1 Corinthians 6:6




 - is the strong adversative conjunction ALLA, meaning “but” plus the nominative subject from the masculine singular noun ADELPHOS, meaning “brother” and referring to a fellow believer.  Then we have the preposition META plus the genitive of association from the masculine singular noun ADELPHOS, meaning “with brother.”

“but brother with brother”

- is the third person singular present passive indicative from the verb KRINW, which means “to judge,” but in the passive voice it is used here as a technical legal term as it has been used throughout this section, and means “to go to court with someone.”


The present tense is a descriptive present for what is now happening in Corinth.


The passive voice indicates the people involved in the court action receive the action of going to court.


The indicative mood is declarative for a simple statement of fact.

 - is the explicative use of the conjunction KAI, which is used to explain the previous clause, meaning “and so, that is, namely.”  With this we have the independent nominative (which is used in exclamations) from the neuter singular demonstrative pronoun HOUTOS, meaning “this thing.”  With this we have the preposition EPI plus the adverbial genitive of place from the masculine plural adjective APISTOS used as a substantive, and meaning “before unbelievers.”

1 Cor 6:6 corrected translation
“but brother goes to court with brother [a fellow-believer], and this thing before unbelievers?”
Explanation:
1.  In contrast to the Corinthian church’s lack of ability to have mature believers sit in judgment over the ordinary, significant problems of this life, they are going before heathen civil courts.

2.  These heathen civil courts are not even made up of believers, but of unbelievers.

3.  The Christians were already in trouble with the civil authorities for refusing to worship the Emperor as a god.  How can they reasonably expect to get a fair, non-prejudicial hearing in their courts?

4.  The Christians were thought of as a sect of the Jews, and the Jews had already been kicked out of Rome.  The Christians would not do well before the heathen courts under these circumstances; so it made no sense for believers to go before them seeking justice.  The courts were already prejudice against them no matter what they did.

5.  The Corinthians were doing everything they could possibly do wrong.  Believers should not drag other believers into court, and they should not go into the civilian courts, where the court was already prejudice against them.

6.  There is one related passage by Paul regarding the topic of believers dealing with unbelievers, 2 Cor 6:14-15, “Do not be bound together with unbelievers; for what partnership have righteousness and lawlessness, or what fellowship has light with darkness?  Or what harmony has Christ with Belial, or what has a believer in common with an unbeliever?”
7.  John Calvin had an interesting comment on this verse in section 21, Chapter 20 (On Civil Government) in his Institutes of the Christian Religion, “The usual objection, that law-suits are universally condemned by Paul (1 Cor. 6:6), is false.  It may easily be understood from his words, that a rage for litigation prevailed in the Church of Corinth to such a degree that they exposed the gospel of Christ, and the whole religion which they professed, to the calumnies [slander, defamation] and cavils [quibbling] of the ungodly.  Paul rebukes them, first for traducing the gospel to unbelievers by the intemperance of their dissensions; and, secondly, for so striving with each other while they were brethren.  For so far were they from bearing injury from another, that they greedily coveted each other’s effects, and voluntarily provoked and injured them.  He inveighs, therefore, against that madness for litigation, and not absolutely against all kinds of disputes.  He declares it to be altogether a vice or infirmity, that they do not submit to the loss of their effects, rather than strive, even to contention, in preserving them; in other words, seeing they were so easily moved by every kind of loss, and on every occasion, however slight, ran off to the forum and to law-suits, he says, that in this way they showed that they were of too irritable a temper, and not prepared for patience.  Christians should always feel disposed rather to give up part of their right than to go into court, out of which they can scarcely come without a troubled mind, a mind inflamed with hatred of their brother.  But when one sees that his property, the want of which he would grievously feel, he is able, without any loss of charity, to defend, if he should do so, he offends in no respect against that passage of Paul.  In short, as we said at first, every man’s best adviser is charity [love].  Everything in which we engage without charity, and all the disputes which carry us beyond it, are unquestionably unjust and impious.”
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