Here is the second analysis of Rom. 6:12-14 (i. e. Sub-section B using the earlier notation)
Analysis 2) of Sub-section B.

In this analysis, instead of treating v. 12 as a single unit (which was labelled P in the first analysis), I am treating v. 12 as two separate units (Ki) and K(ii)). If we do this, sub-section B becomes thematically chiastic as shown in the diagram below:
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Notes:

1) M is straightforward—Mi) is a (very brief!) summary of Paul’s argument in A`.  Mii) is, again a very brief summary, of Paul’s argument in A—namely that the moral imperative for the believer stems from his identification with the work of Christ in dying and rising again. The fact that Mi) points “forwards) to A`, but Mii) points “back” to A is (i.e. there is an “inter-twining”) is another way in which Paul uses B to emphasise the inter-connectedness between the arguments advanced in  A and A`.

 2) L and L` are clearly similar—with sin in L) being negatively contrasted with God in L`)

 3) Ki) and Kii) are clearly linked since Ki) speaks of the reign of sin, and Kii) 
speaks of sin “lording it over”. 

 4) However, Kii) and K`ii) I think require some explaining! Kii) speaks of “not obeying sin in its lusts” and K`ii) of “not being under law but under grace”. The proposed chiastic structure, if correct is thus nudging us in the direction of linking these two ideas. Well, this is precisely the link for which Paul is arguing and defending in A`! Thus, Kii) and K`ii) are an “anticipation” of what is to come in the second major argument of ch. 6 i.e. the section labelled A`. In this respect, Kii) and K`ii) function in the same way as Q, Q` and q`` did when we were considering the first analysis of sub-section B namely they are “setting up” the discussion in A`.

 5) However, there is a further function of this second chiastic analysis of B (that is not shared by the first analysis of B), and that is that it is also anticipating topics that will be explored in Ch. 7. We note first of all that, according to this analysis, not obeying sin in Kii) is being linked to not being under law in K`ii) - Paul, (admittedly negatively) is linking sin and law here. In Ch. 7, Paul has a long argument explaining the fact that although sin and law are not identical, they nevertheless work together in a paradoxical way to produce the “wretched man of Romans 7”. Our chiastic structure hints at this “shocking” later development in Romans. It is also to be noted that, in this respect, Kii) and K`ii) link lust in Kii) with law in K`ii) - a key feature of Paul’s argument in Romans 7:7-25.

