.O or he might also say, OFor

now, gentlemen, we present our new produc© or something along
those lines.

- But notice that his first 3 words were OFor in that...O or OFor now
gentlemen...O N in other words the very first word that came out of
his mouth was the worfdr.

- Well, he hasnOt said anything yet, so obviously the fapishOt

being used to explamnythingNnor is it being used to amplifypon
anythingNhe hasnOt said anything yet, so itOs not being used to give
a reasoror the_causéor anythingNnoNhe used it tdbegin his
presentation.

- Whenfor is used as the commencement or the opening of some
presentation or some argument or some declaration, it has the meaning
of Qith respect to the issue at han@ or With regards to our

topic.O




- And thatOs the way (:14) starts offNthe topic, the presentation, the
issue at hand, has been stated in (:13).

- But a setting has got to be declared before that topic can be
properly addressed.

- So when Paul sayskEar we know that the law is spiritual.O the
issue is, OWith respect to this issue weOre going to deal~with, we
know that the law is spiritual: but | am carnal, sold unde©sin

- And then your nextFarO that follows in (:15) begins to
explain it, and amplify upon Eorexpot rnalt&now tthe lawko34.36 Tm(For) Tj/F151 T
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- Now letOs address the major issues in (:14) that will allow the proofs to be
GetO properly in our thinkingNand so that what those proofs say will line up
with one of the two words we are given here in (:14) that will take that proof
and connect it with the corrective doctrine of (:13).

- The major reason (:14) is given to us is in ordesetiothe stagef our mind
properly in order to handle the proofs which validate the corrective doctrine.

- And within (:14), the specific information that sets that stage is what each of
the 2 clauses state:

1) For we know that the law is spiritual:
2) ...butl am carnal, sold under sin.

- And even more specifically, the core of it all comes down to an
understanding and appreciation for the 2 major words that are at the core of
each of the 2 clauses:

1) ...the law isspiritual
2) ...l amcarnal

- So it is_absolutely critical and essenttzt we get a full grip on exactly what
those two termsgsgiritual andcarnal), meanNand what they mean within this
particular context, and only within this particular context

- Gpiritual® pneumatiko,j = from [pneumal], breath or air; spiritual)
- Used 26xNalways translatespiritual.

- @arnalO ¢a,rkiko,j = from [sarx], flesh, pertaining to the flesh;
fleshly; carnal)

- Used 11xNtranslate¢arnal 9x & fleshly2x.

- | only point this out to let you know that you can do a Greek
word study until youOre blue in the face, and you wonOt get
one single thing (no breakthrough, no Ogolden nuggetd, no
deeper meaning) - in fact you wonOt even get one step closer
to understanding and appreciating what these 2 words mean
in this passage at all!

- This is a prime example of where the Greek is pointless and
useless to properly understanding your Bible!
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- So what comes to our OrescueO (so to speak)? where do we need to
turn to in order to get a clear understanding of this verse???

- A: THE ENGLISH LANGUAGHand the precise, flawless use
of it in the inerrant, infallible Authorized Version of the King James
Bible!

- This is a prime example of how the Englisisugperior to the
Greek!

- 1 want to, once again, address the major problem that occurs quite often
when these 2 words are thought of by most Bible teachersNespecially Bible
teachers who approach Bible study as | once did, from the basis of exegesis

(which is the ideaNthe mistaken idethat you canOt really know
what the Bible says until you know what it says in the Greek [NT] or
Hebrew [OT] N the assumption being that all English translations
are wrong at worst or weak at best; and the worst of all is the AV,
therefore the Bible teacher will exegete word by word and come up
with what he calls a Ocorrected translation®) NN (funny)

and the other problem occurs from teaching the Bible categorically

(which is basically going through a verse and picking out certain
words that conger up a particular category of doctrine [like our
wordsspiritual andcarnal] N and then taking up a stem-to-stern,
point-by-point detailed analysis of everything the Bible teacher can
come up with to completely cover the entire doctrine as one big
category N and again, the ideaNthe mistaken idethat by doing

this, and by you having a complete set of notes on each category of
doctrine, that you will become spiritually mature by collecting a
maximum amount of doctrines in this manner),

therefore, Christian maturity is supposed to occur by this kind of a
systematic arrangement of various categories of doctrineNor what |
commonly refer to as the systematic theology approach.

- But this approach to Bible study fails toNand the truth of the matter is, it
makes it impossible to ever reach a level of Christian maturity (as the Bible
itself defines maturity) in the believer.

- The reasons are many, but the most important reason of all is that this
approach is completely thought up by, devised by, and designed by men!
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- God, Himself, never wrote the Bible (even in the so-called Ooriginal
languageO) that wayNand He never exhorts or commands those in the office
of Bishop or Pastor-teacher to teach His word that way.

- God, writing His words in the order He put themNand seeing to it that each
word, verse, chapter, and book of the Bible was put together in the order He
intended for it to beNGod, Himself, saw to it that a believerOs growth and
maturityNor godly edificatiofNwould occur when they would follow the

sense and sequence He (with infinite wisdomNand He who created your inner
man in the first place) Himself purposed and designed into His word.

- And God also saw to it that His words were preserved, even in translation, so
that that AV of the Bible you hold in your hand IS the inerrant, infallible,
living words of the living God, without error.

- So therefore, exegesis is a futile exerciseNany,Ocorrected translationO is not
correct, itOs incorrectN Ocorrected translationsO are not better or more
accurate, they are worse and error-ridden.

- And learning Bible doctrine categorically doesnOt prodady edification

it produces compartmentalized thinking, it reduces Bible study to an academic
exercise, and it produces major road-blocks in a personOs thinking when it
comes to simply reading the Bible because when you read a verse like Romans
7:14, and when you see the wosgéritual andcarnal, you immediately jump

to some kind of a category of doctrine about spiritualitgarnality

- And if thatOs what happens here, you will never kmbat is really going on

in this verse, or in the remainder of chapter 7 or in those first 13 verses of
chapter 8! (ThatOs a total of 24 verses that gets completely screwed up by this
kind of man-made approach to Bible study!)

- Now | say all that so that when we get back here to our vepidsual and
carnalin Romans 7:14, if that is what youOre thinking when you see those 2
words, you need to jettison all that and approach them Biblically, according to
what God expects you to have come to understand up to this point in the book
of Romans ..... AND NO MORE!

- Therefore, when we approach the wosgsitual andcarnal here in (:14),
God expects you to know what they mean solely within the context of Romans
7Nand in light of what you have been taught from Romans 6:1 up to this point
of your godly sanctification.
- (Your Greek will never handle these words properly, and your
categories of doctrine will never handle these words properly!)
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- So just what does God expect us to understand and appreciate when He has
the apostle Paul say,

O..the law isspiritual: but | amcarnal, ...0???
- Just how are we to understand those 2 wosggitual andcarnal?

- Well, letOs approach these words in a way just to underscore the fact of how
youOve GOT to be thinking in connection with them.

- If you take our Biblical education so far, from the point of Romans
1:1 up until this point, have you ever encountered the wspuigual
or carnal before?

- No, not really.

- Outside of the wordpiritual being used by Paul in
Romans 1:11For | long to see you, that | may impart unto
you some spiritual gifto the end that ye may be
establisheg - but it was used there in an entirely different
context than this.

- But as far as the woichrnalis concerned, this is not only
the very first time the wordarnalis used in RomansNit is
the very first time the word is used in the entire NT!

- So by all intents and purposes, this is the first time we have been
confronted with these 2 words in our epistlesNand in all reality it is
the first time we have been given these 2 words at all in the doctrine
of our sanctified position in Christ. (Rom. 6:1 ff)

- And in light of that, this pretty well means that what is commonly
brought to bear on these 2 words is based upon information that you
have garnered OUTSIDE of Romans (later books in the Bible), and
usually on things that you have thought about, or been taught about
spirituality andcarnality, POST Romans 7:14

- And when you do that, you are headed down a road of
trouble!

- Now | do realize that as soon as you get into Ch. 8 youOve got the
issue ofspiritually andcarnally, Spirit andcarnal, etc., that becomes
a real big issue, there.
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- But thereOs some information you learn through the course of
Romans 7:14 and ff, and through the opening verses of Rom. Ch. 8,
that makes it so that when you get to the expressiomally minded
andspiritually mindedn (:6), and thearnal mindin (:7), that youOre
going to now deal with those concepts a little differently than you did
deal with them the 1st time you encountered them in (:14) of
chapter 7.

- And the reason IOm saying it to you that way is because if you,
therefore, are going to take the meaning you have in your mind

for spiritual andcarnal from Ch. 8Nor from | Cor. 2 & 3Nor from

Il Cor. 10Nor from some other later plagéth at completely different
context, (and with a whole bunch more edification under your belt
when you get to them), and you try to bring that all back and put it
into the context of the very 1st time you encounter those words; you
bring far more to the table (so to speak), and put far more meaning
into those words than God has designed them to have in this 1st
context in which He utilizes them.

- And that causes problems!

- Therefore the way to approach what Paul is doing utilizing these
words in this contextNand knowing that thisa stage-setting verse
that will be brought to bear on those 2 proofs sitting just underneath
this verseNwhat weOve got to make sure that we do at this point is
to NOT bring too muclo the table with respect to the wosfsritual
andcarnal

- In fact, we need to bring (in a sense) the minimum understanding

- Now, as we noted, this is the real 1st encounter we have in our epistles to this
terminologyNbut with that said, it should be also noted that God has used
expressions like this in His program with Israel.

- Therefore there is information regarding something bejigtual,

and what that might mean; and something (even a person like Paul)
beingcarnal, and what that might mean from GodOs previous use of
those words in His program with Israel.

- And going back and getting that would probably be a wise thing to
do in order to give us a foundation and that OminimumO amount of
information to bring to the tableNespecially since we are dealing with
the issue of the law, and that IS in GodOs program w/ Israel.
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(or honest)
- So when you think about it, even a logiagproach to this terminology,
and a Biblicakpproach tells you that when Paul say&yQve know that the
law is spiritual: ... O - the OknowingO that heOs talking about there is most
likely something that is very fundamental about that land heOs really
saying, OThatOs a giNere know this about the law because of something
God has already made evident about that law.O

- And ~When he says, Qhut I am carnal, sold under sinO - itOs also likely that
thereOs some information that already has been made evident about what it
means when a person is declared todogal.

- And since there are these very fundamental concepts about what it means
for somethingo be spoken of as beiggiritual and someont® be spoken
of as being:arnalNit is in those most basic, fundamental concepts that are,
in all likelihood, the real key to understanding how they are to be taken in
this verse.
- And to go back to what | was saying earlierNthe most common
systematic, exegetical, categorical approach to OBible studyO that
gathers all kinds of information from all over the Bible, ends up
coming up with definitions and descriptions about particular matters
that have, either far too much informatimnthem that violates the
context in which the words are utilizedNor they end_up excluding
real basic and fundamental meaningver considerinthat words
could ever carry those basic, fundamental meanings.

- And because that happens so frequently, when we come to a verse
like Rom. 7:14 where terminology is encountered for the 1st time,
you end up making a verse of Scripture say something it was never
designed to say. (like the law is connected to the Holy Spirit!)

- And | said all that just to give you an insight into what position your
thinking should be in, in order to approach these words and deal with them in
an honest, Biblical way.

- So... what is the most basic and fundamental concept for something being
spiritual N and whatOs the most basic and fundamental concept for someone
being calledcarnal??

- And as we get an appreciation of this, keep in mind that the verse
says, Bor we know that the |aw is spiritual ...O - heOs not talking
about a person hereNheOs talking about an entityNa written codex;
a thing beingpiritual.
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- That right there comes along and tells you that youOve got to get rid
of about every other definition or meaning you could attach to the
word spiritual! Because the bulk of the meanings that get attached

to the wordspiritual apply to_people

- So all those meanings attached to people as beirtual
are thrown right out the window!

- In fact, itOs not too often you encounter a thing being called
spiritual.

- But even today, though infrequent, you will still, from time to time,
hear someone talk about a thing, and when they do, they describe it
as being §piritualO- and they do it in a way that employs this most
fundamental meaning that this wapliritual carries.

- And we could go to a good dictionary and look up the
meaning ofpiritual, but if you did, youOd see that there are
a whole bunch of themNbetween 16 to 20+

- But what is the most basic, root concept of the term?

- What does the worsbpiritual mean (when describing a thing) that
is itsradical, root concep?

- Often you will hear young people still use the word spiritual in this
radical-root wayNoften when they see something like a movie, or
a work of artNor hear a song, theyOll say, OMan, thaspwasial!O

- Or 1Ove heard the word used, for instance, at Arlington Cemetery at
the changing of the guard at the tombs of the unknown soldiers. And
youOll hear someone walk away from that and say, OThat was
spiritual.O (or Yankee Stadium or the Hall of Fame)

- Or a person could go to a city like Chicago, for instance, and look at
the skyscrapersNor go to a building like the National Archives and
talk about it as beings@iritual.O

- And thereOs no religious connotation to it whatsoever.
- Kind of like young people using the term, righteodsrd when they

do that, theyOre not looking at it as religious, or through GodOs eyes,
or even in a moral senseN noNthey are using it in a radical-root sense.
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- And while righteousas a basic meaning of right-ness, they are
using it in its most radical-root conceptNand the radical-root
concept of righteoushen used of a thing being right to them is
used in the sense that it was OagreeableO to themNthatOs what
theyOre expressing.

- And, by the way, that is what it is in its radical-root
concept to God, HimselfNwhen He calls something
righteous that what it is to HimNit is agreeable to every
aspect of His essence and characterNno part of His
essence is offended and it has the status of complete

agreeabilityto Him.

- Spiritualis much this same kind of thing. It can be used of a thing.
It can be used with no heavenly connotation to it at all. It can be
used without talking about something sacred, or ghostly, or
supernatural, or ethereal, or airy, or intangible, or celestial, etc.

- In fact, spiritual can even be used where thereOs not even the issue
of lifting it out of the ordinary!

- WeOre after something even more fundamental than that. (In fact,
what weOre after could be said without God, the Bible, or the Holy
Spirit being in view at all!)

- And this same kind of fundamgntal, radical-roo't concept
can be applied with Paul says, But.| amcarnal...O

- So with all that as a back-drop, when a thing is described asdpsfitgal,
what are you saying about it? - and you may want to look at it as if you say
that something ispiritual to you, what has it done to you? What is the
basic, fundamental, radical-root concept of a thing describspirdsial???

- By the way, any time youOre after a radical-root, every application
of the wordsharesthat radical-rootNitOs the lowest common
denominator (so to speak). The radical-root will apply in every
contextNit will be there in some degree.

- We do get helped out a little by something that has already
been said to us here in Romans 7Nwhich is also why Paul
says in (:14), Eor we knowd N look at 7:6Nwhat is the

root of the wordspiritual? ~ A: spirit
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- And we said there that when Paul says we should serve in
newness of spif@ that we are going to have to have
something new, something other than that law, operating in
our ..... our what?..... ounnind!

1) - The most radical-root meaning of the wordspiritual is that it
affects your mind!

- Something that N@piritual operates in your spirit.
- Something that@gpiritual affects your spiritNit affects
your mind.

- When some kid comes out of a movie and says, OMan,
that wasspirituallO What he means by that is, OThat got
into my head! - - That made me thi@k

- Anything that isspiritual, in some manner or form, affects
your mindNit gets into your headNit works in your mindNit
does something to your spirit.

- When Paul saysFOr we know that the law is spiritualO the issue of that
law is the issue of it being something that gets in your head and affects your
mindNthatOs the first, major component of what he is saying

- The law is designed to operate in your spiritNitOs designed to affect
the way in which you thinkNitOs designed to work with your mind.

- Now thatOs not all heOs sayingNbut thatOs where that most fundamental
concept beginsNthatOs the component it begins withNit begins with the fact
that youOre dealing with something thatOs going to operate in your mind, in
your human spirit.

- Now it doesnOt say what itOs going to do Bbut before it can say what
itOs going to do, it has to tell you THATOS were itOs going to do it!

- But there are a couple other components to add to this in order to
give us a full understanding & appreciation of the radical-root concept
of what it means for something to be callsgiftual.O

- The law is designed to operate within the spirit (in the mind), and itOs
designed to DO SOMETHING théreAnd Paul is simply stating that here:

and heOs bringing it to the argument because he knows that it is essential to the
argumenilbut heOs simply bringing a simple reality about the law into view in
order to set the stage for what he is about to go on and do
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- HeOs going to go on to prove the reality of what he said
back in verse 13.

- And in order to prove the reality of what he said back in
(:13), we need to first of all think about the law in its most
fundamental way it can be thought ofNand that is, first of
all, itOs designed to operate in the human spirit and DO

something there

- And then, as it operates in the spirit, bespiritual, and

doing the basic thing itOs designed to doNand then once you
understand and are thinking about that and limiting yourself
to thinking about the law to this most basic reality

concerning what it is and what it can doNthen Paul comes
along and finishes setting the rest of the stage by the balance
of what he says there in (:14) - which is to contrast himself
as beingcarnalto that law beingpiritual N and then with

that stage being set, he now goes on and gives the proofs

of the 2 points of corrective doctrine that he stated back in
verse 13.

- PaulOs not making some startling revelation (so to speak)
about the law here.

- HeOs simply stating the most fundamental thing that could
be said about it, in connection with it being information that
is designed to be either heard or read orfattd since itOs
information, since itOs heard or read, it enters the human
spiritNand itOs there that it is supposed to do its job! It
doesnOt do much of anything on the pages of the book itOs
written in.

- But this is the essential concept that needs to be thought of
in connection with the law, in order to understand that itOs
going to do the very job Paul described back in (:13).

- 1tOs designed, just as he said in (:1B)f €in, that it might
appearsin, working death in me by that which is good; that
sin by the commandment might become exceeding.Ginful

- The law, therefore is designed to make sometappear
to youNso that the eyes of your understanding can see it
and can acknowledge it.
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- Well, in order to do that, its got to be able to get into your
mind!

- 1tOs as if Paul is coming along and saying, OPut everything else out
of your mind about the law that you could ever think of, and letOs just
deal with this one thing about it! And that will be sufficient!O

- OBecause thereOs this one thing about it that you need to limit your
thinking onit, right now, in order to appreciate the reality of what |
just said back in (:13).0

- Sothe law isspiritual.

- That means, first of all, itOs designed to get into your head; and itOs
designed to do something there.

- And since, therefore, itSgiritual, and itOs deigned to get into your
head, itOs going to therefore do the REST of what anything that is
spiritual does, most fundamentally of all.

- And thereOs 2 other basic, esserltial components to the radical-root
concept of something thatsgpiritualNso thereOs 3 all total

1) Affects your mindNit gets into your head and operates
there!

- But then the 2nd thing is, that once it gets into your head and
operates there, (and here is where that concept of when describing
something that ispiritual, it can be said to Omda@e/ou) - anything
that isspiritual has the power to MOTIVATE you!

2) Motivates youN(motivational power)
- And then the 3rd thing is: anything thasgritual, once itOs in your
head, and begins to motivate you and move you: the 3rd thing it wants
to do is CHANGEyou!

3) Change youN(the law desires to change you!)

- And those 3 things form the radical-roots to the vapiditual.

- Anything thatOspiritual gets into your head, motivates you, and works to
change you!



Page 234 Romans 6:14-7:25

- That®s why you so often hear someone say, OThspivitas,
that was dife-changing experience!O

- So when Paul comes along and saifer Qe know that the law is
spiritual ... O N thatOs the fundamental thing heOs after:

- We know that the law was designed to get into our heads
motivate usand_change us

- And thatOs what he saywe@®novD - and thatOs what needs to be
acknowledged about the law.

- And thatOs the thing that makes people think that the law, therefore,
should be able to change ypar should be able to cause you to be
different than you were before; or replace or exchange your former
position with a new position; or to put it simply, the issue of the law
beingspiritual (i.e., affects the mind and motivates to change igou)
what makes most people think that the law can give you functional
life!

- Because if itOs designed to get into your head; and itOs designed to
motivate you; and since itOs the law weOre talking about now, we can
define that motivation as motivate you to do good and nptsith
the_changingtherefore, would be to change your ifleerefore, so

that you are morally good, and holy, and pious, and all this business.

- Because the law ISpiritual: thatOs the thing that makes people
naturally think that, OIf IOm only under that law, then IOm going to
have functional lif¢D

- But just like Paul said back inl(3), the law was designed to make

it so that Osin, that it might appear sin, working death in me by that
which is good; that sin by the commandment might become
exceeding sinful N yes, the law isspiritual, and it operates in the
spirit; and it moves and motivates; and the desire is to CHANGE
on the basis of it ... but there is a bRIUTO following that colon in
(:14) ... ®ut | am carnal, sold under sid

- And now you come to the reasay, Neven though the law is
spiritual, it CAN NOT do what you THINK it can db
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- And why, instead of doing what you think it can do, it does
the very thing (:13) said it was designed to doNit makes sin
appearas itselfworking (functional)deathin you by that
which is goodthat law)Nand makes it so thatn by the
commandmeriiecomegxceeding sinful

- NowNwe have that colon at the end of the wegritualNso we need to be

honest with ourselves and see if all that weOve said and looked at about the law
beingspiritual is clear in your thinking and that you have a level of confidence
about just what it is saying and more importantly why itOs saying it!

- The OwhyO has to do with the fundamental thing that the law drives
at because it ispiritual, and the fundamental thing that we are
supposed to be having done to us by the proper function of our godly
sanctification that we have Oin Christ.O

- For the fundamental thing our godly sanctification does for us and
to us N is to CHANGE us!

- To make it so that we, in our living, practical, moment-by-moment
functional life unto God, N so that we are not what we used to be;
so that we donOt think like we used to think; so that we donOt live
like we used to live!

- And you must understand and appreciate that the law, being the
spiritual thing that it is, is the only viable alternatiyeu have to
bring about change in your life that would result in a holy, fruit-
producing life that God would accept.

- And so you have a competing alternative to drdeer the law,
beingspiritual, is the only viable, genuine competitor to gtace

- B-U-T!!! There is this huge Ofly in the ointmentO so to speak, that
is going to make it so that the law canOt be used as a viable, genuine
competitor, by YOU!

- And the way this connects with the original misunderstanding in
(:13) is that the person who thinks erroneously about the law, MUST,
by default (so to speak), they must think that, since they know that
the law isspiritual, thatOs ok, because since | am functionally alive
by nature, | can go ahead and utilize that law all fine and dandy!

- GGOD FORBID!O
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- So we have so far in (:14):

14 For we know that the law is spiritu@ gets into your head;
and it motivates you to changéf\thanges you: ....

- Now letOs go ahead and pick up that last clause that contains the other key
term in the stage-setting information that we need to have as a frame of
referencen order for the information sitting in the proofs to make the
connections they are supposed to make to the corrective doctrine in (:13).

- The 2nd Clause says:
14 .... but | am carnal, sold under sin.

- Obut | am carnal®
- utO is used as an adversative conjunction to indicate
something adverse or opposed to or harmful to the argument
that is being set forth.

- GutO is used to introduce the Ofly in the ointmentO or the
fatal flaw to the argument N and thatOs exactly what this is.

- The entire argument against us not beinder gracebut
under the lawlor at least under a mixture of law and grace,
is fatally woundedit is put to death with these final 6
words: ©am carnal, sold under si®

- In fact, if this final clause is true, then (to work backwards)
the 2nd Misunderstanding , the 1st Misunderstanding, the
2nd Objection, and the very 1st Objection all Odie on the
vine (so to speak) - they all fall apartNnone of them have
any life left to them at all!

- The argument that wdo have some kind of natural,
functional life of our own; that we carilize the law to
restrain sin and make us functionally alive unto God; that
the law_can®e summarily dismissed or ignored; and that
the law_ismy only compelling reason to not sin and to do
good NN the entire argument comes down to thisN the
entire argument is centered on this, and it will stand or fall
on this one, single point of sound doctrine:

@am carnal, sold under sirO
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- Now letOs look at that other major term:
- @ amcarnalO - ¢arkiko,j) - 11x, ©arnalO 9x; fieshlyO 2x
- Our English worctarnalis a separate word by itself, because it,

by nature, carries with it the radical-root conagyatre than the word
AleshO does.

- And the reason for that is because the English Westihas a
wider scope to it thaoarnalNthat is, there is more than one kind of
flesh
- ThereOs the actual, physitesh for example that a human
body containsN Oflesh and bdbdor example.

- And thereOs tlileshof an animal that someone might eat.
- SofleshdoesnOt have the exact same radical-root concept behind it.

- And fleshisnOt commonly used in contrasspaitual, or something
that is immaterial.

- And we have the advantage in English of having the wardal.
And the wordcarnal has a radical-root concept that is opposed to
something that ispiritual, and it is something that the woternal
always carries with it

- Carnal carries the particular radical-root concept thatOs needed here,
and that Paul is dealing with here in (:14).

- Caveat: Let me just say that | donOt mean to imply that any
time the wordleshis used in the Scriptures that itOs not being
used, or canOt be used in a sense that is in contrast to either
something thatOs immateriabpiritual.

- Because we can, and we do use the \ileshlike that.

- All I©Gm simply saying is that we also have the English word
carnalNand one of the reasons why the KJ Translators used
the wordcarnal at times instead of the wofigshis because

of the times when thdleshconcept has to stress the most
radical-root concept that there isfleshin GodOs eyes.

- And thatOs really what youOve got to think of here.
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- And thatOs why you canOt standattizevord [sarkikos]
to mean eithecarnal, always, offleshly, alwaysN(or some
other made-up nomenclature used by the unqualified
translators who are always Ocorrectingd GodOs word.)

- Most people who deal with words like this, usually go to the
dictionary and look up the worhrnal, and they see the most
common diction-type definition of the word to mean something
pertaining to the flesh or body; something dealing with the body
as the seat of passions or appetites; something sensual; even
something sexual; something repiritual.

- But this is the same kind of problem you run into when you were
first dealing with something that $piritualNall these diction-type
definitions deal with aspects of wharnal meansNbut they donOt
get down to this radical-root concept.

- By the way,_if you allow th&ible to define the wordit
doesdeal with it in its radical-root concept, andiges

give you an understanding of what that concept is before
you go on to attach these other meanings to it.

- Because the truth of the matter is, all these other meanings
are actually builon this one, single, radical-root concept.

- (By the way, [again], we have encountered the
word fleshseveral times in the book of Romans;
[as near as in 7:5] - and Paul will switch back to
itin (:18)")

- Again, youOve got to keep in mind that the vearahal particularly
conveys or focuses the attention upon the most fundamental thing
God seesor thinks about when He thinks abotle€rO N when He
comes along and declares man to ftestO

- And whilefleshcan be used in some contexts in a good sense, the
word carnalis never used in a good senseNitOs always used in a
bad sense.

- And the other thing to help you out is to remember that you are
being told here that you alreadynowO what this isN just as (:14)
starts off, Bor we know..O N youOve encountered this already.
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- (And itOs not a word depicting something likeadman
or who we are, by naturiy AdanNbecause thatOs too broad)

- When Paul first confronted you with the wdlesh(limited to within

the doctrine of our sanctificatipil what was the concept he attached
to it???

- Go back to 6:19Nwhat does he say there about it?

19 | speak after the manner of men because of the
infirmity of your flesh:

- The most fundamental, radical-root concept in GodOs evyes, in
connection withfleshis that it is intrinsically WEAK!

- By Oin}rin~sicaIIyO | mean that its essential nature is that it
is weakNitOs inherently weakNitOs weak, by nature!

- No matter where itOs found; no matter vv~hat condition it
may be inNthis one thing is alwaysue of itNit is weak!

- And thatOs what the wardrnal ALWAYS focuses upon!
- Anything that iscarnalis intrinsically weak!
- So youOve got this law thasjsritualNit gets in your head, motivates you,

and wants to change youNbut youOre intrinsically waall canOt do what it
saysNyouOrearnall

- And you can actually go and check this out another way.
- Rom. 8:3NThis is exactly what Paul is going to tell you later on.

- Those are the 2 fundamental concepts involved in (:14) in the wpirsial
andcarnal

- Other contexts in which the wordpiritual andcarnalare going to

be used can add some things to those words because the context in
which they occur will provide information, and have issues that
demand further things be addedNbut those radical-root concepts will
always be there, nonetheless. But this is a context in which nothing is
being addeN all youOre dealing with is the most fundamental issue

of all, in the wordspiritual and the wordaarnal.
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- Now at this point we need to back off (so to speak) of the details of these 2
words,spiritual andcarnalN

N(that is, IF, IF, IF, you are fully understanding and appreciating
that, first of all, thecontextdemands that you deal with them in their
most fundamental, radical-root concept; and secondly you fully
understand and appreciate what the radical-root coreepeach of
them) N

N then we need to now look at them in their most fundamental form, and
see the reasamhy they are given to youNthat is, that you see the need for
them to be in your thinking that way so that the proofs connect properly to
the corrective doctrine.

- That is, you need to really appreciate why this verse had to be
statedNyou need to see why Paul had to say thisNwhy he couldnOt
just launch into (:15) without stating (:14) first!

(NOTE TO SELF: GO THROUGH THIS S-L-O-W-L-Y!II)

- And that is because, if youOre not going to be thinking about the law in this
most fundamental sense of all (tta law is spirituallthat it is to be

operating in your mind, motivating you with a desire to changead if

youOre not going to be recognizing that the law is going to appealttn you
supply the energy to accomplish what it wants dtamel by nature, you
beingcarnal, are_inherently wedkthen youOre not going to, therefore, be

able to appreciate the proofs he is going to set forth, beginning in (:15), that
come along and show that, just as he said back in (:13), the law is designed
by God to make siappearto be the very thing that gives you functional

death and to make it (to make sin) to be recognized as being something that
you donOt have the power to overcome and rhaster

- LetOs say that again ...

- 0For we know that the law is spiritu@ N it operates in
your mind, motivating you with a desire to change;you
change you from a person who is functionally dead to a
person who is functionally alive unto God; to change you
from a person who, while justified unto eternal life, but with
sin still in your members, to a justified person who can
control their sin, who can restrain their sin, and who can
producefruit unto holinesshat your Heavenly Father will
accept and wants around Him foreverN(which is what was
told to you back in chapter 6: and :22-23).
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- Remember that what weOre after here is the ability
to functionally live unto GodNto produdéto
producefiuit unto holinessNto be changed from a
person under the dominion of sin to one whose sin

is now brought under controlNone whose sin can now
be restrained in his membersNthe abilityput your
sanctified life that you now have Oin ChristO into
effect!

- And if that doesnOt OclickO in your thinkingNthen,
(even though it isnOt the best way to describe it at all),
maybe we need to say it here: what weOre after is the
ability, or power, or capacity to be Oin fellowship

- (To live consistent with who God has made you to
be, Oin Christ.O)

- And becaus@ie law is spiritual, it desires to do that jobNit
desires to bring about that change in you.

- And the way that law is going to attempt to accomplish that,
(in fact, theONLY way the law can accomplish thatNbecause
it was designed to accomplish its task in this one and only
way) N the way the law is going to attempt to bring about the
desired change in you: is by appealingy @U and only

YOU to supply the power, the capacity, or the energy to
accomplish what it wants done!

- ThatOs not just one way out of many whgdaw

can accomplish its taskNGod, Himself designed the
law so that th€©NLY way it can accomplish its task
is to appeal to you, personally, to supply the energy
for it to do its job!

- And thatOs why we went back to Exodus and spent
all that time orienting ourselves and giving ourselves

a frame of reference as to just how it was that the law
was to accomplish its task in those members of

Israel at Mt. Sinai.

- Remember that the law contract at Mt. Sinas a
rejection of GodOs J-ness & gra@nd the acceptance

of a contract to make themselves spiritually fit
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- That®s why we went over all those Jehovah
compound names!

- The Old Covenant is an absolute rejection of
GodOs J-ness & graceNit is men saying that they
will supply the energy, in and of themselvard
they will pick up that law and produce their own
righteousness and their own holinegsily will
produce their own justification and their own
sanctification; and their own kingdom, and their
own blessings in that kingdom!

- The law is a contract for a man to justify and
sanctify himself, makingimself FIT to be used

by God

- And (since we skipped it before), | want to now
underscore the fact that the law, (in keeping with our
context of sanctification), was not just a way to
justify yourself, but it was also a way to sanctify
yourself!

- Exo. 28:31-38 (:36)
- Lev. 20:7-8

- So, once again, sinceNthe lavspgritual, it d~esires to bring
about a change in youNand the change itOs after is to make
you fit to be used by GodNto make you sanctified.

- But the only way the law can accomplish that is to appeal
to YOU to supply the energy to accomplish what it wants
doneNfor without that energy, the law is just words on a

page!

- And if youOre agreeing to itNif you ascent to itNif you

go underneath itNyou are BY DEFAULT admitting that
YOU, INDEED DO have the capacity or energy to do what
it wants to dbland that is what is going on when you
sanctify yourself

- Agreeing to go underneath the law is agreeing that you
really do have; you have by nature, functional lifeNyou have
life, capacity, power, energy to accomplish what it wants to do!
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- So youOve got this law desiring to change you; and youOve
got it appealing to your flesio supply the energy to do what

it wants to get accomplished; but youOve got one huge
probleniNa fatal probleniNa problem that puts you in a
predicameriyouOve got aveak link in this chain....

- O..but | am carnad - you, far from having natural capacity,
natural energy, natural life-force to supply that law a way to
get what it wants doneNyou are inherently wilglouOre
carnal

- And that fleshly, carnal, weakness spells your dooder
that lawNbecause that law demands perfection; perfect
obedience, not in part, but in whole AND in part

- Therefore in GodOs eyes, if you agree to go underneath that law,
either in whole, or just in part, you are, (by default), rejecting GodOs
J-ness & grace; you are saying that you are NOT inherently weak or

carnal

and you are saying that you will be changed to be able to

control your sin by that law which spiritual; you are admitting that
you can sanctify yourself

- By this point, you should be seeing something of the very real dirig¢w
go under that law contract or system.

- Paul wasnOt kidding [or being colorful] when he said that the law put
sin in motion; that it worked inur members to bring forth fruit unto
death that we had to bdelivered from the lapthat itheldus in

functional death! (7:5-6)

- And he wasnOt kidding when he said that we nesehte in

newness of spirit, and not in the oldness of the létterneed to

have something new operating in our spiritNwe need GodOs J-ness
and grace operating there!

- And because you a[inrnaINinherently weak to supply the energy needed
for the law to operateNyou should clearly understand & appreciate that you
canOt mix or blend law and gride@ad you canOt be under that law system

even it you imagine it to be minor, benign, or seemingly harmless

- For example, tithing.
- Mal. 3:7-12
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- For example, double/triple-compound discipline.
- Mat. 7:1-2 o )
- also note 7:7-8N Bsk seek andknoclO

- These are all issues of not properly handling the word of God;
they are all issues of notightly dividing the word of trutlo

- For example, did you know that notgbtly dividing the word of
truthO has, in some measure, led to it actually affecting the national
foreign policy of the United States of America???

- Luke 6:35-38 (S on the MT. = disassociate from the VRS)

- And being @ot under the law, but under grddis a sanctification
issue, and it is a Oright divisionO issue [dispensational issue].

- So we have: FEdr we know that the law is spiritual: but | am carnalO

- And itOs like God comes along and clears everything off that can
be cleared off of the table, that can be thought aboul@wieand
everything that can be thought abgatiNand He leaves just these

2 issues.

- And Paul says, ONow, ... letOs look at that lawOs function in this
spiritual way, and with me being inherently weak by nature, and
IOIl show you that it does the very thing | just said in (:13) that |
said it does.

- And after all the proofs are run through and you finally
get to the end of (:25), he says, OThatOs the reason why
God had to make it so you@o¢ under the law, but under
gracdO

- Otherwise your position Oin ChristO would NEVER
function!

- But notice the verse isnOt quite finished yet!
- ThereOs a OstingerO or OkickerO to thisNthe 2nd clause is in 2 parts:
Romans 7:14

14 For we know that the law is spiritual: but | am carrsalld under sin
(part 1) (part 2)
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- O..sold under sirO

- GoldO pipra,skw = to sell)
- GoldO is the past tenses#liNand thatOs the point, as you
stand (or sit) right at this very moment, thatOs what you are:
you are already fullgold (Perf. Pass. Participlender sin.

- In the Englishsoldhas the idea of being handed ower
delivered up to another

- The means may or may not be importantNfor example
given over or handed over or delivered up to another for
money or merchandisébarter), or some other commodity

- And in this context the means is not what is being focused
uponNthis context is simply stating a known, past, fact:
you and | aresold under sin

- 1tOs kind of like the auctioneer®s OSOLDO at the end of an
auction: going once, going twice, SOLD!

- And the idea is that you are then and there anotherOs
possession; you have just been handed over to another.

- Some even think of it as being handed over or sold
into slavery or bondage, etc., but thatOs too broad.

- Since, contextually, we are after the radical-roots of these
expressionssold, too, has a basic, fundamental concept
that perfectly fits the context of this passage.

- And that basic, fundamental concepsofdis that anything
that is said to bsoldis presently under the DOMINION of
anotherNand thatOs exactly what you were told; what you
already &€nowO Romans 6:14 OFor sin shall not have
dominion over you: for ye are not under the law, but under
grace.O

- Beingsold under siris being under sinOs dominion when
you are under that lawUnder the law, you are under the
complete dominion of sin, being the carnal, intrinsically
weak man you are by nature!
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- QundeiO (Prepu’po, = under the authority of) even makes this a
stronger statementNbecause youOre nosplayouOre
sold undetthe authority of anothetinderthe dominiorof
anotherNso that you Ocannot do what you would do® N
(just to kind of set up your thinking for those prgbfs

- Someone who isoldunder another®s dominizannot

do what he wants to doNand every time he wants or tries
to do what he wantsNbecause hesidd undetthis other
dominionNhe is bent to the will of his lord or master

- He is controlled, under the domain of and by his master.
- And under the law, that mastersis! (a marti,a)

- O..but | am carnalgold under sinO

- ThatOs the end result of takinggp@itual law, teaming it up with
this issue of being intrinsically weak carnal, and instead of
mastering sinand becoming functionally alive, you gstld under
it, and you end up beirfgnctionally dead!

- And going back to something | said bqforeNthis 2nd part of the 2nd N
clause; these last 3 wordssofd under si@® - that is a OstingerO or OkickerO to
what is being presented to your thinking in this necessary statement of (:14).

- In fact, Paul couldnOt §aF,o®we know that the law is spiritual:
but I am carnalperiod).O

- Because if thatOs all he said he could have given the impression that
you could come along and say, OWell, yeahcitmalNIOm weak,

even intrinsically weak by nature, BUT .... but | can be rehabilitated,

or with the right amount of nurturingjcan be salvagedNsomething

can be redeemedNsurely something in me can be cleaned up and
made usable underneath that lawNwe can reform itNit may be bad,

but itOs a good fixOer upper!O OlsnOt there some spare part usable?0

- CanOt science, the government, or religion enlighten me? canOt
theyenlivenme? give me enough life or energy to take that law
and do what it says? NNOIN

- See, without those last 3 words you have that the possibility for
that kind of Owiggle roomO - but with thiéshuts the mouth
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- Now, with a proper understanding and appreciation of what this final
misunderstanding is all about:

13 Was then that which is good made death unto me?

Is the problem with being under the law the problem of
me having at least some measure of functional life on my
own, by natureNand then whenever | pick up that law and
try to function underneath it, that law puts to death what
natural, functional life | do have?

God forbid. WrongNseriously wrongNand God forbid
you to think one more thought along those
lines! You are totally and completely
functionally dead by nature!

... and then with a proper grip on the corrective doctrine that is designed to
attack the idea that you have any functional life on your own (by nature): you
should see that it is going to take 2 Components to that corrective doctrine to
root out all that erroneous thinking:

But sin, that it might appear sin, working death in me

by that which is good;

First and foremost you have to honestly be confronted with
the fact that itOs not the law that makes me functionally dead,
but itOs sin in my members that makes me functionally dead,
and itOs the lawOs job to make sin in my members appear to
me to be the very thing that proves that | am functionally
dead by nature. In other words, | am functionally dead by
natureNand that is because of sin in my membersNand the
law brings to my full attention thatdio have sin in my

members which proves to me that | am, indeed, functionally
dead by nature. | have 0.00% functional life!

... and then

that sin by the commandment might become exceeding sinful.
Secondly, (and at the core of any and all objections,

erroneous thinking, misunderstandings, misconceptions,

or whatever, that | should put my sanctified position in Christ

into effect by going underneath the law), the last thing you have to
honestly own up to is the fact that every time I try to control sin

in my members, sin always exceeds my ability to control itNand
thatOs because itOs the lawOs job to give sin greater power, ability,
energy, and capacity than | have to restrain it (sin) in my life!
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- But before we go on to prove those two things, we first need to clear our
thinking of everything we could possibly think about the law, except for one
thing:

14 For we know that the law is spiritual:

It is the designed purpose and intent of the law to get into

my head, and motive me to be changed into a person who

is acceptable to GodOs righteous standard; to be changed

into a person who is holy in GodOs eyes.

... and we also have to clear out thinking of everything we could possibly
think about ourselves, except for one thing, and one thing only:

but I am carnal, sold under sin.

By nature, | am inherently weak to ever provide the necessary
energy that the law demands (that the law has to have, and that
the law appeals to me to provide) in order to utilize it (that law)
as the means by which sin is controlled in my life and fruit unto
holiness can be produced!

- And now with those 2 things in our thinkingNand with those 2 things as a
backdrop or the stage upon which all this information will be set: we can
then go on to prove each of those 2 Components of corrective doctrine.

- And weOre going to prove the 1st one first:

- WeOre now going to prove tisat, that it might appear sin,
working (functional)death in me by thgtaw) which is good;

- WeOQre going to prove that in light of the law desiring to
operate in your head (your spirit) to change you into an
acceptable person in GodOs eyesN able to produce fruit unto
holinessNand in light of the fact that you canOt provide the
necessary energy to do it on your own (by nature) because
you are inherently weak to do it (you are carnal) - we now

set forth the actual proof that itOs not the law that puts your
natural functional life to death; you are already functionally
dead by nature, and the lawOs job is to make that fact appear
to you, crystal clear, without a shadow of a doubt.

- And verses 15, 16, and 17 are the living, actual proof. ItOs not a theory, or
an assumption, or speculationNbecause we have a witness who will testify
in graphic detail as to the truth of the matterN and it is none other than the
apostle Paul, himself! (An expert witnessb the greatest authority on the law)
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- Again, the proofs prove that you have no functional life by nature
they prove that you are functionally dead by ndture

- 1st Proof: (Proving But sin, that it might appear sin, workiinctional)
death in me by thgtaw) which is googD)

Romans 7:15-17

15 For that which | do | allow not: for what | would, that do | not; but what |

hate, that do I.

16 If then I do that which | would not, | consent unto the law that it is good.

17 Now then it is no more | that do it, but sin that dwelleth in me.

- Before we get started going down through the proofs, we need to say
something about all these personal pronouns, and how they are to be
understood and appreciated. (YouOll be shocked at how simpl8 this is

- As we have noted before, there are over 40 personal pronouns in
this entire section of (:13-23). (personal prd. me, my, myself

- And (:15-17) here, account for the highest concentration of OIOsO
in the entire section.

- In this 1st Proof we have: 10 OIOsO N (6 in :15 alone!)
1 oeO

- In the 2nd Proof we have: 13 OJ(?SO
5 @egé
4 ohyQs

- Most of those who have written on this passage of Romans usually have a
very shallow understanding of what is going on here. And | say that because it
is evident in that they usually either outright state, or at least imply that this is
a difficult passageNmade difficult because of all the uses of these 010s.0

- But, as is most often the case with Bible scholars and Bible commentators,
when they see difficulty, you are probably safe to assume just the opposite is
the caseNitOs really quite an easy passage to handleNbut only if youOve got
(:13 and 14) down pat!

- Most of those who have written about this passageNand most of the
footnotes in most of the Ostudy BiblesO see this passage as setting forth a
struggle or war or fight or strife between manOs 2 natures: the old Adamic
nature, and the new nature acquired when he trusted the Lord Jesus Christ as
his all-sufficient Savior. (see Schofield note, for example)
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- | donOt deny that a manOs nature is in view here, but it is not at all
done in either in that way, or in that context

- What a man is (what Paul is) by nature is in play here, but thatOs
not strictly what these OlIOsO are doingNthey are not contrasting
the 2 natures of manNand they are not to be taken as if some of
them were Ol, the new manO and Ol, the old man.O

- The conventional, shallow wisdom of the Bible scholars and Bible
commentators would supposedly make this Oeasier to understandO by having
you take the OIOsO that talk about Paul in his old nature and substitute PaulOs
name before he was saved (though, strictly speaking, thatOs not true either) as
OSaul of TarsusO N and then for all the OlI0sO that speak of PaulOs new nature
after he was justified as OPaul the apostle.O

- S0 (:15-17) would read something like this:

- OFor that which | [Saul] do | [Paul] allow not: for what | [Paul]
would, that do | [Saul] not; but what | [Paul] hate, that do | [Saul].
If then | [Saul] do that which | [Paul] would not, | consent unto the
law [or will of God for me](???) that it is good.

Now then it is no more | [Paul] that do it, but sin [Saul] that
dwelleth in me.O

-or:

- OFor that which | [old nature] do | [new nature] allow not: for
what | [new nature] hate, that do | [old nature].

If then | [old nature] do that which | [new nature] would not, |
consent unto the law [or, will of God for me](???) that it is good.
Now then it is no more | [new nature] that do it, but sin [old nature]
that dwelleth in me.O

- But while all this sounds good (?) or easier (?) or at least more scholarly, it
really isnOt at all what is going on hereNand it fails to stay with the context!

- It fails to 1) Recognize that, contextually, what is being dealt with
is a Christian attempting to put their sanctified position in Christ into
effect UNDER THE LAW

-and 2) Recognize that everything being said is contrbjedhat
is sitting in (:13 and 14);

- and 3) Recognize that any honest reading of the passage
addresses the new nature at all !!!!
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- Any honest dealing with this passageNone that keeps verses 13 and 14 in
mind as the verses that control everything else that gets saidNas you deal with
this passage in light of that, my understanding is that the new nature of Paul, or
manOs new nature as a Christian isnOt to be found directly anywhere in this
entire passage!!!

(slowly)

- My understanding is that Paul is NOT talking about the Onew natureO
anywhere here at all!

- You really donOt get to thatNor to put it Biblicallyy&king after
the SpiritO until verse 1 of chapter 8.

- And in the mean time, chapter 7, from verse 13 down through verse
25 (the end of the chapter) is strictly dealing with what (:14) set the
stage forNand thatOs to deal with proving the 2 components of
corrective doctrine sitting in (:13b) N itOs dealing with whatiineis
trying to do because it &piritualNtherefore itOs trying to changeu

into a functionally alive, sin-restraining, fruit-unto-holiness-producing
person Oin ChristO - and the total inability of your flesh, being
intrinsically weakor carnal, to ever be able to respond properly to
thatlaw!

- 1 donOt see the new nature being presented and discussed here, as
much as it is really focusing upon what | am by natureNand that
mixture of what | am by naturedrnal) with the law (being the

spiritual thing that it is) always results in failure to put my sanctified
position in Christ into effect, no matter how pure my motives, or how
pure my intentions may be to function under that law.

- | always wind up functionally deadchder the law!

- Truth of the matter is, if people would just let (:13), which is the
beginning of this whole thingontinue to HOLD SWAY in their
thinking as they go down through everything Paul says, they would
never end up with the Saul/Paul concept, flesh/spirit concept, new
nature/old nature concept, or any other ?/? concept that they come
up with!

- Because (:13) wonOt let you come up with anything like that

- (:13) tells you that the issue weOre going to deal with here is this
misconception people have about the lawOs abilityNthey think the law
has the ability to give functional lifeNand it doesnOt have that ability!
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- 1tOs job, in connection with the concept of functionglikf@-fold;

and (just as weOve already gone over in :13), itOs to make it so that
sinmight appear sin, working death in me by that which is good;

and secondhthat sin by the commandment might become
exceeding sinful

- Well, if thatOs the issue, why would the idea of a Onew nature®
come in anyway???

- And if thatOs the issue, why would the idea of trying to contrast
the old Adamic nature with the new nature ever come up???

- All those things are, granted, not so much totally foreign to the
concept, but they are NOdh tuneO with the concept (so to speak.)

- The idea here is the issue of the law and the issue of functional
life, and dealing with the misconception that the law can provide
functional life.

- And now weOre at the point where Paul is now going to prove the
reality of what he said in (:13).

- So that really makes it so that when you come to all these OlI0sO
and personal pronouns that keep on coming up in all of these proofs,
it makes it so that you donOt have to come along and think,

OWell, does one OlO mean one thing and the other

OIO mean something else???0

- No. You come up with the issue that hereOs the apostle Paul, as
the apostle Paul helss the justified, sanctified man that he is,
trying to do the very thing that the misconception of (:13) would
have a saint in this dispensation of grace doing if he continues to
operate on that misconception!

- HeOs going to take that law and say, OThis thing ought to
give me functional life! Let me try to put my position in
Christ into practice underneath this thing!O

- And what heOll end up with is the absolute frustration, and
failure, andwretched mamealization that Paul expresses in
great detail here as he expresses the reality of the 2 things he
said in (:13) being what the law is going to have happen to
you if youOre stupid enough to put yourself under it!!!
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- Sin is going taappear sinas the thinghat works death
(functional deathin youNand itOs going to bexceeding
sinfuland youOre not going to be able to do a thing about it!

- And thatOs what Paul now does in these 2 proofs (:15-17) & (:18-23).
- And the OIOsO are not contrasting anything!

- And that makes the whole thing (all the personal pronouns in these
proofs) - that makes it a very easy thing to handle and a very easy

thing to understand and appreciateNsimply staying with the context
makes your Bible easy to understhnd

- So letOs look at the proper Biblical understanding of these OIOsO - the better,
easier to understand AV:

- Since these OI0sO arenOt contrasting anyitiiafiiem are
talking about the exact same thingj (thereOs a breakthrough for you)

- That is, there isnly one senséo understand all the OI0sO in the
entire passage:

- Q0 = justified, sanctified Paul the apostinal, inherently
weak by nature, attempting to utilize t@ritual life-
changing law to put my sanctified position in Christ into
practice!
- (Where all these Bible teachers and writers get off
base; where they get all this Saul/Paul, new nature/old
nature business is because theysgpidtual and
carnal, and they donOt pay attention to the context
and they assume onto the téx words spiritual-ity
and carnal-ityNthey put an O-ity® on the end of these
words in their thinking [because they think
compartmentally] and wind up jumping to an
erroneous [and disastrous] conclusion!)

- Everyl in these proofs is Paul the apostle, as he foolishly
picks up that law and attempts to use it to functionally live
unto God. (Showing every time that (:13) does exactly what
it says it does.)

- The OIOsO are the experiential demonstration of the complete failure
for functional life to be produced by the law
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- And it takes the OI0sO by the expressions Paul utilizes here
to make that be the OBVIOUS thing that it needs to be, so
that you end up at the end of (:25) saying, OThank God IOm
not under the law, but under grace!O

- And since the apostle Paul is @xampleand ourensampléo
followNtherefore what he expresses as true of himself, is just as
true for you and for me in this present dispensation of grace.

- That OIO therefore is the same for you as it is for Paul.
And that means that each of those OlOsO can be taken as if
it were speaking of you, personally.

- Therefore you can put yourself in the pictureNthe OIO is
youNif you attempt to do what Paul didNto put your
sanctified position in Christ into practice by going under
the law to do it.

- You become the OIO N you are the justified, sanctified
Christian,carnaland inherently weak by nature, attempting
to utilize thespiritual life-changing law (demanding that
you supply it the energy to do its job) and you try to utilize
that law to put your sanctified position in Christ into
practice.

- | say all thisNand go over all these ~detailsl(ljust to say that, just as it is
with any presentation of informationNif the premise will be allowedhddd
swaythroughout the entire argument, no one will get off track!

- The whole reason why people, in any argument, or in any
presentation of information end up getting off track, is because they
will not let the premise that started the whole thing govern their
thinking throughout it!

- And Bible teachers are the worst offenders in connection with that!

- They treat this as if, when you get to (:15) a brand new
subject has opened upNand it hasnOt!

- Granted, this is some kind of a OstrifeO (to quote Dr. Schofield)
Ounder the lawO - but it is not a strife of 2 natures!

- Your Onew natureO isnOt being dealt with at all!
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- The issue is just as Paul said it was back in (:14):

@’'m carnal, sold under sin.O - the issue is that the law comes
along_and calls upon yoileshto put it into practice(to
effectually make it work), and thatOs where the inabibityes
from.

- And the law doesg()t work with the Onevy natureO at gIINin
fact the law doesnOt even recognize the Onew nature!O

- The law only recognizes the FLESAd its ABILITY!

- And it calls upon it to put what the law says into practice and
produce this functional life that you think you can produce,
and the end result is that you end up beiid under sin!

- Since the law calls upon your fleshNand that flesh is
intrinsically weak in connection with sinNthen you end up
beingsold under sin, not overpowering it and functionally
living unto God!

- And in connection with that, those 2 things that (:13) says, comes to
passNsin appears sin aiitdis what works functional death in you;
and sin by that commandment in that law becomes exceeding sinful!

- Remember once againNjust as we said earlierNthis is the last Onail in the
coffinO in connection with all the misunderstandings, misconceptions,
objections, misassumptions, and erroneous thinking regarding the law.

- And this is the one that, when you deal with the full-blown
manifestation that Paul makes out of it by the 2 proofs he gives in
connection with the law making it so that sin appears sin, working
death in you, and it becomes exceeding sinful by that commandment:
when you go through all the details of it, youOre confronted with the
HORRORNithe horrible realization of your BIG MISTAKENd all

your erroneous ideas and everything, in connection with that law, and
the end result of the whole thing is a knee-buckling, knee-dropping,
crushing blow where you end up on your knees (so to speak) thanking
God with all that is in you that youOre NOT underneath that thing!

- (which is exactly what Paul does in :25)

- Beingunder grace is the ONLY deliverance from this body
of deatiiNbecause thereOs no deliverance from it by the law!
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- That law just comes along and confirms thatOs exactly what
youOre inA BODY OF DEATH'!

- (and youOve got to honestly face that fact!)

- So, just to re-capVerses 13 & 14 will tell you exactly how you are to

handle all these OIOsO in both of the proofsNthe Onew nature® isnOt being
discussed at all hereN(though | know perfectly well that someone could

come along and say, OWell doesnOt Paul have a Onew natureO in this
situation?0) ... well, of course he doesNbut thatOs not the point and thatOs not
the issue N and someone could say that what Paul is doing is trying to put

his Onew natureQ in Christ into practice, and thatOs perfectly trueNbut the
O10s0 and all the personal pronouns are NOT the issue of him contrasting his
Onew nature® with sometRitQs the issue of him expressing the absolute
failing struggle he has, to put who he is Oin ChristO into practice successfully
underneath that lawNand the law is not designed to ddhitNlaw is not

designed to give functional life to @&arnal manNthe law, therefore, will

notallow him to have functional life by using &nd thatOs what he
demonstrates (in spades) in his own personal experience, as an expert
witness in this case!

- Now, if weOre clear on the issue of how to understand and appreciate all the
OIOsO and all these personal pronouns, we can begin to look at the proofsN
and weOll look at the first one:

- Romans 7:15-17N1st ProofNproving: Bbt sin, that it might appear sin,
working death in me by that which is ggod

- And at this point the apostle Paul takes the witness stand, (as it were), as
both an expert withesmsd a material witnegs provide the actual

experience and personal evidence that what has been stated in the corrective
doctrine is true.

- There are several different types of witnesses:

- OExpert Witne€ = a witness who by virtue of education
profession publicationor experiencgis believed to have special
knowledge of his subject beyond that of the average person,
sufficient that others may officially (and legally) rely upon his
opinion.

- Paul is this kind of a witness by virtue of his expertise with

the law (a highly educated Jewish Pharisee); and as a

Christian apostle & Bible writer of 13 books.
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- OMaterial Witne€3 = a witness whose testimony is both
relevant to the matter at issue and required in order to resolve the
matter

- Paul is this kind of a witness by virtue of being our unique,

distinct apostle for us, the members of the church, the body

of Christ, in this dispensation of Gentile graceNas our
ensample to follow.

- In other words, this isnOt just some guy off the streetb just some
average ChristianNthis is a OheavyweightO witnessNthe chief-est
witness of anyone who could be called!

- These proofs, therefore, contain solid evidence which will be indisputable,
undeniable, and leave no shadow of a doubt as to the valid, absolute truth of
the corrective doctrine in (:13).

- 1st ProofNproving that the lawOs job is to make sin in my menalpgesar
sinworkingfunctionaldeath in me (1OGm functionally dead by natlyre

15 For that which | do | allow not: for what | would, that do | not;
but what | hate, that do I.

16 If then | do that which | would not, | consent unto the law that
it is good.

17 Now then it is no more | that do it, but sin that dwelleth in me.

- Notice that there are 3 verses to this proofNand my understanding
Is that it has 3 parts to it:

- (:15) = The material/expert witness testimony.

(PaulOs own personal experience under the law).
- (:16) = The result or determined outcome.
- (:17) = The conclusive indisputable proof.

- And the expert testimony of PaulOs own personal experience under
that law has 3 parts to it:

- (:15) -For that which | do | allow not:
- for what | would, that do | not;

- but what | hate, that do 1.
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- Keep in mind that what Paul is beginning to do in (:15) is to provide the
experiential proof of what heOs just said back in (:13) with respect to the first
purpose of the law when it comes to the issue of functional life and
functional deathfRBut sin, that it might appear sin, working death in me by
that which is good;

- HeOs going to prove that the issue in connection with functional life
isnOt something that he has intrinsic, by nature, resident;ibutim
rather, heOs got functional death as something that is intrinsically
resident in him by natuNbecause sin, really, is in control in his
members.

- And the law is designed to prove that very thing.

- So Paul takes this law that he knowspgitual, and with that erroneous
thinking, he looks at that law and says, OThis thisgirgual, therefore itOs
going to work in my mind, and itOs got motivating power, and itOs designed
to change meNitOs got all these wonderful righteous commands and
everything to it. ON'so he picks that thing up and endeavors to operate upon
what it all says and so forthNand then he makes the first statement of (:15)::

- 15 For that which | do | allow not:

- And the simple truth of this statement is that, Ol end up
doing things that | donOt want to do!O

- 1 end up doing things that | donOt want to permit to take
place in my members and by my members.

- OFor®- as we noted when we were talking about the double Ofor sO
of (:14 & 15) - thisfor is afor of further explanation and
further amplification.

- OFor that which | do® what actually ends up happening in my
own lifeNwhat | end up doing under that lawbréaking it)

- Ol allow notO = Oallow(@inw,skw = to come to know; to
perceive; to understand; and 10 other misc. ways
it is used.)

- All of the other English translations say either, f)l know
notO or Ol do not understandO - as if Paul didnOt really know
what he was doing! HA!
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- As one commentator said, Paul “was like a little boy whose
honest answer to why he did something wrong is, ‘I don’t
know.” A person’s actions are at the dictate of someone or
something besides himself that he really does not understand
and cannot explain.” BKC—pg.467

- It’s just like the scholars and commentators to attack Paul; to run
him into the ground and denigrate him; to make him seem confused
and ignorant—but the truth of the matter is, they, most likely, are
confused and ignorant themselves—especially in what to do with Paul!

- But instead of bowing to the Greek words and Greek dictionaries
and Greek lexicons and Greek rules of grammar (all of which are

full of errors, biased toward some theological agenda, and unreliable)
— what should be recognized (if you’re honest about it) is to realize

that the word [ginosko] must have a meaning to it that, in this
particular context, can mean “allow”!

- “allow” = coming from the Greek [ginosko], “to know” - you can
see how it fits with the word allow—the word know can have
a meaning where it implies the word allow—for example, one
parent might come home and find their son finishing off the
last cookie (the one you were saving for yourself) - and the
Dad comes up to the Mom and, while holding the empty
cookie box while little Johnny is still chomping on the last
bite of cookie, the Dad says to the Mom, “Did you know about
this?” — and the meaning is, “Did you allow this to
happen? or “Did you permit this?”

- Granted, it is a rare or uncommon use of the word know, but
nevertheless it is a bona fide use of the term!

- But in our context allow isn’t just a bona fide use of the word know,
it is the most excellent way it could be translated IF you allow (no
pun intended) if you allow the context of (:13 & 14) to hold swayin
your thinking!

- The context actually demands the use of “allow”!

- And the reason allow is the most excellent word to be used here is
because of something very important in both the context and in the
shade of meaning that allow carries to make the proper impact in
your thinking that should be made in regard to all that is going on in
both the premise and in the proof!
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- In the Englishallow originally had a meaning of Oto praiseO - it
then came to mean commend, sanction, or accept, to permit, as well
as many other uses and definitions.

- But allow also falls into a category of terms that has a great bearing
on our passageNfor example, one of the derivateslofv is our

word allowancéNand allowanceis an_adnowledgementor

admission of something (i.e, a OknowingO [ginosko] of something);
and more than that, when youOre talking about allowances youOre
often times (at the root concept of it) talking about some kind of a
CHANGENfor when you Oleave room for allowancesO youOre
leaving room for change to take place.

- Therefore, (in keeping with the context of the passage), when Paul
says, Bor that which | dgbreaking that law and sinning)
| allow not(instead of that law bringing about a change in my
life to be functionally alive unto God and produce fruit unto
holinessNgoing under that law didnOt change me at alll,
because what did wind up happening is my sin didnOt get
controlled, it just kept coming to the surface and appearing
to me more clearly than ever before!): ...O

- In other words, when Paul put himself under the law, with
sin in control (so to speak) in his membersN[and youOve
got to realize that sin is in control in your members, in your
flesh] N Paul says, Ol end up doing things that | donOt want
to do, and that | donOt want to permit to take place in my
members and by my members.O

- But, of course, this is exactly what the law is designed to
do, according to what Paul said about it back in (:13b) - to
make sirappear workingdeathin him by that law that
which is good N and this is the experiential proof of it.

- Again, the proof here is the issue in connection with functional life,
and that isnOt something that Paul has in him, intrinsically, by nature,
resident within him.

- But rather, heOs got functional death as something that is
intrinsically within him by nature.

- Because in your membersNin your flesh, [just to put it this way
for now] N really, sin is in control there, in that realm.
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- (And the law is designed to prove that, once again).

- Then we get the next clauseNwhich is the other side of the coin,
S0 to speak.
- And Paul (as an expert, material witness) is giving both
sides of the coinNone side is the first clause where he says,
OWhat | donOt want to happen, does h@pfeand then we
have this next phraséo®what | would, that do | ngd where
he says, OAnd what | desire to happen, never does Happen

- By presenting it this way Paul fully expanais this first
clause to give it the fullest understanding and appreciation.

15 For that which I dgl pick up that law which is spiritual and operate under
it which only results in me producing sinllow not(l end up doing things
that | donOt want to take plac&r what | would, that do | not;

- Qvouldd = the issue of desire or intentionNapeful prospect

- What Paulwoulddo is that his desire or intention is to keep that law
which isspiritual (change-promising) and produce my own functional
life by controlling sin in my members and producing fruit unto
holiness.

- But is that what actually happened??? NO.

- Qhat do | nofO - 1 donOt carry out my desire to produce functional
life at allNI just end up sinning again! (my hopes are dashed!)

- And once again, sin has appeared sin working dedthm!

- And then Paul caps it off with a statement that indicates the horrible
and futile effects of being under the law and producing his own
functional life by means of itNa graphic description of how miserable
it is trying to live under that law which gpiritual appealing to me

who iscarnal.

O....but what | hate, that do®
- That law comes along and declares what is a righteous thing and

what is an unrighteous thing to doNand | hate that unrighteous thing,
but that very unrighteous thing that | hate, thatOs what | end up doing!
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- And that, (in a nutshell), in (:15) is the experiential proof of the reality of
what Paul has just said back in (:13) N functional death is what he possesses
by nature N and there is something working in him thatOs producing that
functional death N but itOs not the I&hitOs something else, entirely!

- And back in (:13) he said it wa#n N and when you follow the
rest of his experiential proof, and you get down to the end of (:17)
and he concludes, thatOs exactly what it is N sin in me!

- Now after he sets forth the experiential proof he gives the result or declared
outcome:

16 If then(this is the logical conclusion or logical outcome of ip that
which | would nofi.e., if | end up doing that which | donOt want to do or
desire to do)l consent unto the law that it is good.

- Oconsent® to agree together withNto assent or agree with the
way the law which ipiritual works in a man which
iscarnal.

- The lawOs NOT the problem at allNand if the lawOs not the
problem, the reason, then, for the functional death is NOT the law:

it canOt be: itOs not possible for it to be the law thatOs the cause for
the functional death Kand that leaves ONLY one other thing..

- The Conclusive Proof:
17 Now theQ it is no more | that do it, but sin that dwelleth in me.
(And thatOs exactly what | said back in vs. 13!)

- And this staltementisn()t somehow saying that youOrg not really
responsible N that itOs really not my fault N itOs all sinOs fault, so
IOm not to blame N or anything along those lin@svil made me do it)

- In fact, if you get that, you evidently donOt have any
capacity to either read or comprehend what you read.

- YouOre failing to see how language can be used to talk
about how you, yourself, are made up.

- Truth is, youQOre suppose to see yourself as this person who has
this other power stiltesident within your membersN(thatOs why

he says thatin QiwellettOin me N sin is still just as powerful as

it ever was (remember that sin wasnOt put to death, you were!)
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- Now as we have gone through all of this 1st Proof that verifies the reality of
the 1st Component of Corrective Doctridd sin, that it might appear sin,
working death in me by that which is good,), we have been consistent with the
context to leave all these OI0sO exactly the same.

- 010 = Paul the Christian apostle (justified unto eternal life)gryet/
(inherently weak), using the law to put his sanctified life in
Christ into practice N with every pure, and good intention.

- OsinO = a greater power in its own right, residing in PaulOs members,
that responded in kind to the lawOs desire to produce change:
it (sin) showed up instead of holiness, and instead of
functional life, it worked functional death!

- You go under the law, and sin goes to work!

NNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN

- 2nd Proof (Proving O..that sin by the commandment might become
exceeding sinful.O)

- Things to keep in mind:
- Final MisunderstandingQ¥as then that which is good made death
unto me?0 - | have some amount of functional life by nature, and only
when that law comes around do | die functionally, rig&?/ forbid!
You are totally functionally dead by nature!

- The 2nd Component of Corrective Doctrin®hat sin by the
commandment might become exceeding sinful.O
- Every time | try to use the law to control sin in my life,
sin always exceeds my power to control itNand it is the
lawOs job to give sin that power, (that greater power than
| have to control it).

- The Stage-Setting Contex@or we know that the law is spiritual
(gets into your head and motivates you to chartge),am carnal
(inherently weak)sold under sin.O

- The OIOs®aul the justified, saved, Christian apostleNutilizing the

law which isspiritual (it desires to change him by using PaulOs flesh,

by using PaulOs own natural power, energy, or capacity), yet the OIO is
Paul who is a man who i&rnal or inherently weak by nature, and

heOs utilizing that law to put his sanctified position in Christ into

effect. (In truth, heOs trying to sanctify himself!)
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- With all that in mind (which keeps you on track, contextually), Paul will

now provide the expert/material testimony from his own personal life that
will prove that every time he tried to use the law to control sin in his life, the
law actually gave sin in his members greater power than he had by nature to
control sin in his life.

- This proof consists of 6 versesN(:18-23).

- 1tOs the most lengthy of the proofsNand thatOs because, since this
component of corrective doctrine lies at the very root of all the
erroneous thinking about the lawRN
(i.e., that youOve got some measure of functional life in you;
that youOve got some measure of capacity or ability by
nature to actually go under the law, and dof\t!)
... this proof needs greater detail and greater scope to it because it is
the one that the flesh (so to speak) will do its darnedest to hold on to

- This proof is longer because this issue isnOt exactly the same as the
first oneNitOs going to take a little bit more to prove that the law
makes it so thain by the commandment becomes exceeding.sinful
(And it takes vs. 18-23 to do thatNespecially vs. 21-23).

- (Therefore this proof has to be PAINFULLY OBVIOUS in
order to root up all that horribly wrong thinking about living
under the law!)

- (118, 19, & 20) - are again, PaulOs own personal testimony as the
expert & material withessNas o@nsampleo follow.

- (:21, 22, & 23) - are the results of PaulOs personal experience
underneath that law and the full verification of the redligt the
God forbidof (:13) and all itOs corrective thinking really isttin¢h
beyond any shadow of a doubt.

- By him picking up and using thabmmandmenthat
commandmerdperating in &arnal mangavesin in his
members greater capacity than he had to stopiitfy the
commandmeriiecameexceedingsinfull

- These 3 vs. are the most important of all to this prooflbecause
itOs the precise terminology used in (:21-23) that IS the terminology
that confirms the fact that sin has becareeeding sinful
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18 For | know that in me (that is, in my flesh,) dwelleth no good thing: for to
will is present with me; but how to perform that which is good | find not.

19 For the good that | would | do not: but the evil which | would not, that |
do.

20 Now if I do that | would not, it is no more | that do it, but sin that dwelleth
in me.

NNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN

- First, letOs just take up these 3 verses. And as we read through them you
should be able to detect a couple of things right off the bat (so to speak).

- Does any of this have a Ofamiliar ringO to it? (especially vs. 19 & 20)

- It should. Because it does have some similarity to what Paul just
said in his first proof up in (:15-17).

- But as you read it carefully, you should also notice that there is some
new terminologybrought up in this proofN @ will is present with

meO - Gow to perforr® - and then later on in vs. 21-23 we have a
whole bunch of new terminology.

- Well, that Ofamiliar ringO is there because youOve got to remember
that (:13) controls this whole passageNand weOre only dealing with
one (1) thingNit may take 2 components of corrective doctrine to

fully root it out, but weOre only talking about one thing: the erroneous
thinking that you have some measure of functional life by nature

- And (though | know you know this) youOve got to let what Paul has
said back in (:13) be the governor (so to speak) of all the vocabulary
heOs going to use when it comes to proving just how wrong that is.

- And thatOs why your vocabulary changes a bit here, and some further
concepts get brought in, in connection with him describing his
desireand his effort@nd his intentionsand things along those lines.

- Because Paul is done proving the first of the 2 component parts to
the corrective doctrine sitting in (:13), and now this 2nd issue of

sin by the commandment might become exceeding soviugets
addressed.
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(Go over this s-l-o-w-I-y!)
- And when it comes to proving the fact that that is exactly what
takes placeinder the lawin a sense itOs like Peivisits the thing
he just said in (:15-17hut he does it by Oupping the ante (so to
speak) in connection with issuelog desire the strength of his
will in connection with endeavoring to achieveitdthe degree of
effort and everything that he puts behind it; and the bottom-line
issue is:that no matter _how hard he tries, ..... he fails

- And he fails because the law is designed to showstitaething
elseexceeds his own strengitN and that Osomething elseCOsis!

- In other wordsNsinOs got a stronger with got more powerful
effort; and it will win out in the end!

- And since thatOs what the 2nd issue in connection with the law
showing that functional death is what we possess by nature and the
reason for it being sin; since thatOs what the law is designed to do,
as Paul sets forth the experiential proof of that, he uses the
terminology that FITS that proof.

- And therefore he uses the terminology that describes the
strength of his will; the power of his efforts andthe

degree of his determinationand so forth N yet it all

comes up short N because something else has got a stronger
will, more powerful effortand a greater determinatitian

he has!

- And if you keep all that in mind, then these subtle shifts he makes
in the vocabularyand the structuring of the phraskat make up

the sentences that constitute the proof N the reason why theyOre
there is because of the nature of this proof N this proof is proving
that sin is more powerful than your own poyiian your own

best efforts)!

- Because the truth of the matter is, if you have a categorical-type
Bible study background, this is a prime place where you can easily
get off track.

- Because this passage is full of terminology that conjures
up all kinds of categories of doctrine: terms likél®;

Qhe law of Go®; @w in my membe6; @Gw of my min®;
Qhe law of si© .....
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- And if youOre not careful, youOll be going off into all kinds
of categories of the OwillO - like categories of human volition;
my will, GodOs will (chopping up GodOs will into a half-dozen
different kinds of GodOs will) and so forthNand all that starts
invading your thinking.

- But none of that is what is in play here (so to speak). YouOve got to
put all that out of your mind.

- What is in play here, and what you are to be thinking when you
confront this terminology is strictly what the context is driving at.

- And in keeping with both the fundamental misunderstanding about
the law, and the doctrine that is supposed to correct it N this
terminology here is used to express PaulOs strength of hibevill
power of his effortsand the degree of his determination

- 1tOs a demonstration of your own, natural strength of will; power of
effort; and degree of determination VS. the strength, power, and
determination of sin when you put yoursetider the law

- And the strength, power, and determination of sin by that law will
alwaysexceedyour strength, power, and determination to restrain it
under that law. (And thatOs exactly what vs.13 said in the first place).

- S0 as we approach (:18-20), it would not be altogether uncommon or unusual
to find that there is some familiar expressions or that part of it is similar
sounding to what we just covered in the 1st Proof of (:15-17).

- Because (:13) does link them together, therefore they are not
divorced from one anotherNthey donOt each happen in a vacuum,
so to speak. (TheyOre not greatly diverse).

- Now letOs look at (:18) - but before we do, letOs realize that since none of this
does happen in a vacuum, and since this is all connected as a single argument,
letOs just remind ourselves what has just been proven:

- We have proved the 1st Component of Corrective Doctrine to be
trueN CBut sin, that it might appear sin, working death in me by that
which is good® - weOve proven that in (:15-17) - we proved that sin in
my members is what makes me functionally dead, and it is the lawOs
job to bring that to my full attention.
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- But thatOs not quite good enough to fully root out the
erroneous thinkingNitOs going to have to be Oratcheted up
a notchO - itOs going to have to be intensified to another
degreen order to fully dismiss for good that kind of
erroneous thinking.

- But that 1st Proodlid leave us with some corrective thinkingNand
part of that correct thinking we now have is something in connection
with how we see ourselves.

- In other words, Paul can only say what he does in (:18) in light of
what has been said in the previous proofNand that proof (if it has
been properly understood and appreciated) has generated the very
thing Paul says about himself in the opening statement of this

2nd Proof.

18 For | know that in me (that is, in my flesh,) dwelleth no good thing: ....

knowO

- (By the way, }hatf)s the proper understanding of the issue of
Oself-esteemO!)

- GFor | knowO = ¢i;da) OFor | know full wellO or Ol perfectly

- This is going to work as a kind of stage-setting statement
in its own right.

- In fact, the truth of the matter is that this first
clause is absolutely critical and essential to the
entire prooNand if you donOt seghy this can be
stated based upon the previous information, then
youOve failed to have the 1st Proof proven in your
thinkingNand youOll fail to fully grasp what this
final proof is all aboutNyouOll fail to fully benefit
from its corrective doctrine!

- What Paul is about to say can now be said to be true in
light of fully grasping what was covered in the 1st Proof, as
well as all that has been dealt with since Romans 6:1.

- GFor | know that in me (that is, in my flesh,)0

- Paul has fully grasped the 1st Proof and the corrective doc.,
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- But even in the face of all the correction to a personOs thinking about
beingunder the laWbecause of the way what you are by nature is,

a person could still harbor one more OpeepO to their argumentNone
more tiny spark of life might remain in their thinkingNand this is

going to extinguish that last remaining sparkNthis will shut the mouth
with not one OpeepO left to be said about it.

- OFor | know that in me (that is, in my flesh,) ....
- GleshO ¢a,rx) = either flesh or carnal.

- It is a very context sensitive termNand while it is used only 1 of 2
ways in the Bible, its meaning is always determined by the context
in which it is used.

- Fleshcan be used, for instance, in speaking of your actual, literal
flesh i.e., the material substance of your physical body; or it can be
used to speak of your descendants (Rom. 1:3); or it can be used to
speak of the life of mankind in general (Rom. 3:20); and so forth.

- And one of the most common ways in whitdshis utilized in the

Bible is to refer to your natural, human nature consisting of all the
sensual appetites and inclinations (or trends) that are in opposition to
and antagonistic to the things of the SpiritNthe depraved nature of
man. The natural, sinful trends you have by virtue of being born Qin
Adam.O

- Therefore there is no real way to standardize the term and make it fit
into only one meaningNagain, the context will tell you how to
understand it.

- Just as we have been taught throughout the doctrine of our godly
sanctificationNall the way back from Romans 6:1Nwhile we can
talk about oufleshas our fallen, natural, Adamic nature or sinful
nature, that is really too broad for what is being driven at here.

- Granted, that is the general idea, but it is too generaINbecause the
context has something more specific in mind about ftesh

- And we learned what that specific issue was when we had our minds
set properly by the stage-setting verse (:14) N and that is that we are
carnal (sarkikos) N we are inherentiyeak by naturéland it is our
weakfleshthat the law appeals to for its working poiver
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18 For | know that in me (that is, in my flesthyelleth no good thing....

- QlwellettO 6ivke,w = to be at home; to reside or be resident; to
dwellN AV = dwell 9; 9x)

- Oho good thin@ 6uvk avgaqo,))

- The @ood thing would be any kind of, or any amount of natural
righteousness or natural holiness or natural functional lifeNsome
kind of natural functional life that can produce OgoodnessO or
fruit unto holinesshat God can accept and that can be pleasing in
GodOs sight.

- This is the honest understanding and appreciation that has been
gained by the effectual working of all of the objections,
misconceptions, misunderstandings, and erroneous thinking being
attacked, dealt with and corrected/dismissedNand especially the
understanding and appreciation of the effectual working of the

1st Component of corrective doctrine which we just encountered,
and its corresponding Proof contained in (:15-17) that verified the
reality of that 1st Component of corrective doctrine.

- C‘For,l know that in me (that is, in my flesh,) dwelleth no good
thing:O N thatOs conceded, thatOs the acknowledgedaokalitst
| really am by nature.

- But the point is, that (since it is our apostle as our ensample to
follow), the point is that you understand and appreciate that in
your fleshdwelleth no good thirigthat is, there isnothing in you,

by nature, that that law can appeal to because sin dwells in your
membersNyouOrearnal, inherently weak by nature

- But now (with that as a base of understanding), that issue now has
to getINTENSIFIED !

- Because you might scramble around and say, OWell, ok,
IOm inherently weak by natureNbut really that isnOt all that
bad, is it? After all, if something is Oweak,O doesnOt that
imply that it could be made strong? N CouldnOt my natural
weakness by rehabilitated? N CanOt | get better? N With
the right kind of exercise or therapy or education or with
the right environment (sign a pledge card, join the church,
come forward and dedicate ........ etc., etc., etc.)????20
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- Maybe the problem is a problemhthe degree of my
determination, or the degree of my effort, or the strength
of my willpower???

- Personally, | like the word OgritO - because it has
the idea of an indomitable spirit

- And thatOs what this final proof is going to be all aboutN
itOs about my OwillO - my grit, my determined effort, my
willpower N and thatOs why itOs the final issugeal with,
because it is the basest of all issues when it comes to dealing
with living under the law

- And if you can demonstrate that you are not only inherently
weak by nature, but that weakness canOt be overcome by sheer
grit, determination, effort, or willpower, even if it has gone
through some kind of restoring, reforming, rehabilitating
process N if you take away a manOs capacity and ability to do
a thing thatOs one thingN(but even in that condition he may
still be able to rise up and win [such as the South in the first
part of the Civil War]); but if you also take away his

willpower N then, and only then (in a fight such as thisNor

in a war such as this), then youOve got him beatNyouOve
completely defeated himNor as they say in the military it is a
decisive defeat (i.e., beyond doubt).

- HeOs now your captiveNheOs completely under your
dominion, your control and commandNand if does still fight
on, itOs so ridiculous that heOs looked on as being (not just
stupid), heOs insane!

- He fits the definition of insanityNoften attributed
to Albert Einstein or Ben Franklin, or whoever:
Olnsanity is doing the same thing over and over
again and expecting different resufts

- And thatOs why this issue is the issusiroby the commandment
becoming exceeding sinf\lIthat commandment is going to give sin
greater strength of will; power of efforts; and degree of determination
than your natural strength of will; power of efforts; and degree of
determinationNand it will do it every time, without exception!

- And by the time youOre finished with this, if you still desire touiaer the law
rather tharunder graceyour not just mistaken, youOre nuts!
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- And with that colon at then end of the clauseRo®I know that in me

(that is, in my flesh,) dwelleth no good thing®.N you need to pause there
long enough so that the full impaantd full benefiis made on your inner

man as to the truth of that statementN a truth based upon all that has been
previously said.

- In yourfleshdwellsno good thin§inothing goodresides in your
fleshNfor the truth of the matter is that s#till resides in your flesh

(in your members) N there is no natural goodness, natural capacity,
natural strength, natural righteousness or natural holiness that is
acceptable in GodOs eyesNthere is only weakness and sin and
functional death in your flesh by naturg.am carnal, sold under sjn

- The @Qood thin@ issue is the issue of anything residing in you

by nature that the law can appeal to, can join up with, can connect
with, in order to put that law into practice in such a way that it will
restrain sin, produce fruit unto holiness, and give you functional life
in GodOs eyes.

- And this 2nd Proof begins with an acknowledgement of what the
1st Proof provedNthat simight appear sin, working death in me
by that lawNand thatOs now admitted to be the truth of the matter.

- But that has to now get intensifibécause it still hasnOt completely
dealt with the issue afhy someone would ever think that they had
some degree of natural, functional lifeNand the final issue has to do
with their willpower, their strength of effort, or their degree of
determinatiofland thatOs what gets presented in the final clause of
(:18).

18 For | know that in me (that is, in my flesh,) dwelleth no good thing:
for to will is present with me; but how to perform that which is good I find
not.

- Oforto will is present with me;O

- Oto willQ(Pres. Act. Infinge,lw = to will or desire; to have in
mind; to intend.)

- Again, if you have a systematic, categorical approach to
Bible study, it is a prime example of how easily you can

get off track N because the tendency is to stop and think
about all the categories of the OwillO - doctrine of volition;
GodOs will in half a dozen different categories and so forth.
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- But if you pay close attention to what Paul says, he doesnOt deal with
the OwillO that wayNin fact if thatOs what he had in mind, he would
have said, Ofor MY will is present with @&l but thatOs not what he
saidNhe said, or TO will is present with @ - and by saying it that

way, the issue is not the categorical issue of my volition, it is the issue
of thedegree of my willN i.e., my will-powerNthe strength of my

will, or the power of my efforts, or the degree of my determination

- This is NOT dealing with volition, per se, the word OtoO
tells you thatNwhat is in view here is the effort or degree of
willNthatOs why itOg@ to willO and not Ofor my val

- This is also why all theviduldOsO are used in (:19, 20, 21)!

- And thatOs the BIG ISSUE now N thatOs the final issue
because that lies at the core of any personQOs thinking who
rejects GodOs J-ness and grace, and opts instead to produce
their own sanctification by the performance system of the law!

- And thatOs also in perfect accordance with what is getting
proved here Nthat sin, by the commandment might become
exceeding sinfull that no matter how hard 1 trysin by that
commandment always exceeds my strength of will, power of
efforts, and degree of determination to stop sin and do good.

- Gor to will is present with m® N in other words, Paul is saying,

Ol have all this desire, determination, willpower, and powerful effort

to pick up that commandment and do itNIOm not just casual in my
effort, but IOm enthusiastic, IOm deadly serious; 10m dedicated to put
every last ounce of my effort and force of my willpower behind my
intentions to produce functional life under that commandment!O

- And just as heOs got all that determination and strength of his efforts and
willpower all cranked up N the horror of his carnal, weak flesh comes
crashing down upon him:

18 For | know that in me (that is, in my flesh,) dwelleth no good thing: for to
will is present with meut how to perform that which is good | find not

- (ut how to perfor® N (erformO is another one of those words
all the modern English translations like to change. Yet again
proving that they are scarcely paying any attention to the
Greek, and paying no attention at all to the context!
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- QrerformO (Pres. Mid. Infirkaterga,zomai = to accomplish,

achieve, work out, to perform)

- Of all the ways this could be translatpdrformis the most
excellent of all due to the nature of the context being the law and
your degree of determinationto operate underneath it

- In other words, the whole idea is a performance sy@tesriaw)
VS. a_grace systém

- The context is specifically dealing with the issue of oneOs own
strength of will, power of efforts, and degree of determination; and
in keeping with thatperformis the most excellent term to use, and
hereOs why:

- so we have:

- In the Englishperformmeans tdorm thoroughly, to
accomplish entirely, to achieve completely; to carry
through to completion, to finish, to perfect.

- What isperformeds carried through to its encand we
also usgperformwhen we are talking about a particular
meansto bring about the end resultNand that means here
is the law._Youwerformaccording to a specific rule or law

- But even more in keeping with our context, what is
performeds done so by very specifefforts! [skills or
talents] NN (And thatOs the shade of meaning this context
demandsNthe intensity of the efforts made by ymaer

the law!)

O.far to will is present with me; but how to perform that
which is good | find na®

- Qhat which is goo® = the keeping of the law; the production of

functional life under that law.

- O find notO =find is also carefully chosen to keep with our context

because it generates in our thinking that there has been some
kind of diligent searching going dia redoubling of our
effortsNfor you would only say idind notO if you have put

forth real effort, intense searchiitherefore all the

terminology in this verse just spotlights all the more the
intensity and degree of efforts that has gone into this.
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- Each word in (:18) has been carefully chosen and crafted so that it will
properly generate in your thinking the issue of willpower, strength of efforts,
and degree of determinationNa serious undertaking has gone on here to
attempt to produce sanctification and functional life by that commandment!

18 For I know that in me (that is, in my flesh,) dwelleth no good thing: for to
will is present with me; but how to perform that which is good I find not.

19 For the good that I would I do not: but the evil which I would not, that I
do.

- For the good that I would I do not.O

- This, again, is a clause that needs to be paused at to gain the proper
degree of benefit and importance.

- GFor (further explanation of vs.18)e good (the functional life and
fruit unto holinessyhat I would (that | desire so intensely to do)
I do not (I donOt do):
- (That functional life and itOs fruit unto
holiness that | so desire to do, | donOt do!)

- O..but the evil which I would not, that I do.O

- Notice that in the 1st Proof Paul said something similar to
thisNbut notice the subtle change in terminology:

(:15)N O...for what I would, that do I not; but what I hate
that do 1.0

- We have a change in the terminology: friadwe to evil.
- This also goes along with how intensified this last issue is.

- My understanding is that this subtle shift in terminology takes place
because it is the terminology that fits what heOs proving since

what heOs provingdsat sin by the commandment might become
exceeding sinful, Paul is proving this intensification of sin by the
commandment

- And so, in connection with that, Paul®s own performance in his use
of the law became more intense, and sin not only matched his
intensity, but exceeded &ind demonstrated its greater power, greater
strength, and so forth, than he had.
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- And so, because of that, Paul doesnOt say, ObutwHecsin
would not, that | do.O or Obut the thing | baiag is what | wind
up doingO N even though all that is perfectly true, it isnOt good
enough to fully generate in your thinking all thisightened degree
to which this fight has beesscalated THIS IS WAR!!

- This kind of terminology indicates that a further intensified
responséook place on PaulOs part as he endeavored to
utilize that lawNand a further responseok place on sinOs
part as it responded to his further use of that law.

- And what ended up happening was that, just as God
designed the law to show: sin becaareeeding sinful
and you were shown to have no power whatsoever adainst it

- And you were shown, therefore, that you could do nothing
about your functional deadnés$s

- And it was the lawOs job to do that, and it did it.
(And thatOs what he goes on to say in the next verse).

20 Now if | do that | would not, it is no more | that do it, but sin that
dwelleth in me.

- ONow if(1st Class conditionNif, and itOs true)

- Ol do that | would not@r | do the very thing | so intently desire

not to doNinstead of producing functional life and fruit unto

holiness by the law [by the commandment], | wind up producing
even greater sin, badness, and wickedness than ever beforeNI wind
up, in this intensified struggle, producing not just sin, but E&Mil[

is the graphic term used to indicate the very antithesis of Ggood®
every sense! Evil encompasses all badness and wickedness.])

- Oit is no more | that do it,@ Paul the justified believer trying to
sanctify myself by the lawNI, Paul, with every sincere, ardent,
vehement desire to produce functional life by the commandment,
with every good intention.)

- Obut sin that dwelleth in me (his other power of sin resident in
my members beat meNit doesnOt myspearto my full attention,

but now in this intensified effort on my part, it intensified its power and
strength by that commandment, and it exceeded meNno matter how
hard | tried, it always wonNI never came close to functional life!)
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- While it is fully appropriate to statét@ no more | that do it, but
sin that dwelleth in n@ in the 1st Proof (:17), and in this 2nd Proof,
it needs to be understood that it is not supporting quite the same
argument.

- It has to be stated in both proofs because even though they
are not supporting quite the same argument, they are
correcting the same erroneous thinkingNboth proofs are
correcting the thinking that IOm functionally alive, but itOs that
darned law that comes along and puts my functional life to
death N wrong N God forbidNfor in both cases (in the case
of the law doing its job to make sappear sin working death

in me and in the case of sby the commandment becoming
exceeding sinfll in both cases the law is NOT the problem,
the law is NOT to blameNthe problem is sin in my members,
and | am thatarnal, inherently weak person, and when | go
under that law, it just does what it is supposed to do in any
carnalmanNand in the 1st place, it makes sippear

working functional death in me; and in the 2nd place, it
makes sin in my members become exceeding sinful!

- So in accordance with the 2nd Component of corr/doc, and in
accordance with the proof (or verified reality of it), Paul Oupped the
ante,O (so to speak), in his own use of the law and in his own
expressiveness against sin in his members, and thatOs what the
terminology in (:18-20) in particular demonstrates and relates.

- And on the flip-side it demonstrates and relates that sin
by that commandment matched PaulOs intensification,
fully exceeded it.

- And then he concludes it in (:21-23).

- Conclusion of the Proof:
21 | find then a law, that, when | would do good, evil is present with me.

- Ol find them a law©Now, before you go off track trying to

categorize all these laws that are going to get mentioned, as if a

categorical understanding is what is needed for this to be understood

properly, that wonOt work, because invariably it will, somewhere along

the line,_stray from the contdsvhich is the problem with much of

categorical Bible teachingNeven homiletical-type Bible teachingNit
always goes astray of the context or injects something extra in the context
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- (And you know it goes astray of the context if you start
bouncing all over the Bible with a verse here and a verse
there just to give your categorical outline some bulk!)

- Homiletics is nothing more than making the Bible fit your
outline (usually a rhyming outline), not allowing the Bible to
effectually work in your inner man, even if it ruins your
rhyming outline!

-21 Ifind then a law ....

- When Paul uses this expression, heOs using it to conclude what has
been happening in his own personal experience when he put himself
under GodOs law (or the Law of Moses).

- HeOs using the term law in its basic sense of a rule imposed by
authorityNinot so much as Odivine lawO - but more in the sense of
a scientific lawNthat is, a law because it has a specific situation that
can bring certain ingredients together and it can be duplicated over
and over again, it can be tested, and every time it is tested, it
produced the exact same results.

- And once an experiment can be duplicated exactly every time and
tested over and over againNand if the outcome never varies, then
you can call it a OlawO - much like BoyleOs law or KeplerOs laws or
CharlesOs law, etc.

- In other words, we can reproduce this 100 times, and youOre going
to get the same result 100 timesNwithout exception to the rule.

- Well, now, itOs no longer a OruleQ it can safely be
considered a law

- This is thelaw of the lawNthis isLthe law of being under the law,
and not under graceLhis is PaulOs lawor GraceOs law.

- And, just by sheer logic, Paul couldnOt make this statement in (:13)
in the stating of the corrective doctrineNbecause in order to state

a law, it must be based upon a great deal of research, testing, and
above all, PROOF! (a great deal has to go into something to get
called Oa lawO)!

- And thatOs also why you have Paul saying that he OfoundO this law.
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- He says, ind then a lav® N and when a law is OfoundO itOs been
found to be such only after a proof has been substaritiated

- And thatOs exactly what PaulOs done here.

- And, again, you were told, back in (:13) that there are 2 things to be
proved, and therefore when those 2 things are proved, faancan
be stated about Othe law.O

- So the @GwO that Paul is referring to here in (:21) is the particular
phenomena that always occwien the certain conditions of a
justified believer ¢arnaland inherently weak) tries to sanctify himself
under the law of MosesNwhen a justified Christian takes the
commandmerdand tries to produce righteousness or goodness with it:
and thidaw stateghat sin by the commandment becomes exceeding
sinful N or to put it as Paul states it in (:21):

-21 | find then a law, that, when | would do good, evil is present with me.

- Owhen | would do good@hat is, when | bring the full intensity of

the strength of my will, and the power of my efforts, and the degree of
my desire to bear upon the keeping of the commandment so that | can
produce righteousness and functional life, then .....

- Oevil is present with me.@nd againevil is the descriptive term

to indicate that, while it is sin, it is sin in its full-blown form or in its
Oexceeding-nessONit indicates that while Paul has intensified his
efforts, so hasin by the commandméiit now has a heightened
degree of fight to itNit has now escalated its power in direct
proportion to my own heightened efforts to produce good by it!

- All Paul has to say is this one termevild or one phraseeyl is
present with m@ N because heOs already proven that that evil is
bigger, badder, greater in strength of will, more powerful in its
efforts, and has greater degree of determination that he has.

- So now all he has to say isvil is present with me

- And then in (:22-23) heOs going to further expand that statement to embrace
all of the necessary issues that went in to his finding ofdtis

- And heOs going to give us a perfect summary description of exactly how that
law operates just to expel any shadow of a doubt aioly the

commandment becoming exceeding shdir always exceeds his willpower.
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22 For | delight in the law of God after the inward man:

to

- 0ForO (further amplification of thiaw of (:21) N that, when |
do good, evil is present with the

- Q delightO (Pres.Mid.Indsunh,domai = to rejoice together with;
take pleasure in; to enjoy; to delight in; N it has the idea of
rejoicing or delighting together with oneOs self or inwardly)

- This is the one and only time in the NT where this term
occurs (in both Greek and English) N so that, in itself,
should make you take special notice of it!

- Most often, the common way in whickelightis
understood, and the most common way it is used is to
express great pleasure in somettihas an intensified
form of joy or happiness. (But thatis NOT the context in
which it is used hereNat least, not exactly).

- For sure, the issue of an intensification or a heightened
degree of effort, will, and determination is the big issue
here, and | recognize that to be perfectly true;

- But delight doesnOt just indicate an intense joy or pleasure.

- And the context indicates that intense joy or pleasure is
not all itOs after in the use of this new terminology.

- My understanding is that what weOre after here is
something found in the shade of meaning tledight

carries with itNand a meaning that, (even though it is still
used this way today), it is a meaning that is less commonly
used today becauskelight, like so many English words,

gets narrowed down to nearly one meaningNand other
meanings never get considered.

- English delighthas a basic, root concept that not only embraces
the issue of a high degree of intensity, but at its root meaning also
brings along another very important issue to this particular context.

- And since this whole passage deals with terminology at its basic,
most fundamental, radical-root concejglightis no exception.
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- What 10m specifically after might be easier to grasp with another
English word that is very similar telightNin fact it is a derivative

of the worddelightN example: if you go to a partyNin fact, a very
fancy partyNand there are all kinds of specialized foods and
appetizers and hors dOoeuvres and so forth, these specialty foods
are often called a derivative of the watelight theyOre called
delicacieiwhich, again, is something (especially food) that is

highly pleasing to your tasteNbut what IOm after is this: if you walked
into that party, (outside of your sense of smell), how do you know
where all the delicacieme? ? ?

- A: Where all the people are gathered!

- And thatOs what 1Om afterNthatOs the basic, fundamental issue in
a delicacyor in anything that is described as yrlightingin it:

and that issue is that when somethilegjghtsyou, it first of all, and
most fundamentally of alit is appealing to yowN it attracts youNit
aroused your interest.

- | realize this is easier to see in the wdalightin its noun form but
it is still the fundamental concept even in its verbal form

- For when youdelightin something, you first and foremost are
highly attracted to itNandlelightcomes from the Latidelectq
meaning to attract, allure, charm, please, delight.

- The fundamental concept érelightis thatit allures youNit
signifiessomething that allures your mind

- Therefore when Paul say$;d@ | delight in the law of God after the inward
man©O all of this powerfully graphic terminology is designed to bring all the
elements of thopeful promiseof beingunder the lawbut not just any old
lawN Othe law of Go® N thatOs the Mosaic Law, it brings all that together.

- Qhe law of Go® of (:22) is the law God gave to Moses at Mt. Sinai.

- And Paul says that raelightsin it after the inward makwell, of
course he doesNand so should you!

- After all, that law is holy, just, and good. And it is the very
standard of GodOs own RighteousnessNand if ever
justification and sanctification could be produced by a man,
the perfect keeping of that law would produce it.
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- QlelightO describes all of the powerful attractiveness of the law to
make its appeal to your mindN(which is why you have to have :14
down pat to begin withtlie law is spirituaNit works in your mind])

- Delighting in the law of God after the inward miarnust
recognizing that thatOs exactly how the law is supposed to
operateNitOs designed to get into your head!

- And you have all this hopeful prospect of producing sanctified,
functional life on your own.

- And that hopeful prospect of functionally living unto God
and brining forth fruit unto holiness is supposeddbght
youNitOs supposed to bring you great pleasure and joy and
enjoyment and everything like that.

- And more than that, youOre not just approaching it casually, but
seriouslyNwith every last ounce of your willpower, with the
greatest effort you can bring forth, and with the highest possible
degree of determination.

- And Ghe law of Go® does that to youin@ard mai© N
thatOs why | have told you so often that you (youard
man) will go after the law system like metal after a magnet!

- (:22) describes Paul as that justified believer in Christ who is trying
to sanctify himself by that lawNand it holds out to him N or rather

it makes its appeal to his mind (his inward man) to pick it up and
operate under it.

- And since you are a justified person, but still in a body of

corruption with sin in its membersNsince you aarnal,

by natureNevery person has a natural desire, a natural
attraction or allurement tioe law of God(you WANT to chang®

- But with all its hopeful prospects, you have to be tatlggityou
can never produce anything under that law that you so delight in,
but sin, failure, and functional deathou have to RECKON it to be 8o

- (:22) just substantiates the proven fact and the reality that even in
this final component of corrective doctrine and the proven reality of
itNthere is nothing wrong with the law at &lthat commandmeris
holy, just and goddthe problem is not the law, the problemyisu!
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- Now, once you have come this far in the corrective doctrine, and through this
conclusion to the matterNand once (:22) is properly understood and
appreciated @r | delight in the law of God after the inward m@jNand
after you have paused at the colon so that it makes the proper impact it is
supposed to make on your thinkingNat this point you can now come along and
condense all that into a mazempact(weOll say) phrase that will encompass
all the doctrinal information we have covered so farNit sets the stage (so to
speak) for specific elements and concepts of the information weOve covered so
far to get condensed into a new phrase that will be utilized by Paul in the next
verse.

- It can now be called tii& law of my mindO

- But youOve got to remember that even though new terminology gets
introduced hereNthis is a conclusion of the entire misunderstanding
about the law in connection with sin, as well as a conclusion of the
corrective doctrine & how itOs designed to straighten out all that
erroneous thinking N so even though you get new terminology, you
do not get any new concepts or new issues or new doctrirle here

- (ThereOs no new category of doctrine here!)

- This is simpleNand it is nothing newNitOs just that you now have
done what any good conclusion doesNespecially one that is
concluding a large body of information and a body of information that
had extensive proofs to it.

- And once you have proven the coming together of specific
elements and conditions that produce the exact same outcome
every time they are brought togetherNthen you can safely
determine that they aréa@s0 N so itOs only natural to call

them what they are because that, too, has an impact to make
on your thinking. (These are unchanging laws and you canOt
do one thing to change them!)

- And what youOve got is simply 3 OlawsO being mentionedNand
theyOre mentions or concluded as OlawsO because thatOs exactly what
the proofs proved.

- So youOve got: 1) Ghe law of Go® ]
2) the @w of sin in my membeds
3) Ghe law of my mind
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- The truth of the matter is, OPaulOs LawO is actually the operation of 3 laws
with a single, indisputable outcome:

- (:22) gives you the 1st oneNand the main one, the Obrass ringd (so
to speak), because it is the one that, if it is fully complied with, will
produce the thing that Paul is afterNit will produce functional life.

- 1st Law: @he law of Go® = the Law of Moses, the
Mosaic Law.

- Now (:23) comes inNand remember this is simply a summary conclusion
of the corrective doctrine we have already covered (along with its proof).

23 But | see another law in my members, warring against the law of my
mind, and bringing me into captivity to the law of sin which is in my
members.

- DonOt get off track because it seems difficult or confusingNitOs not!

- Just take it piece by piece, and in light of the doctrine weOve
already covered, it should all fall neatly into place.

- But | see anothe( e[teroj = another of a different kindaflloj =
another of the same kindjw in my member®

= Simply put, this first phrase of (:23) is Paul simply
describing thel@®@wvO he mentioned in (:22&hen | would
do good, evil is present with jne

- And thislaw in my memberis just the shorter version of
itNthe longer version will get stated at the end of the verse.

- The @aw in my membefs andtBe law of sin which is in
my membef3is the exact same thinp

- So thereOs The Law of Godwhich holds out the hopeful
prospect of self-produced functinal life.
(The goal: The prize!)

- But Paul says, that €ee another law in my memb®rs and before
he gives the descriptive expression of it at the end of the verse, he
is going to tell us what thata in my membef3 is doing.
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- Qvarring against the law of my min®

- Ovarring againstO (Pres.Mid.Paravntistrateu,omai = to make a
military expedition, to take the battlefield; to make
war against) - NT 1x only.

- This is the kind of needful, graphic terminology that can now
be stated at the end of the proofsNand when youOre talking
about warfare, someoneOs going to lose and lose bigNeither
someoneOs going to die, or someoneOs going to get captured
and therefore come under the dominion of the other!

- @he law of my mind,O = PaulOs description ofihisard man of (:22).

- Thelaw of my mind is what_| mind to davith that law
(commandment).

- 1tOs Paul (or me or you) as a justified believer trying to
sanctify myselfNI see that law airitualNit wants to get

into mymind and motive me to changeNand/élight in

that law in mymindNIOm attracted to it, IOm allured by it,
and the hopeful prospect of keeping it is the prospect of me
producing functional life on my own.

- Thelaw of my mind is all of that along with my own
willpower, my own_strength of effort&nd my highest
degree of determinatidn keep its commandments
perfectlyNthatOghe law of my mind

- Itis what | mind to do underneath that law

- But along with this sincere, pure, determined effort to get undespitigial
law of God that | sodelight inNalong with thatlaw of my mind is this other
lawNand this otherlaw is in my membersNand this law in my members is
engaged in a full-blown war witthe law of my mind.

- And since it is a lawhich is in my membersNthat means that it is
a law that is in myleshNand my flesh iscarnal, inherently weak!

- And when a war is like thisNwhen the odds are stacked against you
in this wayNwhat do you think the outcome will be? And it will be
the same outcome every time you go into battle N you will lose every
time outNno matter how hard you try, youOll lose everyltime
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- And what IOve come to find out is that not only am | engaged in a
war betweenhe law of my mind andthe law in my members, but
that @Quw of GodO that | so want to keep and that #skghz in, that
very Quw of GodOis working with the sidethat is fighting against
me!!l

- 1tOs givinghe law in my members greater war power than

I have to fight against it!

- This is horribleNthis is about as bad as it can get!

- And notice that in this warNthe enemyOs strategy isnOt to kiththg my
mindNbecause it needs itNif it killed it, it would destroy itself in the

process because this whole war is being waged in youNso all it needs to do
is to bring thdaw of your mind under its control, under itominionNand

thatOs exactly what takes placeNthatOs all that is necessary for the final
outcome to be your ongoing functional death

23 But I see another law in my members, warring against the law of my
mind, and bringing me into captivity to the law of sin which is in my
members.

- Qund bringing me into captivityOQ @ivemalwti,zw = to lead away
captive; to bring under subjection and dominion)

- When youOre broughto captivity in a time of war,
youOve become a Prisoner Of War: POW!

- But while that POW concept is a powerful one, and one
that is in keeping with this contextNthatOs not what Paul
saysNhe says that you are brought intgriviryNand

thatOs what you have to seeNyou have gotten beat in this
war, and as a captive of the war, you have been brought
under the power, the subjection, and the dominion of
another

- In this condition, someone or something other than God
and GodOs laws are in dominion over youNare lord over
youNare master of you!

- And horror of horrors, yoyOre hit right between the eyes (so to
speak) with your captor:tk9 law of sin which is in my members.O

- Sin in my members: the very thing | was trying so hard to avoid!
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- And Paul waits until right at this point to amplify the terminology of
the “law in my membetso include the 2 words that are designed to
be of such a devastating nature that it just crushes you into the ground!

- It’s not merely the “law in my membetqmy flesh) - but it’s:
- “... and bringing me into captivity to the laaf sin which is in my membeis
- And this does several things all at once:

- It tells you that there is nothing wrong with the law at all:
it is holy, just, and good.

- It tells you that the problem is you—it is what you are by
nature—and by nature you are functionally dead unto God!

- And it takes you right back to Romans 6:14 and tells you that
what was said there is indisputably true: under the law sin is
in dominionover you—and you are not under the lawyou

are under gracé

- The “law of sin which is in my membe&iis the never changing rule
of what you are by nature—you are carnal, sold under sin—and that
“law of God appeals to your membergto your flesh) to supply the
energy and power for it to go into operation—and what does it find?
It finds weakness and sin. And that law is designed to give sin in
your members more power, greater strength, and longer lasting
determination than anything you could ever muster!

- The “law of sin which is in my membgis the hard-core, fully
proven, almost scientifically proven fact that that law of sin in my
memberswhen it gets underneath the law of God-that sin in my
memberss going to exceecdhnything that’s over there in the law of
my mind—sin by the commandmeistgoing to exceedny mind to
try to produce any kind of righteousness at all!

- It’s all just a vicious cycle that is going to continually put me to
functional death — AND MOST IMPORTANTLY, I CANNOT DO
ONE SINGLE THING ABOUT IT, MYSELF!!!

- And the bottom line is this: SIN BY THE COMMANDMENHas become
EXCEEDING SINFUL-all the components of corrective doctrine have been
stated and proven—the erroneous thinking is dismissed: CASE CLOSED!!!
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- And by the time you get to the end of (:23), youOre a finished, beaten,
defeated, captive!

- And if the effectual working of this passage does its job, you should be able
to say exactly what the apostle Paul says in the next verse.

- But this case is presented in such a way, proven in such a way, and
concluded in such a way that by the time you get to the end of it, if there is
anybody who is left standing at the end of it, they donOt have a single breath
in their body to utter another wordNwords are endedNthe argument is
overNand every mouth is shut who could ever say that we are to put our
sanctified life in Christ into practice underneath the law!

- This case has literally sucked the life out of that position!
- Because it is a position, not of lifeNbut of DEATH!
- And thatOs exactly what Romans 6:14-7:23 is designed to do.

- Therefore, if you stand in that position of trying to put your sanctified life
into practice under the lawNyou end up just where Paul ended up in (:24).

- Now we have the Final Conclusion or Final Statement of the Proper
Understandingf beingnot under the law, but under grace:

24 O wretched man that | am! who shall deliver me from the body of this
death?
- This is a powerful, highly emotionally charged, forceful statement,
E itOs a cry, almost a wailNthe reality of it all has come homeNall
the hopeful prospect has come crashing down on PaulNthe horror
of trying to live under the law in this dispensation of grace is now
real to himNand he expresses it.

- GD wretched man that | a!- the issue of beimgetcheds the

issue of being in a state of misery, - it is one of the most intensified
terms for unhappinessNbut more than that, it is a term that
expresses that you are cast away in that conditmnare

abandonel wretcheds the most extreme degree of midéaynd it

is reserved for a context in which you are talking about, NOT merely
external circumstances that has made you that wayNbeticheds
reserved for a context that spotlights what you are by nature
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- And again, this isnOt a man thatistchedbecause his new nature has been
fighting his old nature, and his old nature won outNNONthis is a man who is
justified unto eternal life and is attempting to put his life in Christ into practice
by living under the lawNGodOs law!

- The wretched man is the Christian living under GodOs law!
- He a wreck!

- And then, just as it has to be done in justificationNjust as there you had to
come to the point where you knew you couldnOt justify yourself, so you looked
to AnotherNyou looked to a OwhoO - to God, Himself to put His J-ness and
grace into effect and give you by grace what you could not do for yourself; and
thatOs what Paul does in the rest of the verse.

24 O wretched man that | amyho shall deliver me from the body of this
death?
- And you have to be delivered from itNand you should know by now
that that kind of a deliverance only comes from a Redeemer and His
redemption!

- Notice that under that law, your body, far from being a body of life
Nof functional life, bearing fruit unto holiness, and functionally living
unto GodNunder that law, your body @&sbody of functional deat

- And the law only confirms that thatOs what youOre in: a body of
death!

- So, WhoO shall deliver you from the body of this death?

- i.e., Who is going to take us from functional death under the law, to
functional life under grace?

25 | thank God through Jesus Christ our Lord.
- And that is supposed to take you right back to Christ, your Redeemer
and the redemption He providedNand the identity you now have with
Him as your RedeemerNit takes you right back to those first 13 verses
of Romans chapter 6!

- And this is real thankfulnessNthankfulness for having functional
lifeNthankfulness for being delivered from the law and put under
gracel!

- And it was all accomplishettirough Jesus Christ our Lord
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- Then we have that final statement of the chapterNin 2 clauses:

25 ... So then with the mind | myself serve the law of God; but with the flesh
the law of sin.

- And this should be simple by nowNyou should know that this is

not saying that, OSee there! The Bible says you are supposed to be
serving under the law of God, and youOre supposed to do it with
your mind, and youOre suppose to just Odeny the flesh® and live
under the law! Blah, Blah, Blah....O

- But the context wonOt let you do that!

- Paul says this as a final concluding matter to the whole argument.
This is thepunch that is suppose to hit and stick in your thinking
from now onNit is the encapsulation of Romans 6:14-7:25!

- Paul says,With the mind | myse(that should tell you everything
right thereNthis is way of self-sanctificatioserve the law of God

- And that puts the final nail in the coffin of all this thing
about beinginder the lawbut it takes 2 more blows to
hammer in this final nail

1st BlowN Owith the mind | myself serve the law of Gdd

- The law is designed to operate in my mind,
motivate me, and change meNand | serve it there
in my mindNwith all my willpower, all my strength
of efforts, and highest degree of determination | can
muster.

- And thatOs how it is supposed to work.

- But it fails to worlNitOs just a huge train-wreckNwhy? because
there is something wrong with the law? NO.

2nd (Final) BlowN Obut with the flesh the law of s

- While the law does get into my head, it appeals to my flesh
for its power and strengthNbut | acarnal, sold under
sinNand thelaw of sinby that commandmesixceedsne,

and | end up just as functionally dead under the law as | am
by natureNI didnOt change at all!
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- The argument is overNthe case is closedNweOve put it in the coffin, weOve
nailed it shutNand now we can just put it in the ground and put the dirt over it
and walk away from itNliving under the law is now and forevermore a dead
issueNit has no life to it at all.

- Now letOs get under grace.

- Now letOs get something new operating in our spirit.

- LetOs get our sanctified life in Christ put into operation.

- And above all, letOs stop talking about living under the law!
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