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I. Paul	Sets	The	Example	
Am I not free? Am I not an apostle? Have I not seen Jesus our Lord? Are you not my work in the 
Lord? 2 If I am not an apostle to others, at least I am to you, for you are the confirming sign of my 
apostleship in the Lord. 3 This is my defense to those who examine me. 4 Do we not have the right 
to financial support? 5 Do we not have the right to the company of a believing wife, like the other 
apostles and the Lord’s brothers and Cephas? 6 Or do only Barnabas and I lack the right not to 
work? 7 Who ever serves in the army at his own expense? Who plants a vineyard and does not eat 
its fruit? Who tends a flock and does not consume its milk? 8 Am I saying these things only on 
the basis of common sense, or does the law not say this as well? 9 For it is written in the law of 
Moses, “Do not muzzle an ox while it is treading out the grain.” God is not concerned here 
about oxen, is he? 10 Or is he not surely speaking for our benefit? It was written for us, because 
the one plowing and threshing ought to work in hope of enjoying the harvest. 11 If we sowed 
spiritual blessings among you, is it too much to reap material things from you? 12 If others receive 
this right from you, are we not more deserving? (NET) 

A. Paul	first	establishes	why	he	is	entitled	to	any	“rights”.		

1. Am	I	not	free?	
2. Am	I	not	an	apostle?	
3. Have	I	not	seen	Jesus?	(thus	qualifying	me	as	an	apostle)	
4. Are	you	not	my	work	in	the	Lord?	(I	am	your	spiritual	father)	

Of course, the answer to all questions is “Yes”. Paul is entitled to rights as a free man 
(not a slave), as an apostle, and as a spiritual leader.  

B. Next,	Paul	mentions	two	specific	rights	he	has.		

1. The	right	to	financial	support.	
2. The	right	to	marry.	

C. In	verses	7-12,	Paul	uses	five	examples	to	undergird	his	claim	that	he	and	other	
fellow	ministers	have	a	right	to	financial	support	from	believers.	The	five	
examples	are:	

1. Military	personnel	don’t	pay	their	own	way.	They	are	compensated	for	their	
service	

2. The	vineyard	owner	is	entitled	to	eat	freely	of	the	produce.	
3. The	shepherd	is	customarily	welcome	to	the	milk	from	the	flock.		

Paul calls these three examples common sense, but then says his argument is more 
than just common sense. Scripture also bears out the same principle, which leads us to 
the fourth example.  

4. The	ox	that	treads	the	corn	is	permitted	to	eat	of	the	corn	along	the	way.		
5. The	fifth	example	(vss	13-14)	is	from	Judaism	-	the	practice	of	those	who	serve	

in	the	temple	and	at	the	altar	receiving	part	of	the	offerings.		
The fact that Paul devotes so many verses to defending his right to be financially 
supported by those he ministered to makes it tempting to think that ministerial 
compensation was the theme of this passage. And, when this chapter is preached or 
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taught, most of the time the subject matter is about ministerial compensation. In reality, 
the only reason Paul spent so much time making the argument was because he was 
anticipating two objections by his readers.   
First, Paul knew some might argue that he was not entitled to financial support to begin 
with, so he was not really forfeiting a right. Therefore, Paul had to first make the case for 
his rights before he could proceed to the real issue, that sometimes it is beneficial to 
surrender our rights.  
Second, Paul anticipated some may argue it was unnecessary for him to forfeit his 
rights since many of the other ministers they were familiar with did not forfeit their rights.  
Paul’s main message is not about the right of ministers to live financially by the gospel 
they preach, but that each of us need to consider that there may be times when the 
work of the gospel is best served by our willingness to surrender our rights. Paul is 
saying, “if I can give up my rights, you can too.”  
Now that kind of language and teaching doesn’t sell well in 21st century America. Our 
nation has historically been all about rights. Our Constitution talks about rights that are 
given to us by our Creator. Wars have been fought and laws have been written to 
protect our rights. We have consequently developed an American mentality about rights 
that makes it hard for anyone to talk about voluntarily giving up their rights. Such talk 
would be considered a slap in the face of every man, woman, or child who died to 
protect those rights for us. Our American mentality is to fight for our rights and to 
exercise our rights. Our American philosophy is to never, under any circumstances, 
surrender our rights lest they be taken from us. Unfortunately, our American mentality 
concerning personal rights clashes with Paul’s theology on rights. You can’t think like a 
21st century American and understand what Paul is telling us.  

D. Paul’s	Benefits	of	Forfeiting	His	Rights	

1. So	he	could	share	the	gospel	free	of	charge		(vs	18)	
The ministers were not getting rich off the offerings of their supporters. What one church 
could afford to offer was only enough to sustain the minister for the time they were with 
them, not enough to send them off to other places. If Paul did not have the ability to 
provide for himself, there would be places that could not afford to have him come 
minister to them. In fact, there were places where there were no churches yet 
established, and the ungodly people were certainly not going to take up and offering to 
bring Paul in.  

2. So	he	could	be	free	from	being	obligated	to	anyone.	(So	nobody	could	buy	
him	off.)		

3. Clearly	implied	in	this	passage	is	the	notion	that	Paul	did	not	want	to	leave	
the	impression	before	the	skeptical	world	that	the	gospel	was	nothing	but	a	
money	making	scheme.		

But we have not made use of this right. Instead we endure everything so that we may not be a 
hindrance to the gospel of Christ. (vs 12) 
As I have already stated, it is so tempting to make financial compensation the big story 
in this passage. The commentaries I studied in preparation even put a great deal of 
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emphasis on this subject, getting into matters about how a church out to properly 
compensate their pastor. This is missing the major point that relates back to the 
previous chapter, about the rights of strong Christians to eat sacrificial meat and the fact 
that weaker Christians criticized them for doing so.  
But there is one take-away from passage I would like to share. It has nothing to do with 
feathering my nest. But Paul’s teaching here makes it clear that ministry was not 
intended to make minister’s wealthy. There are so many problems with that and we see 
them in modern day ministries. Many of the most popular television preachers today are 
millionaires. Their lavish lifestyles are a mockery of the ministry. I had many 
conversations with one elderly lady in our church who received no government 
assistance, lived in a literal shack, and lived on whatever she could earn cleaning 
houses at 80 years old. She sometimes only brought in 300, 400, or 500 dollars for the 
entire month. Yet she continued to give to television ministries that convinced her they 
were feeding and clothing the poor. She was giving to multi-million dollar ministries so 
they could live in palatial mansions, ride in limousines, fly in their own private jets, and 
draw million dollar salaries while she was trying to cover her doors and windows with 
blankets and keep frost of the kitchen walls. Shortly before she died, she finally figured 
it out. Somehow she understood the kind of lavish lifestyle these charlatans were living 
and asked me if it would be all right if she quit sending them money. That was what I 
had been telling her for years!! 
God will judge these hucksters by the words Paul wrote in this letter to the Corinthians. 
If they read their Bibles, they know better and they will be judged for not doing better. 
Just one rule of thumb. They have to be good stewards of the money they are handling 
before they should be trusted with your money. It is that simple.  

II. The	Application		
All of this points back to the previous chapter and the issue of eating sacrificial meat. 
Paul sets forth this lengthy argument in chapter nine to show the “stronger” Christians in 
Corinth that, even though he agrees with them that there is nothing inherently wrong 
with eating sacrificial meat, the stronger Christians should not make their case solely on 
what they have a right to do. Being part of a community means we have to be willing to 
occasionally surrender our rights in order to keep peace and promote unity. The fact is, 
this kind of social negotiation is vital for the health and well being of any social group. 
Church fights and splits are birthed in stubbornness and personal agendas.  
If the stronger Christians, the ones who call themselves the more “knowledgeable” 
Christians, really cared more about unity among believers than about being right, then 
they would be willing to make temporary concessions to help the younger Christians 
reach full maturity.  
Let’s keep this in proper perspective. Paul by no means suggesting that all the believes 
in a congregation should be held hostage to the expectations of the most immature 
believers in their midst. Not only does Paul urge the stronger Christians to be more 
tolerant of the weaker, but he also clearly corrects the misgivings of the weaker ones by 
telling them that their theories about eating sacrificial meat are completely without merit. 
But what Paul is doing is putting more responsibility on those who claim to be more 
mature and telling them, because you are more mature (or at least claim to be more 
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mature) more is expected out of you. Immature believers are going to have goofy ideas. 
They haven’t been fully discipled yet. They need to be brought along and developed so 
they can learn the foolishness of their childish ways and grow out of that stage. But for a 
mature believer to be totally uncaring about how their “rights” might cause a weaker one 
to stumble, that is inexcusable.  
Alcohol is a modern day example that we can relate to. I know that traditionally the 
modern day fundamental American church has stood against alcohol. Billy Sunday was 
a popular preacher who railed against the use of alcohol. It was the fundamental 
Christian community that fueled the movement to adopt prohibition after seeing the 
devastating effects alcohol was having on society. However, there is now a trend in 
which significant portions of the Christian community take a much more relaxed stance 
on the use of alcohol. The millennials within the church are more likely to be social 
drinkers than their forefathers. I have heard the argument countless times and it always 
goes back to “The Bible doesn’t say we can’t drink wine, it is only against drunkenness.” 
The argument always includes “Christians from other parts of the world like over in 
Europe drink alcohol all the time. It is just in America where the church tries to make a 
big deal out of abstinence.” I have heard the argument too many times. I know every 
angle.  
But this is more than about personal Christian liberties and rights. Let me put it this way. 
If your son or daughter was a recovering alcoholic; if you loved your son or daughter 
more than you can possibly describe; would you be so calloused and so careless and 
so involved in your own world that you would serve yourself some alcohol at the meal 
while your son or daughter sits there and watches you drink the poison that nearly killed 
them? I don’t know how you would answer that question, but I will tell you my answer. I 
love my children more than I love my Christian liberties. I love my children so much, I 
would make a personal vow to never touch alcohol in my entire life and I would walk the 
path of total abstinence with them every step of way, every day of their life. I would give 
myself totally and sacrificially for their cause. That is how much I love them. Now I don’t 
have a son who is a recovering alcoholic. Still, I took that stand against alcohol for my 
entire life because I was determined to slam that door shut in the Rooks family. I 
refused to even start down that path. While the moderates can argue their case about 
Christian liberties, I understand alcohol is the number one drug problem in the United 
States of America and I don’t care what the argument is about what people can drink 
and still call themselves Christians, this is not about my rights. This is about loving my 
family so much that I will gladly, enthusiastically forfeit all those rights to take a stand 
against one of my children or my grandchildren ever becoming a victim of alcohol. If it 
happens, it won’t be because I opened the door for them.   
That is the kind of attitude we all need to have in the body of Christ. We need to be less 
concerned about the rights we have as Christians and more concerned about the 
influence we have on others. Paul made it abundantly clear he was willing to forego his 
most basic rights for the sake of the gospel. In summary, our Christianity should not be 
all about ourselves. It should be about being part of the body of Christ. When we learn 
to think about functioning as a part of a whole instead of as an individual, the church 
becomes stronger and more effective.  


