“More than Meatsthe Eye” (1 Corinthians 8:1-13)

Washington State allows motorists to make a righit tvhen the traffic signal is red—if the way igat.
This gives drivers liberty and keeps traffic movidg some intersections, however, signs read, ‘IND t
on red.” These corners are exceptions becausetkgyotential danger spots. By turning on red atafn
these intersections, a motorist could cause awsegocident.

Similarly, in the Christian life we have been givgneat freedom, yet there are certain potentiagjdan
spots that can cause a serious accident betwetrets@nd sisters in Christ. In 1 Corinthians 8 haee

a dangerous intersection concerning meat offerédble’ Paul had perfect freedom to eat meat offered
to idols? He knew that there was only one true God andidleés were nothing. Eating meat offered to
them was neither right nor wrong. But not all bedies felt that way. A person who had a weak
conscience believed that the meat was defiled &ydibl, and therefore it was off limits. Paul renzgd
the need to take special care, lest by eating hddwofluence such a person to eat, thus violattiisg
conscience. Concern for weaker believers kept hiinm fexercising his liberty.

As Christians, we are free in Christ—free to engageocial practices and customs not specifically
forbidden by biblical commands. Yet, the Holy Spiniay prompt us to refrain from some legitimate
practices. Then the principle of love must takecpdence over the principle of liberty. A mature
Christian will heed the “no turn on red” sign taeefrom causing a weaker believer “to have a seriou
accident.® In 1 Cor 8:1-13, Paul will explain that we are paty responsible for ourselves but for one
another. To put a spin on the words of Cain, “Amy brother’s keeper?” (Gen 4:9), Paul will insist,
“You are your brother’'s keepéiYyou do have a responsibility to look out for ydarother’s welfare.
With this high calling in mind, Paul lays out twdnziples to guide us.

1. Recognize that love is more important than freemm (8:1-6). Whether Christians should eat meat
which had been offered to idols was a pressingtoures the church at Corinth. For Paul, howevke, t
more important question was how such issues weak @ih by the church. It had become a matter of
pride on both sides of the question, so Paul bagjitisat point.In 8:1-3, Paul rebukes the Corinthians’
pride and insists that love trumps knowledge. Hgirisehis argument with these wordsow

concerning things sacrificed to idolS,we know that we alf have knowledge” (8:1a).The phrase
“now concerning” clues us into the fact that Paubince again responding to issues raised by the
Corinthians in a previous letter. “We know that alehave knowledge” probably represents another
Corinthian slogan (cf. 7:£)Some in Corinth were justifying their position tigiming a certain
knowledge that idols were only things of human nfacture and did not represent any true reality)(8:4

In 8:1b, Paul grants the fact that believers cargiion this knowledge, but such knowledge canasil
lead to pride and arrogantePaul puts it like thistknowledge'* makes arrogant, but love edifies*
This is one of the most powerful one-liners abolti€ian community found anywhere in Paul’s letférs
Paul’s point is: Those Corinthians that are bogstitheir freedom to eat meat sacrificed to idoks
acting arrogantly, without demonstrating love aesbect for their brothers and sisters. Yet theaialof
Christianity should not be knowledge but love. Kiexnlge apart from love makes one pridéfuience,
we must always be cautious. A famous preacher tasgaly, “Some Christians grow; others just swell.”

Are you “puffed up*® in your knowledge? Do you look down on others wlba’t know as much as you
do? Paul tells you to recognize that “love edifidhe word translated “edifies” means “to build up.
Originally, the word was used of the formation afldings. However, Paul uses this word figuratively
throughout his letters to describe the developroé@tristian charactéf. The Christian life isn’t how
much you know, or how strong you are, or how mubhigtian liberty you possess, but how much you
love. You are your brother’s keeper



One of the dangers of being a Bible fellowshiphist twve may be strong in knowledge but weak in love.
Francis Schaeffer once said, “If we do not shoveltm/one another, the world has a right to question
whether Christianity is true.” Therefore, we musive to remain humble at all times and manifeselto
all that we come in contact witiou are your brother’s keeper

Paul continues his challenging words in 8:2Banyone supposes that he know$ anything, he has

not yet known as he ought to know.The grammar in this sentence assumes that thiprissgnt

problem in the church at CorinthThe force of the verb tenses in 8:2 suggestsappaase: “If a person
thinks that he has attained to some degree of ladiyel, he has not yet reached the stage when laas
knowledge at all in the real sense of the wdfd?aul is simply saying that if we think we are all
knowing, we can be confident that we are not.

In 1692, Harvard College adopted as its myttoitas Christo et Ecclesiae“Truth for Christ and the
Church.” Its crest showed three books, one facendoveymbolize the limitation of human knowledge.
But in recent decades that book has been turnedufato represent the unlimited capacity of the dwum
mind. And the motto has been changet¢oitas—Truth.” The pursuit of knowledge is praiseworthy,
yet learning can quickly lead to pride and a refftsacknowledge any limits on our mental abilities
When that happens, biblical truth is ignored cectd*

Our knowledge as finite human beings is neverfinake can always know more and achieve deeper
insights. Socrates once said, “Knowledge is proadl it knows so much; wisdom is humble that it ksow
no more.” The truly wise person clearly grasps hevy limited his knowledge and understanding is,
even in respect to the grey areas.

Paul adds a very unusual comment to &8t if anyone loves God, he is known by Him.”Again, the
grammar makes it clear that there are those im@oviho love God? Paul prioritizes love over
knowledge. Accumulating all the facts about God tree can will not result in the most realistic
knowledge of Him. One must also love Gddf a person loves God, then God knows him in dimiate
way and reveals Himself to him (2:10). Consequetlithg really more important that God knows ustha
that we know Hinf* When He knows us intimately, He will enable ugnow Him intimately?®

Logically, not only will God enable those who lodMém to know Him better, but He will also enable
those who love Him to understand other subjectseadls Paul said this to establish the priority ofé¢

over knowledge in determining our behavior in vasisituation$® You are your brother’s keeper

In 8:4-6, Paul resumes his discussion of knowleaftgr digressing briefly in 8:2 and 3 to comment on
the superiority of love over knowledge. In theseéhverses, Paul will staunchly argue against idiots
put forth a profound understanding of God. He wgtit€herefore concerning the eating of things
sacrificed to idols, we know that there is no sucthing as an idof’ in the world, and that there is no
God but one?® For even if there are so-called gods whether in heen or on earth, as indeed there
are many gods and many lords, yet for us there isub one God, the Father, from whom are all

things and we exist for Him; and one Lord, Jesus Qfist, by whom are all things, and we exist
through Him.” ?° The expressions “there is no such thing as an il “there is no God but one” (8:4)
are slogans the Corinthians apparently used tifyjubkeir behavior® Paul agrees with the slogans in
part, but corrects them to show how the Corinthlzage misused these ideas. He explains that even
though idols are fictitious gods, nevertheless pfeascribe worship to them (8:5). Yet, Paul rernitiae
Corinthians that there is only one God worthy ofstip—God the Father and the Lord Jesus Christ. The
way the Father and the Lord Jesus Christ are spokigether here is a clear indication of theydeft
Christ. Calling Jesus “Lord” is a way of affirmittjs deity and oneness with Yahweh (cf. Phil 2:31).
Hence, Paul is arguing that in the same way tleeGihdhead is one, we should seek to be one inciiye b
of Christ. This requires understanding that lovenage important than freedom, becayea are your
brother’s keeper



[The heart of Paul's argument, especially as #ted to Christian community, comes in 8:7-13. Even
though, at least in theory, all members of the @bian church understand that idols have no real
existence (8:1), many are unable to put this kndggeinto practice. Old links between idol food and
idols are impossible to forg&.

2. Limit your freedom for the sake of love(8:7-13).In this section, Paul will challenge us to look out
for our brothers and sisters because we love tmehinave their best spiritual interest at hear8: 18,
Paul writes,'However not all men have this knowledge; but someqeing accustometf to the idol

until now, eat food as if it were sacrificed to anidol; and their consciencé* being weak is defiled

But food will not commend us to God; we are neithethe worse if we do not eat, nor the better if we
do eat.” The weak Christians in Corinth felt it was a siretd meat sacrificed to idols. Because of their
upbringing, earlier habits, or former lifestyleettveak still believed that they were participatimgdol
worship by eating the meat. The Bible suggestssite in Corinth could not shake their pagts
believers in Jesus Christ, we must be sensitiveitespiritual brothers and sisters. We must leartefer
to them when it is appropriate. For, in the endatdifference does it really make whether we eatod?

However, Paul does have a word of warning in @88t take care that this liberty of yours does not
somehow become a stumbling block to the weakThe phrase “take carés a command that we must
continually obey. Christ's interest in the weakasther is greater than His interest in you exengsiour
freedom?® Paul acknowledges that we have “liberty” in Chi@ristian liberty is one of the central
truths of the New Testament (John 8:31-32, 36; 23Cb7; Gal 5:1). Yet, it is possible to use obelity
and become a “stumbling block” to the wéalA “stumbling block” is not an act that offends ergon; it
is an act that leads a fellow believer into whatinsfor him or her. A stumbling block is not juastything
that causes someone to be offended. It is notalditug block for a man to have long hair and a paihy
if the people who are offended by this are notahgtempted to have a ponytail themselves, and in s
doing violate their conscience. It cannot be a sling block when a woman is offended at a man’s
beard, unless she is tempted to grow a beard ashoirig so would violate her conscieriée.

Practically speaking, there are number of illugtrat that come to mind. | really enjoy Asian foyet,

over the course of my life, | have entered intdos Asian restaurants only to find idols. Now |
recognize that these idols are nothing; howewenuld not take a new Christian who had been sauéd o
of Buddhism or Hinduism to such a restaurant. Eirmce | was a little boy, | have enjoyed watching
boxing and marital arts. | have the freedom to tvélés, but other Christians may not. | need tdoveng
and respectful. If | sense this activity goes agfanfellow believer’s conscience, | should refriaom
talking about this subject in their preseriteshould also not invite them to participate iisthctivity

with me.l am mybrother’s keeper

Paul now illustrates his point in 8:1@or if someone sees you, who have knowledge, digiin an

idol’s temple, will not his conscience, if he is ved, be strengthene to eat things sacrificed to
idols?” The “knowledge” that Paul is referring to goes btaxB:1-4. Strong believers know that there is
only one God (8:4). Weak believers are influencgthieir past. Thus, strong believers are to adhlgly
toward other believers, even weak ones, superstitimes, legalistic ones, ascetic ones, or batsione

Let’s consider another scenario. Do | have thedabfreedom to stock my refrigerator witud Ligh®

The answer is “yes.” However, what would happemnybung man in our church was visiting at my home
and when | opened the fridge he saw a case of Bd?seeing my stash, he might think to himself,
“Well, if Pastor Keith drinks freely, then maybedn too.” Yet, what if this young man comes from a
family of alcoholics and has determined he dodsane the freedom to drink? My example could have a
disastrous effect on hiff.In the end, | choose to abstain from this biblfcaédom for the sake of others.

| ambrother’s keeper



In 8:11-12, Paul shares these disturbing wdtst through your knowledge he who is weak is
ruined, the brother for whose sake Christ died®> And so, by sinning against the brethren and
wounding their conscience when it is weak, you sagainst Christ.”** By partaking in an activity |
may have the freedom to enjoy, | can potentiallyrit my brother:> Paul does not mean ultimate
spiritual destruction, for he calls this man a ‘thir, for whose sake Christ dietf. The destruction for
the weak brother is that he reverts to his old pagays®’ The stress is on weakening the faith and
ruining the Christian life of the broth&pr stunting his Christian life and usefulness.|Rakes this
seriously and states that this is a sin againss@frYou are your brother's keeper

Paul concludes this chapter by using himself asxample. The point being: We need to remember that
there is something more important than our freettodo as we please. That something is the spiritual
development of other people. In 8:13, Paul writ€hgerefore, if food causes my brother to stumble, |
will never eat meat again, so that | will not causeny brother to stumble.”* What a Christlike

attitude! He exhorts us by example, “Don’t lookyatir freedom; look atheir need.” Our first concern
should not be to exercise our freedom to the limit,to care about the welfare of our brothers sisigrs

in Christ>* There is an emphasis on the term “brother,” winicturs four times in the last three verses.
You are your brother’s keeper

You say, “I thought so! | knew there was a catdtméw no pastor would tell me | can chew tobacab an
play slot machines if | want to. This Christiandd®m one hears so much about is just a bunch afswor
It's phony.” No, it's not just a bunch of words. Oftieedom in Christ is real. But like many possessi

in life, its greatest use comes when it is givemawVhat is the highest use you make of your incédihe
is not the paying of bills or the saving of somela investing of some. Rather, it is the givingof
portion of it to the Lord. And what is the highese a man can make of his freedom in Christ? It neay
to give a portion of it up for the sake of Christ.

You say, “If | have to give something up once | d&dty | might as well not have it in the first ptat Not
at all. Is the person who earns $25,000 and keegpisfor himself as well off as the person whoresar
$40,000 and gives $15,000 away? They both hav®$@%eft, but | would argue that the latter perison
infinitely more wealthy. You see, you can’t giversething away unless you've got it, and you can't
receive the blessing of giving unless you volutyairrender something that was really yours.

The Bible places the burden on the strong. Thésgiiot in exercise of your liberty, but in exeroigiyour
liberty at the expense of fellow believers. If stimdy else might be hurt spiritually, a strong Cieis
should give up the freedom to participate. The @éaglprinciple governing my choice in disputable
matters is love for a fellow believer who mightatisee with me on that isstre.

There are two extremes when it comes to nonesbsessiges. One extremelisense If the Bible does
not prohibit a practice then there is freedom umplace to participate. The other extremiegmlism A
judgmental certainty about these issues that desnaal abstinenc®.We must educate younger and
older believers in the body of Christ so that thag learn what true Christian liberty is. We musba
train believers to not cause other brothers andrsiso stumble.

Giving up my freedoms sounds like | live a borifoyjess life—I may never enjoy my liberties in Gltri
because somebody might be hurt. Paul's teachingressthat | defer to those who may be close iy or
those who may see my actions and be hurt by thidrdeferred to all Christians everywhere, | prolyab
would not even get out of bed in the morning! Oarg\doubtful issue there is a weak Christian
somewhere who believes my actions or ideas arelslhfs unlikely that they all attend my churchare
in my circle of acquaintances. My responsibilitgddove those nearby who disagree with me and to
respect the consciences of other Christians withravhcome in contact:



Freedom and discipline have come to be regardetuasally exclusive, when in fact freedom is noalht
the opposite, but the final reward of disciplingsito be bought with a high price, not merelyiroed....
The [professional] skater and [race] horse aretfvgeerform as they do only because they have been
subjected to countless hours of grueling workdtigprescribed, faithfully carried out. Men ared®

soar into space because they have willingly codfthemselves in a tiny capsule designed and praduce
by highly trained scientists and craftsmen, havéaueusly followed instructions, and submitted
themselves to rules which others defified.

Perhaps you are thinking, “Aren’t there some Clanigt who just sit on the sidelines taking potslabts
other Christians, trying to find some fault?” Ydsere are. In fact, | know some, even in this chutbo
you mean that | have to limit my liberty for legs like that?” No. Paul is talking about an actidgrich
might cause a weaker brotherstamble not just make a pharisaical Christfaown. If we governed our
entire lives by the frowns we receive from legadi€hristians, we'd be living in straightjacketsl@ed.

But distinguishing between the legalist and thekngather is sometimes very difficult. Discernmena

gift of the Holy Spirit, and only He can make knoimrany given case what an individual ought to do.
We desperately need, in the words of Heb 5:14héwe our senses trained to discern good and evil.”
God does not ask us to give up our liberty to éumlist. But if a weak brother is sincerely tryboggrow,

he deserves every sacrifice we might make.are our brother’s keeper

In July 2005, Pittsburgh Steelers quarterback Beetitisberger, was asked by ESPN reporter Andrea
Kremer to explain his decision to ride his mototeywithout a helmet. Roethlisberger response was, “
don’t wear a helmet because | don't have to. Itisthe law. If it was the law, I'd definitely hawae on
every time | rode. But it's not the law and | knbdon’t have to. You're just more free when youinat
there with no helmet on.”

Unfortunately, Roethlisberger was involved in d@&s motorcycle accident in June of 2006, less than
one year later. A 62-year-old woman failed to yialag Pittsburgh intersection and Roethlisberger wa
thrown into the windshield of her Chrysler Town @auntry. His bike was totaled, and emergency
surgeons spent over seven hours repairing a bijalsgra fractured skull, missing teeth, and sevetiaér
facial injuries.

After being released from the hospital, Roethligbeapologized to the fans, his family, and hisrtdar
risking his health (and life) unnecessarily. In o interview, he was no longer focused on taking
advantage of his individual freedom: “In the p&st fdays, I've gained a new perspective on lifettiy
grace of God, I'm fortunate to be alive.” He alslad that, if he ever does ride a motorcycle aghin,
will certainly be with a helmet?®

Roethlisberger, who happens to be a Christianthmadreedom to ride his motorcycle without a helmet
Yet, he endangered his life and potentially mameptives. What do | mean? Well if Ben Roethlislkezrg
the youngest quarterback to ever win a Super Bowsd't need to wear a helmet, why should 1? I'nesur
many people watched this interview on ESPN andidersd this freedom.

Spiritually speaking, beware of repeating this tgpenistake and leading a brother or sister into6ou
are your brother’s keeper
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Scripture Reference

1 Corinthians 8:1-13
Acts 15:28-29; 21:20-25
Matthew 18:5-6
Matthew 22:37-39

2 Timothy 1:5

1 John 4:11, 19-21
Deuteronomy 6:4-6

Study Questions

1.

When have | used my knowledge to build up my fellolristians (8:1)? What was the response? How have
sought to guard myself from pride and exemplify liy® Do | strive to balance my knowledge with
Christlike love?

Why is love for Christ and His people more impottédran knowledge (8:2-3)? Is Paul opposed to kndgd€
Why or why not? How can | have the best of bothlds(i.e., knowledge and love)?

Why is theology so important to Paul (8:4-6)? Sddbkology be important to me? If so, to what de@rdow
can | learn theology and directly apply it to nfe#

What non-essential issue has stirred up my emotiorg, to say it must be wrong for Christians (83)2
When and how did this issue develop as a convidtome? Can | describe a life experience that eduse
conflict on this issue?

Whose responsibility is it to give in (or defer)tte other when Christians disagree on a neusakia What sin
am | presently struggling with, that could “ruin’beother (8:11)? How can | learn to be more seresiid my
fellow Christians? How can a weaker Christian beeatnong in relation to a certain issue?



Notes

1 In the first century, thrifty church members saweshey by purchasing marked-down meat in the maS@ne
church people later discovered that the meat wakedalown because it had been used in the ritueshi of
pagan deities in the city. Now what? Reaction wdis. Some Christians refused to buy it. Others hagroblem
with the bargain meat.

Meat used in ritual worship was apparently divitleege ways: one part was burned on the altar; anoth
part was given to the pagan priest; and the thartlywas given to the one who brought it as an wffeand who
believed that the gods enjoyed the aroma of theibgmeat. Leftovers not used by the priest weea timnarked
down and sold at a substantial discount in thel lozaket where it could be purchased by the pedpie.one who
had brought the offering might also have servedréign to Christian friends at a dinner party.

The urgent questions were: Should Christians beyriarked-down meat? Should they serve it to gudste?
believers of the city of Corinth disagreed. Seenddtecks Free to Disagree: Moving Beyond the Arguments Over
Christian Liberty(Grand Rapids: Kregel, 1996), 46.

Garland notes, “In the Greek city of Corinth, redigwas present in all the different levels of sbéie. In
the ancient world, people did not compartmentalsér religious, economic, and social lives.” DadGarland 1
Corinthians Baker Exegetical Commentary on the New Testarf@rand Rapids: Baker, 2003), 349.

2 paul Van Gorder notes, “God’s judgment came upeeel, as recorded in Numbers 25, not only bectheseate
meat sacrificed to idols, but also because theyeimgdiged in idolatry. Even the twelve apostlesfhemdden the
eating of such meat (Acts 15). But fuller revelatgiven to Paul had brought a new liberty to hird emthose who
heard his teaching. They knew an idol had no sabstar being. Therefore, meat was not profanefféfed to an
idol, and, for the stronger brother, it remaineel @od’s pure gift.” See Paul R. Van GordEnge Church Stands
Corrected(Grand Rapids: Radio Bible Class, 1976), 68.

% This has been adapted and revised@undDaily Breadillustrations:
http://preceptaustin.org/1_corinthians_commentaBdgm

* John SailhameiIV Compact Bible Commentaf@rand Rapids: Zondervan, 1994), 535.

® The word translated “food sacrificed to idolgidolothuto$ appears to have been a Greek word coined in
Christian circles in the first century, precisebchuse of concern over the issue of how to haodie that had been
offered to idols. Verlyn D. Verbrugge, “1 Corinth& in theRevised Expositors Bible CommentéBrand Rapids:
Zondervan, forthcoming).

® Garland notes, “All Christians possess knowledbge not all Christians know as they are meant wwkn
Knowledge can be incomplete and/or misapplied.”iD&: Garlandl Corinthians Baker Exegetical Commentary
on the New Testament (Grand Rapids: Baker, 20@8., 3

" “Knowledge” (gnosi§ is the key word in this chapter—five of 10 ocemces of the word in the letter appear here
(see 1 Cor 8:1 (twice), 7, 10, 11; cf. 1:5; 12:83:21 8; 14:6).

8 See NET. The NIVootnote suggests (“We all possess knowledgeyassay”). This may also be (1) a quote
from the letter that the Corinthian church wrotd’tul or (2) a quote from Paul’s earlier preachirag the
Corinthian church had misunderstood.

° Verbrugge, “1 Corinthians.”

19 paul has already dealt with this issue at seals in this letter (see 1:29, 31; 3:21; 4:6, 18, 5:2, 6).

™ The amount of corrective instruction concerningtedge in this epistle makes clear that the Chiamt
Christians valued knowledge too highly. Fee ndfésje gnosis[‘knowledge’] consists not in the accumulation of
so much data, nor even in the correctness of dhetdogy, but in the fact that one has learnedtih love toward
all.” Gordon D. FeeThe First Epistle to the Corinthian¥he New International Commentary on the New
Testament (Grand Rapids: Eerdmans, 1987), 368.

12| like J.B. Phillips’ translation of 1 Cor 8:118Nhile knowledge may make a man look big or ace likknow-it-
all, love builds into people beautiful qualities@lfiristian character.”

13 Lyle D. Vander BroekBreaking Barriers: The Possibilities of Christiam@munity in a Lonely WorlfGrand
Rapids: Brazos, 2002), 91.

1 The stumbling block action is taken in a spiripoitle, arrogance, and selfish independence aldeliberate
flaunting of Christian liberty, at the expense tiiars. The stumbling block issue is as much a maeftthe
offender’s attitude as his actions.

5 Warren W. WiersbeBe WisgWheaton: Victor, 1988).

% The Greek verb “makes arroganph{siod literally means “to puff or blow up” and alwayasinegative
connotations. The verb also occurs in 1 Cor 4:6,1985:2; 13:4; cf. Col 2:8.

"E.g., 1 Cor 10:23; 14:3, 5, 12, 26; 2 Cor 10:819213:10; Rom 14:19; 15:2; Eph 4:12, 29; 1 THe44.




18 Thiselton writes, “The use of the perfect infinéti@egnokenaisignifies that the Corinthians, or some of them,
perceive themselves as having achieved a presgatadt'having come to know,’ i.e., having achiewedwledge.
By contrast the ingressive use of the aoeghnQ represents Paul’s correction: he or she hasetatgme to know.
The aorist infinitivegnonai which followskathos deias it is necessary, or as they ought), exparelsdhtrast.”
Anthony C. ThiseltonThe First Epistle to the Corinthians: A Commentanythe Greek TexXGrand Rapids:
Eerdmans, 2000).

9 The word “if” (ei) forms a first class conditional sentence whichssumed to be true from Paul’s perspective.
2 paul Ellingworth and Howard HattoA, Translator's Handbook on Paul’s First Letter teetCorinthiangNew
York: United Bible Societies, 1985), 160.

2L Our Daily Bread, “The Truth About Truth” (Grand ids: RBC Ministries, July 15, 2004):
http://www.rbc.org/odb/odb-07-15-04.shtml

2 This is another first-class condition in the Greekt (cf. 1 Cor 8:2).

Z Blomberg notes, “True Christian knowledge is iraple fromagapelove, which can be produced only by
God’s prior choice to love us (8:3).” Craig L. Blberg,1 Corinthians NIV Application Commentary (Grand
Rapids: Zondervan, 1994), 161.

24 Cf. 2 Tim 2:19. See also Leon MorriEhe First Epistle of Paul to the CorinthiariByndale New Testament
Commentaries (Grand Rapids: Eerdmans, [1958] 1922,

% Barrett makes this insightful comment “...If a mamés God, this is a sign that God has taken thiaivie.”
C.K. Barrett, A Commentary on the First Epistle to the Corintlsigdarper's New Testament Commentaries (New
York: Harper & Row, 1968), 190.

% Thomas L. Constabl&lotes on 1 Corinthian2005 edition:
http://www.soniclight.com/constable/notes/pdf/1atiians.pdf

% Exegetes and grammarians are divided over whetiten eidolorshould be construed as attributive (“no idol
[exists]”) or as predicative (“an idol is nothing).

%8 God regularly mocks “idols.” One of the best exésps Psalm 115:3-8: “But our God is in the heayeéte does
whatever He pleases. Their idols are silver and,gbe work of man’s hands. They have mouths, ey tannot
speak; they have eyes, but they cannot see; theydes, but they cannot hear; they have nosethéytannot
smell; they have hands, but they cannot feel; tiese feet, but they cannot walk; they cannot makeusd with
their throat. Those who make them will become th@m, everyone who trusts in them.” See also 2 €iB9; Isa
37:19; 41:29; Jer 2:11; Acts 14:15; Gal 4:8.

2 «The Father is the source and goal of all thingiereas the Son is the agent though whom all thiags come
from God and will return to God. Since Paul’s pairats the unity of the Godhead, there was no needrtgplicate
matters by referring to the Holy Spirit here.” Ctaide:Notes on 1 Corinthians

% The NET puts these slogans in quotes for the efatde reader.

31 Although Paul does not ugéeos(“God”) for Jesus in this context, he does us¥ itesus in Acts 20:28; Rom
9:5; and Titus 2:13; antiheostetugn Col 2:9. See Dr. Bob Utley, “1-2 Corinthians”:
http://www.freebiblecommentary.org/pdf/VOL06.pd02.

32 vander BroekBreaking Barriers 92.

33 A rare word in the NT, occurring only here, 11:46d in John 18:39. Wecks writes, “The word ‘acomstd’
highlights one of the key reasons for the heatdxieon neutral things such as buying and eatingededown
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