2 Corinthians 1:12-14 Sincere Conduct Sunday, August 14, 2005
Background
Paul seems to be under fire from Corinth because of perceptions prevalent among
some of the congregation. These things include:
a. Flip-flopping histravel plans. Note that in 1 Cor. 16:3-8 the travel plan is Ephesus
- Maceadonia=> Corinth & Jerusalem (possbly). In 2 Cor. 1:15-16 was modi-
fied to Ephesus - Corinth - Macealonia - Corinth - Jerusalem. But the point
isthat he did na makeit. Aswe said before, histravel plans were cdhanged when
he went to Corinth in the midst of his gay at Ephesus, so that hisfinal travel plan
was this: Ephesus = Corinth > Ephesus (the painful visit), followed by his
original plan, Ephesus > Macealoria > Corinth = Jerusalem (Acts 20:1-3, 2
Cor. 2:12-13). Unfortunately, the plot on hislifein Greece cased him to change
plans yet again, droppng the immediate travel to Jerusalem and going Corinth -
Macaonia - Philippi = Troas = Miletus > Tyre = Ptolemais > Caesarea—~>
Jerusalem (Acts 20:3-21:17).

b. Writing lettersthat are equivocal, evasive, or dugicitous. The Corinthians al-
ready misunderstood Paul’ sfirst letter (1 Cor. 5:9-13). Peter even said that what
Paul wrote was hard to understand at times (2 Peter 3:15-16).

c. Ingeneral, conducting himself in a manner that lacksintegrity. This could be
in relationto his handling of the monies being coll eded for the Jerusalem saints
(1 Cor. 16:2-3 nawithstanding, and 2Cor. 8:20-21).

The overarching concern from 1:12 through chapter 7:16 is a defense of Paul’s minis-
try to the Corinthians against its detradors. It includes the principles by which Paul exer-
cises hiswork under God, and in particular with respead to his relationship to the Corin-
thians. The foll owing passsges offer responses to these tharges against Paul: a. 2 Cor.
1:15-2:4; b. 2 Cor. 1:13; c. 2 Cor. 1:12, 4:2, 6:3, 8:20-21.

Introduction

Asyoucan seg 1:12-2:4 dffer aresporse to al threeof these charges. The paint basi-
cdly isthat in condwct and letter, including the matter of the travel plans, Paul is condct-
ing himself in integrity. At one and the same time, he maintains this condict toward the
world aswell as, andin increased measure to, the Corinthians. The basis of his condict is
not fleshly or worldly wisdom, but God' s grace—that is what underlies and is given credit
for what Heis ableto da

1. Integrity in Conduct —1:12

At the start of this new sedion, Paul saysthat he has areason a sourceof pride with
resped to his ministry. He says that it has to dowith the testimony of his conscience

The mnscienceis the intuitive knowledge of God' s moral laws and demands. It isan
acasing or defending mecdhanism that all ows usto discern right and wrong. It is part of
being human. The @mnscience ca be wrongly informed or damaged (1 Tim. 4:2, Titus
1:15), thus causing it to operate with awrong standard.

Paul’s conscience defended his condLct as being proper. He uses sveral words and
phrasesto describeit.

A. Description of His Conduct

First, simplicity is not the oppasite of complexity, but rather of duglicity. It means
sincerity, uprightness frankness(proper motivation), simple goodress withou strings
attached or hidden agendas.

Semnd, sincerity is Smilar. It means freeof dissmulation, sincerity, purity of motive,
without hidden motives or pretense.

Third, the word condwct means to conduct oneself in terms of certain principles, to
ad, behave, live.

At this paoint, be sure to nae that Paul is ge&king in general terms abou the integrity
of hisconduct. But coming up we will see aparticular test case, namely hisrecent travel
plans. He said he was coming to Corinth bu did na. Using that as afoil then, let me make
a oupe of comments regarding the problem of folks saying they will do something and
not doing so.

First of all, it is distressng enough when folks sy they will do something yet dorit do
it. It could be 3 they say they are going to church and dorit; b) they say that will take cae
of something and they dorit; or something like that. Now understand that | am not talking
abou providential hindrance— sicknessor car breskdown or whatever. But | think you
soonget theidea dou someone when they arein apattern of “saying and nd doing.”

They could be completely horest in their initial statement in the sense that they intend
to cary it out. But they could a) ladk planning or ahility, i.e. promising something that they
canna deliver. They are the over-zedous type. Or b) they might be doude-minded, saying
one thing and then changing their mind. Or ¢) they could have yet ancther problem—
laznessand dsresped or whatever.

But what is more distressng still are people who say that will do X but while they are
saying it they have ahidden agenda, i.e. they mean that they will do na X or Y (something
totally different) instead. In ather words, the intent at the time of saying it iswrong. It is
wicked and sinful. Thisiswhat we cdl dissmulation a dugicitous.

Dissmulation means to hide fedings or motives by pretense. To dssmble meansto
conced something under false gopeaance (Rom. 12:9), to conced truth, to behave hypo-
criticdly (Gal. 2:13). It isrelevant in matters of love (Rom. 12:9, 2 Cor. 6:6, 1 Peter 1:22),
faith (1 Tim. 1:5, 2 Tim. 1:5), and wisdom (James 3:17).

To be duglicitous means to be decétful, doulde-deding, to use hypocriticd cunning
or deception. It isan inner thing (Matt. 23:28, Mark 12:15, Luke 12:1, 1 Peter 2:1) but
comesout inlies (1 Tim. 4:2) and false speed (James 5:12).

In the first case (the “distressng enough” case), the intent may redly have been there.
The problem was alad of carrying through for some reason. Here, the intention was never
redly there. The motivation was wrong to begin with. If such has been your portion, take
note. That is hameful condvct for anyone, let alone aChristian.

B. Basis of His Conduct

First, Paul’ s condict was not based onfleshly wisdom, that is, with thoughts that re-
jed God's vereignty and supremacy, with worldly planning, etc.

Semnd, his conduct isbased onthe graceof God. Hiswhale life was governed by the
principles and rule of God' s grace

Thisnation d the basis of his condict also spill s over into the question d “who gets
the aedit?” It was certainly naot Paul, not his own inherent abiliti es or wisdom that were
due the aedit. Rather, credit belonged to God for all that Paul was enabled to da

Finally, please nate that Paul did na conduwct himself in integrity because that would
alow himto beest. Instead, he mndwcted himself that way simply because it was the right
thing to da Doing so hed the beneficial side dfed that he muld use his conduct and the
testimony of his consciencein his defense when it was questioned. But whether or not it is
pragmaticdly helpful to condwct yourself this way, you must do so.

2. Integrity in Letters—1:13a

Recdl that in 1 Cor. 5:9ff aprevious letter is mentioned. That letter, at least in part,
was misunderstood by the Corinthian believers, and cdled for a darificationin 1 Corin-
thians. Peter said that some of Paul’ s | etters were hard to understand. Even so, here Paul is
saying that in hiswriting he is nat writing evasively, shrewdly, with doulbe-meaning, or
between the lines. What he means he writes, and what he wrote he means. The point is that
hiswriting isclea and plain. It is certainly not duglicitous.

For instance, he does nat write aou his refusal to receve financial suppat in 1 Co-
rinthiansin order to be ale, by some sort of “reverse psychology” to get the Corinthians to
suppat him. Heis not doing that. Neither shoud we, dea friends!



3. Hope of Improved Relations— 1:13b-14

The“end” refers to the judgment seat of Christ in the end time. It isnot o pposite of
“partialy” in the next verse. It istrue that the Corinthians either partially understood w hat
Paul was getting at, or only some of the Corinthians understood what he was saying. But in
any case, what Paul is saying here isthat he wants that in the last day (the judgment seat of
Christ, see 2 Cor. 5:10) that the Corinthians would find pride in Paul, and that Paul would
likewise find pride in them.

In other words, they would not be ashamed of each other at the judgment. Paul would
not be ashamed of them because of their contentious conduct toward him; and they would
not be ashamed of him asif he were some sort of second-rate apostle.

But beyond that, that they would take pride in the fact that each are there at the judg-
ment. In the near term, this would mean improved relations between Paul and the Corin-
thians because they would have confidence in him now (not just at the end) and so would
defend him against those coming into their assembly who criticized him.

Conclusion

The main point of what we have said in this message is that we must conduct our-
selvesin sincerity—not just “l tried” but “ di d.” Thereis no excuse for not carrying
through with what you say; no excuse for saying things you do not mean; and the bottom
lineisthat we must also live “in simplicity and in godly sincerity, not with fleshly wisdom,

but by the grace of God.”
MAP



