1 Timothy 1:7
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- is the nominative masculine plural present active participle from the verb THELW, which means “to will, want, or desire.”

The nominative masculine plural refers back to the subject of this sentence, those pastors in reversionism.


The present tense is a descriptive present for what is now going on.


The active voice indicates that these reversionistic pastors produce the action.


The participle is circumstantial and translated “desiring.”

This is followed by the present active infinitive from the verb EIMI, meaning “to be.”


The present tense is an aoristic present, which presents the action as a fact without reference to its beginning, progress, or result.


The active voice indicates that these reversionistic pastors produce the action of desiring to be something.


The infinitive is a complementary infinitive, used after verbs such as THELW to indicate the content of what is desired.
This is followed by the predicate nominative from the masculine plural noun NOMODIDASKALOS, which means “teachers of the Law.”
“desiring to be teachers of the Law,”
- is the negative adverb MĒ, meaning “not” with the appositional nominative masculine plural present active participle from the verb VOEW, which means “to grasp or comprehend something on the basis of careful thought, perceive, apprehend, understand, gain an insight into.”


The nominative masculine plural refers back to the subject of this sentence, those pastors in reversionism.


The present tense is a descriptive present for what is now going on.


The active voice indicates that these reversionistic pastors produce the action.


The participle is a causal participle, indicating the ground or reason or cause for the action of the main verb “they have turned.”  It is translated “since they do not understand.”

Then we have the negative coordinating conjunction MĒTE, which is used with itself in coordination with the previous negative MĒ, meaning “neither…nor” or “not…either…or.”  This is followed by the accusative direct object from the neuter plural relative pronoun HOS, meaning “that which or what.”  Then we have the third person plural present active indicative from the verb LEGW, which means “to say, speak,” and in this context because of the previous noun NOMODIDASKALOS, it refers to “teaching.”

The present tense is a pictorial present, in which Paul presents a picture to the mind of Timothy of what is now going on.

The active voice indicates that these reversionistic pastors produce the action of saying things about which they do not understand.


The indicative mood is declarative for a dogmatic statement of doctrine.
“since they do not understand either what they are saying”
- is the coordinating conjunction MĒTE, meaning “or” because of the previous coordination with the negative MĒ and the previous use of MĒTE.  This is followed by the preposition PERI plus the adverbial genitive of reference from the neuter plural interrogative pronoun TIS, used “as a substitute for the relative pronoun,”
 meaning “concerning things about which.”  Finally, we have the third person plural present deponent middle/passive indicative from the verb DIABEBAIOOMAI, which means “speak confidently, insist concerning or on something 1 Tim 1:7; Tit 3:8.”
  I am going to translate this “speak dogmatically.”

The present tense is a descriptive or pictorial present for what is now going on.


The deponent middle/passive voice is middle/passive in form but active in meaning, the reversionistic pastors producing the action.


The indicative mood is a declarative indicative for the reality of what is going on.
“or concerning things about which they speak dogmatically.”

1 Tim 1:7 corrected translation
“desiring to be teachers of the Law, since they do not understand either what they are saying or concerning things about which they speak dogmatically.”
Explanation:
1.  “desiring to be teachers of the Law,”


a.  The entire sentence reads: “From which [virtue-love] some [pastors], having deviated, have turned to empty teaching, desiring to be teachers of the Law, since they do not understand either what they are saying or concerning things about which they speak dogmatically.”

b.  These reversionistic pastors wanted more than anything else to be regarded as experts on the Mosaic Law.  They wanted to mix the dispensation of Israel with the dispensation of the Church.  This is the problem of Covenant Theology.  This heresy has continued from Paul’s day to the present, and will exist throughout the Church Age.

c.  These false teachers were not content with studying and teaching the importance and value of the mystery doctrines of the Church Age.  Instead they wanted to related all the Church Age doctrine to the Mosaic Law and make the spiritual life of the Church a reinforced Mosaic Law.


d.  Notice that Paul says that they desired to be teachers of the Law.  However, they never became teachers of the Law.  Why not?  They could not become teachers of that which they rejected.  What did they reject?  Grace, and substituted for it a system of works—keeping a combination of the commands of the Mosaic Law and the commands of Church Age doctrine (such as “Be filled with the Spirit”) as the spiritual life of the believer.


e.  The ardent desire to keep the Law produced a lack of grace orientation.  Not understanding grace, these teachers could then not teach grace.  They failed to teach grace because they never understood the importance of the love of God and the function of His love in grace toward all mankind.


f.  The Gentile pastors, who began to learn the Old Testament Scriptures, became so fascinated with them that they came to the point of ignoring the doctrines of the New Testament.  Their emphasis and focus was on the Mosaic Law rather than the spiritual life of the Church Age.

g.  These reversionistic pastors deviated from Church Age doctrines by trying to be experts in the Mosaic Law.  Because they did not understand the Law, their teaching was empty of anything worthwhile.


h.  The Mosaic Law is only fully understood in the light of the New Testament revelation of our Lord Jesus Christ.  By rejecting the doctrines of the New Testament, these false teachers could never adequately or correctly interpret and explain the Old Testament.  Therefore, their teaching was empty of content, useless, and void of value.

2.  “since they do not understand either what they are saying”

a.  Then Paul gives the reason for the emptiness of their teaching—they did not understand what they were talking about.

b.  We have many examples of the same thing in every generation of the Church Age.  Today we can see it with all the extraordinarily poor interpretations and teachings of Scripture in the mass medias of television and radio.

c.  Disgracefully, most pastor-teachers today do not understand what they are saying.  This is true for two reasons:



(1)  They do not know the original languages of Scripture, and therefore, must rely upon translations made by committees that are often terribly inaccurate and based upon preconceived theological bias, such as Covenant Theology.


(2)  They are too lazy to study, and therefore, must rely on humanistic or anthropocentric academic speculation and poorly thought out theology, which frequently misses the mark.  They rely on fascinating ‘feel-good’ stories to keep their congregations interested—a communication technique that has been taught for generations in seminaries classes on sermon preparation.  (Yes, seminaries teach classes to pastors on how to prepare sermons that incorporate lots of stories and illustrations to fill up the message with things to keep the congregation interested with the implication that the teaching of the word of God alone will not keep them interested.)

d.  A pastor-teacher only understands what they are teaching by a thorough understanding of the original languages, systematic theology, how to use the correct principles of hermeneutics, and interpreting the passages of Scripture from their own context, and then comparing the passage he is studying with parallel passages.

e.  Because these reversionistic pastors do not understand the Scriptures, theology, hermeneutics, etc., their content is empty of any value and they deviate into human viewpoint systems of thinking, which is the ‘doctrine of demons’.


f.  By teaching human viewpoint psychology, sociology, evolution, anthropology, and various other “scientific” systems, which they expound as dogmatic truth, the doctrines which Satan wants taught in place of the Bible are taught by these false teachers.

g.  Pastors turn to empty teaching when they reject the original languages of Scripture and teach the human viewpoint doctrines of Satan.

3.  “or concerning things about which they speak dogmatically.”

a.  These false teachers speak dogmatically and confidently about the “Big Bang Theory” and evolution, as if these things were absolute truth instead of human viewpoint academic speculation.

b.  They speak dogmatically about interpersonal relationships, forgiveness of others, and loving everyone, when they have absolutely no understanding of the unfailing love of God for them nor of the virtue and values taught in Church Age doctrine to produce unconditional love for others.

c.  They speak dogmatically about what Jesus thought, did, and meant, but have no understanding of who and what He is and all He has done for us.

d.  They speak dogmatically about what the Scripture means, yet reject the Scriptures as the fallible invention of redactors, copyists, and editors.


e.  They speak dogmatically about doing what is right, but have no idea what the Scriptures teach about the righteousness of God or the spiritual capacity righteousness expected of the believer.


f.  They speak dogmatically about honoring and glorifying God, but do not have a clue about the precisely correct procedure God demands that the royal family of God must have as a part of God’s protocol for the Church.


g.  They speak dogmatically about the importance of prayer, but do not understand its power, its significance, its importance, or its protocol.


h.  They pound the Bible as they tell us what it says, but they really have no idea what it says or means.  They only know what they would like it to say.  Therefore, they teach what they believe or want the Bible to say instead of what the Bible actually says, so that the blind is leading the blind and both fall into the ditch of the cosmic system.
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