INTRODUCTION 

Jesus was once asked the question, “What is the greatest commandment?”  His response was quick and precise.  “Thou shalt love the Lord thy God with all thy heart, and with all thy soul, and with all thy mind.” (Matt. 22:37)  Sometimes serving Christ demands we confront things in our lives which must be corrected.  Such important decisions demand our allegiance to God be the number one priority of our lives.  If God isn’t number 1 we can very easily make wrong choices to appease that which is actually most important (Money, family, career, relationships, etc).  
This booklet causes us all to come face to face with certain sinful customs, practices, and norms that have subtly crept in and permeated our society.  In the following pages you are going to have to come to grips with the condition of our beloved country, modern Christianity, and possibly your own spiritual condition.    This is a sensitive issue.  It touches our deepest emotions and affects our most intimate relationships.  This booklet will challenge your convictions and could determine your eternal destiny and the destiny of your descendents.  As you establish your convictions make sure they are based solely upon the Word of God and with your relationship with God as your #1 priority.
COMMON PAGANISM
“Just because something is common doesn’t mean it is normal.”  This is a phrase I have used often over the last several years.  I have repeated this because people in our society seem to genuinely believe if something is commonly practiced it must be normal.  An example of people seeing the “common” as “normal” can be seen in pagan countries where they have adopted practices which are common to them but which are far from being morally “normal” by the standards of the civilized world.   
Throughout the 1800’s missionaries traveled to dark continents and pagan cultures to share Jesus Christ.  When they arrived they were no doubt startled by the practices of these cultures.  As strange as their customs were and as morally depraved as they may have been, these cultures had accepted them as “normal” because they were “common.”  Head hunting, head shrinking, polygamy, sexual promiscuity, drug induced trances, and even human sacrifices were all seen as “normal” and were commonly practiced in some of these societies.  
Upon receiving the message of Christ many of these people turned to Jesus as their Saviour receiving Him as Lord of their lives.  The missionaries then went about instructing them in the ways of Christ challenging them to turn from commonly practiced sins to the observances of holiness, godliness, and purity.  No doubt the teachings of Christ seemed radical and the necessary changes might have even seemed overwhelming but they had to be challenged to forsake their sinful ways.  These new converts had to be challenged to “renew their minds” and conform their actions to fit the teachings of Christ.  
As strange as these cultures may have been and as dark as their hearts were, it seems unimaginable that they were the descendents of Noah but that is exactly what the Bible teaches. Romans 1 explains that somewhere in their distant past a generation arose which turned from God and began to rebelliously live in sin.  Soon their sins became so common they were seen as normal.  Within a generation or two the memory of God and His teachings were lost, their “foolish hearts were darkened” and their sinful practices became their norm.  
The sad truth is that all nations, even those which were founded upon Christian principles, are subject to the same trappings of paganism.  All you have to do is turn your back on the teachings of the Bible and begin living contrary to His laws.  Sin becomes tolerated.  Soon those sins become common.  The common becomes normal and finally people become so desensitized to the sin they can’t imagine those practices were ever considered immoral.  

America and Western Europe are becoming pagan nations.  This is hard to comprehend because for nearly 2000 years they have been the stalwarts of the Christian faith.  Remember though - all nations are subject to falling into paganism.  Americans have chosen to abandon the morals of scripture and have begun to follow their own passions.  When this slide into paganism began those who broke the laws of God went from being immoral to tolerated, and finally the tolerated became accepted.  Now actions which were once seen as immoral have became so normal few even remember they were ever considered wrong.    
This booklet examines one of the most commonly practiced acts of sin in 
America and Western Europe.  A practice which was once condemned by society and churches is now so embedded in our culture very few can conceive the idea it was ever considered immoral.  What is this sinful custom?  It is the disregarding of the “Lifelong Bond of Marriage.”  
Did you know that for the first 400 years of Christian history there has not been found one writer who didn’t believe Jesus taught “Marriage is for life – Period?”  In fact, for the first 1500 years of Christian history the Christian world was united in teaching the lifelong bond of marriage.  Everyone understood the teachings of Christ and His apostles to be that “Marriage was for life.”  Did you know that it wasn’t until the 1600’s that an exception came into being and that was mostly to appease the lust of King Henry VIII of England who wanted to remarry? 
Are you aware of the fact that divorce (much less remarriage after divorce) was very uncommon in American society up until about 40-50 years ago?  In fact, the divorce rate in America in 1900 was 5% and records seem to indicate it was half of that in the mid 1800’s.  
Slowly, over the last 50 years, things began to change.  At first society and churches began to accept the legitimacy of a Divorce and subsequent remarriage in a few cases involving an innocent party.  After all, it seemed unsympathetic to deny the legitimacy of their marriage since there really wasn’t anything they could have been done to prevent it.  However, I think the condition of America today shows us this sympathy was shortsighted not taking into consideration the cancerous affect lowering this standard would have on subsequent generations.  Children and grandchildren followed in the footsteps of their parents and grandparents reasoning marriage must not be for life since mom and dad, grandma and grandpa did it and the church sanctioned it.  The sympathy they showed to these “Innocent Parties” opened the floodgates.  Today, Divorce and Remarriage has become “Common” and the “common” is now seen as “Normal.”  People divorce for a number of reasons and the world accepts divorce’s power to dissolve marriages.    This leads to subsequent remarriage which Jesus called adultery.  Today, church rolls and even pulpits are filled with people who are divorced and remarried contrary to Christ’s teachings and everyone acts as though it is normal and acceptable to God.  Young people and young couples today find it incredulous when told by a few voices that Divorce and Remarriage is condemned by Christ in the Word of God.  After all society and most churches say these second marriages are perfectly normal.  Surely the voices who say it is adultery are mistaken.  Divorce and Remarriage must be acceptable because it is commonly practiced and what is “common” must be “normal.”  This is especially hard to grasp in a “democratic” society where the majority rules.  If the majority says it is moral then it must be moral.  
What led to the change in this doctrine was a departure from a fundamental truth.  Instead of Christians deciding right and wrong based upon the Word of God, they decide right and wrong based on “feelings,” “opinions,” or “thoughts.”  “I feel it is unfair to expect people to live up to their vows when their spouse is selfish, mean, unfaithful, they didn’t know better, etc.”  “In my opinion people should be allowed to divorce and remarry.  Surely God wouldn’t want them to live their lives alone.”  
All of these statements seem reasonable.  There is only one problem.  Few ever consult or mention what the Bible says.  If they do, they twist the scriptures to fit modern society while disregarding centuries of Biblical understanding.  The decisions made 50 – 75 years ago to recognize Divorce and Remarriage has led to a 50% divorce rate and it has damned the souls of multiple generations.  
Just like the missionaries visiting the pagan nations of the 1800’s, today’s minister is faced with the daunting task of not only leading people to Christ but also of challenging Americans to leave their pagan practices and mindsets and follow the teachings of Christ regarding the sanctity of marriage.  The problem is that Americans refuse to give up this practice or to accept Divorce and remarriage as a non-Christian practice condemned by Christ.  
Americans have become hypocritical.  They have no problem telling the people in Africa and South America to give up their pagan practices when they turn to Christ.  However, they do not hold themselves to the same standard.  Let the polygamist in Africa forsake his polygamy and honor his first and legitimate wife but the Adulterer (Jesus’ words) in America must not be challenged to forsake their second marriage (Jesus called it an affair) and recognize his first marriage.  In America adultery must be alright because it is commonly practiced here (Remember it is 50%).  Foreign nations must change their ways no matter the percentages of their people who are committing the sin but Americans can disregard the teachings of Christ if enough people in America are guilty of breaking His commandment.  Again, it is hypocrisy.  
A while back I happened on a secular internet chat room where “Polygamy” was being discussed.  A young man from Africa who was attending an American University responded to America’s condemnation of their polygamous practices in Africa.  He said, “Americans are such hypocrites.  Yes we have multiple wives but at least we take care of and honor them all.  Americans are serial polygamists.  They marry multiple wives as well.  The only difference is that they dispose of their wives before taking another one.”  
Today multitudes accept the legitimacy of Divorce and remarriage and their reasoning is as follows:

“Surely God wouldn’t hold them accountable for something they didn’t know better about?  After all, they divorced and remarried before they came to know about Christ and His teachings.”  However, we must remember people in America didn’t know any better because they were raised in a pagan nation where this sin was commonly practiced.  In Africa the polygamist didn’t know better either.  Polygamy was common in his society so he thought it was alright.  Yet, when the missionaries arrive they say the Africans must abandon their sin while in America we’ll give a free pass to the Adulterer.  

Others say, “It can’t be wrong.  Look how many people are involved in it.”  You see how they reason right and wrong based upon what is common.  We wouldn’t tell a pagan to judge right and wrong based on what is common in their society and yet in America we will.  WHAT IS COMMON IN AMERICA IS NORMAL AND RIGHT!!!  
Divorce and Remarriage is an unbiblical and sinful practice adopted by people who disregarded the Word of God and followed their own “feelings” and “opinions.”  It is also practiced by those who grew up ignorant of God’s ways in a pagan society which once knew God but didn’t want to retain Him or His ways in their minds (Rom. 1:21-28).  The enlightened became darkened.  

As with any pagan nation Americans must be challenged to turn from their “Common Pagan Practices” and turn to the teachings of Christ.  

This booklet has been written to awaken people to an alarming fact.  America has become a pagan nation and we need to re-establish Christ’s teaching on the subject of Lifelong Marriage.  As you read this booklet, let the Bible be your guide.  What is “common” or your “feelings” or your “opinions” must be laid aside.  Tradition must also be laid aside.  How many of your friends and family members who have fallen into this tradition of sin must be disregarded.  Your search must be for the truth.  What does God say about the lifetime bond of matrimony?  
Ps 119:105

105 Thy word is a lamp unto my feet, and a light unto my path.

Ps 119:11

11 Thy word have I hid in mine heart, that I might not sin against thee.

MARRIAGE IS FOR LIFE

My beliefs concerning Jesus’ teachings on this subject can be summed up very easily. I believe Jesus taught marriage is for life.  Many people will “amen” that statement without really understanding what I mean.  They “amen” me because they think I am agreeing with their belief that marriage was “designed” to be for life but that’s not what I’m saying at all.  You can believe something was designed a certain way while at the same time believing it can operate outside of the design.  “If one believes marriage was simply designed to be for life they see lifetime marriage as an ideal which should be strived for but which may not always work out that way.  They reason “It may not be how God wanted it, designed it, intended it, or how I saw my marriage playing out but it’s what happened and I believe God has accepted it.”  I say marriage IS for life and not just designed to be for life.  It is not just a suggestion for optimal happiness but a fact that must be recognized, lived by and obeyed.  Marriage IS for life. 

It is amazing how many Christians believe and teach marriage was DESIGNED to be for life but they believe it was COMMANDED to be between ONE man and ONE woman.  Thus a person who has more than one spouse (polygamy) is immoral and condemned by God for breaking His commandment.  At the same time they say a person may end a marriage by divorce and marry another because it was only “designed” to be for life and not “commanded” to be for life.  How can marriage be “designed” for life but “commanded” to be between ONE man and ONE woman?  Doesn’t that seem inconsistent?  One part becomes a suggestion while the other part is a commandment.  

It is also amazing how many people believe marriage was “DESIGNED” to be for life but it was “COMMANDED” to be between a MAN and a WOMAN and not between a MAN and a MAN or a WOMAN and a WOMAN.  Marriage can then be dissolved by divorce against the DIVINE DESIGN but it cannot be between persons of the same sex because that would be a violation of the “DIVINE COMMANDMENT.”  Why is marriage only “designed” to be for life but is “commanded” to be between persons of the opposite sex?  Wouldn’t it be more consistent to believe marriage is commanded to be for life and not just designed for life?  

There are those who say they believe in “lifetime marriages” but that’s not the same as believing marriage is for life.  You can believe in lifetime marriage as an ideal to be strived for and even championed while still believing that ideal may not be reached and therefore it can be dissolved.  These people say, “Every couple should strive to make their marriage last for a lifetime.”  I say, “It really doesn’t matter whether you strive to stay together for a lifetime (and you should) or not but even if you don’t, you are still married for life. Separate and divorce if you will, the marriage stays intact.  Again, it is not an ideal but a fact.  Once you are married, you are married for life.  

I believe marriage is for life.  I don’t believe it was designed, intended, or even simply commanded to be for life.  I believe it IS for life.  I see it as a divine fact.  If marriage can be dissolved by anything but death then it is not for LIFE.  

Some say, “I believe marriage is for life UNLESS a spouse cheats.”  That sounds good but it means you don’t believe marriage is for life.  It means you believe marriage is until one of the spouses is unfaithful.  That’s not “as long as we both shall live.”  That is “as long as we both are faithful.”  There are many other exceptions given and taught but acceptance of any of them means you don’t believe marriage is for life.

I know governments grant and recognize divorce.  Society has accepted divorce even making statements such as “They’re not married any more, they’re divorced.”  I don’t argue with the fact it is seen that way by governments and societies.  I simply argue GOD doesn’t see it that way.  Why do I believe it that way?  Because I believe Jesus clearly taught that even after a divorce is legally granted, God still sees you as married to the person you divorced or who divorced you.  If you look carefully at Jesus’ teachings you can come to no other conclusion.

Jesus spoke about divorce and remarriage in Matthew 5:31-32, Matthew 19:3-12, Mark 10:2-12, and Luke 16:18.  In every one of these passages His teaching seems to indicate divorce has NO power to dissolve a marriage in the eyes of God.  (I’ll get to what is known as the “Matthew Exception” later.)

Mark 10:11-12 says, “And he saith unto them, Whosoever shall put away his wife, and marry another, committeth adultery against her.  And if a woman shall put away her husband, and be married to another, she committeth adultery.”

Notice Jesus chose His words carefully.  He didn’t say divorcing your spouse and marrying someone else is a sin.  He defined it as a specific sin, namely ADULTERY.  

Understanding the definition of adultery is key to understanding this passage.  Dictionary.com defines adultery as, “Voluntary sexual intercourse between a married person and someone other than his or her lawful spouse.”  Nelson’s Bible Dictionary defines it the same way “Willful sexual intercourse with someone other than one's husband or wife.” (from Nelson's Illustrated Bible Dictionary, Copyright © 1986, Thomas Nelson Publishers)

Jesus is saying whoever divorces his spouse and marries another is having sexual relations with someone other than their spouse.  But how can that be?  They divorced their previous spouse and married this person.  The government and society recognizes their 1st marriage as having been dissolved by divorce and they recognize their 2nd marriage as legal and binding.  Yet, Jesus says people in their 2nd marriage are having sexual relations with someone other than their spouse.  The only way that is possible is if Jesus still recognized the 1st marriage as being intact.  The only way a second marriage after divorce could be adultery is if God doesn’t recognize divorce’s power to dissolve a marriage.  Think about it.  If divorce doesn’t dissolve a marriage in God’s eyes, how would God regard sexual relations between the divorced person and their supposed second spouse?  He would see it as a married person having sexual relations with someone other than their spouse.  He would see it as an affair. Thus, to God, for the person to have sexual relations with the 2nd spouse is not sexual relations between spouses but sexual relations between an already married person with someone to whom they are not actually married.  

Let’s put it in terms we use today.  Adultery is to have an affair or to cheat on your spouse.  Jesus is saying to divorce your spouse and marry another is not an actual marriage.  You are simply having an affair because God still sees you as married to your first spouse because your first marriage was never dissolved in His eyes.  Divorce, not having dissolved your marriage in God’s eyes, is not recognized by God.  He sees you as still married and therefore any sexual relations with someone besides your 1st spouse is seen by God as adultery.  

If I, a married man, go out and have sex with someone other than my spouse, then that is adultery.  Jesus is saying it is still adultery if I divorce my wife and marry someone else and begin to have sex with them.  Jesus didn’t recognize divorce as dissolving the marriage therefore, to Jesus, there is no difference.  It is adultery for me to have sexual relations with anyone besides my original spouse. You see how God’s view of divorce differs from society’s?  Society sees divorce as having the power to dissolve a marriage and God does not.  Thus He says, “Whosoever shall put away (divorce) his wife, and marry another, committeth adultery against her.”  How could Jesus have been any clearer? 

Let me give you an example.  Bob and Sue get married.  Bob decides, for whatever reason, he does not want to be married to Sue any longer so he divorces her.  Soon he meets Sally and marries her.  Since God doesn’t recognize divorce as dissolving a marriage, God sees Bob and Sue as still married.  Bob doesn’t have the right to marry again because he is still married to Sue.  Thus, Bob’s relationship with Sally is seen by God as nothing more than an affair.  Society says Bob and Sue are no longer married and Bob is now married to Sally but God sees Bob and Sue as still married and his relationship with Sally is adultery.  

Paul understood this fact and used the lifetime bond of marriage as an example in Rom 7:2-3, “For the woman which hath an husband is bound by the law to her husband so long as he liveth; but if the husband be dead, she is loosed from the law of her husband.  So then if, while her husband liveth, she be married to another man, she shall be called an adulteress : but if her husband be dead, she is free from that law; so that she is no adulteress , though she be married to another man.”
How long does Paul say marriage lasts?  As long as they live they are married.  He restates this position in 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.”

I don’t know why this should seem so unusual.  This is exactly what we say in most (and it should be in all) marriage ceremonies.  We promise and even make a vow to each other and to God, that we will be married “til death do us part.” 

Somehow people have become accustomed to thinking “til death do us part” doesn’t mean “til death.”  I believe it means just that.

I know the implications of what I am saying are staggering.  If I’m right, then this means you are married to your original spouse no matter what the government says or how accepting society is of your next marriage or marriages or how long you have been married to your current spouse.  If you are in a 2nd marriage then you have to ask yourself, “Was the 1st marriage legitimate?  Was it the 1st marriage for both of us?”  If it was, then I believe the Bible teaches you are still married to that person in the eyes of God.

Yes, but I’m Forgiven

You may have read what I’ve written so far and agree those who divorce and remarry are committing the sin of adultery.  However, you may be quick to point out, “All that is in the past because God forgave them when they became a Christian”

There is no doubt God will forgive people for their sins if they ask Him but I also believe you have to repent of those sins for which you are asking forgiveness.  

Can God forgive a rapist, a child molester, a thief, etc?  Absolutely!  God’s grace knows no bounds.  However, I don’t know any Christian anywhere who would tell a child molester they could continue their perverted, sinful behavior after they became a Christian.  Some will say (for some reason) that is an unfair example.  I don’t believe it is but let’s go with one which fits our situation ideally.  If I am cheating on my spouse (which the Bible calls adultery) don’t I have to stop cheating on my spouse when I get Saved?  If so, then why doesn’t someone in a divorce and remarriage situation have to abandon their situation which Jesus also calls adultery?  Why do I have to abandon adultery in one situation but not in the other?

Someone has said, “You make it out like divorce and remarriage is the only unforgivable sin and Jesus said the only unpardonable sin is blaspheming the Holy Ghost.”  That’s true but you have to take that scripture in context. Blasphemy is the only sin (theoretically) that you could ask forgiveness and even abandon (repent of) and yet not receive forgiveness but any sin which a person refuses to abandon is unforgiveable. 

2 Cor. 7:10a says, “For godly sorrow worketh repentance unto salvation…”  This means true repentance will ALWAYS lead to the decision to abandon sin.

God can and certainly will forgive someone for this act of adultery but like all sins it must be abandoned.  As I said before, people say, “You treat D&R like it is the only unforgivable sin” and I say, “You treat D&R like it is the only sin God doesn’t require you to abandon.”  If the thief, child molester, rapist, cheating spouse, etc must abandon his sin then the adulterer must abandon his.  You must be willing to forsake all sin in order to become a Christian.  An unwillingness to abandon any sin makes that sin unforgivable.  “God I want you to forgive me of my sins but I refuse to stop those sins.”  Do you really think that will work with God?  

Repentance is both a requirement for Salvation and the result of conversion.  A person decides to turn from their sin and to God and then God writes His laws on that person’s heart which means he is infused with a new nature which abhors evil.  If a person refuses to abandon any sin then he shows no sign of repentance or of having the laws of God written in his heart.  He has not been converted.  

Having said that I do realize it may take some prayer and renewing of a person’s mind before they can digest this most difficult reality and I do believe God is patient as one deals with this issue.  However, I believe decisions must be made and actions taken to rectify the situation.  These decisions can only be made out of a person’s personal convictions and not because someone else (including me) tells them to do it.  You must search for the answers on this subject and follow God’s instructions.

THE EMOTIONAL ASPECT

The implications of believing marriage is for life in a society where divorce is recognized as a legitimate means of dissolving a marriage and where it is practiced freely are staggering and heartbreaking.  You don’t have to be around very long before you hear tragic stories.  There are young men and women abandoned by their spouses within weeks of their marriage.  If marriage is for life then this means these young people will possibly, even probably, have to live alone for the rest of their lives.  No sexual relations, no children or grandchildren, no intimate companionship.  How could that be right?  You can see how the decision to live by your belief in lifetime marriage must be made personally.  It is a difficult decision which can and will only be made by a person led by the Spirit of God, full of faith, and in love with God.  

Someone else may say, “How could God demand a person recognize the legitimacy of their first marriage when their first spouse was abusive or unfaithful?  Someone else may say, “How could God demand a person recognize the legitimacy of their first marriage when they had no children from that union but they have several children as a result of their current union?  Wouldn’t it be cruel to demand they dissolve this second marriage seeing the affect it would have on the children?”  These scenarios sure make it difficult but there are other considerations.  We must remember we are seeing things with limited vision.  We only see the now and the temporary results.  Equipped with only this limited vision God’s demands can seem cruel and without compassion.  However, what seems temporarily cruel could in fact be much more compassionate than the long term consequences of ignoring God’s commandment.  

For instance, what if the church allowed them to stay in that 2nd marriage?  What concept would their children develop regarding marriage?  Perhaps they would say, “Marriage is designed for life but if it doesn’t work out a second marriage may work out better.  After all, look at mom and dad.”  Now the problem has spread to their children and eventually to their children’s children.  What seemed compassionate at first now proves devastating to future generations.  The right course of action may have caused hurt to a family of five but it may have prevented making eternal casualties of a multitude of their descendants.  Isn’t this what we’re seeing today?  

One hundred years ago, Protestants were strong in teaching against divorce and remarriage and the divorce rate was 5%.  Because of what I believe was a very narrow view of compassion, churches began to accept heart wrenching situations as exceptions and to take in members who were Divorced and Remarried.  Today, the divorce rate hovers around 50% and countless people have taken those exceptions and justified multiple marriages.  All this has happened because man thought they were more compassionate than God.  

If God demands something which seems cruel you can believe you don’t know everything God knows.  God always makes His demands to save lives not destroy them.

It may be people will have to sacrifice the most important parts of the “American Dream” in order to save their souls or the souls of their children.  Jesus warned us of this possibility.  “And if thy right eye offend thee, pluck it out, and cast it from thee: for it is profitable for thee that one of thy members should perish, and not that thy whole body should be cast into hell.” (Matt 5:29)  The point Jesus was making is that sometimes we have to make painful sacrifices in order to save our souls and the souls of others.   

Jesus promises, “And every one that hath forsaken houses, or brethren, or sisters, or father, or mother, or wife, or children, or lands, for my name's sake, shall receive an hundredfold , and shall inherit everlasting life.” (Matt 19:29 KJV)

Now you understand my convictions regarding Jesus’ teaching on Divorce and Remarriage. You don’t have to believe me or do what is implied in this booklet but what you must do is find out what the Bible says on this important subject.  The souls of our children and grandchildren depend on us getting this right.  If I’m wrong, God forgive me but if I’m right God save us! 

I have included the following chapters not to clarify my position because I believe my position is clear.  I have included them to answer those argue “Marriage is not for Life” for various reasons.  

Those arguments are as follows:

1.  I believe marriage is for life but I also believe it can be dissolved if my                                       spouse is unfaithful (Commits Fornication).

2.  I believe the Old Testament teaches we have the right to divorce and remarry.

3.  I believe I can stay in my remarriage if it happened before I became a Christian or I can remarry if my divorce occurred before I became a Christian.

4.  I believe I can remarry because I didn’t know any better before I divorced and/or remarried.

5.  I believe I can remarry because my divorce happened through no fault of my own.

6.  I believe I can remarry because reconciliation with my first spouse isn’t possible and/or isn’t desired by them.

DIVORCE, REMARRIAGE AND THE “FORNICATION EXCEPTION”

If marriage is for life, as I have proposed, then the fornication clause cannot be interpreted as an exception which would allow divorce and remarriage.  If sexual unfaithfulness is capable of dissolving the one flesh union between husband and wife then marriage is not for life.  It is for as long as each spouse is faithful.  Our marriage ceremonies should reflect such a covenant.  We shouldn’t say, “As long as we both shall live.”  We should say, “As long as we both are faithful.”  

If unfaithfulness does not give one the right to remarry then what could Jesus have meant when He gave the “Fornication Clause” which is recorded only in Matthew 5 and Matthew 19?  

Matt 5:32

32 But I say unto you, That whosoever shall put away his wife, saving for the cause of fornication , causeth her to commit adultery: and whosoever shall marry her that is divorced committeth adultery.

Matt 19:9

9 And I say unto you, Whosoever shall put away his wife, except it be for fornication , and shall marry another, committeth adultery: and whoso marrieth her which is put away doth commit adultery.

On the surface, and taken alone, these scriptures seem to give a person the right to remarry if their spouse is unfaithful.  After all, “fornication” in its broadest sense does mean “Sexual unfaithfulness.”  However, when you try to make Matthew’s account mean that a person may divorce and remarry because their spouse has been sexually unfaithful, several problems arise and are difficult to reconcile with the other NT scriptures on the subject.

PROBLEM #1  What do we do with Paul’s statements both in Romans 7:2 and 1 Cor. 7:39 which state a woman is bound to her husband as long as he lives? 

Rom 7:2

2 For the woman which hath an husband is bound by the law to her husband so long as he liveth; but if the husband be dead, she is loosed from the law of her husband.

1 Cor 7:39

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.

Neither of these scriptures makes any sense if a marriage can be dissolved because of unfaithfulness.  A woman would not be bound to her husband as long as he liveth but as long as he is faithful.  

PROBLEM #2 -  The second problem with this theory (Unfaithfulness gives one the right to Divorce and Remarry) is found in the Matthew scriptures themselves.  Let me start by saying the word for a married person being unfaithful to their spouse is “Adultery.”  If it is used alongside “Fornication” it is distinguishing sexual immorality involving married people from sexual immorality involving unmarried people.  For example, pre-marital sex would be fornication while cheating on your spouse would be adultery.  However, fornication can be used in a broad sense where it includes all sexual immorality including adultery.  Those who hold to the “Fornication exception” use the broad definition of fornication when interpreting the scriptures in Matthew and thus they say you commit adultery if you divorce your spouse and remarry UNLESS they were sexually unfaithful.  

Matt. 19:9 “And I say unto you, Whosoever shall put away his wife, except it be for fornication, and shall marry another, committeth adultery : and whoso marrieth her which is put away doth commit adultery.”

Accordingly, they interpret this scripture this way “If you divorce your spouse for any reason other than she cheated on you, and you marry again, you are having an affair but if you divorce your spouse because she cheated on you, you are free to marry another woman without it being an affair.”  
So then, according to this interpretation of this scripture, if a man divorces his spouse for a reason other than she cheated on him and marries another then he is committing adultery.  

If that’s the case, then according to the “Fornication Exception,” the woman who was divorced by her husband for a reason other than her sexual unfaithfulness should be free to remarry if her husband remarries because he is committing adultery.  He is still married to her and is thus having an affair (adultery which is included in the broad definition of fornication) which should free her to remarry.  The problem is, Jesus said she couldn’t remarry even though her husband committed adultery by remarrying.  “Whoso marrieth her which is put away doth commit adultery”. (Matt.19:9b)

This woman should be free under the so-called “Fornication exception.”  The fact that Jesus says she isn’t free to remarry casts doubt on the whole theory.

For example:  Bob and Sue are married.  Bob sees Sally and decides he wants her instead.  He then divorces Sue and marries Sally.  Under the fornication exception, Sue should then be free to remarry because Bob has committed adultery by remarrying and being with Sally.  The problem is, Jesus said “whoso marrieth her which is put away (Sue) commits adultery.”  He gave no freedom to Sue to remarry.  How then could fornication include or mean adultery when Jesus clearly didn’t give the woman the right to remarry after her husband has committed adultery?  

One more thing, why would Jesus tell an innocent woman she could not remarry and yet people teach a husband who is wronged by a cheating wife can remarry?  This seems inconsistent.

PROBLEM #3 - WOULDN’T THAT MEAN JESUS FELL INTO THE TRAP OF THE PHARISEES?

In Matt. 19:3-10 the scripture says Jesus spoke about D&R at the urging of the Pharisees.   Notice they asked the question to “TEMPT” Jesus.

“The Pharisees also came unto him, tempting him, and saying unto him, Is it lawful for a man to put away his wife for every cause?”  (Matt 19:3 KJV)

What was the temptation involved in asking about D&R?  Here’s the answer.  During the time of Christ there were two schools of thought among the Jews regarding D&R.  On the one hand you had a group led by Rabbi Hillel which believed a man could divorce his wife for any reason.  On the other hand, you had another group led by Rabbi Shammai which believed a man could only divorce his wife and marry another if she had been unfaithful.  Knowing of the divided opinions among the people, the Jews sought to use this division to lessen the influence of Christ.  When the Pharisees asked the question they concluded Jesus would lose half his followers no matter which side he chose.  If He sided with Hillel he would lose the followers of Shammai.  If He sided with Shammai he would lose the followers of Hillel.  If Jesus was saying “You can divorce your spouse but only for fornication” then He was siding with Shammai and He had done exactly what the Pharisees tempted Him to do – He took a side.  Therefore, “Except for fornication” has to mean something other than a married spouse being unfaithful.  

This is evidenced also in the reaction of the disciples “His disciples say unto him, If the case of the man be so with his wife, it is not good to marry. (Matt 19:10 KJV)  They were reacting like this was something unusual.  If He was choosing the side of Shammai then the disciples wouldn’t have been surprised. That way of thinking was very well known.  In fact, it seems Jesus surprised them by telling them they remained married to their spouse no matter how their spouse treated them prompting the disciples to say,  “…if the case of the man be so with his wife, it is not good to marry.”  

Once again, the evidence points against Jesus meaning a person could divorce and remarry if their spouse was sexually unfaithful.

4.  The fourth problem is that Mark & Luke don’t include this “fornication exception.” 

Mark 10:11-12

11 And he saith unto them, Whosoever shall put away his wife, and marry another, committeth adultery against her.

12 And if a woman shall put away her husband, and be married to another, she committeth adultery .

Luke 16:18

18 Whosoever putteth away his wife, and marrieth another, committeth adultery : and whosoever marrieth her that is put away from her husband committeth adultery .

If Matthew’s account meant you were free to remarry if your spouse was unfaithful, then why in the world would Mark and Luke not have included such a VITAL exception.  This is even more alarming when you realize the early church didn’t have access to all of the New Testament.  When Mark sent out his gospel, he didn’t send it with a copy of Matthew’s Gospel nor did the people have a copy of Matthew’s Gospel with which to compare Mark’s.  (Note:  Most Bible scholars agree Mark’s gospel was written before Matthew’s therefore it would have been impossible anyway for the people to have compared his to Matthew’s)  Those who received it only had Mark’s account to go by and thus, reading what he had to say about divorce and remarriage, they knew of NO exception. The same goes for those who had only Luke’s Gospel.  They too, knew of no exception.

It just doesn’t make sense for Mark & Luke to have left out such an important statement.  That would have been the equivalent to saying “Sex is wrong unless you’re married” and leaving off the “unless you’re married” or “It is wrong to marry an unbeliever” and leaving off “an unbeliever.”  It changes the entire meaning.  

It would then seem that Mark and Luke did not see this as something which needed to be mentioned.  The logical reason would be either it didn’t apply to their readers or it didn’t give a person the right to remarry.  
THE BETROTHAL THEORY & THE FORNICATION EXCEPTION

If these verses do not mean a person is free to divorce and remarry if their spouse is unfaithful then what could this phrase have meant?  Let me first state I believe “Fornication” means “Sexual Unfaithfulness” I simply believe we have to understand the context in which it was spoken.  

Every Bible instructor or commentator I have ever heard or read have all agreed Matthew was targeting the Jews with his Gospel.  This can be seen in the giving of the genealogy which traced his heritage back to Abraham which would have been critical to the Jews.  It is also seen in his constant referral to the fulfillment of prophecies which would have been unknown to Gentiles but persuasive and impressive to the Jews.  

The fact Matthew was writing to the Jews is important for a number of reasons not the least of which was the unique Jewish wedding tradition.  Jewish men and women got married in stages.  The first stage involved an agreement between the groom, the bride’s father, and the bride on a marriage contract.  In this contract a purchase price was agreed upon.  Once the terms had been agreed upon and accepted by all parties, the man and woman were considered husband and wife.  They were considered married even though the ceremony had not actually culminated and the union had not been consummated.  The union was actually finalized when the groom came and took his bride to his father’s house for the “marriage supper.”  This celebration could continue for up to a week during which time the couple would consummate their marriage.  If during the espousal time, the bride was found to have been unfaithful to her espoused husband, he could call off the wedding.  However, he could only do this by giving her a writing of divorcement even though the marriage had not been finalized or consummated.  

This, I believe, was the “Fornication Exception” which Matthew records and it may have been the reason why He used “Fornication” (A term which in its narrower definition meant illicit sex between unmarried people) instead of the word “Adultery” (which is the word for illicit sex involving a married person).

Jesus was saying “Marriage is for life.  If, however, you find her to be unfaithful during the betrothal period, you may put her away and you would be free to marry another.  This would explain why Mark and Luke didn’t include this exception in their writings.  Since this exception only affected the Jewish marriage tradition, Mark and Luke saw no need to include this clarification to their readers who Bible scholars agree were Gentiles and Romans. 

It is also important to note Matthew is the only Gospel writer to include Joseph’s perspective on the birth of Christ, an account which included an example of being in the betrothal period.  In Matthew 1:18-19 it states:

“Now the birth of Jesus Christ was on this wise: When as his mother Mary was espoused to Joseph, before they came together (had completed the final stage of the marriage and consummated it), she was found with child of the Holy Ghost.  Then Joseph her husband, being a just man, and not willing to make her a publick example, was minded to put her away privily.”

Notice that Joseph was described as a “just” man.  He was a man who tried to walk in obedience to God’s commandments and to treat others with mercy and integrity.  Yet, Joseph was still determined to divorce Mary when she turned up pregnant while they were in this espousal period I mentioned.  Since his natural assumption would have been that Mary had been unfaithful it is no wonder he was determined to put her away.  Now, four chapters later, Matthew records Jesus’ words regarding divorce and the indissolubility of marriage.  Had Matthew not included the “Fornication exception” it would have made it seem Joseph was not a just man and, in fact, was going to do something which Jesus seemed to later, condemn.  Because of these factors Matthew included the “Fornication Clause” to clarify the matter.  If I’m correct, you could look at the exception clause as a parenthesized addition for a personal explanation to the Jews.  You could then paraphrase it like this “Whosoever shall put away his wife, (unless, of course, it is for sexual unfaithfulness during the betrothal) and shall marry another, committeth adultery…”  His use of the word “fornication” in reference to a married woman and alongside the word “adultery,” could possibly have made this use of “fornication” obvious to the first century Jews.    

The bottom line of this interpretation is that you could have put away your espoused one if she had been unfaithful because technically and physically you had not become one flesh.  However, once the marriage was finalized, there was no dissolving of the marriage except by death.  

If my interpretation is correct then all the scriptures are explained and consistent.  Jesus is teaching marriage is for life.  If the “Unfaithfulness Exception” is correct then how do you explain all the inconsistencies I mentioned above? 

DOESN’T THE OLD TESTAMENT GIVE PEOPLE THE RIGHT TO REMARRY?

In Jesus’ Sermon on the Mount, recorded in Matthew chapters 5-7, Jesus outlines the higher standard required of His followers under the New Covenant.   This higher standard required living above the Old Testament allowances for the hardhearted and required His followers to live by the standard befitting those who have new hearts, Spirit renewed hearts.  “You have heard is said (Old Testament)...but I say (New Testament)” was a common phrase in Jesus’ discourse. Under the old covenant men were commanded not to murder but under the new covenant we are commanded to shun even the anger and hatred which would lead to murder.  Under the OT men were commanded not to commit adultery but under the new covenant men are commanded not to even entertain the desire (lust) for another man’s wife.  

In this “higher standard” setting, Jesus returned His followers to the original design for marriage -- one man and one woman for life.  In the OT men were commanded to give a bill of divorcement to their wives when they put them away but under the new covenant men are to recognize their marriages are for life and thus to put her away and marry another is adultery because God doesn’t recognize divorce.  (Matt. 5:31-32).  

Under the Old Covenant, God wrote His laws on tables of stone but He did nothing to the individual.  Under the New Covenant, God writes His laws on the hearts of those who enter this covenant (Heb. 8:10; 10:16).  This is clearly referring to the regenerating work of the Holy Spirit (John 3:6; Titus 3:5) and it means those under the New Covenant obey the commandments of God because it is in their hearts to obey the commandments of God (Rom. 2:14).  Those whose hearts have been re-created by the Holy Spirit and are empowered by Him are thus commanded to live by the higher standard of the Divine Design.  “Unto whom much is given, much is required” (Matt. 12:48).

In this Sermon on the Mount Jesus talks about the OT allowance for divorce but then He re-establishes the original design that marriage is for life.  (Matt 5:31-32) 

Once Jesus re-established the original design for Lifelong Marriage then all the O.T. allowances given to the unregenerate and hardhearted were tossed aside.
Jesus said, “The OT used to require this but I am raising the standard to this.”  People who try to justify D&R by using the OT are saying, “Yes, Jesus I know you are saying it is this way now but I’ve decided to ignore you and live by the OT standard.”  Doesn’t that seem ridiculous?  If Jesus replaced the old way with a new way then why keep bringing up the old way?

We don’t seem to have a problem in American society recognizing there were practices accepted in the OT which are clearly condemned under the NT standards of Christ.  For instance polygamy was clearly practiced in the OT and by some of it’s most prominent men (Jacob & David among others).  Yet polygamy is condemned as unacceptable under the New Covenant by which Christians live today.  

Another more glaring example would be the practice of taking concubines.   This was practiced by Abraham, Jacob, David, and more.  Yet, no mainstream Christian would argue men can still take concubines today.  This practice is seen as having passed away. 

It seems people today have no problem believing the NT has set a new standard against the OT practices of polygamy and taking a concubine but they want to hold on to the OT standards regarding Divorce and Remarriage.

This is especially confusing since Jesus specifically addressed the changes regarding D&R under the new covenant while remaining silent regarding polygamy and the taking of a concubine.  

Again, why does our society freely accept the new standard against polygamy and the taking of a concubine while rejecting the new standard against divorce and remarriage which Jesus clearly outlined?  

The fact Jesus was setting a new standard for marriage is clearly seen by Jesus refusal to give the “Innocent Party” freedom to remarry. 

 “ And I say unto you, Whosoever shall put away his wife, except it be for fornication, and shall marry another, committeth adultery : and whoso marrieth her which is put away doth commit adultery .” - Matt 19:9

Under the OT Law, once a man issued a divorce to his wife the woman was free to remarry.

 “ When a man hath taken a wife, and married her, and it come to pass that she find no favour in his eyes, because he hath found some uncleanness in her: then let him write her a bill of divorcement, and give it in her hand, and send her out of his house.  And when she is departed out of his house, she may go and be another man's wife.” - Deut 24:1-2

Yet Jesus said if she remarries it is adultery.  “…and whoso marrieth her which is put away doth commit adultery .”

It is clear Jesus was setting a new standard so why do people want to bring up the OT standard?  The answer seems to be so they can live contrary to the new standard set by Christ.   

The disciples’ reaction in Matthew 19 clearly shows they understood His commandment replaced the OT allowances for D&R with no alternatives. 

“His disciples say unto him, If the case of the man be so with his wife, it is not good to marry.” (Matt 19:10 KJV)

They were amazed at this teaching because it was radically different from anything they had been taught before.  If a man could not be loosed from his wife no matter what she did, they thought it may be better not to marry at all.  

If we return to the OT standards regarding D&R we have to ignore and abandon Jesus’ commandments on the subject.  Christ didn’t give us the option to choose.   We must walk in the light of the NT commandment which teaches us marriage is for life.

SINCE IT HAPPENED BEFORE SOMEONE WAS SAVED IT’S IN THE PAST 

Some have agreed Divorce and Remarriage is a sin but they believe once a person accepts Christ their sin is done away with and therefore their current marriage is now legitimate.  “Yes it was sin for me to divorce my spouse and remarry but I asked God to forgive me for that sin and He did.”  

The problem is marriage is not a sin.  God didn’t forgive you for being married the first time because there was nothing to forgive.  I guess this theory means God erases all previous marriages once a person gets Saved and He recognizes only the marriage you are in when you come to Christ.  It’s almost like a game of “Marital Musical Chairs.”  You move from one marriage to another and possibly to another until Salvation.  Then, whatever marriage you are in at that moment is the one that is legitimate. 

When a person comes to Christ they ask God to forgive their sins and they agree to forsake all sin.  Again, the sin in Divorce and Remarriage was not the first marriage.  It was simply a marriage and didn’t need to be forgiven.  The sin was divorcing your first spouse and remarrying which, according to Jesus, meant you entered into an adulterous affair.  When you come to Christ and ask forgiveness you are asking God to forgive you for your second marriage which is the affair.  If the “It happened before I became a Christian” exception is right then God forgave you for the affair (2nd marriage) but (According to the theory) allowed you to continue in the affair (2nd marriage).  This seems unreasonable and inconsistent.  

If a person was having an affair we wouldn’t dream of giving them permission or encouragement to continue their affair.   We wouldn’t say, “It was an affair but now that you’ve become a Christian your affair is no longer an affair but it is something recognized and accepted as legitimate by God.”  Can you be forgiven for an affair?  Absolutely but the affair must stop.  This leads me to believe the affair, which is what Jesus calls a 2nd marriage (adultery), must stop as well.

Some have argued Paul gives permission to continue in the 2nd marriage when he tells the Corinthians to “Let every man abide in the same calling wherein he was called.” (1 Cor 7:20 KJV)  They interpret this to mean if you come to Christ in a 2nd marriage then you should continue in that 2nd marriage.  

This sounds logical until you try to apply it to other sins.  Why doesn’t that apply to having an affair (adultery)?  If I get Saved while I am having an affair why don’t I abide in the calling wherein I was called?  For the sake of argument let’s keep it on the subject of marriage.  If I am a polygamist and have 12 wives why don’t I abide in the calling wherein I was called and stay with all 12 wives?  Yet we tell the polygamist they must recognize only their first marriage.  

Here’s one from today’s world.  What if I am in a homosexual union?  Let’s say I got legally married in California and then came to Christ.  Shouldn’t I “abide in the calling wherein I was called?”   The response I get is something like this, “Well, those relationships were never sanctioned by God.”  God only sanctioned marriages between one man and one woman.”  This makes my point for me.  You can’t abide in a second marriage for the same reason.  God never recognized it as a legitimate marriage any more than a homosexual union or polygamist union.  

Paul was simply saying, “If you are married don’t try to get out of it and if you are not married it would be better for you not to marry.  If you came to Christ while someone’s slave then serve God in that situation.  If you come to Christ as a Gentile then don’t become a Jew but serve God as a Gentile.  He wasn’t saying if you come to Christ as a sinner then serve God as a sinner.  

I’ve even heard people say, “The Bible says, ‘What God hath joined together let not man put asunder’ but I don’t believe marriages which occur before Salvation were ever recognized by God therefore only the marriage I have when I become a Christian is legitimate.  When I was married as a sinner, because I was a sinner, God didn’t join us.  Therefore, my divorce and subsequent remarriage was not adultery because I was never joined to my first spouse.”  There’s one big problem with that statement.  That means no one can commit adultery but Christians because no sinner is actually married.  Surely you see how unreasonable that is.  For all of these reasons I believe the Bible teaches that a person must honor their first marriage because it is the only one God acknowledges.

I DIDN’T KNOW ANY BETTER

You may also hear people say, “Well, they didn’t know any better because they weren’t raised around church.  Now that they’re Saved they should stay with the person they’re with now.”  This theory claims ignorance as an excuse to remain in sin.  It’s strange but this seems to only apply to the United States and Western Europe because when we try to apply that same principle to the polygamy problems in Africa, they suddenly say that doesn’t apply.  Think about it.  There are many parts of Africa where people grew up accustomed to the idea a man could have multiple wives.  They never knew it was wrong or thought any thing about it.  One day a missionary shows up and tells them about Christ and they accept Him as their Saviour.  The missionary then tells them it is not right to have more than one wife.  The new convert is then challenged to honor only his first spouse as his actual wife.  They may have been married to their other spouses for years, there may be children involved and yet they are told to put them all away and to conform to the one man for one woman Biblical law.  Then we come to the United States and there is a man who goes to church and hears about Christ.  This man is in his 3rd marriage but he hears about Christ and accepts Him as His Saviour.  Instead of being told to recognize his original wife as his legitimate spouse, he is told to stay with the 3rd spouse because, after all, he didn’t know any better when he did it.  Why the double standard?  Should a person be allowed to continue in sin because he didn’t know it was sin when he started it? 

DIVORCE, REMARRIAGE AND THE “INNOCENT PARTY THEORY” 

Another theory batted about is what is known as “The Innocent Party Theory.  This theory states, a person is free to remarry after a divorce only if they are the one wronged in the previous marriage.  Some interpret this to mean they are the one cheated on while others interpret this as the one who was abandoned, abused, etc.  Since we have already discussed the lack of exceptions for “sexual immorality,” we will discuss the possibility one can remarry if their spouse had initiated the divorce or if they had been mistreated.

Let’s start by first examining the first 2 verses in 1 Cor. 7 which discuss “Divorce and Remarriage.”

1 Cor 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.

It is understood that Paul is here speaking to the Christian or believer.  He states they are commanded not to leave their spouse.  The implication is “unless it is absolutely necessary.”  The commandment is not to leave at all but if you feel there is no other recourse, you may leave but you must remain unmarried or be reconciled with your spouse always recognizing your “One Flesh Union.”  Notice this is a command from the Lord!  

There may be occasions, especially for the physical well-being of a woman or her family that a woman must leave her husband.  Even then she is commanded by the Lord to remain unmarried or be reconciled with her husband.   Here, he clearly states the dreaded life alone, is a distinct possibility.  For those who teach it is unreasonable to expect someone to live alone, they must overlook this admonition which Paul says comes from the Lord Himself.  It is clear there is no room for remarriage if a Christian has to leave their spouse, even if they are being wronged and are “the innocent party”.  

The controversy arises by distinguishing this circumstance from that of a Christian whose spouse leaves them.  The interpretation comes from the following verses.

1 Cor 7:12-15 KJV

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.

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.

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.

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.

Those who believe in the “Innocent Party Exception” believe this gives a Christian the right to remarry because it is their spouse who initiated the Divorce.  They interpret all of that from the one phrase “a brother or sister is not under bondage in such cases.”  It does not, however, state they are free to remarry.  We would assume the same requirements, given earlier, would still apply.  “Let her remain unmarried or be reconciled…”  

Those holding the “Innocent Party” theory interpret this to mean there is a separate standard for one who departs and the one who is departed from.  

Those of us who believe Jesus taught “Marriage is for life” would interpret this as Paul commanding them to stay together but if THEY leave YOU, you are not obligated to stay with them.  We feel our interpretation is supported by Paul’s next statement, “but God has called us to peace.”  By this Paul is stating, “Don’t cause a conflict or uproar, by demanding your spouse accept you as still being their spouse.  We want to be peaceable and spread the Word of God in a peaceful manner.”  Can you imagine the turmoil caused by a woman following her husband around, even after he has divorced her, because she felt she had a Christian duty to fulfill her role as a wife?  “I would be disobeying God if I did not continue to serve as your wife.”  Paul says, “let them depart…God has called us to peace.”  This would be even more of a conflict if an unbelieving wife chose to leave her now Christian husband and he refused to let her depart.  He could demand she stay and fulfill her responsibilities.  He may also feel a Christian obligation to fulfill his service to her as a husband.  This would no doubt have caused serious conflict.  It was Paul’s desire to avoid these situations.  While they were to still acknowledge the legitimacy of their vows by remaining unmarried and being open to reconciliation, they were free to allow their unbelieving spouse to depart without feeling the need to fulfill their spousal responsibilities of service.

Some have taken the phrase “A brother or a sister is not under bondage in such cases…” as meaning they are no longer joined or bound to them in a one flesh union and thus are free to marry another.  A major problem with that theory is the word “bondage” is not the same as the word “bound” in vv. 27, 39.  If he had meant to say they were no longer joined in a one flesh union then it would have made sense that he would have used the same word.  Instead he uses a word which speaks of slavery or servitude in the same sense as a “bondservant.”  Therefore, he wasn’t saying they weren’t joined any longer but that they were not bound to serve them any longer.  This fits completely with the idea expressed above, “for God hath called us to peace.”

Another scripture which torpedoes the Innocent Party theory is Jesus’ statements on Divorce and Remarriage recorded in the Gospels.  

Matt 5:31-32 KJV

31 It hath been said, Whosoever shall put away his wife, let him give her a writing of divorcement:

32 But I say unto you, That whosoever shall put away his wife, saving for the cause of fornication, causeth her to commit adultery: and whosoever shall marry her that is divorced committeth adultery.
Here Jesus states the man who marries a woman who has been divorced by her husband for an unjust cause, commits adultery.  Why would it be adultery for a man to marry a woman who was, by definition, the “Innocent Party?”  HER HUSBAND DEPARTED FROM HER.  HE PUT HER AWAY.  According to the “Innocent Party” interpretation in 1 Cor. 7, she is not under bondage and should be free to remarry without it being adultery.  Here Jesus says, “If a woman is shunned by her husband, he leaves, giving her divorce papers, she still cannot remarry without it constituting “Adultery.”  The clear implication is that the Innocent Party must remain unmarried or be reconciled, for to remarry anyone else would constitute Adultery.

Our premise from the beginning has been that D&R is an act of Adultery.  Being married to a second person is simply having an affair.  God does not recognize divorce’s ability to dissolve a marriage.  You are still married to your first spouse and therefore you are having sexual relations with someone other than your spouse.  With that in mind, why would we think mistreatment would justify a person to commit sin themselves?  If an innocent woman is being beaten by her husband, does she have the right to run to the arms of another man and have sexual relations with him.  According to Jesus, this is exactly what a woman does who divorces her husband and marries another.  Since divorce cannot dissolve a marriage then the woman is simply having an affair in response to her mistreatment.  I am absolutely not saying she shouldn’t depart to protect herself or her family but this would fall under the Lord’s provision in 1Cor. 7:10-11 and she must remain unmarried or be reconciled to her husband.  Through the years I have dealt with people who have “cheated” on their spouses.  Sometimes they justify themselves by saying “My husband wasn’t paying me enough attention” or “My wife was withholding sex.”  I always respond that while it may be true they have been wronged it doesn’t give them the right to commit adultery.  

If D&R is adultery, then the innocent party theory is saying a person has the right to commit adultery if they are wronged.  Such a doctrine is unreasonable.

If a person could dissolve their marriage because of mistreatment then marriage isn’t for life.  Marriage is for as long as I am treated correctly.  

Divorce, Remarriage and Restitution Where Possible

Someone has said, “Well I believe a person should make their 1st marriage work if it is possible but if it isn’t possible then the person should be allowed to move on to another spouse.  We are only required to make “Restitution When it is Possible.” The implication is that if a person is not able to restore the spouse of another to their original spouse then God may grant them the freedom to stay in their second marriage.  They’re not saying He will but there is a possibility.  They’re also not saying what determines whether restitution is possible or impossible.  All of this is left open to interpretation.  

The fact “Restitution Where Possible” does not apply to One Flesh Unions can clearly be seen in the following example:

A sinner gets Saved who had before been a thief.  Upon his conversion the Holy Spirit convicts him for having stolen his neighbor’s TV.  He packs up the TV and goes to his neighbor’s house to make restitution.  The neighbor listens to the man’s confession and testimony of Salvation and is deeply touched.  He says, “You know I appreciate the gesture but I have already bought a new TV.  I forgive you and in fact you may keep the old TV.”  The man has then been freed from his crime and God would have no problem with the man taking the TV back home.  This makes it possible under the rules of Restitution but how does that same scenario apply to adultery.  Remember, Jesus defined D&R as adultery.  So here is how the story would go.  There is a man who stole another man’s wife.  She has moved out and is now living with her lover.  The man then gets Saved and goes to the man whose wife he has stolen to make “Restitution.”  The man says, “I did you wrong and I ask you to forgive me.  I am sending your wife home.”  The man whose wife had been stolen may say, “Well, I appreciate your apology and gesture but I have moved on and I have a new woman in my life.  You can keep my ex-wife with my blessings.”  The problem with this scenario is that the man does not have the power to grant you the right to commit adultery.  That is equivalent to a man saying, “You are free to have sex with my wife.”  Does the fact he gave his blessing make it any less adultery?  Absolutely not!  Divorce and Remarriage is adultery and the fact the former spouse has no problem with you sleeping with his spouse doesn’t make it any less adultery. 

Maybe some would define Restitution as impossible because children are now involved on both sides.  However, since D&R is adultery it doesn’t matter whether children are involved or not.  If a man has been having an affair when he became a Christian, can he continue to have an affair with his mistress because he has fathered children with her in the past?  Absolutely not!  This does not mean he doesn’t have certain responsibilities toward those children.  He most certainly does but he does not have the right to continue the affair.  Since D&R is adultery and divorce cannot dissolve a marriage then a person in a second marriage is simply having an affair with this supposed second spouse.  They may have children together but it does not give them the right to continue the affair.  

The principle of “Restitution Where Possible” is a principle regarding possessions not marriage relationships.  The principle for relationships is “Reconciliation Where Possible.” We should seek the reconciliation of spouses and if that doesn’t happen then they should remain unmarried.” 

Let’s briefly look at other scenarios some may interpret as impossible situations to make restitution.

1. Husband is in prison – “My ex-husband is in prison.  Can I divorce him and remarry?”  Can you have an affair with a man’s wife because he is in prison?  Then why would you be allowed to marry her after she has divorced her imprisoned husband when Jesus doesn’t recognize divorce’s power to dissolve the marriage?  Wouldn’t it be the same as having an affair with a woman whose husband was in prison?

2. Husband doesn’t want wife – Whether someone wants there spouse any longer or not has no bearing on the situation.  There is still no way to dissolve their “One Flesh, Lifetime Union.”  Since nothing but death can dissolve the “One Flesh Union” they are still married.  Therefore, anyone who has sex with her is having an affair.  Whether a person wants their spouse back or not does not make them any less their spouse.  

3. Husband has moved on to another marriage – Since divorce cannot dissolve a marriage they are still husband and wife and the husband is simply having an affair.  Can the wife have an affair because the husband is having an affair?  Absolutely not!

4. The husband is violent and I don’t want to send her back to that environment – This is certainly a tragedy and I would never counsel her to return to that abusive environment but the question is, “Is a woman justified to have an affair because her husband beats her and are you justified in having an affair with her because he abused her?”  You may want to help her financially and spiritually but you most certainly cannot have an affair with her.  If she divorces her abusive spouse, she is still married to him in God’s eyes and therefore it would be adultery for anyone to have sex with her.

Nothing gives you the right to commit sin yourself.  I have seen people who justify their affairs by saying things like “My husband doesn’t show me enough attention.”  “My wife doesn’t give me enough sex.”  These people are trying to justify themselves based upon the actions and sometimes even the sinful actions of others.  However, the actions of another do not give you the right to commit sin yourself.  

This may be the most unbiblical view of D&R I have ever heard about.  “Marriage is not only not for life, it actually only lasts until one does not want the other any longer.”  This is without question exactly what Jesus condemned!  We are saying a man can put away his wife for any cause.  He can dissolve the marriage by simply not wanting her any longer.  

The principle of “Restitution Where Possible” doesn’t apply because we are not speaking of possessions.  The principle which actually applies is “Reconciliation Where Possible” and the Lord commanded through the Apostle Paul, if reconciliation is not possible, “remain unmarried.”  (1Cor. 7:11)
JESUS TEACHING

ON

Lifetime Marriage

“For this cause shall a man leave his father and mother, and cleave to his wife; and they twain shall be one flesh: so then they are no more twain, but one flesh.  What therefore God hath joined together, let not man put asunder.”  (Mark 10:7-9 KJV)
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