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1. Abstract of Meadors, 1 Corinthians, Session 16, Paul’s
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Dr. Gary Meadors' lecture on 1 Corinthians chapter 6 examines Paul's response to
reports of unrighteous litigation among believers in Corinth, contrasting this with the
instructions on government in Romans. Meadors highlights the corrupt nature of
Roman civil courts, which favored the elite and employed "vexatious litigation" that
focused on shaming opponents. He discusses how Corinthian Christians were using
these worldly systems to resolve disputes instead of relying on internal church
mechanisms. The lecture also analyzes different interpretations of Paul's
admonishments, including whether he critiques the unbelievers administering the
courts or the unjust system itself, concluding with a discussion of the shame this
behavior brought upon the Christian community and the limitations of applying this
passage directly to modern legal systems.

2. 18 - minute Audio Podcast Created on the basis of

Dr. Meadors, 1 Corinthians, Session 16 — Double click icon to
play in Windows media player or go to the
Biblicalelearning.org [Bel] Site and click the audio podcast link
there (New Testament = Pauline Epistles = 1 Corinthians).
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3. Briefing Document: Meadors, 1 Corinthians, Session 16,
Paul’s Response to Oral Reports, 1 Cor 6:1-6

Briefing Document: Dr. Gary Meadors on 1 Corinthians 6:1-6

Overview: This lecture by Dr. Gary Meadors delves into Paul's response to reports of
"unrighteous litigation" among the Corinthian believers, as found in 1 Corinthians 6:1-6.
Meadors explores the historical and cultural context of Roman civil courts, contrasting
them with criminal courts and highlighting the issues of status, corruption, and
"vexatious litigation." He analyzes Paul's sharp criticism of believers taking each other to
these worldly courts and discusses various interpretations of the text, including the
potential link to the incest issue in chapter 5. Ultimately, Meadors emphasizes the
incompatibility of Christian ethics with the prevailing Roman legal practices and cautions
against a simplistic application of this passage to modern legal systems.

Main Themes and Important Ideas/Facts:
1. Paul's Response to Oral Reports of Litigation:

e Chapters 5 and 6 of 1 Corinthians are seen as a unit addressing oral reports
received by Paul. Chapter 5 dealt with incest, and chapter 6 focuses on believers
engaging in lawsuits against each other.

e Meadors acknowledges the theory by Deming that chapters 5 and 6 are a literary
unit framed around a legal struggle related to the sexual misconduct in 5:1.
However, Meadors leans towards a more general interpretation where the court
issue in chapter 6 is a separate civil matter.

e "Chapters 5 and 6, as you already know, are a unit after 5.1 concerning reports
that Paul had received, the oral reports."

e "Deming sees the context of chapter 6 with the court issue as being a
continuation of what happened in 5.1."

o "If we read this as Winter has read it and how it's been traditionally read and not
take 5.1 as setting the specific context for both chapters, then we do not have an
identification of what the court issue was in chapter 6."

2. The Nature of Roman Civil Courts:

e Meadors distinguishes between civil and criminal courts in Roman Corinth. Civil
courts dealt with issues like property disputes, breach of contract, damages,



fraud, and personal injury. Criminal courts handled more serious offenses against
the empire and public order.

"Now, the court issue in chapter 6 would certainly be one of a civil issue...
whereas in chapter 5, that could be a criminal issue as far as the issues that the
Roman courts dealt with at various levels of criminal activity and of civil activity."

"Civil courts deal with a variety of issues. Legal possession of something could be
property or some item, breach of contract, damages... Fraud, personal injury."

"Criminal courts, on the other hand, in Roman Corinth, dealt with more serious
offenses, high treason against the empire, embezzlement of state property,
bribery in terms of elections, extortion of others in the provinces, murder by
violence or poisoning..."

3. Status, Corruption, and Bias in Roman Civil Courts:

Roman civil litigation heavily favored those of high social status. Judges were
elected from the elite, and jurors were appointed based on financial standing and
were often intimidated by their benefactors.

"Roman litigation in civil courts favored those of status. It favored the elite."

"Judges were elected only from the elite class and held sway over those of lesser
status. It's a stacked deck, as you can see."

"Jurors were appointed in relation to their financial status and were intimidated
by persons of status from whom they probably profited, especially those who
were their benefactors."

Lawsuits could generally only be initiated by those of higher status against those
of equal or lower status, not the other way around.

"Lawsuits could not be initiated by persons of lower status to another person. It
only came from the top down."

Corruption among judges and jurors was a known issue.
"Judges and jurors were often corrupt.”

"Winter gives you a number of citations of abuse, and the writers of that era
complaining about the judges and jurors seem to have no ethical norms, but
money spoke..."



4. "Vexatious Litigation" and the Culture of Honor and Shame:

The legal process in civil courts was described as "vicious," where prevailing often
involved assaulting the opponent's character and ethics. This was known as
"vexatious litigation."

"In the civil domain, the methodology of the legal process was called vicious... To
prevail in the civil court, you had to assault the opponent's character."

"Winning often meant causing shame and loss of dignity for the plaintiff, and that
was extremely serious business."

Corinth was a culture deeply rooted in honor and shame. Being shamed was a
severe consequence, particularly for those of status. Meadors suggests that
Christians of status might have been using these public courts and principles of
vexatious litigation to resolve disputes within the church.

"Now, remember, we're in a culture of honor and shame... the worst thing that
can happen to a person of status with honor is to be shamed."

"Corinthian Christians of status may have been using the public courts and or the
principles of Roman vexatious litigation to adjudicate their dealings with one
another in the Christian community."

5. Paul's Rebuke and the Incompatibility with Christian Ethics:

Paul questions the Corinthians taking their disputes before "the ungodly"
(unbelievers or the unjust system) instead of settling them within the community
of believers.

"If any one of you has a dispute with another, do you dare take it before the
ungodly for judgment instead of before the Lord's people?" (quoting 1
Corinthians 6:1 NIV)

Meadors discusses the interpretation of "the unrighteous," suggesting it likely
refers to the entire unjust Roman judicial system, influenced by worldly values
rather than Christian ethics.

"Winter argues that unrighteous is a valid description of the judges and the juries
of adjudicated legal complaints. It's the whole system."

"More than likely, this thing of before unbelievers and before the unrighteous is
talking about the entire setting of getting justice in a court that is run by world
views that are contrary to this Judeo-Christian way of thinking."



Paul uses shame as a rhetorical tool, highlighting the loss of dignity for believers
who resort to worldly courts to resolve internal conflicts.

"I say this to shame you." (referring to 1 Corinthians 6:5)

"In their culture, to lose dignity was everything. Well, they ought to feel the pain
of that in terms of their Christian culture."

6. Interpretation of "Trivial Cases" and the Sarcasm in Verse 4:

The "trivial cases" likely refer to civil disputes handled by the local courts, even
though they could be significant to the individuals involved.

"These were small claims courts, if you please, even though they could be very
serious to an individual. So, they were civil, nonetheless."

Meadors discusses the ambiguity in translating 1 Corinthians 6:4, particularly
whether it's an assertion in the form of a question or an imperative (command).

He highlights the possibility of sarcasm in Paul's words, suggesting that Paul might
be saying they would be better off having even low-status members of the church
judge their disputes than relying on the corrupt and biased worldly courts.

"I am drawn to the sarcasm since it fits the context in the Pauline style. In other
words, Paul is basically saying you're going to go out to a court that doesn't
understand you as people... you'd be better off grabbing some people out of your
congregation who do not have status and letting them make the judgment about
you. See the sarcasm? You're better off taking a low-status judgment than going
to a high status court."

7. Caution Against Overgeneralization to Modern Contexts:

Meadors strongly cautions against directly applying Paul's instructions in 1
Corinthians 6 to modern legal systems, particularly the American system, which
operates under different principles (though with its own imperfections).

"So, you cannot take 1 Corinthians 6 as a blanket statement about what you do as
an American Christian in relation to courts. There are issues in here you're going
to have to account for. But it is not a blanket statement about courts in any given
culture outside of what was happening in that immediate first century Roman
Corinth and the issues of the Roman court for civil matters."

"Whether you use a court or not needs to be decided on a case-by-case basis."



e He uses the example of insurance companies and denominational property
disputes to illustrate the complexities of modern legal situations where Christians
may have limited choices or legitimate reasons to engage with the legal system.

8. Deeper Moral Issues Underlying Lawsuits:

o Paul suggests that the very act of believers suing each other indicates a deeper
spiritual defeat and moral failing.

e "The very fact that you have lawsuits among yourselves means you have been
completely defeated already. Why couldn't you work it out? Why not rather even
be cheated? Why not be wronged?" (quoting 1 Corinthians 6:7-8, though
Meadors quotes it slightly differently)

e Meadors implies that resorting to lawsuits demonstrates a failure to live out
Christian principles of love, forgiveness, and internal dispute resolution.

Quotes:

"Do you not know that the Lord's people would judge the world? And if you were
to judge the world, are you not competent to judge trivial cases?" (1 Corinthians
6:2-3 NIV, quoted by Meadors)

o "l say this to your shame. Is it possible that there's nobody among you wise
enough to judge a dispute between believers?" (1 Corinthians 6:5 NIV, quoted by
Meadors)

« "Butinstead, one brother takes another to court, and this is in front of
unbelievers." (1 Corinthians 6:6 NIV, quoted by Meadors)

Next Steps (as indicated by Meadors):

e The next lecture will continue the discussion of 1 Corinthians chapter 6, covering
verses 7-20, and will further explore the issues of courts and the connection back
to the sexual immorality discussed in chapter 5.

o Readers are encouraged to read chapter 6, the accompanying notes, and other
relevant resources on Roman courts.

This briefing document provides a detailed overview of the key themes and arguments
presented by Dr. Meadors in his lecture on 1 Corinthians 6:1-6. It highlights the
importance of understanding the historical and cultural context of the passage and
cautions against simplistic interpretations in modern settings.



4. Study Guide: Meadors, 1 Corinthians, Session 16, Paul’s
Response to Oral Reports, 1 Cor 6:1-6
Study Guide: 1 Corinthians 6:1-11 - Paul's Response to Unrighteous Litigation
Key Themes:

e The inappropriateness of Christians settling disputes in pagan courts.

e The internal judgment and wisdom expected within the Christian community.

e The nature of Roman civil courts and the disadvantages faced by those without

status.

e The underlying moral failings revealed by Christians resorting to external
litigation.

e The tension between worldly justice and the standards of the Christian faith.

e The cultural context of honor and shame in Corinth and Paul's use of shame as a

corrective.

e The potential for the church to function as a self-regulating community.

e The importance of context when applying biblical teachings about legal matters to

contemporary settings.
Key Concepts to Understand:

o Oral Reports: The information Paul received that prompted his discussion in
chapters 5 and 6.

o Unrighteous Litigation: The act of Christians suing one another in secular,
"ungodly" courts.

e Civil vs. Criminal Courts in Rome: Understanding the distinct jurisdictions,
processes, and biases of each.

o Status in Roman Society: The significant role of social standing, honor, and shame

in legal and social interactions.

o Vexatious Litigation: The characteristic of Roman civil courts where prevailing
often involved attacking the opponent's character and ethics.

e Internal Judgment: The expectation that the Christian community possesses the

wisdom and ability to resolve disputes among its members.



Trivial Cases: The likely nature of the disputes Paul refers to, likely civil matters
rather than serious crimes.

Shame in Corinthian Culture: The profound impact of losing honor and status in
their society.

Grievance Committee (Analogy): The idea of a structured process within the
church for handling disagreements.

Contextualization: The necessity of understanding the historical and cultural
background of a biblical passage before applying it to modern situations.

Short Answer Quiz:

1.

10.

According to Dr. Meadors, what was the primary issue Paul addressed in 1
Corinthians 6:1-67?

What are the two main interpretations discussed regarding Paul's use of the term
"unrighteous" in 1 Corinthians 6:1?

Describe the general characteristics of Roman civil courts as presented in the
lecture, highlighting potential disadvantages for certain individuals.

Explain the concept of "vexatious litigation" in the context of Roman civil courts
and its implications for disputes.

How does Dr. Meadors explain the apparent contradiction between Paul's views
on courts in 1 Corinthians 6 and Romans 13?

What does Paul imply about the capabilities of the Christian community when he
questions their ability to judge "trivial cases"?

In the context of Corinthian culture, why was Paul's statement "I say this to your
shame" particularly impactful?

According to the lecture, why is it inappropriate to take 1 Corinthians 6 as a
blanket prohibition against all forms of litigation for Christians today?

What does Dr. Meadors suggest about the underlying issues that are often
revealed when Christians resort to lawsuits against one another?

How does the example of the speaker's experience with a Christian contractor
illustrate some of the complexities of applying biblical principles to business
dealings today?



Answer Key to Short Answer Quiz:

1.

Paul primarily addressed the issue of "unrighteous litigation," where Christians
were taking their disputes with one another to secular, "ungodly" Roman courts
instead of resolving them within the Christian community. He was responding to
oral reports he had received about this practice.

One interpretation is that "unrighteous" refers to the individuals serving as judges
in these courts, who were likely unbelievers. The other interpretation is that it
refers to the entire Roman judicial system itself, which operated on worldly
principles contrary to Christian values.

Roman civil courts were heavily influenced by social status, favoring the elite.
Judges and juries were often drawn from or intimidated by those of higher status,
leading to a system where those without status had little power and faced a
"stacked deck."

Vexatious litigation was the common methodology in Roman civil courts where
winning often involved attacking and shaming the opponent's character and
ethics through persuasive oratory, potentially leading to a loss of dignity for the
losing party.

Dr. Meadors suggests that Romans 13 addresses the government's role in
controlling criminal violations, while 1 Corinthians 6 focuses more on civil
disputes, which were often handled in corrupt local courts influenced by status
and political maneuvering.

Paul implies that the Christian community, especially those considered wise
within it, should be competent enough to judge and resolve minor, "trivial"
disputes among its members without needing to resort to external, secular
authorities.

Corinth was a culture deeply rooted in honor and shame. Paul's statement that
their behavior was shameful was a significant judgment, highlighting their loss of
dignity within their own cultural context for relying on worldly systems.

The context of 1 Corinthians 6 is the specific situation of the biased and
potentially corrupt Roman civil courts, particularly concerning status-driven
disputes. Modern legal systems operate differently, and applying this passage as a
universal prohibition ignores its original context and intent.
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Dr. Meadors suggests that lawsuits among Christians are often symptomatic of
deeper moral defects, such as a lack of forgiveness, a desire to gain advantage
over others, and a failure to live out their Christian commitment to love and
reconciliation.

10.The speaker's experience illustrates the difficulty of holding fellow Christians to a

higher standard in business and the potential for misunderstandings and disputes
even within the Christian community. It raises questions about accountability and
the complexities of mixing faith and commerce.

Essay Format Questions:

1.

Analyze the social and cultural factors of first-century Corinth that contributed to
the problems Paul addresses in 1 Corinthians 6:1-11 regarding Christians taking
legal action against each other.

Compare and contrast the potential benefits and drawbacks of resolving disputes
within a Christian community versus utilizing secular legal systems, drawing on
the principles discussed in 1 Corinthians 6:1-11.

Discuss the concept of "honor and shame" in the context of 1 Corinthians 6:1-11
and explain how Paul utilizes this cultural dynamic in his response to the
Corinthians' practice of unrighteous litigation.

Evaluate the relevance and applicability of Paul's teachings in 1 Corinthians 6:1-11
to contemporary legal and ethical dilemmas faced by Christians in diverse cultural
and legal systems.

Explore the implications of Paul's assertion that believers will judge the world and
angels (1 Corinthians 6:2-3) for how the Corinthian church should have
approached internal disputes, according to Dr. Meadors' interpretation.
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Glossary of Key Terms:

Ecclesiae: Greek term meaning "assemblies," used in the text to refer to both the
Christian congregations and other types of guilds or organizations in Corinth.

Graft: Corrupt practices, especially bribery and the use of one's position for
personal gain, prevalent in the Roman legal system.

Honor and Shame Culture: A societal structure where an individual's status and
worth are heavily determined by public perception of their honor (reputation,
respect) and shame (disgrace, humiliation).

Litigation: The process of taking legal action; suing someone in a court of law.

Plaintiff: The party who brings a civil lawsuit against another party (the
defendant).

Status: Social standing or position within a community, which significantly
influenced power and legal outcomes in Roman Corinth.

Trivial Cases: Minor or less significant legal disputes, likely referring to civil
matters in the context of 1 Corinthians 6.

Unrighteous: In the context of 1 Corinthians 6, referring to either unbelieving
individuals or the unjust and ungodly nature of the secular Roman legal system.

Vexatious Litigation: A characteristic of Roman civil courts where legal
proceedings often involved aggressive personal attacks and attempts to shame
the opponent in order to win.

Worldview: A fundamental set of beliefs, values, and assumptions about the
world and how it operates, which can differ significantly between the secular
world and the Christian faith.
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5. FAQs on Meadors, 1 Corinthians, Session 16, Paul’s
Response to Oral Reports, 1 Cor 6:1-6, Biblicalelearning.org

FAQ: Paul's Response to Litigation in 1 Corinthians 6:1-11
1. What was the primary issue Paul was addressing in 1 Corinthians 6:1-11?

Paul was addressing the practice of some Corinthian Christians taking their disputes with
one another to the public Roman courts, which were presided over by non-believers and
operated under a system often characterized by corruption and favoritism towards those
of higher social status.

2. Why was Paul so critical of the Corinthian believers for using the secular courts to
resolve their disagreements?

Paul viewed this practice as shameful and indicative of a lack of wisdom and spiritual
maturity within the Christian community. He believed that believers, who would one day
judge the world and even angels, should be capable of resolving their own "trivial" (likely
civil) matters internally. Furthermore, he highlighted the incongruity of seeking
judgment from those whose way of life was scorned by the church, as their standards
and values were likely contrary to Christian principles.

3. How did the Roman legal system, particularly civil courts, operate in Corinth during
this time, and why did Paul find it problematic for Christians?

The Roman legal system, especially civil courts in a status-conscious Roman colony like
Corinth, favored the elite. Judges were often elected from the elite class, and jurors were
appointed based on their financial status and could be easily influenced by their
benefactors. The legal process in civil cases was often "vicious," involving assaults on the
opponent's character ("vexatious litigation") to win. Moreover, individuals of lower
status had limited recourse against those of higher status. Paul found this system
problematic because it was often unjust, corrupt, and operated on principles of status
and power rather than righteousness and fairness, which should govern interactions
within the Christian community.
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4. How does Paul's criticism of using secular courts in 1 Corinthians 6 relate to his
seemingly more positive view of governing authorities in Romans 13?

The apparent contradiction can be explained by the different contexts. In Romans 13,
Paul is discussing the government's role in maintaining order and dealing with criminal
violations, which he supports. In 1 Corinthians 6, however, he is addressing civil disputes
between believers and criticizing the specific operation of the local civil courts in
Corinth, which were prone to corruption and social bias. He distinguishes between the
broader role of government in criminal matters and the problematic nature of Christians
resolving interpersonal conflicts within the church through a flawed and potentially
unjust secular system.

5. What are the different interpretations of Paul's reference to "the unrighteous" in 1
Corinthians 6:1? Does it refer to individual unbelievers or the entire secular legal
system?

There are two main interpretations: (1) that "the unrighteous" refers to individual
unbelieving judges and court officials, implying that believers should not submit to their
judgment in disputes with fellow Christians; and (2) that it refers more broadly to the
entire secular judicial system with its inherent worldly values and potential for injustice,
making it an inappropriate forum for resolving disputes within the church, which should
operate on different, more righteous principles. Dr. Meadors leans towards the latter
interpretation.

6. Paul suggests that believers should be willing to "be wronged" or "be defrauded"
rather than going to court against fellow Christians. What is the underlying principle
behind this radical statement?

This statement highlights the priority of Christian unity, love, and forgiveness over the
pursuit of individual rights or material gain within the community of faith. Paul argues
that the very act of taking a brother or sister in Christ to court before unbelievers
demonstrates a spiritual defeat and a failure to embody the self-sacrificing love that
should characterize Christian relationships. He suggests that enduring personal loss is
preferable to damaging the witness and unity of the church.
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7. How might the culture of honor and shame in Corinth have influenced the disputes
and Paul's response in 1 Corinthians 6?

Corinthian society was highly influenced by honor and shame, where social status was
paramount, and being shamed was a severe consequence. It's possible that Christians of
higher status were using the public courts, with their inherent biases, to exert power
over or shame fellow believers of lower status. Paul's strong language, including the
statement "l say this to your shame," directly addresses this cultural context, suggesting
that their behavior in resorting to worldly courts was bringing dishonor upon the
Christian community. He reverses the logic of their status-driven culture by suggesting
that they should be able to find wise individuals within their own community, even those
of "little account" in worldly terms, to judge their disputes.

8. What are some key takeaways and cautions for contemporary Christians reading 1
Corinthians 6 regarding legal disputes?

Contemporary Christians should recognize that Paul's specific instructions were rooted
in the context of the first-century Roman legal system in Corinth, which was significantly
different from modern legal systems, particularly in societies with the rule of law and
more equitable processes. While the passage raises important questions about Christian
unity, forgiveness, and the church's responsibility to handle internal conflicts, it should
not be interpreted as a blanket prohibition against all forms of litigation in all
circumstances. Decisions about pursuing legal action should be made prayerfully on a
case-by-case basis, considering the specific context and seeking to uphold Christian
principles while also navigating the complexities of the legal systems in which they live.
The passage does, however, strongly encourage Christians to prioritize reconciliation and
internal resolution of disputes whenever possible.



