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Task of the Church/Discipline of the Unruly    Jose Francis Martinez                                                 Lecture 5
Title: Expositions of the Key Biblical Texts – 2Cor 2:5-11
Purpose: To expound one of the key texts on church discipline – 2Cor 2
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, Rom 16, and 1Cor 5. Now we move to the third key text – 2Cor 2:5-11 (READ). 

2. In looking at this passage, we shall do so under two headings: 1) The Offender’s Identity 2) The Church’s Duty
Trans: So first, let us consider...

I.
THE OFFENDER’S IDENTITY
A.
That Paul is referring in this passage to one particular offender at Corinth is plain from the language. Clearly indicated in the text is that the church punished this offender by disciplining him in accordance with Paul’s instruction given in a previous letter, and now Paul is given instruction as to what they must do with the offender who has already repented. 
B.
Now, until modern times it was practically the universal church’s conclusion that the offender here mentioned in 2Cor 2 is to be identified with the man mentioned in 1Cor 5 who was guilty of incest. But some, not all, modern commentators today are questioning, if not dismissing that interpretation as untenable. 
C.
I will not enter into the complex debate on that issue. If you want to do that, you can read Philip E. Hughes commentary of 2Cor. Sufficed to say that during early Church history, the sole voice that was raised against the traditional and universal church’s conclusion as to the identity of this man in 2Cor 2 was that of Tertullian. And what was Tertullian’s problem with identifying the offender in 2Cor 2 with the one in 1Cor 5? His premise was that those who commit the sin of incest can never be restored back into grace and should never be received back into the membership of the church. On the basis of that premise then, he demises the traditional and universal church’s conclusion that the man mentioned in 2Cor 2 is the same one mentioned in 1Cor 5. But that premise is without any Scriptural warrant whatsoever. Philip Hughes: “The presuppositions by which Tertullian’s exegesis of this text is governed are, therefore, unacceptable. But this positive conclusion may at least be drawn from what he writes, that the traditional interpretation was established in his day, not much more than a century after the apostolic age.” 
D.
Therefore, if and only when conclusive arguments ( and not speculative reconstructions) can be offered from the text that the identity of the offender in 2Cor 2 is different from 1Cor 5, we should follow the traditional interpretation of the passage, which many reliable commentators even today still maintain and defend.
E.
Besides, the language of 2Cor 2 fits what Paul talked about in 1Cor 5. Therefore, the burden of proof that 2Cor 2 is not related to 1Cor 5 lies on those who deny that relation. 
Trans:
Now, having considered the Offender’s Identity, let us secondly consider...

II.
THE CHURCH’S DUTY – VV 5-11 (READ)
A.
In our study of 1Cor 5, we have seen that Paul rebukes the church severely for not disciplining a member guilty of incest. That letter made the Corinthians sorrowful to the point of repentance, and it moved them to action. Paul refers to this later in 2Cor 7:9-10 (READ). Now, by means of the church’s action, the man guilty of incest was also brought to repentance. In fact, this man’s sorrow has become so intense that Paul fears that the devil might take advantage of the situation and drive that person to despair. 
B.
So the question is - what was the church going to do now that the offender has clearly repented? Paul here mentions there things. 
1. The church should forgive the repentant offender – vv 6-7 (READ) “forgive”
a. No repentance, no forgiveness. But since this man has repented and has shown clear evidences of it, then he is to be forgiven.
b. And forgiveness means that the issue is buried in a grave. The past record is burned. The man is no longer labeled as an offender or as an immoral person.
2. The church should assist the repentant offender – v 7 (READ) “comfort”

a. The word translated “comfort” is the Greek word parakale,w. It is a word with a wide range of meaning. It is variously translated in the NT as comfort, help, assist, urge, counsel, encourage. The basic idea is to help or assist in whatever way necessary.
b. Sin can and does destroy lives. And while the man was unrepentant, the church was not to offer its help and assistance to that person, since he has been handed over to Satan for the destruction of his sinful nature. But since the person has repented, then Paul urges the church to extend assistance. This repentant man would need assistance to pick up the broken pieces. Therefore, the church was to provide him that assistance.

3.
The church should reaffirmed its love for the repentant offender – v 8 “reaffirm your love”

a. The word “reaffirm” is a word used only once in the New Testament. The closest relative to this word used in the elsewhere in the New Testament is found in Gal 3:15 and translated as “ratified”. 
b. Jay Adams: “It (reaffirm) means to ratify in an official way. It is an official pronouncement of one’s reinstatement as a member of the church. The word was common in legal documents. It certainly calls for a formal, public announcement that the offender, upon repentance, has been readmitted to the full privileges of church membership. There was to be a formal declaration of the congregation’s willingness to acknowledge the fellow-sonship of the repentant sinner and to extend to him fullness of brotherly love. It also implies formal records of such transactions.”
C.
Now, why must the church do this? 
1. V 7b (READ) “...otherwise such a one might be overwhelmed with excessive sorrow.” This man has been clearly brought to repentance. And repentance always includes an element of sorrow for one’s sin. If the church will not forgive, assist, and reaffirm its love for the person, then the person is in great danger of being overwhelmed with excessive sorrow. And that is not good. It can drive the person into hopeless despair.

2. Now, that will give the devil an opportunity to take advantage of the situation. Thus Paul adds in vv 9-11 (READ). 
D.
Excommunication is not irrevocable. In fact, it is design to bring an offending member to repentance. An excommunicated person who repents is to be taken back into the church. Not to take a repentant offender back to the church is an abuse of church discipline that must be avoided.

