“Courting Sin” (1 Corinthians 6:1-11)

What is “the great American pastime?” If you ansgebaseball, you would be correct. For decades,
baseball has been called by this name. Howevigatiion is moving into second place. Our criminal
justice system in this country is big business beyioelief. It's also turning into a great entertagnt
value for the dollar. The legal frenzy that we seerbe wrapped up in is driven by some of our fagor
national slogans: “I've got my rights.” “| don't faa to take that from you.” “I've got it coming toani
Our national motto seems to have changed from dd ®e trust” to “See you in court!”

Tragically, the words “I'll sue” are two of the ntasver-used words in our American vocabulary today,
because everybody is suing everybody else. Childrersuing parents, students are suing teachers,
players are suing coaches, homosexual lovers arg states, and spouses are suing their marriage
partners. This isn't limited to non-Christians. Stian neighbors are suing each other. Christianlfa
members are now filing suit against the adminigtrat of Christian schools. Churches are suing one
another. Churches are suing their pastors, andveia. Brothers and sisters in the family of Gad a
actually pressing charges, demanding their rigtis)etimes to the exclusion of any attempt to reitmnc
face-to-face. We are a culture gone rhad.

Yet, what we see today is nothing new. Two thousarads ago in ancient Greece, the church in Corinth
was “sue happy” as wellYet, the apostle Paul is going to state cleardy @hristians, of all people,

ought to be able to settle their own disputes. Kehein doing so is to understand our true identity

Christ. When we understand who we are in Christyillenot have to war with other believers over
material possessions or legal rights. Paul’s deititatwe should live out who we arm 1 Cor 6:1-11,

Paul provides two exhortations to helplive out who we are

1. Commit to settle disputes in the churcl{6:1-8).In this section, Paul poses eight questions inteigh
verses. By peppering the Corinthians with questibags hoping to help them clearly see that theyira
contempt of God’s court. Paul is going to argue Hedievers should keep their civil conflicts otitloe
courts. When (not if) there is a conflict, it shdbble settled within the confines of the local churféaul
kicks off chapter 6 with his first of eight quest®“Does any one of you, when he has a case against
his neighborfi.e., fellow Christian] dare to go to law before the unrighteousi.e., wicked
unbelievers]and not before the saints?’Paul starts this sentence in the Greek with thk Sterdare”
(tolmag to place stress on this word. (This is refledtethe KJV and NKJV.) This is a question with an
edge. It is as though Paul is saying, “Hdare you take your legal grievances against each dtbkere
unrighteous peopléHow could you do this? What are you thinking?”

Why is Paul so ticked? First of all, the Corinthaare giving God and His church a “black eye.” &auPs
day, legal hearings constituted a large part oktitertainment business in an ancient Greek citg. T
ancient Greek courthouse was not a private rootm avimall gallery such as we have today. The
courtroom was in the public square or the markeplén Athens (and Corinth was undoubtedly similar)
a legal dispute was brought before a court knownhasForty. The Forty picked a public arbitratohow
had to be a citizen in his B§ear, to hear the case. If it still wasn't setiliedent to a jury court, which
consisted of 201 citizens (if the case involved légmn a certain amount of money, perhaps $10GG/}pd
and 401 (if more than $1000). Some juries weraglas 6000 citizens over 30 years of age. laig p
to see that in a Greek city every man was moress & lawyer and spent a lot of time deciding or
listening to caseSMoreover, when someone hauled a brother or sigtecourt there, they weren't just
settling a dispute; they were holding the chursalftup to public scrutiny and ridicule. Paul isi\cerned
about the selfish arrogance of God's people. Thés@ns in Corinth are publicly airing their “djrt
laundry” throughout the city. These lawsuit-hapgyi€tians don’'t seem to care what other peoplethin
This flies in the face of Paul's simple exhortatthatwe should live out who we are



Second, Paul is upset because the Corinthiansfadee to recognize who they are. The decision by
these Christians to go to court also reveals htile liespect they have for the church’s authonitgt a
ability to settle its own disputes. Yet, back irapter 1 Paul identified these people as “saint$iaby
ones of God (1:2). He said they were enriched instesus and were not lacking in any gift (1:5H7)
chapter 2 he said they had the mind of Jesus Ctivést could think the way Christ thought (2:14-159
they have in their body of believers all the resesrmecessary to settle disputes. The Corinthiaastdd
of their great spiritual gifts. Why, then, did thegt use them in solving their problems?

In 6:2-3, Paul continues his righteous rant witlkeéhmore questions, all of which are designed to
demonstrate how foolish it is for the Corinthianghrow their legal disputes before judges of tloelah
He makes his case by using future end-time resliienotivate the Corinthians in present prime-time
living. Paul writes,;'Or do you not know that the saints]i.e., believersjill judge the world? If the
world is judged by you, are you not competenio constitute® the smallest law courts? Do you not
know that we will judge angels? How much more mattes of this life?” In both the Old and New
Testaments, we are told that believers will onerdiésyand reign with ChristOne element of our
responsibilities will be judging the world and atsfeThis judgment will be delegated to us by Chtist.
We will then serve as His representatives in thigment. It is still His judgment, but we are
representatives who have been given authority.

A wise senior pastor knows that his secretaryhie tioss.” Frequently, | will state to our staff gebple

in our church that Judy is “the boss.” Of coursestipeople recognize that | have been given the
responsibility of overseeing the staff and offiget, as the senior leader, | can delegate authiarity
whomever | want. Judy has served with me in ouceffor 6.5 years. She has earned my confidence and
respect. Therefore, | frequently bestow authorigruJudy because she is faithful.

As God's representatives, we have been given Hiwaity to judge in the present and in the future.
Therefore, since we are going to sit in God’'s So@€ourt, then surely we ought to be competent
enough to decide the mundane kinds of disputesotftatr among the members of our chuktte should
live out who we are

In 6:4-8, Paul tells the Corinthians what they sti@o when they have strife in their church. Begign

in 6:4 he writes,;So if you have law courts dealing with matters othis life, do you appoint them as
judges who are of no account in the church?This verse can be interpreted as either a questian
command? Most English versions that translate 6:4 as attqprepresume that Paul is speaking of
unbelieving judges. However, it is better to sag ¥erse as a command like the NIV and KJV do. This
verse would then read, “Therefore, if you have dliep about such matters, appoint as judges even men
of little account in the church!” (NIV) This fithe use of the words and the context better. Paujusa
finished motivating the Corinthians to take caréhafir own conflicts. Now he commands them to actio

In 6:5-6, Paul uses an ironic taunt to berate thenthians:* He even warns them up front that it is
coming. He writes:| say thisto your shame'? Isit so,that there is not among you one wis@man

who will be able to decide between his brethretf,but brother goes to law with brother, and that
before unbelievers?”"Throughout this book, the Corinthians have beetygaf boasting. Here, once
again, Paul humbles them and cuts them down to ldigsarcastically asks, “Are you so wise thataher
is no one in the church to judge legal matters¥@oactually need to go outside the church? | thoug
you were wise guys. Come on! Don’t you have attleas person who can judge legal matters?” Paul’s
point is glaringly clear: Any Christian walking \Withe Lord is a better option than taking a caderbe
an unbeliever in a secular court of law. After a# have the mind of Christ, we have (or shoulcehav
the motivation of love, the absence of revenge,thadlesire to see even the guilty restored. Gnist
have the advantage of adhering to the “Law bookittvfocuses on biblical truth and justice.



Like an ice cube on a sensitive tooth, Paul coesrio chill the Corinthians’ pride. He wraps ugstfiist
section in 6:7-8 by showing the Corinthians thétigay to respond:Therefore, it is already a total
defeat for you that you have lawsuits against onenather.> Why not rather put up with injustice?
Why not rather be cheated'® Instead, you act unjustly and_cheat-and this to brothers!” Paul
insists that going to court with a fellow-believem no-win situation—a “total defedt.’An even more
shocking condition was that some of the ChristiarSorinth were more than the victims of wrong and
fraud. They were the perpetrators of these thiofhMatt 5:39-41). As you know, suing often leads t
cheating someone else. Say you sue someone. dfapds himself successfully, usually it still cdsits
thousands of dollars in court costs and lawyer. fiéém loses, it costs him not only the legal fbasalso
the judgment. And that doesn’t even touch the mafthis reputation. How much more is that the case
when two Christians go up against one anothersiecalar court?

Paul says the better way is to take the loss. iBaelling us that it is better to be a victim thawictor™®

Well, | don’t know about you, but | can think ohamber of good reasons for not letting someonetchea
me. First, it's not fair. Second, | worked hard fadrat he cheated me out of. Third, if | let him abme

this time without resisting, he'll just do it agaiien he realizes I'm a patsy. Fourth, if | let liheat

me, I'm letting him cheat my kids. And on and oneem go giving good reasons why Jesus and Paul just
aren't very practical on this point.

But without trying to discuss all the ramificatioofthis Law of Non-resistance, | think we mustestst

see that if these passages teach nothing elsetghely that as a Christian my rights are not asitapt

as my testimony. If | look afteny testimonythe Bible hints that there is Someone who witldaftermy
rights. After all, God is either in control or He is néte is either the owner of the cattle on a thousand
hills or He is not (Ps 50:10). If He's not, then'sgeall wasting our time here today. And if Hetisen |

don’t need to break my neck trying to protect nghts and my property and my reputation. God can and
will take care of all that for mE.

This is a powerful message that needs to be sodonddty and clearly to a society in which we
incessantly hear about “getting our rights” buehaabout being willing to suffer earthly loss irder to
lay up for ourselves treasures in heaven (cf. [g&0d). After all, we cannot take anything earthijhvus
when we depart from this life (cf. 1Tim 6:7-10),why should we be so concerned about earthly rights
and possessions hef®®/e should be willing to give to one another ratien trying to get from one
another. There should be no going to court withamather. If we insist on going to court it shobkla
court of believers in the church, not unbelievarssiale the church.

This past week | was talking with a friend abowt World travels. He told me that on a recent wip t

Brazil, he loaned $1,000 to his guide/translatadar an agreement to be repaid. Unfortunatelygide
cheated him out of his money. Obviously, my frieves angry and disappointed. He was eager to get his
money back. He shared this predicament with his@lristian roommate, a native Brazilian, who calmly
said, “Let it go...just forgive the man.” He then sfdhhow he had lost $40,000 because his business
partner wasn't paying taxes. What's especiallyregéng is: The average Brazilian makes $240 month,
compared to our $1,375/month (Washington State)fridnd lost $1k and his roommate lost $40k. My
friend lost his surplus vacation money; his roormarast an enormous amount of money that took him
two years to pay off.

In summary, what is so wrong with going outsidec¢harch for judgment? First, it indicates a deep
disrespect for the leaders. It says, “The secpers can do it better.” It looks to worldly contpece
rather than the judgment of Spirit-filled leade3econd, it indicates a lack of belief in God. IGisd who
rules His church. It is God who put the leaderglate and who guides théimWe must respect both
God and our leaders enough to entrust our griegtacthem.



Now | would like to wrap up this section by antiafing some questions and trying to answer tffem.

1. Is it ever legitimate for a believer to use theecular court system?/es. Paul had a high regard for
the Roman justice system. Acts 18 tells us th#teéncity of Corinth during Paul's time there, theavd

had dragged him before the proconsul; a man namadithGad accused him of treason, of preaching a
religion that would undermine Rome. Gallio listertedt and said, “No, this is a minor religiousmlise.
This has no place in a court of law.” So Paul hifrtsenefited from the fairness of Roman justice.

Furthermore, In 1 Cor 6 Paul is dealing only witbildisputes between individuals, not criminalians
or disputes with insurance companies, or clasgagtiits, or other kinds of legal action. The dhiyng
that is categorically ruled out is for a believeistie another believer. In Rom 13:4, Paul makelsair
that secular civil law courts are valid and neediec fallen world, people can be vicious and vible
their selfishness. Therefore, God provides a wagnforce relative social justice and check such
destructive selfishness—by force if necessary; (itlke sword"—severe penalties for non-compliance).

One important clarification: Paul does not speaeify criminal cases because he teaches elsewhere tha
these must be handled by the state (Rom 13:3-4m\Wét always distinguish between sins and crimes.
Sins are handled by the church while crimes arelledrby the state. Both are God’s governing
authorities. Furthermore, when a crime has beenritied, a Christian may at times be obligated ta tu

a fellow-Christian in and even to testify againish fin court. The church does not have jurisdictimer
criminal justice—that belongs to the state, acaaydo Romans 13.

One time when it is permissible to sue, in my ainis when one is seeking protection from theestat
Churches have filed class-action suits for protectf religious freedom. Right-to-life organizatiohave
sued for the protection of the unborn. Civil rightganizations have sued for the protection ofitpats
of minorities. A Christian university sued for peotion from what it saw as a vendetta by the IR&hS
legal steps must be weighed carefully, and musitrigertaken only with due consideration of the udien
impact on the church'’s effectiveness, but at ledsen't think 1 Cor 6 rules them out.

2. What about “friendly lawsuits” to gain insurance proceeds?Suppose a Christian family has a
swimming pool and, God forbid, at a youth grouptyparteen drowns. The family who owns the pool has
a $1 million insurance policy, but the insurancenpany won't pay unless they are sued. It is possbl

file a “friendly suit,” in which the grieving famjilagrees to file against the insurance companyndiut
seek damages from the family that owned the pamthmically, that family is the defendant, but, aatf

the insurance company is the defendant. | do mak this is forbidden in our passage.

3. Are Christians forbidden to prosecute other Chrstians?Paul’s statements in 1 Cor 6 bear on an
extremely limited context. The moment we pressphissage beyond this context, we run into serious
difficulties. For one thing, he is dealing withdimcial disputes, not with issues like violent créme
Should we say that Christians may never prosedhts €hristians for child-abuse, or domestic
violence? That we should not contest child-custibthye other Christian parent is guilty of sexubliae?
In my opinion, we should not even use this passage prohibition against ever suing another Christi
over financial matters. There are always uniquesasour day and age: Flagrant, chronic default of
child-support by a Christian parent. A swindler vibkes a Christian small businessman for thousands
(unable to pay employees) and then says, “You carétme because | am a Christian.” A Christian who
engages in dishonest business practices and rafusesply with the decision of other Christians to
make restitution needs to be judged by the chundhpassibly by those outside the church. Thesestype
of cases seem to fall into a 1 Tim 5:8 domain, wtebeliever is capable of behaving worse than an
unbeliever. Consequently, judgment must fall! Tdgtually serves to uphold Christ’s reputation drel t
testimony of the church.



[In our first section, Paul exhorted us to commiséttle disputes in the church. In this concluding
section, Paul reminds us that the unbelieving jedgehese courts will have no part in the kingdafm
God.]

2. Live out your new identity (6:9-11)% In the following three verses, Paul lists ten vitrest
characterize unbelieving sinners in order to exhelievers to live like sainfé.Paul writes for the third
time, “Do you not know...” (cf. 6:2, 3).“Do you not know that the unjust[i.e., the unbelieving
judges]will not inherit God’s kingdom? Do not be deceivedno sexually immoral people, idolaters,
adulterers, male prostitutes?® homosexuals? thieves, greedy peoplé’ drunkards, revilers, or
swindlers™ will inherit God’s kingdom” (6:9-10).Paul reminds the Corinthians that these judges they
are seeking out will not spend eternity with thdiney are not brothers and sisters in Christ.
Consequently, they do not have Christians’ besté@sts at heart.

Instead of warning the Corinthians, Paul exhorssréaders to not go to these unjust judges orhiavee
like them? An exhortation is often more motivating than ammag. This past week, Justin, our middle
child was misbehaving at the dinner table. | gobupof my seat and walked over behind him. | vuess |
about ready to clamp down on his shoulder with ahgdth grip” when Lori signaled to me to rub his
head. | proceeded to do so and spoke words ofredfion to him. His behavior immediately improved.
Sometimes what we need is not a kick in the setad loub on the head.

In 6:11, Paul informs the Corinthians that they ‘twere” previously like the wicked in Corinth. He
writes,“Some of you werelike this; but*® you were washed! you were sanctified®® you were

justified in the name of the Lord Jesus Christ andby the Spirit of our God.” In spite of their serious
behavioral problems, Paul insists that the idemtitthese Christians has changed, and he insetsttéy
have been completely forgiven (“washed”), set aparGod’s children (“sanctified”), and declared
righteous in God's eyes (“justified”). Far from datening their standing with God because of thes, s
he affirms the security of their standing with Godspite of their sins! How can this be? Because 0
standing with God is never based on our work fanHyut always and only on Christ’'s work for us—and
our willingness to receive it. This means you ddwte to change your moral life before you can ctone
Christ; you have to come to Christ the way youls#®re your moral life can be changed. The issue is
not how bad you've been or how good you'll prontisée from now on; the issue is: Are you willing to
believe in Christ and let Him begin to change yiderfrom the inside out?

One of the crimes that is beginning to take ofbim high-tech, information-driven society is knoas
identity theft. This happens when someone gets diodohother person’s credit information and other
personal data and uses these to make expensiveagascand carry out other transactions in thenwigti
name. This crime is well named because as fareasrétit and banking systems are concerned, the
person using the information is the same persorsevhame is on the card or account. For all prdctica
purposes, there has been an exchange of identity.

What identity thieves accomplish illegitimatelysde Christ has accomplished legitimately for belisy
That is, He has affected an exchange of identitls wou. Christ did not simply come to change yafe. |
He came to exchange your life for HisThereforewe should live out who we are
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Scripture Reference

1 Corinthians 6:1-11
Matthew 18:15-20
Hebrews 2:5-9
Revelation 2:26-27; 20:4
Matthew 5:41-48
Romans 12:17-21
Philippians 2:1-8

Study Questions

1.

Why should a believer refuse to take another betitw court (6:1-8)? When have | been temptedke kagal
action against someone? What were my motives? ditidtlearn from this experience?

How do | feel about judging the world and anget2{®)? What does this tell me about the high vieat God
holds believers in? Does this give me a greatesesefhconfidence when | think of judging more taivinatters
here on earth? Why or why not?

When (not if) | enter into a conflict with anotheegliever, who would | like to mediate (6:4-6)? Havany wise
people do | know at Emmanuel? How can | work towaodeasing my level of biblical wisdom and
discernment? Would people choose to seek me dglpojudge matters of conflict? Why or why not?

Why do | always seem to want my own way (6:7-8)WtHan | learn to give in to the selfish desiresthiers?
Am | willing to be cheated or taken advantage 6fvok, why not? In light of eternity, do some of mgsires
really matter? How will | learn to trust in a soggm God who promises to meet my needs? Read Matthe
6:19-34.

Which of the ten sins listed in 6:9-10 are a tertipiafor me? How have | sought to overcome thess?sHow
can | ensure that | refuse to tolerate these $hmd<. Chesterton, “Men do not differ much about wiéngs
they will call evils; they differ enormously abowhat evils they will call excusable.” Am | guiltyf gustifying
or excusing various sins in my life? Who can | @ssfmy sin to? Read Proverbs 28:13-14.



Notes

! This idea came from Doug Goins, “Inappropriatedlefctions™: http://www.pbc.org/library/files/html/4519.html
2 The Jewish people did not ordinarily use the mulal courts at all. They had their own systenmustife which
was established during the wilderness wanderingsehturies before Christ, when Moses was advisdudfather-
in-law Jethro to set up a system by which dispategd be heard and from which appeals could be nai#oses
himself. Over the succeeding centuries this systasienlarged into a complex organization of pridstsites and
heads of families who had responsibilities oveiowes kinds of disputed matters. The Sanhedrin kteved as a
kind of Supreme Court. The Jews actually believed taking their disputes to public courts amoutted
blasphemy against God'’s law.

3 Collins and Garland argue that these judges werenerely unbelievers, but were wicked and unjosheir
rulings. See Raymond F. Collirsirst Corinthians Sacra Pagina (Collegeville, MN: Liturgical Pre$899), 231
and David E. Garland, Corinthians Baker Exegetical Commentary on the New Testarferénd Rapids: Baker,
2003), 195-196.

* See Verlyn D. Verbrugge, “1 Corinthians” in tRevised Expositors Bible Commenté&Brand Rapids:
Zondervan, awaiting publication), 120. Cf. AnthddyThiselton,The First Epistle to the Corinthians: A
Commentary on the Greek Té&@rand Rapids: Eerdmans, 2000),

® William Barclay, The Letters to the Corinthiarf®hiladelphia: Westminster, 1975), 49-50.

® The marginal reading in the NASB “try the trivizdses” probably gives the better sense than “datesti

" Paul does not elaborate what he means by thisesobical judgment, though this concept is reieatlsewhere
in the NT (cf. Matt 19:28; 2 Pet 2:4; Jude 6; Re262 20:4) and in various texts of intertestameatal first-century
Judaism (e.g., the LXX of Dan 7:22; Wis 3:718En1:9; 67-69). Verbrugge, “1 Corinthians,” 121.

8 By usingangeloug(“angles”) without the article, Paul is not neady including all the angels. He must mean
that Christians, when ruling in the future with Ghrwill have a part in judging the devil and tladlen angels at the
second coming (cf. Rev 19:19, 20; 20:10). HaroldWsre,1 Corinthians The Expositor’s Bible Commentary
(Grand Rapids: Zondervan, 1976 [2001]): Electrdfdc See also Isa 24:21-22; 2 Pet 2:4; and Jude 6).

° This judgment will take place just after Jesusmes to earth at His second coming to set up Higdom.

19 See Garlandl Corinthians 204-207 for an excellent discussion of theseomsti

™ Gordon D. FeeThe First Epistle to the Corinthian§he New International Commentary on the New Trastat
(Grand Rapids: Eerdmans, 1987), 237 and Garta@brinthians 208.

12 Contra what Paul wrote in 1 Cor 4:14. What watheéoCorinthians’ shame? It was that by going irtousar
courts to settle their church problems they seetod saying that there was no one in their chuiiske enough to
settle these matters. Certainly they could courtherHoly Spirit to give them the wisdom they nesgtiedo this
(cf. John 14:26; 16:13). We should not wash ouwydinen in public. F. F. Brucd, and 2 CorinthiansNew
Century Bible (London: Marshall, Morgan and Sct@71), 59.

13 The word “wise” §opho$ is a loaded term in the book of 1 Corinthian$ids a negative connotation in every
usage (1:19, 20, 25, 26, 27; 3:18, 19, 20) excHt. Bee Garland, Corinthians 208.

4 paul is using irony in the light of the claim byny at Corinth to be “wise.”

154t is possible that this use afeth heautoffwith your own selves”] fomet allelon“with one another”] is
deliberate, in order to show that in bringing & sigiainst a fellow-Christian they were bringinguét against
themselves, so close was the relationship.” Robersid Plummer 116.

16 paul’'s two questions in 6:7b each imply a “Yes&waer (prefaced bguchj). Compare Matthew 5:39-40. “Is
Paul’'s expectation fair or reasonable? It is noentéair’ and “reasonable” than the divine grace ethhas eclipsed
justice in Christ’s giving up of his person and tights’ on the cross, indicating in turn God’ssender of his
‘right’ to pronounce a negative verdict on humarkivithout transcending justice in costly, genermescy.”
Thiselton,The First Epistle to the Corinthians

" Only here and Rom 11:12. “To go to law with a hestis already to incur defeat, whatever the resfutte legal
process.” MorrisThe First Epistle of Paul to the Corinthigns

18 Deffinbaugh, “Courting Sin” (1 Cor 6:1-119ttp://www.bible.org/page.php?page _id=789

9 Michael P. Andrus, “Suits That Don't Fit” (1 Cd:1-8): unpublished sermon (1/14/01).

20 \erbrugge, “1 Corinthians,” 123.

2 Richard L. Ganz20 Controversies that Almost Killed a Church: PauCounsel to the Corinthians and the
Church TodayPhillipsburg, NJ: P & R, 2003), 74.

% These first two questions have been adapted afskrkfrom Andrus, “Suits That Don't Fit.”




23| am indebted to my friend, René Lopez, for hiskvon 1 Cor 6:9-10. See “Does the Vice List in TiBthians
6:9-10 Describe Believers or Unbelieverg®p://www.scriptureunlocked.com/pdfs/ViceList1Ce#610.pdf
Lopez explains the strengths and weakness of figsiple views and then provides five persuasivesliof
argument to establish what he calls the “Live [dants” view: (1) The context addresses Christié@isthe
relationship betweeadikeo(“you do wrong,” 6:8) anédikos(“unrighteous,” 6:1), (3) the meaning of “inhettie
kingdom of God,” (4) contrasting elements, andgg)ortation instead of warning.

4 See also Collingsirst Corinthians 229; Thiseltonl Corinthians 438; and Garland, Corinthians 211.This is in
keeping with Paul’s typical way of arguing from @libver’s position to exhort them to live godly.(Bfom 3:21-
4:25 10 6:1-8:39; 12:1-15:13; Gal 2:1-4:7 to 4:8%:Eph 1:1-3:21 to 4:1-6:20; Col 1:3-2:23 to 3:5)4 See Lopez,
“Does the Vice List...”

% “Male prostitutes” fnalako) refers to the passive role in a homosexual unibereas “homosexuals” refers to the
active role.

% David E. Malick shows that Paul was condemnindhathosexual relationships, not just “abuses” in
homosexual behavior, in “The Condemnation of Horroakty in 1 Corinthians 6:9,Bibliotheca Sacra

150:600 (October-December 1993): 479-92.

2" Note the seriousness of the sin of covetousnegeeed (cf. 5:10-11; 6:8). Greed may manifestfiiseh desire
for what one should not have (Exod. 20:17; Rom) @rin an excessive desire for what one may legitely have
(Eph. 5:5; Col. 3:5). Dr. Thomas L. Constalflenstable’s Notes on 1 CorinthiaB805 Edition:

% The sins enumerated in 6:9-10 share the commiis tfébeing self-indulgent and self-serving. Crhig
Blomberg,1 Corinthians NIV Application Commentary (Grand Rapids: Zondery1994), 121.

% He did not mean that Christians are incapablagadtjring these sins, but they typically characeerinbelievers.
The Corinthian Christians were committing mosthef sins mentioned in 1 Cor 6:9-10. Some of theniruaved
in coveting and swindling (6:8); some in adultengdornication (5:1; 6:15); some in idolatry (10);ldome in
drunkenness (11:21); some in reviling (4:5?). Tdm fs that this group of Christians was breakimgost this
whole list!

30 paul uses the strongest contrastive conjuncti@réekalla (“but”) three times to express a strong contrast
emphasizing the past and present position thatidthead the Corinthians to change their moral b&ra®ee
Lopez, “Does the Vice List...” and Robertson and Rtuen 1 Corinthians 119.

31 The verb “washed gpolouon) occurs in only one other place in the NT (Ac B);Wwhere it refers to Paul’s
salvation and his subsequent baptism. PresumahlycBasiders the lists of sins he has just citefilthsthat needs
to be washed away. Verbrugge, “1 Corinthians,” 126.

%2 See Heb 10:10 and 1 Pet 1:2.

% Tony EvansFree at Las{Chicago: Moody, 2001), 101-102.




