GREEK TEXT - TRANSLATION - INTERLINEAR - DISCOURSE STRUCTURE

The First Epistle to the Corinthians, Chapter 8

[TIPOX KOPINOIOYX A" H'

Each verse opens with the running Greek, an English translation, and a discourse note
(its connective, relation, and role in the argument). Below follows the word-by-word
breakdown in six tiers: gloss, case (color), parsing, syntax, semantic force, and a | lexical
note.

CASE @ Nominative @ Genitive @ Dative @ Accusative @ Vocative @ Verb (nocase) @ Indeclinable

Discourse notes head each verse: relation - connective * clause-flow. Indentation marks prominence — flush-left = main line of argument; indented = supporting / subordinate

material.

Discourse structure of the chapter

A - 8:1-3 Knowledge versus love

Paul takes up the next reported question — food sacrificed to idols (1a) — and at once relativizes the Corinthians' boast of 'knowledge'": we all have
knowledge, but knowledge inflates while love builds up (1b); the one who presumes to know does not yet know as he ought (2); rather, the one
who loves God is the one truly known by him (3). Love, not gnosis, is the governing measure.

B - 8:4-6 The theological premise: one God, one Lord

Returning to the question of eating idol-food (4a), Paul grants the 'strong' their monotheistic axiom: an idol is nothing in the world, and there is no
God but one (4b); even granting so-called gods many in heaven and earth (5), yet for us there is one God the Father, from whom and for whom are
all things, and one Lord Jesus Christ, through whom are all things and we through him (6). The confession is true — but incomplete as a guide to
conduct.



C - 8:7-8 But not all have this knowledge

The axiom is not shared by all (7a): some, habituated to the idol until now, eat the food as genuinely idol-food, and their weak conscience is defiled
(7b). Food, however, does not commend us to God; we are neither worse for not eating nor better for eating (8). The thing itself is adiaphora —

which is precisely why it must yield to love.

D - 8:9-13 The danger of the stumbling block

Therefore the 'right' must not become a stumbling block to the weak (9): if a weak brother sees the man of knowledge reclining in an idol-temple,
his conscience will be 'built up' to eat against itself (10), and so by your knowledge the weak one is destroyed — the brother for whom Christ died
(11). Sinning thus against the brothers and wounding their weak conscience is sin against Christ (12). Hence Paul's own resolve: if food causes a
brother to fall, he will never eat meat again (13).

1 Ilept de twv eldwAoOVTWY, OldaEV OTL TTAVTES YVWOLV EXOMEV. 1] YVWOLIS GLOLOL, 1) O€ AYAT
olkodouEL
Now concerning things sacrificed to idols: we know that we all have knowledge. Knowledge puffs up, but love

builds up.

NEW TOPIC / RESPONSE ~ ITeQLd& Tlepi &¢ marks a fresh reply to the Corinthians' letter (as at 7:1, 7:25).
Paul cites their slogan (‘we all have knowledge') only to subordinate it instantly to a higher principle: love, not

knowledge, edifies.

[Teot O¢ TWV eldwA00VTWV

concerning now the things sacrificed to idols

preposition + genitive (reference) transitional conjunction (new topic) Genitive Genitive
&¢: here a discourse marker; ITept &¢ article object of Iept (topic)
signals Paul turning to the next item etdwAdButov: 'idol-sacrifice' (eidwAov +
from the Corinthians' inquiry. 00w), meat offered to a pagan deity,

then sold or eaten at temple feasts; a
coinage of Jewish/Christian polemic.



”~ ™ ™ - S

oidapev ott TAVTEG Yvwotv

we know that all knowledge

Perf Act Indic 1 P - 0ida conjunction (content of oiapev) Nominative Accusative

main verb subject (substantival adj.) direct object

— intensive perfect (present sense) nag: ‘'all’; the inclusive 'we all' frames yv@otg: 'knowledge'; the prized
o et i s e e

meaning); introduces shared common

ground — possibly echoing the but insufficient.

Corinthians' own claim.

EXopev 1) YVwolg ¢dvoot

we have the knowledge puffs up
Pres Act Indic 1 Pl * éxw Nominative Nominative Pres Act Indic 3 Sg * puotow
main verb (611 clause) article subject main verb (gnomic)
— stative present Yv®o1g: now subject of a gnomic maxim — gnomic present
éxw: 'have, hold'; states possession of a_n ZbZ:?Ct et S O e e @uotdw: 'inflate, puff up' (from @doa,
the knowledge as a settled fact. gent. 'bellows"); a favorite Corinthian rebuke-
word (4:6,18,19; 5:2; 13:4) —
knowledge swells the ego.
C o\ bl 4 bl =
1) O¢ AYAT oilkodouel
the but love builds up
Nominative adversative conjunction Nominative Pres Act Indic 3 Sg - oikoSopéw
article subject (contrastive) main verb (gnomic, antithetic)
ayann: self-giving love directed to the — gnomic present

other's good; the counter-principle that

governs the whole chapter (cf. ch. 13). oixodopéw: lit. 'build a house’

metaphor for strengthening the
community — the constructive
opposite of mere self-inflation.



2 el g dokel Eyvwréval T, oUTw €yvw kabwg del yvaval
If anyone supposes that he knows something, he does not yet know as he ought to know;

MAXIM / CORRECTIVE | asynpeton A conditional aphorism puncturing the pretension behind 'we all have
knowledge': true knowing is humble and incomplete (cf. 13:9,12). Asyndeton heightens the epigram.

b4 ~ pl /
cL TLG OoKel EYV(UKEV“[
if anyone supposes to have known
conjunction (first-class condition) Nominative Pres Act Indic 3 Sg + Sokéw Perf Act Inf + yviokw
subject (indefinite pronoun) main verb (protasis) complementary infinitive (of okei)
— customary present — intensive perfect (settled knowledge)
Sokéw: 'think, suppose, seem'; here of ywwokw: 'come to know'; the perfect
self-assessment — the mere appearance connotes a possessed, completed
of knowing, often mistaken. knowledge — exactly the presumption
being deflated.
R b4 \
TL OVTIW EYvw kaBwg
something not yet he has known as
Accusative negative adverb (time) Aor Act Indic 3 Sg * yIvooKkw comparative conjunction (manner)
object of éyvwkévar obrw: 'not yet'; concedes future main verb (apodosis)
possibility while denying present s TSETTE fe

attainment.
ywwokw: the bare aorist with olriw —

'he has not yet come to know'; real
knowing has not occurred.



oelL

it is necessary

Pres Act Indic 3 Sg - &€l
impersonal verb

— stative present

O€t: 'it is necessary, one ought'; sets the
standard of true knowing — measured
by obligation, not pretension.

el dé TIc dyarna tov Bedv, o0Tog €yvwoTtal O AVTOV.

but if anyone loves God, this one is known by him.

ANTITHETIC CORRECTION

Yvaval
to know

Aor Act Inf * yivwokw

complementary infinitive (of 5€i)

— constative aorist

ywvwokw: the infinitive completing Set
— the proper, love-shaped knowing one

is bound to attain.

el O€ The decisive reversal: what matters is not our knowing God but God's

knowing us, which is grounded in love, not gnosis. The passive é&yvwotat relocates the initiative to God.

b)

EL
if

conjunction (first-class condition)

O¢
but

adversative conjunction

TG
anyone

Nominative

subject (indefinite pronoun)

9 -
ayamna

loves

Pres Act Indic 3 Sg + dyandw
main verb (protasis)

— customary present

ayaraw: 'love'; the cognate verb of
ayamn (v.1) — love for God is the real
index of relationship to him.



”~ ™ -

TOV Oeov oUTOoG Eyvwortal

the God this one is known

Accusative Accusative Nominative Perf Pass Indic 3 Sg * yivwokw

article direct object subject (resumptive demonstrative) main verb (apodosis)
0g66: God; the proper object of love — — intensive perfect (abiding state)
contrasted with the t ('something’) one e (ae o o st e pafec

merely claims to know in v.2.
U passive — to be acknowledged/chosen

by God (cf. the Hebrew 'know' of
election, Gal 4:9).

Tt avTov
by him
preposition + genitive (agency) Genitive

genitive of agency (object of vro)

4 eot g Powoews 00V TV eDWA0OUTWY 0dapEV OTLOLDEV EDWAOV €V KOOH, Kal OTL OVDEIS
Oeog et ) elc.
Concerning, then, the eating of things sacrificed to idols: we know that an idol is nothing in the world, and

that there is no God but one.

RESUMPTION OF TOPIC A OUV o0v resumes the question of v.1 after the corrective digression, restating the
shared monotheistic premises Paul grants the 'strong' — the foundation he will both affirm (vv.5-6) and qualify

(vv.71T).



- -~ ™ ™

ITeol TG Bowoewg ovV

concerning the eating then
preposition + genitive (reference) Genitive Genitive inferential/resumptive conjunction
article object of Iepi oUv: 'therefore, then'; here resumptive

Bpmoig: 'eating, food'; the action-noun — picking up the thread after vv.2-3.

narrows the topic from idol-meat in
general to the act of consuming it.

~ = - ™ -~ - 7~

TWV edwWA00VTWV oidapev OTL
the things sacrificed to idols we know that
Genitive Genitive Perf Act Indic 1 PI - oiéa conjunction (content of oidapev)
article objective genitive (of Bpwoews) main verb
eidwAdOutov: the idol-meat (see v.1); — intensive perfect (present sense)

here the object eaten. - . L. .
oida: again 'we know' — introducing

the agreed dogmatic content (vv.4b).

) A\ b4 b 4

ovdev eldwAov ev KOOUW

nothing idol in world

Nominative Nominative preposition + dative (sphere) Dative

predicate nominative subject (verbless clause) dat. of sphere
008elg: 'no one, nothing'; here neuter — e{8wAov: 'image, idol' (from £idog, koopog: 'world’; the idol corresponds to
the idol has no real existence 'form'); in LXX/NT the false god's no reality in the created order.
corresponding to it. representation — and, the slogan says,

a mere nothing.

\ (%4 R \ \
Kal OtL ovodelg Oeog
and that no God
coordinating conjunction conjunction (second content clause) Nominative Nominative
attributive (negates 0edc) subject (verbless clause)
00delg: 'no one'; here adjectival — 'no 0e6¢: God; the Shema's monotheism
God.' (Deut 6:4) is the bedrock of the

argument.



el
except

conjunction (with un = 'except’)

\
not
negative (gi un = 'except’)
el pn: 'except, but'; the exceptive idiom
isolating the one true God.

€ig

one

Nominative

predicate (substantival numeral)

€ic: 'one’; the cardinal of the Shema —
'the LORD is one' — programmatic for
v.6.

5 Kkalyag eineQ eiotv Aeyopevol Dol eite €v ovpave elte €L yNG, womeQ elotv Oeol moAAot kat

KUQELOL TTOAAOL,

For even if there are so-called gods, whether in heaven or on earth — as indeed there are many gods and

many lords —

CONCESSIVE GROUND = KalLYaQ kai ydp introduces a concession that sets up the contrast of v.6: granting

the existence of many alleged deities and powers, Paul will nonetheless confess one God and one Lord. The

protasis hangs, completed by dAA' in v.6.

Kol
even
adverbial (with ydp)

YaQ
for

explanatory conjunction

kat yap: 'for even / for indeed'; grounds
the monotheistic claim by way of
concession.

elme
if indeed
conjunction (concessive condition)

einep: 'if indeed, even if'; the -mep
intensifies — granting the premise for
argument's sake.

eloiv

there are

Pres Act Indic 3 P - eipt
main verb (protasis)

— stative present

efpt: 'be, exist’; existence here in the
sense of being 'so-called.'



™ ™ ~

Agyopuevol Ocol elte v

so-called gods whether in

Pres Pass Ptc - Nom Pl Masc - Aéyw Nominative correlative conjunction preposition + dative (place)
attributive participle subject elte ... eite: 'whether ... or'; distributes

— present (general) 0edc: here plural of the pagan pantheon the alleged deities across the cosmos.

Aéyw (pass.): 'be called/named'; 'so- — ok ety e

called gods' — named such by others,
not real deities.

~ - - ™ - ~ ~

) -~ 4 b \ ~
ovoavw ELTE ETTL ‘YT]Q
heaven or on earth
Dative correlative conjunction preposition + genitive (place) Genitive
dat. of place object of ént (place)
oVpavog: 'heaven, sky'; the celestial yij: 'earth, land'; the terrestrial deities
deities (sun, stars, astral powers). and cultic powers.
14 bl \ \ \
WOTIEQ eloLv Oeol TMOoAAOL
as indeed there are gods many
comparative conjunction (confirmatory) Pres Act Indic 3 PI - eipt Nominative Nominative
(I)OT[SPZ 'jus[ as'; here confirms that such main verb subject attributive adjective
‘go.ds. and lords' do abound in the — stative present roAvg: 'many'; the polytheistic plurality
religious world. contrasted with the €i¢ of v.4.
Kol KUQLOoL TOAAOL
and lords many
coordinating conjunction Nominative Nominative
subject (coordinate) attributive adjective

kUptog: 'lord'; cultic lords' (e.g.
mystery-cult deities), anticipating the
one kUptog of v.6.



6 AAA' ULV €ig Oe0g O MaTE, €€ 0L T MAVTA KALTHELS €I aAUTOV, Kal €lg kvELog ITnoovg Xowotog, dt'

o0 T mAvTa Kat 1ueig dt' avTov.

yet for us there is one God, the Father, from whom are all things and we for him, and one Lord, Jesus Christ,

through whom are all things and we through him.

ADVERSATIVE CLIMAX = &AA' The strong adversative completes the concession of v.5 with the Christian

confession — a binitarian reshaping of the Shema (Deut 6:4): the one God is the Father (source and goal), the
one Lord is Jesus Christ (mediator), 'all things' and 'we' running through both. This is the chapter's theological

anchor.

) 1 C = T \
aAA T ULV elg O¢eog
yet for us one God
strong adversative conjunction Dative Nominative Nominative

AAAa: 'but, yet'; the decisive contrast —
over against the many, the Christian

dat. of possession/advantage (fronted)

predicate (numeral, verbless)

£iG: 'one'; the Shema's confession
applied to the Father.

subject

0e66: God; defined appositionally as 'the
Father.'

the

Nominative

article

TATT)O
Father
Nominative
apposition to Oedg

natnp: 'Father'; identifies the one God
specifically as the Father — source and
goal of all.

€&
from

preposition + genitive (source)

oV
whom

Genitive

relative pronoun (object of ¢€)
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T MAVTA Kal ] VETS

the all things and we
Nominative Nominative coordinating conjunction Nominative
article subject (verbless; 'are') subject (emphatic pronoun)

ndg: ta navta = 'the universe, all
things'; creation as a whole derives
from the Father.

~ - - - - - -

elg AVTOV Kal elg
for him and one
preposition + accusative (goal) Accusative coordinating conjunction Nominative
object of €ig (goal) predicate (numeral, verbless)
avtog: refers to the Father — believers £ig: 'one’; now of the Lord — xUpiog
exist 'for him' as their telos. from the Shema applied to Christ.
KUQELOG 'Incovg XgLotog ot
Lord Jesus Christ through
Nominative Nominative Nominative preposition + genitive (agency/means)
subject apposition to kUpiog apposition

kUprog: 'Lord’; the LXX name of YHWH
now confessed of Jesus — a remarkable
christological reading of the Shema.

~ = ™ = S

ov T TAVTQ Kol

whom the all things and

Genitive Nominative Nominative coordinating conjunction
relative pronoun (object of 614) article subject (verbless; ‘are')

nag: all things came to be 'through'
Christ — his mediatorial role in
creation (cf. Col 1:16; Jn 1:3).



el ot avTov
we through him
preposition + genitive (agency) Genitive
object of 61d (agency)

Nominative

subject (emphatic pronoun)
avtog: refers to Christ — our new
existence/redemption is mediated
through him.

7 AAA' UK év maowv 1) YVOoLG: tveg O¢ 1) ovvnOela £wg aQTL TOL eldWAOL W edWAOOVTOV

¢o0tlovowy, kat 1] ovveldnoilc avtwv doOevic odoa HoAvveTaL.

But this knowledge is not in everyone; rather some, through their habituation to the idol until now, eat the

food as actually sacrificed to an idol, and their conscience, being weak, is defiled.

QUALIFICATION / COUNTERPOINT = AAA' The pivot: the confession of v.6 is true, but not everyone holds it

experientially. For the 'weak,' long conditioned by paganism, the meat is still felt to be idol-food, and eating it

defiles a conscience not yet free. Knowledge alone cannot reach them.

~ = -

5

b} (] 2)

AAA OVK eV

but not in

strong adversative conjunction negative particle preposition + dative (sphere)

AdAAd: 'but’; turns from the shared
dogma to its uneven reception.

TAOLV

everyone
Dative
object of év (substantival adj.)

nag: 'all’; 'not in all' — the knowledge is
not universally internalized.



the

Nominative

article

™ ™

YVwaoig TIVEG

knowledge some
Nominative Nominative
subject (verbless; 'is') subject (indefinite pronoun)

yv@otg: the monotheistic insight of
vv.4-6 — possessed in theory but not

O¢
and

conjunction (continuative)

lived by all.

™ ovvnOeia £wG QaQTL

the by habituation until now

Dative Dative preposition/adverb (time) adverb (time)

article dat. ofmeans/cause dptli 'just now, at present'; gwc C"lp'[l =
ovvr0eta: 'custom, habituation' (olv + "until no‘w‘ _ Fh? conditioning persists
f100g); long-ingrained pagan habit still into their Christian present.
shapes their perception of the meat.

TOU eldwAov WG eldwAoOvtov

the of the idol as idol-sacrifice

Genitive Genitive comparative particle (manner) Accusative

article objective genitive (of ouvnOeiq) G: here 'as being' — they regard the object/predicate (‘as idol-food')
el8wAov: 'idol’; their accustomedness 'to food as genuinely idol-meat. i6wAd0utov: the idol-meat — for the
the idol' — i.e. to idol-worship and its weak it remains charged with cultic
food. meaning.

i 5 ’ 1 \ 1 ( ¢ 1 ’

e¢o0tovowv KXL n O'U\/ﬁlano'lg

they eat and the conscience

Pres Act Indic 3 PI - ¢66iw coordinating conjunction (result) Nominative Nominative

main verb article subject

— customary present

£€00iw: 'eat’; the disputed act, here done
with a divided conscience.

ovuveldnoig: 'conscience' (olv + oida,
'co-knowledge'); the inner moral
awareness that judges one's own act —
a key term in 8-10.



avTOV
their

Genitive

genitive of possession

bl \
ao0evng
weak
Nominative
predicate adj. (with otoa)
doBevr|g: 'weak, without strength'; the
'weak' conscience lacks the firmness

that knowledge would give — the
chapter's pastoral focus.

ovoa

being

Pres Act Ptc - Nom Sg Fem - €ipt
causal/concessive participle

— present (concurrent)

etpt: the participle gives the ground —
'because it is weak' — for the
defilement that follows.

HoAvvetau

is defiled

Pres Pass Indic 3 Sg - poAUvw
main verb

— present (resultative)

poAvUvw: 'stain, defile, soil'; the weak
conscience is contaminated by acting
against its own conviction.

8 Powpa d& NUAg oL magaoToeL T Oeq@: 0VUTE €av YT PAYWHEV VOTEQOVUEDR, 0UTE EAV PAYWHEV

TLEQLOOEVOUEV.

But food will not commend us to God; we are neither worse off if we do not eat, nor better off if we do eat.

CONCESSION (ADIAPHORA)

0¢ A balancing concession to the strong: in itself food is morally indifferent —

it neither advances nor diminishes our standing before God. The very neutrality of the matter, however,

becomes the basis for surrendering one's 'right' (v.9).

Powpa
food
Nominative
subject (fronted)

Bpdpa: 'food’; the concrete thing eaten
— here weighed for its (lack of)
spiritual value.

but

conjunction (mild contrast)

fuas

Accusative

direct object (fronted)

5

ov

not

negative particle
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MAQAOTI|OEL TQW Oew ovTte

1 )

will commend / present the to God neither
Fut Act Indic 3 Sg - napiotnpt Dative Dative correlative negative conjunction
main verb article dat. of relation (before God) oUte ... oUte: 'neither ... nor'; balances

— gnomic future Bedc: God; the standing in view is one's the two cases of eating and abstaining.

; " . acceptance before him, untouched by
napiotpt: 'present, bring near,

commend'; food does not 'present' us diet.
favorably before God — gnomic future
of a general truth.
QY U dbaywpev votegovueOa
if not we eat are we worse off
conjunction (third-class condition) negative particle Aor Act Subj 1 P1 - ¢06iw Pres Pass Indic 1 Pl - botepéw
verb (protasis) main verb (apodosis)
— constative aorist (subjunctive) — stative present
¢00iw: 'eat’ (suppletive aorist @ayeiv); votepew: lack, fall short, be worse off;
the case of abstaining. abstaining costs us nothing before God.
ovuTe Eav daywpev TMEQLOCEVOUEV
nor if we eat are we better off
correlative negative conjunction conjunction (third-class condition) Aor Act Subj 1 Pl - ¢06iw Pres Act Indic 1 P1 - nepioogbon
verb (protasis) main verb (apodosis)
— constative aorist (subjunctive) — stative present
| ¢00iw: the case of eating. neploogVw: 'abound, have surplus, be

better off’; eating gains us nothing —
the matter is truly indifferent.



Q PAémete de ) g 1) €€ovoia buwv adtn mEooKopUa YévnTat tolg aobevéowy.
But take care that this right of yours does not somehow become a stumbling block to the weak.

EXHORTATION (TURN TO APPLICATION) = O¢& The hinge from premise to pastoral demand: precisely because

food is indifferent, the 'right' to eat must be subordinated to the brother's welfare. BAénete issues the first

imperative of the section.

PAémeTe O¢ un WG

take care but lest somehow

Pres Act Impv 2 Pl - BAenw conjunction (transitional) negative (introduces caution clause) particle (indefinite)
main verb (imperative) 1) nwg: 'lest somehow'; the

apprehensive construction warning of a

— imperatival present (general precept) ble bad
possible bad outcome.

BAénw: 'see, look'; idiomatic 'watch out,
beware' when followed by pr) — a
vigilant warning.

C bl 4 < ~ </
M ggovoia UV avtn
the right / authority your this
Nominative Nominative Genitive Nominative
article subject genitive of possession demonstrative (attributive)

é€ovota: 'authority, freedom, right’; the
strong's legitimate liberty to eat — a
key word Paul will probe in ch. 9.



10

MQOOKOUUX
stumbling block
Nominative

predicate nominative (of yévnra)

nipookoppa: 'obstacle, occasion of
stumbling' (pog + komtw, 'strike
against'); what trips the weak into sin
(cf. Rom 14:13).

YévnTaun

become

Aor Mid Subj 3 Sg - ytvopat
verb (un-clause, subjunctive)
— ingressive aorist

yivopat: 'become’; the feared result —
the right turning into a snare.

TOILG
to the

Dative

article

ao0evéoLv

weak
Dative
dat. of disadvantage (substantival adj.)

aoBevng: 'weak'; the brothers whose
consciences are unsettled (v.7) — those
endangered by the strong's liberty.

€0V YAQ TIC 01 o€ TOV €XOVTA YVQOLV €V eldwAeiw katakelpevov, ovXLT) oLVEdNOIS avTOL

aocBevoug Ovtog oitkodounOroetat €ig T T eldwAOOLTA €00teLy;

For if someone sees you, the one who has knowledge, reclining at table in an idol's temple, will not his

conscience, since he is weak, be 'built up' so as to eat the things sacrificed to idols?

GROUND (SCENARIO) = Y&Q yap supplies the concrete danger behind v.9: the weak brother, seeing the

'knower' at a temple banquet, is emboldened against his own conviction. Paul ironically borrows
oikodopunOnoetat (‘built up') — the very edification of v.1 — to name a destructive 'building.’

conjunction (third-class condition)

explanatory conjunction

subject (indefinite pronoun)

)\ / v
Qv Y&Q TLG on)
if for someone sees
Nominative Aor Act Subj 3 Sg - 6paw

verb (protasis)
— constative aorist (subjunctive)

Opaw: 'see’ (suppletive aorist £i8ov); the
public visibility of the act is decisive.



”~ ™ - ™ S

o¢ TOV Exovia Yvwotv

you the (one) having knowledge
Accusative Accusative Pres Act Ptc - Acc Sg Masc * €xw Accusative
direct object article (substantizes ptc.) attributive participle (apposition to o€) object of éxovra
— present (general) yv@oig: the very 'knowledge' of v.1 —

. now seen to imperil others.
£xw: 'have'; 'the one who has P

knowledge' — the strong believer
addressed directly.

~ = ~ ™ - - 7~

bl bl 4 / b \
&V clOwAe Lw K(XT(XKE[HEVOV ovxlL
in an idol's temple reclining (at table) not
preposition + dative (place) Dative Pres Mid Ptc - Acc Sg Masc - katdkeipat interrogative negative (expects 'yes')
dat. of place complementary/circumstantial participle (of oUxi: emphatic 'not’; introduces a
eiSwAeiov: 'idol-temple’; the pagan i6n) question anticipating an affirmative
sanctuary whose dining rooms hosted — present (concurrent) QILSMVCE
cultic banquets — the most provocative ; . -
. katakewat: 'lie down, recline'; the
setting. . .
posture of dining at a banquet — i.e.
participating in the temple feast.
< 4 > ~ p] ~
T] vaslb‘r]olg XvTov 0&068\/01);
the conscience his weak
Nominative Nominative Genitive Genitive
article subject genitive of possession predicate adj. (in gen. absolute)
ovveidnotg: 'conscience' (see v.7); here aoBevng: 'weak’; the genitive-absolute
it is wrongly 'emboldened' against its gives the circumstance — 'since he is

own judgment. weak.'



”~ ™ - ™

évtog oikodounOnoeTal elg TO

being will be built up SO as the
Pres Act Ptc - Gen Sg Masc - &ipt Fut Pass Indic 3 Sg - oikoSopéw preposition + articular inf. (result/purpose) article (with infinitive)
genitive absolute (causal) main verb (apodosis)
— present (concurrent) — predictive future (ironic)
eipt: the participle of the genitive oikodopéw: 'build up'; sardonically —
absolute — 'he being weak.' an 'edification' that in fact emboldens to

ruin, inverting v.1.

~ = - ™ - ™

T eldwAobvuta €o0iev

the things sacrificed to idols to eat

Accusative Accusative Pres Act Inf - £€00iw

article object of é0bicwv articular infinitive (of result)
eidwAdOutov: the idol-meat (see v.1) — — customary present

what the emboldened conscience now P . .
¢00iw: 'eat’; the infinitive states the

consents to eat. o . .
outcome — eating against conscience.

11 amdéAAvTaL ya 0 aoOevav €v 1) 01) YVWOoEeL 0 adeAPog dt' Ov Xplotog amébavev.
For the weak person is destroyed by your knowledge — the brother for whom Christ died.

CONSEQUENCE (THE STAKES) yé(@ The grave outcome stated baldly: knowledge, severed from love,

destroys. The appositional 'the brother for whom Christ died' sets the weak one's eternal worth against the
trivial liberty being defended.



”~ ™ ™ - S

C

ATMOAAVTAL Yo 0 acOevav

is destroyed for the (one) weak one
Pres Mid/Pass Indic 3 Sg * anoAAvpt explanatory conjunction Nominative Pres Act Ptc - Nom Sg Masc * dofevéw
main verb (fronted) article (substantizes ptc.) substantival participle (subject)
— present (progressive/result) — present (general)
anoAAvpt: 'destroy, ruin, perish'; doBevew: 'be weak'; the participle
spiritual ruin — the antithesis of being names the endangered brother — 'the
'built up' (v.10). one who is weak.'
p) ~ ~ ’
&V ) (0} 7] ‘YV(A)O' €l
by the your knowledge
preposition + dative (means/cause) Dative Dative Dative
article possessive adjective dat. of means/cause
06¢: 'your' (sg.); pointedly individual — yv@otig: the boasted 'knowledge' (v.1) —
your private knowledge wreaks this now the very instrument of a brother's
ruin. destruction.

0 adeAdog ot oV

the brother for whom
Nominative Nominative preposition + accusative (cause/sake) Accusative
article apposition to 0 doBevv relative pronoun (object of 51d)

adeA@og: 'brother'; the family bond
makes the harm a betrayal of kin, not a
mere policy difference.



XgLotog
Christ
Nominative
subject (rel. clause)

Xptotog: the measure of the brother's
value — Christ's own death was for
him.

amédavev

died

Aor Act Indic 3 Sg - drnoOviokw
main verb (rel. clause)

— constative aorist

anovrokw: 'die’; the atoning death —
the gravest possible counterweight to a
meal.

0VTWG d& AUAQTAVOVTEG €lG TOUG AdeAPOVS KAl TUTITOVTES AVTWV TV OLVEWdN OV daoBevovoay &ig

XQLOTOV ApAQTAVETE.

And so, sinning against the brothers and wounding their weak conscience, you sin against Christ.

INFERENCE (THEOLOGICAL GRAVITY) & The argument's verdict: harming the weak brother is no minor

lapse but sin against Christ himself — for the brother is one with whom Christ has identified (v.11). The two

participles specify the offense; the main verb names its true object.

oUTWG
SO
adverb (manner, resumptive)

oVtwg: 'thus, in this way'; gathers up
the scenario of vv.10-11 into a general
verdict.

and

conjunction (inferential/continuative)

AUAQTAVOVTEG

sinning

Pres Act Ptc - Nom Pl Masc - apaptavw
circumstantial participle (means/temporal)
— present (concurrent)

apaptavw: 'sin, miss the mark'; the
deed is named sin, not mere
indiscretion.

LG
against

preposition + accusative (disadvantage)



”~ ™ ™ -~

TOUG adeAdovg KO TUOTITOVTEG

the brothers and wounding / striking

Accusative Accusative coordinating conjunction Pres Act Ptc - Nom Pl Masc * tOmtw

article object of ¢ig circumstantial participle (coordinate)
adeA@og: 'brother’; the offense is against — present (concurrent)

fellow members of Christ's family. , - L
tontw: 'strike, beat'; a violent metaphor

— to 'batter' the tender conscience of

the weak.
R ~ \ / bl ~
avTWV TV OULVELOT OV aogBevovoav
their the conscience being weak
Genitive Accusative Accusative Pres Act Ptc + Acc Sg Fem - doBevew
genitive of possession article object of TUmTovTES attributive participle (of ouveibnow)
ouveidnoig: 'conscience' (see v.7); the — present (state)

vulnerable faculty that the strong's R ) R
Y J doBeveéw: 'be weak'; the conscience

example assaults. . . .
precisely in its weakness is wounded.

elg Xgtotov AUAXQTAVETE
against Christ you sin
preposition + accusative (disadvantage) Accusative Pres Act Indic 2 Pl + apaptavw
object of ic (the true victim) main verb
Xprotdg: the climactic object — to sin — customary present

against his own is to sin against him

(cf. Mt 25:40; Acts 9:4). apapravw: 'sin'; repeated from the

participle to land the indictment —
against Christ himself.



13 O0meQ el Powpa oKavdAAILeL TOV adEADOV OV, 0V UT) GAYw KQER €I TOV awva, tva pr) TOv

adeAPOV pov okavdaAiow.

Therefore, if food causes my brother to stumble, I will never eat meat again, ever, so that I may not cause my

brother to stumble.

CONCLUSION (PERSONAL RESOLVE) = OtOmeQ The emphatic inferential Sidnep (for this very reason’) seals

the argument with Paul's own example: the apostle will forgo a lawful liberty permanently rather than imperil a
brother — the model of love-governed freedom developed in ch. 9.

/ bl ~ 7
OLOTIEQ el Powpa oxavOalAiCel
therefore if food causes to stumble
emphatic inferential conjunction conjunction (first-class condition) Nominative Pres Act Indic 3 Sg - okav&aAidw
Siomep: 'for this very reason' (516 + subject (protasis) main verb (protasis)
‘intensive ‘—nsp);.a strengther%ed Bpapa: 'food' (see v.8); the indifferent — customary present
therefore' drawing the practical thing, now weighed against a brother. L .
eoncisay okavoaAidw: 'cause to stumble, trap
(from oxavdalov, a trap's trigger); to
lead into sin or apostasy.
\ bl 4 b
TOV adeApov Hov oV
the brother my not
Accusative Accusative Genitive negative (with un = emphatic)
article direct object genitive of relationship

adeA@dg: 'brother'; the personal 'my
brother' makes the obligation intimate.



\
2]
never

negative (ov pf) = emphatic denial)

o0 pr): the strongest Greek negation —
'by no means, never'; with the aorist

subjunctive it categorically denies.

™

P

bayw

I will eat

Aor Act Subj 1 Sg - €60iw

main verb (apodosis; subjunctive of emphatic

denial)

— constative aorist (emphatic negation)

¢0Biw: 'eat’; with o0 pfy = 'Twill
absolutely not eat.'

=~

KQéx
meat

Accusative
direct object

Kkpéag: 'meat, flesh'; the plural kpéa of

butchered meat — Paul renounces it
altogether, not merely idol-meat.

eLg
for

preposition + accusative (time/extent)

TOV alwva va U
the age / ever so that not
Accusative Accusative conjunction (purpose) negative (in purpose clause)
article object of eig (extent of time)

aiwv: 'age’; €ig tov ai®va = 'forever, for

all time' — the renunciation is

unconditional in duration.
TOV adeAdpov Hov okavdailiow
the brother my I cause to stumble
Accusative Accusative Genitive Aor Act Subj 1 Sg - oxavdaAilw
article direct object (of okavSariow) genitive of relationship verb (purpose clause, subjunctive)

adeA@og: 'brother’; the goal of the
renunciation — sparing the brother.

— ingressive aorist

okavoaAidw: 'cause to stumble' (see
above); the very thing love refuses to
risk.

On the text. The Greek follows the standard critical text of 1 Corinthians 8, uniform in its
main wording across the modern editions (NA28, SBLGNT, THGNT) and itself an ancient,
public-domain text; NA28's distinctively copyrighted critical apparatus is not reproduced.
Verse punctuation, capitalization, and paragraphing are editorial and conventional. All thirteen

verses are present in the critical text; none is bracketed or omitted. At v.7 the better-attested

reading is tfj ovvnBeiq éwg dptt tod €idwAov ('by their habituation to the idol until now'),



printed here, against the Byzantine tfj ouveidnioet ('by their conscience'); at v.8 the order and
particles of the two clauses (oUte ... o0te) vary among witnesses but the sense is stable.

On the labels. Parsing gives Tense-Voice:-Mood-Person‘Number (+ Case:Number-Gender for
participles) and lemma. The syntactic-function and semantic-force tiers follow standard
intermediate-grammar categories (e.g. Wallace, Greek Grammar Beyond the Basics); both involve
interpretive judgment, and the majority reading has been chosen where opinions differ. Lexical
notes condense commonly cited data (etymology, sense range, synonym contrasts, NT
frequency, OT/LXX echoes) and are no substitute for a lexicon.

On the discourse tier. Discourse structure operates above the word, so it is shown at the
clause/verse level (the connective, the relation it signals, and the role of the clause) and
summarized in the chapter outline. Relation labels, any proposed chiasm, and the paragraph
divisions reflect a common reading of the argument; other discourse analyses segment and
label some relations differently.



