Romans 3:7
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- is the adversative use of the postpositive conjunction DE, meaning “But, However” with the first class conditional participle EI, meaning “if and it’s true.”  Then we have the nominative subject from the feminine singular article and noun ALĒTHEIA, which means “the truth; truthfulness, uprightness, reliability; reality.”  Here it means truth and refers to the doctrines of the word of God.  With this we have the possessive genitive from the masculine singular article and noun THEOS, which means “of God.”
“But if the truth of God”

- is the preposition EN plus the instrumental of means (“by means of”) from the neuter singular article, first person singular personal pronoun EMOS, and noun PHEUSMA, which means “untruth, falsehood, lie; promotion of what is not true as being true.  When accompanied by the possessive pronouns    the noun always has the article, and the pronoun stands mostly between the article and the noun: Mt 18:20; Mk 8:38; Lk 9:26; Acts 26:5.”
  Then we have the third person singular aorist active indicative from the verb PERSSEUW, which in its intransitive use means “to cause to increase, to cause to abound; to be extremely rich or abundant, overflow: if by my falsehood the truthfulness of God has shown itself to be supremely great, to his glory.”


The aorist tense is a constative aorist, which gathers the entire refusal of all unbelievers in human history to accept the grace and love of God into a single whole and regards it as a fact without reference to its progress.


The active voice indicates that the unbeliever causes the action of the truthfulness of God to increase by means of his refusal to believe in Christ and accept the love of God.

The indicative mood is declarative for a hypothetical statement of fact.  This is assumed as a reality for the sake of argument to prove a point.

Then we have the preposition EIS plus the accusative of result from the feminine singular article and noun DOXA with the possessive genitive from the third person masculine singular intensive pronoun AUTOS, used as a personal pronoun, meaning “resulting in His glory.”
“by means of my promotion of what is untrue as true is caused to increase resulting in His glory,”

 - is the accusative of respect from the interrogative pronoun TIS, used in the neuter as an adverb, meaning “for what reason? why?”  With this we have the adverb of time ETI, meaning “still.”  This is followed by the crasis of KAI and the first person singular personal pronoun EGW, meaning “and I,” or “I also,” but is used here to introduce as an illustration of a supposed case from one’s life, and could be translated “I in particular or I for instance.”
  Then we have the conjunction HWS, used as an adverb of manner to introduce the characteristic quality of a person, thing, or action, etc., referred to in the context.  It is translated “as.”  Then we have the predicate nominative from the masculine singular adjective HAMARTWLOS, meaning “sinful.”  Finally, we have the first person singular present passive indicative from the verb KRINW, which means “to be judged.”

The present tense is a gnomic present for a state or condition that is taken for granted as a fact.  This can also be an aoristic present for a present fact without reference to its beginning, end, or progress.

The passive voice indicates that the unbeliever, who refuses to believe in the love of God, receives the action of being judged and condemned by the justice of God.


The indicative mood is an interrogative indicative, which is used in real and rhetorical questions to consult the judgment of another person.

“why, for instance, am I still judged as sinful?”
Rom 3:7 corrected translation
“But if the truth of God by means of my promotion of what is untrue as true is caused to increase resulting in His glory, why, for instance, am I still judged as sinful?”
Explanation:
1.  “But if the truth of God”

a.  Paul continues his rhetorical arguments in proof of the righteousness and justice of God with another rhetorical question.

b.  Again he uses a first class conditional clause to set up the premise for his question.

c.  The subject of his conditional clause is the truth of God.  This refers to several things.



(1)  It refers to the revealed word of God by which God reveals Himself to mankind.  God is always honest and truthful in the revelation of who and what He is to man.  Jesus Christ revealed himself to mankind in the Garden of Eden as God.  Satan did not reveal himself, but disguised himself by indwelling a serpent.



(2)  The truth of God refers to the truthfulness of God.  God is always truthful about Himself and His creatures.  He is always truthful about blessing and judgment.  He is always truthful about every subject He reveals and discusses with His creatures.


(3)  It refers to the uprightness of God.  God is always upright, forthright, honest, and above board in what He does.  He always reveals exactly what He wants, what He expects, and what will happen to His creatures depending on how they use their volition.

2.  “by means of my promotion of what is untrue as true is caused to increase resulting in His glory,”

a.  Paul’s main thought here is that the truth of God is caused to increase by the unbelief of the unbeliever.

b.  Man’s sinfulness, unbelief, and rejection of the love of God promotes what is untrue.

c.  The unbeliever thinks and says that he is not in need of the love of God, because he is really not that bad a person.


d.  The unbeliever rejects the love of God and stands on his own merits.


e.  This is the promotion of what is untrue as true.  He is agreeing with Satan and using Satan’s own argument and thinking to justify himself.


f.  Every time an unbeliever rejects the love of God and promotes what is untrue he or she is causing the truthfulness of the love of God to increase.


g.  Every rejection of the love of God by the unbeliever only demonstrates to a greater degree how great the love of God for His creatures really is.


h.  The more unbelievers that reject the love of God, the more God’s grace and love toward mankind was demonstrated on the cross.


i.  One of the results of this rejection of the truth is the greater glorification of God.



(1)  The unbeliever rejects the love of God by not believing in Christ.



(2)  The unbeliever has rejected the truth of God by not believing in Christ.



(3)  The unbeliever has promoted the lie of Satan that the creature has done nothing wrong by rejecting the love of God, because God gave him free will to do so.



(4)  Every time the unbeliever does these things, the truthfulness of God is established that God demonstrated His love for us on the cross in that while we were yet sinners Christ died spiritually as a substitute for us.



(5)  Every rejection of God’s love is more proof that God loves His creatures.


(6)  And every proof that God loves His creatures is more glorification of the character of God.


j.  So Paul takes this premise and asks the question, “If this is the case, then what have I as an unbeliever done wrong?  Why is God still judging and condemning me for causing the greatness of His truth to be magnified, increased and glorified?”

3.  “why, for instance, am I still judged as sinful?”

a.  This is the apodosis of Paul’s conditional question.

b.  Paul assumes the position of the unbeliever for the sake of argument to prove his point.  He looks at his relationship with God before he was saved and puts himself in that position hypothetically.

c.  He uses himself as an example in order to maintain the objectivity of his argument.


d.  If his rejection of God’s love (by failure to believe in Christ) glorifies God, why is he being judged and considered sinful by God?


e.  Isn’t he doing the thing God wants by glorifying God?


f.  Isn’t he really promoting the truthfulness of God by rejecting it and therefore causing it to increase in its truthfulness?


g.  The answer to all these rhetorical questions is “No!”  They all ignore the personal responsibility and accountability of each creature for his decisions and actions.  This is what Satan has always ignored and tries to get man to ignore.  The unbeliever agrees with Satan in this principle and does not really believe he is personally responsible for his rejection of the love of God.  And even if he is responsible, he still thinks he has done nothing wrong because God gave him the free will to do so.  And even if he is still considered wrong and sinful by God, why is God doing this since his rejection of the love of God only results in greater glory to the love and truthfulness of God?

h.  Therefore, Paul’s argument as an unbeliever is: why am I judged as sinful, when I have done nothing but really promote the glory of God?  This is an argument that Satan certainly used at his appeal trial, and is continuing to use through the thinking of the unbeliever during human history.
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