THE BOOK OF 1 CORINTHIANS




INTRODUCTION

The church in Corinth were dealing with some issues, some serious issues, from division, abusing their spiritual gifts,
to questioning the resurrection. When the apostle Paul heard about the mess they were in, it must have broken his

heart when he had to write them.

He had heard of the abuses and contentions that had arisen among them, first from Apollos, and then from a letter
they had written him on the subject, and also from some of the ‘household of Chloe,” and from Stephanas and his two

friends who had visited him.

Paul, therefore, wrote this letter, for the purpose of checking the factious spirit and correcting the erroneous opinions
that had sprung up among them, and fixing the many cases of abuse and disorderly practices that prevailed. If this

church were in existence today, I’m not sure many would want to be associated with it!

THE CITY OF CORINTH

The city of Corinth is located on an isthmus that connects southern Greece to the Peloponnese, Achaia, Acts 18:12.
The connecting isthmus is five miles across. Sailors, coming from Athens or Asia Minor, often stopped in Corinth
walking the five miles rather than sailing around the Cape of Malea.

Sailing around was, to some extent, a treacherous trip due to the strong Mediterranean winds. Because of the
geographic location of Corinth, it was perfect for trade and commerce. Ships, on their way westward, would stop

here. Quick population and economic growth were the results.

The city of Corinth was a city of great wealth. Wealth and population explosion gave way to an entertainment
industry. The Isthmian games were a main source of entertainment to the Corinthians. The games, similar in nature to
the Olympic games of neighbouring Olympia, occurred every other year. The apostle Paul referred to these games

in 1 Corinthians 9:24-27.

A city with economic success, a vast population, and world-renowned Olympic style games would naturally attract a

variety of religious movements. Most cities of this day were devoted to a particular god or goddess.

Ephesus was devoted to the goddess Diana. The principal deity worshipped in the city of Corinth was Venus, the

goddess of love and licentiousness.

Just to the south of the city was a giant rock formation rising 1800 feet above sea level known as the Acrocorinth. A
temple to Venus was erected on the northern side of this mountain. The temple employed one thousand female

prostitutes for the worship of Venus.

The morality of Corinth was infamous. Every sin and vice known to mankind could be found there. It was a city with

two seaports, one on either side of the narrow neck of land on which it was situated.

And because of this association with the sea and shipping and sailors, just like any major seaport today, it attracted a
certain kind of women who were prepared to accommodate the seamen, and others, of course, who arrived at Corinth

with money to spend after long periods at sea.

Drunkenness was commonplace so that whenever a Corinthian was represented on the stage or in the theatre, it was
as a drunkard. In fact, there was a well-known saying in those days which was used to describe a person living a wild,

reckless life. ‘He lives as they live in Corinth’.
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Barnes notes that many merchants lost everything they had in the city of Corinth ‘worshipping Venus’. A common
proverb of their day was: ‘It is not for everyone to go to Corinth.” The city of Corinth reminds us of our modern-day

Las Vegas, Nevada. It was the ‘sin city of their day.’

THE DATE

Paul says that he wrote from Ephesus, 1 Corinthians 16:5-8 / 1 Corinthians 16:19, which correspondents with his
third missionary journey. He wrote the letter several years after his initial departure from Corinth in the fall of AD
51/52.

It was written subsequent to Apollo’s stay at the city, Acts 18:25 / Acts 18:27 / 1 Corinthians 1:12, but after Timothy
and Erastus had been sent by Paul from Ephesus to Macedonia, Acts 19:22, and after Timothy had been sent to
Corinth, 1 Corinthians 4:17. The date was likely AD 55-56

THE AUTHOR

The author of the letter is the apostle Paul, 1 Corinthians 1:1 / 1 Corinthians 16:21. The letter to the Corinthian
brethren was an obvious response to two letters Paul had received during his three-year stay in Ephesus, Acts

20:31 /1 Corinthians 16:8-9.

Paul refers to a letter he had received from the ‘household of Chloe’ explaining the contentions among the brethren
there, 1 Corinthians 1:11. Again in 1 Corinthians 7:1, he alludes to a letter that had reached his hands that was written
by the church in Corinth.

These two letters outlined the sinful direction the Corinthian church was headed. Paul was well informed of the

problems that were occurring among the brethren in Corinth before writing this first epistle.

THE CHURCH

Paul’s previous time in Corinth afforded him first-hand knowledge of what the brethren were faced with in their
everyday affairs, Acts 18. The dissolute condition of immorality within the city of Corinth and false teachers brought
an evil influence that had far-reaching effects among the brethren.

The church in Corinth had come to be divided with many problems in regard to their following the authorized word

of God. Today we may refer to such a church as an open fellowship or liberal congregation.

The brethren were erroneously dividing themselves based on who had baptized them, 1 Corinthians 1:12-16/ 1
Corinthians 3:3-4 / 1 Corinthians 3:21 / 1 Corinthians 4:6.

Some Christians were guilty of tolerating sin in the church, 1 Corinthians 5:1ff, defrauding each other in human
courts, 1 Corinthians 6:12-20, committing fornication, 1 Corinthians 6:12-20, and not considering each other’s
personal conscience, 1 Corinthians 8-10.

Furthermore, Christian women had lost sight of their God-ordained place in public, 1 Corinthians 11:1-16 and among
God’s people in the church, 1 Corinthians 14:34-36. The Corinthians had perverted the Lord’s Supper by dividing up

into social classes, 1 Corinthians 11:17ff, and faction was running rampant, 1 Corinthians 11:18.
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The Corinthians were performing spiritual gifts for selfish reasons rather than for the profit of the whole church and
thereby causing schisms in the church, 1 Corinthians 12:14.
The assembly of saints had come to be chaotic, 1 Corinthians 14:26ff, and there were false teachers telling people that
there would be no resurrection of the dead, 1 Corinthians 15:12.
The apostle Paul could have easily given up on these brethren due to their multitude of problems, however, due to a

great love for their souls, he systematically deals with each sinful issue. We can do no less today when it comes to the
body of Christ.

Though a church may have a multitude of ‘issues’, we nonetheless have the responsibility to systematically deal with
each one. From the church at Corinth, because the church consists of human beings, no congregation is ever perfect!

‘Too many hypocrites in the church!” come inside! There is always room for one more.

OUTLINE

Division. 1 Corinthians 1-4
Immorality. One man was having an affair with his stepmother. 1 Corinthians 5
Litigation. They were taking each other to Court. 1 Corinthians 6
Problems about Christian marriage. 1 Corinthians 7
The eating of meat from Pagan temples. 1 Corinthians 8
Paul’s rights as an apostle. 1 Corinthians 9
Their abuse of Christian liberty. 1 Corinthians 10
Their abuse of the Lord’s Supper. 1 Corinthians 11
Spiritual Gifts. Their purpose and their proper use. 1 Corinthians 12-14
Doctrinal problems resurrection from the dead. 1 Corinthians 15
The collection and final words. 1 Corinthians 16

CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

“Paul, called to be an apostle of Christ Jesus by the will of God, and our brother Sosthenes.” 1 Corinthians 1:1

Paul’s apostleship was ‘through the will of God’, means he was ‘called’, so this wasn’t a career choice! He wasn’t
‘self-appointed’. In other words, it wasn’t a human appointment. ‘A chosen vessel’, Acts 9:15-16, ‘to make thee a
minister’. Acts 26:15-18 / Galatians 1:11-14, with authority, Luke 10:16.

DOES GOD ‘CALL’ TODAY? HOW?

As the Gospel calls people to be Christians, 2 Thessalonians 2:13ff, so Jesus called Paul to be an apostle. Jesus called

Paul to be an apostle so that he may preach the gospel message to Jew and Gentile, Acts 26:16-18 / Galatians 1:15-
16.
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Many had challenged Paul regarding his apostleship and for that reason, he was compelled to defend this fact on
many occasions, 1 Corinthians 9:1-2 / 2 Corinthians 11:4-5 / 2 Corinthians 12:11-13.
Robertson, in his commentary, says the folowing.

‘Paul knows that he is not one of the twelve apostles, but he is on par with them because, like them, he is chosen by
God.’

What is an apostle? Its the Greek word, ‘apostolos’ which is a ‘delegate, messenger, one sent forth with orders.” ‘A

messenger, ambassador, envoy’.

QUALIFICATIONS OF AN APOSTLE

1. Handpicked by Jesus, 1 Corinthians 1:1.
2. One who had accompanied Jesus during his days on the earth and had seen His resurrected body, Acts 1:21ff.
3. One who had received authority to reveal the will of God, Matthew 18:18 / Galatians 1:11{f.

4. Consider the fact that an ambassador is ‘the highest-ranking diplomatic representative appointed by one country or

government to represent it in another’.

Paul was an ‘ambassador,” 2 Corinthians 5:20, who represented Christ and his government to a lost and dying world.

Interestingly, the saint today is an ambassador for Christ, not an apostle, but those who represent and teach Christ in
this world, Matthew 28:18ff.

Sosthenes, was the chief ruler of the synagogue, Acts 18:17, on whom the Jews vented their anger before the Bema

when Gallio the Roman deputy, refused to listen to their complaint. Became a Christian and was with Paul in
Ephesus, from where the letter was sent.

The Corinthians would be very familiar with Sosthenes because this incident was fresh on their minds, approximately
four years had passed. Crispus is also described as a chief ruler, who had already accepted the Gospel. As had ‘many
Corinthians,” Acts 18:8.

“To the church of God in Corinth, to those sanctified in Christ Jesus and called to be his holy people, together with all
those everywhere who call on the name of our Lord Jesus Christ—their Lord and ours.” 1 Corinthians 1:2

Notice Paul describes the church as ‘the church of God’, not ‘St Paul’s’ or ‘St Peter’s’ or ‘St Andrew’s’. Several

scriptural names may be used to identify the Church.

Other names in he Bible are ‘church of Christ’ is one. ‘The Body of Christ’, and ‘The Bride of Christ’. ‘The Family
of God’. ‘The Kingdom of His dear Son’ ‘The church of the First-born” and there are others.

Bruce, in his commentary, says the following.

‘The Greek word has both a Gentile and a Jewish background. In its Gentile sense it denotes chiefly the citizen-
assembly of a Greek city... but it is its Jewish usage that underlies its use to denote the community of believers in
Jesus. In the Septuagint it is one of the words used to denote the people of Israel in their religious character as
Yahweh’s ‘assembly.”’

We should avoid using the name ‘church of Christ’ in a way that makes it a denomination. For example, a lady
described herself as ‘a Church of Christer’. Another lady said she was a member of ‘the Church of Christ Church’.
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The word church, in Greek is ‘ecclesia’ which means ‘an assembly of the citizens regularly summoned, to call an

assembly’. Individuals are ‘summoned’ or ‘called’ into the church by the Gospel message, 2 Thessalonians 2:13-14.

Collectively then, the saints are termed the church, an assembly of those who have been called out of darkness and
into the light of God, 1 Peter 2:9-10.
As ambassadors for Christ, the apostles preached the government of Jesus and those who wilfully submit to the terms

of admission into this new government or kingdom, church, are citizens thereof, Ephesians 2:19.

The word, ‘sanctified’ is equivalent to those of the church. To be sanctified is to be separate from things profane and

dedicate to God, to consecrate and so render inviolable.

Since only what is pure and without blemish can be devoted and offered to God, Leviticus 22:20 / Deuteronomy

15:21 / Deuteronomy 17:1, sanctified signifies to purify and to cleanse externally, to purify by expiation, free from
the guilt of sin, 1 Corinthians 6:11 / Ephesians 5:26 / Hebrews 10:10 / Hebrews 10:14 / Hebrews 10:29 / Hebrews
13:12, to purify internally by the reformation of soul.

When one is baptized into Christ he or she is sanctified, 1 Corinthians 6:11. Sins are forgiven Acts 2:38 / Acts 22:16.
This cleansing of sins is made possible through the blood of Jesus Christ, Matthew 1:21 / Matthew 26:28.

Sanctification is not a moral action, it is a state of being.

Since God is light and in Him is no darkness, 1 John 1:5, those who would be in fellowship with him must of

necessity be separated from all moral defilements, Isaiah 59:1 / 2 Corinthians 7:1.

This occurs at baptism, Acts 3:28 / Acts 22:16, and is maintained by humble, contrite hearts seeking forgiveness
when sin occurs, Psalms 51:1-17 / Isaiah 57:15 / Acts 8:22f/ 2 Corinthians 7:10-11.

The phrase, ‘in Christ Jesus’ simply means that our sanctification occurs because of Jesus, Hebrews 10:10-14. Those

sanctified are those who are ‘called to be saints.” Every true saint in the universal church has been called into this

relationship, fellowship with God, through the gospel, 2 Thessalonians 2:13-15.

The saint is sanctified and the sanctified are those who ‘call upon the name of our Lord Jesus Christ in every place,
their Lord and ours.” The phrase, ‘call upon’, is the Greek word ‘epikaleo’ which means to ‘invoke or appeal to’. ‘To

invoke, adore worship, the Lord, i.e. Christ’.

The saint is one who is sanctified by the blood of Jesus Christ through faith! Hebrews 13:12. This faith motivates one

to make appeals to God. Without such faith, one can in no way be pleasing to God, Hebrews 11:6.
The question that must be answered is, how can the Corinthians be viewed as sanctified saints of the church of God,

while being found in sin?

“Grace and peace to you from God our Father and the Lord Jesus Christ.” 1 Corinthians 1:3

When Paul writes to the congregations ‘Grace and Peace’. When he writes to Timothy, Titus and Philemon ‘Grace,
mercy and Peace’. Greetings reflect his feelings towards those to whom he is writing. Varying between affection and

severity.
Lenski, in his commentary, says the following.

‘Grace is always first, peace always second. This is due to the fact that grace is the source of peace. Without grace

there is and can be no peace, but when grace is ours, peace must of necessity follow.’

THANKSGIVING
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“I always thank my God for you because of his grace given you in Christ Jesus. For in him you have been enriched in
every way—with all kinds of speech and with all knowledge—God thus confirming our testimony about Christ
among you.” 1 Corinthians 1:4-6

Paul kept the Corinthian brethren in his daily prayers and was thankful for their obedient faith. The obedient had
received God’s ‘grace’, which is the forgiveness of sins through baptism leading to the hope of heaven, Ephesians
2:8 / Ephesians 1:5-7 / Acts 2:38.

The spiritual blessing of grace, the forgiveness of sins and the hope of salvation is ‘in Christ.” 1 Corinthians 1:4. Jesus

provided the opportunity for man’s salvation through the cross and therefore salvation is only through or in Him.

Because the Corinthians were recipients of God’s grace, they were enriched in Him, 2 Corinthians 8:9. Every saint

that receives forgiveness of sins is rich in God’s grace.
This rich state was because the Corinthians had a multitude of people who knew and understood the Scriptures and

ably taught them, 1 Corinthians 1:5.

Corinth’s problems did not revolve around a lack of understanding on anyone’s part as we shall look further into
later. The ‘testimony of Christ’, that is the Gospel, was firmly established in them by truth confirming miracles,1

Corinthians 1:6.

“Therefore you do not lack any spiritual gift as you eagerly wait for our Lord Jesus Christ to be revealed. He will also
keep you firm to the end so that you will be blameless on the day of our Lord Jesus Christ. God is faithful, who has
called you into fellowship with his Son, Jesus Christ our Lord.” 1 Corinthians 1:7-9

Paul says they didn’t lack any spiritual gift, 1 Corinthians 1:7. 1 Corinthians 12:1-8, reveals the multiplicity of

spiritual gifts that existed in the church at Corinth.

The brethren had all revelation available in a clear and concise form so that they had no excuse for a lack of
knowledge. The knowledge of the Gospel left the Corinthian Christians waiting, in hope, for the coming of Jesus, 1
Thessalonians 4:13-17.

The same word of God that reveals God’s gracious message of salvation, 1 Corinthians 1:7, shall establish or confirm

the Corinthians unto the end that they may be ‘blameless’ when Jesus comes to judge the world,1 Corinthians 1:8.

The word ‘blameless’ means ‘not accused, without reproach, void of offence.
The word, ‘coming’ or ‘revealed’ is the Greek word ‘Parousia’, and in Latin it is the word, ‘advent’. The word is very
familiar in New Testament times describing a Royal visit. The word means ‘the being beside’, and indicated the

presence of the Emperor.

Citizens of the Empire had good reason to be familiar with it because the visit was paid for by the taxes and the
contributions that were taken up, to defray the expenses. Nevertheless, a visit was the cause of great celebration.

Coins were struck, monuments were erected, sacrifices were offered and it was declared a ‘Holy’ day.

A list found that detailed the costs of a ‘coming’, mentioned a golden Crown was to be presented to the Emperor
when he arrived. Another papyrus, found among the wrappings around the mummified body of a crocodile, recorded

that a levy of corn had been imposed on a village, by its chief and elders, to offset the cost of the Coming.

The saint of God is justified, acquitted of sins, through the grace of God, Romans 5:1-11. The blood of Jesus is the
only thing that can make this possible, Matthew 26:28 / Hebrews 10:1{f.

Because any sin will separate man from God, Isaiah 59:1-2 / 1 John 1:5ff saints must continue to pray for the

cleansing of sins and maintain their fellowship with the father as Peter instructed Simon in Acts 8.

The word, ‘fellowship’, 1 Corinthians 1:9, is the Greek word ‘Koinonia’ and it means joint participation. It is used in

a marriage ceremony to indicate the sharing of the same interests. We are called into the ‘fellowship of Jesus Christ,’

therefore, we have the same interests.
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God will not disappoint anyone who, by faith, calls upon his name invoking forgiveness of past sins. The Gospel of

Jesus Christ called us into this glorious fellowship with God and His son Jesus.

The saints of God shall share eternal salvation. The only thing that breaks this fellowship between God and man, and
saint with a saint is sin, 1 John 1:5-10/ 1 John 3:4.

A CHURCH DIVIDED OVER LEADERS

“I appeal to you, brothers and sisters, in the name of our Lord Jesus Christ, that all of you agree with one another in
what you say and that there be no divisions among you, but that you be perfectly united in mind and thought. My
brothers and sisters, some from Chloe’s household have informed me that there are quarrels among you. What I mean
is this: One of you says, “I follow Paul”’; another, “I follow Apollos”; another, “I follow Cephas”; still another, “I
follow Christ.” 1 Corinthians 1:10-12

The word, ‘appeal’ 1 Corinthians 1:10, is the Greek word, ‘parakaleo’, and it means to ‘call on, invoke, to call to,

exhort, cheer, encourage’. The context of the verse indicates that instructions are the subject, Colossians 3:17.

Paul is calling upon the Corinthian brethren to do something in accordance with the will, authority or instructions, of

our Lord Jesus Christ.
The apostle is calling the Corinthians, according to the authority of God, is to to the folowing.

1. ‘Speak the same thing.” 1 Corinthians 1:10.

The Corinthian brethren held preachers and instructors of Christ in such high esteem that they considered themselves

‘of” such teachers, 1 Corinthians 1:12 / 1 Corinthians 3:4. Paul encourages the brethren to be of Christ and to walk by

His authority alone.

2. “That there be no divisions among you.’ 1 Corinthians 1:10.

Apparently, Judaism had made inroads in the body of Christ in Corinth as it had in other places, Acts 15. There
cannot be unity among brethren when those brethren differ in matters of the faith. The Corinthian brethren needed

instructions in the realm of adiaphorous, matters of indifference, 1 Corinthians 10 / Romans 14:1-6.

Matters of indifference were mere opinions regarding matters such as what one should eat. Matters such as these
should never divide brethren. The first of many problems experienced by the Corinthian brethren as exposed by Paul

was their lack of unity.

3. The Corinthians were, therefore, exhorted to ‘be perfected together in the same mind and in the same judgment.” 1
Corinthians 1:10.

To be ‘perfectly united’, is the Greek word, ‘katartizo’ and it means ‘to adjust or put in order again, restore, to put

nets to rights, mend them’. This phrase suggests that at one time the brethren were united, yet now are in a state of

division. The admonition is to repair their thinking and to be one in Christ.

The words, ‘same mind’, would indicate unity and is dependent upon the words of Jesus Christ. The words, ‘same
judgment’, again indicates a common stand in the authority of Jesus Christ. It is the words of Jesus that must unite
Christians, John 17:20-26.

Word got back to Paul by the household of Chloe, 1 Corinthians 1:11, not Chloe herself, the fact that there were

‘quarrels’ among the brethren in Corinth. Contentions means ‘strife, quarrel, debate, contention’.

Clarke, in his commentary, says the folowing, concerning Chloe.

“This was doubtless some very religious matron at Corinth, whose family were converted to the Lord; some of whom

were probably sent to the apostle to inform him of the dissensions which then prevailed in the Church at that place.’
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Remember that Paul is writing the Corinthians from Ephesus, A.D. 55-56. Apollos had already arrived in Corinth
from Ephesus and preached mightily, Acts 18:24-25 / Acts 18:28. We are not told whether Peter had ever preached in

Corinth, just as we are not told about Christ being in Corinth preaching, yet both influences were felt.

Here is a great example of how teachings can invade an area without the teacher present. These doctrines spread. The
matter here is not that Paul, Apollos, Peter and Jesus were preaching different doctrines, but that the Corinthians were

treating these Gospel preachers as philosophers and being more converted to the personality than the message.

They elevated preachers and this attitude was in line with the Greek way of thinking. They had developed little

cliques which are always devastating for any congregation.

“Is Christ divided? Was Paul crucified for you? Were you baptized in the name of Paul? I thank God that I did not
baptize any of you except Crispus and Gaius, so no one can say that you were baptized in my name. (Yes, I also
baptized the household of Stephanas; beyond that, I don’t remember if [ baptized anyone else.)” 1 Corinthians 1:13-
16

The three questions Paul asks are answered with a simply, no, 1 Corinthians 1:13. The body of Jesus was not divided

up on the cross and therefore the Corinthians were not to be divided spiritually. To lay claims to Christianity through

the name of any other than Christ is to greatly err. Our only glorying should be in Christ, Ephesians 3:21.

And so people are to be baptized in the name of Jesus Christ, not Paul, Acts 2:28, but into the name of the Father, Son
and Holy Spirit, Matthew 28:119-20, and no one else.

In 1 Corinthians 1:14-16, Paul said he only had baptised Crispus, Acts 18:8, and Gaius, Romans 16:23, and the
household of Stephanas. The household of Stephanas was of the first fruits of Achaia, 1 Corinthians 16:15.

If men were going to claim allegiance to preachers who baptised them Paul wanted no part of it, ‘I thank God that I

baptized none of you’.

The Corinthians were suffering from ‘preacher-itis.” The name of Paul or any other did not carry with it the

authoritative power to forgive sins as did the name of Jesus Christ.

Notice that Paul did not have a perfect knowledge of those whom he baptised, 1 Corinthians 1:16. The important

thing was his remembrance and knowledge of the teachings of Jesus as an apostle, John 14:26.

“For Christ did not send me to baptize, but to preach the gospel-—not with wisdom and eloquence, lest the cross of
Christ be emptied of its power.” 1 Corinthians 1:17

Though baptism is necessary for salvation it was not the purpose of Christ sending Paul. Jesus sent Paul to spread the
good tidings of salvation to all who would obtain faith through hearing, Romans 10:17.

Baptism would necessarily be included in that message, Matthew 28:19-20 / Mark 16:15-16 / Acts 2:38 / Acts 22:16.
This texts shows how highly Paul regarded water baptism.

It is God’s specified way for the believer to identify publicly with his or her Lord, Matthew 28:19-20 / Mark 16:15-
16/ Acts 8:16 / Acts 19:5 / Romans 6:3 / Galatians 3:27 / 1 Peter 3:21.

If Paul thought baptism wasn’t necessary why would he himself be baptised and why would he preach elsewhere?

People who come to this text to argue the baptism isn’t necessary for salvation have either already made their minds

up about this or they are not being sincere with the text.
Constable, in his commentary, says the folowing.

‘Paul deliberately did not baptize his converts so there would be no question as to whose disciples they were. This
was one way he kept Christ central in his ministry. Paul believed baptism was important, but it was valid whether he

or any other believer administered it. He was not superior to other believers in this respect.’
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The Gospel message would not be in the ‘wisdom of words’, such as grand philosophical arguments that were at the
heart of those in and around Achaia, Acts 17:16-34. Such words would include the manner of eloquence it was

delivered, 1 Corinthians 2:1.

If the Gospel message was treated as mere philosophy from the mouth of an eloquent speaker, its power would be

void in the hearts of those who heard it.

Remember it’s not the messenger but the message which is important. It’s the faith of the candidate for baptism
which is important not the faith of the one doing the baptism. The strength of the Gospel doesn’t lay on people with
authority.

CHRIST CRUCIFIED IS GOD’S POWER AND
WISDOM

“For the message of the cross is foolishness to those who are perishing, but to us who are being saved it is the power
of God. For it is written: “I will destroy the wisdom of the wise; the intelligence of the intelligent I will frustrate.” 1
Corinthians 1:18-19

Here we find the second problem identified. The Corinthians misunderstood the nature of the Gospel. Here is another
term for the Gospel, i.e., ‘the word of the cross.” The word, ‘perish,’ in Greek is ‘apollumi’, and it means to ‘destroy

utterly, kill, slay, waste’, Revelation 22:11.

Jesus divided humanity into two sections, i.e., those who love light and those who love darkness, John 3:18-19. The
point is each will continue in their interest. To those who are heading toward destruction, the Gospel message is
nothing more than a set of rules or a discipline of philosophy.

Yet those who claim faith in Jesus Christ understand that the Word of God is much more than a philosophy, it is ‘the
power of God’ to save, Romans 1:16.

To illustrate his point, Paul quotes from Isaiah 29:14. The wisdom of the wise was their own creation, what they
reasoned to be correct rather than what God revealed to be correct, Isaiah 29:13.

In this text, the Assyrian king, Sennacherib was besieging Jerusalem and rather than calling on help from Jehovah,
the supposed wise king made an alliance with Egypt. In this illustration, Isaiah 29, God destroyed the wisdom of the

wise as He shall do in every age where men set their ideas above His revelation.

“Where is the wise person? Where is the teacher of the law? Where is the philosopher of this age? Has not God made
foolish the wisdom of the world? For since in the wisdom of God the world through its wisdom did not know him,
God was pleased through the foolishness of what was preached to save those who believe.” 1 Corinthians 1:20-21

The wise may be the philosopher whose reasoning is of his own. The teacher of the law or scribe, is the word,

‘grammateus’, which means ‘a secretary, clerk, a writer, i.e., professionally scribe or secretary, town clerk’.

The disputer or philosopher, is the Greek word, ‘suzetetes’, which means ‘to search or examine together with another,

dispute with a person.’

How did God make foolish the wisdom of the world? The world seems to think it has the answers to creation, life and
human existence yet it is only theory. The Lord’s revelation reveals the beginning and end of man and therefore
proves his deity, Isaiah 46:9-10.

Man’s wisdom leads to a life void of hope. Paul is making a comparison between the Gospel of divine origin and

man’s immediate human reason.
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Many things of this earth have been figured out by human wisdom by such minds as Herodotus, Socrates, Aristotle,
Plato, Hippocrates, Pythagoras, Einstein, Freud, etc. The truths of the Gospel, however, come from Gospel
preaching, Romans 10:17.
Contrary to man’s ‘I think and therefore it is truth to me’ ideology, the Lord reveals truth through the foolishness of
preaching, Isaiah 55:8-9. Paul tells us that this preaching has as its source God, Galatians 1:11-12. Such divine

instructions are received by those who hear and learn, John 6:44-51.

“Jews demand signs and Greeks look for wisdom, but we preach Christ crucified: a stumbling block to Jews and
foolishness to Gentiles, but to those whom God has called, both Jews and Greeks, Christ the power of God and the
wisdom of God. For the foolishness of God is wiser than human wisdom, and the weakness of God is stronger than

human strength.” 1 Corinthians 1:22-25

Here we have a threefold consequence of Gospel preaching. Jesus performed many signs while with the Jews that
should have produced faith in them, John 20:30-31, however, they continued to ask for signs, 1 Corinthians

1:22 / Matthew 16:1. No sign was good enough for the unbelieving Jew. Jesus was a stumbling block to them.

What is a stumbling block? 1 Corinthians 1:23. It’s the Greek word ‘skandelon’, and it’s where we get our word

‘scandal’. It means ‘the movable stick or trigger of a trap, trap-stick, a trap, snare; any impediment placed in the way
and causing one to stumble or fall.’
Applied to Jesus Christ, whose person and career was so contrary to the expectations of the Jews concerning the

Messiah, that they rejected Him and by their obstinacy made a shipwreck of salvation.

The Jews couldn’t accept the message that the Christ, the Messiah who died on a cross, 1 Corinthians 1:23. The

Gentiles were more apt to consider words of philosophy than words of a crucified king.
The Gentile considered such preaching utterly foolish, 1 Corinthians 1:23. Why would a god want to die for mortals?

The cross went against all human reasoning, John 12:34 / Galatians 5:11.

Though Jesus made many Jews stumble in disbelief and many Gentiles cast out His doctrine counting it foolish, the

‘called’, 1 Corinthians 1:24 / 2 Thessalonians 2:13-14, recognize Jesus and the Gospel message of Him to be the

power of salvation, ‘Christ crucified’, 1 Corinthians 1:23 / Isaiah 55:8-9.

God has no foolishness nor is there any weakness with Him, 1 Corinthians 1:25. The phrase is a simple indicator

regarding the power and wisdom of God.

“Brothers and sisters, think of what you were when you were called. Not many of you were wise by human standards;
not many were influential; not many were of noble birth. But God chose the foolish things of the world to shame the
wise; God chose the weak things of the world to shame the strong. God chose the lowly things of this world and the
despised things—and the things that are not—to nullify the things that are, so that no one may boast before him. It is

because of him that you are in Christ Jesus, who has become for us wisdom from God—that is, our righteousness,
holiness and redemption. Therefore, as it is written: “Let the one who boasts boast in the Lord.” 1 Corinthians 1:26-
31

A call for every Christian to see clearly who they are and to put the glory of life in its proper place, with God, 1
Corinthians 1:26. Who is it that responds to the Gospel’s call among you brethren? Not many are ‘wise’ by the

world’s standards. Not many ‘influential” listen to the Gospel’s call, listen to the Gospel’s call, 1 Corinthians 1:26.

Not many “noble” obey the Gospel. 1 Corinthians 1:26. Why? Because they have in mind the things of the flesh

being satisfied in life with what they have and see no need for Jesus, Jeremiah 9:23-26.

Paul asks them to look at themselves, Crispus and Gaius were noble. Notice the text says ‘not many’, it doesn’t say

‘not any’. The Gospel is for everyone. It’s not who you are but what you are, a sinner in the need of the Gospel.

Those individuals who appear to be foolish because they have accepted by faith their justification and access into the
grace of God, Romans 5:1-2, are those whom God chose to put to shame the wisdom of the world, 1 Corinthians
1:27.
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Those who possess knowledge of Jesus Christ and cause the hard-hearted philosopher to stumble shame the wise of

the world. Godly conduct will do this! We are the conscience of the world.

Those who appear weak, base, and despised are the economically weak. These have no formal education, no
mansions, and no materials of the world that would cause the world to be interested in them. Though the supposed
weak seem helpless they are empowered with great joy and hope in this life and therefore bring to nought the noble
things of the world, 1 Corinthians 1:28.

The world despises the foolish, weak and base, however, God has exalted these by their acceptance of the Gospel

message. Since that which appears detestable to the world is truly exalted, God has effectively eliminated any

boasting on the part of the world.

God has offered His Son, provided the forgiveness of sins through Jesus, and delivered the Gospel message for that

salvation, 1 Corinthians 1:29-30. Those who are despised have their wisdom from above.

Paul has shown what the Christian’s calling is not, human creeds, traditions of men, science or Philosophy, 2

Timothy 1:3, and now explains what it is.

RIGHTEOUSNESS

The word righteousness means the state acceptable to God which becomes a sinner’s possession through that faith by
which he embraces the grace of God offered him in the expiatory death of Jesus Christ, 1 Corinthians 1:30.

SANCTIFICATION

The word sanctifications means purification, consecration, it is the effect of consecration, the sanctification of heart
and life, 1 Corinthians 1:30.

REDEMPTION

The word redemption means a release is affected by the payment of ransom, redemption, deliverance, and liberation

procured by the payment of a ransom, 1 Corinthians 1:30. The wages of sin is death, Romans 6:23. One who sins,

that is, violates divine law, is under a curse, Galatians 3:10. Jesus redeemed man by paying the awful cost of sin by

being crucified on the cross, Galatians 3:11-14. We are free from sin, John 8:32.

Since true wisdom and redemption is in Christ we ought only to glory in Him and no other, Jeremiah 9:23-24. The

call of the Gospel to those despised in the world results in salvation by faith. This message is simple and easily

understood, 2 Corinthians 11:3.

If you want to boast, boast about Christ, 1 Corinthians 1:31, which is a quote from Jeremiah 9:23-24. Spurgeon after

preaching one time had a man come up to him and say, ‘Mr Spurgeon that’s the finest sermon on that topic which has

ever been preached in this place’, to which Spurgeon replied, ‘I know, the devil told me that just as I had finished’.



SUMMARY

Paul begins this epistle reminding the Corinthians of their sanctification in the Lord. They enjoyed fellowship in the

Lord only through their “blameless’ state, 1 Corinthians 1:8.

Secondly, Paul calls upon the Corinthian brethren to put away divisions that exist among them so that they may
maintain their state of sanctification. The household of Chloe had written Paul a letter outlining the current problems
at the church in Corinth, 1 Corinthians 1:11.

The first problem identified was that of elevating one Gospel preacher above another. Such activity indicated a

misunderstanding of the Gospel message.

Paul clears this up by identifying such behaviour as worldly thinking. The world sees only the here and now whereas
the saint of God sees with eyes of wisdom into eternity. Therefore, the things of God are despised among those who

are rich, strong and filled with the world’s wisdom.

Though despised, the perceived weak and ignorant of the world who have accepted the Gospel’s call is the truly wise
ones. The Gospel provides redemption, sanctification and fellowship with God. The wisdom of the world provides

only temporal pleasures.

Where then should glory be placed? Should we glory in those things that will only last through this life or shall we
glory in those things that go on into eternity?

Paul answers the question, ‘Let the one who boasts boast in the Lord’, 1 Corinthians 1:31.

CHAPTER 2

INTRODUCTION

“And so it was with me, brothers and sisters. When I came to you, I did not come with eloquence or human wisdom
as [ proclaimed to you the testimony about God. For I resolved to know nothing while I was with you except Jesus
Christ and him crucified. I came to you in weakness with great fear and trembling. My message and my preaching

were not with wise and persuasive words, but with a demonstration of the Spirit’s power, so that your faith might not
rest on human wisdom, but on God’s power.” 1 Corinthians 2:1-5

Paul reminds the Corinthian Christians of the source of the Gospel. Paul first came to Corinth in 51 AD, Acts 18:1-
17. As Paul communicated with the Corinthians regarding the Gospel message it was not performed with any grand
oratory skills, excellence of speech, and neither was it filled with the wisdom of this world, 1 Corinthians 2:1.

He’s obviously learned from his mistake in Athens, Acts 17:22-31. That which Paul preached was the testimony of
God, that is, divine revelation, which is wisdom defined.

Paul’s only interest while in Corinth was to preach Jesus crucified, 1 Corinthians 2:2. While others spend their time
learning various religious practices and philosophies of men Paul focused on God’s divine revelation. The cross of
Christ is again emphasized as the central theme of the Gospel, 1 Corinthians 1:18.

Though Paul knew not how the Corinthians would receive the message of the Gospel, he preached, with fear,
weakness and trembling, 1 Corinthians 2:3 / Acts 18:9-10. As our voice today quivers with heart-thumping trembling,

we preach to others hoping they will be receptive.
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Morgan, in his commentary, says the following.

‘So great was his sense of weakness and fear, and so profound his lack of trust in himself that he quaked, he trembled.

Those are the secrets of strength in all preaching.’

That which separated the message Paul proclaimed from the philosophers of his day was the matter of confirmation.
The philosophers persuaded men with swelling oratory and appeals to human wisdom. The apostle Paul persuaded
the Corinthians with miraculous manifestations of the Spirit, 1 Corinthians 2:4-5.

The purpose of such work was to confirm faith in the Corinthians, Mark 16:17-20 / Hebrews 2:3. The Corinthians had
apparently slipped back into their old ways of hearing the tones and talents of speakers rather than looking to the

confirming miracles that accompanied the apostles in their preaching.

GOD’S WISDOM REVEALED BY THE SPIRIT

“We do, however, speak a message of wisdom among the mature, but not the wisdom of this age or of the rulers of
this age, who are coming to nothing. No, we declare God’s wisdom, a mystery that has been hidden and that God
destined for our glory before time began. None of the rulers of this age understood it, for if they had, they would not
have crucified the Lord of glory.” 1 Corinthians 2:6-8

God’s wisdom is identified, revealed, and understood. This wisdom was spoken by the apostles and

prophets, Ephesians 3:1-5. This Gospel is for those who are ‘mature’, it’s the Greek word, ‘teleios’, which means,
‘the perfect, i.e. the more intelligent, ready to apprehend divine things’, 1 Corinthians 2:6 / Ephesians 4:13 / 1
Corinthians 14:20 / Philippians 3:15.

The despised of this earth are viewed by God as perfect and therefore enjoy fellowship with Him, 1 Corinthians

2:6 / 1 Corinthians 1:19 / 1 John 1:5ff. This perfection is made possible by the grace of God, Ephesians 2:8 / Hebrews
10:1-18. God’s view of His redeemed is ‘mature’ man’s view of the redeemed is depicted in the words ‘despised,
weak and foolish,” 1 Corinthians 1:27-31.

The word ‘mystery,” 1 Corinthians 2:7, is ‘musterion’ in Greek and it means the secret counsels which govern God in
dealing with the righteous, which are hidden from ungodly and wicked men but plain to the godly.

In the New Testament God’s plan of providing salvation for men through Christ, which was once hidden but now is
revealed, 1 Corinthians 2:7 / Romans 16:25. At a point in the past, God’s wisdom remained ‘hidden’, but is now
revealed for all to know, Ephesians 3:11f/ 1 Peter 1:20.

God ‘destined for our glory before time began,” 1 Corinthians 2:7, means this Gospel message for our glory.
Foreordained, is the Greek word, ‘proorizo’, and it means to determine beforehand.

Though God had predetermined to reveal a saving Gospel message to man, it was delivered over a long period of
time in bits and pieces. It could not be fully understood until completely revealed, 1 Peter 1:10-12. The revealed
message has the power to bring us glory with God.

Jesus is indeed the ‘Lord of glory’, 1 Corinthians 2:8. This statement assumes the deity of Jesus. The rulers of this
world had no knowledge of Jesus and proved this to be the case by killing Him on the cross. Once again, this verse

shows that the wisdom of man is opposite to that of the wisdom of God.

“However, as it is written: “What no eye has seen, what no ear has heard, and what no human mind has conceived”
—the things God has prepared for those who love him—these are the things God has revealed to us by his Spirit. The
Spirit searches all things, even the deep things of God. For who knows a person’s thoughts except their own spirit
within them? In the same way no one knows the thoughts of God except the Spirit of God. What we have received is
not the spirit of the world, but the Spirit who is from God, so that we may understand what God has freely given us.
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This is what we speak, not in words taught us by human wisdom but in words taught by the Spirit, explaining
spiritual realities with Spirit-taught words.” 1 Corinthians 2:9-13

In 1 Corinthians 2:9, Paul quotes from two sources, Isaiah 64:4, and Isaiah 65:17. The point is man could never
conceive nor perceive the wisdom of God lest it was revealed. 1 Corinthians 2:10, tells us that God has revealed His
wisdom and therefore all can know of the efficacy of the saving blood of Jesus Christ.

The word ‘revealed,’ in Greek is ‘apokalupto’, and is a key term, 1 Corinthians 2:10. It means to uncover, to disclose,
reveal, to reveal one’s whole mind, to be disclosed, made known. Clearly God has revealed His mind, the wisdom of
God, and intended for man to understand.

The mind of God was revealed, ‘through the Spirit’, 1 Corinthians 2:10. The Holy Spirit is a member of the
Godhead, Colossians 2:9, whose work is revealing the mind of God to the apostles and prophets. Jesus had
proclaimed that this would be the Holy Spirit’s work, John 16:13-15, and Paul confirmed these words in Ephesians
3:1-5.

As a member of the Godhead, the Spirit is a different individual who shares the same purpose with the Father and
Jesus as is indicated by, John 17:21 and here 1 Corinthians 2:10. The Holy Spirit, as part of the Godhead, ‘searches
the deep things of God,” 1 Corinthians 2:10.

He investigates and understands, by His omniscience, all the knowledge of the Godhead and then reveals these

things. The word ‘God’, which is ‘Theos’, is comprised of the Father, Son and Holy Spirit.

Paul uses an illustration to get across the point of revelation. No man can know what is in my mind unless I tell the
matter, 1 Corinthians 2:11. Likewise, no man can know the mind of God lest the Holy Spirit revealed the mind of
God, 1 Corinthians 2:11.

The point is clear, Paul is not saying that the Holy Spirit inhabits the body of God in some mysterious way. Paul is
rather saying that we cannot know the things of the Godhead, lest the word of God be revealed by the Spirit.
Revelation then is a work of the Holy Spirit.

The ‘spirit of the world’, 1 Corinthians 2:12, appears to be a phrase indicating human reason as opposed to that which
has been revealed by the Holy Spirit, ‘the spirit which is from God,’ i.e., divine revelation. Paul spoke of this in 1
Corinthians 1:18-25.

Herein we see the purpose of divine revelation and once again it goes against those among us who would say we
cannot know the truth. God has revealed His mind to us through the workings of the Holy Spirit, Acts 2:1-

4 / Hebrews 1:1-2 / 2 Peter 1:21.

Apparently the originator of the plural pronoun ‘we’ and ‘us’, 1 Corinthians 2:12-13, is the apostles who delivered
the teachings of the Holy Spirit to mankind. Here, once again, is a contrast between human reasoning and divine
revelation! Revelation 22:10.

Constable, in his commentary, says the folowing.

‘We’ is emphatic in the Greek text. All believers have received the Holy Spirit, 1 Corinthians 12:13 / Romans 8:9. He
helps us understand the mind of God and the things God has given us. This Spirit is vastly different from the spirit
(viewpoint) of the world. Unbelievers cannot understand the things of God as believers can because they have no one
who can help them perceive these supernatural things.’

Bruce, in his commentary says the following.

‘As a man’s own spirit best understands his inner thoughts, so the Spirit of God alone can grasp divine truths, 1
Corinthians 2:11, and alone can interpret to those within whom he dwells ’the things that are freely given to us by
God’ (RV).

With human reason comes inconsistency of perceived truth. Truth is determined by the individual and therefore truth

is different for each individual. The man who follows this ideology has effectively isolated himself from others.
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Man becomes autonomous and can clamour about any law that violates his perceived truth. Not so with the one who

follows one set of divine revelation, 1 Corinthians 2:13. We, the saints of God are united in divine truth!

“The person without the Spirit does not accept the things that come from the Spirit of God but considers them
foolishness, and cannot understand them because they are discerned only through the Spirit. The person with the
Spirit makes judgments about all things, but such a person is not subject to merely human judgments, for, “Who has
known the mind of the Lord so as to instruct him?”” But we have the mind of Christ.” 1 Corinthians 2:14-16

The words ‘person,” 1 Corinthians 2:14, in Greek is, ‘psuchikos anthropos’, which means concerned with the life
only, animal, the natural man.

Combining this definition with the individual who considers the spiritual words of divine revelation foolishness, 1
Corinthians 2:14 / 1 Corinthians 1:18. It is apparent that the ‘person’ or ‘natural man’ is one who is dependent upon
human reasoning as his rule of life.

Why can the ‘natural man’ not know divine revelation? Simply because he has no interest in gaining knowledge of
the divine and therefore can in no way know them while in this state of ignorance! Such a one is ‘spiritually
discerned’, 1 Corinthians 2:14.

The word ‘discerned’ or ‘judged,’ in Greek is ‘anakrino’, and it means to scrutinize, i.e. by implication, investigate,

interrogate, determine, ask, question, discern, examine, judge, search.

The point is clear, the non-spiritually minded individual who depends on human reasoning for autonomous truth
cannot know divine truth because knowledge of divine truth comes by scrutiny, investigation, interrogation and
examination of divine revelation. This is an endeavour that the worldly-minded individual will not take the time to
do.

Who is the true fool then? The Book of Proverbs contrasts the foolish with the wise. It is the foolish who have no

desire for righteousness while it is the disposition of the wise to seek after it and apply it to their lives.
Johnson, in his commentary, says the following.

‘Human ears cannot hear high-frequency radio waves; deaf men are unable to judge music contests; blind men cannot

enjoy beautiful scenery, and the unsaved are incompetent to judge spiritual things, a most important practical truth.’

The individual who searches out the Scriptures through investigation, interrogation and examination will know divine
truth, 1 Corinthians 2:15 / 2 Timothy 2:15.

Such an individual cannot, in divine reality, be judged by the one who depends upon human reason for self-truth. The
world may judge the Christian as being a religious fanatic or one who puts false hopes in a future heaven, however, it

matters not in all reality.
Humanism reveals the mind of the natural man clearly. The Humanist manifesto II of 1973 states the following.

‘Traditional theism, especially faith in the prayer-hearing God, assumed to love and care for persons, to hear and
understand their prayers, and to be able to do something about them, is an unproved and outmoded faith.
Salvationism, based on mere affirmation, still appears as harmful, diverting people with false hopes of heaven

hereafter. Reasonable minds look to other means for survival.’

No matter what man may say or come up with it will never change one word of God’s. The firm foundation of God
will always stand and there will always be men and women who lovingly hold to it, 2 Timothy 2:19.

It we Christians have the ‘“mind of Christ’, 1 Corinthians 2:16 / Philippians 2:5, we inferentially can know His divine
revelation. The word ‘Lord’, 1 Corinthians 2:16, is the Greek word, ‘kurios’, and it is used in this verse as opposed to
‘God,’, ‘Theos’ in 1 Corinthians 2:12. Kurios is defined as ‘supreme in authority’. Kurios is used 687 times in the
New Testament and is applied to the godhead as is Theos, Revelation 22:5-6 / Revelation 22:20-21.
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The purpose of the verse is clear. The humanist does not and cannot know the mind of God and can in no way
instruct God who created him in truth. Those who examine and investigate the word of God know divine revelation, 1
Corinthians 2:16 / Isaiah 40:13, and can in no way be judged by the humanist.
The mind of Christ is the mind of the Kurios and therefore we see the deity of Christ! These things being truth
regarding divine revelation, the Christian must not worry about what the humanist thinks about him. Truth reveals the
humanist error and he too shall bow before the Lord at the end of times, Philippians 2:10.

SUMMARY

Paul writes to the Corinthians that they may be ‘blameless in the day of our Lord Jesus Christ,” 1 Corinthians 1:8. The
current state of the Corinthian brethren is revealed in chapter one.

They were divided due to a faulty view of the gospel message. Paul sets out to clear up the nature of the Gospel. The
word of God was not to be treated as a set of philosophies delivered by favoured individuals, Acts 17:21.

Paul explains that truth is ‘not in words which man’s wisdom teaches’, 1 Corinthians 2:13. The ‘word of the cross’, 1
Corinthians 1:18, will more readily be accepted by the perceived weak, foolish and poor of the world.

Those who are despised by the rich and powerful see the true nature of the Gospel. The message of the cross was
confirmed in their mind by the ‘demonstration of the Spirit and power,” 1 Corinthians 2:4.

The perfect, mature, 1 Corinthians 2:6, will continue to receive the preaching of Jesus. The glorious Gospel ‘revealed
through the Spirit’ is received of the spiritual man that the world considers foolish and despised, 1 Corinthians 2:10-
16.

Chapter two sets forth the contrast between the true foolish, that is, the natural man, and the wise, that is, the spiritual
man. The natural man is only interested in the things of this life. He cannot know the will of God because he rejects

investigation, examination and searching of the scriptures.

Though the Corinthians had at one time obeyed the Gospel unto sanctification, many apparently found themselves

with the same mind as those of the world regarding the Gospel message.

Chapter three will reveal more of these symptoms of the overall problem of division in the church in Corinth. That
problem is a lack of spiritual knowledge and understanding, 1 Corinthians 3:1-3. Such a condition has always and

always will have a destroying effect on God’s people, Hosea 4:1 / Hosea 4:6.

CHAPTER 3

INTRODUCTION

“Brothers and sisters, I could not address you as people who live by the Spirit but as people who are still worldly—
mere infants in Christ. I gave you milk, not solid food, for you were not yet ready for it. Indeed, you are still not
ready.” 1 Corinthians 3:1-2



THE PROBLEM OF SPIRITUAL GROWTH

This chapter should begin with the word ‘and,” because Paul says Cloe’s report must be true because they haven’t

grown, 1 Corinthians 1:11. Recall that Paul had identified the person, the natural man, those unwilling and

uninterested in searching out the truth and the ‘spiritual” man, those willing and interested in searching out the things
of God, 1 Corinthians 2:14-15.

The aorist tense of the verbs ‘could not address’ points to a previous action, 1 Corinthians 3:1. Apparently, Paul is

referring to the time when he first came to Corinth in 51 AD and preached the Gospel making many converts and
establishing a church.

Now, five years later, AD 56, Paul still cannot speak to the Corinthians about the weightier matters of the Gospel,
they were still on milk and not solid food, 1 Corinthians 3:2 / Hebrews 5:12 / 1 Peter 2:2.

We don’t know why they haven’t grown, possibly because the leaders of the church weren’t feeding them properly or

possibly because they didn’t want solid food. This shows the importance of the church being fed and being fed the
right kind of food.

The point is clear, five years was enough time for the Corinthians to grow spiritually, yet, they were stagnating! Let
us all press to maturity in the knowledge of Christ rather than letting the years roll by in apathy toward the word of
God, 2 Peter 3:18.

Five years is plenty of time for each of us to be grounded in truth as we investigate, interrogate, examine, scrutinize

and search the Scriptures.

“You are still worldly. For since there is jealousy and quarrelling among you, are you not worldly? Are you not
acting like mere humans?” 1 Corinthians 3:3

Paul now gives the proof of their lack of spiritual growth, and worldly wisdom. A stinging rebuke yet done with love.
The problem, is ‘you are still worldly’. The word ‘worldly,” in Greek is ‘sarkikos’ and it is defined as ‘fleshly and

sensual’. Apparently, Paul is continuing the idea of the ‘natural man’ from 1 Corinthians 2:14.

Paul tells the Corinthians that their problem is that they don’t have a real interest in the word of God, and as such,

they are in no better shape than the one of the world who is spiritually judged.

The proof of Paul’s accusation is their reported works, i.e., ‘jealousy and quarrelling.” Later Paul will reveal the

source of their jealousy in the realm of spiritual gifts, 1 Corinthians 12-14. Here, he also mentions quarrelling.

Apparently, the Corinthians were approaching the word of God as a status symbol.

Those baptized by the more popular preachers, 1 Corinthians 1:13-17, and those who had attained the more desirable

spiritual gifts looked down on others. Such behaviour exposed their true self, they were ‘acting like mere humans.’

Simply put, they were worldly-minded.

“For when one says, “I follow Paul,” and another, “I follow Apollos,” are you not mere human beings? What, after
all, is Apollos? And what is Paul? Only servants, through whom you came to believe—as the Lord has assigned to
each his task.” 1 Corinthians 3:4-5

Paul revisits the initial problem of elevating one man above another as though the Corinthians were no different than
those stoics and Epicureans around them who spent their whole day waiting to hear some new doctrine from some
new person, Acts 17:16-22.

Constable, in his commentary, says the following.

“This section of verses makes it very clear that it is possible for genuine Christians to behave as and to appear to be
unbelievers, Matthew 13:24-30 / Matthew 13:36-43. The Corinthians’ conduct indicated carnality, not lack of eternal
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life. Prolonged immaturity as a result of carnality is a condition all too prevalent in modern Christianity. Often we
mistake carnal Christians for natural men, unbelievers.’

Paul exposes the foolishness of being ‘of” a mere man, 1 Corinthians 3:4. The glorying needed to be taken away from

men and placed back on God where it belonged, 1 Corinthians 1:31.

To replace the misguided zeal, Paul reveals the true nature of any gospel preacher. Each one who labours for the Lord

is a ‘minister,” a servant, 1 Corinthians 3:5.

The word ‘minister,” in Greek is ‘diakonos’, and it simply means servant. The lowly man of God who preaches to

others is simply a lowly servant of the Lord and should in no way be exalted among brethren.

“I planted the seed, Apollos watered it, but God has been making it grow. So neither the one who plants nor the one
who waters is anything, but only God, who makes things grow. The one who plants and the one who waters have one
purpose, and they will each be rewarded according to their own labour. For we are co-workers in God’s service; you

are God’s field, God’s building.” 1 Corinthians 3:6-9

THE ARGUMENT IS COMPLETE

If it is God who gives the increase as opposed to the teachers planting and watering as servants, naturally God should
receive the glory, 1 Corinthians 3:6. As a seed grows by the labour and toil of the farmer so the child of God grows

by the labour and toil of the preacher or teacher.
Yet the farmer and the preacher are mere servants. They are not responsible for the actual growth that occurs within
the mind of the saint. God gives the increase in the minds of people through the word of God, 1 Corinthians 3:7. God

is to receive glory because He creates the seed and brings about the growth or life. Likewise, God is the originator of
truth.
The preacher that establishes a church in a new field and the preacher that builds upon that foundation are ‘one,” 1

Corinthians 3:8. This certainly does not mean that Paul and Apollos were one being no more than Jesus and the

Father were one being, John 17:21.

THE ONENESS IS IN PURPOSE

The purpose of Paul and Apollos’ preaching was the salvation of souls. The two were united in this one fact. The

relationship between God and the preachers is defined.

‘We, fellow-workers with God, You, God’s field God’s building’, 1 Corinthians 3:9. Paul and Apollos were ‘God’s

fellow-workers,’ that is ‘sunergos’ in the faith.

The Greek word is defined as ‘working together, joining or helping in work, helping a person in a thing, of the same
trade as another, a fellow-workman, colleague’. Paul and Apollos shared in the same trade, i.e. the work of preaching
the Gospel.

The Corinthian brethren were God’s ‘God’s field’, God’s ‘georgion’, ‘farms, tilled land’, 1 Corinthians 3:9. The

Corinthian brethren were also identified as, ‘God’s building’, God’s ‘oikodome’, ‘a late form of oikodomema, a

building, structure’, 1 Corinthians 3:9.
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Christians are compared to a cultivated field and a building or structure belonging to God. The seed of the Gospel
ought to land in cultivated fields, that is, in the mind receptive to the message. The foundation of the building is the
truth, Ephesians 2:20.
Paul is saying that he and Apollos shared in the work of preaching which produces a farm or structure identified with

God. They simply went to the fields or construction sight and planted the seed or built a building, i.e., the Christian.

Like mentioned a moment ago, the ‘we’, 1 Corinthians 3:9, refers to the apostles in a direct sense, and to preachers
generally in an indirect sense! The church does not belong to the ‘minister’, ‘pastor’, ‘preacher’ or ‘evangelist.” It
does not even belong to the ‘elders’ to whom the care of the Church has been committed.

All of these are servants are tools used by God, and the final control of the church is God’s. What truly matters is

what God wants not what the preacher wants!

Sadly, today, even in the Lord’s church, some congregations have lost sight of this truth and some have never really
understood it! In some congregations, the ‘preacher’ behaves in a manner that suggests that he believes that he is ‘in

charge’ taking the authority of the elders.

A congregation is blessed when it has someone who is able to devote his life to its welfare and interests and the work
of evangelism, but when a preacher is granted the privilege of filling this role, he should never lose sight of the fact

that God did not authorize the creating of an organisation in which a ‘one-man ministry’ operates.

This is widely seen in the denominational world, where a distinction is created between ‘the Clergy’ and ‘the Laity’.
The word, ‘clergy’ is from ‘kleros’, which means ‘God’s lot’. The word, ‘laity’ is from ‘laos’ which means ‘the

people’. And so, a distinction is made between the ‘ministers’ and the ‘congregations’.

In the Lord’s church, the spiritual life and the physical needs of the congregation are the responsibilities of the elders
and deacons who have been appointed, Acts 20:28, according to the instructions of the Holy Spirit, as found in 1

Timothy 3:1-9, and Titus 1:5-9, and these supervisions extend to all who have been given responsibilities in the

congregations.

Elders ‘watch for your souls, as those who must give an account’, Hebrews 13:17. Paul says, in effect, ‘Look! Peter

Apollos and I are just servants of God, in that which belongs to Him, so you should not seek to elevate us above our

station! Leave our names alone!’

LAYING THE FOUNDATION OF THE BUILDING

“By the grace God has given me, I laid a foundation as a wise builder, and someone else is building on it. But each
one should build with care. For no one can lay any foundation other than the one already laid, which is Jesus Christ.”
1 Corinthians 3:10-11

Remember that in the earlier chapters, the problem of the party spirit, dividing and therefore endangering the Body of
Christ. The Body of Christ is one. It has only one foundation and that foundation is Christ Himself.

Not Paul, Peter, Apollos, or any other teacher whom they may favour. Or after whom they are calling themselves.
They should be ‘of one mind and one spirit’, Philippians 2:2, perfectly joined together and ‘speaking the same thing’.

Division in the congregation is always the greatest danger confronting the church. Opposition from the world and
persecution is far less dangerous than disunity among those who claim to follow Christ. Remember His prayer for
unity? John 17:23.
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The ultimate result of division in a congregation is that the witness of the church is affected, and the growth of the
Kingdom of Christ is hindered. And it will not go unpunished. There is no greater sin that a Christian can commit
than to be the cause of division in the Church, 1 Corinthians 3:16-17 / 2 Corinthians 6:16.

Paul had never encouraged believers to call themselves his followers. If anyone whom he had baptized was using his

name in this manner, they should understand that to baptize was not the work with which he was commissioned.

In fact, he had baptized very few whom he could name and, perhaps, a few others whose names he did not recall! 1
Corinthians 1:14-16. His task was to preach the Gospel of Christ, leaving others to baptize the converts, 1 Corinthians
As for the other preachers who had visited Corinth, each one had contributed to the growth of the Corinthian Church.
He, Paul, had begun the building on the One Foundation. Others had followed and continued the building. He had
sown the seed, planted and others had tended the plant after he had left. But God was the One who brought the work

to fruition. He produced the harvest!

The farm or building that was planted or constructed by Paul, Apollos, and Cephas identified them as ‘wise master
builders,” 1 Corinthians 3:10.

Fee, in his commentary, says the following.

‘By laying the foundation he did-Jesus Christ and him crucified-he was the truly *wise’ master-builder in contrast to
the *wise’ in Corinth, who are building the church of totally incongenial materials and are therefore in danger of

attempting to lay another foundation as well.’

The ‘master builder’, the ‘architekton’, is ‘a chief artificer, master builder, director of works, architect, engineer’.

Such an engineer of sound buildings knows that a foundation is important.

When Paul laboured in Corinth in AD 51, he preached Christ and Him crucified, 1 Corinthians 2:1-2. Paul took

God’s grace, the message of justification and sanctification through the blood of Jesus Christ, Romans 5:1-2 / Titus

2:11, and built a divinely ordained foundation that the child of God was to be planted or built upon.
After Paul left Corinth there would be other preachers and teachers to ‘built on it,” 1 Corinthians 3:10. That which

other teachers built upon was the foundation of truth, Christians who were spiritual would be interested in learning

more, i.e., building upon their own personal understanding and knowledge.
Christ is the foundation of the church, 1 Corinthians 3:11 / Isaiah 28:16 / Matthew 16:18 / Romans 9:33 / 1 Peter 2:6.

Once the foundation is laid, let no man lay another foundation of human reasoning! 1 Corinthians 3:11 / Ephesians

2:20. The doctrine of Christ was to be upheld and each Christian built up in the knowledge of that teaching and none
other, 1 Peter 2:5/2 John 9-11.

SERVICE AND REWARDS

“If anyone builds on this foundation using gold, silver, costly stones, wood, hay or straw, their work will be shown
for what it is, because the Day will bring it to light. It will be revealed with fire, and the fire will test the quality of
each person’s work. If what has been built survives, the builder will receive a reward. If it is burned up, the builder
will suffer loss but yet will be saved—even though only as one escaping through the flames.” 1 Corinthians 3:12-15

Rosscup, in his commentary, says the following.

‘The six materials in 1 Corinthians 3:12 are arranged to denote a descending scale by moving from a unit of three

good qualities to a unit of three bad ones. The verse uses pictures to represent what Paul calls *work’ in 1 Corinthians

3:13-14. Paul’s main point is to encourage building with quality materials that will meet with God’s approval and
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receive eternal reward. Interpreters sometimes restrict the meaning of the symbols either to doctrine, to people, to
activity, or to character. The (proper) conclusion is that Paul in the symbols combines several things that lead to
Christ’s good pleasure and a believer’s reward. These are sound doctrine, activity, motives and character in Christian
service.’

This passage is sometimes used in sermons and studies to teach that Christians should take care to ‘lay up treasure in
Heaven’ because we shall be rewarded according to the quality of the service we have performed for the Lord, and

the credit we have ‘laid up’ in Heaven.

I recall many years ago, hearing someone tell a “preacher’s story’ about a man who on arriving in Heaven, was
surprised and disappointed to discover that the ‘house’ assigned to him, was far less grand than the one assigned to
someone else. The story says that, when he complained, he was told, ‘“We can only build with the material you send

up!’

It surely does not need to be pointed out that the scriptures contain nothing that gives credence to this simplistic tale!

Nevertheless, very often discussion of these verses often revolves around the question,

Do they teach that there will be different rewards in heaven? If they do, doesn’t this mean that there will be different

classes and therefore inequality in Heaven?

Such a discussion is both unsound and unproductive, because 1 Corinthians 3:12-15, have nothing to do with the

service of the ordinary Christian, or with rewards in heaven, nor was that ever their intention, because that is not the
issue with which Paul was dealing or writing about, although, sadly, this is a fact which a great many Christians fail
to understand.

Whenever the discussion of ‘rewards’ is raised, it means that the fundamental, most basic, rules that must always be

observed when studying the Scriptures have been ignored.

The American writer and poet, ‘Rudyard Kipling” wrote the classic ‘The Jungle Book’ and the ‘Just So stories’,
excellent children’s books. He also wrote, ‘I keep six honest serving-men, (They taught me all I knew) Their names
are What and Why and When, And How and Where and Who?’

This little verse contains a wealth of advice to anyone studying anything!

I put this very simply, when we study the Scriptures we should always ask, WHO is the writer? To WHOM is he
writing? WHAT is the subject about which he is writing? And WHY does he write this?

Many erroneous doctrines have been born because someone has taken a text or a passage ‘out of context’, with the

result that the Scriptures have been miss-applied and used to support theories they were never meant to support.

The early preachers of what became known as ‘The Restoration Movement’ in America, sometimes spoke about

preachers in the denominational world who were guilty of ‘stealing the promises’.

They were preachers who failed to ‘handle right the word of God’, 2 Timothy 3:15, and as a result, they took specific

promises that were made to specific individuals at specific times, or in specific circumstances, and applied them to
today.

Incidentally, there are several ‘3:16’ verses, besides the most familiar John 3:16, that are well worth examining. 1
Timothy 3:16, is another and Jeremiah 3:16, has a lot to tell us!

When we study 1 Corinthians, we know to whom Paul is writing, and we read from his first letter, the problems with
which he has been called on to deal with. The question we now ask, is, about whom is Paul speaking in 1 Corinthians
3:12-15?
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To answer this question, we go back to that first letter and think again about the first problem at Corinth with which
Paul dealt at the beginning of his letter.

We see it was the dangerous division that had been created among the Corinthian Christians because they had formed
themselves into groups and parties that were named after the different teachers and preachers who had visited the

church in Corinth after his departure.

You will remember that he was the one who began the work in Corinth and who established the church and, in 1
Corinthians 1, he deplores the disunity that, after his departure, had developed in the congregation, that had
subsequently been reported to him by those whom he describes as ‘of the household of Chloe’, 1 Corinthians 1:11-12.

This leads him to comment on the immaturity of the Corinthian Christians, and he says that, although he had taught

them, they still needed simple instruction, which he describes as ‘milk’, 1 Corinthians 3:2, because they were not

sufficiently spiritually mature enough to be able to receive and digest the ‘strong meat’ of deeper spiritual truth.
In fact, he does not hesitate to tell them that their behaviour demonstrates that they were still ‘babies in Christ’, 1

Corinthians 3:1, which is a phrase that effectively describes immaturity.

What they needed to understand was that these men, Peter. Apollos, and even Paul himself, were merely, nothing

more, than teachers, whose duty it was to carry the Message, 1 Corinthians 3:4-7, who shouldn’t be elevated above

their station in the manner in which they were being elevated by the church in Corinth.

In 1 Corinthians 3:9, he describes himself and these other preachers as ‘God’s fellow-workers’, whilst they, the

Corinthians themselves, are ‘God’s field.” That is, he uses what we might call ‘an agricultural’ illustration.

Then, in 1 Corinthians 3:10, he uses another illustration, that of the work of the builder and he describes himself as a

‘builder’ for God, building on the ‘Foundation which God Himself has already laid’, which, he says, is Christ
Himself, 1 Corinthians 3:11.

Now, when we come to 1 Corinthians 3:12-13, we see that he says that there will come a time when the work of

every teacher and preacher will be tested, and he says, in effect, ‘I am not talking about you, the member of the
congregation, I am talking about the responsibilities of the teachers and preachers’. He says, on that Day, the
effectiveness of their ministry, i.e., the work of the preachers and teachers will be tested ‘as by fire’.

It will help us to understand this analogy if we bear in mind that, in the course of his travels among the great cities of
his day, Paul must have seen many beautiful buildings in such cities as Ephesus, from where he sent this letter,

Ephesus, and Corinth and Rome itself.

These were grand cities with magnificent buildings that were built of expensive materials such as marble or granite,

and columns decorated with gold and silver.

Nearby he would sometimes see in the very shadow of these magnificent buildings owned by the rich and influential,
the miserable hovels that were the homes of the poor and the outcasts hovels made of mud, wood and straw, that call

to mind the poverty-stricken areas seen today, on the outskirts of such South America as Rio De Javier.

When there was a fire in the city, and, as history testifies, fire was an ever-present danger in those days, the fine,
well-constructed buildings survived, but the poor hovels inevitably perished. As a matter of fact, history records that

such a fire actually destroyed the city of Corinth itself, less than a hundred years after Paul wrote this letter.

And so, here, Paul declares that ‘The Day of the Lord’, that is, when the Lord returns, the occasion will be like such a
fire which will prove the quality of the work done by those who preach and teach, those who bore the responsibility

of proclaiming the Message, 1 Corinthians 3:12-13. God, Himself will evaluate the work of each ‘builder’, and His

‘evaluation’ will be like such fire.

Wall, in his commentary, says the following.
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“This is a reference to the day when the believer will stand before God and give an account of the stewardship of his
or her life at Christ’s judgment seat, Luke 19:11-27 / 1 Corinthians 1:8 / 2 Corinthians 5:10 / Philippians
1:6 / Philippians 1:10 / 2 Timothy 1:12 / 2 Timothy 1:18 / 2 Timothy 4:8 / Revelation 22:12.°
If a teacher’s work has been effective and has produced lasting results, it will be as though it has survived the fire,
and he will receive the Lord’s ‘well done’, 1 Corinthians 3:15-16 / Matthew 25:23 / 1 Corinthians 9:25 / Philippians
4:1/ 1 Thessalonians 2:19 / 2 Timothy 4:8 / James 1:12 / 1 Peter 5:4 / Revelation 2:10 / Revelation 3:11.

He doesn’t need the acclamation and admiration of the church members. But, if his work is shown to have been

ineffective, he will receive no commendation. God will not be able to commend him.

Paul, significantly points out, that this testing time will not affect a teacher’s salvation because ‘works’ have nothing
to do with salvation, since salvation does not depend on works of any kind but on faith in the grace of God, Ephesians
2:8-9. Therefore, regardless of what happens to the work that has been done, those who serve God will still be saved.
This passage in the letter, therefore, is designed to help Corinthians to acquire a proper understanding of the
significance, value and responsibility of the work of those who preach God’s Word, and it brings into focus the
admonition in James 3:1.

There is a lesson here for both the teacher and those whom he teaches. The danger exists that there will always be
immature members of the church who become so impressed by particular preachers that they forget that a preacher is
merely one who serves God in a particular field, who should not become so admired that he, himself is tempted to
think more highly of himself than he ought to think, and they should not become so fascinated by the preacher that

they encourage him to think, by wearing his name, that he is in any way more ‘special’ than his brothers and sisters.

Any teacher, whether Paul, Peter or Apollos, or, for that matter, anyone else, who has a particular role in the life of

the church of the Lord, is merely ‘God’s servant’.

It is important to remember that we are saved by the grace of God, revealed in the Good News which tells us that

Jesus died for our sins, offering Himself as the sacrifice which makes our forgiveness possible.

No matter what service a preacher renders, it has no merit where salvation is concerned, and, as for ‘reward’, to hear

the Master say, ‘well done’, will be reward enough! Matthew 25:23.

“Don’t you know that you yourselves are God’s temple and that God’s Spirit dwells in your midst? If anyone
destroys God’s temple, God will destroy that person; for God’s temple is sacred, and you together are that temple.” 1
Corinthians 3:16-17

1 Corinthians 3:16-23, is a call for the Christian to understand who they are. Paul further identifies the Christian,

earlier he compared them to a farm and building, 1 Corinthians 3:9. Paul, Apollos, Cephas, and other preachers of

truth had planted or built what the Corinthians currently stand for, i.e., truth, spirituality, and hope of eternal life.
The very truth that makes them what they are, puts them in a divine relationship with the heavenly Father, i.e., ‘the
Spirit of God dwells in you’, 1 Corinthians 3:16 / 1 Corinthians 6:19.

The Corinthian Christians, by way of reconciliation and sanctification, 1 Corinthians 1:1-9, are now viewed as a

‘temple of God,” 1 Corinthians 3:16-17. The word ‘temple’, in Greek is, ‘naos’ and means ‘the dwelling of a god, a
temple’.

Consider Jesus’ use of the word ‘naos,” ‘temple’ in John 2:18-22. Jesus spoke of his body as a temple. Apparently,

the context of a building, 1 Corinthians 3:9, is still under consideration. The church is made up of living stones and
illustrated as a temple that God dwells in, 1 Peter 2:5.

Again, ‘naos’ is defined as ‘of the spirit-filled body of the Christians, which is said to be a habitation of God,

therefore a temple, on occasion, it may become the habitation of demons, an idol’s temple. Of spirit-filled Christians’.
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The picture is one of man’s body being associated with an actual temple building that has God dwelling within, much

like God’s divine presence in the Old Testament temple, 1 Kings 8:10-11.

How does the Holy Spirit dwell within the Christian? Someone may ask ‘how does the Father, Jesus and Holy Spirit

dwell as one?’

The answer seems simple, the Father, 1 John 2:24 / 1 John 4:12-16, Jesus, Ephesians 3:17 / Colossians 1:27, and the
Holy Spirit, Romans 8:9-11 / 2 Timothy 1:13-14, dwell within the Christian through man’s acceptance and guidance
in truth, Galatians 3:2 / Ephesians 3:17 / 1 John 2:5-6.

The word, ‘destroy’, 1 Corinthians 3:17, in Greek is, ‘phtheiro’, and it means to ‘ruin, waste, spoil, destroy’. If

another ‘destroys’ the temple God will ‘destroy,” ‘phteiro’ him. These are some series words which people who cause
division within the church, need to take note of.

Johnson, in his commentary, says the following.

“There are three types of builders-the wise man, 1 Corinthians 3:12 / 1 Corinthians 3:14, the unwise, 1 Corinthians

3:15, and the foolish, who injures the building, 1 Corinthians 3:17.

Apparently, the divisions that had occurred in Corinth had ‘destroyed’ the faith of some saints and therefore Paul
gives this serious charge. The point is that the saints, identified as a temple of God, may find themselves ruined or

spoiled through sin.

The saints, each individual identified as a temple of God, are ‘holy,” 1 Corinthians 3:17. The word, ‘holy’, in Greek

is, ‘hagios’ is defined as ‘holy and pure’. ‘Pure, righteous; to separate, consecrate; cleanse, purify, sanctify; regard or
reverence as holy; moral purity’.
Paul is helping the Corinthians remember their initial state of sanctification and responsibility to maintain this state of

holiness, 1 Corinthians 1:2. This verse indicates that man can do the destructive work of Satan, 1 Peter 5:8.

“Do not deceive yourselves. If any of you think you are wise by the standards of this age, you should become “fools”
so that you may become wise. For the wisdom of this world is foolishness in God’s sight. As it is written: “He
catches the wise in their craftiness”; and again, “The Lord knows that the thoughts of the wise are futile.” So then, no
more boasting about human leaders! All things are yours, whether Paul or Apollos or Cephas or the world or life or
death or the present or the future—all are yours, and you are of Christ, and Christ is of God.” 1 Corinthians 3:18-23

Clearly, self-delusion had taken place in the minds of brethren. Some thought within themselves that they were better
off than other Christians because of who they followed and what gifts they had. True wisdom rest with God, man’s

wisdom will never lead to eternal life and is therefore foolish, ‘humanism’, 1 Corinthians 3:18-19.

In the later part of 1 Corinthians 3:19, Paul quotes from Job 5:13, the only time in the entire New Testament that the
book of Job is quoted.

God allows man to follow his own reasoning and then fall by their own reasoning. In such a fall, God has ‘taken the

wise in their craftiness.’

Secondly, Paul proves his point in 1 Corinthians 3:20, by quoting from Psalms 94:11. Human reason is contrary to

divine reasoning and is therefore useless, ‘futile’. Herein is Paul’s point driven home, ‘no more boasting about human
leaders’, 1 Corinthians 3:21.

The preacher is only a servant that plants and waters the seed that God created. It is because of God that man is

identified as a holy temple.

It is because of God that man can have an eternal home. While preachers plant God gives the increase. All glory

consequentially belongs to God.
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Instead of thinking that they, the Corinthian Christians, belonged or were ‘of” Paul, Apollos or Cephas they should
have noted that ‘all things” belong to them, 1 Corinthians 3:21-22 / Romans 8:38-39 / Hebrews 1:14. Furthermore, the

earth serves the needs of the saint of God, food, water, shelter, joy etc.

Life and death, 1 Corinthians 3:22, serve the Christian in that it causes man to look forward to the remaining life and
death when he shall be in the comfort of the bosom of Abraham, Luke 16:22.

In fact, Paul states that all things present and come to belong to the saint because we belong to Christ and Christ

belongs to God, 1 Corinthians 3:23. Don’t glory in men when God has given all things to you that you may be

supplied an entrance into heaven.

SUMMARY

Chapter three identifies, with precision, the problems in the church at Corinth that revolved around the current

division. That problem is identified as ‘jealousy and strife’, 1 Corinthians 3:3.

Paul explains that five years had passed since he had originally come to Corinth, preached the gospel, and established

a church there, 1 Corinthians 3:1-3.

During these five years, the Corinthians ought to have grown spiritually, however, they had permitted the misdirected

thinking of the world around them to misconstrue the gospel message, i.e., destroy their temple, 1 Corinthians 3:16-
17.

Rather than influencing the society, they had lived in toward truth the world around them had influenced them. Paul
attempts to remedy the situation by speaking frankly to the brethren. He identifies the problem among the Christians

in Corinth as having its foundation in their spiritual immaturity, 1 Corinthians 3:1-2.

The current jealousy and strife revolved around their putting undue significance on the preacher who had taught them
and baptized them. Paul explains to the brethren that the preacher is nothing more than a mere ‘servant’ and should
not be glorified as should God, 1 Corinthians 3:5.

The very foundation that their faith was established on was Jesus Christ, 1 Corinthians 3:11. Preaching truth builds a

right building that has a true relationship with the heavenly Father, 1 Corinthians 3:16.

The preacher’s responsibility is to establish and build upon that foundation alone. Any reasoning apart from the

foundation of Jesus Christ is ‘the reasoning of the wise’ in the world and not from God, 1 Corinthians 3:20. Again, let

us therefore glory in God and not men, 1 Corinthians 3:21.

Fee, in his commentary, says the following.

‘On this high note Paul’s response to the Corinthian pride in man and wisdom has come to a fitting conclusion. But

the problem is larger still; so he turns next to deal with their attitudes toward him in particular.’

CHAPTER 4

INTRODUCTION

Paul reminded the Corinthians of their initial sanctification and responsibility to be ‘blameless’, 1 Corinthians 1:1-9.

Such a state puts the Christian in an intimate relationship with the Lord, 1 Corinthians 3:16.
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The apostle has also reminded the Corinthians of their responsibilities to be of the same mind rather than being

divided, 1 Corinthians 1:10, and to place their hope and glory in God rather than man, 1 Corinthians 3:21.

Five years had passed since Paul had preached the gospel in Corinth which resulted in the Corinthian’s belief and
obedience. During this time they had permitted the wisdom of the world around them to affect their approach to

serving God.

Many had put their interest and energies in debating who it was better to have been baptized by, 1 Corinthians 1:12-
17. Paul reminds them that when he first preached to them that it was not with any awe-inspiring oratory abilities and

neither did he wow them with wisdom from this world, 1 Corinthians 2:1-5.

The words spoken by Paul were, ‘not of this world’, 1 Corinthians 2:6. Paul’s words originated from the mind of

God, 1 Corinthians 2:7-13. Those who put their trust in men and the wisdom of this world could not possibly know

these high and spiritual thoughts, 1 Corinthians 2:14.

Those who were willing to search, investigate, and give their time to knowing the mind of God would certainly find

and know it, 1 Corinthians 2:15. Unfortunately, the Corinthians were more like the natural man who had no hope of

knowing truth rather than the spiritual man who could know the truth, 1 Corinthians 3:1-3.

Those Corinthians who had put their faith in preachers and teachers who had baptized them needed to understand the
proper work and place of these men in relation to their spiritual welfare. These men were mere planters and those

who watered but it is God who gives the increase, 1 Corinthians 3:6-15.

Paul closes the chapter by saying, ‘no more boasting about human leaders,” 1 Corinthians 3:21.

A great lesson that we can see in the study of 1 Corinthians is the fact that Paul was willing to systematically deal

with all the Corinthian errors.

Today, many give up on a church in a given city stating that there is no way to untangle their mess. Through a spirit

of great love for men’s souls the Apostle Paul approaches the Corinthian’s problems one at a time.

PREACHERS, MINISTERS OR STEWARDS ARE TO
BE JUDGED BY THAT WHICH THEY PREACH

“This, then, is how you ought to regard us: as servants of Christ and as those entrusted with the mysteries God has
revealed. Now it is required that those who have been given a trust must prove faithful. I care very little if [ am
judged by you or by any human court; indeed, I do not even judge myself.” 1 Corinthians 4:1-3

While the Corinthians were being tempted to elevate one man over another Paul tells them to rather consider them as

‘ministers and stewards,” 1 Corinthians 4:1.

The minister, servant of God is a ‘steward of the mysteries of God.” The word, ‘steward’ in Greek is ‘oikonomos’,

and it means ‘one who manages a household, generally, a manager, administrator’.

The word ‘us’ must refer to ministers in general and not only to the apostles. Consider the context, 1 Corinthians

1:12-23 / 1 Corinthians 2:7 / 1 Corinthians 3:4-6 / 1 Corinthians 3:10 / 1 Corinthians 3:15 / 1 Corinthians 4:1 / 1
Corinthians 4:6.

That which the preacher, minister, is managing as an administrator and steward, one who manages another’s

property, finances, or other affairs, is the ‘mysteries of God,” 1 Corinthians 4:1. The mystery of God is none other
than the Gospel message itself, Romans 16:25-26.

How does the minister manage or act as an administrator of truth? Obviously, the minister does so by guarding the

purity of truth from human wisdom, opinions, and personal conviction, 1 Corinthians 4:2 / 1 Timothy 6:20.
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Constable, in his commentary, says the following.

‘The most important quality in a steward is that he manage his master’s affairs so the desires of his lord
materialize, Matthew 25:14-30 / Luke 16:1-13 / Luke 19:11-27 / 1 Peter 4:10. He must be faithful to his master’s
trust. For Paul this meant remaining faithful to the gospel as he had received it and preached it, 1 Corinthians 15:1-
11°

An interesting side point is the relationship between the preacher and the elders of a local church. The elders are to

shepherd, manage and feed the brethren and the preacher is to manage only the word of God. When the elders have

found a preacher who manages the word of God properly, 1 Corinthians 4:6, they have found a tool to feed the
brethren.
A person of great means may hire a steward to manage his money. Such a case would demand that the steward be

trustworthy and have the owner’s best interest in mind.

Likewise, God expects this in his preachers of the gospel. The word ‘faithful’, in Greek is, ‘pistos’ and it means to be

trusted or believed, of persons, faithful, trusty, true, trustworthy, worthy of credit.

TWO THINGS TO CONSIDER

When hearing a man preach, the listener has the responsibility to determine whether the preacher is trustworthy, i.e.,

do his words equate to the word of God?

Secondly, the eldership of a local church would be wise to investigate and scrutinize the man that would serve as a
minister, preacher, or steward of the gospel among the flock they shepherd. The preacher is to manage the gospel

message.

This man will not try to add gimmicks or alluring tactics but one who simply preaches the whole counsel of God, 1

Corinthians 2:1-2 / Acts 20:27. Neither will this man try to assume the authority of the elders and manage the flock,

other than what his responsibility toward all Christians are.
The word ‘judge’, in Greek is ‘anakrino’, and it means to examine closely, to question, interrogate, to inquire into a

fact, used at Athens in a technical sense.
1. To examine magistrates as to their qualification.

2. Of the magistrates, to examine persons concerned in a suit, to prepare the matter for trial. Interestingly, Paul

‘judged’ a man in the next chapter, 1 Corinthians 5:3. One must take note of the Greek words.

The word ‘judged’ in 1 Corinthians 5:3, is ‘kekrika’, and is defined as to determine, resolve, decree. Apparently, in

the context of this verse, Paul is saying that his actions are on trial by the standard of God’s word and not man’s.
Let any and all say what they want, i.e., you are foolish, weak and despised among men; however, the true
examination of each man comes of God! Therefore, Paul says I cannot even examine my own self apart from the
word of God, 1 Corinthians 4:3.

This is an important point of reason when making a judgment one who a false teacher is. Many men may have

various opinions regarding a particular teacher, however, it is the Word of God that makes the true judgment upon the

man.

“My conscience is clear, but that does not make me innocent. It is the Lord who judges me. Therefore judge nothing
before the appointed time; wait until the Lord comes. He will bring to light what is hidden in darkness and will
expose the motives of the heart. At that time each will receive their praise from God.” 1 Corinthians 4:4-5
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Paul’s point is that if man judges or examines him apart from the word of God their conclusions are faulty. Likewise,
as a preacher, I may examine myself and find that I think I’m a pretty good guy, however, my sincerity and
consciousness matters nothing in light of God’s true judgments. Paul says I am not acquitted from sins by my own

human reasoning.
Constable, in his commentary, says the following.

‘If Paul’s references to his judgment by God in his epistles are any measure of how he regarded that event, he took it
very seriously and thought about it often, 2 Corinthians 1:14 / 2 Corinthians 5:10 / Philippians 2:16 / 1 Thessalonians
2:19-20 / 2 Timothy 1:12 / 2 Timothy 1:18 / 2 Timothy 4:8.’

a. Paul understood that a clear conscious did not justify a man in the eyes of God.

b. Before Paul became a Christian, he did many things with a clear conscious thinking that it was good, Acts 26:9 /1
Timothy 1:13.

c. One’s conscious does not, therefore, determine the state of the soul. Truth alone justifies, Romans 5:1-2.

The real truth is that the Lord Jesus is examining, that is ‘judging’ Paul and all of us and therefore it matters not what

others think of you or I. What matters is what the Lord’s examination of us produces.

Paul makes clear the distinction between judging men’s hearts and making righteous judgments. Human estimation,
examination and judgments are worthless when God’s standards are not applied, John 7:24.

Paul is not saying that we are not to judge any at any time. Such interpretation would prove Paul and Jesus’ teaching
to be inconsistent, 1 Corinthians 5:3 / Matthew 7:15-20.

Apparently, the judgments made here are the examinations of various preachers and concluding by human reasoning

that one is better than the other and whoever is not ‘of” that preacher is lesser a Christian than 1.

Such is not spiritual thinking. Sometimes our righteous judgments are faulty due to our inability to ‘make manifest

the counsels of the hearts’ but not so with God, 1 Corinthians 4:5-6. God sees into the heart of man and will one day

make the right judgments of all humanity.

“Now, brothers and sisters, I have applied these things to myself and Apollos for your benefit, so that you may learn
from us the meaning of the saying, “Do not go beyond what is written.” Then you will not be puffed up in being a
follower of one of us over against the other. For who makes you different from anyone else? What do you have that
you did not receive? And if you did receive it, why do you boast as though you did not?” 1 Corinthians 4:6-7

In 1 Corinthians 4:6-13, Paul uses sarcasm to deflate the ego of the Corinthians and cause them to repent of their

divisive ways.

The ‘these things’, 1 Corinthians 4:6, are obviously the ‘mystery of God’ that Paul and other preachers had been

entrusted with as ministers and stewards. The entire phrase, ‘I have applied these things’ is one word in Greek,
‘meteschematisa’ meaning, to change the form of a person or thing; to transfer as in a figure.
Clearly, Paul says he has spoken these words regarding the nature of the gospel in order to change the Corinthian’s

view of Apollos and himself. Let all glory in God and not in any man, 1 Corinthians 4:6.

What the Corinthians and any others need to know is that the preacher teaches the student from the one foundation.
The student, therefore, learns not to pedestal the teacher but rather to ‘not go beyond the things which are written,” 1
Corinthians 4:6.

In other words, let us focus on divine revelation rather than our own reasoning. Dependence on human reasoning
caused the Corinthians to be ‘puffed up for the one against the other’, 1 Corinthians 4:6. Paul will speak about this
again and again, 1 Corinthians 4:18-19 / 1 Corinthians 5:2 / 1 Corinthians 8:1 / 1 Corinthians 13:4.




29
The issues of division, jealousy, and strife are occurring because they have left the doctrine of Christ for human
reasoning. The Corinthians had been given many gifts of the Spirit and therefore had areas of spirituality that

differentiated them from each other. Paul asks a question, ‘where did you get these gifts?” 1 Corinthians 4:7.

Paul basically asks them, have you so soon forgotten that it was Paul’s preaching of the gospel message upon his first
visit in 51 AD that gave you the faith and gifts you now have?

This verse reveals a deeper problem in Corinth. The brethren looked at the preacher with eyes of pride and then

turned to themselves in pride.

Everyone wants to be the hero, the one with abilities that exceed all other peers, that once in a lifetime figure that has
raised above the human suffering and quagmire of earthly living. To be looked upon as great feeds the ego of one
who looks to the things of this life alone.

“Already you have all you want! Already you have become rich! You have begun to reign—and that without us! How
I wish that you really had begun to reign so that we also might reign with you! For it seems to me that God has put us,
apostles, on display at the end of the procession, like those condemned to die in the arena. We have been made a
spectacle to the whole universe, to angels as well as to human beings. We are fools for Christ, but you are so wise in
Christ! We are weak, but you are strong! You are honoured, we are dishonoured! To this very hour we go hungry and
thirsty, we are in rags, we are brutally treated, we are homeless. We work hard with our own hands. When we are
cursed, we bless; when we are persecuted, we endure it; when we are slandered, we answer kindly. We have become
the scum of the earth, the garbage of the world—right up to this moment.” 1 Corinthians 4:8-13

Paul uses sarcasm in three forms. What we must see at this point is that the Corinthian’s error in judgment regarding

elevating one preacher over another and looking to spiritual gifts with pride was a serious issue that worked Paul up.

1. The Corinthians had considered themselves to be ‘full,” 1 Corinthians 4:8.

The idea is that they felt they were spiritually self-sufficient and in need of nothing seeing they were baptized by a
certain preacher and had been endowed with a gift.

2. Secondly, Paul sarcastically says the Corinthians are ‘rich,” 1 Corinthians 4:8.

a. Monetarily? No!

b. The Corinthians considered themselves to be rich spiritually, seeing they were baptized by certain well-known

preacher and had a gift, when in all reality they were very poor, 1 Corinthians 3:1-4.

3. Thirdly, he says they had reigned as kings as they considered themselves completely self-sufficient and in need of
nothing, 1 Corinthians 4:8.

They acted as though they no longer needed the man who laid the foundation and built upon the foundation of

Christ’s church in the city of Corinth. Paul says in reality you are not all of this but it would be great if you were.

An evolution or metamorphosis has occurred in the minds of these divisive brethren and Paul exposes it. The vain
glory of life had left the preachers and inflated the minds of the Corinthians with delusions of greatness.

While the apostles suffered at the hands of lawless men who opposed their inspired message the Corinthians lavished
on their self-perceived success.

Many today suffer nothing and go about gloating that they are great Christians with marvellous knowledge while

preaching brethren are thrown under the bus so to say, 2 Timothy 3:12.

The apostles were ‘doomed to death’, in Greek, ‘epithanatios’, sick to death, at death’s door, 1 Corinthians 4:9. The

cause, ‘for’, which is ‘hoti’ in Greek describes their doomed state ‘we are made a spectacle unto the world, both to

angels and men,” 1 Corinthians 4:9.

The word, spectacle, in Greek is, ‘theatron’, a place for seeing, especially a theatre. The apostles were on stage for the
world and angels to see their fate of death, 1 Corinthians 4:9 / 2 Corinthians 2:14.
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While the Corinthians lavished on their gifts and their perceived greatness, the whole of creation watched the apostles
be executed one by one for the cause of Jesus Christ.

The apostles shared in no glory, on the contrary, they were viewed as ‘fools, weak and those of dishonour,” 1

Corinthians 4:10. These terms remind us of those Paul described as the true converts of 1 Corinthians 1:26-31.

The Corinthians had moved from viewing others as important to seeing themselves as individuals who demanded
respect and honour due to who baptized them and the gifts they possessed. They had overlooked the content of the
message that brought them into a relationship with God identified as a farm, building, or temple, 1 Corinthians 3:9 / 1
Corinthians 3:16.

The apostles were individuals who truly sought the welfare of others through the gospel message. So, the sarcasm

continues, we are the perceived weak among the carnally minded, however, God knows those who are truly His, 1
Corinthians 4:10.

The Corinthians had glorified the state of being a Christian as a status symbol saying, ‘I am of ...” ‘I have such and

such gifts.” While the Corinthians were playing Christian, the apostles were living the Christian life of suffering and
hard labour for the sake of souls, 1 Corinthians 4:11.

Morris, in his commentary, says the following.

“The Greeks despised people who did manual labour, as Paul had done in Corinth, 1 Corinthians 9:4-18 / Acts
18:3 / Acts 18:5 /2 Corinthians 11:9 / 2 Corinthians 12:13-17, they regarded it as the work of slaves.’

The ministers and stewards of truth were suffering while the Corinthians basked in glory. While the Corinthians

basked in the radiant glory of each other’s teacher and spiritual gifts, the apostles were ‘reviled, persecuted and
defamed’, being viewed as the ‘filth of the world, the offscouring of all things,” 1 Corinthians 4:12-13.

Though viewed as such, they attempted not to repair their reputation for the sake of saving face but continued in faith
proclaiming the gospel of Jesus Christ that souls may be saved. They worked hard yet were viewed as filth, 1
Corinthians 4:12-13.

The Corinthians had lost sight of the message of the cross. While they glorified themselves, the ministers and

stewards of God’s word continued to preach the gospel message. Was Paul’s work in Corinth being ‘burned’? 1

Corinthians 3:15. Paul was not going to let this happen!

REMARKS REGARDING THIS FIRST PROBLEM
AMONG THE BRETHREN IN CORINTH

“I am writing this not to shame you but to warn you as my dear children. Even if you had ten thousand guardians in
Christ, you do not have many fathers, for in Christ Jesus I became your father through the gospel. Therefore I urge
you to imitate me. For this reason I have sent to you Timothy, my son whom I love, who is faithful in the Lord. He
will remind you of my way of life in Christ Jesus, which agrees with what I teach everywhere in every church.” 1
Corinthians 4:14-17

Paul’s intention of using sarcasm and such harsh language was not to shame but to get the Corinthians to think the

right thoughts regarding the gospel, teachers of the gospel, and their own salvation.

The word ‘shame’, 1 Corinthians 4:14, is the Greek word, ‘entrepo’, and it means to turn toward, give heed to, pay

regard to, to respect or reverence. Never would Paul make one feel comfortable in his or her sin and neither should

any preacher.



31
With a spirit of tenderness, forbearance, patience, and longsuffering the apostle deals with his beloved brethren’s

error, 1 Corinthians 4:15. Rather Paul sought to ‘admonish’, that is ‘noutheteo’ in Greek, which means to admonish is

to ‘warn or advise’.
Any parent would do the same when his child is in harm’s way. We would not comfort them in their folly but warn
them of the danger. The brethren at Corinth were Paul’s ‘beloved children’ 1 Corinthians 4:14.

He was not going to let his work among them burn up or be identified as vain. People’s souls were at stake and Paul

was a lover of men’s souls.

Paul was not desiring the Corinthians to call him their father, however, their faulty view of teachers demanded this
statement, 1 Corinthians 4:15. Catholics today call the priest ‘father’, which is a contradiction of the command Jesus
gave in Matthew 23:9.

By father, Paul meant he ‘begot them through the gospel,” 1 Corinthians 4:15. Paul had planted and watered the seed

of the gospel and the Corinthians had obeyed, it is in this fashion that Paul was their father in faith, 1 Corinthians
4:17 / 1 Timothy 1:2.

As the spiritual father of the Corinthians, through preaching the gospel message, Paul admonishes them to ‘imitate’ or

mimic those things which he does and says, 1 Corinthians 4:16 / 1 Corinthians 11:1. The Corinthians were being

misled by the mindset of the world round about them.
Paul is bringing them back to the original foundation of truth that they heard and obeyed. Here is the authority of God

in writing. The apostles spoke the mind of God, the commandments of God, 1 Corinthians 14:37, and therefore man

is to follow what they do and say, Philippians 4:9.

Seeing that the Corinthians had fallen from the truth that was initially delivered to them Paul writes this letter and
intends to send Timothy to them. He loved Timothy and describes him as faithful in the Lord, 1 Corinthians 4:17.
Evidently, Paul expected this letter to reach Corinth before Timothy arrived, Acts 19:22 / 1 Corinthians 16:10.

Paul was in Ephesus intending to visit the brethren in Corinth. It is very likely that when Timothy came, he delivers

the second epistle to the Corinthians and edifies the brethren as Paul mentions here, 1 Corinthians 4:17.

The truths of the gospel were preached universally to all churches, 1 Corinthians 4:17. One church did not have a

monopoly on truth. Church autonomy is not violated therefore when a preacher of one area preaches truth in another
area. Every local church is to be united by the truth of God’s word, 1 Corinthians 1:2 / 1 Corinthians 7:17 / 1
Corinthians 11:16 / 1 Corinthians 14:33 / 1 Corinthians 14:36.

“Some of you have become arrogant, as if [ were not coming to you. But I will come to you very soon, if the Lord is
willing, and then I will find out not only how these arrogant people are talking, but what power they have. For the
kingdom of God is not a matter of talk but of power. What do you prefer? Shall I come to you with a rod of
discipline, or shall I come in love and with a gentle spirit?” 1 Corinthians 4:18-21

Possibly some of those who said they were ‘of Apollos’ or ‘of Cephas’, 1 Corinthians 3:5, were saying that Paul was

too fearful to come back to Corinth, 1 Corinthians 4:18.

Paul’s coming, however, would not be in persuasive words of human reasoning but in the power of the gospel of
Jesus Christ, 1 Corinthians 4:19.
Whether the kingdom of God referred to 1 Corinthians 4:20, is the church, Colossians 1:13-14, or the future abode of

the saints, 2 Peter 1:11, is not designated. However, the church and heaven are established in and by the power of the

gospel of Jesus Christ to save men’s souls, Romans 1:16.

Recall that Paul was their ‘father in the faith’, 1 Corinthians 4:15. As the one who initially preached the gospel to

them and came to be in a sense their father, he now asks how he should come to them as a parent. The unruly child is
due to the rod of correction.

The word ‘rod,” 1 Corinthians 4:21, is the Greek word, ‘rhabdos’, it is a stick as a means of punishment. As children

in faith who are unruly, only the rod would bring them back to the right mode of thinking, Proverbs 23:13-14.
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The Corinthian’s manner of life shall determine the nature of Paul’s visit, will he come with a rod or a spirit of love
and gentleness, 1 Corinthians 4:21 / Matthew 11:29.
Would they continue to elevate one man over another? Would they continue to permit the reasoning of this world to

govern their spiritual service to God? Would they continue to be divided?

Would they continue to look to themselves as someone great due to having a particular man baptized them and

having various gifts? The results of this teaching letter would determine how Paul’s next visit would be.

Paul would not physically beat them, but he would beat them with his words of truth, 2 Timothy 4:1-5. Any preacher

worth his salt must beat with the word of God as a rod of correction at times if brethren are to change.
Sometimes the preacher needs to be beat! Truth must prevail in the hearts of all. The obedience of the Corinthians
would find Paul’s visit in gentleness, 1 Corinthians 4:21 / Matthew 11:29.

SUMMARY OF 1 CORINTHIANS 4

The brethren in Corinth had divided themselves based upon who initially baptized and preached to them. They also

had received spiritual gifts which they permitted to induce an air of self-importance.

1 Corinthians 4, illustrates the progression of carnal thinking. The Corinthian’s association with certain ministers and

their gifts brought them to self-aggrandizement rather than humility and mutual service to other lost men.

1 Corinthians 4:1-6, sets out to ‘transfer’ the interest of the Corinthians from the preacher and self, back to the Lord
and his word. The significance of preachers cannot; however, be altogether diminished.
To have the Corinthian mind be transferred from carnality to spirituality Paul had to deflate their overinflated

estimation of themselves, 1 Corinthians 4:6.

They had begun to think too highly of themselves due to who baptized them and their own personal spiritual gifts.
Paul uses sarcasm to puncture the view of self-aggrandizement. The Brethren had begun to view themselves as
spiritually sufficient when in all reality, they were in deep poverty in relation to spiritual knowledge, wisdom, and

direction.

Paul closes the chapter with tender words of care and concern, 1 Corinthians 4:14. There had to be a change in their

spiritual growth, the existing divisions and their view of gospel preachers.
Paul aimed to uproot human reasoning and get their minds back on the gospel of Jesus Christ. Therefore, they are

admonished, as we, to look, listen and emulate the life and teachings of the apostles, 1 Corinthians 4:16-17.

Paul did not want to have to return to the Corinthian brethren with the ‘rod’ of correction, 1 Corinthians 4:21.

The book, to this point, illustrates the importance of ministers and stewards of truth to continue working with

brethren in truth.

CHAPTERS

INTRODUCTION
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The error of contentions and jealousy plagued the Corinthian Christians, 1 Corinthians 1:11 / 1 Corinthians 3:3. The

brethren had considered the man who had taught them and baptized them as somewhat of a status symbol that

elevated some over others, 1 Corinthians 1:12 / 1 Corinthians 3:4.

Paul refers to this line of thinking as the “wisdom of the world’, 1 Corinthians 2:6, and being ‘carnal’, 1 Corinthians

3:3. Rather than growing in spiritual wisdom, the Corinthians had permitted the carnal thinking of their surroundings
to dictate their approach to serving God, 1 Corinthians 3:1-7 / Acts 17:16-23.

Paul explains that the ministers and stewards of God’s word are simple planters or labourers but it is God that created

man and gives man hope through the gospel message, 1 Corinthians 3:8-9.

The Corinthians needed to remember their intimate relationship with God through their obedience to the gospel; i.e.,

they represented a temple that houses God, 1 Corinthians 3:16.

Paul appears to bring into the discussion of the Corinthian error of contention and jealousy the idea of self-promotion

through the various gifts they received through the apostles, 1 Corinthians 4:7.
Some of the Corinthians actually thought of themselves as greater than others due to who baptized them and what

spiritual gift they possessed. Paul, through sarcasm, deflates the egos of these brethren.

Again, the apostle reminds the Corinthians that they have the responsibility to follow the example and teachings that
Paul set forth and taught while among them, 1 Corinthians 4:16-17.

The next problem in line to deal with is the sin of tolerating brethren who refuse to repent of sinfulness, 1 Corinthians
5.

INSTRUCTIONS REGARDING THE UNREPENTANT
SINNER

“It is actually reported that there is sexual immorality among you, and of a kind that even pagans do not tolerate: A
man is sleeping with his father’s wife. And you are proud! Shouldn’t you rather have gone into mourning and have
put out of your fellowship the man who has been doing this? For my part, even though I am not physically present, |
am with you in spirit. As one who is present with you in this way, I have already passed judgment in the name of our
Lord Jesus on the one who has been doing this.” 1 Corinthians 5:1-3

The household of Chloe had ‘reported’, declared or disclosed, to Paul that the church in Corinth was having problems

with contentions and jealousy, 1 Corinthians 1:11 /1 Corinthians 3:3. Now Paul discusses a matter that others are

talking about.

The word ‘commonly’, 1 Corinthians 5:1, ‘holos’ means ‘wholly, altogether, on the whole, speaking generally, in

short, in a word’. The Greek word ‘holos’ is found only three other times in the Scriptures, Matthew 5:34/ 1

Corinthians 6:7 / 1 Corinthians 15:29, and in all four uses the word appears to indicate ‘on the whole or altogether.”

It is probable that Chloe’s household was not the only one reporting the sin in this chapter and therefore Paul’s point

is that many are saying this thing about the tolerance of sin in Corinth.

The Corinthians’ reputation was that of being contentious, jealous, and now tolerant of sin among its members. The

sin they were tolerating was ‘sexual immorality’ ‘fornication’, 1 Corinthians 5:2, which is the Greek word, ‘porneia’

‘prostitution, unchastely, fornication, of every kind of unlawful sexual intercourse’.
The ‘porneia’ under consideration is identified as a form of incest in the last clause of 1 Corinthians 5:1. A man is
sleeping with his father’s wife,” Matthew 5:27-28 / Matthew 5:32 / Matthew 15:19 / Matthew 19:9 / Mark 7:21.
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Paul’s language in verse one indicates the utter heinousness of the sin, ‘even pagans do not tolerate’, 1 Corinthians
5:1. Even Roman law forbade unions of this kind, they are naturally abhorrent. One does not need Christianity to
repudiate them.

Man by his very nature understood that such sexual unions were wrong, Romans 1:26-28. Recall that at the end of 1

Corinthians 4, we had noted the seriousness of the sin the Corinthians were in. Paul is chastising the brethren as any

good minister or steward of the word of God would, 2 Timothy 4:1-5.

Rather than ‘mourning’ in horror that one among them was in sin, the Corinthians were ‘proud’, that is

‘pephusiomenoi’ in Greek which means ‘to bear one’s self loftily, be proud’, 1 Corinthians 5:2. The reaction to the

sin is not surprising. Paul has admonished the Corinthians up to this point to rid themselves of human reasoning.
A second case in point of their rejecting divine revelation and using human reasoning is found in their attitude toward

the sinner of this chapter.

Human reasoning may say, ‘let us not be controversial,” ‘let us not judge another,” ‘let us be loving toward all and all
will give account for their own evil deeds,’ ‘let that congregation make their own judgment in the matter,” and a

multitude of other human reasoning may come into play.

The Lord said, however, doesn’t tolerate sinners in the church, Revelation 2:20. The attitude of pride may be

identified as a misunderstanding of Paul’s instructions to the Corinthians in a previously lost epistle.

Rather than being inflated in their fleshly minds over the matter, they should have ‘put out’, that is taken away the

fornicator, from among you, * 1 Corinthians 5:2.
To ‘put out’ in Greek is ‘exairo’, and it means to ‘to lift up, lift off the earth’ or ‘to lift up or take away out of a place;

to remove one from a company’.

The objective of this chapter will be to illustrate the space that must exist between the erring Christian who will not
repent and the faithful of God.

Notice 1 Corinthians 5:3, Paul was in Ephesus as he writes, 1 Corinthians 16:8, and therefore ‘absent in body.” Paul’s

being ‘present in spirit’ indicates the universality of the Gospel of Jesus Christ. If Paul was ‘present in spirit’ with the

Corinthians would not the Corinthians be ‘present in spirit” with Paul in Ephesus?

TRUTH UNITES ALL CHRISTIANS IN ALL PLACES

Church autonomy has no government over truth. Truth is not bound to only one church, 2 Timothy 2:9. Truth is what
unites all brethren for all time, John 17:20-21.

Paul has called upon the Corinthians to emulate ‘“my ways which are in Christ,” 1 Corinthians 4:17 / Philippians 4:9,

so that the Corinthian brethren could certainly return the ‘judgment’ of a sinner in another congregation without
violating that church’s autonomy.
This is not to say that we would force another church to pull the trigger of discipline because only they know their

efforts in the area of longsuffering and teaching, 1 Thessalonians 5:14. The point is that a judgment is made regarding

the sin! The judgment of when discipline is up to that local church and its elders.

“In the name of our Lord Jesus, when you have come together with my spirit, with the power of our Lord Jesus, that
this man is to be handed over to Satan for the destruction of the flesh, so that his spirit may have forgiveness in the
day of the Lord Jesus”. 1 Corinthians 5:4-5



THE CONTEXT

1 Corinthians 5:1, deals with the case of the man in the Church in Corinth, who was involved immorally with ‘his

father’s wife’.
It seems clear that the father had married a second time and the son was having an affair with the woman who was
now, legally his step-mother. This is why Paul expressly and carefully describes her as ‘his father’s wife’, rather than

‘his mother’, 1 Corinthians 5:1.

The seriousness of this situation is revealed and stressed when the apostle points out that, as immoral as Greek

society was in those days, the conduct of this kind was despised even by the pagan Corinthians.

He does not go into great detail to explain why the congregation had neglected to take action to deal with the

situation, apart from rebuking them for their indifference, but he does say that their failure to act constituted a danger

to the entire body, 1 Corinthians 5:6.

In 1 Corinthians 5:2, he lays down the course of action that they must adopt. Asserting his apostolic authority, he

commands that the guilty man must be ‘removed’ from among them which means excluded from their fellowship.

Notice 1 Corinthians 5:4, as [ mentioned above, Paul was in Ephesus as he writes, 1 Corinthians 16:8, and therefore

‘absent in body.” Paul’s being ‘present in spirit’ indicates the universality of the Gospel of Jesus Christ. If Paul was
‘present in spirit’ with the Corinthians would not the Corinthians be ‘present in spirit’ with Paul in Ephesus?
Since nothing is said about the woman involved in the offence, we must assume that she was not a member of the

church, and the congregation, therefore, did not have the authority to deal with her.

What Paul orders is effectively, the ex-communication of the guilty man, and he describes this course of action as,

‘delivering the man to Satan,” 1 Corinthians 5:5.

Outside of the church, which is the kingdom of the Lord Jesus, Colossians 1:13, this man, cut off from the people of

God, will again be in the domain of Satan, and, consequently, in grave spiritual danger.

Here is a direct command from an apostle, 1 Corinthians 14:37. The phrase, ‘in the name ‘en to onomati’ of our Lord

Jesus’, is an indication of or by the authority of Jesus. ‘Onomati’ is ‘by name’, ‘the name of the author of a
commission, delegated authority, or religious profession’.

By the authority of Jesus Christ, the Corinthians were to ‘gather together’, 1 Corinthians 5:4, in Greek, its the word,

‘sunago’, ‘to bring together, gather together, collect, convene’, with Paul’s ‘spirit’, which means according to the

truth that Paul has delivered regarding the matter, ‘with the power of our Lord Jesus, 1 Corinthians 5:4, that is, with

authority.
Let us first consider the gathering. It is an authorized assembly for the purpose of discipline against the unrepenting

sinner. When all see the proceeding all shall fear, 1 Timothy 5:19, the error is exposed, Ephesians 5:11, and all now

know who the sinner is, 2 Thessalonians 3:14.

In such an assembly the sinner is ‘delivered unto Satan for the destruction of the flesh, that the spirit may be saved in
the day of the Lord Jesus.” 1 Corinthians 5:5.

To “deliver’, in Greek is the word, ‘paradidomi’ and it means ‘to give or hand over to another give up to justice’. The

sinner is handed over to Satan for the ‘destruction of the flesh’, 1 Corinthians 5:5.

The word ‘destruction’, in Greek is ‘olethros’, and it means ‘ruin, destruction, death’. The current state of the flesh is

ruin; however, the future state of the spirit remains hopeful through repentance.

Sin separates man from God, Isaiah 59:1-2. One so separated is ‘ruined’ in the eyes of God in that he or she has no
fellowship with God, 1 John 1:5-7. Satan’s rule is over darkness and is alienated from Jehovah God so that one who

chooses ruin is made to know that he lives in the flesh as one of Satan’s.
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Such horrid reality must drive one to repent that he or she may be reconciled to God through the blood of Jesus
Christ. Peter’s admonition to Simon in Acts 8.
Apparently, this event is an official act or “work’ of the assembled congregation so that the sinner may be saved ‘in
the day of the Lord Jesus,” 1 Corinthians 5:5, which is when the Lord comes to judge men for their deeds done in the
flesh, Revelation 20:10-15.
Keener, in his commentary, says the following.

“The church’s refusal to act against the offender in 1 Corinthians 5:2 provides the most striking example of their

arrogance and doubt that Paul would execute discipline, 1 Corinthians 4:18. Here, therefore, he does execute

discipline, 1 Corinthians 5:5. They may doubt his "power’, 1 Corinthians 4:19-21, but he acts by Jesus” power, 1
Corinthians 5:4.
The clear division of man is seen here in that he is flesh and spirit. While in the flesh the sinner belongs to Satan, yet

the spirit is intended to be saved only through contrite humility, Isaiah 57:15. At this point, the instructions are to ‘put

out’ the sinner from among you and deliver his soul to Satan for the destruction of the flesh.

THE CHURCH’S RESPONSIBILITY

This action by the Church has a purpose. It is designed to bring the guilty man to his senses so that he opens his eyes
and recognises the seriousness of his position and comes to repentance. This is what is meant by ‘the destruction of
the flesh’.

It means that the man must recognize and acknowledge the sinfulness of his conduct, and, with the help of God, ‘put

to death’, Colossians 3:5, his sinful physical desires. He may then ask to be restored to fellowship. Failing to do this

he stands in danger of losing his soul.

EXCOMMUNICATION NOT NECESSARILY FINAL

It is important to recognize that this act of ‘ex-communication’ is not meant to be ‘amputation’. Serious and painful
as it undoubtedly is, it is a course of action intended only for the good of the offender. In other words, it is not meant
to be ‘terminal’, but to be remedial, 1 Corinthians 5:13 / Matthew 18:17 / 2 Corinthians 2:6 / 2 Thessalonians 3:6 / 2
Thessalonians 3:14-15.

When a congregation excommunicates an offending person, it is taking the final step in its endeavour to bring him to

recognize his sin and change his life. The door must always be kept open for the offender to repent and desire to

return.

THE OUTCOME IN THIS CASE

In 2 Corinthians 2:5-11, Paul reveals that Corinthian Christians acted on his advice, took action and banished the man

from the fellowship and the action was effective.
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The guilty man repented, and in his second letter, the apostle tells the Corinthian church that they should restore him
to fellowship, and, since he was evidently heartbroken and sorrowful because of his sin, they must comfort and be

gracious to him. ‘Reaffirm your love for him’, they are told, 2 Corinthians 2:8.

If the congregation neglected to respond to his obvious repentance in a positive manner and did not take the man
back, Satan would make the most of what would undoubtedly be looked upon by enemies of the faith as lovelessness
and self-righteousness in the Christians, and the man himself might be ‘overwhelmed with excessive sorrow’, 2
Corinthians 2:7.

This teaching continues to be relevant. An interesting fact is revealed in 2 Corinthians 2:6. Apparently, there were

some in the Corinthian church, who influenced, perhaps by a misguided sense of charity, or by the desire to show
tolerance, who did not agree with the ex-communication of this immoral man, and the decision to disfellowship him
is described by Paul as ‘punishment by the majority’, with which, we should note, he was in full agreement, 2
Corinthians 2:6.

VERY LITTLE HAS CHANGED!

Congregations still find that they have among them, members who shy away from the exercise of scriptural

discipline.

Nevertheless, if we consistently followed the teaching of the Word in the matter of church discipline, not only would

our assemblies be stronger both spiritually and numerically, but they would also be happier and more loving.
Wiersbe, in his commentary, says the following.

‘Church discipline is not a group of ’pious policemen’ out to catch a criminal. Rather, it is a group of broken-hearted

brothers and sisters seeking to restore an erring member of the family.’

INSTRUCTIONS REGARDING THE REST OF THE
CHURCH WHO ARE TOLERATING THE SN RATHER
THAN EXPOSING AND DISCIPLINING THE SINNER

“This pride of yours is not good. Do you not see that a little leaven makes a change in all the mass? Take away, then,
the old leaven, so that you may be a new mass, even as you are without leaven. For Christ has been put to death as
our Passover. Let us then keep the feast, not with old leaven, and not with the leaven of evil thoughts and acts, but

with the unleavened bread of true thoughts and right feelings.” 1 Corinthians 5:6-8

The Corinthians had ‘gloried’ over the circumstances of fornication rather than putting the sinner away, 1 Corinthians

5:6. Such action was a worldly, fleshly, or carnal way of reasoning, 1 Corinthians 2:6 / 1 Corinthians 3:3. Your

human reasoning says tolerate and leave alone is contrary to divine revelation. Divine reasoning reveals that ‘a little

leaven leavens the whole lump, 1 Corinthians 5:6.

The word, ‘Leaven’ in Greek is ‘zume’, which means yeast, leaven, a little yeast ferments the whole lump of

dough, 1 Corinthians 5:6 / Galatians 5:9, the influence of apparently insignificant factors in the moral and religious

sphere.
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That which seemed by human reasoning to be insignificant was a big deal with God. The word ‘leaven’ is often used
to describe sinful doctrines contrary to the teachings of Jesus, Matthew 16:6-12.

The Pharisees were known to teach as their doctrines the precepts of men, Matthew 15:9. The whole lump apparently
represented the church as a whole. Their tolerating the sins of the fornicator was an indication of an attitude foreign to
divine revelation.

The words, ‘get rid’, 1 Corinthians 5:7, is the Greek word, ‘ekkathairo’ and it means ‘to cleanse out’. Paul is saying

cleanse your mind of human reasoning and doctrines, Matthew 16:6-12. The ‘new batch’, 1 Corinthians 5:7, would be

free from the contaminates of leaven or sinful men. It would also include being free of the doctrines and reasoning of
men.

The words, ‘as you really are’, 1 Corinthians 5:7, implies that Christians are cleansed by the blood of Jesus and

sanctified. Paul says, get busy and be what you are supposed to be! They are ‘unleavened’, 1 Corinthians 5:7.

Apparently the adjective ‘unleavened,’ are clean and separate from sinners and human reasoning, represents what

they are in relation to being a new lump in the future. So that at present they ‘may be a new batch’, 1 Corinthians 5:7,

if they purge out the old leaven. The Corinthians cannot be leavened and unleavened at the same time!

To understand the allegory used in 1 Corinthians 5:7, we must take our minds back to Exodus 12, and the last plague

God sent to Egypt. That last plague was the death of the firstborn of all of Egypt. Death was to come not only to the
firstborn among men but among their flocks as well.

The Hebrews were not to be affected by this last plague if they would follow God’s instructions. They were to take an
unblemished lamb, male, one-year-old on the 10th day of the first month, Exodus 12:5.

Four days later, on the 14th, they were to kill the lamb and spread its blood over the doorpost of their house, Exodus
12:7. When God came to kill the firstborn in Egypt, He would see the blood and pass over that house, Exodus 12:13.
The Israelites were to celebrate this event in subsequent years and it was called the ‘Passover’ and subsequent ‘Feast
of Unleavened Bread.” On the 14th day of the first month of the year, the people of God were to rid their house of
leaven, day 10-14, and eat unleavened bread for the next seven days, Exodus 12:15-18 / Exodus 13:6-7.

The unleavened bread represented them being free or separated from sin. The allegory now makes sense. If Christ,

the sacrificial Lamb, has already been killed, how is it that there is leaven among you? 1 Corinthians 5:7. This is a

call to put sin and sinners away, i.e., space that they may be clean and the sinner shamed.

THE ALLEGORY OF THE FEAST OF PASSOVER
CONTINUES

To keep the feast, 1 Corinthians 5:8 / Exodus 23:15 / Exodus 34:18 / Deuteronomy 16:6, was to purge out all leaven,

sin. Paul names ‘malice and wickedness’ and contrasts it to the un-leaven bread of ‘sincerity and truth.” The word,
‘malice’ in Greek is ‘kakia’ which means moral badness, defect” and the word, ‘wickedness’, is the Greek word,
‘poneria’.

The call is to put away sinfulness and no longer tolerate it among the brethren. Put away human reason and be

sincerely, purely dependent upon the truth.

A PREVIOUS EPISTLE
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“In my letter I said to you that you were not to keep company with those who go after the desires of the flesh; But I
had not in mind the sinners who are outside the church, or those who have a desire for and take the property of others,
or those who give worship to images; for it is not possible to keep away from such people without going out of the
world completely: But the sense of my letter was that if a brother had the name of being one who went after the
desires of the flesh, or had the desire for other people’s property, or was in the way of using violent language, or
being the worse for drink, or took by force what was not his, you might not keep company with such a one, or take
food with him. For it is no business of mine to be judging those who are outside; but it is yours to be judging those
who are among you; as for those who are outside, God is their judge. So put away the evil man from among you.” 1
Corinthians 5:9-13

2 Corinthians 7:8 states, ‘For though I made you sorry with my epistle, I do not regret it.” This is a reference to the 1

Corinthian epistle. The epistle alluded to in 1 Corinthians 5:9, is a lost epistle that we have no record of. Herein we

find and pinpoint the problem of the Corinthians.

Paul had said in this lost epistle, ‘not to associate with sexually immoral people,” 1 Corinthians 5:9. The phrase, ‘not

to associate with’ is one word in Greek ‘sunanamignumi’, meaning ‘to mix up together, to keep company with, be
intimate with’.

The Corinthians had been commanded to not mix and mingle with sexually immoral people as though there was no
wrong in their lives. The inference is that the Corinthians were not mixing and mingling with sinful people of the

world yet treating brethren who were fornicators as though all were ok. They had the issue mixed up.

If we are not to mix, keep company or associate with any and all who are unrepenting sinners Paul says, ‘It is not

possible to keep away from such people without going out of the world completely,” 1 Corinthians 5:10.

The world is filled with greedy and swindlers, or idolaters, therefore it is impossible to avoid them. Quite to the

contrary, we would not want to avoid them anyway, but rather teach them, Matthew 5:13-16 / Matthew 28:19-20.

Twice now Paul said, ‘I wrote unto you,” 1 Corinthians 5:9 / 1 Corinthians 5:11, and both verses are alluding to that

previous epistle. With the admonition at hand, the apostle has now warned these brethren twice.

As we study 1 Corinthians 5:11, 1 Corinthians 5:5, must be kept within our minds. The object of all disciplinary
action is correction, Proverbs 13:24.

There is an apparent distinction made between the erring Christian and the erring of the world, that is the non-
Christian, 2 Peter 2:20-22.
The heart of the erring child of God is hardened further against the gospel in this second state than it was before the

first obeyed the gospel. It will be more difficult to bring them to the truth now, than when in their first lost state.

Total and entire social associations are to cease with such a one ‘no company’ and ‘with such a one, not to eat’, 1

Corinthians 5:11. The apparent reason for the separate treatment is, first and foremost the sinning brother is to feel the

shame of this social separation from other brethren, 2 Thessalonians 3:14.

Under such pain of shame, it may be that he is driven to repent, 1 Corinthians 5:5. That the church remains pure and

clean, undefiled, through associations between some brethren who would be tempted to mix and mingle with the un-

repenting man’s sins, 2 Corinthians 7:1 / Ephesians 5:26-27.

That no place is given to the unregenerate of the world to blaspheme the name of God. A church comprised of
unrepenting sinners is a church where the world sees no difference between their lives and the members of the
church’s lives.

Why then should they change? It seems apparent that the phrase ‘such people’, 1 Corinthians 5:11, would include any

Christian anywhere who would persist in such sinful living, 1 Timothy 1:20.

Paul wrote in the previously lost epistle that very thing. One must concede, however, that the context of the previous
epistle is not revealed.
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Paul is dealing with a local church’s problem in 1 Corinthians 5. It seems doubtful that discipline was at the heart of

the matter in his previous epistle, 2 Thessalonians 3:14 / 1 Thessalonians 5:27.

All brethren of all times are to read and adhere to the principles of God’s divine revelation and those who do not,

those who are Christians are to be totally avoided for the three causes stated above.

The fact, however, that in 1 Corinthians 5, we have an assemblage of people in a congregation for the purpose of

administering the said discipline helps us understand that 1 Corinthians 5, is speaking of church work and not an

individual’s work in the universal church.
The apparent context demands that the judging under consideration is disciplinary judging, putting away the

unrepenting one. If this were not true then Paul contradicts himself in 1 Corinthians 6:2. Those who are members of

the body of Christ are the ones under consideration.
How can I ‘put away’ or ‘withdraw’ from one of the world who is not even in the church? Paul’s point is that God

will discipline these individuals, our concern, in the area of discipline, is with erring brethren.

Finally, Paul returns to the original admonition regarding the un-repenting fornicator in the church, ‘put away the

wicked man from among yourselves, 1 Corinthians 5:12-13. The space must be there for his soul to be

saved, Deuteronomy 13:5.

SUMMARY

Paul could have very well been discouraged after reading a letter from Chloe’s house along with hearing various
reports from others regarding the multiplicity of the Corinthian errors.

One today may feel that it would be impossible to untangle the erroneous mess that churches get themselves in. Paul,

however, with a spirit of love sets out to systematically deal with each of the Corinthian problems.

The brethren of the church in Corinth had not only come to be ‘puffed up’ in relationship to who baptized them and

their spiritual gifts, 1 Corinthians 4:6 / 1 Corinthians 4:18-19, but also in their tolerance of a brother living in

fornication, 1 Corinthians 5:2.

They actually ‘gloried’ in the fact that they had done nothing with the fornicating brother. The apostle speaks frankly
and to the point, instructing them on how to remedy the situation and maintain their state of being ‘unreprovable’
before the Lord.

They were to put out the fornicator, and all other persistent sinners, from them and not have company with him until
he repented of his wickedness. Paul has effectively laid the groundwork for further accusations against the Corinthian

brethren.

Not only are they guilty of elevating one preacher above another and have developed a sense of self-sufficiency and
arrogance through spiritual gifts, but they are tolerating sin in the church.

The cause is clear, a lack of spiritual understanding and a carnal approach to serving God, 1 Corinthians 3:1-2. 1

Corinthians 5, helps us understand the process by which we must “put away” the wicked members from us.

1 Corinthians 5, sets forth instructions for official church discipline in the sense that the work is done by the authority

of Jesus Christ as all the brethren are ‘gathered together” for the act, 1 Corinthians 5:4.

Further instructions regarding discipline in the local church are given in 1 and 2 Thessalonians. The apostle Paul
instructs the Thessalonians in the area of erring brethren, 1 Thessalonians 5:14. Six months to one year later Paul

again writes, in 2 Thessalonians 3:6. Once more Paul said in 2 Thessalonians 3:14.
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From these passages, it is clear that the faithful have a responsibility to try to teach the erring out of their sin. The

period of teaching out of sin is called ‘longsuffering’, but longsuffering has its limits.

The Lord never intended the church to be ‘ever-suffering’ as is indicated in the admonition to the church in

Thyatira, Revelation 2:20-25. That church ‘suffered’ the woman Jezebel to the point that she carried away other

disciples with her false teaching.

CHAPTER 6

INTRODUCTION

Paul continues to systematically deal with the sin in the church in Corinth. The Corinthians were guilty of divisions

and contention, jealousy and strife, 1 Corinthians 1:11 / 1 Corinthians 3:3.

Furthermore, the Corinthians were guilty of tolerating sinful men who were named as members of their local

congregation, 1 Corinthians 5:1-12.

1 Corinthians 6, examines the next problem in line. The Corinthian Christians were taking each other to human courts

to sue each other. Secondly, 1 Corinthians 6, exposes the sin of fornication that had existed among the brethren.

Paul would not quit on these brethren. As a loving father, he would continue to expose all the dark deeds that may be

presented before Jehovah in holiness.

THE CHRISTIAN AND LAWSUITS

We must consider this chapter in light of the cultural background of that time. The Greeks loved to go to court and

they took great pleasure in listening to court proceedings.

A very excitable people by nature, they found the cut and thrust of legal debate very exhilarating. In normal court
proceedings, the two parties would select a third party, the arbitrator, for a private settlement. If this didn’t settle the

matter they would take it to court.

All persons over 16 years of age were required by law to sit on juries. The first kind of court was known as the
‘forties’. If a case was not settled here, it went before a jury consisting of 201 citizens. That is if the sum of money

involved was less than 50.

If it were more than 50, there would be a jury consisting of 401 people. Some cases have been recorded where the

jury consisted of 1000-6000 jury members. Thus, a person’s entire time could be taken up in the law court.

The Jews, however, did not have this problem. Their trials were held before the local elders in the Synagogues. In
fact, the Jews were forbidden to use Gentile courts. If a Jew did this, he was considered guilty of blasphemy. It was
because of this that the Romans permitted the Jews to settle certain matters for themselves, Acts 18:15.

Remember, also that the Jews could have dealt with the case of Jesus also, but because they sought the death

sentence, it was necessary for them to go to a Gentile court. This reveals the depth of their hatred for the Lord.



THE REBUKE

“If any of you has a dispute with another, do you dare to take it before the ungodly for judgment instead of before the
Lord’s people? Or do you not know that the Lord’s people will judge the world? And if you are to judge the world,
are you not competent to judge trivial cases? Do you not know that we will judge angels? How many more the things
of this life! Therefore, if you have disputes about such matters, do you ask for a ruling from those whose way of life
is scorned in the church? I say this to shame you. Is it possible that there is nobody among you wise enough to judge
a dispute between believers? But instead, one brother takes another to court—and this in front of unbelievers!” 1
Corinthians 6:1-6

1. The word, ‘dispute’, in Greek is ‘pragma’, this term was especially for lawsuits, 1 Corinthians 6:1.

1 Corinthians 6:2-3, is the first of six rhetorical questions Paul is going to ask, 1 Corinthians 6:9 / 1 Corinthians 6:15-
16/ 1 Corinthians 6:19.

Paul stated the fact in the question. 20th Century New Testament says, ‘can it be that when one of you has a dispute

with another, he dares to have the case tried before a heathen?’

2. Notice Paul calls them the ‘Lord’s people’, or ‘saints’, KJV, 1 Corinthians 6:1-2.
Paul is emphasising that Christians are fellow members of the Lord’s family. They do not belong to the World. Their

ethical standards are completely different is different from that of pagans. Furthermore, in Greek Courts, lawsuits

always involved oaths that were made in the name of pagan gods.

3. “Ungodly’, 1 Corinthians 6:1, and “unbelievers’, 1 Corinthians 6:6, this is the Greek word, ‘adikon’ which means

‘men not right with God’. ‘Unbelievers’, in Greek is, ‘apiston’ which means means non-believer.

Paul is not saying that they would not receive justice in Greek courts. He is insisting that they should not be there!

Notice in 1 Corinthians 6:2-3, ‘the saints will judge the world’, “we are to judge angels.

There are four explanations that are offered for a supposed contradiction between 1 Corinthians 6:2, and 1
Corinthians 5:12.
1. The world is first to be judged by the Lord, and then His people act as assessors.

2. Somehow the disciples will share in giving judgement.
3. Christian conduct is itself an ongoing judgement of the world.
4. Christians to become magistrates and judges.

Perhaps Paul was quoting their own proud boast. 1 Corinthians 6:2-4, may be an appeal to the ‘knowledge’ of the

Corinthians. In their conceit, maybe they had boasted of their expectation of becoming the judges of men and angels.
Paul says, if you expect to do this, surely you can settle your disputes among yourselves!

Constable, in his commentary, says the following.

‘Earlier Paul wrote that the Corinthians were judging him, 1 Corinthians 4:3-5 / 1 Corinthians 4:7, which was
inappropriate in view of God’s final judgment. Now they were judging in the courts, which was inappropriate since

the saints will participate in eschatological judging.’

IN WHAT WAY WILL CHRISTIANS JUDGE ANGELS?

What did Paul mean in, in suggesting that Christians will ‘judge the world’ and also ‘angels’?
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Paul introduces doctrinal questions to argue why litigation should stay within the local church. He asks the question,

‘do you not know’, 1 Corinthians 6:2, this is the first of six times Paul asks this in chapter six. Paul’s appeal in the

context here is an argument to not go to court with a fellow believer.

WHAT DOES THE SAINTS WILL JUDGE THE
WORLD MEAN?

The idea of saints judging the world refers to a future judgment. This is an argument from a major premise to a minor
premise. In other words, Paul is asking, if Christians will one day judge the world, cannot Christians judge a small
issue between two Christians on earth? And if the world will be judged by you, are you unworthy to judge the

smallest matters?

The word ‘if” means ‘if, and it is true,” so it’s a fact that Christians will one day judge the world. The sense likely is
the same as that conveyed in Hebrews 11:7, where Noah is said to have ‘condemned’, ‘pronounce a sentence on’, the
world.” That is, by his obedient example, he stood in bold contrast to the disobedient world, hence, effectually
condemning those people.

Paul is saying that believers will judge the world one day in the future. If they have this massive responsibility in the

future, it’s only logical that they can judge on a much smaller scale an issue between two believers.

Christians have the capacity to move beyond ‘my friend, right or wrong.” Objectivity, this goes beyond subjective

friendship or politics in the local church.

WHAT DOES WE SHALL JUDGE ANGELS MEAN?

This isn’t easy to figure out exactly what Paul means here but it seems like Paul is continuing to enhance the contrast
between going before a public non-Christian court and going before the local church by indicating that Christians will

judge angels. How many more the things of this life!

Paul continues the argument from the greater to the lesser by arguing that if Christians will judge the higher being of

an angel, he most certainly can judge a lesser being of a human.

Perhaps similarly, as in the case of Noah, Paul is suggesting that those who remain faithful to Christ, by their example
will condemn evil angels, who didn’t maintain their integrity, as well as the ungodly world, Matthew 25:41 / 2 Peter
2:4 / Jude 6.

Whatever all this means, don’t miss the main point of Paul’s argument. If the church is to be employed by God in

‘judging’ on such a grand scale, surely wise Christian people ought to be able to judge between brethren who are in
conflict, rather than permitting such dissensions to proceed to lawsuits, and thus damaging the church’s influence in

society.

Paul is reminding these Corinthian Christians that they who know all about judging angels in the last day, how about

judging some of these petty disputes you are disgracefully airing in the courts, of the pagans!

And in your practice of resolving these little earthly matters, how is it that you set the pagan judges over such

trivialities, such judges being of no account at all in the church, as they’re not members of it.
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And this is why Paul exclaims, in 1 Corinthians 6:5, ‘is there no wise man among you?’ What he is saying is that

Christians ought to really follow the Jewish practice instead of, as he so bluntly describes it, a ‘going to the
unrighteous’, 1 Corinthians 5:6.

Bruce, in his commentary, says the following.

‘Every Jewish community throughout the Roman Empire and beyond its frontiers had its own bet-din, its own
competent machinery for the administration of civil justice within its own membership; the least that could be
expected of a Christian church was that it should make similar arrangements if necessary, and not wash its dirty linen
in public.’

What right has the ungodly to deal with the affairs of the righteous? There is a principle that has to be born in mind.

The mention of judgement in 1 Corinthians 6:6-13, naturally leads to teachings on this subject. Believers were

involved in lawsuits before pagan judges.

THE ALTERNATIVE TO LAWSUITS

“The very fact that you have lawsuits among you means you have been completely defeated already. Why not rather
be wronged? Why not rather be cheated? Instead, you yourselves cheat and do wrong, and you do this to your
brothers and sisters.” 1 Corinthians 6:7-8

Why do people go to court? They do it to assert or to demand, their ‘rights’. What is Paul’s solution? He asks, ‘why

not suffer wrong?’ 1 Corinthians 5:7. It is much better to suffer wrong than to do wrong. If you follow the practice of

the ‘unrighteous’ you are no better than the unrighteous, 1 Corinthians 6:8.

Moftatt, in his commentary, says the folowing.

‘Even to have lawsuits with one another is in itself a token of defeat. Why not let yourselves be wronged? But instead

of that, you inflict wrong practices and frauds and that on members of the brotherhood!”

This chapter lays down a principle that is applicable today. ‘If someone has wronged me, what do I do?” Matthew
18:15-20.
1. Pray for him.

2. Do good to him. If he is sick, and visit him.
3. Show love for love’s sake. Never let the act of wrong to you make you do an act of wrong to him.

Pride is insisting on your rights. If a brother with whom there is a problem is spiritually immature or weak, he may
need discipline, to try to settle the problem as Christians. He needs to face his responsibilities. And you may have to
suffer wrong, as Matthew 19:20 / Revelation 3:2, reveals.

Vindication, you want to be seen to be right! But one day, if you remain faithful, people will see that you are right
because you will stand at the right hand of Jesus. By the fact that you are found to be righteous and vindicated, you
will be.

According to Paul, the saint who takes legal action in a court of law, against fellow saints has already suffered
‘defeat’, no matter what results from the lawsuit, Matthew 5:39-41. He has suffered the failure of love, fellowship,
and brotherhood.




THE UNRIGHTEOUS

“Or do you not know that wrongdoers will not inherit the kingdom of God? Do not be deceived: Neither the sexually
immoral nor idolaters nor adulterers nor men who have sex with men nor thieves nor the greedy nor drunkards nor
slanderers nor swindlers will inherit the kingdom of God.” 1 Corinthians 6:6-10

The Greek word for ungodly, is the word, ‘kikol’, as in 1 Corinthians 6:1, but the word ‘wrongdoers’, the same word

in Greek, applies to anyone who behaves in an unrighteous way and there were those in the Corinthian church to
whom Paul applies the word. Some at Corinth were persisting in an unrighteous warning that this could lead to final
condemnation.

He then goes on to say in 1 Corinthians 6:9, ‘do you not know that the unrighteous shall not inherit the Kingdom of

God?” Paul says they will not enter into the full or final experience of salvation, 1 Corinthians 15:50-51/1

Corinthians 15:53 / 2 Peter 1:5-11 / Acts 14:21-22. Therefore, behaving in such a manner puts your own soul in

jeopardy.
Acro-Corinth had 1000 so-call ‘sacred’ temple prostitutes. The Emperor Constantine decreed that all the pagan
temples must be handed over to the Christians, 326-327 AD. Helena, Constantine’s mother was Christian.

Constantine himself came to Britain and was in charge of the Roman army based in York.

There are many sins described throughout the Scriptures, all of which will determine our eternal fate if they haven’t
been forgiven by the blood of Christ, Acts 2:38 / 1 John 1:9.

We should see sin as God sees sin, He hates sin, and He despises sin because sin separates us from Him and causes us

to become spiritually dead, Isaiah 59:2 / Romans 6:23. It doesn’t matter what the sin is, if anyone hasn’t had their sins

forgiven, they won’t receive eternal life.

WRONGDOERS

Paul doesn’t mess around with his words here, especially when he uses the word ‘wrongdoers’, this is the Greek word

‘adikos’, also used in 1 Corinthians 6:1. Paul uses that word and applies it applies to anyone who behaves in an

unrighteous way, 1 John 5:17.
In other words, there were some Christians in Corinth who were persisting in an unrighteous manner and he warns

those people that this unrighteous behaviour could lead to their final condemnation.

We don’t need to wonder what kind of unrighteous behaviour these Corinthian Christians were practising, because

Paul now goes on to tell us exactly what is involved in unrighteous behaviour.

SEXUALLY IMMORAL

The sexually immoral, ‘pornos’, are those people who practice illicit sexual intercourse, this refers to all sexual
sin, Galatians 5:19-21 / Ephesians 5:4-5 / Revelation 21:8.

The people who practice this sin think only of themselves, they only think only about fulfilling their own sexual
desires and pleasures, Matthew 5:32 / Matthew 19:9 / Acts 15:20 / Acts 15:29 / 1 Corinthians 5:1 / Ephesians

5:3 / Colossians 3:5 / 1 Thessalonians 4:3. Anyone who practices sexual immorality won’t inherit the kingdom of
God.




IDOLATERS

Idolaters, ‘eidololatres’ were simply those who worshipped idols. These were the Christians who created their own
religion and their deities in order to fulfil their own desires, 1 Corinthians 10:14 / Colossians 3:5 / 1 Peter

4:3 / Revelation 21:8 / Revelation 22:15.

In Corinth, they worshipped Aphrodite, the goddess of fertility, and worshipping her consisted of sexual immorality.

Anyone who practices idolatry won’t inherit the kingdom of God.

ADULTERERS

Adulterers, ‘moichos’ were those who practised unlawful intercourse with the spouse of someone else. These were
the Christians who broke their marriage vows to stay faithful to their husbands or wives by having sexual intercourse
with anyone else other than their husband or wife, Matthew 5:27-28 / Matthew 5:32 / Mark 10:11. Anyone who
practices adultery won’t inherit the kingdom of God.

MEN WHO HAVE SEX WITH MEN

Men who have sex with men, ‘arsenokoites’ were those men who had sex with another male, homosexuals, this also
includes lesbians, who men who have sex with other women, and those who practice bestiality, that is those who have

sex with animals.

These were the Christians who practised unnatural sex with other people, Romans 1:24-27. Anyone who practices

unnatural sex with another won’t inherit the kingdom of God.

THIEVES

Thieves, ‘kleptes’ were those who stole from others. They were the Christians who lived in such a way that they

didn’t work for a living, rather they lived off what they had stolen from others.

If someone steals from another person or even uses false information to gain more benefits from the government is a

thief. Anyone who practices theft won’t inherit the kingdom of God.

THE GREEDY

The greedy, ‘pleonektes’ were those who had a materialistic spirit, Romans 1:27-32 / Colossians 3:5-7. They were the

Christians who were just interested in gaining more material goods for themselves by any means, even if that meant

hurting their neighbour in the process or ignoring other people’s feelings and needs, Ephesians 5:11. Anyone who

practices greed won’t inherit the kingdom of God.



DRUNKARDS

Drunkards, ‘methusos’ were simply those who got drunk. They were the Christians who drank alcohol simply to lose
their senses. They had become addicted to alcohol and relied on it to help them through the day rather than relying on
God to help them through the day, 1 Corinthians 11:21 / 1 Timothy 3:3 / 1 Timothy 3:8. Anyone who continually gets

drunk won’t inherit the kingdom of God.
In those days, drunkards received the Death Sentence if they were. 1. Drunk at night. 2. Drunk around the harbour, or

in public baths. 3. If their wine contained less than 2 or 3 parts of water.

Breakfast usually consisted of bread dipped in wine.

SLANDERERS

Slanderers, ‘loidoros’ were those who speak against others, they were foul-mouthed people. These were the
Christians who used abusive words to bring down others and raise their own personal agendas and opinions. Anyone

who practices slander won’t inherit the kingdom of God.

SWINDLERS

Swindlers, ‘harpax’ were those who rob with violence. These were the Christians who would stop at nothing to get
what they want. They make friends and see others as a means to make any kind of financial or material gain for

themselves. Anyone who practices swindling won’t inherit the kingdom of God.

These are not the only sins mentioned where a person practicing them wont inherit the kingdom of God, Galatians
5:19-21 / Ephesians 5:3-5.
Remember the church began with converts from the synagogue, Acts 18:8, but Jews living in pagan countries had a

high standard of morality. There were many converted pagans in the church.

THEN AND NOW!

“And that is what some of you were. But you were washed, you were sanctified, you were justified in the name of the
Lord Jesus Christ and by the Spirit of our God. “I have the right to do anything,” you say—but not everything is
beneficial. “I have the right to do anything”—but I will not be mastered by anything.” 1 Corinthians 6:11-12

1. In 1 Corinthians 6:11, Paul says, ‘some of you were’, not all, but some.

2. Now they are ‘washed’, ‘you washed yourselves clean’ but you let the Lord washed you clean, Acts

22:16 / Revelation 7:14.

3. Now they are ‘sanctified’, the word in Greek is ‘hagiazo’, and it means to set apart for God’s possession and use,
saints, 1 Corinthians 1:1 /2 Timothy 2:21.

4. Now they are ‘justified’, the Greek word is ‘dikaoo’, and it means to declare righteousness. The common legal

word for ‘acquittal’.
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Paul says that the church in Corinth WERE the practices of some of those people before they became Christians, 1
Corinthians 6:11. He says the same to the church in Galatia, Galatians 4:3 and Ephesus, Ephesians 5:8.

The truth is we’re all recovering sinaholics, we’ve all got our past and we’ve all got our baggage and we’ve all got
our struggles. Some sins more obvious than others, but we all have them and we all need to remind ourselves that it

shouldn’t surprise us if the church is full of sinaholics, it’s a hospital for the sinfully sick.

There are a few people who want to justify and excuse their sinful behaviour by telling us that they can’t help who
they are, they were born that way.

We know that no one is born a sinner, we choose to sin, we learn it from others but to justify our sinful behaviour by
saying ‘I can’t help it, that’s just the way I was born’, is as logical as saying ‘I’m going to rob a bank because I was

born a thief” or ‘I’m going to kill someone because I was born a murderer’.

The point is if people are going to use that argument to defend their behaviour, then they can’t argue against anyone
else who practices any of the sins listed above because they will argue the same. If people are born adulterers,

drunkards and liars etc, then Paul wouldn’t be able to tell them, they won’t inherit the kingdom of God.

The sad truth is, that God’s Word clearly tells us if anyone is involved in any sin, then that sin, will lock that person

out of heaven forever, Revelation 22:15.

Constable, in his commentary, says the following.

‘Paul’s point in this whole section, 1 Corinthians 6:1-11, was that genuine Christians should not continue in or return

to the sinful practices that mark unbelievers. We should become what we are because of what Jesus Christ has done
for us. This appeal runs throughout the New Testament and is latent in every exhortation to pursue godliness. It is
especially strong in this epistle. Rather than assuming that believers will not continually practice sin, the inspired
writers constantly warned us of that possibility.’

1 Corinthians 6:12, tells us it’s never lawful to sin. Greeks considered the body a tomb or the shackle of the soul.

They believed that they should let it fulfil its appetites. If hungry, let it eat! If it experienced a sexual craving, indulge
in it. In the Christian view, your body belongs to Christ.

Barclay, in his commentary, says the following.

‘The Greeks always looked down on the body. There was a proverbial saying, *The body is a tomb.” Epictetus said, ’I

am a poor soul shackled to a corpse.’

THE BASIS OF CHRISTIAN HOLINESS

“You say, “Food for the stomach and the stomach for food, and God will destroy them both.” The body, however, is
not meant for sexual immorality but for the Lord, and the Lord for the body. By his power God raised the Lord from
the dead, and he will raise us also. Do you not know that your bodies are members of Christ himself? Shall I then take
the members of Christ and unite them with a prostitute? Never! Do you not know that he who unites himself with a
prostitute is one with her in body? For it is said, “The two will become one flesh.” But whoever is united with the
Lord is one with him in spirit. Flee from sexual immorality. All other sins a person commits are outside the body, but
whoever sins sexually, sins against their own body. Do you not know that your bodies are temples of the Holy Spirit,
who is in you, whom you have received from God? You are not your own; you were bought at a price. Therefore
honour God with your bodies.” 1 Corinthians 6:13-20

Paul moves on to discuss two subjects that were part and parcel of pagan worship. The offering of sacrifices to idols,

and the practice of immorality. He discusses both of these matters in the context of Christian liberty.
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It is almost certain, because of the inverted commas used by the translators, that Paul is repeating something that

someone else has said. Someone is saying, ‘all things are lawful.’

‘Very well!” Paul says, ‘but not all things are helpful’, 1 Corinthians 6:12. And you are telling me now that God made

food for the stomach, and the stomach for the food? That’s perfectly true, Mark 7:19. And God is going to destroy
them both, the food and the stomach! 1 Corinthians 6:13.

It may even be that there were people in Corinth who were quoting something that Paul had himself said at some

time, and they were now saying, ‘you taught us that! You said we are free from the law.’
Fee, in his commentary, says the following.

‘Freedom is not to be for self but for others. The real question is not whether an action is "lawful’ or ’right’ or even
“all right,” but whether it is good, whether it benefits. Truly Christian conduct is not predicated on whether I have the

right to do something, but whether my conduct is helpful to those about me.’

They were practising the theory which is the basis of the doctrine of ‘Once Saved, Always Saved.” This is the
doctrine that in effect says, ‘it doesn’t matter what we do. Once in grace, always in grace!” But, even the statement

itself, ‘I have the right to do anything’, is false.

There are clearly unlawful things. Those who believed this were taking the freedom that Paul preached, and declared

that they were not bound to the Jewish law and were applying it to everything, even to immorality.

Paul now says, you are right in the case of eating meat. You may eat it, or you may leave it alone. But immorality is a
different matter. Yes, your stomach was intended to eat meat, but your body was not intended for immorality, 1
Corinthians 6:13.

The food that you eat doesn’t make you unclean, because your system is designed to cope with food. And remember,

both body and food will perish when your body dies God will destroy both, 1 Corinthians 6:13.

But immorality is different, it is not just like taking a meal, because God did not design the body for immorality, 1

Corinthians 6:13. At the very deepest level, sexual intimacy is much more than a physical thing. It is not just like a

hunger for food, it has spiritual and moral significance.
Immorality, as the psychologist knows, affects the personality of the people involved, it defiles them. While your
body and the food you take in, will one day perish, your person, your personality, your soul, the real you, will not

perish.

So there is a world of difference between eating meat and practising immorality. You may exercise your freedom of

choice in the one, but not in the other.

Fee, in his commentary, says the following, concerning 1 Corinthians 6:14.

“The body of the believer is for the Lord because through Christ’s resurrection God has set in motion the reality of
our own resurrection. This means that the believer’s physical body is to be understood as ’joined’ to Christ’s own

’body’ that was raised from the dead.’

The problem is immorality, 1 Corinthians 6:13-18. The prohibition is previously emphatically stated in 1 Corinthians

5:9-12 / 1 Corinthians 6:9-10. Paul now gives the reasons for living purer chaste lives.

The background to the problems is immorality related to the worship of pagan deities. The One thousand prostitutes
from the temple, who were maintained, kept by the city of Corinth, who came down from Acro-Corinth into the city

were always ready for sexual activity, which was claimed to be ‘worship’ offered to their gods.

Paul gives us the spiritual basis for holiness of life in 1 Corinthians 6:15.

J. B. Phillips’s version of 1 Corinthians 6:15-17, says the following.
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‘Have you realised the almost incredible fact that your bodies are integral parts of Christ himself? Am I then to take
parts of Christ and join them as a prostitute? Never! Don’t you realise that when a man joins himself with a prostitute
he makes with her a physical unity? For, God says, ‘the two shall be one flesh’. On the other hand, the man who joins
himself to God is one with Him in spirit’.

Prostitution, 1 Corinthians 6:15-16, is wrong because when a Christian has sexual relations with a prostitute, he or

she takes what belongs to God, Genesis 2:24, and gives it to someone else. This is stealing from God, 1 Corinthians
Prostitution affects the person spiritually and psychologically, bad habits are those which are unnatural. There are
other sins that Paul describes as ‘outside of the body’, purposes, over-eating is a sin because it is eating in excess, and
immorality is inherently sinful, 1 Corinthians 6:18.

Constable, in his commentary, says the folowing.

‘No other sin has this result. All other sins are outside or apart from the body in this sense. ‘Every sin that a man
commits is outside the body, could be another incorrect Corinthian slogan that Paul proceeded to correct, 1
Corinthians 6:12-13.°

A baby craves food, not cigarettes! Old ideas, ‘churched’, sprinkled, child of God, member of the body of Christ and

an inheritor of heaven.

‘Unchurched’, a child of the devil, a member of Satan, and an inheritor of hell. Being a Christian is being married to

Christ, immorality violates that union, and so is unfaithfulness to the divine husband.

We should ‘flee from sexual immorality’, from the verb, ‘pheugo’, which means to flee from, 1 Corinthians 6:18. The

word is the present imperative tense, which indicates something to be doing now and to keep on doing! 1 Corinthians
10:14 / 2 Timothy 2:22.

In the temple, Aphrodite’s immorality was regarded as consecration. Paul says for the Christian, this is a dreadful

violation of sanctity, 1 Corinthians 6:19.

In 1 Corinthians 6:19, the individual Christian is a temple of the Holy Spirit, Romans 8:9-11 / Galatians 4:6 / 1 John
3:24 /1 John 4:13. Christian conduct should reveal the presence of the Holy Spirit.

Notice, ‘the Holy Spirit within you,” 1 Corinthians 6:19. In 1 Corinthians 3:16, the church, congregation, is the

temple of the Holy Spirit.

Constable, in his commentary, says the following, concerning the Holy Spirit.

‘He is a gift to us from God, 1 Thessalonians 4:8. He is the best gift God has given us thus far. Consequently we have

a moral obligation to the Giver. Moreover because He indwells us we belong to Him.’
You are the property of Christ, 1 Corinthians 6:19, ‘bought with a price,” 1 Corinthians 6:20. The price He paid was
the death of His only Son, Romans 3:24-25 / Ephesians 1:13 / Ephesians 1:7.

The perceptive answer to immorality is to ‘flee’ from it, 1 Corinthians 6:18. The perceptive answer is to use the body

for purposes the master approves, 1 Corinthians 6:19-20 / 1 Corinthians 6:12.

The Christian slave cannot accept bondage to any appetite, desire or object, because he is Christ’s absolute

possession, 1 Corinthians 6:20. We should honour God in your body and in your spirit, which are God’s.

CHAPTER 7



INTRODUCTION

The date of this epistle has been placed at 55-56 AD. Nero Claudius Caesar was the Roman Emperor. During the later
reign of Claudius, Tiberius Claudius Drusus Nero Germanicus, 51 AD, all Jews were commanded to depart from
Rome, Acts 18:2.

Growing tension existed between the Romans and the Jews. The Jews insisted that Jehovah God is the only God,

whereas the Romans viewed their emperors as deities and demanded all of Rome to worship them.
Ann. XV. 44, says the following.

‘Those who confessed (i.e., to being Christians) were arrested, and then as a result of their information, a large
number were implicated not so much on the charge of incendiarism as for hatred of the human race. They died by
methods of mockery; some were covered with the skins of wild beasts and then torn by dogs, some were crucified,
some were burned as torches to light at night. Whence (after the scenes of extreme cruelty) commiseration was stirred
for them, although guilty of deserving the worse penalties, for men felt that their destruction was not on account of

the public welfare but to gratify the cruelty of one (Nero).’

The tension between Romans and Christians is likely the ‘distress’ under consideration in 1 Corinthians 7:26, during

the days of Nero. This chapter deals with marital obligations in view of the distress upon the Christians.

In 1 Corinthians 7, we are going to see if a legal divorce has taken place, then couples don’t need to separate and go

back to their former husband or wife, Deuteronomy 24:4, because God accepts them where they are.

If that former divorce is legal and binding, they are free to remarry and Paul is not only going to teach us that God

allows divorced people to get married, he commands it.

In the Biblical world outside of Palestine, there were different types of marriages under the Roman Empire. All of

these were recognised as legal forms of marriage, even though they are quite different from our own British culture.

CONTUBERNIUM

1. There is a form of marriage which is called ‘Contubernium’.

The word Contubernium, means dwelling together, or the tent companionship where we have a man who owned
many slaves and he would kind of breed them. He would take a woman and hook her up with a man and say, ‘you’ll

breed’” and they would stay together for as long as the master wants them together.

If the master sells that couple to another master and he decides to move her to another man, then they become
married, as far as people are concerned under the Roman Empire. Contubernium is where a master decides between

slaves who will have sex with each other and who will live together as husband and wife.

USUS

2. Another form of marriage is called ‘usus’, this is a marriage of common people under the Roman Empire.
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The word usus means the act of making use of something. This is what the typical average person did, we would call
it in our culture common-law marriage. In the Roman Empire, if a man took a woman and he lived with her for

twelve months, they were considered married in the eyes of the people.

There was no legal document, there was no exchanging of vows, there is just an agreement between the two of them

to live together. When they lived together for a full year, they were considered husband and wife.

COEMPTIO IN MANUS

3. In the Roman Empire there was another form of marriage called ‘coemptio in manus’.

Coemptio in manus is basically marriage by sale. There may be a father who has a daughter and he wants to get her
related to somebody else, so he sells her to another family. Remember that in ancient society, families form their own

trade unions, their own guild.

For example, if you were a tent maker but you couldn’t make the tent pegs, you would sell your daughter to the tent
peg maker’s son, that would become the easiest and cheapest way to get tent pegs and that forms a relationship that

yields a union between the two families.

CONFARREATIO

4. The last one that was recognised in the Roman Empire was ‘Confarreatio’.

This was the type of wedding that went on between nobility, it was a big affair, the girl dressed up, they had rings for
each other to wear, they exchanged vows, and they had flowers. This sounds like what goes on today, it’s from this
particular type of marriage in the Roman Empire that our tradition filtered down to the way we do marriages today

and recognise it as a legal, binding marriage.

All four of these kinds existed in the Roman Empire. When Paul goes out and preaches the Gospel and when he
comes into a community and begins to talk to people, there are going to be men who are married because they bought

their wives.

There are going to be men and women who live together because their master has mated them and there are going to
be people who have agreed to live together and have been living together for three or four years, but there has been
no official ceremony. There are going to be some nobility who have gone through all the pomp and circumstance of

getting married.

ARE ALL OF THESE RECOGNISED BY GOD?

These people who have lived together for ten months but are not considered legally married yet, because you have to

live together for twelve months, what do they do?
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Would Paul say, ‘you have to become nobility, you have to go through the nobility ceremony to make it legal!’

What’s his response? How do you treat them? Do they need to separate from each other?

Remember Corinth was an exceptionally corrupt city, it had a horrible reputation and it was the capital of sexual sin

in that first century. You name it, it went on in Corinth.

In fact, if you wanted to call somebody a downright ugly name, you called them a ‘Corinthian’. No one could be

considered a more corrupt individual than to be called a ‘Corinthian’.

Obviously, when Paul comes and establishes a church in Corinth, there are going to be people who have all kinds of
backgrounds when we think about sex. There are going to be temple prostitutes, adulterers, homosexuals, all kinds of

marriages and divorces and remarriages, it’s going to be a mess from a sexual standpoint.

This raises some questions regarding marriage in the minds of these people at Corinth.

‘Now concerning the matters about which you wrote.” 1 Corinthians 7:1

In the first six chapters Paul wrote about what he wanted to talk about, the problems that he saw there at Corinth, and
now beginning in this chapter, and going through the rest of the book, he’s going to be addressing some issues that

were important to these Corinthians.

They had contacted him with these questions, unfortunately, we don’t have the questions but we do have the answers.

When we examine the answers, we can know what the questions were.

IS SEX UNSPIRITUAL?

The first question that comes as Paul addresses the sexual mess at Corinth is, ‘is sex unspiritual?” Remember, they
came out of all kinds of spiritual corruption as we have already mentioned. If it was sexually abnormal, it happened at

Corinth. These people who have now converted to Christianity suddenly have this question raised.

They must have thought that sex must be bad, it must be corrupt, it must be an evil thing and so we probably ought to

avoid it, shouldn’t we? Isn’t sex bad? Shouldn’t a true Christian avoid sex?

PAUL’S ANSWER

‘It is well for a man not to touch a woman.” But because of cases of sexual immorality, each man should have his
own wife and each woman her own husband. The husband should give to his wife her conjugal rights, and likewise
the wife to her husband. For the wife does not have authority over her own body, but the husband does; likewise, the
husband does not have authority over his own body, but the wife does. Do not deprive one another except perhaps by
agreement for a set time, to devote yourselves to prayer, and then come together again, so that Satan may not tempt
you because of your lack of self-control. This I say by way of concession, not of command. I wish that all were as |
myself am. But each has a particular gift from God, one having one kind and another a different kind.” 1 Corinthians
7:1-7

Paul addresses the issue of celibacy in this chapter. Should we just cut off from sex altogether?

1. We are told that “celibacy is good’, 1 Corinthians 7:1.
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That is a sexual euphemism, that’s another way of saying it’s good not to have sexual relations or not to be married,

so you have that legitimate right. The reason he said that is because ‘of the present crisis,” 1 Corinthians 7:26.

When he writes to the Corinthians, there is something going on that it would be better for these people not to be

married because of the pressure that it would bring on them.

We will look at this passage in more detail a little later, but for now, he’s saying that if they are married and this
persecution comes and they see their wife being tortured, it would be a motivation for them to renounce Jesus in order

to stop her from suffering.

Because of the present crisis, they are better off not getting married to keep that pressure off them as they face loyalty

to Jesus in a time of persecution.

He isn’t saying that marriage, in and of itself, is bad, this is an observation made based on what is happening at that

point in time but he does say that celibacy is good.

2. He says that ‘celibacy is tempting’, 1 Corinthians 7:2.
We are born with sexual drives, some peoples are stronger than others, but we all have them. If they cannot control

them, Paul says they are better off getting married, even in the face of the present crisis.

Even with this persecution that is coming on the church, they will be in a better condition to go ahead and get married
and have normal sexual relations, than try to be celibate and be tempted into immorality. Celibacy is good, but

celibacy can be tempting.

That is always true in any sexually oriented society, then and now. We live in a sexually oriented society, if a man is
determined to be celibate, but can’t control himself, then Paul’s counsel to him would be to get married. Use God’s

legitimate method for relieving the sexual drive.

3. Paul says that ‘celibacy is wrong for married couples,” 1 Corinthians 7:3-7.

That seems like a strange piece of advice, but remember here were people who were married, people who came to
Jesus and suddenly came to this conclusion that sex must be bad. They were saying what they needed to do was to

never have sex again, Paul says, ‘no, that’s wrong.

There is to be the satisfaction of our partner’s needs and to abstain is to commit sin. We have a responsibility to meet

the needs of our partner, that’s why God created the institution of marriage.
Constable, in his commentary, says the following.

‘In view of the temptation to commit fornication, each partner in marriage needs to fulfil his or her sexual duty to the
spouse. Part of the responsibility of marriage is to meet the various needs of the partner, Genesis 2:18, including
sexual needs.

Notice he talks about the wife’s body and the husband’s body. If we go back at look at the end of 1 Corinthians 6,

we’ll see a tie here. If we draw a line under the word ‘body’ in 1 Corinthians 6, you will find that it occurs several

times and then Paul goes straight into marriage.
Why did he pick marriage first? Because he says we’re talking about the body, he says they are to use their body to

meet their partner’s sexual needs. There is a continuity of thought between 1 Corinthians 6-7. Celibacy, Paul says, in

a marital relationship isn’t to be practised.
Here’s what the Talmud has to say. The Talmud is the Jewish commentary on the oral and writs, ‘if a man vows that
he will not have intercourse with his wife, the school of Shammai allows him two weeks; the school of Hillel, one

week.’
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Where Paul said they aren’t to deprive each other, they aren’t to be celibate except for a period of time and it has to

be done by mutual consent.

Now how long is ‘a set time’? Shammai says you can do that for two weeks, again, this is the Jewish culture. Hillel,
who was the more liberal person, says only one week. ‘If by the end of that period the man does not annul his vow

and resume cohabitation with his wife, he is compelled to divorce her.’

In other words, it was the viewpoint of the rabbis that if a husband and wife lived together, and a man couldn’t meet

the sexual needs of his wife after two weeks, he had to divorce her. Why?

So she could get marry somebody who would meet her sexual needs, and vice versa. A woman could also free herself

from marriage by vowing to withhold herself from her husband.

If a wife didn’t like her husband, she could refuse to give him sex for two weeks and under the Law, as far as the
rabbis were concerned, he had the right to because he had a right to be married to somebody who would meet his

sexual needs.

If she persists in her attitude and divorces her without payment of the ‘catuba’, which is like giving the dowry back,

she surrenders it. The Jewish rabbis considered two weeks to be the maximum set period of time.

Paul doesn’t give that to us, he just says it’s to be for ‘a set time’ and it is to be by mutual consent. He says you don’t
withhold sex and use it as a weapon in war in the marriage. Wives shouldn’t use it to get leverage on their husbands

or wives, don’t refrain from having sex because you are angry with your husband.

Paul says that if there is the abstinence of the sexual relationship, it must be by mutual consent and only for a set

time, and that is for ‘the purpose of prayer’, 1 Corinthians 7:5. It’s for the development of one’s spiritual life, but then

they come back together.
1 Corinthians 7:3 literally says they should keep on fulfilling their marital duties. A husband should keep on fulfilling

his marital duties, then he says in 1 Corinthians 7:6-7, if they practice celibacy, it will be because celibacy is a gift.

Notice Paul says, ‘I say this as a concession,” 1 Corinthians 7:6. Remember in the Greek New Testament there are no
punctuation marks.
We don’t know where one sentence ends and the next one begins, that has to be decided by the translator. There are

no question marks, commas, periods, parentheses or any of that stuff, the translator had to make a judgment.

I think there is one we can make here that will help us understand what he’s saying. He says, ‘I say this as a

concession, and not as a command’.

I don’t think that is what he is referring to, I think we ought to punctuate it this way. At the end of 1 Corinthians 7:6,

there should be a colon instead of it period, ‘I say this as a concession,

not as a command.’

What is it that he says? ‘I wish all men were as [ am.” In other words, he isn’t commanding everybody to be celibate,
he could say, I wish everybody was single, it’s going to free them up for their spiritual development, although he will
talk about that later in the chapter.

He’s saying that celibacy isn’t a command, it’s a matter of concession, it’s a gift of God, 1 Corinthians 7:7. Some

people have the gift of celibacy, they have the ability to remain single and don’t have an overpowering sexual drive
that needs to be satisfied.
What did Jesus say about that? ‘Some men were born as eunuchs, some were made to be eunuchs and some decide to

be eunuchs as an act of will, but not everybody can receive that,” Matthew 19:12.
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Paul said, ‘some people have that gift and some don’t’. Most don’t and in the marital relationship, we don’t practice

celibacy. The husband and the wife meet each other’s sexual needs.

Sex isn’t unspiritual, even in a corrupt society that perverts’ sex and misuses sex, sex in and of itself isn’t bad. It’s
created by God, it’s intended to be used, it’s intended to be fulfilled within the marriage relationship. So that is the

initial question that Paul deals with here. Is sex a sin?

SHOULD THOSE WHO WERE FORMERLY
MARRIED, REMARRY?

The next question that Paul raises, we could ask it this way, should those who were formerly married, remarry? To
understand this, we need to think about marital status, Let’s begin with the word ‘virgin’ which Paul will use in this

chapter.

What is a virgin, ‘parthenos’? A simple definition here is a person who has never been married. Again, we’re talking
about marital status which is what this chapter is about. A virgin is a person who isn’t married nor never has been, so

we would say has never had sex, they had never entered into that relationship.

Secondly, there is the other end of that spectrum. Who is a widow, ‘chera’? One who has been freed by death, they

had been married but now is no longer married because their mate has passed away.

Next, we have ‘married’, ‘gamos’ we know what that is, they are not free, but they are free to have sex with each

other. The final category Paul mentions is the “‘unmarried’ ‘agamos’.

WHO ARE THE UNMARRIED?

I believe that the unmarried are the divorced. Some say that’s people who have never been married but not correct,
it’s the virgins who are the people who have never been married. The word, ‘unmarried’ in Greek, is the word

‘agamos’ the Greek word ‘gamos’ gives us our word marriage.

We have ‘monogamy mono’, ‘one’; ‘gamos’, ‘monogamous’, one marriage. Polygamy, ‘poly’, many, many

marriages. ‘Gamos’ means marriage and ‘agamos’ means unmarried.

A person can’t be ‘agamos’ unless they have been ‘gamos’. A person can’t be unmarried unless they have been
married, any more than a person can untie their shoelaces until first of all they were tied. The word ‘agamos’ occurs

four times in the New Testament and they are all in this chapter.

AGAMOS AND GAMOS

Notice later in 1 Corinthians 7:32-33, we have two broad categories contrasted, people who are married, ‘agamos’,

and people who aren’t married, ‘gamos’. It says nothing about their marital status, it only compares whether they

have been into the act of marriage or not.
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Look at the next verse, which is the pivotal verse, 1 Corinthians 7:34. Paul makes a distinction between the unmarried

person, ‘agamos’ and the virgin, ‘parthenos’, they aren’t one and the same, they are two different people. He puts
both of them together in opposition to the married woman. Look at the following verses, 1 Corinthians 7:8, and 1
Corinthians 7:10-11.

She had been married, ‘gamos’ and was told to not separate, but if she does decide to separate, she is to remain

unmarried, ‘agamos’, 1 Corinthians 7:8 / 1 Corinthians 7:10-11.

That shows me that a person has to be ‘gamos’ first, then when they leave their mate, they are then ‘agamos’. That

tells me that being unmarried in this case means being a divorced person.

In this chapter, Paul talks about married people, he talks about two categories of married people. He will give
instructions to virgins, to widows and to the ‘agamos’, to the divorced people. Those are the only categories that exist
in the marital relationship and Paul has advice for all of them.

If we deny that ‘agamos’ refers to divorced people, then we have a huge segment of society that existed in the first-
century church, just as surely as it does today, which had no counsel from Paul. But if we understand the ‘agamos’ to

be the divorced person, then this chapter has counsel for every category of marital relationships.

THOSE WHO ARE UNMARRIED AND THE WIDOWS

‘To the unmarried and the widows, I say that it is well for them to remain unmarried as I am. But if they cannot
control themselves, they should marry, for it is better to marry than to burn with passion.” 1 Corinthians 7:8-9

Here are two categories of people who have been formerly married, ‘agamos’, one is free by death, the other, ‘gamos’

is free by divorce. Paul’s counsel has already been said in 1 Corinthians 7:1, ‘it’s better not to marry’.

Now he tells these people who were formerly married, but now are free by death or by divorce that they shouldn’t get
married. He says it’s ‘good’ for them to stay unmarried. Again, this is because of the present crisis that is going on in
the first century, 1 Corinthians 7:26.

Constable, in his commentary, says the following, concerning whether was Paul married previously, 1 Corinthians

‘Paul evidently was not a married man when he wrote this epistle, 1 Corinthians 7:8. We do not have enough

information about his life to know whether he had never married, had become a widower, or if his wife had left him.’

Clarke, in his commentary, says the following.

‘It is supposed that the apostle speaks here of men who had been married, in the word ayapot, (unmarried) but were
now widowers; as he does of women who had been married, in the word ympat, (widow) but were now widows. And
when he says ockoywm, ‘even as I’, he means that he himself was a widower; for several of the ancients rank Paul

among the married apostles.’

Who is the person who has the greatest struggle with sexual sin? It’s the widow, ‘chera’. It’s the man who has
experienced it, if a man has experienced sex, it’s harder for him to turn it down, than a man who has never had it, 1
Corinthians 7:9.

Here you have a widow and here you have a divorced person, they are both used to having their sexual needs met and

now because of death or divorce, those needs aren’t being met.

Paul says it’s good for them, because of what is happening in our culture right now, the current crisis, that they don’t
get married, ‘but if they cannot control themselves, they should marry, for it is better to marry than to burn with
passion.” 1 Corinthians 7:9.
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Keener, in his commentary, says the following.
‘Burning” was a very common description of unfulfilled passion in Greek and Roman literature.’

I don’t think Paul is talking about people who have never been married and people who have been married and lost

their mate by death. He’s talking about both categories who have experienced sexual fulfilment.

He says to the person who was formerly married, ‘gamos’, but now is unmarried, ‘agamos’, the person who is
divorced and the person who has lost their mate by death. If they can’t control themselves, if they need their sexual

needs met, get married!

That’s a pretty clear command of Scripture to divorced individuals to remarry. He didn’t say anything about the
reason why, he didn’t ask if it was a valid, a ‘scriptural divorce’, he said if they’re divorced, get married to meet their

sexual desires if they need to.

Remember that this was written against a backdrop in which Paul said it would be better to remain single. It would be
better not to get married, but if their needs must be fulfilled, if it’s tempting them to commit sin sexually that God

doesn’t want them to commit, then get married to meet those needs legitimately.

Paul says that he counsels younger widows to get married, not to be put on the church roll, but to get married. Here

he says it’s because of the present crisis, 1 Corinthians 7:26.

Years later evidently when that crisis has passed, he says, ‘I teach younger widows to get married’ in a discussion he

has on widows there in 1 Timothy 5:14.

I believe that the grace of Jesus Christ that saves the soul also saves the body from a lifetime of frustration and

anxiety. In Matthew 19:1-9, Jesus isn’t dealing with divorce, He’s dealing with ‘abandonment’.

He says if a man ‘abandons’ his wife and goes out and marries somebody else when he is not legally divorced from

his first wife, then he commits adultery when he marries.

If she has been abandoned and has no legal divorce, ‘apostasion’, and she marries somebody else, then they commit

adultery. That doesn’t apply when there has been a death or when there has been a legal divorce.

That’s why Paul can say here to divorced people, as well as widows, get married if you must. Paul doesn’t contradict

Jesus’ words, those two passages of Scripture fit perfectly together.

What is his counsel to the formerly married? Should they remarry? Paul says it would be better to remain single

because of what’s happening in their culture, but to avoid sexual sin, go ahead and get married.

CHRISTIANS WHO ARE MARRIED

“To the married I give this command—not I but the Lord—that the wife should not separate from her husband (but if
she does separate, let her remain unmarried or else be reconciled to her husband), and that the husband should not
DIVORCE his wife.” 1 Corinthians 7:10-11

What are the alternatives for those who are married? This falls into two categories that we need to observe here. In 1

Corinthians 7:10-11, he’s going to be dealing with two Christians who are married.

The married couples who were both Christians were thinking, they are both Christians now, they both have come to
believe in Jesus, but when they first got married, no one told them it was a permanent deal. No one told them they

couldn’t just slip in and out of it whenever they wanted to.
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They didn’t understand God’s laws, they are now asking if they could get a divorce and hunt around until they find
somebody that they are really sure that they want to spend the rest of their life with. Paul addresses these questions in

this section.
Constable, in his commentary, says the following.

‘The Lord Jesus Christ gave instruction concerning what believers are to do in marriage when He taught during His
earthly ministry, Matthew 5:27-32 / Matthew 19:3-12 / Mark 10:1-12. Paul cited some of this teaching and added
more of his own. This is one of the rare instances when Paul appealed directly to Jesus’ teachings, 1 Corinthians
9:14 / 1 Corinthians 11:23 / 1 Timothy 5:18."

It’s here we come to some difficulty in understanding, the two words used by Jesus, ‘apoluo’, which is practical

divorce, send away or abandonment where you didn’t live with them anymore, and ‘apostasion’, which was a

certificate of divorce which was the official document granting a divorce, Matthew 5:31-32.

Those two words don’t occur in this chapter, if you’re using the N.I.V., you will find the word ‘divorce’ used many
times, but neither one of the two words that Jesus uses are used in this chapter. He uses different words, so we’re

going to have to try and figure some things out and see if we can come up with a consistent interpretation.

When Paul says, ‘to the married, ‘gamos’, I give this command, not I but the Lord,” 1 Corinthians 7:10, he is

addressing a situation that Jesus addressed back in Matthew 19:1-9.

When Jesus spoke in Matthew 19, He was speaking where both people were part of a covenant relationship with God
because He was speaking to Jews and all Jews were in a covenant relationship with God, both the husband and the
wife would have both belonged to God.

Now as Christians both belong to God as part of the covenant. So, what are our options? ‘A wife mustn’t separate

from her husband’, 1 Corinthians 7:10. The word for ‘separate’ here is the very same word that Jesus used when He

said, ‘what God has joined together, let not man separate’, Matthew 19:6, it means, ‘to divide’, it gives us the idea of
divorce.
He says a wife mustn’t separate from her husband, if she does, she has to remain unmarried, ‘agamos’ or her other

option is to be reconciled to her husband.

Clarke, in his commentary, says the following extracts will prove that the law among the Jews was very loose relative

to the firmness of the marriage bond.

‘A woman might put away or depart from her husband by giving this simple reason to the elders, who would give the
following certificate. “In day of week, of year, A., daughter of B., put away before us and said: My
mother, or my brethren, deceived me, and wedded me or betrothed me, when I was a very young maid, to C., son of

D.; but I now reveal my mind before you, that I will not have him.’

Notice Paul also says that ‘a husband mustn’t divorce’ his wife’, 1 Corinthians 7:11 / Deuteronomy 24:1. The word

he uses here is ‘aphiemi’, and it means ‘to send from” ‘to send forth’. It’s like the word ‘apoluo’ which meant, ‘to

lose from’, which gave us the idea of abandonment, Matthew 5:31-32.

This word ‘aphiemi’ means to ‘send from’, ‘to send away’. Paul is dealing here with the same issue of a practical

divorce rather than a legal divorce, that is a husband mustn’t abandon his wife and go off and leave her.

Unfortunately, he doesn’t deal with the issue of what if they do? What if a wife does separate from her husband and
marries someone else? What if a husband does divorce his wife, what happens if he marries again? That issue isn’t
addressed by Paul.

Just like Jesus, Paul is giving us the ideal here, he’s telling us what it is because they are both Christians. He’s giving

them the ideal that they are to strive for permanency in their marriage relationship, divorce isn’t to be an option.
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Christians should never consider that as an alternative, they should never think, that if they can’t get along, they’ll
just get a divorce.

Paul is saying where you have both believers in a marriage relationship, divorce should never be considered as an
option. He not even going to talk about it because they are to remain together, that is what they’re to work on and that

is what they’re to strive for.

WHAT IF DIVORCE DOES HAPPEN?

I think Jesus’ counsel comes in in these cases, where Jesus says, if divorce does take place, it must be a legal divorce.
They can’t just put her away, they can’t just abandon her. They have to make it legal, Matthew 5:31-32, but, that’s
not what God wants, Matthew 19:4-6.

God wants unity, He wants that picture of Jesus and the church reflected in their marriage. Divorce is not to be a

consideration, it’s not to be an option for married couples. He said that mustn’t happen, but if it does happen make it

legal, and give them the certificate of divorce.

THOSE WHO ARE MARRIED TO AN UNBELIEVER

“To the rest I say—I and not the Lord—that if any believer has a wife who is an unbeliever, and she consents to live
with him, he should not divorce her. And if any woman has a husband who is an unbeliever, and he consents to live
with her, she should not divorce him. For the unbelieving husband is made holy through his wife, and the unbelieving
wife is made holy through her husband. Otherwise, your children would be unclean, but as it is, they are holy. But if
the unbelieving partner separates, let it be so; in such a case the brother or sister is not bound. It is to peace that God
has called you. Wife, for all you know, you might save your husband. Husband, for all you know, you might save
your wife.” 1 Corinthians 7:12-16

In this next section, Paul is going to deal with a marriage where one is a Christian and one isn’t. That’s ‘the rest’, a

believer married to an unbeliever.

We can imagine some Christians who were married to unbelievers thinking they have to get rid of their unsaved
partner because if they are married to a non-believer, they have the devil in their house, they have sin in their life and

have to get rid of their unbelieving mate.

Here is a situation where it is a little different, Paul says, ‘to the rest I say—I and not the Lord,” 1 Corinthians 7:12.

Now the Lord never addressed a mixed marriage, He never addressed the issue where one was a member of the
church and the other wasn’t, or where one was in the covenant and the other wasn’t because Jesus only spoke with
the Jews. He worked among the Jews and with the Jews, everybody was under God’s covenant.

The Gospel had gone outside of Palestine and gone into a Gentile world and some people heard the Gospel and they

have responded and their mate hasn’t. What are we to do in a situation like that?

Well, ‘to the rest’, if a brother has a wife who isn’t a believer and she is willing to live with him, he mustn’t ‘divorce’

‘aphiemi’ ‘put her away’, 1 Corinthians 7:12. And, if a woman has a husband who isn’t a believer and he’s willing to

live with her, she mustn’t ‘divorce’ ‘aphiemi’ him, ‘put him away’, 1 Corinthians 7:13.

Paul says if Christians are married to an unbeliever, then they should still live with them. God recognises that

marriage, it’s not an invalid marriage because their mate didn’t become a Christian.
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That doesn’t mean they are saved, that isn’t what the word ‘sanctified’ means in 1 Corinthians 7:14. He means that

the relationship is acceptable to God, the marriage is a sanctified marriage, it’s endorsed, it’s accepted by God.

Otherwise, he said, ‘your children would be unclean’, 1 Corinthians 7:14. The Greek word for unclean is ‘akathartos’

which impure. What does Paul mean by that? He simply means they are illegitimate.
They are thinking, that if they’re married to an unbeliever, God mustn’t recognise their marriage. Paul says, if that’s

true, then their kids are illegitimate, but “as it is, they are holy’, 1 Corinthians 7:14.

They had to recognise that if they are married to an unbeliever and they became a Christian, God still accepts their

marriage. The Christian must accept them, they should go on in that marriage and don’t try to get out of it.

What happens if the unbeliever doesn’t like that marriage? What if the unbeliever doesn’t like the fact that their other

half has become converted to Jesus Christ?

They don’t like their husband or wife’s godliness, their holiness, or the fact that they won’t engage in the things that
they used to engage in anymore. What happens then?

Paul tells us in 1 Corinthians 7:15, that if the unbelieving partner decides to terminate the marriage, they can

terminate it. We have already seen that Christians, people who are in a covenant relationship with God, should never
desire to divorce, divorce isn’t to be an option.
Neither practical divorce in abandonment nor a legal divorce in the courts is to be considered as an option for

Christians, they are to maintain the ideal. In a mixed marriage, the Christian is still to maintain the ideal.

But the unbeliever isn’t under God’s laws, they aren’t a Christian and therefore they are not bound by God’s martial
laws. If they want to terminate the relationship, Paul says let them do so, there isn’t anything anyone can do to stop
that. In that case, the Christians aren’t bound, 1 Corinthians 7:15.

If you aren’t bound, that means you are free. Right? If you are free, you can remarry, if you can’t remarry, you’re not
free, you’re still bound. Paul says the Christians aren’t bound, if they’re not bound, we assume they are free they

wouldn’t be free if they couldn’t remarry.

Look at what Paul says in 1 Corinthians 7:16, ‘how do you know, wife, if you will save your husband or not? How do

you know, husband, whether you will save your wife?’ N.I.V.

I personally believe that many have interpreted those questions exactly the reverse of the way that Paul meant them.
Many have always said, ‘if the unbeliever leaves, they go out, they’re not bound to meet their needs sexually or bed
and board, but they’re still, in the eyes of God, married to them. After all, if they just hang in there, they might

convert them’.

Paul is saying, they don’t have to hang on to it because they don’t know that they will convert them, they don’t know
that they will come to Jesus Christ or yield their life to Him as Lord, 1 Peter 3:1, so they don’t have to persistently
hold on to a relationship that the unbeliever wants to terminate.

If the unbeliever says, they’ve had it and they’re getting out of this relationship, and they terminate it, then God says

that it is terminated. They aren’t bound, they’re free, if they are free, then I believe they are free to remarry.

If that isn’t true, then I wonder why Paul gave this piece of counsel, why he didn’t just repeat 1 Corinthians 7:11?

Why did he not say, in that case, then their options are to remain unmarried or be reconciled to their mate?
He didn’t say that, he said they aren’t bound, they don’t know that Christian will save them, they don’t know that the

Christian will ever bring the unbeliever into the faith, 1 Corinthians 7:16, so if they want to go, if they want to

dissolve it, let them go, the Christian isn’t bound.
Over in Romans Paul uses the illustration that says a woman is bound to her husband in marriage for life, Romans

7:2. Notice he doesn’t deal with the case of divorce, he’s using the illustration of the ideal, but he talks about
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marriage as bondage. They were bound in their marriage but here in Corinthians Paul says if the unbeliever departs,
the Christian isn’t bound.

THOSE WHO WERE JEWS AND GENTILES

‘However, that may be, let each of you lead the life that the Lord has assigned, to which God called you. This is my
rule in all the churches. Was anyone at the time of his call already circumcised? Let him not seek to remove the
marks of circumcision. Was anyone at the time of his call uncircumcised? Let him not seek circumcision.
Circumcision is nothing, and uncircumcision is nothing; but obeying the commandments of God is everything. Let
each of you remain in the condition in which you were called.” 1 Corinthians 7:17-20

Here Paul addresses an issue that is closely related to what we have just mentioned, does salvation change their
marital condition? Paul has already addressed that basically and said ‘no’, but now he addresses it by way of

tllustration.

Paul’s only point in this is, that whatever your marital condition was when you were converted to Christianity, remain

in it, 1 Corinthians 7:17. He has just been discussing this issue of being married to an unbeliever, should I get out of

it? The emphasis in these illustrations is, ‘no’, don’t get out of it.

Was someone circumcised or uncircumcised when they became a Christian? 1 Corinthians 7:18. Many Jewish men

were already circumcised when they became Christians, but they don’t need to become uncircumcised. Many
Gentiles weren’t circumcised when they became Christians, but they don’t have to become circumcised.

Keener, in his commentary, says the following.

‘The idea of becoming uncircumcised after one has been circumcised seems strange, but some Jews did this to avoid
being known as Jews when they participated in activities at the public gymnasiums. They underwent an operation that
reversed their circumcision.’

In other words, those who were Jews don’t need to change the fact that they were Jews, and those who were Gentiles
don’t need to change the fact they were Gentiles, Romans 2:27 / Romans 2:29 / Galatians 3:28 / Galatians

5:6 / Galatians 6:15 / Colossians 3:11.

What is important as a Christian is not changing one’s marital situation, but obeying the will of God, 1 Corinthians
7:19 / John 14:15 / John 15:14 / 1 John 2:3 / 1 John 3:24 / 1 John 5:2. They must remain in the condition, the situation

in which they were when they were called to Christianity, 1 Corinthians 7:20.

SLLAVES

‘Were you a slave when called? Do not be concerned about it. Even if you can gain your freedom, make use of your
present condition now more than ever. For whoever was called in the Lord as a slave is a freed person belonging to
the Lord, just as whoever was free when called is a slave of Christ. You were bought with a price; do not become
slaves of human masters. In whatever condition you were called, brothers and sisters, there remain with God.’ 1
Corinthians 7:21-24

Was someone a slave when they became a Christian? 1 Corinthians 7:21. They can remain a slave and become a

Christian slave, that’s a relationship, there’s a man attached to another man, they are a slave.

Constable, in his commentary, says the following, concerning 1 Corinthians 7:22-23.
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‘Paul’s thought returned to the Cross again, 1 Corinthians 6:20. God has set us free from the worst kind of slavery

having purchased us with the precious blood of His Son. How foolish then it would be for us to give up any of the
liberties we enjoy that enable us to serve Jesus Christ. How ridiculous it would be to place ourselves back into a slave
relationship to anyone or anything but Him. This applies to physical and spiritual bondage.’

If one person is a Christian and the other isn’t, they are an unbeliever, should the Christian try and get out of the
marriage? No, each man, is responsible to God, they should remain in the situation they were in when God called
him, 1 Corinthians 7:24 / 1 Corinthians 7:17 / 1 Corinthians 7:20.

Because they are married to an unbeliever doesn’t mean the Christian has to terminate the relationship to be

acceptable to God. This is written in the context of 1 Corinthians 7:12-16.

He is simply saying that Christians need to remain in that situation and they should make a go of that marriage.

Divorce isn’t to be an option for a Christian, they can serve God, even with a mate who isn’t a believer.

THOSE WHO ARE VIRGINS

‘Now concerning virgins, I have no command of the Lord, but I give my opinion as one who by the Lord’s mercy is
trustworthy. I think that, in view of the impending crisis, it is well for you to remain as you are. Are you bound to a
wife? Do not seek to be free. Are you free from a wife? Do not seek a wife. But if you marry, you do not sin, and if a
virgin marries, she does not sin. Yet those who marry will experience distress in this life, and I would spare you that.
I mean, brothers and sisters, the appointed time has grown short; from now on, let even those who have wives be as
though they had none, and those who mourn as though they were not mourning, and those who rejoice as though they
were not rejoicing, and those who buy as though they had no possessions, and those who deal with the world as
though they had no dealings with it. For the present form of this world is passing away. [ want you to be free from
anxieties. The unmarried man is anxious about the affairs of the Lord, how to please the Lord; but the married man is
anxious about the affairs of the world, how to please his wife, and his interests are divided. And the unmarried
woman and the virgin are anxious about the affairs of the Lord. so that they may be holy in body and spirit; but the
married woman is anxious about the affairs of the world, how to please her husband. I say this for your own benefit,
not to put any restraint upon you, but to promote good order and unhindered devotion to the Lord.” 1 Corinthians
7:25-35

Paul now goes on to deal with another issue, should the virgin, that is those that have never been married marry? 1

Corinthians 7:25. Remember I’ve pointed out before and tried to demonstrate that an unmarried woman is different

from a virgin, ‘parthenos’.

Constable, in his commentary, says the following, concerning the virgins.

‘The “virgins’, ‘parthenos’, were a group within the ‘unmarried’, ‘agamos’ of 1 Corinthians 7:8.’

Clarke, in his commentary, says the following, concerning the word virgin.

‘It is evident that the word in this place means young unmarried persons of either sex, as appears from 1 Corinthians
7:26 / 1 Corinthians 7:27 / 1 Corinthians 7:32-34, and from Revelation 14:4."

Paul says it would be all right to get married, but singleness would be better because of the present crisis, 1

Corinthians 7:26. We don’t know what ‘the crisis’ was that was present at that time, but there was some kind of

critical situation that was causing Paul to think it would be better for virgins not to get married right now, because
that is going to come in and put pressure on them.

There will be family pressure, if someone would come in and torture their family or their wife, they would be willing
to renounce, they would be willing to give up on Jesus to get them out of that torture, to get them out of that difficult

situation.
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Paul says because of the present crisis, I think that it’s good for them to remain as they are, he says this for their own
good and not to restrict them, 1 Corinthians 7:27-35. He’s not trying to tell them that you have to be celibate, he’s not

trying to tell them that they cannot get married, he’s telling them it makes sense.
Right now, if they are unmarried, they can give devotion to the Lord. They can think about how to please Him, and
when the pressure is on, whatever this crisis is, they would be able to give their attention to the Lord and keep

themselves from apostatising.

But if they get married, they are going to devote their attention to the world. They’ve got to meet the needs of their
mate. What will it take to please them? What would it take to make them happy? They would have divided
allegiance, 1 Corinthians 7:29-33.

Paul didn’t say it was wrong to have that kind of divided allegiance because God created marriage. But they can’t
give 100% focus to pleasing the Lord and that mate becomes a problem when persecution comes on. It would be

better if they kept themselves in a single state so their family cannot be used against them.

Paul also tells them because of the intimate relationship between two people in marriage, there’ll be problems there, 1
Corinthians 7:34-35. He tells them that those who marry will face many troubles in this life, he says, he would spare
them that.

There’s enough persecution and enough problems being a Christian in this ungodly society that is seeking to

persecute the church without compounding that with the problems that come when they get into marriage.
Constable, in his commentary, says the folowing.

‘Paul counselled, not commanded, single women to remain unmarried for three reasons: the present difficult time for

Christians, 1 Corinthians 7:26-28, the imminent return of Christ, 1 Corinthians 7:29-31, and the opportunity to serve

Christ undistracted, 1 Corinthians 7:32-35. Nevertheless, single women have freedom to choose whether they want to
get married, as do single men. Yet the realities of life in Christ that Paul outlined in this pericope need to inform that

decision.’

THOSE WHO ARE ENGAGED TO BE MARRIED

‘If anyone thinks that he is not behaving properly toward his fiancée if his passions are strong, and so it has to be, let
him marry as he wishes; it is no sin. Let them marry. But if someone stands firm in his resolve, being under no
necessity but having his own desire under control and has determined in his own mind to keep her as his fiancée, he
will do well. So then, he who marries his fiancée does well; and he who refrains from marriage will do better.” 1
Corinthians 7:36-38

The next question is simply this, should an engaged man break off the engagement? Or if you have the King James

translation, the question would be, should fathers impose lasting virginity on their daughters? 1 Corinthians 7:36-38.

In this context, it’s unclear what Paul is talking about. Is he talking about a man who wants to give his daughter in

marriage or is he talking about a man who wants to take a daughter in marriage? We aren’t sure how to translate it.
Robertson, in his commentary, says the following.
‘Roman and Greek fathers had the control of the marriage of their daughters.’

I believe Paul is saying if a young man and a young girl are engaged and they have been engaged for a while and the
girl is getting along in years, I mean she is 16 or 17 or maybe 18 years by now. Remember that they did marry pretty
early back then and that would be getting on in years.
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Paul says if they are under compulsion and the young man is having a hard time controlling his will, what does he

mean? 1 Corinthians 7:36. It’s better not to marry because of the present crisis, but the compulsion is his sex drive.

So, if he is under compulsion, then go ahead and get married, they aren’t sinning, 1 Corinthians 7:36. They are just

not doing what is best because of the present crisis, but it’s all right to get married.
If they decide not to get married, if he has control over himself, and he says it’s no big deal, he can handle that and

stay single, that’s fine, 1 Corinthians 7:37. Then he who marries the virgin does right and he who doesn’t marry her

does even better, 1 Corinthians 7:38. Why does he do better? Because of the present crisis.

WIDOWS REMARRYING

‘A wife is bound as long as her husband lives. But if the husband dies, she is free to marry anyone she wishes, only in
the Lord. But in my judgment, she is more blessed if she remains as she is. And I think that I too have the Spirit of
God.’ 1 Corinthians 7:39-40

Should widows remarry? I think they are wondering, if two people have been married and one of them dies, are they
still married to that person. Some were thinking the widow can’t marry anyone else because they’re still married to

that person, they can’t go out and marry anybody else.

Paul says that a woman is bound to her husband as long as he lives and no longer, that’s his point, 1 Corinthians 7:29.

Anyone that argues that widows took that individual and married him and when he died, they’re still married to him
and they can’t marry someone else, they thought this was wrong. Jesus says otherwise in Luke 20:27-40. If a husband
dies, the widow is free to marry anyone she wishes.

Paul didn’t believe that marriage went on through death, he didn’t believe that death maintained the marriage
relationship. He believed that death terminated the marriage relationship and therefore, a woman was free to remarry,

evidently people were saying they weren’t.

The interesting and difficult phrase is this, ‘she is free to marry anyone she wishes, but he must belong to the Lord,” 1
Corinthians 7:39.

That is an interpretive translation, in other words, that isn’t a literal word for word translation. That’s an attempt to

translate what the translators believe the idea means and you have to do that at times.

If the Bible was given a literal word for word translation all the way through, it wouldn’t make sense. Anyone who
has studied a second language knows you can’t give a literal translation all the time. Here, the translators are trying to

capture what they feel the idea is here.

ONLY IN THE LORD

In the Greek text, it says, ‘that a woman is free anyone she wishes to marry only in the Lord’, 1 Corinthians 7:39.

Now, what does ‘only in the Lord” mean? Does it mean that the person she marries must be a Christian?
That is certainly one alternative. I think the way to figure this out is to look at the phrase ‘only in the Lord’ every time

it occurs in the Bible, it only occurs three times.

The phrase is found in Ephesians 7:1. Does that mean that if children have Christian parents, they have to obey them
and if they don’t have Christian parents, they don’t have to obey them? No.
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I think it means that children are to obey their parents in the sphere of the Lord’s authority. They have to obey their
parents the way the Lord says to obey their parents.

‘In the Lord’ means in the way that the Lord guides them, in the way the Lord teaches them, in a way that shows they

are in submission to the Lord.

The phrase is found in Colossians 3:18. Does that mean that if her husband is a Christian, the wife has to submit to

him, but if her husband is not a Christian, the wife doesn’t have to submit to him? No.

Paul’s counsel is to the wives, wives are to submit to their husbands. How? In the Lord, in the way, the Lord would
have them do it. Submit to him in the way the Lord leads him to submit to Him, not in the world’s concept, but in
Jesus’ concept. Wives are to submit to their husbands in a way that is pleasing, and acceptable to the Lord. ‘In the

Lord’ signifies a realm of authority.

Widows may marry anyone they wish only ‘in the Lord’. What does that mean? If it means that she is free to marry,

but he has to be a Christian, then I wonder why Paul doesn’t lay down that same stipulation for the divorced person.

Why doesn’t he lay down the same stipulation for a virgin? Why is it that only for a widow would he say that they

have to marry a Christian?

I can’t find any reason to hold on to that point of view, I’'m not saying that isn’t the best thing to do, I’'m simply
saying that I don’t believe the text mandates that. In that society where a woman had no rights, one of the worst

things that could happen, would be for her to become an old woman who had no husband.

Now a virgin will be taken care of by her father, a divorced woman who is younger stands a chance of remarrying.
but a widow, a woman who is up in years, who has no respect in the community, who has no rights, who can’t go out

and get a job, she is at the mercy of whatever.

The first guy that comes along and proposes to her may take advantage of her, she isn’t to just pursue that
immediately. If she gets remarried, she needs to do it in a way that will honour the Lord. Remember the purpose of
marriage? Matthew 19:6. Remember what it is that God wants them to get out of a marriage and do it in a way that
pleases the Lord.

I think this is a provision for the elderly woman to keep her in a state of panic from just marrying the first thing that
comes down the road. The pressure would be on her, it wouldn’t be on other people who were in a position of getting
married.

Paul says, in his judgment, that he thinks a widow would be happier if she stays as she is, 1 Corinthians 7:40. That’s

interesting because later in 1 Timothy 5:14, Paul will say, ‘I counsel younger widows to get married’.

They would be in the same stage as the virgin or the young divorcee. There would be opportunities for them, the
older ones don’t have to, in fact, here he counsels them to just go ahead and stay single and serve the Lord and give
the Lord their undivided attention and then he says, I think ‘I have the Spirit of God’. Paul believes he’s giving them

the judgment that God wants them to know on this matter.

SUMMARY

In Matthew 5:21-32 and Matthew 19:1-9, Jesus deals with the problem of ‘abandonment’, He says, ‘If a man puts

away ‘apoluo’ his wife, ‘if he abandons her’, he must give her a certificate of divorcement ‘apostasion’.’
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The man must make it legal. If he puts her away, but he does not make it legal and she marries somebody else, she is
committing adultery. If he marries another woman without having put her away legally, he commits adultery. There

must be the legal, official termination of the marriage for there to be freedom to remarry.

Paul comes along and says in 1 Corinthians 7:1-7, that it would be better to stay unmarried for several reasons, in the

present crisis, they can give devotion to the Lord, it will keep them from getting trapped in a relationship with an
unbeliever who would make it difficult for them to function properly.
But he says if the pressure is there, the sexual, emotional and psychological needs are there to be fulfilled and they

must have them fulfilled and he says to get married.

In 1 Corinthians 7:8-9, he tells the divorced and the widows that they can get married, he tells the virgin in 1

Corinthians 7:25-35, that they can get married.

He tells the man who is engaged to the virgin that he can get married, that may not be the best thing to do because of
the present crisis, but they can do it and do it in a way that will honour God, have a marriage that will uphold His

1deals.

Then he says where both are believers, they mustn’t contemplate divorce, they must do all they can to maintain that
marriage. If they are married to an unbeliever, if they become converted after they are married, they are to maintain

that marriage because it’s an acceptable marriage to God.

If the unbeliever terminates it, it’s terminated, it wasn’t what they wanted. They didn’t pursue it, they didn’t ask for it,

and they terminated it. Therefore, they aren’t bound in such circumstances.

The Christian has an ideal to uphold. The Christian looks to save the marriage, strengthen the marriage, to make the

marriage last. But, sometimes it happens and Jesus gives the guidelines for what to do when it does happen.

CONCLUSION

The lesson we learn from this chapter is that fornication is sinful, those who lack self-control must marry, perform

their sexual duties toward their mates and let it be the guide as to whether one is ‘re-married.’

The second lesson we learn from 1 Corinthians 7, is the fact that God’s marriage bond is intended to remain

unbroken, Genesis 2:24.

CHAPTER8

INTRODUCTION

The letter that the Corinthian brethren composed not only had questions about marriage, 1 Corinthians 7:1, but about
‘things sacrificed to idols.’

Much of the confusion over what to eat and what not to eat stemmed from the marring of Old Testament and New
Testament teaching, Mark 7:14-23.
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A principle that continues in the New Testament is the regulations regarding the eating of blood. Moses had
commanded that blood not be eaten, Leviticus 17:10-11, and so the Law of Christ demands the same, Acts
15:20 / Acts 15:29.
If one were to read Revelation on eating meats sacrificed to idols the conclusion would be that it is sinful to

do Revelation 2:14 / Revelation 2:20. Again, at the Jerusalem conference, the apostles and elders of Jerusalem wrote,

‘It seemed good to the Holy Spirit and to us not to burden you with anything beyond the following requirements: You
are to abstain from food sacrificed to idols, from blood, from the meat of strangled animals and from sexual
immorality. You will do well to avoid these things,” Acts 15:28-29.

Pagan priests sacrificed animals to their perspective deities just as the Jews sacrificed to God. The meats from the

sacrifices were not wasted but oftentimes sold in the markets.

The question this chapter deals with is this, is it sinful for a Christian to eat meats sacrificed to idols? Secondly,

would it be sinful to enter an idol’s temple and eat the meats within?

While looking at the teaching of Acts 15 and Revelation 2 one would conclude that anyone eating meats sacrificed to

idols would be in sin. Yet Paul states in 1 Corinthians 8, and 1 Corinthians 10, that eating meats sacrificed to idols 1s

not a sin so long as one does not violate their conscience, Romans 14:15.
The study will indicate that it is not man’s conscience that must be met but rather God’s will. God’s will is that idols
are nothing and therefore eating meats sacrificed to a nothing god means nothing, unless you believe that it does.

God’s law reigns supreme, however, man’s conscience also is to be considered.

The rule appears to be that one’s conscience on a given subject equates to law so long as that conscience act does not
cause him to violate the standard of God’s will. Matters of incidents, personal judgment, and expediency are ok so

long as they do not violate God’s laws.

EATING OF MEATS SACRIFICED TO IDOLS

“Now about food sacrificed to idols: We know that “We all possess knowledge.” But knowledge puffs up while love

builds up. Those who think they know something do not yet know as they ought to know. But whoever loves God is

known by God. So then, about eating food sacrificed to idols: We know that “An idol is nothing at all in the world”
and that “There is no God but one.” 1 Corinthians 8:1-4

1. About things sacrificed, concerning food offered to idols.

The Corinthians had raised this question, in 1 Corinthians 7:1. It was one of the ‘matters about which you wrote’,

Paul seems to be quoting statements made in their letter.
The knowledge in Greek is ‘gnosis’, 1 Corinthians 8:2, was in the realm of knowing that there is really only one true

God and that an idol was really non-existent, 1 Corinthians 8:4.

Every true Christian believes in one true God, however, some have a greater understanding of the one true God than

others. Such abilities could lead the intelligent informed brother to be arrogant and lack love.

The arrogant with knowledge looked down upon the lesser informed brother rather than lovingly ‘building’ the

brother, 1 Corinthians 8:1. The word ‘build’, in Greek is, ‘oikodomeo’ and it means to ‘build a house, metaphorically,

to build up.” One who does not love, ‘agape’ is one who tears down rather than building up and strengthening others.
An important thing to note here is that Paul uses the phrase, ‘concerning things sacrificed to idols’, two times, 1
Corinthians 8:1a and 8:4a. Sandwiched between these two statements are instructions regarding a man not knowing
what he thinks he knows.
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The brother who believes he has wisdom and knowledge regarding eating things sacrificed to idols really ‘knows not
yet as he ought to know,” 1 Corinthians 8:2. The point is that some people think they know things yet they really
don’t.
When we compare the statements before us with 1 Corinthians 8:7, it is apparent that though all men thought they had

knowledge they really didn’t.

Today, most brethren would consider themselves the ‘strong brother” of 1 Corinthians 8, and Romans 14, however,

many of these brothers are telling us that it is sinful to eat at restaurants and buy products from companies that
support sinful things.
Their convictions have gotten the better of them and though they believe themselves to be spiritually strong they are

spiritually weak because they let their conscience deem what is right rather than God’s standard.

If God knows me and I know God I am obviously in spiritual fellowship with the Father, 1 Corinthians 8:3 /1

Corinthians 2:10 / Matthew 11:27. Spiritual matters are important to me, to be known of God is to be in fellowship
with God, 1 John 1:3-7. To be known of God is to follow the commandments of God, 1 John 5:3.

To be known of God is to have God in us, dwelling in us in that we are one with God in purpose through His
commandments, John 17:21-23 / 1 John 4:4. To be known of God is to be able to differentiate, by use of the word of
God, the spirit of error and the spirit of truth, 1 John 4:6.

Barrett, in his commentary, says the following.

‘If a man loves God, this is a sign that God has taken the initiative.’

Apparently, Paul speaks of an attitude in this verse. The one with true knowledge and wisdom is the one who will
understand truths and apply these truths with love toward self and others. Questions will be solved in this man’s mind

by saying, ‘what do the Scriptures say.’

Here is the completion of the ‘eating meets sacrificed to idols’ sandwich. Before Paul discusses the right or wrong of

the question he prefaces his argument with three facts.

a. Not all brethren know what they ought to know even though they think they know.
b. Love of each other and of God should govern all my decisions.

c. I should be spiritually minded about all questions before me.

Now Paul is ready to answer the question of whether or not eating meats sacrificed to idols in the temple of idols is
wrong. Among the Christians, there is a common knowledge that an idol is not really anything and that God reigns

supreme as the one true God, 1 Corinthians 8:4 / Deuteronomy 6:4.

The prophet Isaiah pointedly stated that an idol is an object made by the hands of man, carried by the hands of man,
and worshipped by the hands of man. They know nothing, see nothing, understand nothing, and say nothing because
they are nothing but an image carved out of mindless stone, clay or metal, Isaiah 44-46.

Regarding God, Isaiah records, ‘Remember the former things of old, for I am God, and there is none else, I am God,
and there is none like me,’ Isaiah 46:9.

Paul’s point is that every Christian believes the fact that there is really only one true God. This is the foundation of

his argument!

When referring to such matters the pagan Corinthians would speak of ‘hierothuton’, which means ‘sacrifices for

sacred purposes’, 1 Corinthians 8:1-4. The Christians would have used another term altogether to describe this

‘eidoloth uton’, that is ‘sacrifices to idols’.

1. The situation in the city of Corinth.
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A pagan city, and therefore impossible to live without becoming aware of the extent to which paganism affected and

influenced every aspect of life, not only religious life but social and economic life as well.

a. When a man took up a trade or a profession or went to a social function, or celebrated a family occasion, paganism

entered, in one way or another.

b. Social meals were a demonstration of paganism. The Greeks placed far more emphasis on social life than we do
today. Far more often than most of us have appreciated, friends and neighbours met together for a communal meal,
and it was a common everyday occurrence for someone to receive an invitation to such a meal. Invitation cards to a

meal have been found in the Temple.

But before or after such a meal, there was certain to be a pagan ritual in which part of the meal would be offered
symbolically to one or other of the pagan gods when a portion of the food and drink would be placed on the family

altar, and the guests would be expected to take part in this ceremony.

The reason for it lay in the belief, held by the ancient Greeks, that the world is full of evil spirits, which are always

lurking and waiting to enter into a man in order to take possession of him.

They believed that one of the commonest ways in which evil spirits gained entry into them was through the food they

ate. The spirits, they said settled on the food, so that when one ate it, they entered the body.

But there was a safeguard which they could adopt, and that was for them to dedicate the food to one or other of the
gods and that would keep out the bad, spirits. This is why, before an animal was slaughtered in ancient Greece, it was

first dedicated to the gods, and that was supposed to keep it untainted.

Sacrifices were made to the idols in the pagan temple. As in other Greek cities, priests of the pagan religions received
a large share of sacrifice for themselves and, because they were unable to use all of it, they passed it on to dealers

who sold it in the shambles, in the market.

Even the more devout or superstitious of the Pagans would not under any circumstances buy the meat, so with so

little demand for it was sold cheaply.

So a Christian might either buy it for himself because it did not worry him, or he might eat it in the home of a friend,
knowing where it had come from, or he might even be offered it in a meal without being aware of where it came

from.

How does Paul deal with the problem? For some, all this constituted no problem at all. These mature Christians, like
the prophets of the Old Testament, knew that an idol was just so much carved wood, chiselled stone, cast metal. The

fact that the heathen called the work of their own hands, their gods didn’t make them gods.

They were still pieces of wood or stone or lumps of metal. They had no power at all. Not only did the idols lack the
power of God, but they also had less power than the men who created them, because they could ‘neither see nor speak

or do anything’ as the prophets pointed out, Psalms 115:4-8.

Therefore although the pagan worshippers offered a piece of meat as a supposed sacrifice to one of these carved trees,
or images, it remained just ordinary meat, And if these Christians were offered a nice roast, they could eat it without

any problem. In other words without any qualms of conscience.

“For even if there are so-called gods, whether in heaven or on earth (as indeed there are many “gods” and many
“lords”), yet for us there is but one God, the Father, from whom all things came and for whom we live; and there is
but one Lord, Jesus Christ, through whom all things came and through whom we live”. 1 Corinthians 8:5-6
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Note that Paul included “all” Christians in 1 Corinthians 8:1 / 1 Corinthians 8:4 / 1 Corinthians 8:6. All Christians
understand this and by faith believe it. Though the pagans had a deity for many earthly things such as the moon, stars,

sun, wind, sea etc. there is in all reality only one true God, 1 Corinthians 8:5-6.
This one true God is the creator of all things, Psalms 33:6-9 / Psalm 148:4-5 / Isaiah 45:18. God created all things

with or by Jesus Christ. Jesus was the agency in which creation occurred, John 1:1-3 / Colossians 1:16 / Hebrews 1:2.

Finally, Paul states that ‘we’, that is, Christians, are ‘unto him and through him,’ 1 Corinthians 8:6. Christians are

‘unto’ Christ in that we are servants of the Lord. Christians are ‘through’ Christ in that we are redeemed by Christ.

Constable, in his commentary, says the following.

“The Father is the source and goal of all things whereas the Son is the agent though whom all things have come from
God and will return to God. Since Paul’s point was the unity of the Godhead, there was no need to complicate matters
by referring to the Holy Spirit here.’

“But not everyone possesses this knowledge. Some people are still so accustomed to idols that when they eat
sacrificial food they think of it as having been sacrificed to a god, and since their conscience is weak, it is defiled. But
food does not bring us near to God; we are no worse if we do not eat, and no better if we do.” 1 Corinthians 8:7-8

Paul has said that ‘we all have knowledge’, 1 Corinthians 8:1, yet now says, ‘not everyone possesses this

knowledge,” 1 Corinthians 8:7. The first appearance seems to be a contradiction, however, one must understand the

context of this series of verses.
Remember, the Corinthians are asking, ‘is it lawful for me to eat meats sacrificed to idols?” Such a question reveals
the fact that not all really had a true knowledge of the one true God.

Some Christians were ‘used until now to the idol’, in Greek that is, ‘sunetheia eos apti’ which emans ‘habitual
intercourse, acquaintance, society, intimacy. Habit, custom’. Many Christians had lived in a society where multitudes
of deities were worshipped and accepted as real, Acts 17:16.

By habit and society, they too had come to know other deities. Their conversion to Christianity was a complete 180-

degree turn from where they were, i.e., not sure or even believing in idols.

These brethren’s newfound zeal obviously caused their conscience to be bothered if told they were permitted to
continue to eat the meats sacrificed to these idols in their temples. They were convicted of the wrong and wanted no
part of this now. They would have their ‘weak conscience defiled’ if they ate meats sacrificed to idols, 1 Corinthians
The ‘conscience’, ‘suneidesis’ is ‘a conscious that cannot come to a decision or a conscience of guilt’. The
conscience is ‘with knowledge’, ‘awareness’. The conscious of a man determines the right or wrongness of an
activity, 2 Corinthians 4:2.

The word, ‘weak’, in Greek is ‘asthenes’ and it means ‘without strength, weak, feeble, weakly, too weak to bear

labour’. the word ‘defiled’, in Greek is ‘moluno’ and it means ‘to stain’.

To understand what it means to be defiled we must turn to the Old Testament God’s people were defiled when
conducting themselves in sin, Ezekiel 36:17 / Ezekiel 37:23 / Hosea 5:3.

Here were some whose awareness of the reality of the one true God was feeble and thereby corrupted by entering an

idol temple to eat meats sacrificed to that idol. Those Christians who were socially and habitually attached to pagan

deities defiled, and sinned, against their knowledge of what was right and wrong to do.

Again, the question is, can we eat meats sacrificed to idols in the temple of idols? Apparently, this question was a
source of contention among the brethren. Some believed it to be sin others did not. Paul thereby gives divine
instruction regarding the matter. All who are spiritually minded will have the same approach to any question. What is
God’s will?
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The words ‘bring us near’, 1 Corinthians 8:8, in Greek is ‘paristemi’ and it means ‘to set before the mind, present,

offer, bring home to the mind, to make good, prove, shew’. Being presented to God in a commendable state is not
contingent upon whether I eat certain foods or not.
Paul said that ‘the kingdom of God is not eating and drinking, but righteousness and peace and joy in the Holy

Spirit,” Romans 14:17. Eating was a liberty as was circumcision, 1 Corinthians 7:19.

The answer to the question is thereby simple. Yes, it is ok to eat meats sacrificed to idols in the temple of idols
because the idol doesn’t really exist. The food is the same food before it was sacrificed as after it was sacrificed. The

food did not change and therefore it doesn’t matter if you eat it or don’t eat it.
Robertson and Plummer, in their commentary, says the following.
‘It is the clean heart, and not clean food, that will matter; and the weak brother confounds the two.’

More than this, some of the Christians even joined in the meals held in the courtyards of the heathen temples, perhaps

a sort of defiant, brave gesture, showing how little they thought of the idols, 1 Corinthians 8:10.

Perhaps even argue that in this way they would encourage other brethren, ‘embolden them’ is the expression used,

give them the courage to follow their example.

There were, however, other members of the church in Corinth who did not feel like this about the matter and it is for

the sake of these brethren, that Paul is making his argument, 1 Corinthians 8:7. He says, ‘not everyone feels this

b

way’.
In other words, not everyone has reached the stage of maturity when he is able to treat paganism with disdain! He

says, ‘not everyone has this knowledge’, 1 Corinthians 8:7.

There were members of the church converted from heathenism, who had been brought up from childhood to believe

in idols, and they were not able to get rid of the lingering feeling that an idol was ‘something’.

Notice Paul call them ‘brethren’, 1 Corinthians 8:11 /1 Corinthians 13, because in his heart, that is what they are, but,

in 1 Corinthians 8:9, Paul describes them as ‘the weak’.

In 1 Corinthians 8:10, he speaks of ‘the man who is “weak’. Again in 1 Corinthians 8:11, he that is weak. In 1

Corinthians 8:7 / 1 Corinthians 8:12 says that these brethren have ‘weak consciences’.

So, these were undoubtedly brethren who had not matured to this state of understanding or knowledge. Notice how

often he speaks of knowing and having knowledge.

‘We know that we have all knowledge.” 1 Corinthians 8:1. ‘Knowledge puffs up,” 1 Corinthians 8:1. ‘If any man
thinks that he KNOWS anything he does not yet KNOW as we KNOW.’ 1 Corinthians 8:2. “We KNOW that no idol
is anything.” 1 Corinthians 8:4.

And so, if these brethren were to eat such meat, it would really trouble them and there was nothing they could do

about it they couldn’t help it because their untaught, consciences told them it was wrong.

This reminds us that conscience alone is not a safe guide. Conscience must be instructed and taught, 1 Corinthians

8:7 /1 Corinthians 8:12. The very word ‘conscience’, ‘con science’ means ‘with knowledge’.

It is worth remembering that Paul once claimed ‘I have lived in all good conscience before God until this day’, Acts
23:1, and there is no doubt that, even when he was persecuting the church, he had a clear conscience! He thought he

was doing the will of God. But he was mistaken. He later added, ‘I acted ignorantly and in unbelief’, 1 Timothy 1:13.

There was another potential problem. If these ‘weaker brethren’ saw other brethren eating such meat or if they even

heard that others were doing it, that could become a serious stumbling block in their way.

There is also another argument, which Paul develops more fully in 1 Corinthians 10 which we might touch on very

briefly in this study. Besides these former pagans who were offended when the more enlightened brethren ate meat
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that they knew had been offered to idols, there were others in the church at Corinth who were affected by the conduct
of the ‘mature’ Christians.

These were ex-followers of Judaism Jews who had been brought up according to the Mosaic Law, and we know how

the devout Jew thought and felt about idolatry!

These Jewish Christians, who had an intense hatred for idolatry, simply could not regard an idol or anything that

reminded them of idolatry, as nothing.

The great recurring sin for which God had repeatedly punished His ancient people, as the Old Testament plainly

reveals, was the sin of either practising or tolerating the worship and service of idols.

This was the sin for which they were sent into captivity in Assyria and Babylon, and the reason why God allowed the

destruction of their beloved Jerusalem.

Jewish Christians would point to the fact that God had uttered the sternest of denunciations of idolatry, throughout

their people’s history, and then they would ask. Would God concern Himself over something that was ‘nothing’?

The decision of the meeting of Apostles and Elders at Jerusalem was that Gentile Christians should be asked to
abstain from conduct associated with idols and idol-worship because it offended Jewish Christians, Acts 15:20-29.
Notice that, in the chapter we are looking at, Paul does not deal with the question concerning whether an idol is truly

nothing or something but he does raise it again in 1 Corinthians 10, where he presents the argument that, although the

idol itself may be just wood or stone or metal that has no spiritual power, evil spirits and demons certainly exist, and
it is the powers of evil which lead men into the worship of idols.

However, for the moment, the argument that Paul makes is this, even if a thing is harmless to you if it harms your
brother, something more important than knowledge should determine how you behave. Love should take over so that

you are led to refrain from doing anything that will affect the spiritual life of your brother and cause him to stumble.

Paul goes even further in this argument. He goes so far as to say that it is possible, by insisting on your liberty as a

Christian, that you become guilty of sinning against your brother.

You are ‘sinning against the brethren’ and that is serious enough! But there is something even more appalling. ‘In

sinning against the brethren you are sinning against Christ,” 1 Corinthians 8:11-12.

Clearly, as Christians, although in Christ, we have ‘freedom’ and ‘rights’, we have no right to do anything that will

cause harm to another person, Matthew 22:37-39.

And even though we are ‘mature’ and ‘strong in the Faith’ and know that certain things are harmless, innocent and
safe our conduct, the way we behave must not be controlled merely by ‘knowledge’ but by ‘love’, the ‘agape’ which

is the greatest kind of love, because it ‘seeks the highest good’ of others.

This is an important point, knowledge is not everything. To know what is right is not enough. There will be times
when love for the brethren will cause us to say, ‘I know that what I want to do is permissible, because it does not

violate any Christian Truth, but for my brother’s, sake I will forego it because it is not worth the risk of losing him’.

A PROPER VIEW TOWARD LIBERTIES

“Be careful, however, that the exercise of your rights does not become a stumbling block to the weak. For if someone
with a weak conscience sees you, with all your knowledge, eating in an idol’s temple, won’t that person be
emboldened to eat what is sacrificed to idols? So this weak brother or sister, for whom Christ died, is destroyed by
your knowledge. When you sin against them in this way and wound their weak conscience, you sin against Christ.
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Therefore, if what I eat causes my brother or sister to fall into sin, I will never eat meat again, so that [ will not cause
them to fall.” 1 Corinthians 8:9-13

Clearly, the context states that eating meats sacrificed to idols is really not a sinful event for the one who understands
that there is truly only one deity, God. How then can we reconcile this with what Paul had been a part of in Acts

15 and John commands in Revelation 27

The thought is truly clear. Eating meats sacrificed to idols was indeed sinful for the one who considered, by social
habit, the reality of the idol, 1 Corinthians 10:14-33. Therefore if and when he partakes of food that had been

sacrificed to idols, it defiles his conscience and to him, it is sinful, Romans 14:23.

A judgment is then to be made regarding one’s consciousness, 1 Corinthians 8:9. A conscious trained and

unencumbered by doubts regarding other deities were at liberty to eat meat sacrificed to idols. Not so with the weak
conscious.

Though the matter really was an issue of liberty, Paul warns the informed brother that he, through a lack of love, can
be a ‘stumbling block’ to others by exercising his ‘liberties’ at the expense of another’s soul, 1 Corinthians

8:9 /Romans 14:13-23.

Paul had previously said, ‘all things are lawful for me; but not all things are expedient,” 1 Corinthians 6:12. He again

makes the same statement in 1 Corinthians 10:23. The point is that in some cases wisdom, judgment, and love for

brethren must dictate whether or not I exercise a certain liberty.
If I am bent on exercising my liberty I may cause others, that is the weak, to stumble and thereby jeopardize their
souls. Such an attitude indeed lacks love and would be sinful on my part, Romans 14:15.

Paul gives a scenario where the strong in faith cause the weak in faith to sin, 1 Corinthians 8:11-12. The strong

realize that there are not many gods but one God, Jehovah, and therefore eating meats sacrificed to idols even in the
pagan temples was not a sinful act.

1 Corinthians 10, reveals the fact that it would not be expedient to enter the pagan temple, however, Paul is simply

getting the point across about each considering each other in 1 Corinthians 8.

The weak brother may see the strong brother in the temple eating meats sacrificed to idols and do the same thing. The
difference is in the conscience of each man. The strong eat without offence to this conscious whereas the weak eat

with offence and thereby sin.

In such a case, the strong have contributed to the sin of the weak and thereby sin themselves. The strong has

‘emboldened’ the weak to eat that which violates his conscience of right and wrong, 1 Corinthians 8:10. The building

encouragement is directed in the wrong path, the original thought of 1 Corinthians 8:1.

Yes, I have knowledge and understanding regarding the matter of ‘adiaphora’, that is, disputable matters, however,

with this knowledge I cause another brother to stumble into sin because of his lack of knowledge, 1 Corinthians 8:11.

This brother perishes, that is, he is lost in sin because of my understanding of matters of indifference.
What this tells us is that even in matters of indifference we should use lawful judgment as to whether or not to

practice it lest we cause a brother to stumble into sin. To disregard others is to sin. 1 Corinthians 8:12.

Again, what mattered was the keeping of God’s commands and being concerned about others souls, 1 Corinthians
7:19 / Romans 14:17. Such conduct displays true love for brethren, 1 John 2:9 /1 John 4:11.

Paul after saying everything on the matter, says that he will never eat meat if it causes his brother or sister to fall into

sin, 1 Corinthians 8:13. In other words, his love for them would come before his knowledge of things which were

permissible.

Robertson, in his commentary, says the following.

‘Love is the solution, not knowledge, in all social problems.’



SUMMARY

The Jerusalem conference of Acts 15, and John’s statements in Revelation 2:14 / Revelation 2:20 exposed the

sinfulness of eating meats sacrificed to idols. When one reads 1 Corinthians 8, and 1 Corinthians 10, it would appear

that Paul has contradicted the clear teaching of Jesus on this issue.

Romans 14:23 seems to be the connecting link to understanding the relationship between Acts 15, Revelation 2 and 1

Corinthians 8 and 10. It reads, Clearly, the matter of eating meats sacrificed to idols was an issue of ‘adiaphora’, that

is disputable matters, 1 Corinthians 8:7.

Whether one eats meats, sets aside a special day of the week for study or is circumcised really does not affect the
soul, Romans 14:1-5 / 1 Corinthians 7:19.

These areas are termed ‘liberties’ or matters of ‘adiaphora’, 1 Corinthians 8:9. Yet if one were to violate his

conscious by eating meats sacrificed to idols, to him it would be sin.
Many Gentiles were raised in pagan societies that habitually worshipped various deities and thereby it was a way of

life until they obeyed the gospel. Removing the falsehood of lesser deities from their hearts was a slow process.

The stronger brother may also find himself in sin by pressing his liberties to the point of causing the weak brother to

stumble in sin. Such activity displays a lack of love for a brother.

The point is that in some cases wisdom, judgment, and love for brethren must dictate whether or not I exercise a
certain liberty, 1 Corinthians 6:12 / 1 Corinthians 10:23.

One must not confuse a liberty with a matter of ‘the faith’, Jude 3. Liberties do not affect the soul unless one is

‘brought under the power’ of the activity, 1 Corinthians 6:12. Whether or not one ‘keeps the commandments of God’
does affect the soul, 1 Corinthians 7:19.

A stumbling block refers to one inducing another to sin. To give a spiritually immature brother his way by setting

aside matters of doctrinal differences is to accentuate and promote unity in diversity.

When such a brother presses us with such human reasoning may God give us the strength of the apostle Paul and
‘give place in the way of subjection, no, not for an hour, that the truth of the gospel might continue with

you,” Galatians 2:5.

CHAPTER9

INTRODUCTION

“Am I not free? Am I not an apostle? Have I not seen Jesus our Lord? Are you not the result of my work in the Lord?
Even though I may not be an apostle to others, surely I am to you! For you are the seal of my apostleship in the Lord.
This is my defence to those who sit in judgment on me.” 1 Corinthians 9:1-3

PAUL’S OWN LIFE, AN EXAMPLE OF ONE GIVING
UP RIGHTS FOR THE SAKE OF OTHERS
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1 Corinthians 9, appears to be an explanation of Paul’s selfless statement in 1 Corinthians 8:13. Paul was ‘free’ in the
sense that he had the same liberties as any other Christian.
As an ‘apostle,” Paul could have truly pressed his liberties and made others bend to his scruples, yet he chose to give
up any of his liberties so that souls would be saved, 1 Corinthians 9:1.
Apparently, some in Corinth were rejecting Paul’s apostleship, 1 Corinthians 9:2. None of the following statements
would make sense regarding liberties if Paul was not an apostle. Therefore he defends his apostolic office by saying
that he had ‘seen Jesus our Lord’, a qualification for apostles, 1 Corinthians 9:1 / Acts 1:22 / Acts 22:14-15 / Acts
26:15-18.
The Corinthian church was a result of Paul’s labours and they really had no grounds to discount his words. The

Corinthians h