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Not Under BondageÂ–Marriage, Divorce, and Remarriage (Part 4)
by Dean Taylor

A few days ago I was at work when a nurse handed me a newspaper and pointed to a small article asking me what I tho
ught about it. The article was about a radio station in West Virginia that boasted that it was Â“giving away a free divorce.
Â” The article from the Associated Press read:

A Charleston radio station is observing ValentineÂ’s Day with a reminder that Cupid sometimes misses his mark. WKLC
-FM, better known as Rock 105, is giving away a free divorce. ValentineÂ’s Day isnÂ’t all hearts and flowers, says WKL
C Program Director Jay Nunley. There is a darker side, he said, Â“where maybe you despise your spouse and resent th
e entire day.Â” Through 4 p.m. on Thursday, ValentineÂ’s Day, applications for the free divorce will be accepted on the c
lassic rock stationÂ’s website, and the winning name will be drawn at 5 p.m. Nunley cautions that this is a real divorce a
nd people shouldnÂ’t enter if they arenÂ’t serious. Also, people expecting a long, drawn-out legal battle should hire a la
wyer because the Rock 105 contest is for a relatively uncomplicated divorce. Charleston attorney Rusty Webb will handl
e the actual filing. Â“Sure, we can give away concert tickets, and we do,Â” said Nunley. Â“ThatÂ’s going to make you ha
ppy for a little while. This is the chance to make someone happy for the rest of their life.Â”

That last line really got me, Â“This is the chance to make someone happy for the rest of their life.Â” The sad fact is that i
n most cases, this is the furthest thing from the truth. Not even considering eternity for a momentÂ—the damage, misery
, suffering and child-neglect that has resulted from the epidemic proportion of divorce in the last century is nearly incalcul
able.

Jesus Has A Better Way

Sometimes the way of Christ seems hard, unapproachable, or even out of touch. We try to better ourselves and our soci
ety with new ways, new ideas and new solutions to our problems. Often it takes a lifetime, or sometimes even generatio
ns to realize that serious mistakes have been made. Even though His way is often very challenging, Jesus told us that H
e supplies the ability to perform anything He is asking us to do. He said, Â“My yoke is easy and my burden is light.Â” Sur
prisingly, in the end we always find there is joy in His way. Jesus said, Â“These things I have spoken unto you, that in m
e ye might have peace. In the world ye shall have tribulation: but be of good cheer; I have overcome the worldÂ” (John 1
1:16:33).

In the last three articles on marriage and divorce we primarily focused on the teachings of Jesus. We saw that in these t
eachings, like many other teachings of the New Testament, Jesus made radical changes in the way things were done un
der the Old Covenant. Many things concerning marriage were affected. In the Old Testament, polygamy was allowed an
d divorce was permitted. Divorce and remarriage often went on in rapid numeration, with very few restraining circumstan
ces, particularly for the man. A man could commit adultery only by taking another manÂ’s wife; and unfaithfulness to his 
own wife was only considered fornication.

But then Jesus came, and in the Sermon on the Mount, right there alongside anger, war, lust, law suits, public prayers, s
toring up treasures, etc., Jesus made radical changes in the way we understand divorce and remarriage. When the teac
hing of Jesus was looked at in total, it became evident that the essence of His teaching was that marriage, by definition, 
is actually a miracle from God, whereby two people are made into one indissoluble union. His teaching can be summariz
ed in His words, Â“Wherefore they are no more twain, but one fleshÂ” (Matt. 19:6).

Summarizing JesusÂ’ teaching, we saw that:

Divorcing a wife and marrying another is adultery (Mark 10:11-12).
Marrying someone who has been divorced is adultery (Luke 16:18).
Divorcing a spouse for any reason except for fornication is to be guilty of causing your spouse to commit adultery (Matt. 
5:32, 19:9).
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We took special note of this last point. The teaching of causing your spouse to commit adultery is often quickly passed o
ver in our reading of this passage. This teaching should put a special check on our hearts when we begin to contemplate
divorceÂ—these are indeed challenging words. We saw in the last issue however, that Jesus did give one exception to t
he guilt of causing your spouseÂ’s future adultery, and that was if they were an adulterer already. Albeit, even in the cas
e of adultery, where separation was permitted, remarriage still was not granted. This would have meant to live the rest of
your life single. Finally, and perhaps most importantly, we saw that even with such difficult teachings as these, we were 
not to accomplish them in the flesh but to trust God, who has promised the needed grace to accomplish what He has cal
led us to.

JesusÂ’ teachings are not popular today, and unfortunately, numerous different interpretations abound, turning the word
s of Christ into nonsense. Modern interpreters disagree on how to interpret the words of Christ. Over the centuries, Jesu
sÂ’ teachings have grown increasingly figurative. Interestingly, the further you go back in history, the more literal you find
the Church on the subject of divorce and many other controversial teachings.

What Did The Apostle Paul Think?

The writings of Paul give us the priceless opportunity of having an infallible interpreter of the words of Jesus. It takes the 
burden of interpreting these passages away from us and puts it onto Paul. The seventh chapter of first Corinthians is vita
lly important in the understanding of the teaching of Jesus on divorce and remarriage, because many topics discussed t
here provide actual real-life examples of the teachings of Jesus. The points most contested by modern interpreters are d
ealt with directly in his writings.

The book of first Corinthians is actually a letter that Paul wrote to the Corinthian church in reply to many questions that t
hey were asking him. We donÂ’t have that original Corinthian letter, but throughout the book, little clues and phrases suc
h as, Â“now concerning the things whereof ye wrote unto me,Â” supply us with a glimpse of what the Corinthians were a
sking him. Chapter 7 is particularly helpful because it deals with several contemporary concerns such as:

The permanence of the marriage bond.
A summary of JesusÂ’ teaching on divorce, and what is permissible after divorce.
How we should consider our marriage bonds made before conversion.
Serious considerations dealing with young people in courtship or betrothal situations.
Finally, Paul caps off the chapter with his final dictum on divorce and remarriage to avoid any misunderstanding.
The Context

Coming into Chapter 7, Paul has just finished a difficult and heated rebuke to the men of the church for going to prostitut
es. From the context, flowing into Chapter 7, it would appear that Paul may also be correcting overly-strict chastity stand
ards by the Corinthian wives, implying that this may partly be a cause for the failure of their husbands. Whatever the cas
e, it is safe to say that they were dealing with some very difficult, real-life situations there in Corinth. Paul was taking Chri
stianity to the formerly pagan, idol-worshiping, unlearned, and often illiterate Gentiles. This was clearly a clash of two wo
rlds and a clash of two ways of life. But Paul had faith that the ways of Christ had answers for their lives.

One of the most important things to do when reading first Corinthians is to pay special attention to PaulÂ’s textual marke
rs. All throughout the book, Paul uses phrases like, Â“now concerning,Â” Â“I say therefore,Â” Â“and unto,Â” Â“but to the 
rest speak I.Â” Each of these phrases is given to present a new thought, or to address a separate point of the Corinthian
letter.

PaulÂ’s Summary Of The Teaching Of Jesus On Divorce And Remarriage

 After addressing the question of marital abstinence and PaulÂ’s preference for the single life, Paul introduces JesusÂ’ t
eaching on divorce and remarriage, underlining its importance by exhorting them that this is not merely a suggestion but 
rather a command, Â“And unto the married I command, yet not I, but the Lord, Let not the wife depart from her husband.
Â” This passage is important because he is saying here that this is the teaching of Jesus. In other words, PaulÂ’s unders
tanding of JesusÂ’ teaching, simply put, is that a person should not divorce their spouse. Consistent with the Gospel acc
ounts, Paul does not soften the message for the Gentiles, nor does he try to explain it away. This is about as straightfor
ward as you can get.

However, the question remains: what do you do if the divorce happens beyond your control? Or even following in line wit
h the teachings of Jesus, what do you do if a separation occurs because of fornication? Paul taught that Jesus did not le
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ave us to wonder. He finished this command of Christ saying: Â“But and if she depart, let her remain unmarried or be re
conciled to her husband: and let not the husband put away his wife.Â” Very simply put, Paul is telling the Corinthian chur
ch that Jesus taught:

Divorce is not allowed.
If a divorce or separation should occur, only two options are open to us: reconciliation or remain single.
Marriage To An Unbeliever

After quoting these teachings from Jesus to the married, Paul begins to discuss the curious problem of unequally yoked 
marriages. What do you do when youÂ’re a Christian but your spouse is an unbeliever? What if you got into this marriag
e even before you were a Christian? Should you take into account PaulÂ’s teaching about not mixing with the world, and
separate from your ungodly spouse? Paul starts the discussion by telling them that he does not have a specific teaching 
from Jesus dealing with this topic. That should not diminish these teachings for us, but it does again underline the point t
hat what he was saying above in verses 8-11 was explicitly from his understanding of the teachings of Christ.

Concerning these unequally yoked marriages Paul said:

Â“But to the rest speak I, not the Lord: If any brother hath a wife that believeth not, and she be pleased to dwell with him,
let him not put her away. And the woman which hath an husband that believeth not, and if he be pleased to dwell with he
r, let her not leave him. For the unbelieving husband is sanctified by the wife, and the unbelieving wife is sanctified by th
e husband: else were your children unclean; but now are they holy."

Paul lets them know that their relationship with God actually shields them from spiritual defilement. Furthermore, Paul sa
ys that if their spouse is willing to stay with them, then they should not leave them or send them away. Interestingly, he e
ncourages them that their faith provides a spiritual cleansing or sanctifying protection over their children, even when an 
unbeliever is living in the house. He concludes by saying that if the unbelieving spouse is willing, then they should do ev
erything they can to make the marriage work and stay together.

But What If They Are Not Pleased To Dwell With You And They Demand That They Are Going To Divorce Or Leave?

 This was a difficult situation for the Corinthians because Jesus said that divorce, even without remarriage, was wrong. 
Remember that Jesus taught that to separate from a spouse for anything other than adultery was to actually cause your 
spouseÂ’s future adultery. Â“Whosoever shall put away his wife, saving for the cause of fornication, causeth her to com
mit adulteryÂ” (Matthew 5:32). What were these new Corinthian believers to do if their unbelieving spouses left them or 
demanded a divorce?

In this case Paul tells them that they do not need to fret and fight with them to keep them at home. He releases them to l
et their unbelieving spouse go. Â“But if the unbelieving depart, let him depart. A brother or a sister is not under bondage 
in such cases: but God hath called us to peace. For what knowest thou, O wife, whether thou shalt save thy husband? o
r how knowest thou, O man, whether thou shalt save thy wife?Â” (Vs. 15-16).

Modern Views Of Â“Not Under BondageÂ”

Some have taken PaulÂ’s words Â“not under bondageÂ” or especially the NIV translation, Â“is not bound in such circum
stances,Â” to imply that because the spouse left home or rather Â“deserted,Â” that the marriage bond is now broken and
the person is free to marry again.

However, the overall context of this chapter does not support this view. Considering what Paul said a few verses before t
his, and even a few verses after these verses, where Paul is specifically addressing the permanence of the marriage bo
nd, the view that the divorcee is free to remarry is particularly misleading. It would seem extremely unlikely that in verse 
11, when the context might possibly even be dealing with fornication, as Paul says, Â“but and if she depart, let her remai
n unmarried or be reconciled to her husband:Â” that he would now give the complete opposite counsel on the matter an
d say that you donÂ’t have to remain unmarried, and you donÂ’t need to worry about reconciliation! The clear language 
of what to do after divorce was already clearly established, Â“remain unmarried or be reconciled.Â” Why stretch this pas
sage to say something that it simply does not say?

What About The Greek Word For Bond? Is This The Same Word In Greek As The Marriage Bond?
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Many modern interpreters have also made an argument based on PaulÂ’s wording for Â“marriage bond,Â” suggesting th
at it is linked with PaulÂ’s words, Â“not under bondage,Â” or again as the NIV reads, Â“is not bound in such circumstanc
es.Â” They suggest that the words are similar in origin and share some kind of root word similarities. With this thought th
ey once again conclude that the marriage bond is broken and the person is free to remarry. This is also an unfortunate t
eaching. While it is true that these words are close in English, and may even share some kind of Greek Â“root familyÂ” s
imilarities, the actual words used in the Greek are very different. John Piper makes these observations about the use of t
hese Greek words:

The word used for Â“boundÂ” (douloo) in verse 15 is not the same word used in verse 39 where Paul says, Â“A wife is b
ound (deo) to her husband as long as he lives.Â” Paul consistently uses deo when speaking of the legal aspect of being 
bound to one marriage partner (Romans 7:2; l Corinthians 7:39), or to oneÂ’s betrothed (l Corinthians 7:27). But when h
e refers to a deserted spouse not being bound in l Corinthians 7:15, he chooses a different word (douloo) which we woul
d expect him to do if he were not giving a deserted spouse the same freedom to remarry that he gives to a spouse whos
e partner has died (verse 39). The last phrase of verse 15 (Â“God has called us to peaceÂ”) supports verse 15 best if Pa
ul is saying that a deserted partner is not Â“bound to make warÂ“ on the deserting unbeliever to get him or her to stay. It
seems to me that the peace God has called us to is the peace of marital harmony. Therefore, if the unbelieving partner i
nsists on departing, then the believing partner is not bound to live in perpetual conflict with the unbelieving spouse, but is
free and innocent in letting him or her go.

John Piper concludes this controversial passage: Â“1 Corinthians 7:15 does not mean that when a Christian is deserted 
by an unbelieving spouse he or she is free to remarry. It means that the Christian is not bound to fight in order to preserv
e togetherness. Separation is permissible if the unbelieving partner insists on it.Â”

What If All This Happens Before Conversion?

This discussion about unequally yoked marriages brings up a serious question about the marriage bond itself. The argu
ment is often made today that Jesus and Paul might have taught against divorce and remarriage but all of that counts on
ly if it happened after what is consider to be a true conversion. They say Â“If all of this happened before my conversion, t
hen I conclude that it no longer applies to me.Â” These people feel that since the sin happened before their conversion t
hen it can be forgiven like any other sin. Andrew Crones directly addresses this common misconception by pointing to th
e very essence of the marriage bond:

It is frequently stated in Christian circles today that the teaching of the New Testament on the subject of divorce and rem
arriage only applies to those who become Christians before or during their first marriageÂ….This argument, which one 
meets very frequently among contemporary Christians, makes a number of very serious mistakes. Most important of all, 
it assumes that it is the sin (of divorce) which prevents remarriage. If this sin can be removed, by forgiveness, then no b
arrier to remarriage remains. This view is so obviously flawed that it is amazing how tenacious it is. If sin is really the bar
rier, what does the time of conversion to Christ have to do with it? Surely sin committed after conversion can be fully forg
iven and removed? ...Jesus does not base his prohibition of remarriage on the sin of divorce. He bases it on the fact that
remarriage would be legalized adultery. In other words, He bases it on the fact that the marriage bond continues to exist 
despite the divorce. It is not the (sin of) divorce which makes remarriage impossible for the Christian; it is the (original) m
arriage. Only death dissolves the marriage bond, and therefore only death sets a person free to remarryÂ” (Divorce & R
emarriage, pg. 246-247).

To The Unmarried And Betrothed

In verse 25 Paul is clearly beginning a new section, making the statement, Â“Now concerning virgins.Â” As mentioned b
efore in dealing with unequally yoked marriages, Paul tells them that he has no direct commandment from Jesus on this 
issue, Â“Now concerning virgins I have no commandment of the Lord: yet I give my judgment, as one that hath obtained 
mercy of the Lord to be faithful.Â” In this section, from verses 26-38, Paul is addressing what betrothal couples should d
o during the difficult times that they were experiencing. Paul had just made the argument that everyone should remain in
the state in which they were called. He also lifted up the single life, even rivaling that of married life as respects devotion 
to God. Now, concerning Â“the present distress,Â” the natural question that had arisen in Corinth was what to do with co
uples that had established betrothals and arranged marriages already. In these verses Paul again lifts up the single life, 
but he makes it clear that these couples are not sinning if they go ahead and get married. This entire section reads very 
naturally as a discussion addressing these courting couples.

Modern Confusion
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Some have ignored the indications that this is the beginning of a new section (Now concerning virgins) and have tried to 
turn the words, Â“Art thou loosed from a wife? seek not a wife. But and if thou marry, thou hast not sinnedÂ”, into a licen
se to remarry. They again attempt to tie this passage back to the previous verses dealing with the Â“desertedÂ”. They in
sist that Paul is still addressing the issue of the deserted spouse from the preceding section and thereby conclude that P
aul is making yet another argument for remarriage. Some support this argument by saying that the word Â“wifeÂ” in this 
passage demands that this section refers to a married person. While this point might be substantiated in English langua
ge, it must be taken into consideration that the word Â“wifeÂ” in the Greek is simply the word Â“womanÂ” and does not 
make a distinction. Furthermore, when considering the totality of the passage, pressing the word beyond this becomes a
big stretch.

These are all unfortunate interpretations of this passage. A natural reading of the passage, coupled with PaulÂ’s subject 
marker Â“now concerning virgins,Â” makes this whole argument pretty unlikely. With this in mind, verses 26-38 read ver
y naturally from start to finish concerning the marriage of people involved in a betrothal or prearranged marriage. Do not 
forget, instructions as to what to do if a married person divorces had already been specifically and explicitly addressed b
ack in verses 10-16. To say now that the divorcee is free to remarry would completely contradict all the instruction given 
back in the previous passage.

The Betrothed Couple

A small, but significant point worthy of mention here, is the wording Â“and if a virgin marryÂ” from verse 28. Andrew Cor
nes brings out that in the Greek, Paul uses the definite article Â“he parthenosÂ” which is properly translated Â“the virgin,
Â” not Â“a virginÂ”. As the YoungÂ’s Literal Translation reads, Â“But and if thou mayest marry, thou didst not sin; and if t
he virgin may marry, she did not sin.Â” The way it is worded currently almost implies two completely separate subjects. 
This doesnÂ’t necessarily change the section all that much, but the proper wording would make the flow even more clea
r. The discussion is clearly about the betrothed couple, not two different subjects.

PaulÂ’s Final Word On The Marriage Bond

Concluding this whole section Paul, or rather the Holy Spirit through Paul, wanted to make sure that no one misundersto
od this chapter. Once again he proclaimed his final dictum concerning the marriage bond and remarriage in very simple, 
clear and concise words: Â“The wife is bound by the law as long as her husband liveth; but if her husband be dead, she 
is at liberty to be married to whom she will; only in the Lord.Â”

Interestingly, a very similar statement was made to the Romans when the topic being discussed had nothing to do with d
ivorce and remarriage at all. In Romans, it came instead from a discussion about the Law. There, Paul said:

Know ye not, brethren, (for I speak to them that know the law,) how that the law hath dominion over a man as long as he
liveth? For the woman which hath an husband is bound by the law to her husband so long as he liveth; but if the husban
d be dead, she is loosed from the law of her husband. So then if, while her husband liveth, she be married to another ma
n, she shall be called an adulteress: but if her husband be dead, she is free from that law; so that she is no adulteress, t
hough she be married to another man (Romans 7:1-3).

 Paul made some pretty strong statements here. He once again spoke in unmistaken clarity that the marriage bond was 
for life, and that only death made a person free to remarry. It would be hard to wiggle out of this statement and start looki
ng for loopholes and exceptions. However, as clear as his words are, the Romans passage is usually quickly dismissed 
because the context under discussion here in Romans 7 is the use of the Law, not divorce and remarriage. For the most
part, I would agree with this reasoning and dismiss the statement as well. However, the fact that Paul repeats almost the
exact same thought over in I Corinthians makes it difficult for me to completely dismiss the Romans passage altogether. 
Whatever the case, there can be no doubt that in I Corinthians 7:39 Paul is specifically dealing with remarriage, and ther
e he distinctly states that the marriage bond is for life and that only the death of a spouse makes a person free to remarr
y.

Conclusion

At the beginning of his discussion on marriage and divorce, Paul summarized the teaching of Jesus:

Â“And unto the married I command, yet not I, but the Lord, Let not the wife depart from her husband: But and if she dep
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art, let her remain unmarried or be reconciled to her husband: and let not the husband put away his wife.Â” (1 Cor. 7:10-
11)

Now at the end of the chapter Paul summarizes all his teaching as:

Â“The wife is bound by the law as long as her husband liveth; but if her husband be dead, she is at liberty to be married 
to whom she will; only in the Lord.Â” (1 Cor. 7:39)

 Paul begins and ends his discussion on marriage and divorce very succinctly:

The marriage bond is for life; therefore any divorce in the eyes of man is merely a separation.
Therefore, if a divorce occurs only two options are open to us: reconciliation or remain single.
 
As I have tried to stress in each article, I realize that these teachings are hard. Divorce is not just a doctrine or an argum
ent; it affects real people with real lives, in real painful situations. Nevertheless, the Church is called to minister in every 
painful situation. Admittedly, mopping up the mistakes of hundreds of years of deep-seated precedent and preconceived
ideas is a challenge for any serious-minded church today. However, we cannot just turn our back on them, malign them, 
or wish they would just go away. We must start with the words of Scripture, without compromise, and pray for direction. 
Â“All scripture is given by inspiration of God, and is profitable for doctrine, for reproof, for correction, for instruction in rig
hteousnessÂ” (2 Timothy 3:16). At times this all may seem like majoring on a minor point of Scripture. I hope this is not t
he case. However, letÂ’s not forget JesusÂ’ initial words to us at the beginning of The Sermon on the Mount, Â“Whosoe
ver therefore shall break one of these least commandments, and shall teach men so, he shall be called the least in the ki
ngdom of heaven: but whosoever shall do and teach them, the same shall be called great in the kingdom of heavenÂ” (
Matt. 5:19). Holding on to every word of GodÂ’s truth, we can count on GodÂ’s promises to bless, provide and guide our
way. ?

If this is your first issue and you would like a copy ofthe previous 3 parts in this series on Â“Marriage, Divorce & Remarri
ageÂ”, call Charity Ministries at 800-227-7902 orgo to www.charityministries.org/theremnant and click on Â“ArchivesÂ” o
n the left.

Re: Not Under BondageÂ–Marriage, Divorce, and Remarriage -taylor - posted by EmilyRuth (), on: 2009/1/18 16:34
I apologize for ignorance of how to and where to comment and get information on this forum.  I wanted to say thank you 
for this post and also to ask if there are any forums anywhere of people who have walked through repentance of marriag
e, divorce and remarriage - I mean their stories, etc.  Actually, a website http://wayofmarriage.googlepages.com tells of 
our experience.  I would like to meet others in similar situations and see how God leads others in this area.  It is an earth
shaking thing that God is wanting to do.  Please pray that I am faithful enough in this area and do not miss the perfect wi
ll of God at this time.  Thank you. 

Re:  - posted by ginnyrose (), on: 2009/1/18 16:53
EmilyRuth,

Try this site:

http://www.marriagedivorce.com/index.htm

ginnyrose
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Re:  - posted by HomeFree89 (), on: 2009/1/18 19:57
Greg, 

Thanks for posting that article on SI. It holds much truth.

Re:  - posted by passerby, on: 2009/1/18 20:31
How about the case of a multiple divorcee married to another multiple divorcee having children as well as communal ass
ets and responsibilities that complicates the matter.

1. Should they separate and remain single.
2. Should they separate and seek reconciliation of their first marriage.
3. Should they remain as is.
4. other options.

Are you ready to give support, shelter, finances, and other needs in case they follow option 1 or 2. 

Re: Marriage was made for man not man for marriage - posted by savannah, on: 2009/1/19 16:16
On Remarriage After Divorce 

by John Owen

It is confessed by all who accept Scripture as their authority that adultery is a just and sufficient cause for divorce betwe
en married persons. However, a difference of opinion exists as to the extent of the effects of this divorce. Is the divorce a
full separation from the bond and mutual obligations of marriage, or is it only a separation from the mutual obligations of 
marriage?

Some teach that divorce consists in an absolute dissolution and termination of the bonds of marriage and thereby allows
the innocent party the freedom to marry again.

Others teach that this divorce is only a separation "from table and marriage bed" and therefore the divorce does not actu
ally dissolve or terminate the marriage relation. Instead, it merely relinquishes one from the duty of providing physically a
nd sexually for their spouse.

I am convinced of the first opinion. I will show that the second view is unthinkable and unscriptural because of its many 
weaknesses and also give three reasons why the first view is true.

The second view is not true for the following reasons:

First, this divorce "from table and marriage bed" is not a true divorce according to the light of Scripture and the law of nat
ure. This position is a late invention in the history of mankind. Even those in the Roman church that assert it is true grant
that in the Old Testament and in other ancient cultures divorce was always a termination of the marriage bond. Yet the 
moral duties and God-honoring relations of the Old Testament are not abrogated by the New Testament, rather their mot
ives and purposes are more clearly defined.

Roman Catholics come to this position because of their unbiblical view that marriage is a Christian sacrament and theref
ore since it carries the status of sacrament it is indissolvable. But if this is true, then marriage should only take place am
ong believers and have no authority over non-believers and this is clearly not true. Marriage is a creation ordinance and 
thus is to be practiced by all mankind, not merely believers.

Secondly, a divorce which remains perpetually "from table and marriage bed" is hurtful and destructive to mankind. If thi
s were true it would establish a new state of being, unknown to Scripture. In this new state a man would lawfully be oblig
ated to have a wife and simultaneously obligated to not have a wife. Every man that is capable of marriage is and must 
be in one (and only one) of these two situations--whether he would like to be or not. God does not call any man into the 
state where he is bound by conscience to not receive back the adulterous partner and at the same time to not take anot
her as his wife due to this divorce.

This unnatural and unlawful and unknown condition may--and probably will--cast a man under a necessity of sinning. Thi
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s is what I mean when I say that this view is hurtful and destructive to mankind and to righteousness. For suppose that a
man doesn't have the gift of celibacy. If this is the case then it is the express will of God that he should marry for his relie
f. Yet, if he does marry, he has sinned; and if he doesn't marry, he will sin.

Thirdly, this view is unlawful. For if the bond of marriage remains then the relation still continues. This relational bond is t
he foundation of all mutual duties and obligations in marriage. Therefore, while the bond remains, no one can lawfully ref
rain from carrying out the proper duties of marriage, nor prohibit their performance. In marriage, each partner has certain
duties and obligations to each other that they are required to perform so that each partner is not their own, but one anoth
er's. Thus each partner may claim the duties of marriage from the other partner lawfully. They may separate for a time b
y mutual consent and this may hinder the actual execution of certain marital duties for a time. But to make such an oblig
ation to one another completely void while at the same time the marriage relation continues is against the law of nature 
and the law of God.

Fourthly, the very light of nature and common grace among the nations never pointed to this kind of divorce. Marriage is 
a creation ordinance given by God and is thus practiced by all mankind. No mere man would ever have ordained such a 
relation. Yet in all of history there is never any mention made of a divorce that is merely "from table and marriage bed." T
he case has always been that those who justly divorce their wives might marry another. Some cultures, like the ancient 
Greeks and Romans, even allowed the husband to kill the adulteress. This was later changed by the Romans, but the of
fense still remained a capital offense. In these cases, divorce took place to purposely allow the innocent person the free
dom to marry again. Therefore, the view that divorce is merely "from table and marriage bed"--from the duties and obliga
tions of marriage alone and not from the bond of it--is a false view.

The first view--that divorce absolutely dissolves the marriage bond and allows for remarriage--is the true view. There are
three reasons for this.

First, that which dissolves the structure (union) of marriage and thus destroys all the practices (obligations) of marriage d
oes therefore dissolve the bond of marriage. If you take away the inherent structure and purpose and end of any moral r
elation, the relation ceases to be. And this is what is done by adultery and therefore calls for divorce. For the structure of
marriage consists in this: The two persons become "one flesh" (Gen. 2:24; Matt. 19:6). But this union is dissolved by adu
ltery, for the adulteress becomes one flesh with the adulterer (1 Cor. 6:16). Thus she is no longer one flesh in union with 
her husband, but rather she absolutely breaks the bond and covenant of marriage. And when she breaks the bond she a
lso absolutely destroys all the obligations and duties which accompany that bond. For how can one talk of a bond that ex
ists if at the same time it is broken? Is that still a bond? Or how can one speak of a bond that doesn't bind? But isn't this 
what the second view teaches?

Secondly, if the innocent party of a divorce is not at liberty to marry again then two things ensue:

1. The innocent party is deprived of their freedom by the sin of another. This is against nature. This gives the wicked gre
at power over the righteous for every wicked and unfaithful spouse then has it in their power to deprive their partner of th
eir natural rights and freedoms.

2. The innocent party, if not allowed to remarry, is exposed to sin and judgment because of the unfaithfulness of another
. Our Savior allowed divorce in the case of adultery as an option to the innocent party to allow for their liberty, advantage
, and relief. But if one is not allowed to remarry, this liberty would be no liberty at all, but would only prove a snare and a 
yoke to them. For if one does not have the gift of celibacy, then he is exposed to sin and judgment.

Thirdly, our blessed Savior gives express direction in the case of adultery. "And I say unto you, whoever shall divorce his
wife, except it be for fornication, and shall marry another, commits adultery" (Matt. 19:9). Thus it is evident and is the plai
n sense of the words that the opposite is also true: "He who puts away his wife for fornication and marries another does 
not commit adultery." According to Jesus, the bond of marriage is in the case of adultery dissolved, and the person that 
puts away his wife is at liberty to marry again. While Jesus teaches against divorcing the wife and marrying again for any
cause whatsoever, the exception of adultery allows the husband to both divorce and remarry.

Every exception is a particular case that is contradictory to the general rule. The rule here in general is: "He that divorce
s his wife and marries another commits adultery." The exception here is: "He that divorces his wife because of fornicatio
n and marries another does not commit adultery." This could be stated another way. The rule in general: "It is not lawful t
o divorce a wife and marry another; it is adultery." The exception: "It is lawful for a man to divorce his wife for fornication,
and marry another."
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It is of no use to argue that the other gospel writers, Luke and Mark do not include the exception clause in their gospels (
Mark 10:11-12; Luke 16:18). For even though they do not comment on it, it is used twice by Matthew (Matt. 5:32; 19:9) a
nd therefore was certainly spoken by our Savior. Also, every good interpreter knows that where the same thing is report
ed by several writers, the briefer and shorter expressions are to be measured and interpreted by the fuller and longer ac
counts. And every general rule in Scripture is to be limited by any exception attached to it in another place of Scripture. 
Know for certain that there is hardly any general rule of Scripture that does not admit of an exception.

It is even more vain to argue that our Savior speaks here with respect to the Jews alone so that the exception clause onl
y has application to them. In Jesus' answer to the Pharisees he refers back to the law of creation and the original creatio
n ordinances which have authority over all mankind and not merely the Jews. He declared that the original institution of 
marriage was prior to the law of Moses and therefore is not limited to the Jews alone. This is a law, therefore, that is app
licable to all mankind.

Also, when the Pharisees inquired of Jesus concerning divorce, they inquired of a divorce that was absolute and provide
d liberty to marry following the divorce. They had never heard of any other type of divorce. They had never heard of a m
ere separation "from table and marriage bed" in the Old Testament. Our Savior answers their query according to their un
derstanding and therefore refers to the bond of marriage and not merely a separation from the duties and obligations alo
ne. Therefore, Jesus denies the causes of divorce which the Pharisees allowed and then asserts fornication to be the on
ly just cause of divorce. He therefore teaches that this divorce, of which they inquired about, was an absolute divorce fro
m the bond of marriage. This is how the Pharisees would understand it and we cannot assume that Jesus does not ans
wer them according to their understanding.

Furthermore, the Apostle Paul clearly states that the innocent party who is maliciously and obstinately deserted by their 
partner is set free to marry again. This affirms that the Christian religion does not remove the natural right and privilege o
f men in the case of divorce. "If the unbelieving depart, let him depart. A brother or a sister is not under bondage in such 
cases" (1 Cor. 7:15). If a spouse departs--whether due to religious differences or otherwise--and refuses to live together 
with a husband or wife, the deserted party is at liberty to marry again. The deserted spouse is at liberty because all the p
urposes and obligations of marriage are frustrated by this condition of desertion. Therefore, what shall a brother or sister
that is a Christian do in the case that they are deserted? The apostle says, "They are not in bondage, but are free and th
us at liberty to marry again."

This is the constant doctrine of all Protestant churches in the world.

Re:  - posted by Lysa (), on: 2009/1/19 18:58
Savannah,

Thank you for posting this.  He is not near as dogmatic as some people are.

Thanks again,

Re:  - posted by MaryJane, on: 2009/1/19 19:18
Greetings Greg
Thank you so much for posting this article it was wonderful to see someone willing to teach the truth on this subject matt
er.I hope you will share the next part here as well. I will be sharing this article with my sister in law who professes to be a
Christian and yet is planning to remarry soon. I pray she will be open to hearing the truth. 

God Bless
MJ
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Re:  - posted by rbanks, on: 2009/1/19 22:27
No offense to anyone but thank God for some compassionate sound reasoning by John Owen and thanks to Savannah f
or posting it.

The sad thing is the fact that some are so zealous to strain out a gnat but swallow camels. 

It is so easy to bind others to something that you have never been unfortunate to have happened to you.

I am thankful to have been faithfully marriage to one woman over 24 years but God has also taught me not to be legalisti
c to those who have been less fortunate.

Paul said it well in:

1Co 7:1 Now concerning the things whereof ye wrote unto me: It is good for a man not to touch a woman.
1Co 7:2 Nevertheless, to avoid fornication, let every man have his own wife, and let every woman have her own husban
d.

I don't care how you look at it nor how long you study until you are mad but these two scriptures is for those who do not 
have the gift of celibacy. God has given marriage for those who don't have the gift of celibacy and God would rather hav
e a person married in a commitment to one person to avoid fornication.

Blessings to you all!

Re:  - posted by MaryJane, on: 2009/1/19 23:25
Greetings rbanks

I was going to respond to your post in which you wrote: It is so easy to bind others to something that you have never bee
n unfortunate to have happened to you.
_______
I have prayed about this, at this time not wanting to respond out of my flesh I will only say its interesting that you assume
those of us who support this teaching that Greg shared have never had these kinds of things happened to them.

God Bless
Mj

Re:  - posted by pastorfrin, on: 2009/1/19 23:42

Quote:
-------------------------
rbanks wrote:
No offense to anyone but thank God for some compassionate sound reasoning by John Owen and thanks to Savannah for posting it.

The sad thing is the fact that some are so zealous to strain out a gnat but swallow camels. 

It is so easy to bind others to something that you have never been unfortunate to have happened to you.

I am thankful to have been faithfully marriage to one woman over 24 years but God has also taught me not to be legalistic to those who have been les
s fortunate.

Paul said it well in:

1Co 7:1 Now concerning the things whereof ye wrote unto me: It is good for a man not to touch a woman.
1Co 7:2 Nevertheless, to avoid fornication, let every man have his own wife, and let every woman have her own husband.

I don't care how you look at it nor how long you study until you are mad but these two scriptures is for those who do not have the gift of celibacy. God 
has given marriage for those who don't have the gift of celibacy and God would rather have a person married in a commitment to one person to avoid f
ornication.

Blessings to you all!
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-------------------------

Hi rbanks,

I was just curious to see if you considered a higher divorce rate in the church than in the world, straining out gnats?

Paul also said: 

Romans 7:1-3 
    Know ye not, brethren, (for I speak to them that know the law,) how that the law hath dominion over a man as long as 
he liveth?  For the woman which hath an husband is bound by the law to her husband so long as he liveth; but if the hus
band be dead, she is loosed from the law of her husband.  So then if, while her husband liveth, she be married to anothe
r man, she shall be called an adulteress: but if her husband be dead, she is free from that law; so that she is no adultere
ss, though she be married to another man. 

1 Cor. 7:10-11 
    And unto the married I command, yet not I, but the Lord, Let not the wife depart from her husband:  But and if she dep
art, let her remain unmarried, or be reconciled to her husband: and let not the husband put away his wife. 

1 Cor. 7:39 
    The wife is bound by the law as long as her husband liveth; but if her husband be dead, she is at liberty to be married 
to whom she will; only in the Lord.

We must follow the word of God in spite of our circumstances, His word must prevail. 

Each one must work this out with the Lord, not according to mans opinions or our feelings, but according to the word of 
God.
IMHO

In His Love
pastorfrin

Re:  - posted by rbanks, on: 2009/1/19 23:44

Quote:
-------------------------
MaryJane wrote:
Greetings rbanks

I was going to respond to your post in which you wrote: It is so easy to bind others to something that you have never been unfortunate to have happen
ed to you.
_______
I have prayed about this, at this time not wanting to respond out of my flesh I will only say its interesting that you assume those of us who support this t
eaching that Greg shared have never had these kinds of things happened to them.

God Bless
Mj

-------------------------

If anyone has who supports the teaching of legalism then I want you to know that the blood of Jesus Christ cleanses fro
m all sin and that God can put your sins into the sea of his forgetfulness never to remember them no more. If we confess
our sins he is faithful and just to forgives us and cleanse us from all unrighteousness. 
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God does not expect you to undo your past nor does he expect you to live in guilt. He is the God who makes all things n
ew and he can give you a brand new beginning, praise his name!

Re:  - posted by rbanks, on: 2009/1/19 23:48

Quote:
-------------------------
pastorfrin wrote:

Each one must work this out with the Lord, not according to mans opinions or our feelings, but according to the word of God.
IMHO

In His Love
pastorfrin

-------------------------

Amen! I agree, but I also do not agree with beating a person when they are down and to condemn a person for their past
.

Re:  - posted by pastorfrin, on: 2009/1/20 0:29

Quote:
-------------------------
rbanks wrote:

Quote:
-------------------------
pastorfrin wrote:

Each one must work this out with the Lord, not according to mans opinions or our feelings, but according to the word of God.
IMHO

In His Love
pastorfrin

-------------------------

Amen! I agree, but I also do not agree with beating a person when they are down and to condemn a person for their past.
-------------------------

Brother,

Over the years I have counseled many couples who wanted to get a divorce. There were several whose reason was not 
adultery, abuse, but we do not love each other any more. These were men and women who claimed to be Christians an
d were members of the church, who were willing to totally ignore the word of God. 
No amount of persuasion would change their mind and they eventually divorced.

If you were the pastor on the other side of town and one or all of these started attending your church after being divorce
d and came to you for counsel to get married to someone else; how would you counsel them?

If the word of God is not our standard, then we will continue to have a divorce rate in the church that equals or surpasse

Page 12/56



Articles and Sermons :: Not Under BondageÂ–Marriage, Divorce, and Remarriage -taylor

s the world because the church has become just like the world.

In His Love
pastorfrin

Re: Not Under BondageÂ–Marriage, Divorce, and Remarriage -taylor - posted by narrowpath, on: 2009/1/20 7:18
How then should we treat former devorced and remarried couples who come into a congregation?

Of those, some were remarried when still sinners, and some remarried after their conversion, ignorant of what the bible t
aught.

There is quite a number of those in churches nowadays. I know of Christian devorcees who remarry and then just join a
nother church.

Should we admit them unconditionally?
Should we admit them but make it very clear that we do not endorse what they did lest they set an example?
Should we see their new marriage as valid and sanctified though it was done contrary to the word of God?
Should we not admit them at all?
Should we exclude the man from any form of leadership and teaching?

These are tough questions every eldership has to face nowadays.

Re:  - posted by Lysa (), on: 2009/1/20 10:03

Quote:
-------------------------pastorfrin wrote:
If the word of God is not our standard, then we will continue to have a divorce rate in the church that equals or surpasses the world because the churc
h has become just like the world.
-------------------------

I do not want to sound like a heretic but have mercy and listen.... The word of God is not a standard to follow legalisticall
y because the letter killeth, but the spirit giveth life.

Quote:
-------------------------4  And such trust have we through Christ to GodÂ–ward:
5  Not that we are sufficient of ourselves to think any thing as of ourselves; but our sufficiency is of God; who also hath made us able ministers of
the new testament; not of the letter, but of the spirit: for the letter killeth, but the spirit giveth life.
7  But if the ministration of death, written and engraven in stones, was glorious, so that the children of Israel could not stedfastly behold the face of Mo
ses for the glory of his countenance; which glory was to be done away:
8  How shall not the ministration of the spirit be rather glorious?
9  For if the ministration of condemnation be glory, much more doth the ministration of righteousness exceed in glory.
10  For even that which was made glorious had no glory in this respect, by reason of the glory that excelleth.
11  For if that which is done away was glorious, much more that which remaineth is glorious.
12 Â¶  Seeing then that we have such hope, we use great plainness of speech:
13  And not as Moses, which put a vail over his face, that the children of Israel could not stedfastly look to the end of that which is abolished:
14  But their minds were blinded: for until this day remaineth the same vail untaken away in the reading of the old testament; which vail is done away i
n Christ.
15  But even unto this day, when Moses is read, the vail is upon their heart.
16  Nevertheless when it shall turn to the Lord, the vail shall be taken away.
17  Now the Lord is that Spirit: and where the Spirit of the Lord is, there is liberty.
2 Corinthians 3
-------------------------

The problem is not the divorce rate, the problem is the hearts of men.  After a person gets divorced and remarried (and 
over and over again)... I know this goes all over people who have stayed by the stuff when they didn't want to but we mu
st look at the fruit of the divorced person's life (the fruit of the Spirit).  Jesus said we shall know them by their fruit.
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I understand that all who get a divorce may not be fit to pastor or teach anymore (that is understandable) but I also know
that there are those out there with good fruit (finally) in their lives.  This is what "I" am speaking of; those who God has fi
nally gotten down inside their souls. 

What does the Spirit now say about them, have you prayed and asked God about them?  In Acts 9.11, Ananias didn't wa
nt to go anywhere near Saul but God said, "Behold, he prays now!"   

My heart breaks for the church of the living God because they no longer live by the Spirit or walk by the Spirit only by the
letter which is killing good people that God loves.  

Re:  - posted by rbanks, on: 2009/1/20 11:13

Quote:
-------------------------
pastorfrin wrote:

Brother,

Over the years I have counseled many couples who wanted to get a divorce. There were several whose reason was not adultery, abuse, but we do not
love each other any more. These were men and women who claimed to be Christians and were members of the church, who were willing to totally ign
ore the word of God. 
No amount of persuasion would change their mind and they eventually divorced.

-------------------------

By your own words you admit your failure at keeping them from getting a divorce. Then you go and say that someone el
se across town is supposed to keep them from getting married. Are you saying that you believe in controlling people and
making them obey the Law? I know you love God and want people to live right before God because if you didn't you wou
ldn't even know God yourself. We can't make people do something they don't want to do. The apostle Paul said in:

1Co 2:1 And I, brethren, when I came to you, came not with excellency of speech or of wisdom, declaring unto you the t
estimony of God.
1Co 2:2 For I determined not to know any thing among you, save Jesus Christ, and him crucified.
1Co 2:3 And I was with you in weakness, and in fear, and in much trembling.
1Co 2:4 And my speech and my preaching was not with enticing words of man's wisdom, but in demonstration of the Spi
rit and of power:
1Co 2:5 That your faith should not stand in the wisdom of men, but in the power of God.

He did not try to use persuasive speech but in the demonstration of the Spirit and power of God. He did not want people 
to have their faith in the wisdom of men but in the power of God. Many of the people who are walking away from their m
arriage and getting a divorce are not born of God and walking in his Spirit. When the word of God is preached in the pow
er of the Spirit then it is the Spirit that does the work in a personÂ’s heart. 

I believe in preaching the whole counsel of God. I believe in being led by God to work with a person according to their sit
uation by the Spirit of the living God and not by the letter of the Law. The bible says that the letter killeth but the Spirit giv
eth life.

Every situation you encounter is different and God hates legalism as much as he hates liberalism. There is a lot in the ar
ticle that is fine, as well as what you said in your post, but what is not the word of God is what I disagree with. We are no
t to add to nor are we to take away.

I know of two ministers filled with the Holy Spirit preaching the blood and the cross reaching a harvest for Jesus. I will ne
ver forget what God showed me concerning one of them who has now preached in others countries in places few would 
go and has seen God save many.

I remember the day he got saved and I called and talked to his wife and she told me that he didn't know if he could join o
ur church because he had been divorced...she also told me that she was his second wife of 10 years. The spirit immedia
tely sent me to Hebrews to tell him that it was under the blood and that all his sins he would remember no more. I went o
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n talking to her and praise is to God, this day that brotherÂ’s whole household is saved his wife and children. God is bles
sing this brother like few I have seen. How I could have messed things up if I had stuck to the letter and not allowed the 
Spirit to minister life to one of God's children.

The psalmist David said that if the Lord marked our sins who would be able to stand. I will not place any sins higher than
the blood of Christ. How many people today have been divorced and remarried but are not saved? These people need t
o be saved and they can't undo their past but they can be washed and sanctified to live a holy life before the Lord and kn
ow that all their sins are forgiven. They also need to know that they have an advocate with the Father, Jesus Christ the ri
ghteous.

I love the truth but I don't love condemning people for something the Lord forgives. Have you ever wondered why someo
ne who had a past failed marriage but to a legalistic view they are living in adultery...either needing to go back to their fir
st marriage or divorce again to remain single. What about those who have slept with so many partners but never married
...they don't have anything to worry about because they never tried to make a commitment in the first place. This is all no
nsense, where does it end...I'll tell you where it ends at the cross through the blood of his everlasting covenant. Halleluja
h! Praise the Lord! 

Blessings to all! 

 

Re:  - posted by pastorfrin, on: 2009/1/20 11:39

Quote:
-------------------------
narrowpath wrote:
How then should we treat former devorced and remarried couples who come into a congregation?

Of those, some were remarried when still sinners, and some remarried after their conversion, ignorant of what the bible taught.

There is quite a number of those in churches nowadays. I know of Christian devorcees who remarry and then just join another church.

Should we admit them unconditionally?
Should we admit them but make it very clear that we do not endorse what they did lest they set an example?
Should we see their new marriage as valid and sanctified though it was done contrary to the word of God?
Should we not admit them at all?
Should we exclude the man from any form of leadership and teaching?

These are tough questions every eldership has to face nowadays.

-------------------------

Hi narrowpath,

The problem is, it is not being faced it is being ignored.

If one reads the entire teaching from Charity Ministries, this is covered and I would recommend all to do so.

This may sound very cold and I will be accused of following the law and not the Spirit of Christ, but the answer is found i
n Ezra 9 & 10. If you read the way this was accomplished and the oneness and brokenness of their spirits, we see how if
we truly took this to the Lord and were willing to sacrifice, truly hurt and suffer with one another; how this could be acco
mplished. It would take much prayer and much loving support for those affected. Actually this would involve the whole ch
urch coming together in repentance and prayer and would affect all of the church for quite some time. The results thoug
h would bring the church of Jesus Christ back in line with the word of God and the benefit would far out weigh the sacrifi
ce.
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Will it happen? No, we as a people are so polluted by the spirit of this age that we are not willing to sacrifice in small mat
ters let alone one as large as this. Instead we will continue to discuss the issue and the world will continue to wax worse 
and worse taking a majority of the professed church with it because they refuse to obey the words of Jesus Christ.

  John 14:15-24 
    If ye love me, keep my commandments.  And I will pray the Father, and he shall give you another Comforter, that he 
may abide with you for ever;  Even the Spirit of truth; whom the world cannot receive, because it seeth him not, neither k
noweth him: but ye know him; for he dwelleth with you, and shall be in you.  I will not leave you comfortless: I will come t
o you.  Yet a little while, and the world seeth me no more; but ye see me: because I live, ye shall live also.  At that day y
e shall know that I am in my Father, and ye in me, and I in you.  He that hath my commandments, and keepeth them, he
it is that loveth me: and he that loveth me shall be loved of my Father, and I will love him, and will manifest myself to him
.  Judas saith unto him, not Iscariot, Lord, how is it that thou wilt manifest thyself unto us, and not unto the world?  Jesus
answered and said unto him, If a man love me, he will keep my words: and my Father will love him, and we will come un
to him, and make our abode with him.  He that loveth me not keepeth not my sayings: and the word which ye hear is not 
mine, but the Father's which sent me. 

In His Love
pastorfrin

Re:  - posted by MaryJane, on: 2009/1/20 11:49
Greetings pastorfrin

you wrote:Will it happen? No, we as a people are so polluted by the spirit of this age that we are not willing to sacrifice in
small matters let alone one as large as this. Instead we will continue to discuss the issue and the world will continue to w
ax worse and worse taking a majority of the professed church with it because they refuse to obey the words of Jesus Ch
rist.
_______________
I agree with you 100%. Its so sad but completely true. 

God Bless you dear brother
MJ

Re:  - posted by narrowpath, on: 2009/1/20 13:12
Hi Pastorfrin,

I checked their site but could not find any free material. If this is to be done according to Ezra 9-10, do you say that we s
hould tell them to dissolve these marriages and join the church  as single mothers or fathers with children?
Would that not mean another divorce ? 
I am just asking, because this question has troubled me for a while. Has that ever happened?

narrowpath

Re: Not Under Bondage - posted by Lysa (), on: 2009/1/20 13:24
Hello Everyone,

I humbly ask you to read this.  The root of this teaching, to me, is not Scripture based. On the outside, I admit, it seems 
so but when people think they cannot go to church anymore because they are divorced then an error has occured, imho.
My pastor met a man while introducing himself to the neighborhood and invited him to church.  He was a 65 year old ma
n who sadly said that he could not possibly go because he had been divorced and Jesus wouldn't want him.  He is one o
f the walking wounded this teaching has left in it's wake.  

Faith, hope and love and the greatest of these is love; 1 Corinthians 13.13.  The last year or two, love has become the b
asis of my teachings.  Jesus has enough preachers and teachers; what He needs is laborers of love.  I'm just asking tho
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se of you who believe in the letter of the law to temper it with the greatest of these: love.

Pastorfrin, I'm not trying to tell you that you are wrong or that anyone else is.  But can you admit that we only know in par
t and the other half has not been told to us?  I ask this because your side has Scripture to back you up and they are vali
d but the other side does as well.  Know this; the truth of one Scripture cannot and does NOT rule out the truth of a
nother Scripture.  
And it's in this where the whole counsel of God lies. 

Re: , on: 2009/1/20 15:26
Regretfully, I am one of those people being spoken of here.  I was born and raised Catholic and was very religious as a 
child.  I loved God as much as a young kid could praying often and in constant wonderment of God and Christ... and yes
at that time 'the saints'.  Being athletic I played sports as a young kid through college.  I lost touch with God and fell into t
he 'jock scene' which, as we all know, is not a righteous life.  I was never mean or malicious to anyone, just very waywar
d.  I waited a long time to get married because I wanted to get it right the first time.  Still not saved, I started getting a lot 
of flak from people saying that I was too picky, or stubborn concerning dating others.  People would set me up with their 
friends etc.. but if it didn't seem right I never pursued the situation.  Finally there was a girl at my work who was going thr
ough a divorce...  we had a good working relationship and she approached me about dating at some point.  At first I resi
sted but I thought that maybe other's were right in that I was the problem and too picky.  We dated and eventually marrie
d.  We divorced about two years later and I was remarried and have been for seven years.  About a year later, I was bor
n again on the floor of my bedroom when I told the Lord that I was never good at running my own life and needed His he
lp.  Having serious back problems as well I pleaded His name and wanted to give my life over.  At one moment I saw Ch
rist on the Cross pleading for the Father to forgive the Roman soldiers for 'they know not what they do'. I got the impress
ion that He speaking not only in that moment but for future sinners as well (I read an eerily similar testimony by a Pastor 
in Ireland on victoryoversin.com) At that very moment I was enlightened to the Romans ignorance of Christ as the Son o
f God because they were part of the world.  I instantly became aware of the blindness of the world to Christ and instantly
had Christ revealed to me in my inner spirit as my Savior.  I have never been the same since.  After this moment I was z
ealous for the Lord....  threw all of my past sports scrapbooks and awards away...  threw away old college party pictures 
etc... (not that I was any less born again if I had kept them but it was a symbolic gesture of ridding myself of the old man)
.  I have been an avid reader of Scripture and have written much in a personal diary on my revelations and my walk with 
the Lord.  Even though I have my battles and struggles I am a completely changed from what I used to be.  I love to pray
and my favorite book is E.M. Bounds on Prayer.  My Irish Catholic family has yet to figure out what has gotten into me.  I
pray they will... in much the same way.

I see all the debates here about marriage, divorce and so forth.  I admit it is an epidemic and am against divorce as som
eone who has been through one and someone who loves the Lord.  However I cannot understand how I came to that pl
ace on my bedroom floor if all of my sins were not forgiven of me when I cried out in desperation for forgiveness.  I belie
ved in my spirit through revelation that at that very moment my past was forgiven and my current situation was restored 
by Christ as if I was beginning anew... remarriage and all.  I remember an incredible moment of total purging of who I us
ed to be and that I belonged in a place much different than anyone else around me.  I felt like a stranger in a strange lan
d for a few months.  I don't know the answer to a lot of the debates here but I do know that when I read what some peopl
e say I instantly become discouraged and weighted about my past, as having some kind of scarlet letter tattooed on me. 
I find myself saying I'm sorry to God about the past and wanting to make it right.  There is soooo much information on thi
s that it seems impossible to undo what has been done in my past and reconcile my situation in complete restitution to th
e Lord.  It's as confusing as I'll get out with the litany of perspectives and eighteen part manifestoes on this. But I do kno
w one thing....  I do love my wife, my kids, my God-my Savior, and my neighbors.  And I do know what happened to me 
on that great day when everything changed for me.. when I felt renewed in my inner spirit.  Nothing can take that away e
ven if some of the doctrine here is technically correct.  I don't know the answers to every problem and I don't know all th
ere is to know about Greek, Hebrew, and their meticulous meanings and context.  I just know that I'm not who I used to 
be and I know that it had nothing to do with me...that is the man who had a wayward life that included divorce and remar
riage.  It was The One who heard my plea and gave me forgiveness and restoration.  I'm glad I didn't know the meticulo
us contexts and scholarship of Scripture... had I know what I know now I would have never pleaded for forgiveness. I eit
her would have lived under a cloud of doom the remainder of my life, or relentlessly sought the advice of those who coul
d have gotten me to complete restitution by rewriting my past and somehow undoing what I had done.  

As it stands, that moment in my lowly ole' bedroom when God heard a pleading sinner wanting a change of heart and th
e subsequent joy in transformation from what I was to who God would like me to be, will have to suffice.
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Re:  - posted by pastorfrin, on: 2009/1/20 15:43
Hi narrowpath and Lysa,

We need to see this from the right direction. No one is asking anyone not to attend church because they are divorced, or
to divorce their current mate.

In Ezra chapters 9 & 10 they were given a choice to obey the word of God. Now this is important that we get this part. 
They chose to be obedient to the word of God, even though the cost was great, they chose from a heart that was yielded
to the Lord and they obeyed His word.
If we as the church of Jesus Christ will teach the word of God, of course in LOVE, and teach that His word does not
accept any less than obedience as these scriptures show.

Romans 1:5 
    By whom we have received grace and apostleship, for obedience to the faith among all nations, for his name: 

Romans 5:19 
    For as by one man's disobedience many were made sinners, so by the obedience of one shall many be made
righteous. 

Romans 6:16 
    Know ye not, that to whom ye yield yourselves servants to obey, his servants ye are to whom ye obey; whether of sin
unto death, or of obedience unto righteousness? 

Romans 16:19 
    For your obedience is come abroad unto all men. I am glad therefore on your behalf: but yet I would have you wise
unto that which is good, and simple concerning evil. 

Romans 16:26 
    But now is made manifest, and by the scriptures of the prophets, according to the commandment of the everlasting
God, made known to all nations for the obedience of faith: 

1 Cor. 14:34 
    Let your women keep silence in the churches: for it is not permitted unto them to speak; but they are commanded to
be under obedience, as also saith the law. 

2 Cor. 7:15 
    And his inward affection is more abundant toward you, whilst he remembereth the obedience of you all, how with fear
and trembling ye received him. 

2 Cor. 10:5-6 
    Casting down imaginations, and every high thing that exalteth itself against the knowledge of God, and bringing into
captivity every thought to the obedience of Christ;  And having in a readiness to revenge all disobedience, when your ob
edience is fulfilled. 

Philemon 1:21 
    Having confidence in thy obedience I wrote unto thee, knowing that thou wilt also do more than I say. 

Hebrews 5:8 
    Though he were a Son, yet learned he obedience by the things which he suffered; 

1 Peter 1:2 
    Elect according to the foreknowledge of God the Father, through sanctification of the Spirit, unto obedience and sprink
ling of the blood of Jesus Christ: Grace unto you, and peace, be multiplied. 

We will see the Holy Spirit move in the hearts of GodÂ’s children and there will be a voluntary obedience unto the Lord.

For this to happen we must teach the truth and stop making excuses for our sins.
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 John 8:31-32 
    Then said Jesus to those Jews which believed on him, If ye continue in my word, then are ye my disciples indeed;  An
d ye shall know the truth, and the truth shall make you free. 

In His Love
pastorfrin

Re:  - posted by rbanks, on: 2009/1/20 15:58

Quote:
-------------------------
ccrider wrote:

I see all the debates here about marriage, divorce and so forth.  I admit it is an epidemic and am against divorce as someone who has been through o
ne and someone who loves the Lord.  However I cannot understand how I came to that place on my bedroom floor if all of my sins were not forgiven of
me when I cried out in desperation for forgiveness.  I felt that at that very moment my past was forgiven and my current situation was restored by Chris
t as if I was beginning anew... remarriage and all.  I remember an incredible moment of total purging of who I used to be and that I belonged in a place 
much different than anyone else around me.  I felt like a stranger in a strange land for a few months.  I don't know the answer to a lot of the debates he
re but I do know that when I read what some people say I instantly become discouraged and weighted about my past.  I find myself saying I'm sorry to 
God about the past and wanting to make it right.  There is soooo much information on this that it seems impossible to undo what has been done in my 
past and reconcile my situation in complete restitution to the Lord.  It's as confusing as I'll get out with the litany of perspectives on this but I do know o
ne thing....  I do love my wife, my kids, my God-my Savior, and my neighbors.  And I do know what happened to me on that great day when everything
changed for me.. when I felt renewed in my inner spirit.  Nothing can take that away even if some of the doctrine here is technically correct.  I don't kno
w the answers to every problem and I don't know all there is to know about Greek, Hebrew, and their meticulous meanings and context.  I just know th
at I'm not who I used to be and I know that it had nothing to do with me...that is the man who had a wayward life that included divorce and remarriage. 
It was The One who heard my plea and gave me forgiveness and restoration.  I'm glad I didn't know the meticulous contexts and scholarship of Scriptu
re... had I know what I know now I would have never pleaded for forgiveness. I either would have lived under a cloud of doom the remainder of my life,
or relentlessly sought the advice of those who could have gotten me to complete restitution by rewriting my past and somehow undoing what I had don
e.  

As it stands, that moment in my lowly ole' bedroom when God heard a pleading sinner wanting a change of heart and the subsequent joy in transforma
tion from what I was to who God would like me to be, will have to suffice.
-------------------------

Dear ccrider,

This is powerful testimony of the grace of God. I hope you read all my posts. The very reason I came on this thread spea
king the way I did is because of the truth you have stated in your post.

Brother whom the Son makes free is free indeed. God loves your wife and children also and is not in the business of bre
aking up homes over your past sins. They are under the blood. Thank God he does give you a new beginning.

There is no sin that the blood of Jesus can not make atonement.

Blessings to all!

Re:  - posted by rbanks, on: 2009/1/20 16:13
 Dear Brethren,

Just because someone believes we shouldnÂ’t be legalistic toward those who have been married before does not mean 
as some accuse that he/she doesnÂ’t believe in keeping the LordÂ’s commandments.

I believe without holiness no man shall see the Lord and that if we love him then we are to keep his commandments. Jes
us delivers us from all sin and those who are truly born of God cannot continue in sin willfully. 

God hates divorce and he also hates all sin. The scriptures concerning JesusÂ’ teachings on marriage and divorce are t
aken to heart and I have been faithful to my wife and she has to me because of our relationship to the Lord. 

I would dare say how many who have not committed adultery some time in their life. Jesus said that if you look at a wom
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an to lust after her you have committed adultery in your heart. 

Jesus brought the Law of God to manÂ’s heart. There is a higher standard for heart righteousness under grace than ther
e was under the law. Jesus even said unless our righteousness exceeds that of the Scribes and PhariseesÂ’ we shall in 
no wise enter the kingdom of heaven. It is clear that man must be born of God having the nature of Christ in order to kee
p his commandments. 

God has nothing to do with all the people committing adultery nor does he put all those marriages together. The people li
ving in sin did as their natures were leading them to do. Most of these people are in rebellion to God, so we know that G
od is not putting their marriages together.

When a person is truly born again and in right relationship with God having repented of their sins, they are forgiven clea
nsed by the blood of Jesus. We make things right where it is possible to do so. Jesus has never told anyone to divorce t
o go back to a previous marriage or to remain single in the new covenant. 

I heard a preacher one time tell about Jesus at the well with the woman who had 5 husbands and living with a man not h
er husbandÂ…he said that Jesus told her to go back to her first husband and he would give her eternal life. I search the 
scriptures and found no such thing. I fear more today of misleading someone concerning the word of God than ever. The
bible says that Jesus revealed to her that he knew that she, over her life, had 5 husbands and the one who was living wit
h her now was not her husband. He had already told her that if she knew who he was, that she would have asked him fo
r living water.

Two wrongs can not make a right. Divorcing again after you are saved, because you were married & divorced before yo
u got saved, will not make you any holier nor pleasing to God, neither will you find it in the new covenant. 

We are not saved by works of righteousness that we did but by his mercy and grace.

Blessings to all!

Re:  - posted by Lysa (), on: 2009/1/20 17:07

Quote:
-------------------------pastorfrin wrote:
We need to see this from the right direction.
-------------------------

Would that be your direction of understanding? 

Quote:
-------------------------No one is asking anyone not to attend church because they are divorced, or to divorce their current mate..
-------------------------

I think you missed my 2nd sentence... "The root of this teaching, to me, is not Scripture based."  It is the root and it's m
any offshoots that are causing people to think that they are not worthy to go to church or that Jesus doesn't want them b
ecause they are not good enough.  

And my point is that if the root is bad, then it isn't based on Scripture but man's assumptions and so the rest is bad.
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Re: Not Under BondageÂ–Marriage, Divorce, and Remarriage -taylor - posted by Lysa (), on: 2009/1/20 17:09
pastorfrin,

This caught my eye.... 

Quote:
-------------------------pastorfrin wrote:
Now this is important that we get this part. They chose to be obedient to the word of God, even though the cost was great, they chose from a heart that
was yielded to the Lord and they obeyed His word.
-------------------------

I know you said no one was asking but I'm wondering if someone came to you as their pastor and said, "I want to obey t
he word and put away my second wife."  What would you tell them?

Re:  - posted by Lysa (), on: 2009/1/20 17:12
ccrider,

Praise God brother for what the Lord has done in your life.

Quote:
-------------------------As it stands, that moment in my lowly ole' bedroom when God heard a pleading sinner wanting a change of heart and the subseque
nt joy in transformation from what I was to who God would like me to be, will have to suffice.
-------------------------

Amen!!  When God speaks to you, you know it!  Don't let no man steal your crown!!!  

God bless,

Re:  - posted by pastorfrin, on: 2009/1/20 18:38
Brothers and Sisters,

Here is the five part teaching on Marriage, Divorce, and Remarriage.
Just click on the link you wish to listen and may the Holy Spirit teach you 
And guide your decision.

Quote from Pt. 3 The Exception Clause

Â“As the modern Church has drifted so far from this ancient teaching, the sight of such a far-off resolve can seem almos
t a fantasy. Many Christians may find themselves in situations which seem hopeless; or they may feel there are no answ
ers to their discouraging situations. And as we said before, once many of these truths are realized, people or churches 
may differ as to how to deal with each case. However, I think it has been proven well enough through the centuries that t
urning a blind eye and ignoring the situation has only made matters worse. The first step toward recovering lost ground i
s to come to grips with the words of Christ, HimselfÂ—to truly take Him at His Word, by faith. After thatÂ…remember, Â“
Being confident of this very thing, that he which hath begun a good work in you will perform it until the day of Jesus Chri
stÂ” (Phil 1:6).Â”

 
Marriage, Divorce, and Remarriage 
By Dean Taylor

Pt. 1  http://www.charityministries.org/theremnant/2007/May/theremnant-May2007-covenant.a5w

Pt. 2  http://www.charityministries.org/theremnant/2007/July/theremnant-July2007-one-flesh.a5w

Pt. 3  http://www.charityministries.org/theremnant/2008/1Q/theremnant-2008-1Q-exception-clause.a5w

Pt. 4  http://www.charityministries.org/theremnant/2008/2Q/theremnant-2008-2Q-bondage.a5w
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Pt. 5  http://www.charityministries.org/theremnant/2008/3Q/theremnant-2008-3Q-divorce.a5w

Re:  - posted by rbanks, on: 2009/1/20 21:34
Dear Brethren,

LetÂ’s look at the scriptures:

1 Corinthians 7:10-11 (KJV) 10 And unto the married I command, yet not I, but the Lord, Let not the wife depart from her
husband: 
11 But and if she depart, let her remain unmarried, or be reconciled to her husband: and let not the husband put away hi
s wife.
The apostle in these two verses of scripture is talking to believers who are married not to depart from one another but if t
hey did for some reason, they were to remain unmarried or be reconciled.

Paul now is going to deal with mixed marriages.
1Co 7:12 But to the rest speak I, not the Lord: If any brother hath a wife that believeth not, and she be pleased to dwell 
with him, let him not put her away.
1Co 7:13 And the woman which hath an husband that believeth not, and if he be pleased to dwell with her, let her not le
ave him.
1Co 7:14 For the unbelieving husband is sanctified by the wife, and the unbelieving wife is sanctified by the husband: els
e were your children unclean; but now are they holy.
1Co 7:15 But if the unbelieving depart, let him depart. A brother or a sister is not under bondage in such cases: but God 
hath called us to peace.
1Co 7:16 For what knowest thou, O wife, whether thou shalt save thy husband? or how knowest thou, O man, whether t
hou shalt save thy wife?

The apostle Paul here is telling believers not to leave the unbelievers if they were pleased to dwell with them because th
ey maybe saved and that is GodÂ’s heart to save the lost. They knew the apostles teaching on not being yoked together
with unbelievers and that they were only to marry in the Lord. Paul did not want them to leave the unbeliever if they were
pleased to dwell with them because it might cause them to be saved.

Paul also tells them that if they will not dwell with them peacefully and they want to depart let them because God wants t
here to be peace. He goes on to tell them that if the unbeliever departs that a brother or sister is not under bondage in s
uch cases.

Study the scriptures and one can clearly see that God does not want believers yoked with unbelievers because what fell
owship hath light with darkness. Paul is only telling the believers in Christ to remain unmarried or be reconciled to their s
pouse if they were to depart. 

Think about this, if Paul tells those believers in mixed marriages not to depart from the unbelievers when they are please
d to dwell with them and also that if they did depart they were not under bondageÂ…why would we as preachers today t
ell a saved man or woman to divorce their spouse and leave their children to go back to a marriage when they were in si
n. The scriptures never say this; only people who are ignorant to the riches of the mercy of God. 

The scriptures are silent concerning the past marriage of those who were in sin and who were not believers in Christ bec
ause when you confess your sins and get saved all your past sins are forgiven and cleansed by the blood. God who is m
erciful and kind says he will not remember them any more. He makes you a new creature and can even save the family t
hat you are presently in and will not tell you to do anything to hurt someone else. If your unsaved spouse that you are pr
esently with is pleased to dwell with you then they may get save because of what God did for you. The scripture never te
lls a born again believer to go back to a marriage when he was living in sin without Christ. In the new covenant there is n
ever a command to divorce your spouse to be single neither is there a command to go back to a former marriage.

I guess you could say I feel passionate about not condemning someone for their past. I donÂ’t want my Lord Jesus to be
misrepresented concerning the power of the blood of His cross. 

Blessings to all!
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Re: Not Under BondageÂ–Marriage, Divorce, and Remarriage -taylor - posted by ginnyrose (), on: 2009/1/20 23:33

Quote:
-------------------------In other words, He bases it on the fact that the marriage bond continues to exist despite the divorce. It is not the (sin of) divorce whi
ch makes remarriage impossible for the Christian; it is the (original) marriage
-------------------------

This is so true. Ask anyone about their marriage and inevitably if there was a divorce, they will tell you about it and if you
listen closely to their tale, you can easily detect the bond that still exists there.

I was also struck with how our son-in-law was released from the bond he had with our daughter. She had died, leaving b
ehind two children. He remarried and it was not long until I saw that bond he had with her was gone, absolutely gone. I d
o not know how often this happens, but he was now again in a God ordained marriage and he had work to do, like provi
ding for this family and making this marriage work. 

Oh, and how did I feel about that loss of bond with our daughter? He was good to her while she lived but she is now in a 
better place and while he still lives here, he needs to make a life for his children so he better get with it. 

My thoughts...

ginnyrose

Re:  - posted by hulsey (), on: 2009/1/21 2:42
Here's something else to consider. A little furter in the 1Cor. passage it says this:

Are you bound to a wife? Do not seek to be released. Are you released from a wife? Do not seek a wife. But if you marry
, you have not sinned;
1Cor.7:27-28a

The Greek word for released (loosed in the KJV) means divorced. 

Re:  - posted by pastorfrin, on: 2009/1/21 3:45

Quote:
-------------------------
hulsey wrote:
Here's something else to consider. A little furter in the 1Cor. passage it says this:

Are you bound to a wife? Do not seek to be released. Are you released from a wife? Do not seek a wife. But if you marry, you have not sinned;
1Cor.7:27-28a

The Greek word for released (loosed in the KJV) means divorced. 
-------------------------

Hi hulsey,
This whole section goes together and is talking about virgins. 

From the article posted,
Quote:

"To The Unmarried And Betrothed
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In verse 25 Paul is clearly beginning a new section, making the statement, Â“Now concerning virgins.Â” As mentioned b
efore in dealing with unequally yoked marriages, Paul tells them that he has no direct commandment from Jesus on this 
issue, Â“Now concerning virgins I have no commandment of the Lord: yet I give my judgment, as one that hath obtained 
mercy of the Lord to be faithful.Â” In this section, from verses 26-38, Paul is addressing what betrothal couples should d
o during the difficult times that they were experiencing. Paul had just made the argument that everyone should remain in
the state in which they were called. He also lifted up the single life, even rivaling that of married life as respects devotion 
to God. Now, concerning Â“the present distress,Â” the natural question that had arisen in Corinth was what to do with co
uples that had established betrothals and arranged marriages already. In these verses Paul again lifts up the single life, 
but he makes it clear that these couples are not sinning if they go ahead and get married. This entire section reads very 
naturally as a discussion addressing these courting couples.

Modern Confusion

Some have ignored the indications that this is the beginning of a new section (Now concerning virgins) and have tried to 
turn the words, Â“Art thou loosed from a wife? seek not a wife. But and if thou marry, thou hast not sinnedÂ”, into a licen
se to remarry. They again attempt to tie this passage back to the previous verses dealing with the Â“desertedÂ”. They in
sist that Paul is still addressing the issue of the deserted spouse from the preceding section and thereby conclude that P
aul is making yet another argument for remarriage. Some support this argument by saying that the word Â“wifeÂ” in this 
passage demands that this section refers to a married person. While this point might be substantiated in English langua
ge, it must be taken into consideration that the word Â“wifeÂ” in the Greek is simply the word Â“womanÂ” and does not 
make a distinction. Furthermore, when considering the totality of the passage, pressing the word beyond this becomes a
big stretch.

These are all unfortunate interpretations of this passage. A natural reading of the passage, coupled with PaulÂ’s subject 
marker Â“now concerning virgins,Â” makes this whole argument pretty unlikely. With this in mind, verses 26-38 read ver
y naturally from start to finish concerning the marriage of people involved in a betrothal or prearranged marriage. Do not 
forget, instructions as to what to do if a married person divorces had already been specifically and explicitly addressed b
ack in verses 10-16. To say now that the divorcee is free to remarry would completely contradict all the instruction given 
back in the previous passage.

The Betrothed Couple

A small, but significant point worthy of mention here, is the wording Â“and if a virgin marryÂ” from verse 28. Andrew Cor
nes brings out that in the Greek, Paul uses the definite article Â“he parthenosÂ” which is properly translated Â“the virgin,
Â” not Â“a virginÂ”. As the YoungÂ’s Literal Translation reads, Â“But and if thou mayest marry, thou didst not sin; and if t
he virgin may marry, she did not sin.Â” The way it is worded currently almost implies two completely separate subjects. 
This doesnÂ’t necessarily change the section all that much, but the proper wording would make the flow even more clea
r. The discussion is clearly about the betrothed couple, not two different subjects.

PaulÂ’s Final Word On The Marriage Bond

Concluding this whole section Paul, or rather the Holy Spirit through Paul, wanted to make sure that no one misundersto
od this chapter. Once again he proclaimed his final dictum concerning the marriage bond and remarriage in very simple, 
clear and concise words: Â“The wife is bound by the law as long as her husband liveth; but if her husband be dead, she 
is at liberty to be married to whom she will; only in the Lord.Â”

Interestingly, a very similar statement was made to the Romans when the topic being discussed had nothing to do with d
ivorce and remarriage at all. In Romans, it came instead from a discussion about the Law. There, Paul said:

Know ye not, brethren, (for I speak to them that know the law,) how that the law hath dominion over a man as long as he
liveth? For the woman which hath an husband is bound by the law to her husband so long as he liveth; but if the husban
d be dead, she is loosed from the law of her husband. So then if, while her husband liveth, she be married to another ma
n, she shall be called an adulteress: but if her husband be dead, she is free from that law; so that she is no adulteress, t
hough she be married to another man (Romans 7:1-3).

Paul made some pretty strong statements here. He once again spoke in unmistaken clarity that the marriage bond was f
or life, and that only death made a person free to remarry. It would be hard to wiggle out of this statement and start looki
ng for loopholes and exceptions. However, as clear as his words are, the Romans passage is usually quickly dismissed 
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because the context under discussion here in Romans 7 is the use of the Law, not divorce and remarriage. For the most
part, I would agree with this reasoning and dismiss the statement as well. However, the fact that Paul repeats almost the
exact same thought over in I Corinthians makes it difficult for me to completely dismiss the Romans passage altogether. 
Whatever the case, there can be no doubt that in I Corinthians 7:39 Paul is specifically dealing with remarriage, and ther
e he distinctly states that the marriage bond is for life and that only the death of a spouse makes a person free to remarr
y."

Re:  - posted by Heydave (), on: 2009/1/21 7:23
For those who want to be legalistic, consider this:

 1 Â“When a man takes a wife and marries her, and it happens that she finds no favor in his eyes because he has found 
some uncleanness in her, and he writes her a certificate of divorce, puts it in her hand, and sends her out of his house, 2
when she has departed from his house, and goes and becomes another manÂ’s wife, 3 if the latter husband detests her 
and writes her a certificate of divorce, puts it in her hand, and sends her out of his house, or if the latter husband dies wh
o took her as his wife, 4 then her former husband who divorced her must not take her back to be his wife after she has b
een defiled; for that is an abomination before the LORD, and you shall not bring sin on the land which the LORD your G
od is giving you as an inheritance.". (Dueteronomy 24 v 1-4).

It would seem that this is saying that anyone who has divorced and re-married CANNOT go back to their first husband o
r wife as it would be an ABOMINATION TO GOD. This includes if the second spouse dies or divorces the person.

So anyone encouraging people to divorce their second spouse and return to their first is encouraging them to comit an a
bomination.

And in my view anyone that has re-married should not divorce to remain single. God HATES divorce and to do this a sec
ond time to try and correct the first is just madness and TWICE grevious to the LORD.

Re:  - posted by murrcolr (), on: 2009/1/21 8:37
Here's my testimony.......

When I was a teenager my Mother. I wasn't a Christian, however my Mother was. One nigt she came into my bedroom a
nd woke me up. I asked what was wrong. She said "God has spoken to me and that he wanted me to know something" I
replied what was it he wanted me to know and she told me. (I will not tell you what was told me) After this she was about
to leave and asked did God tell you anything else. She replied "You'll be married to a woman who was married and has t
wo children".

Today I am married to that woman that I was told about when I was a teenager. I know it's God will for me to be married 
to her full stop.  

When I read all these posts and debates all I can do is shake my head in unbelief at what I read. The God that I met is a 
God of Grace a God that forgives a sinner and makes him new creation.

Romans 8v1 There is therefore now no condemnation to them which are in Christ Jesus, who walk not after the flesh, bu
t after the Spirit. 2 For the law of the Spirit of life in Christ Jesus hath made me free from the law of sin and death. 3 For 
what the law could not do, in that it was weak through the flesh, God sending his own Son in the likeness of sinful flesh, 
and for sin, condemned sin in the flesh: 4 That the righteousness of the law might be fulfilled in us, who walk not after th
e flesh, but after the Spirit. 5 For they that are after the flesh do mind the things of the flesh; but they that are after the S
pirit the things of the Spirit. 6 For to be carnally minded is death; but to be spiritually minded is life and peace. 7 Because
the carnal mind is enmity against God: for it is not subject to the law of God, neither indeed can be. 8 So then they that a
re in the flesh cannot please God.
9 But ye are not in the flesh, but in the Spirit, if so be that the Spirit of God dwell in you. Now if any man have not the Spi
rit of Christ, he is none of his. 10 And if Christ be in you, the body is dead because of sin; but the Spirit is life because of 
righteousness. 11 But if the Spirit of him that raised up Jesus from the dead dwell in you, he that raised up Christ from th
e dead shall also quicken your mortal bodies by his Spirit that dwelleth in you.
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12 Therefore, brethren, we are debtors, not to the flesh, to live after the flesh. 13 For if ye live after the flesh, ye shall die
: but if ye through the Spirit do mortify the deeds of the body, ye shall live. 14 For as many as are led by the Spirit of God
, they are the sons of God. 15 For ye have not received the spirit of bondage again to fear; but ye have received the Spir
it of adoption, whereby we cry, Abba, Father. 16 The Spirit itself beareth witness with our spirit, that we are the children 
of God: 17 And if children, then heirs; heirs of God, and joint-heirs with Christ; if so be that we suffer with him, that we m
ay be also glorified together.

I know the God who waits for the adultress at the well, I know the God who sits with the tax collectors and the publicans.
I know the God of Mercy.

But beware there are professing Christian people, who are determined to bring you under their religious thumb. They are
bent on making you a slave of their conscience. They have built a tidy religious box, without biblical justification, and stri
ve to stuff you inside and make you conform to its dimensions. They are legalists, and their tools are guilt, fear, intimidati
on, and self-righteousness. They proclaim GodÂ’s unconditional love for you, but insist on certain conditions before inclu
ding you among the accepted, among the approved elite, among GodÂ’s favored few. 

IÂ’m talking about Christian legalists whose goal is to enforce conformity among other Christians in accordance with thei
r personal preferences. These are life-style legalists. They threaten to rob you of joy and to squeeze the intimacy out of 
your relationship with Jesus. They may even lead you to doubt your salvation. They heap condemnation and contempt o
n your head so that your life is controlled and energized by fear rather than freedom and joy and delight in God.

Rarely would these folk ever admit to any of this. They donÂ’t perceive or portray themselves as legalists. If they are rea
ding this they are probably convinced IÂ’m talking about someone else. TheyÂ’d never introduce themselves: Â“Hi! My n
ame is Joe/Julie. IÂ’m a legalist and my goal is to steal your joy and keep you in bondage to my religious prejudices. Wo
uld you like to go to lunch after church today and let me tell you all the things youÂ’re doing wrong?Â”

Jesus said in Mathews Gospel go and learn what this means  "I desire mercy, and not sacrifice"

I have a question what will you do if the man who God chooses to lead the next move of god is married to a divorcee an
d her ex-husband is not dead?

Re:  - posted by RobertW (), on: 2009/1/21 9:24
As among those of us that have been through divorce and remarriage and are battle scarred from this topic here on
Sermonindex may I offer a few cents worth of wisdom?

I have heard your arguments. I have likely read the passages more times than you have because my soul and the peopl
e involved in my life's souls are also at stake. The glory of God is at risk. Selah. 

With an open heart before God and with all these matters present in mind I have desired above all things to do HIS will. I
have been there and I have been through situations that would probably stagger most peoples minds. I am speaking fro
m deep and soul scarred experience. This is not theoretical or doctrinal- it is practical and existential. 

Each person must be FULLY persuaded in his/her own mind about these matter. Just as there are those here that would
disqualify from salvation any one divorced and remarried I also know those that would tell you:

1. If you do not speak in tongues you are not saved.
2. If you do not pay 100% of your tithe to God you are not saved.
3. If you watch TV you are not saved.
4. If you wear pants as a woman you are not saved.
5. If you were not baptized in the name of Jesus Christ you are not saved.
6. Etc. and etc. 

How long will individuals that name the name of Christ set an naught their brothers and sisters and be the source of unb
earable discouragement and un-edification? Away with your footnotes about sounding harsh, etc. It is evil and it is sinful 
and God is keeping a record. You will answer to God for being a stumbling block to anyone trying to come to Christ with 
a whole heart under difficult circumstances. 
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Where is the edification in all these things? This biting and devouring and consuming? Adulteress and adulterers under t
he Law were to be stoned to death. Shall we look to the Law for answers? Shall we look to Ezra for an answer? Shall we
look to Malachi and say Christians are cursed for not paying title? What madness and nonsense? The extent to which I 
have watched people compromise their own integrity to prove unconditional matrimony has staggered me on more than 
one occasion. There is simply no changing their minds no matter what. They will dig through any resource they can find t
o prove their point. And all it does is bring discouragement and unedification to the people involved. That is all it has eve
r done. 

So as reluctant as I am to even engage again in this battle; with scare on top of scar to prove my record, let me say that 
GOD is my judge and YOU are not. To my own Master I stand or fall and I have been holden up. God has made me to st
and. 

And yes I will answer to Him on that great day of judgment. And in the mean time I will try to ignore the constant badgeri
ng and friendly fire that has lead me into despair more than once. If you want to answer to God some day for having bee
n the cause of my stumbling or some other precious soul for whom Christ died stumbling then just keep on with it. You h
ave been warned. God will remind you of it.       

 

  

  

Re:  - posted by Heydave (), on: 2009/1/21 9:55
And here's my testimony.....

My wife and I will have been married 21 years this year. We married as Christians when she was divorced with two youn
g girls. I was a batchelor.

Her husband had commited adultery and left her for this woman and then married the woman and had another family. H
e has subsequently divorced that one and married again.

I knew what I was taking on with an instant family and we had many difficult times, being on the receiving end for the girl
s' hurts, being the 'step dad', etc. But we prayed and worked at it and did all we knew to bring them up right. We made m
any mistakes, but God is gracious. During their teenage years they rebelled against the LORD and us (they won't mind 
me saying this) and got into a mess. But we stuck with it and prayed and prayed... Now they are grown up and walking s
trongly with the LORD.They really love the LORD and seek to serve Him with all their hearts. One married (a Christian m
an) last year and the younger is getting married this March to a Christian man. Praise the LORD for His mercies endure f
orever!

We all meet together regularly (as we live near by) for bible study and supporting one another. I have a wonderful relatio
nship with these girls and all the difficult years just make what we have now even more wonderful and fulfilling. God's gr
ace is amazing!! 
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Re:  - posted by rbanks, on: 2009/1/21 10:27
Thanks to all you brethren that have come on here with your testimonies.

I just now have come on here and read them and they have brought tears to mine eyes. I praise God for his grace in you
r lives.

I have had an almost perfect marriage to the same woman over 24 years, whom I love today more than ever, but God h
as saved me from being legalistic to those who haven't.

Some of the most spirit-filled God loving people I know have been through a divorce or remarriage.

Thanks again for your testimonies!

Re: , on: 2009/1/21 20:17

Quote:
-------------------------1. If you do not speak in tongues you are not saved. 2. If you do not pay 100% of your tithe to God you are not saved. 3. If you watc
h TV you are not saved. 4. If you wear pants as a woman you are not saved. 5. If you were not baptized in the name of Jesus Christ you are not saved
. 6. Etc. and etc. 
-------------------------
Sounds like a set of more laws doesn't it?

I have observed that the people that do the most judging are those that are NOT married. And those that are married an
d have judged other marriages they themselves are divorced.

I think that when you use the word of God as a law against people and it doesn't matter if it's the Torah or Paul's writings
, we are placing ourselves as judge over mans affairs and we do not know a mans heart let alone our own. 

We should ask ourselves the question, are we to practise the law in regards to divorce and remarriage? If yes, then how 
can grace fit it into this?

If yes, what other Old Testament laws are we under? 

Now we have to remember that if we obey the law in part, we are a debtor to the whole law.

We have to think like a mind that has been renewed by the grace of God to fully understand how to treat each case, oth
erwise we'll end up crucifying everyone that comes against our theology.

Re:  - posted by pastorfrin, on: 2009/1/21 21:32
rbanks wrote:
Quote:
Â“Dear PastorFrin,

I am glad that you love the Lord and have been faithful to him. I appreciate your stand for the truth.

Just suppose though in your past before you got saved, you experince a divorce. Since this time you were saved, filled 
with the Holy Spirit and remarried to a good christian woman also blessed with wonderful children. Let's just say you had
a calling on your life to do a work for the Lord. Now you join a fellowship with some people who really seem to love the L
ord and they give you a study on divorce and remarrige. Now you love God and really want to do his will. Are you going t
o go home and tell your wife and children that you are going to have to divorce your wife whom you love and God has bl
essed with salvation also because this group said that you were living in adultery...because your first wife was still living.
They also told you that nothing not even the blood of Jesus and his cross could free you from your past marriage. 

Is this the kind of truth you believe...I sure do hope not. This kind of teaching only condemns people for their past sins a
nd mistakes. I am for the truth but when you use truth to lead into error and teaches something not found in the true gos
pel then I'm against it wholeheatily. How can anyone with any spiritual understanding and compassion believe that teach
ing something that condemns christians because of their past sins (including marrriage/divorce)forgiven by God can be c
alled promoting true revival is beyond anything I have ever heard in my life. 
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Blessings to you all!Â”

******************************************

Hi rbanks,

I have never in all these years of ministry encouraged anyone to get a divorce for any reason. I have spent years of mini
stry teaching couples not to divorce, so no, I would not tell anyone to divorce.

My dear wife and I have been married for close to fifty years. During our years of marriage there were reasons she could
have divorced me and I her according to the standards that are being taught today.

Brother, may I ask you a few questions?
Do you know what it meant to live with a husband and father who was to busy trying to be a good shepherd to his sheep
that he neglected his family?
My wife did and according to some of the teachings today she should have divorced me.

Do you know what it meant to live with a man who was suffering from PTSD, who was so overcome with his own ghost f
rom the past that his family was left alone?
My wife did and according to some of the teachings today she should have divorced me.

How about living with a wife and mother of your seven children, five who were five and under and your wife was too tired
to meet your needs?
I did and according to some of the teachings today, I should have divorced her.

I could go on and on with reasons for us to get divorced according to some of the teachings today. We have not becaus
e the love of Jesus Christ has made us one flesh.
One flesh cannot be separated except and only by death. 
Christians who marry become one in Christ Jesus and you cannot separate oneness.

We have polluted the teachings of Jesus Christ and we now have pastors, elders, friends and family encouraging divorc
e among Christians and it must stop.

How many families have been broken because of these devilish liberal teachings on divorce?  

Ministers must teach the truth as stated in Gods word and the only harm that it will cause is to the kingdom of satan. But 
oh, how sever will be the judgment, by His word, against those who have made it easy and in to many cases encourage
d Christians to divorce. 

In His Love
pastorfrin
 

Re:  - posted by rbanks, on: 2009/1/21 22:04

Quote:
-------------------------
pastorfrin wrote:

Hi rbanks,

I have never in all these years of ministry encouraged anyone to get a divorce for any reason. I have spent years of ministry teaching couples not to di
vorce, so no, I would not tell anyone to divorce.
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-------------------------

Thank you dear pastorfrin,

I have also never in my life encouraged anyone to get a divorce. I have always encouraged reconciliation. I fear God an
d pray that I would never knowing disobey his word.

I am thankful you finally answered me and I would not agree with anyone who does not hold up the standard of holiness 
and truth.

I must say that God delivered me from going down the path of legalism. I agree with most of the truth you were promotin
g from the article on this thread but I could not stand by and agree with the legalism that was also in their writings. In the 
final analysis from their teaching they were condemning the Christian for a past marriage with no grace or way of escape
except another divorce. 

We must be defenders of the gospel of grace if we are to please God and that grace will teach us to deny ungodliness a
nd worldly lusts...to live soberly, righteously, and godly in this present world. That grace will also free us from the guilt of 
our past.

Blessings to you!

Re:  - posted by pastorfrin, on: 2009/1/21 22:56

Quote:
-------------------------
rbanks wrote:
Dear Brethren,

LetÂ’s look at the scriptures:

1 Corinthians 7:10-11 (KJV) 10 And unto the married I command, yet not I, but the Lord, Let not the wife depart from her husband: 
11 But and if she depart, let her remain unmarried, or be reconciled to her husband: and let not the husband put away his wife.
The apostle in these two verses of scripture is talking to believers who are married not to depart from one another but if they did for some reason, they 
were to remain unmarried or be reconciled.

Paul now is going to deal with mixed marriages.
1Co 7:12 But to the rest speak I, not the Lord: If any brother hath a wife that believeth not, and she be pleased to dwell with him, let him not put her aw
ay.
1Co 7:13 And the woman which hath an husband that believeth not, and if he be pleased to dwell with her, let her not leave him.
1Co 7:14 For the unbelieving husband is sanctified by the wife, and the unbelieving wife is sanctified by the husband: else were your children unclean; 
but now are they holy.
1Co 7:15 But if the unbelieving depart, let him depart. A brother or a sister is not under bondage in such cases: but God hath called us to peace.
1Co 7:16 For what knowest thou, O wife, whether thou shalt save thy husband? or how knowest thou, O man, whether thou shalt save thy wife?

The apostle Paul here is telling believers not to leave the unbelievers if they were pleased to dwell with them because they maybe saved and that is G
odÂ’s heart to save the lost. They knew the apostles teaching on not being yoked together with unbelievers and that they were only to marry in the Lor
d. Paul did not want them to leave the unbeliever if they were pleased to dwell with them because it might cause them to be saved.

Paul also tells them that if they will not dwell with them peacefully and they want to depart let them because God wants there to be peace. He goes on 
to tell them that if the unbeliever departs that a brother or sister is not under bondage in such cases.

Study the scriptures and one can clearly see that God does not want believers yoked with unbelievers because what fellowship hath light with darknes
s. Paul is only telling the believers in Christ to remain unmarried or be reconciled to their spouse if they were to depart. 

Think about this, if Paul tells those believers in mixed marriages not to depart from the unbelievers when they are pleased to dwell with them and also t
hat if they did depart they were not under bondageÂ…why would we as preachers today tell a saved man or woman to divorce their spouse and leave 
their children to go back to a marriage when they were in sin. The scriptures never say this; only people who are ignorant to the riches of the mercy of 
God. 

The scriptures are silent concerning the past marriage of those who were in sin and who were not believers in Christ because when you confess your 
sins and get saved all your past sins are forgiven and cleansed by the blood. God who is merciful and kind says he will not remember them any more. 
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He makes you a new creature and can even save the family that you are presently in and will not tell you to do anything to hurt someone else. If your u
nsaved spouse that you are presently with is pleased to dwell with you then they may get save because of what God did for you. The scripture never t
ells a born again believer to go back to a marriage when he was living in sin without Christ. In the new covenant there is never a command to divorce y
our spouse to be single neither is there a command to go back to a former marriage.

I guess you could say I feel passionate about not condemning someone for their past. I donÂ’t want my Lord Jesus to be misrepresented concerning t
he power of the blood of His cross. 

Blessings to all!

-------------------------

Hi rbanks,

How many homes have been split apart by this teaching that you give here?

 Are you sure Paul is saying what you say he is, sure enough to leave children without a father or mother?

Are you not telling a christian it is ok for them to divorce and to seek another mate?

Will you take the responsibility for their souls?

I believe Paul finishes off the chapter with exatly what he wanted to say.

1 Cor. 7:39 
    The wife is bound by the law as long as her husband liveth; but if her husband be dead, she is at liberty to be married 
to whom she will; only in the Lord. 

How can one make it fit any other way? 

This why I fear ever telling a Christian that it is ok for them to divorce and remarry.

In His Love
pastorfrin

Re:  - posted by ginnyrose (), on: 2009/1/21 23:27

Quote:
-------------------------I must say that God delivered me from going down the path of legalism.
-------------------------

rbanks, do you define legalism as one who is obedient to the WORD?

ginnyrose

Re:  - posted by HeartSong, on: 2009/1/21 23:29

Quote:
-------------------------Pastorfrin wrote:

We have polluted the teachings of Jesus Christ and we now have pastors, elders, friends and family encouraging divorce among Christians and it mus
t stop. How many families have been broken because of these devilish liberal teachings on divorce?

Ministers must teach the truth as stated in Gods word and the only harm that it will cause is to the kingdom of satan. But oh, how severe will be the j
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udgment, by His word, against those who have made it easy and in to many cases encouraged Christians to divorce.
-------------------------

Amen, and Amen.

Divorce has run rampant in my family. The damage has been severe and there is no end in sight. It seems to be self per
petuating.

Life gets tough, and our flesh is pressed, and we scream "will someone get me out of this!" Marriage is one of our provin
g grounds. If we can not stand in covenant with someone that we have professed to love, how can it be that in the end, 
when things get tough, that we will stand in covenant with the Lord for someone that we do not even know and have eve
ry earthly right to hate?

If we are defending other peoples "right to divorce" in order to justify our own past sin, or the sin of someone we love, we
are being foolish indeed, for in so doing we are proving that we have not repented of that sin and instead are committing
an even greater sin by encouraging others to do the same. I am not sure if this would be considered as committing a sin 
unto death, but if someone else is encouraged to sin, or will not repent because of our example, and then goes to hell as
a result - well that seems to me to be a sin unto death.

On a personal note, I am divorced "just" because my first husband did not love me. I really do not care what anyone else
has to say about it because I have brought it before the Lord, and have NO doubt that I have been forgiven. He has also
shown the path that I am now to take. But I will tell you that I HATE divorce - and if I had any idea how the Lord felt abou
t it at the time I got divorced - I NEVER would have even considered it. It is one of the most destructive forces that I have
ever seen. While I have been forgiven for my sin, there has been a price to be paid - and it is still being paid - unfortunat
ely by others.

Re:  - posted by RobertW (), on: 2009/1/22 0:00

Quote:
-------------------------But I will tell you that I HATE divorce - and if I had any idea how the Lord felt about it at the time I got divorced - I NEVER would hav
e even considered it. It is one of the most destructive forces that I have ever seen. While I have been forgiven for my sin, there has been a price to be 
paid - and it is still being paid - unfortunately by others.
-------------------------

I also hate divorce with a deep passion and grieve deeply more than the news of a death when I hear of divorce. I have 
strongly withstood people that were contemplating divorce even when their spouse had had multiple affairs. But the parti
es involved did not repent and severe violence was nearly the result. Divorce is truly a sadness to me more than death it
self, maybe that is why I counseled them to say together?

The issue for me is simple; listen to the whole counsel of God when it comes to marriage, divorce and adultery. Listen to
Ephesians 5 that tells us to love and respect each other. Listen to the multitude of warnings about adultery in Proverbs a
nd how Solomon told such extensive stories to make the points. Adultery is a very very serious sin. Proverbs tells you th
at you are likely to be killed for committing it. It was the death penalty under the law, but Proverbs says that jealousy is t
he rage of a man and he will not spare in the day of judgment though you gave him many gifts. 

 

William Tyndale translated the Greek term for adultery as "breaketh wedlocke". So beware of your actions. Can a Christi
an lie with Allah and be saved? Can a Christian lie with Buddah, Baal, Asteroth and Molech and be saved? Can a Christi
an claim a covenant with God and serve Idols? We need to take Idolatry seriously and adultery seriously. Preaching unc
onditional eternal matrimony is NOT the solution. Repentance from unfaithfulness is. 

The laws against adultery were instituted to protect a mans progeny; so his seed is his seed and not some spurious offs
pring. This is serious business. If a woman comes home pregnant by another man it will be of no consequence to call up
on Hosea. So REPENT now while you still have a marriage if you contemplate and entertain such thoughts. It may just s
ave your soul and your life. That is, if you really take your bible seriously.  
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Re: Rome's doctine or Christ's - posted by savannah, on: 2009/1/22 1:54
Quote: "How many homes have been split apart by this teaching that you give here?"

Ans. None. No law,whether it be the Law of God or a law of man,can or does cause one to sin or cause one to sin not. 'F
or through law is a knowledge of sin'.

"And we have known that as many things as the law saith, to those in the law it doth speak, that every mouth may be sto
pped, and all the world may come under judgment to God; wherefore by works of law shall no flesh be declared righteou
s before Him, for through law is a knowledge of sin." (Rom.3:19,20)

Homes have been split apart by men's wicked and hard heart.

Jer. 17:9  "The heart is deceitful above all things, and desperately wicked: who can know it?"

Matt. 19:8 "He said to them: Moses, on account of the hardness of your heart, permitted you to divorce your wives: but fr
om the beginning it was not so." 

Mark 10:5  "Jesus answered and said to them: On account of the hardness of your heart, Moses wrote you this precept."

Quote: Are you sure Paul is saying what you say he is, sure enough to leave children without a father or mother?

Ans. As in the other quote (question) above this is an argument of psychological nature imposing guilt by manipulating o
ne's emotions, as if man is the chief end, rather than the glory of God in the salvation of men by grace through faith. Also
, this same person used Ezra to justify breaking up all remarriages whether children be involved or not. Therefore,using 
a double standard for his convenience. Ezra is being used out of context by this poster as a prooftext for this Roman vie
w. May we read it in its context and apply it soundly and consistently.   

John 1:17 "For the law was given through Moses; grace and truth came through Jesus Christ." 
 
Quote: Are you not telling a christian it is ok for them to divorce and to seek another mate?

Ans. No. Only what God through Moses,Jesus,and Paul has said. When sin is no longer an issue neither will divorce be.
In Lawful (see Ezra 10) cases divorce is the remedy for the sin rather than the sin.

Quote: Will you take the responsibility for their souls?

Ans. This is yet another quote(question)which is a psychological play on one's emotions. A christian will not tempt Christ
by sinning against his brother because he knows that Christ commanded that we forgive 70x7 times a day. Neither will h
e divorce or encourage others to even if the plain teaching of Scripture is that it is Lawful in some cases.

Noteworthy it is that most (not all) who hold to the Roman view (indissolubility of marriage) on this issue also hold to the 
view that one born of God and in Christ,that is joined unto the Lord and is one spirit(not merely 'one flesh') with Him (1 C
or. 6:17), may be unjoined from Him and cast away from Him into an eternal hell.  
  
So making a flesh union between relations which are temporal, greater than that union by which God has eternally cove
nanted Himself with us through His Son.   
  
"Wherefore, my brethren, ye also are become dead to the law by the body of Christ; that ye should be married to anothe
r, even to him who is raised from the dead, that we should bring forth fruit to God." (Rom. 7:4) 
 
"For I am jealous over you with godly jealousy: for I have espoused you to one husband, that I may present you as a cha
ste virgin to Christ."  (2 Cor. 11:2) 
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May those who hold both (indissolubility of marriage and loss of salvation) these erroneous and damnable lies in their lef
t hand be given eyes of grace to see their inconsistencies and their graceless deception. 
  
Eph. 6:24  Grace be with all who love our Lord Jesus Christ with love incorruptible. 

Re:  - posted by wind_blows, on: 2009/1/22 2:41
Hey

I have been following this thread for awhile and thinking about if I should post or not, but then decided that maybe I shou
ld speak up this time, not take the easy way out, so for what its worth here goes. 

When I was seventeen my dad walked out on my mom. They had been married for thirty  years at the time. She was co
mpletely shocked and devastated by it. She knew that there were problems but she always thought that if they were bot
h willing they could work things out. I watched as  she begged and pleaded with him not to leave, but he did anyway. He 
moved out and later moved in with a much younger woman, she was six years older then I was. My mom got really depr
essed, stopped eating, and had to be put into the hospital. She was suicidal and it killed me to watch her day after day a
s she slipped further and further away from us. I tried to talk to my dad, to get him to see the pain and heartache he was 
causing the entire family. I shard with him from the Bible that what he was doing was wrong and that he needed to repen
t and come back home and take care of my mother, that he needed to keep the promise he had made thirty years ago to
love, honor, and cherish until death do us part. I still remember what he said to me, "You don't understand. I was young 
when I got married to your mother and things change. I just don't love her any more. After all don't I deserve to be happy
to?" 

I am ashamed to admit that I did not stand my ground that day. After he told me how he had talked with the pastor and t
hat he was assured what he was doing was for the best. The pastor explained to him that the Bible allowed for divorce a
nd that leaving my mom was at least being honest with her about his feelings and that in the end that would be healthy f
or the entire family because he would no longer be living a lie. So I gave up, I told him that I thought he should be happy 
to, and he left for good. So many times I wish I could go back to that conversation and change what I said to him, tell hi
m that he was wrong, and his friends were wrong, and so was that pastor! Divorce is a sin and that by doing what he wa
s, he was throwing his entire family away. There are times I still deal with the grief and guilt of that day. I still feel like I let
my mom down even though she assures me that I didn't. 

A few years have passed since then and my mom did with much prayer get better. She lives alone now and has no inten
tion to ever remarry, she still sees herself as my dads wife. My dad is another story, even though he still professes to be 
Christian, he has been married two more time since my mother. His second wife left him for someone else not to long aft
er they married. She wanted children, he didn't. He is now with his third wife. I don't hear from him very often, he does n
ot like it when I try to share the truth with him. I do pray for him though.

 I guess the reason I wanted share all of this with you guys is to warn you of some of the things your saying. You might n
ot mean for it to but some post almost sound a lot like that pastor who talked to my dad several years ago. Please just th
ink about the fact that some people look at what you write and are just looking for any one to give them a reason to clear
their conscious so they can walk in sin and self.  

Just the late night thoughts of someones whose parents are divorced. 

Re:  - posted by HeartSong, on: 2009/1/22 3:50
wind_blows,

do not feel guilty about that which you did not know. Maybe you didn't stand up back then, but you are standing up now -
and who knows how many people might read the words that you have written - and who knows how many children might
be able to keep their family just because of the words that you have written.

While your family here on earth is broken, rest assured that in heaven we will have a family that is whole.

Recently someone gave me a picture of my family before the divorce. It is the first one that I have ever seen of the four o
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f us together. As I look at it I realize just how mixed up my sense of family is - no wonder I am having so much trouble se
eing the body of Christ as a "unit."

Before you get married, make sure that the person you marry is the one that God has picked out for you - you probably 
already know this, but I wanted to tell you just in case because it is of utmost importance. Only He knows who will be a p
erfect fit - that the two of you may truly become one.

What you have said makes my heart hurt. May God bless you for your courage.

Re:  - posted by Heydave (), on: 2009/1/22 4:16
I think there is a need to try a clear up all the mis-understanding and confusion through mis-applied accusations in some
of these threads.

Those (and I include myself) who are defending grace and liberty to ones who are 'victims' of divorce ARE NOT saying d
ivorce is acceptable or OK. I have not read one who says this. I choose the word 'victim' deliberately. By this I mean thos
e who have suffered divorce as the result of another's sin or through their past sin as an un-believer or ignorance.

Let's be clear 'ALL DIVORCE IS WRONG'. However if you become a 'victim' of divorce as described above, you are not 
to be held in a state of bondage for the rest of your life. Will there be consequences? Absolutely and this will depend upo
n each circumstance and what degree of responsibility each individual had regarding the divorce. That is between them 
and God and those who know them well.

So I DO AGREE with a lot of what those such as Pastorfin say. Please continue to speak against divorce and against th
ose who say it is OK to divorce. But in doing so, DO NOT paint every person and situation with the same brush. Be caref
ul not lay heavy burdens on folk that God never intended them to carry! What people like me are objecting to is not that 
you say divorce is wrong, but what you say to ALL who are now 'victims' of divorce.

Before anyone pulls me up on using the term 'victim'. I am NOT diminishing sin and our guilt before God. We are all victi
ms of sin, that being our own sin and the sin that is in the world through others. We are responsible for our own sin befor
e God. It's how we deal with the result of sin (our's and other's) that is the issue. 

Re:  - posted by rbanks, on: 2009/1/22 9:35
Thanks Savannah for replying to the post that was twisting the truth that I was trying to convey. I was not on here to repl
y to those unjust accusations and I thank you for doing that.

Also thanks to heydave for trying to clear up confusion and for portraying accurately in your post my position precisely a
nd the very reason I came on this thread in the first place.

I do want pastorfrin and others who seem to agree with him that I am not accusing you of anything but only stating that t
he teaching that has been promoted on this thread is tainted with legalism that condemns GodÂ’s children whom Christ 
died for.
	
If you want to accuse me of anything falsely then thatÂ’s your choice but I will stand with the good company of my Lord J
esus who was also accused falsely. 

To wind_blows, I am very sorry for your mother and family. I would never justify what your Dad did. I do pray that he will 
repent. My writings were never to justify any wrongs that are done but only to clear those of bondage or guilt to their past
sins under the blood and also to show the freedom from the bondage of being responsible to one who has walked out on
them.

I would have told youÂ… to not give up on praying for his repentance and salvation. Our strong faith in God can cause h
im to do things that are impossible for us. I would have also and even now tell your mother that Jesus will never leave he
r and will be everything that she needs for this life and the next. Jesus says we are to love him more than our spouse. G
od wants our faith and Love to be so strong in him, although other people can hurt us that nothing becomes more import
ant to us than walking in fellowship with God. I have seen people loose their faith because of what someone else did an
d that is putting to much faith and Love in something or someone other than Christ. I do hope your mother is walking wit
h Christ and enjoying fellowship with Him. He can fill every void and heal every pain. There are none married in heaven 

Page 35/56



Articles and Sermons :: Not Under BondageÂ–Marriage, Divorce, and Remarriage -taylor

nor given in marriage. The only marriage will be at the marriage supper of the Lamb. Praise his holy name!!!

This may be my last reply on this thread. I uphold marriage as a sacred institution ordained by God and not to be entere
d into lightly.  If anyone thinks that they can sin by committing adultery or divorcing your spouse then you better hope yo
u get the fear of God in your heart because the wages of sin is death. The bible says that you will reap what you sow. 

God condemns all sin but does not condemn those who are justified in Christ walking in the light for what they did in thei
r past or what someone else did to them. This is the purpose for all my posts and can easily be read on this thread

Blessings to all!

The truth is hard to hear, but still true! - posted by Llewellyn (), on: 2009/1/22 16:56
The Lord has made it clear and so did His Apostles, the question is how to convey those truths, and how to apply them.

He said that arms and eyes are worth casting away when it binds us to sin. To repent from drugs or immorality is always
understood as a separation and turn away from the particular sin. None would think a pastor or brother tainted with legali
sm when they call for repentance from sodomy, why then infer this on those who seek to help men and woman alike in t
he snare of adultery. A snare it is, to fall in sin before or after once conversion is always a snare, and the call is always t
he same, turn form our wicked ways, Repent. 

Never to make friends and condone that which our Lord calls us to repent from. Many things can be said in objection, bu
t God is not a humanist. That is to say His ways are not primarily the happiness of man but His own Glory. Praise to God
His glory is to make His Son manifest in us, and it seems that many hurtful and painful things work together to bring us t
o the end of our self.

The Christian walk is not the nice comfortable way but the narrow way of the cross, that means many unpleasant things 
unto death of self. The scripture says Â“he that hath suffered in the flesh hath ceased from sinÂ” Repentance seems to 
always bring a measure of suffering in the flesh.

Throwing away responsibility is not what repentance is. I trust that the Lord has considered all things before He said wha
t he did in the Gospels and else were concerning this painful truth. Yet the unwillingness of the Christian world to stand o
n the truth of GodÂ’s Word has made this unrepented sin a strong hold of Satan.

Almost like giving false hope to those in this snare. You see it is not forgiveness that is in question, but when does God f
orgive?

God is Holy!

Re: The truth is hard to hear... Job's counselors? - posted by RobertW (), on: 2009/1/22 21:53

Quote:
-------------------------You see it is not forgiveness that is in question, but when does God forgive?
-------------------------

If we say that we have no sin, we deceive ourselves, and the truth is not in us. 

If we confess our sins, he is faithful and just to forgive us our sins, and to cleanse us from all unrighteousness. 

If we say that we have not sinned, we make him a liar, and his word is not in us. (I John 1)

God forgives at the moment we acknowledge our sin. God forgave David at the moment he confessed and that was long
before Psalm 51:

And David said unto Nathan, I have sinned against the LORD. And Nathan said unto David, The LORD also hath put aw
ay thy sin; thou shalt not die.  (I Samuel 12:13)

Page 36/56



Articles and Sermons :: Not Under BondageÂ–Marriage, Divorce, and Remarriage -taylor

Confession? I have sinned against the LORD

God's response? The LORD also hath put away thy sin; thou shalt not die. 

The saddest thing about some of the attitudes I see in these type threads is the ongoing willingness of some to paint the
mselves righteous so as to leave others that have been divorced with families without hope of salvation unless they aba
ndon their wife and children. That has to be the most satanic teaching I have ever come across and it dances across the
pages of these forums almost unthwarted. Amazing! Astonishing! Beyond my comprehension. 

If that is your christianity my friend, you can keep it. One would be better off eating and drinking for tomorrow we die (I s
peak as a fool). And this is just another of those radical teachings that end up making God into the devil like the ones tha
t damn from eternity souls without any hope of salvation. That is the devil my friend, not God. 

Quote:
-------------------------The Christian walk is not the nice comfortable way but the narrow way of the cross, that means many unpleasant things unto death 
of self. The scripture says Â“he that hath suffered in the flesh hath ceased from sinÂ” Repentance seems to always bring a measure of suffering in the 
flesh.
-------------------------

It sounds oh so spiritual doesn't it? Rat poison is 90% good corn; it is the 10% strychnine that makes it deadly. Carrying t
he cross does not mean that a sinner seeking repentance must divorce his wife or husband and leave his wife/husband 
and precious children to hell and the devil. With so-called Christians like this- why do we need demons? Why do we nee
d cults? these people will destroy their own selves if you give them time.

Get this, it was Job's counselors that tried to counsel him in a difficult situation from which there was no real strait forwar
d answer or solution. Listen to these men for chapter after chapter going back and forth using their wisdom and stating f
acts and even truths, seeking to condemn Job. They forced the man almost into conflict with God in provoking him to def
end himself before God. This is a terrible consideration that needs to be considered. Why?

Because time and again I have listened to the unconditional matrimony crowd until I was almost angry at and distrusting 
God. I'm not playing around here. This is serious business. I began to question why a loving God would allow a person t
o do me such a way knowing in advance what was going to happen. I felt like He should have warned me. And just as th
ose thought tried to take root in my heart God touched me and i realized that it was NOT He that was calling me to the c
arpet for failing when I was sifted near to the point of suicide, it was the unconditional matrimony crowd. Amazing how m
uch deception and discouragement these people can wield in the name of Christ! 

So for you that continue on in this vein- let me clue you in on what you are doing. You are playing the judge in uncertain 
matters that ought to be left to the conscience of the individuals and the grace of God. You are effectively driving people 
away from God and causing them to stumble. I know, I'm one of them.  

I'm talking about people that love God. I'm talking about people that have lived pretty righteous lives and have been kept
from a host of sins that others confess having been involved in. And because of that one impasse of a sin- they are set a
t not and treated as sinners. That is truly stunning. 

In 2005 I went into such a depression feeling rejected by my fellow brethren that I almost could not function or minister. 
And it was 90% caused by these types of threads. That is a horrific thing to consider, because there are a lot of people t
hat watch our lives. I know people personally that cannot come on these forums or sermonindex because of the condem
nation and ongoing suggestion that they are not forgiven and cannot be forgiven until they forsake their family.     

And that, when I sincerely sought the Lord in my case and DID send away my present wife in 1991 to find God's will; sin
ce then, when I felt God give me direction, I had not thought of the issue hardly once seriously. I came to terms with my i
mpossible situation. God began to Bless and I was filled with His Spirit. He walks and talks with me since. He deals with 
me about my actions and sometimes my sin. But He never brings up my past. 

Today I have 6 children and 2 grandchildren. Life has not always been easy. It can be complicated. If God damns my so
ul on judgment day I will go into eternity screaming, "Jesus, I really loved you!" But in the mean time I'm going to continu
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e to train my children up in the way they should go. I'm going to do my best to make sure my wife and kids are shielded f
rom the snare of Satan. How easy it would be to follow the counsel of the naysayers and just send them child support ea
ch month. I wish some of you would call somebody before playing God like you do. Get some advice from someone that 
knows what going on. Will you?

My wife has had congenital Congestive Heart Failure since 2000 (her mom passed at 55 years in 2003 from the same ill
ness) and thyroid Cancer in 2007. I have prayed that God would allow her to see our children grown. How easy it would 
have been to abandon her? But I chose to stick around and pray and fast (I speak as a fool) for her and take care of her.
I have not abandoned my post as pastor of my family. When my kids acted it and rebelled- how easy it would be to roll o
ut and leave them all behind. I could have even used some of these demonic excuses to look spiritual doing it.

I have much more to say, but again it will fall on deaf ears. Their minds are made up. And as God stays silent they just k
eep on talking and discouraging folk to the brink of backsliding. They bite, devour and consume.        

O Lord help us! - posted by Llewellyn (), on: 2009/1/23 3:41
Job had only one wife, He was called righteous by God. His friends were guessing, but when some one is in adultery the
re is no guessing.

Get this, they confess they have sinned, but hey true repentance is nowhere to be seen. God has not changed, read Ezr
a 9-10. O, they say it is satanic, well it seems to me very biblical for God to say to man: &#8220;separate your self from t
hose wives that are against my Word.&#8221;

The cross is obedience to God, so to take up our cross means to obey God at any cost, and if that means to die on a cro
ss then so be it. 

I am seeing sparks flying and great big stones being thrown at him that speaks the truth. Why not just cut the chapters o
ut of the Bible that God spoke. Than the contention will cease, yet it seems that even that won&#8217;t help. I mean you
tell some one what you read in scripture and they tell you to stop playing God. My friend I weep and tremble at these thi
ngs, no playing here, I know all to well of all the pain and hurt. But I have a hope that my Lord knows what He is doing a
nd I will not let my emotions question Him. 

I know of many that live in a false peace. I even meet Hindus and other that would contend with me for hours about the 
peace they have and the love they feel from God. They pray and he answers their prayer. There is a way that seems rig
ht unto man but it leads to: &#8220;I never knew you go away from me ye workers of iniquity. But Lord you spoke to me;
I prophesied and saw miracles in my life. Go away!&#8221; 

I did speak to many, I did fast for many days, I did count the cost, I did weep and wail and I did find the truth. 

If my understanding is wrong, please forget what I said. But if right&#8230;

Re: The truth is hard to hear  ~ Amen Brother - posted by Lysa (), on: 2009/1/23 5:09
Llewellyn,

The truth of one Scripture will NEVER nullify the truth of another Scripture.  Period.  

You are correct:  God is Holy!

 I'm adding this because you said the following:  

Quote:
-------------------------I did speak to many, I did fast for many days, I did count the cost, I did weep and wail and I did find the truth. 
-------------------------

I try to be careful NOT to put an "all-knowing answer" from God onto myself because each one of us can say, "I sought 
God thus and such" and here is what He told "me."  We each need to search our hearts and ask God if what we heard w
as truly Him.  I am learning to do that.  Look here in Ezekiel:
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Therefore speak unto them, and say unto them, Thus saith the Lord GOD; Every man of the house of Israel that setteth 
up his idols in his heart, and putteth the stumblingblock of his iniquity before his face, and cometh to the prophet; I the L
ORD will answer him that cometh according to the multitude of his idols;
Ezekiel 14:4 

Sometimes we get the answer we pray for because we had a set belief going into the prayer closet and we just know Go
d is on our side.

Quote:
-------------------------If my understanding is wrong, please forget what I said.
-------------------------

Here we stand getting two different answers, still brothers and sisters in Christ.  The answer is found in 1 Corinthians 13.
 We are under the New Covenant, that is where I set my tent facing my Jesus and not my accusers.  

Romans 10.1 - 11 - posted by Lysa (), on: 2009/1/23 5:27
1  Brethren, my heartÂ’s desire and prayer to God for Israel is, that they might be saved.
2  For I bear them record that they have a zeal of God, but not according to knowledge.
3  For they being ignorant of GodÂ’s righteousness, and going about to establish their own righteousness, have not
submitted themselves unto the righteousness of God.
4  For Christ is the end of the law for righteousness to every one that believeth.
5  For Moses describeth the righteousness which is of the law, That the man which doeth those things shall live by them.
6  But the righteousness which is of faith speaketh on this wise, Say not in thine heart, Who shall ascend into heaven?
(that is, to bring Christ down from above:)
7  Or, Who shall descend into the deep? (that is, to bring up Christ again from the dead.)
8  But what saith it? The word is nigh thee, even in thy mouth, and in thy heart: that is, the word of faith, which we
preach;
9  That if thou shalt confess with thy mouth the Lord Jesus, and shalt believe in thine heart that God hath raised him
from the dead, thou shalt be saved.
10  For with the heart man believeth unto righteousness; and with the mouth confession is made unto salvation.
11  For the scripture saith, Whosoever believeth on him shall not be ashamed.

Romans 10

______________
This is my last post on the matter.

Re: O Lord help us! - posted by Heydave (), on: 2009/1/23 6:27
Llewellin wrote: 
Quote:
-------------------------Get this, they confess they have sinned, but hey true repentance is nowhere to be seen. God has not changed, read Ezra 9-10. O, t
hey say it is satanic, well it seems to me very biblical for God to say to man: Â“separate your self from those wives that are against my Word.Â”
-------------------------

I'm sorry, but I have to say you speak big words, but show great ignorance and lack of knowledgeof what you speak.

If you want to apply Ezra 10 as a blanket 'law' to all people today then let us look at what it DOES say and what it DOES
NOT say.

It DOES says that they were to put away the 'Pagan' wives. So if we try and apply that today (as you want to) then it is v
ery clear that would mean any Christian that is married to an unbeliever should put her and the children away! I don't thi
nk you would suggest that this should happen do you? We already know that Paul teaches in 1 Corinthians that you sho
uld NOT put away the unbelieving wife.

What it DOES NOT say in Ezra is that they had to put away any wives that they may have married subsequently to divor
ce as prescribed by Moses, ONLY the pagan wives.
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Now consider two prominent women in the bible. Rahab the Caananite prostitute and Ruth the moabitess. Both of these 
were taken as wives by Israelites and more strikingly God chose them to be channels through which Messiah Jesus wou
ld come.
So the Ezra 'principle' does not even apply here and in fact God in His wisdom choose them to be in the linage of His M
essiah!! So we must conclude that this was something that applied to them at this time due to the great problem of mixin
g with the Pagan culture and other gods corrupting the true religion of God. It was never inteded to be a blanket 'law' to 
apply to every person and situation regardless of their faith in God. See, what was important was not that Ruth or Rahab
were from pagan races, but that they had faith in the true God and followed Him. This is the priciple and this is what God
looks at.

One other is again of interest and that is Bathseheba. We know the great sin that king David commited here and that the
son born of that adultery died at God's hand. However David found forgiveness through repentance (Psalm 51), but he d
id NOT put Bathsheba away and again God in His wisdom brought His Messiah Jesus through the linage of Bathsheba, 
through Solomon.

So are you more righteous than God? I would council you to have great fear about how you expound the things you do, 
as you do not know what you are saying.

"Speak not evil one of another, brethren. He that speaketh evil of his brother, and judgeth his brother, speaketh evil of th
e law, and judgeth the law: but if thou judge the law, thou art not a doer of the law, but a judge". 

"There is one lawgiver, who is able to save and to destroy: who art thou that judgest another"?
(James 4 11-12). 

Re: O Lord help us! - posted by RobertW (), on: 2009/1/23 6:44

Quote:
-------------------------Job had only one wife, He was called righteous by God. His friends were guessing, but when some one is in adultery there is no gu
essing. 
-------------------------

I'm not even going to bother explaining to you my point about Job's counselors. It had nothing to do with Job. 

 
Quote:
-------------------------Get this, they confess they have sinned, but hey true repentance is nowhere to be seen. God has not changed, read Ezra 9-10. O, t
hey say it is satanic, well it seems to me very biblical for God to say to man: Â“separate your self from those wives that are against my Word.Â”
-------------------------

Now when these things were done, the princes came to me, saying, The people of Israel, and the priests, and the Levite
s, have not separated themselves from the people of the lands, doing according to their abominations, even of the Cana
anites, the Hittites, the Perizzites, the Jebusites, the Ammonites, the Moabites, the Egyptians, and the Amorites. 

Those women they separated from were pagans that tried to lead the people into Idolatry like they did Solomon. Notice t
he irony here. The people were in danger of committing adultery against God (idolatry). Yet under the New Covenant Pa
ul said what?

  And the woman which hath an husband that believeth not, and if he be pleased to dwell with her, let her not leave him. 
(I Cor. 7_

This ought to shock the unconditional Matrimony crowd, but it don't. God in the New Covenant would not allow an Ezra s
ituation to go down. In fact, the woman is commanded not to leave if he be pleased to dwell in peace. How many of thos
e that desired to teach the Law and understood not what they taught- were teaching the Corinthians to leave their unbeli
eving wives and husbands?  
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Quote:
-------------------------I am seeing sparks flying and great big stones being thrown at him that speaks the truth.
-------------------------

I am familiar with this doctrine as it is essentially what we see here in Missouri from the Mennonites. They post billboard
s on the issue along highways in the southern part of the state from time to time. I play the ball and not the man. At som
e risk I have tried to share a very small portion of the grief and discouragement that these type of teachings have brough
t into my life. Somebody has to say something. But what would it profit me to be silent and then become a casualty of th
e ongoing discouragement it causes? If that happens my reputation and friendships would matter little, wouldn't they?   
 

Quote:
-------------------------But I have a hope that my Lord knows what He is doing and I will not let my emotions question Him. 
-------------------------

So you are saying that the doctrine strikes at the very heart of right and wrong in your conscience doesn't it? It's not your
emotions- it's your God given conscience rising up. 

Quote:
-------------------------I know of many that live in a false peace. I even meet Hindus and other that would contend with me for hours about the peace they 
have and the love they feel from God. They pray and he answers their prayer. There is a way that seems right unto man but it leads to: Â“I never knew
you go away from me ye workers of iniquity. But Lord you spoke to me; I prophesied and saw miracles in my life. Go away!Â”
-------------------------

The peace of God comes about when the love of God is poured out in our hearts by the Holy Ghost. The love leads to jo
y and the joy to peace and so on. NOTHING I have ever heard of in Christian circles is more contrary to love than to wal
k out and leave your family in the name of repentance. Truly a sinner can see that that is not love by any definition.

 
Quote:
-------------------------I did speak to many, I did fast for many days, I did count the cost, I did weep and wail and I did find the truth.  If my understanding is
wrong, please forget what I said. But if rightÂ…
-------------------------

If you made such a decision that is your prerogative. I personally have never met a person that had biological children a
nd a wife that they left behind in order to repent. We all have to give an account to God some day. And that is all I ask, f
or individuals caught in these horrible situations to be able to come before God with all the passages in hand for a word 
of His grace. If someone arrives at a different conclusion than I do- so be it. We all have to give an account to God.  

Not Under Bondage&#8211;Marriage, Divorce, and Remarriage -taylor - posted by Llewellyn (), on: 2009/1/23 10:16

Quote:
-------------------------And the woman which hath an husband that believeth not, and if he be pleased to dwell with her, let her not leave him. (I Cor. 7_
-------------------------

Does not speak of second but first marriages, please bring one verse that brings God's blessing on second or any other 
marriage apart from the first. I am not saying divorce from unbelievers is what God wants, but repentance from an adulte
rous marriage.

The Scripture clearly say he that marry another mans wife commit adultery doesn&#8217;t it?
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Let me quote Taylor

Quote:
-------------------------Summarizing Jesus&#8217; teaching, we saw that:    Divorcing a wife and marrying another is adultery (Mark 10:11-12).  Marrying 
someone who has been divorced is adultery (Luke 16:18).  Divorcing a spouse for any reason except for fornication is to be guilty of causing your spou
se to commit adultery (Matt. 5:32, 19:9).  We took special note of this last point. The teaching of causing your spouse to commit adultery is often quickl
y passed over in our reading of this passage. This teaching should put a special check on our hearts when we begin to contemplate divorce&#8212;th
ese are indeed challenging words. We saw in the last issue however, that Jesus did give one exception to the guilt of causing your spouse&#8217;s fu
ture adultery, and that was if they were an adulterer already. Albeit, even in the case of adultery, where separation was permitted, remarriage still was 
not granted. This would have meant to live the rest of your life single. Finally, and perhaps most importantly, we saw that even with such difficult teachi
ngs as these, we were not to accomplish them in the flesh but to trust God, who has promised the needed grace to accomplish what He has called us t
o.    Jesus&#8217; teachings are not popular today, and unfortunately, numerous different interpretations abound, turning the words of Christ into nons
ense. Modern interpreters disagree on how to interpret the words of Christ. Over the centuries, Jesus&#8217; teachings have grown increasingly figur
ative. Interestingly, the further you go back in history, the more literal you find the Church on the subject of divorce and many other controversial teachi
ngs.
-------------------------

When looking at the context of this thread one can conclude

Quote:
-------------------------Conclusion    At the beginning of his discussion on marriage and divorce, Paul summarized the teaching of Jesus:    &#8220;And un
to the married I command, yet not I, but the Lord, Let not the wife depart from her husband: But and if she depart, let her remain unmarried or be recon
ciled to her husband: and let not the husband put away his wife.&#8221; (1 Cor. 7:10-11)    Now at the end of the chapter Paul summarizes all his teac
hing as:    &#8220;The wife is bound by the law as long as her husband liveth; but if her husband be dead, she is at liberty to be married to whom she 
will; only in the Lord.&#8221; (1 Cor. 7:39)    Paul begins and ends his discussion on marriage and divorce very succinctly:    The marriage bond is for l
ife; therefore any divorce in the eyes of man is merely a separation.  Therefore, if a divorce occurs only two options are open to us: reconciliation or re
main single.
-------------------------

Thank you for your attention.    

Re: Not Under BondageÂ–Marriage, Divorce, and Remarriage -taylor - posted by RobertW (), on: 2009/1/23 10:19

Quote:
-------------------------Does not speak of second but first marriages, please bring one verse that brings God's blessing on second or any other marriage a
part from the first. I am not saying divorce from unbelievers is what God wants, but repentance from an adulterous marriage.
-------------------------

I'll bring that when you give me just ONE New Testament example of repentance ever requiring a marital breakup? Whe
n divorce was rampant why is there silence? 

 

Re: woman at well, on: 2009/1/23 10:51
I have the following questions:

The woman at the well had five husbands which obviously means that she was remarried five times.  If remarriage itself i
s a perpetual state then Christ would have no authority to forgive that.  The fact that she divorced from all her remarriage
s would serve irrelevent from some of the logic here.  She remarried... that's it.  Unless, of course, the sin of divorce wou
ld now right the wrong of the sin of remarriage?  

Will anyone argue that the woman at the well was forgiven because she technically wasn't remarried because of five div
orces and as such, divorce was her "last sinful state according to the law"...... OR because Jesus said she was forgiven 
and had that authority regardless of her past or present circumstance?  

Could Jesus only forgive her because she was technically not remarried since she was divorced from her last remarriag
e according to the law and therefore, as it stands, divorce is the only forgivable state Jesus could forgive? 

In this situation, is Jesus acting on His ability and authority to forgive as a Savior regardless of the law, OR was He boun
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d by a legal technicality that allowed Him to forgive her?

What reigns in this scenario of Christ's mercy?  Does He have Sovereign authority or was His forgiveness only allowable
by law?

Re: Not Under BondageÂ–Marriage, Divorce, and Remarriage -taylor - posted by RobertW (), on: 2009/1/23 10:51

Quote:
-------------------------The Scripture clearly say he that marry another mans wife commit adultery doesnÂ’t it?
-------------------------

We have hashed this over into such a depth in the past I can better serve you by pointing you to the SI search engine. I 
have written very extensively on it from every angle any of us could think of. Truly I think the issue has been taken down 
to the smallest particles. 

In short, adultery is definitely grounds for divorce, always has been and always will be. It was the death penalty in the Ol
d Testament. Just as surly as if a Christian lies with Allah is idolatry a man that lies with another man's wife has broken 
wedlock (William Tyndale's definition of Adultery). It does not have to result in divorce, but nothing can possibly be more 
plainer than this. David understood the seriousness of what he had done and it's why he killed Uriah the Hittite after tryin
g unsuccessfully to deceive him.

Although I have met and respect Dean I disagree with Him on this. The full counsel of God tells us plainly in two places i
n Matthew that fornication is grounds for divorce. Moreover, I will not be drawn into conflict with Dean either as I conside
r him a dear brother. I think we can disagree on this subject so long as folk don't start calling everyones souls into judgm
ent; that is biting and devouring. Paul says if we bite and devour each other we run the risk of consuming each other. 

When someone calls my marriage an adulterous marriage it is 'biting' me. When I'm around folk that are of that persuasi
on I am always discouraged. I wonder what they are thinking and saying about me. It's like being a convicted felon or so
mething. And I know I speak for many others here also because I have been fielding e-mails and phone calls.     

  

Re:  - posted by RobertW (), on: 2009/1/23 11:01

Quote:
-------------------------Could Jesus only forgive her because she was technically not remarried since she was divorced from her last remarriage according 
to the law and therefore, as it stands, divorce is the only forgivable state? 
-------------------------

If I recall our discussion of this in the past the Jews did not recognize a person on the 5th marriage. This could be why s
he was not married to the man. Bear in mind that the Greek uses the term for 'man' in place of husband. As in - the one 
you are with is not your man.

Jesus gave this women no direction at all. We do not know what He told her to do. Truly there was no practical answer t
o her situation that would fulfill the requirements of all the law. And in an evil and adulterous generation as existed in that
time, there is absolutely no mention of mass marital breakups, etc. This goes back to my point about Job. It takes the co
unsel of God to speak to some situations and not someone trying to figure it out based on their limited knowledge of the 
scriptures and the facts at hand. We are simply not called to sit in judgment of each other like that.  
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Re: , on: 2009/1/23 11:26
Understood Robert.  But I guess my question is:  What allowed Jesus to forgive the woman at the well?  Was it the law t
hat allowed Jesus to forgive (meaning that the woman fit a legal technicality or loophole that could not contrain His autho
rity) or was it His sovereign authority and mercy?

Re:  - posted by RobertW (), on: 2009/1/23 12:21

Quote:
-------------------------CCrider: Was it the law that allowed Jesus to forgive (meaning that the woman fit a legal technicality or loophole that could not contr
ain His authority) or was it His sovereign authority and mercy?
-------------------------

I will try to answer this last question and I must leave off. These conversations simply do not edify the body. It is serious 
discouragement on my end. But the reality is, there was no way for the woman to right her wrongs. She was married 5 ti
mes meaning she was probably unchaste or very hard to live with. Jews could divorce for any reason. Jesus challenged 
that. She could repent and confess her sins and trust Christ to take her from where she was at and into holiness.  

But would it be reasonable for Jesus to tell the woman to go back to the first man? Not under the Law because that woul
d have been an abomination because she was married after they divorced. There was no real solution that would satisfy
everyone. This is what grace and mercy is about. Christ forgave because God is faithful and just to forgive us of our sins
and to cleanse us from all unrighteousness. He is just to forgive because the penalty was paid in full at Calvary. 

As Christians we have to decide if we are going to preach the Gospel or something else. If there is no hope for this evil g
eneration and for folk like myself then what is all this about? What are we preaching for? There are a lot of twisted lives 
out there. They need the good news. There is simply nothing good about news that there is no forgiveness or hope for th
ose in families that had previous marriages. But there is good news in knowing that God loves us and desires us to be s
aved.  

Re: , on: 2009/1/23 12:36
RobertW....  thank you for your input.  I know you have wrestled tremendously in these areas with an open mind and ope
n heart.  I too wrestle and am glad I am not alone in these things. 

Re:  - posted by utilizer001 (), on: 2009/1/23 16:56
I must thank Greg for posting this message by Brother Dean.  After intense study, and seeking Gods will, the position Br
other Dean has taken is the one that I have come to believe.  

There is always the measure of grace when it comes to God's relationship with humanity, and while some may not be ab
le to handle the best that God has for them due to hardness of their hearts, that does not mean that God won't show the
m mercy.

As for me, when my wife left me for another man, God used that to turn me to Him.  I asked Him, Lord, what is your will i
n this? How is this destruction of a marriage covenant, glorifying to you? Do you have someone else for me, was this ma
rriage out of your will the whole time?  And through multiple means God resoundingly said, that the marriage vows made
still stood. And that if I truly wanted the best, then I must learn to not just say I trust Him, but to really trust Him. That I m
ust wait upon Him, and watch what He does.  Through scripture God lead me to know that for me, regardless of what an
yone else says, that for me I must remain single, until He moves a mountain of sin and adultery and reconciles my wife a
nd myself.

Then, in an absolute moment of breaking me of some pride, God showed me How what I had done to Him by living my li
fe the way I had been was the same as the adultery my wife was now committing against me.  If He could forgive me, th
en I could forgive her.  
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And finally, for this posting anyway, he asked if I loved her. I honestly told God yes. He asked if I was willing to let her sli
p into hell, because no one else was willing to pray for her as I would be.  The Bible makes it very clear that adulterers h
ave no place in the Kingdom of God, and unless she repents and is saved, she will spend her eternity in Hell. I told God 
I didn't think that would bring Him the glory that saving her and restoring a broken marriage would. That I wasn't willing t
o do nothing and let the woman I loved so much as to marry go to hell simply because my ego was hurt by her adultery. 

So, as one living the situation at hand out, It is not easy to not "move on with your life" as so many recommend. It means
lonely nights and much heartache. It also means much prayer and drawing closer to God. For those facing this situation,
My recommendation is to think about what your vows were you made, do you hate your spouse so much as to willingly n
ot pray for their souls, and above all else, in honest prayer, seek God and His will.  And if you so choose to stand and fig
ht for your spouse and the covenant you made between God and your spouse, know that you are not alone. You are in t
he minority, but there are others out here like you, and we'll stand beside you in prayer and any other way we can.  

Praying for the reconciliation of broken marriages,

Jason Smith
Oregon

Re:  - posted by HeartSong, on: 2009/1/23 17:32
This matter has been heavy on my heart as I did not understand how the Lord could require something that seems so
impossible.

These are the verses that He brought forth this morning as I prayed:

John 4:16-18 (the woman at the well)
Jesus saith unto her, Go, call thy husband, and come hither. The woman answered and said, I have no husband. Jesus
said unto her, Thou hast well said, I have no husband: For thou hast had five husbands; and he whom thou now hast is
not thy husband: in that saidst thou truly. 

John 8:10-11 (the woman caught in adultery) 
When Jesus had lifted up himself, and saw none but the woman, he said unto her, Woman, where are those thine
accusers? hath no man condemned thee? She said, No man, Lord. And Jesus said unto her, Neither do I condemn
thee: go, and sin no more. 

Luke 14:25-26 
And there went great multitudes with him: and he turned, and said unto them, If any man come to me, and hate not his
father, and mother, and wife, and children, and brethren, and sisters, yea, and his own life also, he cannot be my
disciple. 

But above all, it was these words that struck deepest:

What the Lord requires, He will also provide.
If we turn our heart towards Him in obedience, He will make the way.

And I can attest that in my life, time, and time again, He has done precisely that - provided for that which He has require
d - many times before the requirement ever arose. That we would believe He would box us in a corner, with no way out, 
must cause Him much grief. He has the answer ready, if we would but only believe.
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Re:  - posted by rbanks, on: 2009/1/23 19:17
Dear Brethren,

I just couldnÂ’t stay away. Here is a website that I recommend on marriage over all others. It is the most biblical on marri
age I have seen. The website is www.covenantkeepers.org and here is a brief excerpt on divorce/remarriage.

 (3) You should not divorce because of the extreme harm it causes to everyone involved. Divorce is as hurtful and destru
ctive as ripping a personÂ’s body apart while they are still alive. The Bible declares that a marriage begins when two peo
ple are united as "one flesh" (Gen. 2:24). This phrase literally means one body or one person. Therefore, if you divorce y
ou rip apart something that God has joined together. Remember, "What God has joined together, let not man separate" (
Matt. 19:6).

Even though I have never been divorced, I do have personal experience with the devastation of divorce. I grew up in a f
amily where I saw my father leave my mother, and I watched the anguish, tears, and destruction first-hand. I know what i
tÂ’s like being used as a bargaining chip between parents. I know the struggles of growing up in a single parent family wi
th no father. IÂ’ve personally lived through this destruction. I can say without a doubt, that it is a cruel and harmful experi
ence that you donÂ’t want. God knows that divorce is not just one personÂ’s problem, itÂ’s an entire familyÂ’s crisis.

My point is this, God calls us to keep our commitments. I know some of you are in difficult marriages right now. But reme
mber, Paul declared, "If it is possible, as much as depends on you, live peaceably with all men" (Rom. 12:18). I quote thi
s passage often when I do marriage counseling. Notice again, Scripture always makes your personal responsibility the p
rimary issue. Paul says, "as much as depends on you." In other words, you are responsible to do all you can to honor yo
ur commitments. Are you taking heed to your spirit? Are you doing all that is within your power to live peaceably with you
r spouse? Are you seeking God for His grace to keep your vow of love?

However, there is a balance within this passage. Paul also said, "If it is possible." That phrase obviously implies that som
etimes it is not possible to live at peace with someone. That is a sad situation, but it happens. Let me make this clear, it t
akes two people to make a marriage work. If you are reading this and your spouse has run off with someone else and di
vorced you, I donÂ’t want you to feel condemned by these statements. All you should consider is, did you do all you coul
d to save the marriage? Remember, God only holds you responsible for your actions. If your spouse chooses to resist re
conciliation there is very little you can do about it. However, whenever I make statements like this, people usually ask, "A
re you saying that there are some cases where divorce and remarriage may be permissible?" My answer is, yes, there a
re reasons given in Scripture for divorce and remarriage. Then people say, "But isnÂ’t this a contradiction of what youÂ’v
e just said?" No it isnÂ’t. Let me explain.

Let me give you two biblical reasons for divorce and remarriage. Jesus gives the first reason when He answers the Phari
seesÂ’ question in Matthew 19: "The Pharisees also came to Him, testing Him, and saying to Him, Â‘Is it lawful for a ma
n to divorce his wife for just any reason?Â’ " (vs. 3). The question is, can someone divorce for any reason. Jesus plainly 
teaches that you canÂ’t divorce for any reason, because GodÂ’s desire from the beginning was for one woman to be ma
rried to one man for life (vs. 4-6). The Pharisees responded with another question. "Why then did Moses command to gi
ve a certificate of divorce, and to put her away?" (vs. 7). Jesus explains that Moses did not command people to divorce; i
t was only permitted or allowed because of the hardness of menÂ’s hearts (vs. 8). Jesus admits that divorce is permitted
in Scripture. Then Jesus gives the reason it is permitted: "I say to you, whoever divorces his wife, except for sexual imm
orality, and marries another, commits adultery; and whoever marries her who is divorced commits adultery" (vs.9).

Note that Jesus is the one who gives the exception to the rule, not me. He said, "except for sexual immorality." This exce
ption is not a command; itÂ’s an allowable release. I have seen many couples where adultery took place, and the offend
ed partner chose not to divorce because of the humility and repentance of the offending spouse. Many of these marriage
s have reconciled and become stronger as a result of their reconciliation. However, when a person continues to practice 
sexual immorality and refuses to repent of his or her offense, or he or she runs off to marry into the adulterous relationsh
ip, I believe that this is evidence of a hardened heart -- the reason Jesus gave this exception.

Regardless, there are many Christians who believe that there are no exceptions allowing divorce. I believe that this posit
ion is indefensible based on the teachings of Christ in Matthew 19. Judging from the letters and e-mails I get from peopl
e on this topic, many Christians are confused about what Scripture teaches. For any teacher to deny the exception of se
xual immorality as an option for a Christian, I believe, is to take away from GodÂ’s Word. Scripture clearly states that ad
ding to or taking away from His Word is a very serious offense (Deut. 4:2; Prov. 30:5-6; Rev. 22:18-19).
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Paul also gives a second reason for divorce and remarriage: when an unbeliever abandons and wants to divorce a belie
ving spouse. We will cover this issue later in this study. This reason is found in 1 Cor. 7:15.

However, before we go any further I know many people reading these words are having problems with the idea of excep
tions. Many people have said to me, "When you give an exception to the marriage covenant, you give people an easy ou
t. They look for a loophole and simply run from their responsibility. They take this option as their first choice instead of as
a last resort."

First, let me say that divorce never offers an easy out. It harms and scars all concerned because it rips apart a marriage 
and a family. Unfortunately, I have to agree that some people do look for loopholes and donÂ’t take responsibility for the
mselves and the commitment they have made. This is his or her own loss. But, I canÂ’t change GodÂ’s Word and remov
e an option because I want to force someone to be responsible. No one has the right to put his or her own opinions into 
Scripture just because he or she has gone through a messy divorce. Yes, I do believe you should work with everything y
ou have to seek reconciliation with your mate. But, if he or she refuses to reconcile, continues in an adulterous relations
hip, or determines to abandon you, divorce is an available option.

Others say, "But shouldnÂ’t you continue to strive to make the marriage work?" Yes, you should strive for reconciliation, 
but there is a point at which you can strive contrary to reality. Even God Himself has said, "My Spirit shall not strive with 
man forever" (Gen. 6:3). God saw the reality, "that the wickedness of man was great in the earth, and that every intent of
the thoughts of his heart was only evil continually" (Gen. 6:5). God made this statement concerning mankind and then br
ought the flood upon the earth. The Lord took the same action with the Jews who were unfaithful to Him. He pursued the
m, striving to bring them to repentance. But, when it was clear that they would not turn from their idolatry, He sent them i
nto captivity and turned away from them (2 Chronicles 36:16; Deut. 32:15-20). There are husbands and wives just like th
e Jews, who harden their hearts and stiffen their necks, who will not respond. No matter what overture of love you make 
toward them, they reject it. In these situations you need to understand that you canÂ’t force someone to do what they wil
lfully refuse to do.

The Command To Christians Who Do Divorce

Paul now turns his attention to Christians who do choose to divorce without biblical grounds. He declares, "But even if sh
e does depart, let her remain unmarried or be reconciled to her husband. And a husband is not to divorce his wife" (vs. 1
1). Paul first states the ideal in verse 10 that Christians should not get divorced, but then turns right around and acknowl
edges that he knows some will depart from each other.

If you have divorced without the biblical grounds of adultery or the abandonment of your unbelieving spouse, what does 
Scripture command you to do? Paul makes it absolutely clear that you have only two options: You must remain unmarrie
d or be reconciled to your mate. Notice again that this instruction continues to communicate the overall biblical priority of
being faithful to your marriage vows.

What should you do if you have already disobeyed this command and have divorced your spouse and remarried another
? This question is usually followed by two additional questions. Have I committed an unpardonable sin and should I divor
ce the new spouse and remarry my previous partner?

LetÂ’s deal with the second question first. Should you divorce your new spouse and remarry the one you divorced? Abs
olutely not! This would be total confusion and would only tear apart more lives. You should simply ask God for His forgiv
eness and remain in the marriage youÂ’re in now. Let me explain the biblical principles upon which I base this counsel.

(1) Remain in the state you are in. After Paul explained the principles of marriage and divorce in 1 Cor. 7:1-16, he then e
ncouraged all believers not to try to escape their present circumstances. He gave two examples: That of circumcision an
d being a servant of another person. He concluded with the general principle: "Brethren, let each one remain with God in
that state in which he was called" (1 Cor. 7:24). Paul then applied this same principle to marriage. "I suppose therefore t
hat this is good because of the present distress--that it is good for a man to remain as he is: Are you bound to a wife? D
o not seek to be loosed. Are you loosed from a wife? Do not seek a wife" (1 Cor. 7:26-27). In other words, Paul was expl
aining that they should simply stay in whatever relationship they were in.

(2) In the Old Testament, Moses commanded the people not to return to a wife they had divorced after marrying another
because that would be an abomination. "When a man takes a wife and marries her, and it happens that she finds no fav
or in his eyes because he has found some uncleanness in her, and he writes her a certificate of divorce, puts it in her ha
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nd, and sends her out of his house, when she has departed from his house, and goes and becomes another man's wife, 
if the latter husband detests her and writes her a certificate of divorce, puts it in her hand, and sends her out of his hous
e, or if the latter husband dies who took her as his wife, then her former husband who divorced her must not take her ba
ck to be his wife after she has been defiled; for that is an abomination before the LORD" (Deut. 24:1-4). People often as
k if this concept can or should be brought into the New Testament. I believe that you should accept this principle becaus
e this is the same passage Jesus used to allow someone to divorce in Matthew 19. Therefore, if Jesus used this passag
e to allow for divorce due to moral uncleanness in a wife, shouldnÂ’t you also consider the rest of the passage concernin
g returning to a previous marriage partner?

To answer the second question: When people divorce and marry another without biblical grounds, is this an unpardonab
le sin? It surely is sin, but it is not an unpardonable sin. Jesus said, "Every sin and blasphemy will be forgiven men" (Mat
t. 12:31). I would emphasize the word every in this text. I bring this issue up because there are those who would deny for
giveness for this sin. However, I can not do that! If I did declare this sin was unforgivable, then I would be adding to the 
Word of God again. Let me be absolutely clear. There is only one unpardonable sin, which is the rejection of the Spirit of
God and the testimony concerning Christ until the day of a personÂ’s death. That is the only unpardonable sin. See Heb.
10:29 and 1 John 5:10-16.

Consequently, when I make these statements about forgiveness people have said to me, "With this philosophy of forgive
ness, you are giving people the license to sin." My response is this: If someone takes GodÂ’s grace, mercy, and forgiven
ess and uses it as a license to sin that would obviously be wrong. I canÂ’t keep people from doing that. However, I will n
ot give people incorrect or unbiblical counsel to try and keep them from sinning or scare them into obedience. That woul
d be equally wrong on my part.

In addition, if you were divorced and remarried before you became a Christian, then you can also be assured that you h
ave a new and cleansed standing in the grace that is in Christ Jesus. Paul declared, "Therefore, if anyone is in Christ, he
is a new creation; old things have passed away; behold, all things have become new" (2 Cor. 5:17). He does not say so
me things become new, but all things become new. All your failures and sins are washed away and you have a new star
t with God. Praise Him for His grace.

Blessings to you all!

Re:  - posted by pastorfrin, on: 2009/1/23 19:44
Divorce & Remarriage: A Position Paper

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------
By John Piper July 21, 1986 

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Note (added May 5, 1989): Readers of this paper should be sure to consult the official position paper of the Council of D
eacons of Bethlehem Baptist Church entitled, A Statement on Divorce and Remarriage in the Life of Bethlehem Baptist 
Church . That document, dated May 2, 1989, represents the position on divorce and remarriage that will guide the churc
h in matters of membership and discipline. The paper you hold in your hands is NOT the official church position on divor
ce and remarriage. It is my own understanding of the Scriptures and therefore the guidelines for my own life and teachin
g and ministerial involvement in weddings. But I intend to respect the official statement (having written the first draft mys
elf) as our guide in matters of membership and discipline. I make this paper available so that the basis for certain statem
ents in the official paper can be readily obtained.

Background and Introduction
All of my adult life, until I was faced with the necessity of dealing with divorce and remarriage in the pastoral context, I he
ld the prevailing Protestant view that remarriage after divorce was Biblically sanctioned in cases where divorce had resul
ted from desertion or persistent adultery. Only when I was compelled, some years ago, in teaching through the gospel of
Luke, to deal with Jesus' absolute statement in Luke 16:18 did I begin to question that inherited position.

I felt an immense burden in having to teach our congregation what the revealed will of God is in this matter of divorce an
d remarriage. I was not unaware that among my people there were those who had been divorced and remarried, and tho
se who had been divorced and remained unmarried, and those who were in the process of divorce or contemplating it as
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a possibility. I knew that this was not an academic exercise, but would immediately affect many people very deeply.

I was also aware of the horrendous statistics in our own country, as well as other Western countries, concerning the nu
mber of marriages that were ending in divorce, and the numbers of people who were forming second marriages and thir
d marriages. In my study of Ephesians 5 I had become increasingly persuaded that there is a deep and profound signific
ance to the union of husband and wife in "one flesh" as a parable of the relationship between Christ and his church.

All of these things conspired to create a sense of solemnity and seriousness as I weighed the meaning and the implicati
on of the Biblical texts on divorce and remarriage. The upshot of that crucial experience was the discovery of what I beli
eve is a New Testament prohibition of all remarriage except in the case where a spouse has died. I do not claim to have 
seen or said the last word on this issue, nor am I above correction, should I prove to be wrong. I am aware that men mor
e godly than I have taken different views. Nevertheless, every person and church must teach and live according to the di
ctates of its own conscience informed by a serious study of Scripture.

Therefore this paper is an attempt to state my own understanding of the issues and their foundation in Scripture. It serve
s, then, as a Biblical rationale for why I feel constrained to make the decisions I do with regard to whose marriages I will 
perform and what sort of church discipline seems appropriate in regard to divorce and remarriage.

If I were to give exhaustive expositions of each relevant text the paper would become a very large book. Therefore, what
I plan to do is to give brief explanations of each of the crucial texts with some key exegetical arguments. There will be, n
o doubt, many questions that can be raised and I hope to be able to learn from those questions, and do my best to answ
er them in the discussion that will surround this paper.

It seems that the most efficient way to approach the issue is to simply give a list of reasons, based on Biblical texts, why 
I believe that the New Testament prohibits all remarriage except where a spouse has died. So what follows is a list of su
ch arguments.

Eleven Reasons Why I Believe All Remarriage After Divorce Is Prohibited While Both Spouses Are Alive
1. Luke 16:18 calls all remarriage after divorce adultery.

Luke 16:18: Everyone who divorces his wife and marries another commits adultery, and he who marries a woman divorc
ed from her husband commits adultery.

1.1 This verse shows that Jesus does not recognize divorce as terminating a marriage in God's sight. The reason a seco
nd marriage is called adultery is because the first one is considered to still be valid. So Jesus is taking a stand against th
e Jewish culture in which all divorce was considered to carry with it the right of remarriage.

1.2 The second half of the verse shows that not merely the divorcing man is guilty of adultery when he remarries, but als
o any man who marries a divorced woman.

1.3 Since there are no exceptions mentioned in the verse, and since Jesus is clearly rejecting the common cultural conc
eption of divorce as including the right of remarriage, the first readers of this gospel would have been hard-put to argue f
or any exceptions on the basis that Jesus shared the cultural assumption that divorce for unfaithfulness or desertion free
d a spouse for remarriage.

2. Mark 10:11-12 call all remarriage after divorce adultery whether it is the husband or the wife who does the divorcing.

Mark 10:11-12: And he said to them, 'Whoever divorces his wife and marries another commits adultery against her; 12 a
nd if she divorces her husband and marries another, she commits adultery.'

2.1 This text repeats the first half of Luke 16:18 but goes farther and says that not only the man who divorces, but also a
woman who divorces, and then remarries is committing adultery.

2.2 As in Luke 16:18, there are no exceptions mentioned to this rule.

3. Mark 10:2-9 and Matthew 19:3-8 teach that Jesus rejected the Pharisees' justification of divorce from Deuteronomy 2
4:1 and reasserted the purpose of God in creation that no human being separate what God has joined together.
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Mark 10:2-9: And some Pharisees came up to Him, testing Him, and began to question Him whether it was lawful for a 
man to divorce his wife. 3 And He answered and said to them, 'What did Moses command you?' 4 And they said, 'Moses
permitted a man to write a certificate of divorce and send her away.' 5 But Jesus said to them, 'Because of your hardnes
s of heart he wrote you this commandment. 6 But from the beginning of creation, God made them male and female. 7 Fo
r this cause a man shall leave his father and mother, 8 and the two shall become one flesh; consequently they are no lo
nger two, but one flesh. 9 What therefore God has joined together, let no man separate.'

Matthew 19:3-9: And some Pharisees came to Him, testing Him, and saying, "Is it lawful for a man to divorce his wife for 
any cause at all?" 4 And He answered and said, "Have you not read, that He who created them from the beginning mad
e them male and female, 5 and said, 'For this cause a man shall leave his father and mother, and shall cleave to his wife
; and the two shall become one flesh'? 6 Consequently they are no more two, but one flesh. What therefore God has join
ed together, let no man separate." 7They said to Him, "Why then did Moses command to give her a certificate and divorc
e her?" 8 He said to them, "Because of your hardness of heart, Moses permitted you to divorce your wives; but from the 
beginning it has not been this way. 9 And I say to you, whoever divorces his wife, except for immorality, and marries ano
ther commits adultery."

3.1 In both Matthew and Mark the Pharisees come to Jesus and test him by asking him whether it is lawful for a man to 
divorce his wife. They evidently have in mind the passage in Deuteronomy 24:1 which simply describes divorce as a fact
rather than giving any legislation in favor of it. They wonder how Jesus will take a position with regard to this passage.

3.2 Jesus' answer is, "For your hardness of heart Moses allowed you to divorce your wives" (Mt. 19:8).

3.3 But then Jesus criticizes the Pharisees' failure to recognize in the books of Moses God's deepest and original intenti
on for marriage. So he quotes two passages from Genesis. "God made them male and female. ...For this reason a man 
shall leave his father and mother and be joined to his wife, and the two shall become one flesh" (Genesis 1:27; 2:24).

3.4 From these passages in Genesis Jesus concludes, "So they are no longer two, but one." And then he makes his cli
maxing statement, "What therefore God has joined together, let no man put asunder."

3.5 The implication is that Jesus rejects the Pharisees' use of Deuteronomy 24:1 and raises the standard of marriage for
his disciples to God's original intention in creation. He says that none of us should try to undo the "one-flesh" relationship
which God has united.

3.6 Before we jump to the conclusion that this absolute statement should be qualified in view of the exception clause ("e
xcept for unchastity") mentioned in Matthew 19:9, we should seriously entertain the possibility that the exception clause i
n Matthew 19:9 should be understood in the light of the absolute statement of Matthew 19:6, ("let no man put asunder") 
especially since the verses that follow this conversation with the Pharisees in Mark 10 do not contain any exception whe
n they condemn remarriage. More on this below.

4. Matthew 5:32 does not teach that remarriage is lawful in some cases. Rather it reaffirms that marriage after divorce is 
adultery, even for those who have been divorced innocently, and that a man who divorces his wife is guilty of the adulter
y of her second marriage unless she had already become an adulteress before the divorce.

Matthew 5:32: But I say to you that everyone who divorces his wife, except on the ground of unchastity, makes her an a
dulteress; and whoever marries a divorced woman commits adultery.

4.1 Jesus assumes that in most situations in that culture a wife who has been put away by a husband will be drawn into 
a second marriage. Nevertheless, in spite of these pressures, he calls this second marriage adultery.

4.2 The remarkable thing about the first half of this verse is that it plainly says that the remarriage of a wife who has bee
n innocently put away is nevertheless adultery: "Everyone who divorces his wife, except on the ground of unchastity, ma
kes her (the innocent wife who has not been unchaste) an adulteress." This is a clear statement, it seems to me, that re
marriage is wrong not merely when a person is guilty in the process of divorce, but also when a person is innocent. In ot
her words, Jesus' opposition to remarriage seems to be based on the unbreakableness of the marriage bond by anythin
g but death.

4.3 I will save my explanation of the exception clause ("Except on the ground of unchastity") for later in the paper, but for
now, it may suffice to say that on the traditional interpretation of the clause, it may simply mean that a man makes his wif
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e an adulteress except in the case where she has made herself one.

4.4 I would assume that since an innocent wife who is divorced commits adultery when she remarries, therefore a guilty 
wife who remarries after divorce is all the more guilty. If one argues that this guilty woman is free to remarry, while the in
nocent woman who has been put away is not, just because the guilty woman's adultery has broken the "one flesh" relati
onship, then one is put in the awkward position of saying to an innocent divorced woman, "If you now commit adultery it 
will be lawful for you to remarry." This seems wrong for at least two reasons.

4.41 It seems to elevate the physical act of sexual intercourse to be the decisive element in marital union and disunion.

4.42 If sexual union with another breaks the marriage bond and legitimizes remarriage, then to say that an innocently div
orced wife can't remarry (as Jesus does say) assumes that her divorcing husband is not divorcing to have sexual relatio
ns with another. This is a very unlikely assumption. More likely is that Jesus does assume some of these divorcing husb
ands will have sexual relations with another woman, but still the wives they have divorced may not remarry. Therefore, a
dultery does not nullify the "one-flesh" relationship of marriage and both the innocent and guilty spouses are prohibited fr
om remarriage in Matthew 5:32.

5. 1 Corinthians 7:10-11 teaches that divorce is wrong but that if it is inevitable the person who divorces should not rema
rry.

1 Corinthians 7:10-11: To the married I give charge, not I but the Lord, that the wife should not separate from her husba
nd 11 (but if she does, let her remain single or else be reconciled to her husband)Â—and that the husband should not di
vorce his wife.

5.1 When Paul says that this charge is not his but the Lord's, I think he means that he is aware of a specific saying from 
the historical Jesus which addressed this issue. As a matter of fact, these verses look very much like Mark 10:11-12, be
cause both the wife and the husband are addressed. Also, remarriage seems to be excluded by verse ll the same way it 
is excluded in Mark 10:11-12.

5.2 Paul seems to be aware that separation will be inevitable in certain cases. Perhaps he has in mind a situation of unr
epentant adultery, or desertion, or brutality. But in such a case he says that the person who feels constrained to separat
e should not seek remarriage but remain single. And he reinforces the authority of this statement by saying he has a wor
d from the Lord. Thus Paul's interpretation of Jesus' sayings is that remarriage should not be pursued.

5.3 As in Luke 16:18 and Mark 10:11-12 and Matthew 5:32, this text does not explicitly entertain the possibility of any ex
ceptions to the prohibition of remarriage.

6. 1 Corinthians 7:39 and Romans 7:1-3 teach that remarriage is legitimate only after the death of a spouse.

1 Corinthians 7:39: A wife is bound to her husband as long as he lives. If the husband dies, she is free to be married to 
whom she wishes, only in the Lord.

Romans 7:1-3, Do you not know, brethrenÂ—for I am speaking to those who know the lawÂ—that the law is binding on 
a person only during his life? 2 Thus a married woman is bound by law to her husband as long as he lives; but if her hus
band dies she is discharged from the law concerning her husband. 3 Accordingly, she will be called an adulteress if she l
ives with another man while her husband is alive. But if her husband dies she is free from that law, if she marries anothe
r man she is not an adulteress.

6.1 Both of these passages (1 Corinthians 7:39; Romans 7:2) say explicitly that a woman is bound to her husband as lon
g as he lives. No exceptions are explicitly mentioned that would suggest she could be free from her husband to remarry 
on any other basis.

7. Matthew 19:10-12 teaches that special Christian grace is given by God to Christ's disciples to sustain them in singlen
ess when they renounce remarriage according to the law of Christ.

Matthew 19:10-12: The disciples said to him, 'If such is the case of a man with his wife, it is not expedient to marry.' 11 B
ut he said to them, 'Not all men can receive this precept, but only those to whom it is given. 12 For there are eunuches w
ho have been so from birth, and there are eunuches who have been made eunuches by men, and there are eunuches w
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ho have made themselves eunuches for the sake of the kingdom of heaven. He who is able to receive this, let him recei
ve it.

7.1 Just preceding this passage in Matthew 19:9 Jesus prohibited all remarriage after divorce. (I will deal with the meani
ng of "except for immorality" below.) This seemed like an intolerable prohibition to Jesus' disciples: If you close off every 
possibility of remarriage, then you make marriage so risky that it would be better not to marry, since you might be "trapp
ed" to live as a single person to the rest of your life or you may be "trapped" in a bad marriage.

7.2 Jesus does not deny the tremendous difficulty of his command. Instead, he says in verse ll, that the enablement to fu
lfill the command not to remarry is a divine gift to his disciples. Verse 12 is an argument that such a life is indeed possibl
e because there are people who for the sake of the kingdom, as well as lower reasons, have dedicated themselves to liv
e a life of singleness.

7.3 Jesus is not saying that some of his disciples have the ability to obey his command not to remarry and some don't. H
e is saying that the mark of a disciple is that they receive a gift of continence while non-disciples don't. The evidence for 
this is l) the parallel between Matthew 19:11 and 13:11, 2) the parallel between Matthew 19:12 and 13:9,43; 11:15, and 
3) the parallel between Matthew 19:11 and 19:26.

8. Deuteronomy 24:1-4 does not legislate grounds for divorce but teaches that the "one-flesh" relationship established b
y marriage is not obliterated by divorce or even by remarriage.

Deuteronomy 24:1-4: When a man takes a wife and marries her, and it happens that she finds no favor in his eyes beca
use he has found some indecency in her, and he writes her a certificate of divorce and puts it in her hand and sends her 
out from his house, 2 and she leaves his house and goes and becomes another man's wife, 3 and if the latter husband t
urns against her and writes her a certificate of divorce and puts it in her hand and sends her out of his house, or if the lat
ter husband dies who took her to be his wife, 4 then her former husband who sent her away is not allowed to take her ag
ain to be his wife, since she has been defiled; for that is an abomination before the LORD, and you shall not bring sin on
the land which the LORD your God gives you as an inheritance.

8.1 The remarkable thing about these four verses is that, while divorce is taken for granted, nevertheless the woman wh
o is divorced becomes "defiled" by her remarriage (verse 4). It may well be that when the Pharisees asked Jesus if divor
ce was legitimate he based his negative answer not only on God's intention expressed in Genesis 1:27 and 2:24, but als
o on the implication of Deuteronomy 24:4 that remarriage after divorce defiles a person. In other words, there were ampl
e clues in the Mosaic law that the divorce concession was on the basis of the hardness of man's heart and really did not 
make divorce and remarriage legitimate.

8.2 The prohibition of a wife returning to her first husband even after her second husband dies (because it is an abomina
tion) suggests very strongly that today no second marriage should be broken up in order to restore a first one (for Heth a
nd Wenham's explanation of this see Jesus and Divorce, page 110).

9. 1 Corinthians 7:15 does not mean that when a Christian is deserted by an unbelieving spouse he or she is free to rem
arry. It means that the Christian is not bound to fight in order to preserve togetherness. Separation is permissible if the u
nbelieving partner insists on it.

1 Corinthians 7:15: If the unbelieving partner desires to separate, let it be so; in such a case the brother or sister is not b
ound. For God has called us to peace.

9.1 There are several reasons why the phrase "is not bound" should not be construed to mean "is free to remarry."

9.11 Marriage is an ordinance of creation binding on all of God's human creatures, irrespective of their faith or lack of fait
h.

9.12 The word used for "bound" (douloo) in verse 15 is not the same word used in verse 39 where Paul says, "A wife is 
bound (deo) to her husband as long as he lives." Paul consistently uses deo when speaking of the legal aspect of being 
bound to one marriage partner (Romans 7:2; l Corinthians 7:39), or to one's betrothed (l Corinthians 7:27). But when he 
refers to a deserted spouse not being bound in l Corinthians 7:15, he chooses a different word (douloo) which we would 
expect him to do if he were not giving a deserted spouse the same freedom to remarry that he gives to a spouse whose 
partner has died (verse 39).
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9.13 The last phrase of verse 15 ("God has called us to peace") supports verse 15 best if Paul is saying that a deserted 
partner is not "bound to make war" on the deserting unbeliever to get him or her to stay. It seems to me that the peace G
od has called us to is the peace of marital harmony. Therefore, if the unbelieving partner insists on departing, then the b
elieving partner is not bound to live in perpetual conflict with the unbelieving spouse, but is free and innocent in letting hi
m or her go.

9.14 This interpretation also preserves a closer harmony to the intention of verses 10-11, where an inevitable separation
does not result in the right of remarriage.

10. 1 Corinthians 7:27-28 does not teach the right of divorced persons to remarry. It teaches that betrothed virgins shoul
d seriously consider the life of singleness, but do not sin if they marry.

1 Corinthians 7:27-28: Are you bound to a wife? Do not seek to be free. Are you free from a wife? Do not seek marriage.
28 But if you marry, you do not sin, and if a virgin marries, she does not sin.

10.1 Recently some people have argued that this passage deals with divorced people because in verse 27 Paul asks, "A
re you free (literally: loosed) from a wife?" Some have assumed that he means, "Are you divorced?" Thus he would be s
aying in verse 28 that it is not sin when divorced people remarry. There are several reasons why this interpretation is mo
st unlikely.

10.11 Verse 25 signals that Paul is beginning a new section and dealing with a new issue. He says, "Now concerning th
e virgins (ton parthenon) I have no command of the Lord, but I give my opinion as one who by the Lord's mercy is trustw
orthy." He has already dealt with the problem of divorced people in verses 10-16. Now he takes up a new issue about th
ose who are not yet married, and he signals this by saying, "Now concerning the virgins." Therefore, it is very unlikely th
at the people referred to in verses 27 and 28 are divorced.

10.12 A flat statement that it is not sin for divorced people to be remarried (verse 28) would contradict verse ll, where he 
said that a woman who has separated from her husband should remain single.

10.13 Verse 36 is surely describing the same situation in view in verses 27 and 28, but clearly refers to a couple that is n
ot yet married. "If anyone thinks that he is not behaving properly toward his virgin, if his passions are strong, and it has t
o be, let him do as he wishes: let them marryÂ—it is no sin." This is the same as verse 28 where Paul says, "But if you 
marry, you do not sin."

10.14 The reference in verse 27 to being bound to a "wife" may be misleading because it may suggest that the man is al
ready married. But in Greek the word for wife is simply "woman" and may refer to a man's betrothed as well as his spous
e. The context dictates that the reference is to a man's betrothed virgin, not to his spouse. So "being bound" and "being l
oosed" have reference to whether a person is betrothed or not.

10.15 It is significant that the verb Paul uses for "loosed" (luo) or "free" is not a word that he uses for divorce. Paul's wor
ds for divorce are chorizo (verses 10,11,15; cf. Matthew 19:6) and aphienai (verses 11,12,13).

11. The exception clause of Matthew 19:9 need not imply that divorce on account of adultery frees a person to be remarr
ied. All the weight of the New Testament evidence given in the preceding ten points is against this view, and there are s
everal ways to make good sense out of this verse so that it does not conflict with the broad teaching of the New Testam
ent that remarriage after divorce is prohibited.

Matthew 19:9: And I say to you: whoever divorces his wife, except for immorality, and marries another, commits adultery
.

11.1 Several years ago I taught our congregation in two evening services concerning my understanding of this verse an
d argued that "except for immorality" did not refer to adultery but to premarital sexual fornication which a man or a woma
n discovers in the betrothed partner. Since that time I have discovered other people who hold this view and who have gi
ven it a much more scholarly exposition than I did. I have also discovered numerous other ways of understanding this ve
rse which also exclude the legitimacy of remarriage. Several of these are summed up in William Heth and Gordon J. We
nham, Jesus and Divorce (Nelson: 1984).
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11.2 Here I will simply give a brief summary of my own view of Matthew 19:9 and how I came to it.

I began, first of all, by being troubled that the absolute form of Jesus' denunciation of divorce and remarriage in Mark 10:
11,12 and Luke 16:18 is not preserved by Matthew, if in fact his exception clause is a loophole for divorce and remarriag
e. I was bothered by the simple assumption that so many writers make that Matthew is simply making explicit something
that would have been implicitly understood by the hearers of Jesus or the readers of Mark 10 and Luke 16.

Would they really have assumed that the absolute statements included exceptions? I have very strong doubts, and there
fore my inclination is to inquire whether or not in fact Matthew's exception clause conforms to the absoluteness of Mark 
and Luke.

The second thing that began to disturb me was the question, Why does Matthew use the word porneia ("except for immo
rality") instead of the word moicheia which means adultery? Almost all commentators seem to make the simple assumpti
on again that porneia means adultery in this context. The question nags at me why Matthew would not use the word for 
adultery, if that is in fact what he meant.

Then I noticed something very interesting. The only other place besides Matthew 5:32 and 19:9 where Matthew uses the
word porneiais in 15:19 where it is used alongside of moicheia. Therefore, the primary contextual evidence for Matthew's
usage is that he conceives of porneia as something different than adultery. Could this mean, then, that Matthew conceiv
es of porneia in its normal sense of fornication or incest (l Corinthians 5:1) rather than adultery?

A. Isaksson agrees with this view of porneia and sums up his research much like this on pages 134-5 of Marriage and M
inistry:

Thus we cannot get away from the fact that the distinction between what was to be regarded as porneia and what was to
be regarded as moicheia was very strictly maintained in pre-Christian Jewish literature and in the N.T. Porneia may, of c
ourse, denote different forms of forbidden sexual relations, but we can find no unequivocal examples of the use of this w
ord to denote a wife's adultery. Under these circumstances we can hardly assume that this word means adultery in the cl
auses in Matthew. The logia on divorce are worded as a paragraph of the law, intended to be obeyed by the members of
the Church. Under these circumstances it is inconceivable that in a text of this nature the writer would not have maintain
ed a clear distinction between what was unchastity and what was adultery: moicheia and not porneia was used to descri
be the wife's adultery. From the philological point of view there are accordingly very strong arguments against this interpr
etation of the clauses as permitting divorce in the case in which the wife was guilty of adultery.

The next clue in my search for an explanation came when I stumbled upon the use of porneia in John 8:41 where Jewis
h leaders indirectly accuse Jesus of being born of porneia. In other words, since they don't accept the virgin birth, they a
ssume that Mary had committed fornication and Jesus was the result of this act. On the basis of that clue I went back to 
study Matthew's record of Jesus' birth in Matthew 1:18-20. This was extremely enlightening.

In these verses Joseph and Mary are referred to as husband (aner) and wife (gunaika). Yet they are described as only b
eing betrothed to each other. This is probably owing to the fact that the words for husband and wife are simply man and 
woman and to the fact that betrothal was a much more significant commitment then than engagement is today. In verse 
19 Joseph resolves "to divorce" Mary. The word for divorce is the same as the word in Matthew 5:32 and 19:9. But most 
important of all, Matthew says that Joseph was "just" in making the decision to divorce Mary, presumably on account of 
her porneia, fornication.

Therefore, as Matthew proceeded to construct the narrative of his gospel, he finds himself in chapter 5 and then later in 
chapter 19 needing to prohibit all remarriage after divorce (as taught by Jesus) and yet to allow for "divorces" like the on
e Joseph contemplated toward his betrothed whom he thought guilty of fornication (porneia). Therefore, Matthew include
s the exception clause in particular to exonerate Joseph, but also in general to show that the kind of "divorce" that one m
ight pursue during a betrothal on account of fornication is not included in Jesus' absolute prohibition.

A common objection to this interpretation is that both in Matthew 19:3-8 and in Matthew 5:31-32 the issue Jesus is respo
nding to is marriage not betrothal. The point is pressed that "except for fornication" is irrelevant to the context of marriag
e.

My answer is that this irrelevancy is just the point Matthew wants to make. We may take it for granted that the breakup o
f an engaged couple over fornication is not an evil "divorce" and does not prohibit remarriage. But we cannot assume th

Page 54/56



Articles and Sermons :: Not Under BondageÂ–Marriage, Divorce, and Remarriage -taylor

at Matthew's readers would take this for granted.

Even in Matthew 5:32, where it seems pointless for us to exclude "the case of fornication" (since we can't see how a betr
othed virgin could be "made an adulteress" in any case), it may not be pointless for Matthew's readers. For that matter, it
may not be pointless for any readers: if Jesus had said, "Every man who divorces his woman makes her an adulteress," 
a reader could legitimately ask: "Then was Joseph about to make Mary an adulteress?" We may say this question is not 
reasonable since we think you can't make unmarried women adulteresses. But it certainly is not meaningless or, perhap
s for some readers, pointless, for Matthew to make explicit the obvious exclusion of the case of fornication during betroth
al.

This interpretation of the exception clause has several advantages:

It does not force Matthew to contradict the plain, absolute meaning of Mark and Luke and the whole range of New Testa
ment teaching set forth above in sections 1-10, including Matthew's own absolute teaching in 19:3-8 
It provides an explanation for why the word porneia is used in Matthew's exception clause instead of moicheia 
It squares with Matthew's own use of porneia for fornication in Matthew 15:19 
It fits the demands of Matthew's wider context concerning Joseph's contemplated divorce. 
Since I first wrote this exposition of Matthew 19:9 I have discovered a chapter on this view in Heth and Wenham, Jesus 
and Divorce and a scholarly defense of it by A. Isaksson, Marriage and Ministry in the New Temple (1965).

Conclusions and Applications
In the New Testament the question about remarriage after divorce is not determined by:

The guilt or innocence of either spouse, 
Nor by whether either spouse is a believer or not, 
Nor by whether the divorce happened before or after either spouse's conversion, 
Nor by the ease or difficulty of living as a single parent for the rest of life on earth, 
Nor by whether there is adultery or desertion involved, 
Nor by the on-going reality of the hardness of the human heart, 
Nor by the cultural permissiveness of the surrounding society. 
Rather it is determined by the fact that:

Marriage is a "one-flesh" relationship of divine establishment and extraordinary significance in the eyes of God (Genesis 
2:24; Matthew 19:5; Mark 10:8), 
Only God, not man, can end this one-flesh relationship (Matthew 19:6; Mark 10:9Â—this is why remarriage is called adul
tery by Jesus: he assumes that the first marriage is still binding, Matthew 5:32; Luke 16:18; Mark 10:11), 
God ends the one-flesh relationship of marriage only through the death of one of the spouses (Romans 7:1-3; 1 Corinthi
ans 7:39), 
The grace and power of God are promised and sufficient to enable a trusting, divorced Christian to be single all this eart
hly life if necessary (Matthew 19:10-12,26; 1 Corinthians 10:13), 
Temporal frustrations and disadvantages are much to be preferred over the disobedience of remarriage, and will yield d
eep and lasting joy both in this life and the life to come (Matthew 5:29-30). 
Those who are already remarried:

Should acknowledge that the choice to remarry and the act of entering a second marriage was sin, and confess it as suc
h and seek forgiveness 
Should not attempt to return to the first partner after entering a second union (see 8.2 above) 
Should not separate and live as single people thinking that this would result in less sin because all their sexual relations 
are acts of adultery. The Bible does not give prescriptions for this particular case, but it does treat second marriages as 
having significant standing in God's eyes. That is, there were promises made and there has been a union formed. It sho
uld not have been formed, but it was. It is not to be taken lightly. Promises are to be kept, and the union is to be sanctifie
d to God. While not the ideal state, staying in a second marriage is God's will for a couple and their ongoing relations sh
ould not be looked on as adulterous.

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------
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