
TSD Online Class – Galatians – Lesson 14
Freedom In Christ Is Not A License To Sin (5:13-26)

The Works Of The Flesh 2 (5:20b-21)

JIM
This  lesson  concludes  our  study  of  the  works  of  the  flesh  as  Paul
describes in Galatians 5:20-21. Today, we begin with the fleshly work,
“emulations”  as  found  in  verse  20.  “Emulations”  is  an  interesting
word. It is from  zelos, which is translated “zeal” in many other New
Testament passages. Strong says it is derived from zeo, which means
“to  be  hot  (boil,  of  liquids;  or  glow,  of  solids),  i.e.  (fig.)  be  fervid
(earnest):—be fervent.” (34) The noun, Zelos, is translated “zeal” in
Romans 10:2, referring to the Israelites who had a “zeal of God, but
not  according  to  knowledge.”  It  is  also  used  of  the  Corinthians’
repentance in 2 Corinthians 7:11, of their good effect on the churches
of Macedonia in 2 Corinthians 9:2, of Paul’s fervor in persecuting the
church  in  Philippians  3:6,  and of  the  fervent  labor  of  Epaphras  at
Colossae and Laodicea in Colossians 4:13. Thayer says it is “1.  zeal,
ardor in embracing, pursuing, defending anything: 2. an envious and
contentious rivalry, jealousy” (271). This word, then, can be applied to
either  a  good  effort  or  an  evil  one.  Paul’s  zeal  in  persecuting  the
church was misdirected and evil, as was the zeal of Israel in Romans
10:1. On the other hand, the zeal of the Corinthians and Epaphras was
directed by the right motive, and in the right cause. Paul also draws
the distinction  between zeal  that  is  good and that  which is  bad in
Galatians 4:17-18. As one of the works of the flesh, emulations—or a
fervid zeal—is a bad thing. It springs from the motive of a quarrelsome
spirit which Paul has just discussed and can never be a good thing.
The zealous pursuit of things that make for strife and quarreling, such
as men’s obsessive hobbies, are always evil. The emulator is often the
hobby-rider  who  promotes  his  cause  and  imposes  it  on  others
regardless of its error. He is more often wedded to his own arguments
than to the Truth.

JERRY
“Wrath”  is  from  thumos and  is,  “passion  (as  if  breathing  hard):—
fierceness, indignation, wrath” (Strong, 37). Its root word is the verb



thuo which  means,  “to  rush  (breathe  hard,  blow,  smoke),  i.e.  (by
impl.)  to  sacrifice  (prop.  by  fire,  but  gen.);  by  extens.  to  immolate
(slaughter for any purpose):— kill (do) sacrifice, slay” (ibid.). ...to rush
along or on, be in a heat, breathe violently... accordingly, it signifies
both the spirit panting as it were in the body, and the rage with which
the man pants and swells... In the N.T. 1. passion, angry heat, anger
forthwith boiling up and soon subsiding again...  2. glow, ardor...the
wine of passion, inflaming wine (which either drives the drinker mad
or kills him with its deadly heat) (Thayer, 293). Wrath, then, is rage
against another that builds inside a person, and is closely allied with
the  fleshly  works  of  hatred,  variance,  and  emulations.  It  is  a
passionate, heated desire of the heart to rush upon one’s enemy and
immolate or destroy him, brought on by a seething, boiling within that
is nurtured as a grudge. The wrathful person never turns the other
cheek,  but seeks revenge for  any and all  perceived offences against
him, no matter how slight. It is the disposition of heart that would not
hesitate to destroy the good name of another, or to assassinate one’s
good  character.  Like  all  other  works  enumerated  by  Paul  in  these
verses, wrath proceeds from the inner man, and betrays an evil heart.
“For  out  of  the  heart  proceed  evil  thoughts,  murders,  adulteries,
fornications, thefts, false witness, blasphemies: for these are the things
which defile a man...” (Matt. 15:1920).

“Strife” is  eritheia, meaning, “intrigue, factions,:—contention (-ious),
strife,” (Strong 32). Thayer says the verb form of the word is derived
from  a  word,  meaning,  “working  for  hire,  a  hireling...  hence,
apparently in the N.T. a courting distinction, a desire to put oneself
forward, a partisan and factious spirit which does not disdain low arts;
partisanship, factiousness” (249). This, too, connects with such things
as “variance” and “emulations.” The zealously quarrelsome individual
creates factions and strife. Rather than teaching and practicing God’s
word to build up the church and promote the unity of the Spirit in the
bond of  peace,  he  promotes  his  own pet  theories  and causes  strife
which leads to division. The character of such persons is inherently
divisive.  The  root  cause  of  division  in  the  church  is  always  the
introduction of  practices,  either  in work or  worship,  which are not
authorized  in  the  Scriptures.  Despite  that,  those  who  object  to



unscriptural  practices  are  always  accused  of  creating  strife  and
contention by their objections. That was charged of Elijah when Ahab
said to him, “Art thou he that troubleth Israel?” (1 Ki. 18:17). But the
the  fact  remains  that  those  who  promote  unscriptural  innovations
among God’s people are the creators of such strife.

JIM
“Seditions” comes from dichostasia, which literally means, “a standing
apart”  (Thayer,  153).  It  is  also  translated as  “divisions”  in  Romans
16:17, and 1 Corinthians 3:3. In the former, Paul says to “mark” and
“avoid” those who cause “divisions,” and in the latter, he says to the
Corinthians, “For ye are yet carnal: for whereas there is among you
envying, and strife, and divisions, are ye not carnal, and walk as men?”
Another word for “division” in the New Testament is  schisma, from
which  our  English  word  “schism”  is  derived.  Both  words  indicate
division, but in different degrees. Schisma is from schizo, from which
the first half of our English word “schizophrenia” comes. The Greek
word means “to split, or sever, break, divide, open, rend, make a rent”
(Strong,  70)  A  final  separation  is  indicated  by  dichostasia,  but  its
beginning is found in schisma. When a piece of fabric is torn, but still
remains in one piece, a schisma occurs—a rent in the fabric. When the
tear or rent in the fabric is completed until the cloth is then in two
pieces,  dichostasia—a  complete  standing  apart—occurs.  The  strifes
and contentions of hobby riders and innovators constitute a rent in
the church, and when these are pursued, they result in a final standing
apart—dichostasia, or sedition.

“Heresies” is hairesis, meaning “a choice, i.e. (spec.) a party or (abstr.)
disunion,  sect”  (Strong,  8).  Thayer says it  means,  “1.  Act  of  taking,
capture...the storming of a city... 2. choosing, choice, 3. that which is
chosen, a chosen course of thought and action; hence, one’s chosen
opinion, tenet... 4. a body of men separating themselves from others
and following their  own tenets  [a  sect  or  party]”  (16).  Observe the
natural progression from variance, through emulations, wrath, strife,
and seditions,  until  those who practice such things ultimately form
their  own party or  sect.  The word  hairesis is  used reproachfully  to
describe  the  Pharisees,  Sadducees,  and  Christians  (Acts  5:17;  15:5;



26:5; 24:5, 14), as “sects.” A sect results when men choose their own
opinions as rules of faith and practice above the Word of God. All of
these  things  are  comprehended  in  Paul’s  warning  that  if  they
continued to “bite and devour” one another, they would “be consumed
one of  the other.”  The strife and wrangling that arises from fleshly
lusts can only lead to division in the church and the formation of sects,
until the church Jesus built may cease to exist in a community. 

JERRY
“Envyings” can also result from a spirit of rivalry between competing
sects.  Strong  says  this  word  is  phthonos and  describes  a  spirit  of
ruination  which  results  from  “ill  will  (as  detraction),  i.e.  jealousy
(spite):—envy”  (75).  This  sin  has  always  been  found  in  the
denominational  world  which  is  divided  into  sects.  They  preach
conflicting doctrines and compete for the hearts of men much like the
Pharisees  and  Sadducees  of  Jesus’  day.  Of  the  Pharisees,  He  said,
“...for ye compass land and sea to make one proselyte; and when he is
made, ye make him twofold more the child of hell than yourselves”
(Matt. 23:15). Envying is what motivates large “Community Churches”
to put the best spin on their sectarian messages, and to dazzle their
members and visitors with fabulous displays of drama, pageants, and
concerts in practicing their “market-driven religion.”

“Murders” is from the same word in Galatians as the word describing
Saul’s  persecution  of  Christians.  “And  Saul,  yet  breathing  out
threatenings and slaughter against the disciples of the Lord, went unto
the  high  priest,  and  desired  of  him  letters  to  Damascus  to  the
synagogues, that if he found any of this way, whether they were men
or women, he might bring them bound unto Jerusalem” (Acts 9:1-2).
In  his  commentary  on  Acts,  Wayne  Jackson  writes,  “Robertson
suggests  that  the  persecutor was like  a  warhorse  who sniffed  the
smell  of  battle.  He  kept  on  breathing  ‘threatening  and  slaughter’
against the church, which may represent a dual legal procedure, i.e.,
warnings  and  punishment.  Later  he  would  confess  that  he  was
‘exceedingly mad’ against the Lord’s people... If he located any that
were of the ‘Way,’  either men or women, he would throw them in
chains and return them to Jerusalem for trial. Whenever possible, he



would  see  that  they  were  executed.”  Thayer  says  the  charge  of
“murder,” lodged against against Barabbas in Luke 23:19, 25, is the
same word (657),  and Strong says  it  means,  “murder:—murder,  be
slain with slaughter” (76). Saul’s actions in persecuting Christians, and
the word’s connection with “slaughter” indicates a wanton, violent act
that proceeds from the same kind of disposition toward others. In the
case of works of the flesh, murder is the consequence of those things
which precede it, such as hatred, variance, emulations, etc. Unchecked
by love for others, the disposition engendered by those things would
naturally result in murder. When one surrenders his life to the flesh
and casts off knowledge and love of the Creator, the violent taking of
human life is his logical end. Murder was one of the evils enumerated
by Paul in his description of a Godless, pagan world which “did not
like to retain God in their knowledge” (Rom. 1:28-29).

JIM
“Drunkenness” is the state that results from intoxicating drink. The
word is from  methe, which means not only “intoxicating drink,” but
“intoxication;  drunkenness”  (Thayer,  395).  Of  all  the  works  of  the
flesh, this evil has brought untold misery and ruin to legions of people
in our society. The consumption of alcohol and the drunkenness which
results  from  it  is  responsible  for  the  slaughter  of  multitudes  of
innocent people on public roads.  Solomon warned that,  “Wine is a
mocker, strong drink is raging: and whosoever is deceived thereby is
not wise” (Prov. 20:1). Alcohol is deceptive and ultimately destructive
to those who use it, and it ought to be shunned like the plague. Sadly,
there are many in our age who not only use it, but argue that it is not
condemned by God. “Drunkenness,” they say, “is condemned, but not
drinking.” That’s like saying, “It’s perfectly alright to eat, but wrong to
digest  that  which  is  eaten.”  Drunkenness  is  the  result  of  drinking
alcohol,  and  no  one  ever  became  drunk  who  did  not  first  imbibe
strong drink. That notion is so silly, it almost deserves no answer—
except for the fact that those seeking to rationalize their behaviour will
readily accept such sophistry. It  is even claimed that Jesus and the
apostles drank alcohol in the form of wine, using Jesus’ miracle at the
wedding feast in Cana of Galilee as their “proof.” That is absolutely
false. Wayne Jackson wrote in The Christian Courier that, “There is no



proof that the 'wine' at the marriage feast in Cana was fermented. The
Greek  word  for  'wine'  in  this  text  is  oinos,  which  may  refer  to  a
fermented beverage (cf. Eph. 5:18), or it may denote freshly squeezed
grape juice (cf. Isa. 16:10 LXX). Since the word for 'wine' is generic,
the student has no right to import the concept of an alcoholic beverage
into this  passage without  contextual  justification—of which there is
none.”

Drunkenness  is  soundly  condemned  throughout  the  Bible,  and
drinking alcohol will have no place among those who are spiritually
minded. Indeed, as a work of the flesh, it  will  not be found among
those who faithfully mind spiritual things and present their bodies as
living sacrifices unto God (Rom. 12:1-2).

JERRY
“Revellings”  is  a  general  term used  in  only  two places  in  the  New
Testament—here and in 1 Peter 4:3. It is from komos, which denotes,
“a carousal (as if a ‘letting loose’):— revelling, rioting” (Strong, p. 44).
Thayer says the word in Greek writings refers to,  “a nocturnal  and
riotous procession of half-drunken and frolicsome fellows who after
supper parade through the streets with torches and music in honor of
Bacchus or some other deity, and sing and play before the houses of
their  male  and  female  friends;  hence  used  generally,  of  feasts  and
drinking parties that are protracted till  late at night and indulge in
revelry” (p. 367). As other works of the flesh are closely connected and
feed one upon the other,  so drunkenness and revellings are closely
related. The activity described by this word is that of throwing caution
to the wind because of one’s drunken stupor, engaging in things one
would not do in a sober state of mind, and releasing inhibitions that
normally restrain one from indulging fleshly lusts. This is the result of
the philosophy of the 1960s social revolution which said, “If it feels
good, do it.” The only rule in revelling is that there are no rules of
decent and civilized behaviour. The kind of self indulgence described
in this word is the be-all  and end-all  of the works of the flesh—the
tossing aside and rejection of all moral restraint. Interestingly, Peter
also describes that kind of behaviour in 1 Pet. 4:3-4: “For the time
past  of  our  life  may  suffice  us  to  have  wrought  the  will  of  the



Gentiles,  when we walked  in  lasciviousness,  lusts,  excess  of  wine,
revellings,  banquetings,  and  abominable  idolatries:  wherein  they
think it strange that ye run not with them to the same excess of riot,
speaking evil of you...” Peter’s teaching on this subject is in the same
kind of context as Paul’s. Peter says as stewards of the grace of God,
Christians are to pattern their lives after Christ’s and crucify the flesh,
walking in the spirit. And in this connection, Peter says,  “...as Christ
hath suffered for us in the flesh,  arm yourselves likewise with the
same mind: for he that hath suffered in the flesh hath ceased from
sin...” (1 Pet. 4:1). Peter’s contrast is between the mind or spirit of man
and the flesh. This is the same contrast Paul draws between the spirit
and the flesh, and both are saying the spirit of man must dominate
over  his  fleshly  lusts.  Moreover,  Peter  presents  a  close  connection
between “wine” and “revellings.”

JIM
As a final reflection on the works of the flesh, Paul says, “and such
like.” This not only includes each of the works of the flesh enumerated
by inspiration, but all which are even similar to them. The Christian
must put to death  all works of the flesh that even resemble any of
those in Paul’s list. That includes such things as dancing, although, as
David Lipscomb wrote, “it is sometimes contended by worldly-minded
church members that  revelry does not include dancing; if not,  such
like certainly does”.


