Romans 14:14
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- is the first person singular perfect active indicative from the verb OIDA, meaning “I know.”

The perfect tense is an intensive perfect, which conveys the idea of a present state resulting from a past action.


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 connective conjunction KAI, meaning “and” plus the first person singular perfect passive indicative from the verb PEITHW, which means “to attain certainty in reference to something, be convinced, certain; be convinced of something concerning someone Heb 6:9, ‘we are convinced of better things concerning you’; Lk 20:6, ‘for they are convinced that John was a prophet’; Rom 8:38, ‘For I am convinced that neither death, nor life…’ 2 Tim 1:5, 12; Rom 15:14, ‘I myself also am convinced that you yourselves are full of goodness’.”


The perfect tense is a consummative perfect or the perfect of completed action, in which the emphasis is on the past, completed action.


The passive voice indicates that Paul received the action of being convinced of something by someone else.


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

Then we have the preposition EN plus the instrumental of agency from the masculine singular noun KURIOS and IĒSOUS, meaning “by the Lord Jesus.”  The instrumental is used to express personal agency rather than impersonal means when the verb is in the middle or passive voice.
“I know and have been convinced by the Lord Jesus”
- is the epexegetical use of the conjunction HOTI, meaning “that” and indicating the content of what Paul knows and has been convinced.  This is followed by the nominative subject from the neuter singular negative adjective OUDEIS, meaning “nothing.”  Then we have the predicate nominative from the neuter singular adjective KOINOS, meaning “common” literally, but referring “specifically, of that which is ceremonially impure: Rev 21:27; impure Mk 7:2, 5; I have never eaten anything common or unclean, Acts 10:14; cf. vs. 28; 11:8; Heb 10:29.”
  The nominative subject and predicate nominative suggest the ellipsis of the verb EIMI = “[is].”  Then we have the preposition DIA plus the ablative of means from the third person neuter singular reflexive pronoun HEAUTOU, which means “by means of itself.”
“that nothing [is] unclean by means of itself,”
- is the first class conditional particle EI, meaning “if” with the negative MĒ, meaning “not,” which together mean “except.”  Then we have the dative of indirect object from the masculine singular articular present middle/passive deponent participle from the verb LOGIZOMAI, which means “to consider, regard, think, believe.”

The article is used as a relative pronoun and is translated “to the one who.”


The present tense is a customary present for what habitually occurs and is reasonably expected to occur.  There will always be someone who thinks that eating certain foods is bad.


The deponent middle/passive voice is middle/passive in form, but active in meaning—the person who thinks that certain foods should be taboo produces the action.


The participle is circumstantial.

This is followed by the accusative direct object from the neuter singular indefinite pronoun TIS, meaning “something.”  Then we have the accusative direct object from the neuter singular adjective KOINOS, meaning “common” in the sense of “impure, unclean.”  This is followed by the present active infinitive from the verb EIMI, meaning “to be.”


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


The active voice indicates that whatever food the immature or weak believer considers to be unclean produces the action of existing.


The infinitive is an infinitive of purpose and functions as a finite verb with the accusative indefinite pronoun TIS functioning as the subject of the infinitive in a Greek accusative-infinitive construction.
“except to the one who considers something to be unclean,”
- is the dative of indirect object from the masculine singular demonstrative pronoun EKEINOS, meaning “to that one.”  Finally, we have the predicate nominative from the neuter singular adjective KOINOS, meaning “impure, unclean, or common.”  The predicate nominative indicates an elliptical present active indicative from the verb EIMI, meaning “[it is].”
“to that one [it is] unclean.”
Rom 14:14 corrected translation
“I know and have been convinced by the Lord Jesus that nothing [is] unclean by means of itself except to the one who considers something to be unclean, to that one [it is] unclean.”
Explanation:
1.  “I know and have been convinced by the Lord Jesus”

a.  Paul continues with an example of how he thinks as a strong, mature believer in comparison to the weak, immature believer.

b.  Paul thinks the way he does based upon knowledge.  He has learned certain things in life and bases his opinions upon those things which he has learned and knows to be true.

c.  Many people in life believe things to be true, but they really don’t know if they are true or not.  They have never studied these things in depth.  They only know what they have heard someone else say, or have read it in a tabloid, and therefore believe it to be true.


d.  Paul didn’t take anyone’s word for anything.  He wanted to know for himself and know for certain that it was true.  This was especially important when it came to matters of the spiritual life.  He had spent the first third of his life learning the Mosaic Law and believing it to be true spiritually, when it was in fact not the spiritual life at all.  He had listened to what the other Jewish unbelievers, Pharisees, and Scribes had told him, but never investigated the person and work of Jesus Christ for himself.


e.  But when faced with the reality and truth of the resurrected Christ, he could do nothing except believe in Him.

f.  Therefore Paul studied about the life of Christ.  He learned from the Lord Himself as well as from other believers such as Peter and James the Lord’s half brother.  He learned much from Barnabas and John Mark.


g.  Putting all this information together Paul had become absolutely convinced and certain about certain things in life.

2.  “that nothing [is] unclean by means of itself;”

a.  One of the most important things that Paul learned from the example and teaching of our Lord is that nothing is unclean in, or of, or by means of itself.  Things are not inherently impure or unclean.  Things are just things.  They have no purity or impurity.

b.  Paul will make the direct application to foods in this passage.  No food is inherently impure or unclean.  It is not what goes into a man that makes him unclean.

c.  Mt 15:10-20, “After Jesus called the crowd to Him, He said to them, ‘Hear and understand.  It is not what enters into the mouth that defiles the man, but what proceeds out of the mouth, this defiles the man.’  Then the disciples came and said to Him, ‘Do You know that the Pharisees were offended when they heard this statement?’  But He answered and said, ‘Every plant which My heavenly Father did not plant shall be uprooted.  Let them alone; they are blind guides of the blind. And if a blind man guides a blind man, both will fall into a pit.’  Peter said to Him, ‘Explain the parable to us.’  Jesus said, ‘Are you still lacking in understanding also?  Do you not understand that everything that goes into the mouth passes into the stomach, and is eliminated?  But the things that proceed out of the mouth come from the heart, and those defile the man.  For out of the heart come evil thoughts, murders, adulteries, fornications, thefts, false witness, slanders.  These are the things which defile the man; but to eat with unwashed hands does not defile the man.’”


d.  But there is another meaning here that also applies.  No member of the human race is considered unclean by God in the sense that they are unworthy of salvation.  This is why Christ bore the sins of all mankind on the cross, 1 Jn 2:2.  This was also illustrated in the First Advent by:



(1)  Our Lord’s conversation with the Samaritan woman at the well, Jn 4:7-26.



(2)  Our Lord’s statement about the faith of the Roman Centurion, Mt 8:5-13.



(3)  Our Lord’s parable about the good Samaritan.


e.  The immature believer rejects certain people and groups of people as unworthy of salvation, while the mature believer desires that not any should perish.


f.  The immature believer rejects certain foods as unworthy to be eaten, while the mature believer considers anything from God as a grace gift and gives thanks for it and asks that it be sanctified (made holy) by Christ.

3.  “except to the one who considers something to be unclean,”

a.  Paul contrasts his thinking with the thinking of the immature, legalistic believer.

b.  The legalist considers certain foods as taboo.  They are forbidden as dirty, unclean, that is, unholy.

c.  This not only applies to food, but the legalist applied this to people, objects, territory (like Samaria), certain activities, certain words (the phrase, ‘Oh my God’), and many other things.


d.  Legalists make up taboos when their certain set of taboos does not satisfy their need for self-righteousness.  The purpose of creating taboos is to make you feel better about yourself through some false standard that does not exist with God.


e.  Not working on the Sabbath was blown so far out of proportion by the legalists of our Lord’s day that no one could do anything without being in danger of violating a human taboo.

f.  For the legalist making things unclean and taboo is a way of life.  It becomes a system of unrealistic thinking.  It is a system for feeding the arrogance of the sin nature.


g.  God says nothing is unclean.  The legalist says that certain things are unclean.  He has set his standards above and beyond the standards of God.  This begs the question, “Is the legalist attempting to make himself like the Most High God?”

4.  “to that one [it is] unclean.”

a.  The legalist makes things unclean in his own mind though they are not so in reality.  God and other people do not consider them unclean, but the legalist does.  He is the only one that does.

b.  But because he has made an issue out of something in life and related it to the standards of his conscience, he is now obligated because of his conscience not to violate the standard he has created.  He must keep his standard even though it is a false standard, so that he does not violate his own conscience.  Why?  Because when he violates his own conscience, he will begin to feel guilt for having done something wrong.  Guilt is a sin.  He will have gotten himself out of fellowship with God through sin—the sin of guilt.

c.  Therefore, the legalist must keep his own false, self-created standards, in order to keep himself from feeling guilty and sinning against God.


d.  The only solution for the legalist is to learn the truth and know what God really wants, so that he can be fully convinced in his own mind that what he is doing is holy, pure, clean, and the right thing in the eyes of God.  Then he can change the standards in his soul, and act without a guilty conscience.


e.  In the meantime, the strong, mature believer must not do anything to cause his weaker brother to stumble and fall over his own weak, legalistic standards.  That is the function of the royal family honor code and unconditional love for all.
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