Rom 11:19



- is the inferential use of the postpositive conjunction OUN, meaning “Therefore” with the second person singular future active indicative from the verb EIPON, meaning “to say, speak,” used “as a formula introducing an objection, as in: 1 Cor 15:35; Jam 2:18  with “to me” added Rom 9:19.”
  We should translated this “Therefore, you will object” to bring out the antagonistic and arrogant attitude of these Gentile believers who are ridiculing the unbelieving Jews.  To simply translate this literally as “will say” is too tame and loses the adversarial attitude of these arrogant believers.


The future tense is a predictive future, which indicates what will happen.


The active voice indicates that these arrogant Gentile believers will produce the action.


The indicative mood is declarative for a dogmatic statement of fact.  Paul knows exactly how self-righteous arrogance will respond to what he has just said.  Therefore, he cuts them off at the pass by saying exactly what they will think before they have time to say it.

“Therefore, you will object,”

- is the third person plural aorist passive indicative from the verb EKKLAW, which means “to separate something from something with force, break off of branches Rom 11:17, 19, 20.”


The aorist tense is a culminative aorist, which places a slight emphasis on the results of a completed action.  The completed action occurred on the day of Pentecost, when the Church Age began.  The result is that Jewish unbelievers of the Church Age were broken off from any blessing from God.


The passive voice indicates that the Jewish unbelievers of the Church Age (the branches) receive the action of being broken off from any blessing by association with Jewish believers of the Age of Israel or the Church Age.


The indicative mood is declarative for the reality of the Jewish unbeliever branches being broken off from God, when the Church Age began.

This is followed by the nominative subject from the masculine plural noun KLADOS, which means “the branches” and refers to the Jewish unbelievers at the beginning of the Church Age.

“‘The branches were broken off,”

- is the conjunction HINA, used to introduce a purpose clause and translated “in order that.”  Then we have the nominative subject from the first person singular personal pronoun EGW, meaning “I” and the first person singular aorist passive subjunctive from the verb EGKENTRIZW, which means “to be grafted in.”


The aorist tense is a constative aorist, which places stress on the fact of the occurrence and not the nature of what happened.


The passive voice indicates that the Gentile believers receive the action of being grafted into the plan of God in the Church Age.


The subjunctive mood is used with HINA in this case to express the purpose and answer the question, “Why did God cut off the branches?”  The use of the subjunctive does not imply any doubt on the part of the Gentile believers making this statement.

“in order that I might be grafted in.’”

Rom 11:19 corrected translation
“Therefore, you will object, ‘The branches were broken off, in order that I might be grafted in.’”
Explanation:
1.  “Therefore, you will object,”

a.  Paul infers what some of these arrogant Gentile believers in Rome are thinking to themselves based upon his previous statement.   Paul states their objection for them before they have a chance to poison the congregation with their insolence.


b.  Some believers will always object to what the pastor teaches or what the word of God says.  Arrogance always has something to say and cannot hold itself in.  It always wants the last word.  It always wants to make some smart, sarcastic, wise-ass remark.


c.  In this case these Gentile believers are trying to justify and defend their own arrogant attitude by this statement.  Self-justification always comes from arrogance and always attempts to defend itself verbally.


d.  Arrogant self-justification always objects to instruction, correction, and exhortation, when that correction steps on the arrogant person’s toes and makes them look bad.

2.  “‘The branches [Jewish unbelievers] were broken off,”

a.  This is the statement of arrogant self-justification made by Paul on behalf of the arrogant believers in the Roman church (and elsewhere) before they can defend themselves by saying the same thing.


b.  The branches in the analogy still refer to the Jewish unbelievers of the Church Age.


c.  The breaking off of the branches is God’s removal of divine support and protection to the Jewish unbelievers as they go under the fifth cycle of discipline and face the temporal judgment of God.


d.  The Jewish client nation was broken off from the divine plan for human history and God’s representatives on earth during the Church Age.  There would now be a new client or representative nation made up of primarily Gentile believers.


e.  So this part of the statement is certainly true.  This had happened historically and was a fact recognized by Paul and those he taught.

3.  “in order that I [Gentile believer] might be grafted in.’”

a.  Then these arrogant believers give their reason for why God did this.  They say that God’s purpose in setting aside the Jews as His representatives on earth was because of their gross negative volition and rejection of His love, and in order that the Gentiles might be put in their place.  The former is true, but not necessarily the latter.


b.  As Paul will state in the next verse, it is definitely a fact that God’s purpose in deposing the Jews as His representatives on earth was because of their gross negative volition and rejection of His love as manifest in the person and work of our Lord Jesus Christ.  But the Gentiles did not have to be grafted into the plan.


c.  God did not have to insert the Church Age into human history.  He could just as easily have given the Jews their forty years of grace warning, allowed the Romans to attack Jerusalem along with other powers from the west, east, and south (per the prophesies of the Armageddon War), and then delivered the nation with the second advent of Christ.


c.  The fact that the Church Age was inserted into human history is the grace of God.  The fact that Gentile believers get to play an important role in human history as a part of a new dispensation is the grace of God.  The fact that the Gentiles were grafted into God’s plan is the grace of God.  It was not dependent upon anything inherently meritorious on the part of the Gentiles.


d.  These arrogant Gentile believers are suggesting that God stopped human history in its tracks and began a new dispensation because of how wonderful they are, because they have believed in Christ.


e.  Their self-justification is that if it was not for the fact that God knew how much we would accept Christ as savior, He would not have gotten rid of the Jews and put us in their place.  This is a backhanded way of saying that God did this because of how wonderful they are in comparison to the Jewish unbelievers.  It makes you want to vomit.


f.  As Paul will state in the next verse, we should be standing before God in total humility on the basis of our non-meritorious faith in Christ, and not on the fact that we deserved to replace the Jews, as these arrogant believers imply.


g.  You might ask, “How do you know they were so arrogant?  Couldn’t this just be a statement of truth on their part?”  The answer is in the word EGW, meaning “I.”  The subject “I” is inherent in the verb The personal pronoun is redundant.  It is added for emphasis to indicate their total pre-occupation with self.  In English we would inflect the word ‘I’ with great emphasis as we stuck our noses in the air.  They could have said “we,” which would have been an entirely different attitude, but instead they were thinking “I” because of their selfish, self-centered, arrogant, pre-occupation with self, and resultant self-justification.  Another good indicator of their arrogance is Paul’s command in the next verse to “stop being conceited.”


h.  Notice that Paul doesn’t blast them for their arrogance, but subtly keeps on teaching them, in order to bring them back to a state of humility, recovery, and continued spiritual growth.


i.  Pointing out an arrogant person’s arrogance to them never changes them, it only hardens them.  Instead Paul continues to teach them and warn them.
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