Romans 7:16



- is the transitional use of the postpositive conjunction DE, used to introduce background material into the context and translated “Now” (with no temporal idea intended).  With this we have the first class conditional particle EI, meaning “if and it’s true.”  Then we have the accusative direct object from the neuter singular relative pronoun HOS meaning “which.”  This is followed by the negative OU, meaning “not” and the first person singular present active indicative from the verb THELW, which means “I desire, wish, will, want.”


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


The active voice indicates that Paul produces the action of not wanting something.


The indicative mood is declarative for simple statement of fact.

Then we have the accusative direct object from the neuter singular demonstrative pronoun HOUTOS, meaning “this thing.”  This is followed by the first person singular present active indicative from the verb POIEW, which means “I keep on doing.”


The present tense is a progressive present for an action that keeps on happening in the present.  Paul is still looking at this as if he was an unbeliever in the past, but takes us back to his old life as if we were present with him watching what is going on at that time.  This also still has application to the present situation of any believer in the state of perpetual carnality and locked-in negative volition to the spiritual life.


The active voice indicates that Paul produces the action.


The indicative mood is declarative for a simple statement of fact.

“Now if I keep doing this thing which I do not desire [and I do],”
 - is the first person singular present active indicative from the verb SUMPHĒMI, which means “to give assent to a particular proposition - ‘I agree with, to assent to.’”


The present tense is an aoristic present for a present fact without reference to its progress.


The active voice indicates that Paul produces the action.


The indicative mood is declarative for a simple statement of fact.

This is followed by the instrumental of association from the masculine singular article and noun NOMOS, meaning “with the Law” and referring to the Mosaic Law.  Then we have the use of the conjunction HOTI to introduce a noun clause, also called a complement clause.  The conjunction has this function as a complement after verbs of speaking, perception, thinking, and emotion to form complement noun clauses.  It is translated “that.”  Finally, we have the predicate nominative from the masculine singular adjective KALOS, meaning “good, noble, or advantageous.”  Here it refers to being intrinsically and morally good.  This predicate nominative indicates the ellipsis of the verb EIMI, “[it is].”
“I agree with the Law that [it is] good.”
Rom 7:16 corrected translation
“Now if I keep doing this thing which I do not desire [and I do], I agree with the Law that [it is] good.”
Explanation:
1.  “Now if I keep doing this thing which I do not desire [and I do],”

a.  Paul digresses for a moment to give us some background information about what he has just said in the previous verse.  In the previous verse he stated that he kept on doing certain things that he did not want to do.  Now he picks up on that idea and makes it the premise of a conditional sentence.  So his premise is that he, in fact, kept on doing something that he did not desire to do.


c.  Since we know that a person does what they want to do, then how can this statement be true?



(1)  We do what we want to do.  That is the principle and it is true.



(2)  We also do what we do not want to do.  That is also a true principle stated here.



(3)  It would seem that both cannot be true, but they are.  The solution lies in who is in control of the soul.  We all actually have two personalities.




(a)  One personality is the personality controlled by our conscience, that is, our sense of right and wrong.  This personality is in control as long as we do what is demanded by our sense of right.  This includes everything a person does in obedience to the laws of divine establishment.




(b)  The other personality is the personality under the control of the sin nature.  This personality does things opposed to the personality under the control of the conscience.



(4)  The personality that dominates the behavior of the person is the personality to whom our volition gives permission to act.  When our volition says “no” to the sin nature, the first personality under the control of the conscience is manifest.  When our volition says “yes” to the sin nature, the second personality under the control of the sin nature is seen.


e.  Therefore, Paul is describing here his personality under the control of the conscience (which we might call ‘his establishment personality’).  Paul’s establishment personality does not want to sin, but his sin nature personality wants to sin and continues to motivate his establishment personality to do so.  Therefore, his sin nature personality keeps doing those things which his establishment personality does not want him to do.

2.  “I agree with the Law that [it is] [intrinsically and morally] good.”

a.  Paul’s establishment personality has learned the principles of right and wrong from the Law.  His establishment personality agrees with the Law concerning what is the right thing to do and what wrong things he should avoid.


b.  His sin nature personality will never agree with the Law that it is right, good, or noble.  His sin nature is at war with the Law and all for which it stands.  But his conscience is in full agreement with the norms and standards of the Mosaic Law that it is intrinsically and morally good.


c.  Paul’s proof to himself that the Mosaic Law is right, good, noble, and to his advantage to obey is the fact that he does not want to follow the temptations from the lust pattern of his sin nature.  Every time he does so he realizes again that the Law from God is absolutely correct in demanding that a person not do those things it forbids.  But this does not imply that he should keep on sinning to prove the correctness of the Law of God.


d.  This is a case of his conscience agreeing with (or bearing witness to) the word of God that it is absolute good, intrinsically correct, always right, and to our advantage to follow.  Paul realized that there was nothing wrong with the Mosaic Law, but everything wrong with himself.


e.  If Paul keeps sinning, he demonstrates that the Law is correct in forbidding that thing which he is doing wrong.
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