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Task of the Church/Discipline of the Unruly    Jose Francis Martinez                                                 Lecture 4
Title: Expositions of the Key Biblical Texts – 1Cor 5

Purpose: To expound one of the key texts on church discipline – 1Cor 5

Introduction

1. In our studies of biblical church discipline, we have already considered Introductory Perspectives, and we are currently considering Part 1: Expositions of the Key Biblical Texts on Church Discipline. In our previous lectures, we have considered Mat 18 and Rom 16. Now we move to the third key text – 1Cor 5:1-13 (READ)

2. This passage naturally divides itself into three parts: 1) The Problem Identified: vv 1-2 2) The Apostolic Verdict Given: vv 3-5 3) The Rationale Unfolded: vv 6-13
Trans:
 So first...

I.
THE PROBLEM IDENTIFIED


A.
Note the problem stated in v 1 (READ).

1.
Reliable information has reached the ears of the apostle Paul that there is immorality going on in the church in Corinth—an immorality that the members of the church know about.    

2.
And this kind of immorality is not the usual kind common even among unbelievers. It was an immorality that those who have no part of the New Israel of God will not even tolerate—  v 1 “ and immorality of such a kind as does not exist even among the Gentiles”. It is something even the Gentiles strongly condemns and will not tolerate.

3.
And what is that kind of immorality? V 1 “that someone has his father’s wife”.

a.
The language here implies that the woman is not the man’s mother but stepmother. The father must have remarried. But his son of a previous marriage became incestuously related with his wife. 

b.
Moreover, indicated in the language is that this incestuous relation is not “a one night stand”.  Note v 1 “someone has his father’s wife”. The idea is that two have been living together. This incestuous relationship is on-going.

c.
Now this kind of relationship was forbidden by Roman law. It was universally abhorred throughout the Roman world. In spite of the moral degeneracy of the pagan societies under the Roman empire, people, in general, viewed this practice as an abomination. It was shameful and scandalous. In fact, its legal punishment was banishment to an island.

e.
Moreover, the Mosaic law also strongly condemns this practice and sanctions violators with the capital punishment—Lev 20:11 (READ). 

B.
So here was a clear case of church’s discipline. But what was the church’s attitude concerning this problem? V 2 (READ) 

1.
If for us the problem is how a professing Christian can do such a thing, the greater problem for Paul was the attitude of the church in Corinth. They were unaffected by the problem. They were not ashame of what was going on. They remain proud and arrogant in spite of it. The humbling incident did not deflate their windbags. They were still holding their heads high. They were still boasting.

2.
In fact, some commentators even suggest that the toleration of this immoral brother could well have  heightened the pride and arrogance of the Corinthians. “You see how loving and liberated we are? We have an immoral brother in our midst, and yet , we still continue to accept him for what he really is?”

3.
But for Paul, the attitude of the Corinthians was unbelievably shocking. They should have been humbled by the problem. It should have made them mourn over the matter; and in that posture of mourning and greif, removed the man from the membership of the church.
4.
Now, clear from this verse is that the attitude that ought to underlie Christian disciplinary action is grief. Grief over the devil’s success.  Grief because of the disgrace Christ and the gospel suffers. Grief for the disgrace the church suffers. Grief because a member of church has been overcome by sin.

a.
And this is vital. Because too often the motive in the act is plain anger. But that is not right. Grief must suffuse the act. We see this even in Jesus’ righteous anger—Mk 3:5 (READ). Even in Jesus’ righteous anger, there was this under girding grief over the hardness of heart of the people. 

b.
And this grief is that kind that would lead towards the removal and social avoidance of the one guilty. It should not be just the kind of grief that Eli had for his sons when he heard of the wrong they were doing. For Eli did not really take the necessary action to correct the wrong. He told his sons stop doing what they were doing but he did not really take the necessary action. 

c.
But this grief is that kind that would lead towards taking the necessary action. It is the kind of grief that a person would experience if his leg became gangrenous. It is the grief of what has happened to his leg and what could happen that would motivate him to have it cut off.

C.
And brethren, may we all have ears to hear what the Spirit is saying to the churches. 

1.
The Corinthian reaction is too common in our day. You see it in many churches. And as human beings, you could react that way too. And you must be on your guard.

2.
But on the other hand, a self-righteous reaction is also too common. The element of grief is often missing in acts of discipline. But that is not also right and we must guard against the tendency.

Trans:
Now, having identified the problem, consider with me 2ndly... 

II.
THE APOSPOTOLIC VERDICT GIVEN: VSS 3-5 (READ).

A.
Note the finality of the Apostolic verdict –v 3 (READ).

1.
Paul here envisions himself as being in the gathered church of Corinth. Although he is not physically there in Corinth at the time of the writing but was elsewhere in Ephesus, in a sense he is “present in spirit” with them because his mind and heart are with them.  

2.
And as though present in the gathered church, Paul has already pronounced a verdict of the case he just mentioned. On his part he has already judged him who has committed the sin, as though he were present in the gathered church.

B.
And what is the apostolic verdict? Note the content of the Apostolic verdict –v 5 (READ) . The qualifiers in v 4 attached to  the apostolic verdict we will look into in a moment. However, it is important that we first consider the content of the apostolic verdict.

1.
The phrase “to deliver such a one to Satan” is the heart of content the apostolic verdict. It refers to a spiritual act of handing over someone to the power and control of Satan that he might do with him as he pleases. Satan is the ruler of this world, and turning over someone to Satan, means thrusting that person back into the world on his own, apart from the care and support of the church, and apart from God’s promised special protection and care for His people. The devil can do with him as he pleases.   

2.
And what is the purpose and end in view of this delivering unto Satan? v 5 (READ) “for the destruction of the flesh, so that his spirit may be saved in the day of the Lord Jesus.”

a.
Some are of the opinion that the “flesh” and “spirit” contrast here is the contrast of the “body” and “spirit”. So the destruction of the “flesh” then refers to the destruction of the body. And this destruction of the body has the end in view that the “spirit” may be saved in the day of the Lord Jesus.

b.
However, this interpretation faces insurmountable problems. Paul here used a different word from the one he used earlier to designate the body. In v 3 Paul uses the Greek word so/ma ; but in v 5 he uses the Greek word savrz which has a far wider range of meaning and usage in the Bible.  

c.
Moreover, if  “spirit” pneu/ma  here in v 5 is in distinction from the physical body then you have a very serious problem. Because the Bible nowhere conceives of completed salvation that does not include the body. Completed salvation includes both (Rom 8:23, 1Cor 15).  

d.
Furthermore, Paul in this chapter does not envision the member who will be excommunicated as someone who will either soon get sick or die—v 11 (READ). Paul here speaks of socially avoiding members who are guilty of life dominating sins. And this assumes that those under discipline would continue to live and would even be in good health.  

e.
Therefore, I go along with commentaries that say that the “flesh” and “spirit” contrast here in v 5 is to be understood, as elsewhere in the Bible, in the ethical sense. John 3:6 “That which is born of the flesh is flesh, and that which is born of the Spirit is spirit.” “Flesh” and “spirit” designate the whole person as viewed from different angles. “Spirit” is descriptive of a man under the saving influence of the Holy Spirit. “Flesh” is descriptive of a man in his sin and depravity. Therefore, “the destruction of the flesh” refers to destruction of that which is sinful and deprave in man.

f.
Lenski: “ This Corinthian sinner had allowed the flesh to triumph over the spirit… Expulsion is the last possible means for undoing this work of sin. By publicly turning the man away from Christ and over to Satan the flesh which Satan has caused to triumph in him receives opportunity to develop unchecked. All barriers, even the outward shams, are now down. He is free to give full sway to his fleshly lust. But by their excess these have a tendency to defeat themselves, for the works of the flesh produce bitterness and gall as their fruits. The prodigal, separated from his father, came down to the level of the swine. That helped eventually to save him, not as a causa efficiens (efficient cause), but as a contributing factor in God’s hands. Some sinners must taste the dregs before they realize what their sin really is. For this reason Paul mentions no agent in connection with the ’destruction’. By running to its own extreme the ’flesh’ defeats itself….. In this way the ultimate purpose may, after all, be achieved: ’that the spirit may be saved in the day of the Lord Jesus.’  Thus it was , indeed, achieved in the prodigal and also in this Corinthian sinner…” 

3.
Now this is the content of the apostolic verdict.

a.
And this indicates that there are two dimensions of church’s discipline that are closely related. There is the human dimension (social avoidance) and the spiritual dimension (delivering someone over to Satan for the destruction of the flesh). And we must never forget this spiritual dimension. 

b.
“But what if a person never repents in spite of the discipline?”  That will only prove that he is not really God’s elect. And Peter speaks of this in 2Pet 2:18-22 (READ). 

C.
Then note the modifiers attached to the Apostolic verdict. And there are three.

1.
V 4 (READ) “In the name of the Lord Jesus” 

a.
This phrase means “by the revelation and authority of the Lord Jesus”. 

b.
This phrase could be connected either to the preceding or the succeeding statement. If the preceding, then Paul is saying that the verdict he has passed was done by the revelation and authority of the Lord Jesus. He is not doing it on his own but acting under the authority of Christ. If the succeeding, then Paul is saying that the assembling of the church for this purpose is to be done by the authority of Christ.

c.
But in either case, this phrase indicates that this apostolic verdict was done or was to be carried out by the revelation or authority of Christ who is the head of the church. This is not some human invention. It is the authorized by the Head of the Church—the Savior of the Body. And we must never forget that. 

2.
V 4 (READ) “when you are assembled, and I with you in spirit”.

a.
Again Paul here envisions himself as being in the assembling of the church. And it is in the assembling of the church that this verdict was made and is to be carried out. 

b.
Now why does Paul emphasize his presence in this duly called assembly of the church? Because not even an apostle can of himself and by himself cut off a member from the church. Mt 18:15-18 (READ). Therefore, for a pastor to expel a member from the church without congregational action is papal arrogance. It is to elevate oneself even above the apostles. Expulsion is an act that can be performed only in a called meeting of the church. So church discipline, to be proper, must both have apostolic warrant and congregational involvement.

c.
But what happens if the church refuses to carry out apostolic instruction concerning church discipline? What if there is apostolic warrant but the church says, “No. We will not do it.” The person that should be expelled remains a member of the disgrace congregation. And if this is not repented of, Christ might exercised direct discipline against that member or He might even judge the entire church for refusing to obey Him (Rev 2&3). 

3.
V 4 (READ) “with the power of our Lord Jesus”.

a.
Again there is a question whether this phrase connects to the preceding or the succeeding statement. It either connects with the phrase “when you are assembled, and I with you in spirit” or with “to deliver such a one to Satan for the destruction of his flesh, so that his spirit may be saved in the day of the Lord Jesus.” Grammatically, both are possible.

b.
However, as Lenski points out, people do not assemble “with the help of a power” or “together with a power”. But people do act “with the help of a power” or “together with a power.” Therefore, the phrase connects with the succeeding statement. 

c.
And this is what makes the act of church discipline effective in its spiritual dimension. Other groups might not honor the discipline of a church, but it does not make it any less effective because Jesus’ power is at work in the act. 
Trans: Having considered the Problem Identified, and the Apostolic Verdict Given, let us now consider....

III.
THE RATIONALE UNFOLDED

A.
Let us consider v 6 (READ)
1.
The Corinthians were boasting when they should have been mourning. And why? Because a little leaven (or yeast) leavens the whole lump of dough. A little yeast mixed with a whole lump of dough will slowly but eventually affect the whole lump of dough. 

2.
But what does this leaven particularly refer to? 

a.
Some say that the leaven here does not have anything to do with the incestuous man that had to be disciplined but with the sin or evil in general and in the abstract.  

b.
One argument used to advance this interpretation is that Paul, in the context, is talking about a member guilty of a scandalous sin and that can hardly be called as “ little” . Godet: “ It does not seem to me likely that Paul would designate as a little leaven a sinner guilty of so revolting an act as that in question, or other not less scandalous offender. It is therefore better to apply this figure to all sin, even the least, voluntarily tolerated by the individual or church.” 

c.
However, this argument is not compelling. For  Paul here could well be reasoning from the lesser to the greater. IOW, “If even just a little leaven leavens the whole lump of dough, then how much more this serious case you have in hand?” 

d.
Another reason used to advance that the leaven here does not refer to the incestuous man but to sin or evil in general is the language of v 8 (READ). The leaven here is particularly identified as “malice and wickedness.” Therefore, some would conclude that Paul could not be referring to the incestuous man that needed discipline but to sin and evil in general.  

e.
Again, this argument is not compelling. For although Paul in v 8 is talking about sin or evil in general and in the abstract and yet that sin has taken a concrete embodiment in life of that incestuous member that needed to be disciplined. 

f.
Therefore, I would take the position of commentators that say that, although the leaven here has to do with sin  or evil in general,  and yet that sin or evil must not be viewed just in the abstract, but as taking a concrete manifestation in the life of that incestuous member that needed to be disciplined. He is a leaven that would leaven the whole lump of dough.

· And this is the most natural interpretation in the light of the preceding and succeeding context—vv 2, 9-11 (READ). 

· This interpretation is strengthened by 1Cor 15:33-34 (READ). 

3.
So here is one rationale for church discipline - a little leaven leavens a whole lump of dough. 

a.
If we tolerate a member living in sin in the church by refusing to discipline when we need to do it, then that will eventually affect the entire church. The moral standards of God’s people will slowly deterorate. Members will begin to say, “If that man or woman  can get away with that, and the church is not doing something about it, I can get away with mine, especially that mine is not as bad.” And this mentally will slow but eventually infect all the members of the church
b.
Therefore, if we love the church, and not just the individual that needs discipline, then we must implement apostolic directive concerning church discipline. It is difficult and painful—yes. But it has to be done or the entire church will be in danger of contamination. 

4.
“Oh but Pastor, this sounds Pharisaic? After all, are not all Christians still sinners?”  

a.
In a sense “Yes” and in a sense “No”.  We are all sinners in the sense that even the most godly Christian sins and sins daily in word, though, and action. The bible is clear on this. Eccl 7:20 “Indeed, there is not a righteous man on earth who continually does good and who never sins.” Jms 3:2 “For we all stumble in many ways”. 1Jn 1:8 “If we say we have no sin, we are deceiving ourselves and the truth is not in us.” And that is why even the most godly Christian  needs the sacrifice and blood of Christ, the righteousness of Christ, the mediation of Christ. 

b.
However, there is a sense also in which Christians are not longer sinners in the sense that they are no longer in bondage to sin and are going in holiness. We must make a distinction between Christians evangelically keeping God’s law -struggling and fighting against his/her remaining corruption, and a professing Christian who is indulging and living a life of sin.

c.
Now those who are indulging and living a life of sin, like this incestuous man, should and must be disciplined. And this is not just for his good but for the good and preservation of the entire church.

B.
Then Paul adds more to the rationale of the exercise church discipline – vv 7-8 (READ). 
1.
Now, the language here comes the Old Covenant types and shadows. And it is interesting that Paul assumes that these Corinthian Christians (who were Gentiles in the flesh) would have enough OT background to understand it.
2.
And what is the OT background? 
a.
Remember that God delivered the Jews from the bondage in Egypt. And God did that by one final act of judgment upon the Egyptians. He would send the angel of death to kill the first born of the Egyptians. However, the Jews were not better than the Egyptians. Therefore, God in mercy made a provision that the first born of the Israel would not die. They were to kill a unblemished lamb, its blood was to be sprinkled on the door post, and they were to eat the lamb in readiness to leave Egypt. That meal they were to partake is the called the Lord’s Passover. Morever, the Lord commanded the Jews to commemorate that day of deliverance by celebrating the feast of the passover (Exo 12:1-14). 
b.
In close connection with the Passover meal is the Feast of the Unleavened Bread. On the first day of the celebration the Passover lamb was to be sacrificed and eaten in Jerusalem. And for seven days they were to eat unleavened bread. To ensure that they would only eat unleavened bread for seven days, the Jews would rid their houses of all leaven so that it will not mix with the unleavened dough they were to bake and eat for seven days (Exo 12:16-20; Deut 16:1-8).
3.
Now keeping in mind this background, what then does Paul’s second argument mean? Let us look at it again vv 7-8 (READ).

a.
It is obvious that Paul here sees the OC Passover as that which points to a NC reality brought about by the 1st coming of Christ. That OC Passover was a type and a shadow that pictured the deliverance God will carry out for His people through Messiah. A deliverance from a far greater bondage than the bondage in Egypt—a deliverance from the bondage of sin and eternal death. 

b.
And, according to Paul, Christ is our Passover. He fulfilled the OC Passover lamb that was slain and whose blood was painted on the doorframes of the houses of the Israelites. That blood which was the means of deliverance for the Israelites from Divine judgment that smote the Egyptians. When Christ died in Calvary’s cross, He fulfilled the OC type and shadow of the Passover lamb. Exo 12:23 (READ) "For the LORD will pass through to smite the Egyptians; and when He sees the blood on the lintel and on the two doorposts, the LORD will pass over the door and will not allow the destroyer to come in to your houses to smite you.” Christ fulfilled that shadow. Those who believe in Him are sprinkled with His blood and will be spared from Divine judgment and will be delivered from bondage.

c.
Now note that Paul emphasized in his argument that Christ our Passover has already been sacrificed—VS 7b (READ) “ For Christ our Passover has also been sacrificed”— aorist indicative—past completed action. When He died on Calvary, He was sacrificed as our Passover lamb. And this indicates that the Passover feast of God’s people under the NC has already began and that it will last until the 2nd coming of Christ.

d.
So how is the church (the congregation of God’s people) to live in the light of that? Note v 7 (READ). And what does that means? The old leaven represented the old life lived in the bondage of sin and embodied particularly in the life of that incestuous man. The church in Corinth is to rid herself of that old leaven, purge evil from her midst, that she might be a new lump and stay unleavened. If the church will not do it, then that leaven will affect them all and they will not stay unleavened. 

e.
Moreover, note v 8 (READ). And what does that mean? The feast here refers to the lives of God’s people lived in celebration of God’s deliverance in Christ. And this life must be lived not with the old life lived  in malice and wickedness, but with lives characterized by sincerity and truth. And the word “sincerity” eivlikrinei,a is defined by one lexicon as “the quality of sincerity as an expression of pure and adulterated motives”. The word “truth” avlhqei,aj is defined by Lenski as that “inner desire for divine reality which tolerates and accepts no shams (or no fakes)”. So not to discipline this erring member is to bring the old life back into the new life in Christ. 

4.
Therefore, this indicates that the neglect of church disciple is such a grievous mistake. 

a.
Some think that church disciple is contrary to the gospel of grace and accuse those who exercise it as being legalistic. But no! The Apostles would never have thought that. In fact, not  to exercise church discipline is a denial of the gospel of grace and the life one should live in the light of that grace. It is to deny the saving work of Christ in Calvary’s cross. It is to deny that Christ our Passover has been sacrificed—and therefore, we Christians are to live in a way consistent with God’s saving work in Christ that has freed us from the bondage or slavery of sin.

b.
And if God was so serious about the OT type and shadow that any Jew who eats leaven during the seven day celebration was to be cut off from Israel (Exo 12:15), how much more serious it is for a Church not to rid herself of the old leaven and corrupt herself with it?   

C.
Still in conjuction with given a rationale for church’s disciples, Paul makes a word of clarification – vv 9-13 (READ). 
1.
Do you see what Paul is saying? It is not the duty of the church to judge or discipline those who not members of the church, those who do not profess to be disciples of Jesus. If it were the church’s duty, then Christians would have to go out of the world. God is the One who will judge those who are not members of the church. 
2.
But that is not true of those who are members of the church, those who profess faith in Jesus. If any one were to persist in a life of sin, it is the church’s duty to judge that person and remove him from the church. In fact, Paul says that you are not even to eat with such as one. While Christians can associate and even eat with unbelievers, they are not to do that with those who have been disciplined or excommunicated by the church.
3.
And this includes church’s members who are described in v 11.

a.
“an immoral person” h=| po,rnoj. 

· Some, if not many, church members struggle with sexual sins. Some, however, might give in to that sin that their lives are dominated by it and are brought under the bondage of it. And when that sin dominates a person’s life, then he can be labeled as an “immoral person”. 

· This immorality can express itself in adultery, fornication, incest, bestiality, pornography, etc.  But in whatever way it is expressed, an immoral person is someone dominated by or under the bondage of sexual sins.  

· Now, any church member who is in that condition is definitely subject to church’s discipline—as in the case of the incestuous man Paul refers to here in the context. 

b.
“covetous” h' pleone,kthj.

· Many church members struggle with the sin of covetousness—that inordinate desire for things. Some, however, might give in to that sin that their lives are dominated by it and are brought into bondage of it. And when that sin dominates a person’s life, then he can be labeled as “covetous”. 

· But how can we know if a person is dominated by the sin of covetousness? Here we must implement conscientiously our Lord’s command in John  7:24 “ Do not judge according to appearance, but judge with a righteous judgment.” Simply because a person might appear to us as covetous are we to immediately conclude that he/she is covetous. There are, however, conclusive signs that a person is dominated by the sin of covetousness like swindling other people— thus earlier in v 10, the two are put in close connection. Other cases would be if a person steals things from other people, if a person practices lying in order to make successful business deals, if a person knowingly and repeatedly breaks the Sabbath just to get extra money to buy something, if a person willfully neglects his/her children just to have extra money to buy a car or jewelry or expensive clothing. These are visible signs that a person is dominated by the sin of covetousness. 

· Now, any church member who is in that condition is subject to church’s discipline .

c.
“an idolater” h' eivdwlola,trhj.

· It might be hard to imagine how one can be a church member and yet be guilty of the practices idolatry.  But in Corinth idolatry was so much a part of the society that it was not impossible for a church member to fall back into it. 

· Either from the heart, or led by fear, or by the will to please, or by some other reason, a professing Christian might mingle with the idolatrous ritual of unbelievers and enjoy the entertainment commonly associated with it. 

· Any church member guilty of that practice is subject to church discipline. 

d.
“a reviler” or “slanderer” h' loi,doroj.

· This word refers to someone incorrigibly given to the vice of abusing the character of other people either to their faces or behind their backs. They continually engage in evil speaking, gossiping, whispering, maligning, insinuating, accusing,   destroying the good reputation of others. 

· Any church member guilty of this vice is subject to church discipline.

e.
“a drunkard” h' me,qusoj
· The Bible nowhere commands the total abstinence of wine. An occasionally and moderate use of it is not condemned.

· However, a drunkard is one who habitually drinks to much wine and is a slave of it. 

· Any member of the church who is dominated with drunkenness is subject to church discipline.

f.
“a swindler” h' a[rpax. This refers to someone who robs or steals the money or property of others.

g.
And the list Paul here gives is suggestive and not exhaustive. But any member of the church whose life is dominated by a particular sin is subject to church’s discipline. 

