2 Corinthians 10:4




- is the explanatory use of the postpositive conjunction GAR, meaning “For” with the nominative subject from the neuter plural article and noun HOPLON, which means “weapons” and refers to the seven foot long spear and the three foot long sword of the Greek Hoplite soldier.  Then we have the descriptive genitive from the feminine singular article and noun STRATEIA, which means “military expedition, military campaign, or warfare.”  With this we have the possessive genitive from the first person plural personal pronoun EGW, meaning “our” and referring to Church Age believers.  Then we have the absolute negative OU, meaning “not” plus the predicate nominative from the neuter plural adjective SARKIKOS, which means “belonging to the order of earthly things, belonging to the realm of the flesh, material Rom 15:27; 1 Cor 9:11.”
  The nominative subject and predicate nominative suggest that we have an ellipsis of the verb EIMI “[are]” here.

“For the weapons of our warfare [are] not material”

- is the strong adversative conjunction ALLA, meaning “but” plus the predicate nominative from the neuter plural adjective DUNATOS, meaning “powerful, strong, mighty, or able.”
  Next we have the dative, locative, or instrumental from the masculine singular article and noun THEOS, meaning “God.”  There are a number of possibilities here:


1.  This could be a dative of advantage, in which case the thought is, “The weapons of our warfare [are] powerful for the advantage of God.”


2.  This could be a locative of place or sphere, in which case the thought is, “The weapons of our warfare [are] powerful in union with God, in relationship to God, or in the sphere of God.”  Bauer, Arndt, and Gingrich call this an ethical dative and translate it “in the sight of God.”


3.  This could be an instrumental of cause, in which case the thought is, “The weapons of our warfare [are] powerful because of God.”  This makes the most sense in the context.


4.  This could be an instrumental of association, in which case the thought is, “The weapons of our warfare [are] powerful in association with God.”
“but powerful because of God”

- is the preposition PROS plus the accusative of purpose from the feminine singular noun KATHAIRESIS, which means “for the purpose of the tearing down, destruction.”  This is followed by the objective genitive from the neuter plural noun OCHURWMA, which means “strongholds, fortresses, also prisons.”

“for the purpose of the destruction of fortresses,”

 - is the accusative direct object from the masculine plural noun LOGISMOS, which means “calculations, reasonings, reflections, thoughts, designs, reasoning power, wisdom.”
  All of these ideas refer to human viewpoint or human thoughts and reasonings. This refers to the calculated wisdom found in philosophical, sociological, religious, and political ideas of man.  Finally, we have the nominative first person masculine plural present active participle from the verb KATHAIREW, which means “tear down, destroy, overpower, or conquer.”


The nominative masculine plural refers to believers with maximum doctrine in their souls.


The present tense is a durative present for an action that has begun in the past (at the beginning of the Church Age) and continues up to the present time and will continue throughout the Church Age.


The active voice indicates that all mature believers of the Church Age are producing this action by what they think and believe.


The participle is circumstantial.

“destroying human viewpoint [thoughts and reasonings]”
2 Cor 10:4 corrected translation
“For the weapons of our warfare [are] not material but powerful because of God for the purpose of the destruction of fortresses, destroying human viewpoint [thoughts and reasonings]”
Explanation:
1.  “For the weapons of our warfare [are] not material”

a.  Paul continues his explanation with a further explanation.  This is very typical of his style of writing.


b.  Paul turns to an example from his day to which his audience (the Greeks at Corinth) could most easily relate—their own Hoplite soldiers.


c.  The Hoplite soldier was well known in history and famous as the greatest fighters in the history of the world from 900-150 BC.  They were only conquered by the Roman soldiers because of their degeneracy into homosexuality.


d.  Paul uses the weapons of the Greek Hoplite as his illustration.  They had two principle weapons:



(1)  A seven foot long spear.



(2)  And a 3 foot long double edged sword.


e.  Naturally these weapons were man-made, therefore, composed of wood, metal, leather, etc.


f.  In contrast Paul states that the weapons of the Church Age believer are not material, but immaterial.



(1)  Our weapons can be seen (the written word).



(2)  Our weapons can be heard (the spoken word).



(3)  Our weapons can be felt (“the piercing asunder of the joints and the marrow and is a critic of the thoughts and intents of the heart”).


g.  Our weapons are our thoughts, words, ideas, principles, doctrines, and beliefs.


h.  It is grossly unfair for a believer to ever argue with an unbeliever about God or anything regarding the Scriptures; for the believer is fighting against an unarmed man.


i.  Because our weapons are immaterial they are never too heavy for anyone to carry and every believer has the opportunity to be fully armed at all times.


j.  The only way we can be disarmed is by disarming ourselves with negative volition to doctrine.

2.  “but powerful because of God”

a.  The immaterial weapon of thought is far more powerful than the material weapons of mankind.


b.  In contrast to the material weapons of some of the greatest soldiers in the world, God has given us the most powerful weapon in the world, the power of thought.


c.  Satan uses thought as his greatest weapon, just as God uses thought as His greatest weapon.


d.  Therefore, as a part of the angelic conflict God has given us His very own thoughts to combat the thoughts of Satan.


e.  Our greatest thoughts are pitiful in power in comparison to God’s thoughts.


f.  God’s ideas, doctrines, systems of thinking are far greater than anything any creature (including all mankind or any angel) could ever devise.


g.  The weapons we have are immaterial weapons and the most powerful weapons the world has ever seen because God is the designer and perfecter of those weapons.


h.  God’s thoughts are not our thoughts.  His thoughts are far superior to our thoughts.


i.  Therefore, God’s weapons are not our weapons.  His weapons are far superior to creature weapons.


j.  Timothy was commanded by Paul to fight the good fight using the weapon of God’s thoughts, 1 Tim 1:18, “This command I entrust to you, Timothy, my son, in accordance with the prophecies previously made concerning you, that by them you fight the good fight.”


k.  Paul has already explained this same concept in 2 Cor 6:4-7, “but in all things demonstrating ourselves as God’s servants by means of great patience (endurance, perseverance), in afflictions, in pressures, in difficulties, in beatings, in imprisonments, in riots, in physical labors, in sleepless nights, in situations of hunger, with purity, with knowledge, with forbearance (toward others), with kindness, with the Holy Spirit, with genuine love, with the message of truth, with the power of God; by means of the offensive and defensive weapons of righteousness.”

3.  “for the purpose of the destruction of fortresses, destroying human viewpoint [thoughts and reasonings]”

a.  Then Paul continues with the reason why God has given us these invisible, immaterial weapons of righteousness.


b.  These weapons are for the purpose of destroying all of the erroneous sacred thoughts of mankind that stand up and oppose God.


c.  Thought can only be defeated with thought.  You cannot defeat a people in battle without defeating their will to fight either before, during, or after the battle.


d.  The fortresses here are the preconceived ideas, satanic doctrines of demons, human viewpoint systems of thinking such as philosophy, sociology, political ideals, and religious dogma that are held sacred and inviolable by certain groups of people.


e.  These thoughts are called fortresses because no other system of creature thinking can defeat them.


f.  These systems of thought are impenetrable by anything other than absolute truth.


g.  Only God has absolute truth.  Therefore, these systems of fortified thinking can only be defeated by divine thinking, divine viewpoint, i.e., by the word of God.


h.  Human viewpoint thoughts and reasonings may be good or bad, accurate or inaccurate, defensible or indefensible.  Regardless of the type of thinking; it is still flawed because it does not come from God.


i.   There are as many types of human viewpoint thoughts and reasonings as there are people.  But God only has one system of thought and it is perfect and always correct.


j.  God has given us the immaterial weapon of divine thought to destroy every system of thinking that rises up against God and His system of thinking.


k.  And God has given the power to use His system of weaponry through the ministry of the filling of God the Holy Spirit.


l.  We have the message of truth, the offensive and defensive weapons of righteousness in our soul to defeat any enemy we come against.


m.  If God is for us, who can stand against us?  No one.
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