
An Infected Church 
(Dealing With Sexual Scandal In The Church) 

 1 

In this next section, chapters 5-7, Paul addresses three more areas of concern in the 
church at Corinth: sexual immorality, the church and civil courts, and the issues of 
marriage and singleness. The entire 5th chapter is devoted to the first issue – sexual 
immorality.  

I. The	Double-Faceted	Problem	
It is actually reported that sexual immorality exists among you, the kind of immorality that is not 
permitted even among the Gentiles, so that someone is cohabiting with his father’s wife. 2 And 
you are proud! Shouldn’t you have been deeply sorrowful instead and removed the one who did 
this from among you? 

A. Sexual	immorality	
Paul immediately addresses the primary problem and classifies it as sexual immorality. 
The specifics are that a man is cohabiting with his step-mother. Paul describes this 
situation as being so shocking, so scandalous that even the godless Gentiles would be 
horrified.  
One interesting truth that is so relevant to our culture today is the fact that Paul used the 
term “sexual immorality”. That clearly implies that sex has a moral component. When 
practiced outside of the boundaries God has set, sexual conduct and activity is immoral. 
That simple truth is rapidly becoming an outdated concept in the minds of our present 
culture. Pre-marital sex is common place. Divorce is rampant. Extra-marital affairs have 
been normalized in our culture. Living together is typically considered about the same 
as being married – just two responsible adults making a decision. With the advent of the 
smart phone camera, young men and young ladies taunt and tease each other with 
personal nude selfies.  
A new term has been invented in the 21st century teen culture: technical virginity. It 
implies that teens have participated in any sexual activity that falls just short of what 
would be considered losing their virginity. Teens practicing this modified sexual activity 
often believe they are avoiding sin and staying pure.  
The natural boundaries between men and women have been demolished in our culture 
and men seek sexual pleasure in men, women in women. There are activists pushing 
for the right to practice polygamy, the right to practice adult/child sex, the right to 
bestiality. Every boundary God set around sex is targeted by the powers of Hell for total 
eradication. And the travesty of this libertine, licentious behavior is that it is impossible 
to find the true peace and happiness God has for us if we refuse to observe the 
boundaries He has set for us.  
All of this gives Paul’s words a powerful new impact – sexual immorality. There is such 
a thing. We are all accountable. No one escapes God’s laws. It doesn’t matter how 
society may normalize any behavior. It doesn’t matter how commonplace and popular it 
may become. It matters what God has established and ordained. It matters if we break 
His moral laws. It matters not only because it is an offense against God for which we 
must answer, but it matters because we cheat ourselves out of true happiness.  

B. The	sin	of	tolerance	
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The secondary sin is that no one in the church has addressed the issue appropriately. 
To make matters worse, (how can we imagine them being worse?) Paul says that there 
are people in the church who not only tolerate and excuse the behavior, but they are 
defiantly proud! This kind of proud tolerance of blatant sin is precisely what we are 
dealing with in 21st century America. But the biggest problem was not what was 
happening in the city of Corinth. The problem was what was happening in the church.  
The biggest problem today is not what is happening in the world around us, even 
though it is bad. The problem is what is happening in the church, and the bigger 
problem would be if and when the church refuses to address the problem.  
First, they tolerated the sin. Old Testament law prohibited incest. Pagan Roman law 
prohibited incest. It was only within the church that this man found a haven for his 
perverse behavior. And since Paul didn’t go into details, we can only speculate how or 
why the church would possibly allow this man to continue in his behavior and still 
remain in fellowship in the church. We can speculate. Was he a rich, powerful, popular 
man in the church? Was he a prized trophy convert that held some prestigious status in 
the community? Was it because these people had come up with their own definition of 
sin and righteousness and grace? Was it because they considered the special 
circumstances of a man who would take in his own step-mother after she had been 
abused or abandoned or widowed by her former husband and the son was therefore 
deemed to be an angel of mercy rather than a scandalous rogue? Was the man 
otherwise a kind, gentle, loving man formerly held in high esteem within the church – 
like everyone’s closest brother or every older woman’s own son? There are plenty of 
reasons we can think of why a church may choose not to address someone’s sinful 
actions. But there are no excuses for not doing the right thing.  
Second, they were proud of their decision. Whatever their justification, it must have 
been a decision they arrived at after much deliberation and prayer (prayer that seeks 
only the answer one wants to hear) and they prided themselves in having made a wise 
and loving and tolerant decision to support this man. One can imagine these people 
boasting, “This is the church that took in the social outcast. This is the church that chose 
not to judge! This is the church that chose to love rather than hate! This is the church 
that preaches and practices love and forgiveness! We are proud to be leading the way 
in practicing love and tolerance!”  

II. Church	Discipline	
A. What	they	should	have	done	

Shouldn’t you have been deeply sorrowful instead and removed the one who did this from 
among you? 

They were tolerant and accommodating. They were arrogant. They refused to take 
proper action, but hid behind some excuses for their failures, then had the gall to take 
pride in their stance.  
They should have  

1. Felt	deep	sorrow	
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The word used here implies they should have deep anguish over the sin. There is 
something wrong when we fail to feel deep sorrow when we witness moral failures.  

2. Administered	proper	spiritual	discipline.		
Their deep sorrow should have motivated them to apply the appropriate remedy. 
The appropriate remedial action was to immediately remove the unrepentant man from 
fellowship. Such an action is never easy to execute. There is a strong possibility there 
will be those in the congregation who will not have the stomach for this. They will see 
the response as too harsh, too judgmental, too unloving. There is a possibility the 
church will lose even more people over such an issue.  
You can be assured there were people in the Corinthian church who already sided with 
the man in question and they would be quick to object to any such discipline. They had 
already made it quite clear they felt simple forgiveness, understanding, and support was 
all that was needed. Imagine trying to confront that congregation with the idea, “We 
need to tell this man he is not welcome to worship with us any more as long as he 
continues to carry on this incestuous relationship.”  
The expected result of expelling the man is that his flesh would be destroyed and 
perhaps the shock might spur him to repentance. Scholars view that as a curse/death 
interpretation, that is, Paul says a curse should be pronounced on this man and death 
would result, which is what happened with Ananias and Sapphira who both lied to Peter 
and God. With this in mind, it is very interesting to keep in mind that Paul has just told 
the Corinthians that the church is holy and to be considered the temple of God. He 
warned them that anyone who defiles the temple would be destroyed by God.  
There is nothing like staring death in the face to force us to do a little re-evaluation.  

III. What	Could	Possibly	Be	Wrong	With	Just	A	Little	Leaven?	
Your boasting is not good. Don’t you know that a little yeast affects the whole batch of dough? 
7 Clean out the old yeast so that you may be a new batch of dough—you are, in fact, without 
yeast. 

A. Clean	out	the	corruption	
The remedy for this sinful situation is to dis-fellowship the offending man. This has a 
two-fold effect. Not only does it expose the man to the harsh penalty of sin (and prompt 
him to repent) but it also cleanses the church of dangerous infection.  
Paul invokes the scene of an OT Jewish Passover to drive home a vital truth – Yeast is 
corruptive. Sin that is not dealt with in the church - sin that is tolerated and even 
celebrated- is corruptive. It will destroy the holy temple of God.  
After warning them about the corruptive, destructive influences of sin in the church, Paul 
gives us a list of things that the church must be on guard against.  
I wrote you in my letter not to associate with sexually immoral people. 10 In no way did I mean 
the immoral people of this world, or the greedy and swindlers and idolaters, since you would 
then have to go out of the world. 11 But now I am writing to you not to associate with anyone 
who calls himself a Christian who is sexually immoral, or greedy, or an idolater, or verbally 
abusive, or a drunkard, or a swindler. Do not even eat with such a person. 12 For what do I have 
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to do with judging those outside? Are you not to judge those inside? 13 But God will judge those 
outside. Remove the evil person from among you. 

We pastors know that one of the great perils of ministry is being misunderstood in what 
we said. People so often hear what they choose to hear, rather than what is actually 
being said. It happened to Paul. He had written them a previous letter warning them not 
to associate with sexually immoral people. We can be certain Paul made that statement 
within the context of the church. However, some interpreted his words to mean they 
should not have any contact with sinners in the world. Paul writes this second letter to 
clarify. “I don’t mean people in the world. I mean people who profess to be Christians 
but are leading a sexually immoral life. Don’t appease them. Don’t approve them. Don’t 
welcome them into the fabric and network of the church. They are leaven!” And then 
Paul expands that list:  
“Don’t associate with anyone who calls himself a Christian who is sexually immoral, or greedy, 
or an idolater, or verbally abusive, or a drunkard, or a swindler. Do not even eat with such a 
person.” 
To our 21st century American ear, this sounds like Paul is advocating shunning, 
because Paul said, “Don’t even eat with them.” In the context of that culture, eating was 
a very important and intimate form of friendship and fellowship. If we attempt to 
translate that into our culture, Paul is saying that you might continue to be in 
conversation with such a person, but you should not include them in your most 
exclusive and private circle as though their sin is no big deal.  
But still, Paul said don’t eat with them. Many scholars believe Paul is still talking about 
the context of the church community and the eating would have referred to allowing the 
man to participate in the Lord’s supper, which was virtually a potluck fellowship in this 
church.  

B. You	have	a	responsibility	to	take	care	of	church	business	
12 For what do I have to do with judging those outside? Are you not to judge those inside? 
13 But God will judge those outside. Remove the evil person from among you. 

Simply put, we have no authority to discipline those outside the church. But within the 
church, we cannot escape the responsibility to exercise church discipline.  
Then Paul puts the tag on the end. “Remove this evil person from among you.” 
If the church refuses to police its own community, it will become a spiritual mess. 
Church discipline is not easy. It doesn’t set will with everyone. We are not talking about 
purging the church of imperfect people, or dis-fellowshipping those who are struggling 
with spiritual battles, but we are talking about willful rebels; those who transgress moral 
boundaries with no remorse; those who dare the church to call them out for their 
immoral behavior; those who bring sin and compromise into the church and try to 
normalize it and try to force others to approve them just as they are.  
This describes exactly what is happening in the 21st century American church. Paul’s 
warning is clear. We are stewards and we must be found faithful.  


