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Divorce and Remarriage by David Servant

The subject of divorce and remarriage is one that is often debated among sincere Christians. Two fundamental
questions are the basis of that debate: (1) When, if ever, is divorce permissible in God's eyes? and (2) When, if ever, is
remarriage permissible in God's eyes? Most denominations and independent churches have an official doctrinal stance
on what is permissible and what is not, based on their particular interpretation of Scripture. We should respect them all
for having convictions and living by them--if their convictions are motivated by their love for God. It would surely be best,
however, if all of us held convictions that are 100% scriptural. The disciple-making minister does not want to teach what
falls short of what God intends. Neither does he want to place burdens upon people that God never intended for them to
carry. With that goal in mind, I'm going to do my best to interpret Scripture on this controversial topic and let you decide
if you agree or disagree. 

Let me begin by telling you that I am, like you, grieved that divorce is so rampant in the world today. Even more grievous
is the fact that so many professing Christians are divorcing, including those in the ministry. This is a great tragedy. We
need to do all we can to prevent this from happening more, and the best solution to the divorce problem is to preach the
gospel and call people to repentance. When two married people are genuinely born again and both are following Christ,
they'll never be divorced. The disciple-making minister will do all he can to make his own marriage strong, knowing that
his example is his most influential means of teaching. 

May I also add that I've been happily married for over twenty-five years and have never been previously married. I can't
imagine ever being divorced. So I have no motive to soften difficult divorce scriptures for my own sake. I do, however,
possess a strong sympathy for divorced people, knowing that I could have easily made a bad decision as a young man
myself, marrying someone who I would have later been sorely tempted to divorce, or someone less tolerant of me than
the wonderful woman I did marry. In other words, I could have ended up divorced, but I have not because of the grace of
God. I think that most married people can relate to what I'm saying, and so we need to restrain ourselves from throwing
stones at divorced people. Who are we, who have low-maintenance marriages, to condemn divorced persons, having no
idea what they might have endured? God might consider them to be much more righteous than us, as He knows that
we, under the same circumstances, would have divorced much sooner. 

No one who marries expects to be ultimately divorced, and I don't think anyone hates divorce more than those who have
suffered through it. So we should try and help married people stay married, and help divorced people find whatever
grace God might be offering. It is in that spirit which I write. 

I will do my best to allow scripture to interpret scripture. I've noticed that verses on this subject are often interpreted in
such a way that they contradict other scriptures, which is a sure indication that those verses have been misunderstood,
at least in part. 

A Foundation 
Let us begin with a foundational truth with which we can all agree. Most fundamentally, Scripture affirms that God is very
much against divorce in general. During a time when some Israelite men were divorcing their wives, He declared
through His prophet Malachi: 

I hate divorce...and him who covers his garment with wrong....So take heed to your spirit, that you do not deal
treacherously (Mal. 2:16).
This should not surprise anyone who knows something about the loving and just character of God, or anyone who
knows something about how divorce damages husbands, wives and children. We would have to question the moral
character of anyone who was in favor of divorce in a general way. God is love (see 1 John 4:8), and thus He hates
divorce. 

Some Pharisees once asked Jesus a question regarding the lawfulness of divorce "for any cause." His response reveals
His fundamental disapproval of divorce. In fact, divorce was never His intention for anyone: 
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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?" And He answered and said, "Have you not read, that He who created them from the beginning made them male
and female, 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'? Consequently they are no longer two, but one flesh. What therefore God has joined together,
let no man separate" (Matt. 19:3-6).
Historically, we know that there were two schools of thought among Jewish religious leaders in Jesus' day. We'll explore
those two schools of thought in more detail later, but suffice it for now to say that one was conservative and one was
liberal. The conservatives believed that a man was only permitted to divorce his wife for very serious moral reasons. The
liberals believed that a man could divorce his wife for just about any reason, including even finding a more attractive
woman. These contradicting convictions were the very basis of the Pharisees' question to Jesus. 

Jesus appealed to verses of Scripture from the earliest pages of Genesis that show how God's original plan was to join
men and women together permanently , not temporarily. Moses declared that God made the two sexes with marriage in
mind, and that marriage is such a significant relationship that it becomes the primary relationship. Once it is established,
it ranks higher than one's relationship with his or her parents. Men leave their parents to cleave to their wives. 

Moreover, the sexual union between man and wife points to their God-ordained oneness. Obviously, such a relationship,
one that results in offspring, was not meant by God to be temporary, but meant to be permanent. I suspect that the tone
of Jesus' response to the Pharisees indicated His grave disappointment that such a question was even being asked.
God certainly did not intend that men would divorce their wives "for any cause." 

Of course, God did not intend that anyone sin in any way, but all of us have. Mercifully, God made provision to rescue us
from our slavery to sin. Moreover, He has some things to say to us after we have done what He did not want us to do.
Likewise, God never intended for anyone to divorce, but divorce was inevitable among humans not submitted to God.
God was not surprised at the first divorce or the millions of subsequent divorces. And so He not only declares His hatred
of divorce, but He also has some things to say to people after they've been divorced. 

In the Beginning 
With this foundation laid, we can begin to explore more specifically what God has declared about divorce and
remarriage. Since the most controversial statements about divorce and remarriage are those spoken by Jesus to
Israelites, it will help us to first study what God said hundreds of years before on the same subject to earlier Israelites. If
we find that what God said through Moses and what God said through Jesus are contradictory, we can be sure that
either God's law changed or that we've misinterpreted something said by either Moses or Jesus. So let us begin with
what God first revealed regarding divorce and remarriage. 

I've already made mention of the passage in Genesis 2 that, according to Jesus, has some relevance to the subject of
divorce. This time, let's read it straight from the Genesis account: 

And the Lord God fashioned into a woman the rib which He had taken from the man, and brought her to the man. And
the man said, "This is now bone of my bones, and flesh of my flesh; she shall be called Woman, because she was taken
out of Man." For this cause a man shall leave his father and his mother, and shall cleave to his wife; and they shall
become one flesh (Gen. 2:22-24).
Here then is the origin of marriage. God made the first woman from the first man and for the first man, and personally
brought her to him. In the words of Jesus, " God ...joined  together" (Matt. 19:6, emphasis added). This first God-ordaine
d marriage set the pattern for all subsequent marriages. God creates about the same number of women as men, and He
creates them so that they are attracted to the opposite sex. So it could be said that God is still into arranging marriages 
on a grand scale (even though there are many more prospective mates for each individual than there were for Adam an
d Eve). Therefore, as Jesus pointed out, no human should separate what God joins together. It was not God's intention t
hat the original couple live separate lives, but that they would find blessing in living together in mutual dependence. A vio
lation of God's clearly revealed will would constitute sin. Thus, from the second chapter of the Bible, it is an established f
act that divorce was not God's intention for any marriage. 

God's Law Written in Hearts 
I would also like to suggest that even those who have never read the second chapter of Genesis instinctively know that 
divorce is wrong, as the covenant of lifetime marriage is practiced in many pagan cultures where the people have no bibl
ical knowledge. As Paul wrote in his letter to the Romans: 

For when Gentiles who do not have the Law do instinctively the things of the Law, these, not having the Law, are a law t
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o themselves, in that they show the work of the Law written in their hearts, their conscience bearing witness, and their th
oughts alternately accusing or else defending them (Rom. 2:14-15).
God's code of ethics is written on every human heart. In fact, that code of ethics that speaks through the conscience is al
l the law that God ever gave anyone , except the people of Israel, from Adam until the time of Jesus. Anyone even conte
mplating a divorce will find that he has to deal with his conscience. And the only way that he can overcome his conscien
ce is to find some good justification for divorce. If he proceeds with a divorce without a good justification, his conscience 
will condemn him, although he may well suppress it. 

As far as we know, for 27 generations from Adam until the giving of the Law of Moses to Israel around 1440 BC, the law 
of the conscience was all the revelation that God gave to anyone, the Israelites included, regarding divorce and remarria
ge, and God considered that to be sufficient. (Remember that Moses didn't pen the Genesis 2 creation account until the 
time of the Exodus.) It certainly seems reasonable to think that, during those 27 generations before the Mosaic Law, whi
ch included the time of Noah's flood, some of the millions of marriages during those hundreds of years ended in divorce. 
It also seems reasonable to conclude that God, who never changes, was willing to forgive those who incurred guilt from 
divorce if they confessed and repented of their sin. We are certain that people could be saved, or declared righteous by 
God, before the giving of the Law of Moses, as was Abraham, through his faith (see Rom. 4:1-12). If people could be de
clared righteous through their faith from Adam until Moses, that means they could be forgiven of anything, including sin i
ncurred in divorce. Thus, as we begin to probe the subject of divorce and remarriage, I wonder, Would people who incur
red sin in divorce before the Mosaic Law and who received forgiveness from God then be convicted by their conscience 
(since there was no written law) that they would incur guilt if they remarried? I only pose the question. 

What about divorce victims who had not incurred sin, those who were divorced through no fault of their own, but only be
cause of selfish spouses? Would their consciences have prohibited them from remarrying? That would seem unlikely to 
me. If a man abandoned his wife for another woman, what would ever lead her to conclude that she had no right to rema
rry? She had been divorced through no fault of her own. 

The Law of Moses 
It is not until we come to the third book of the Bible that we find divorce and remarriage specifically mentioned. Containe
d within the Law of Moses was a prohibition against priests marrying divorced women: 

They shall not take a woman who is profaned by harlotry, nor shall they take a woman divorced from her husband; for h
e is holy to his God (Lev. 21:7).
Nowhere within the Law of Moses is there such a prohibition addressed to the general population of Israelite men. More
over, the just-quoted verse implies (1) that there were divorced Israelite women and (2) that there would be nothing wron
g with non-priestly Israelite men marrying women who had been previously married. The above-quoted law applies only 
to priests and divorced women who might marry priests. There was nothing wrong under the Law of Moses with any divo
rced woman remarrying, just as long as she didn't marry a priest. And there was nothing wrong with any man, other than
a priest, marrying a divorced woman. 

The high priest (perhaps as a supreme type of Christ) was required to live by even higher standards than regular priests.
He was not even permitted to marry a widow . We read just a few verses later in Leviticus: 

A widow, or a divorced woman, or one who is profaned by harlotry, these he may not take; but rather he is to marry a vir
gin of his own people (Lev. 21:14).
Does this verse prove that it was sinful for any and all Israelite widows to ever remarry or that it was sinful for any and all
Israelite men to marry widows? No, certainly not. In fact this verse strongly implies that it would not be sinful for any wido
w to marry any man as long as he wasn't the high priest. And it strongly implies that any man besides a high priest was 
permitted to marry a widow. Other scriptures affirm the complete legitimacy of widows remarrying (see Rom. 7:2-3; 1 Ti
m.5:14). 

This verse also implies, along with the previous verse we considered (Lev. 21:7), that that there would be nothing wrong 
for any Israelite man (other than a priest or high priest) to marry a divorced woman or even a woman who was not a virgi
n, "profaned by harlotry." It likewise implies that, under the Law of Moses, there was nothing wrong for a divorced woma
n to remarry or for a woman "profaned by harlotry" to marry, just as long as she didn't marry a priest. God graciously gav
e both fornicators and divorcees another chance, even though He was very opposed to both fornication and divorce. 

A Second Specific Prohibition Against Remarriage 
How many "second chances" did God give divorced women? Should we conclude that God gave divorced women just o
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ne more chance under the Law of Moses, permitting just one remarriage? That would be a wrong conclusion. We read l
ater in the Law of Moses, 

When a man takes a wife and marries her, and it happens that she finds no favor in his eyes because he has found som
e indecency in her, and he writes her a certificate of divorce and puts it in her hand and sends her out from his house, a
nd she leaves his house and goes and becomes another man's wife, and if the latter husband turns against her and writ
es her a certificate of divorce and puts it in her hand and sends her out of his house, or if the latter husband dies who to
ok her to be his wife, then her former husband who sent her away is not allowed to take her again to be his wife, since s
he has been defiled; for that is an abomination before the Lord, and you shall not bring sin on the land which the Lord yo
ur God gives you as an inheritance (Deut. 24:1-4).
Note that, in these verses, the sole prohibition was against the twice-divorced woman (or once-divorced once-widowed 
woman) remarrying her first husband. Nothing is said about her incurring guilt for remarrying the second time. And once 
she was divorced the second time (or widowed from her second husband), she was only prohibited from going back to h
er first husband. The clear implication is that she would be free to remarry any other man (who is willing to take the chan
ce on her). If it were a sin for her to remarry anyone else, then there would have been no need for God to give this kind 
of specific instructions. All he would have had to say was, "Divorced people are forbidden to remarry." 

Moreover, if God permitted this woman to marry a second time, then the man who married her after her first divorce coul
d not have been incurring guilt either. And if she was permitted to be married a third time, then any man who married her
after she was twice divorced would not be sinning (unless he had been her first husband). So the God who hated divorc
e loved divorced people, and He mercifully offered them another chance. 

A Summary 
Let me summarize what we've discovered so far: Even though God declared His hatred of divorce, He gave no indicatio
n before or during the old covenant that remarriage was a sin, with these two exceptions: (1) the twice-divorced or once-
divorced once-widowed woman remarrying her first husband and (2) the case of a divorced woman marrying a priest. Fu
rthermore, God gave no indication that marrying a divorced person was a sin for anyone except priests. 

This stands in apparent contrast to what Jesus stated about divorced people who remarry and those who marry divorced
persons. Jesus said such people commit adultery (see Matt. 5:32). So we are either misunderstanding Jesus or Moses, 
or God changed His law. My suspicion is that we might be misinterpreting what Jesus taught, because it would seem str
ange that God would suddenly declare something to be morally sinful that was morally acceptable for fifteen hundred ye
ars under a Law that He gave to Israel. 

Before we tackle this apparent contradiction more fully, may I also point out that God's permission of remarriage under t
he old covenant did not carry any stipulations that were based on the reasons for one's divorce or the degree of guilt one
incurred in the divorce. God never said that certain divorced people were disqualified from being remarried because thei
r divorce was not for legitimate reasons. He never said that some people were uniquely worthy to remarry because of th
e legitimacy of their divorce. Yet such judgments are often attempted by modern ministers based on one-sided testimon
y. For example, a divorced woman tries to convince her pastor that she is worthy to be permitted to be remarried becaus
e she was just the victim of her divorce. Her former husband divorced her--she didn't divorce him. But if that pastor was 
given an opportunity to hear her former husband's side of the story, he might become somewhat sympathetic for him. Pe
rhaps she was a beast and shares some blame. 

I've known a husband and wife who both tried to provoke the other to file for divorce so that they could avoid the guilt of 
being the person who filed for the divorce. They both wanted to be able to say after the divorce that it was their spouse, 
not them, who filed for divorce, thus making their subsequent second marriages lawful. We may be able to fool people, b
ut we can't fool God. For example, what is His appraisal of the woman who, in disobedience to God's Word, continually 
withholds sex from her husband and then divorces him because he became unfaithful to her? Is she not at least partly re
sponsible for the divorce? 

The case of the twice-divorced woman we just read about from Deuteronomy 24 does not say anything about the legitim
acy of her two divorces. Her first husband found some "indecency" in her. If that "indecency" had been adultery, she wou
ld have been worthy of death according to the Law of Moses, which prescribed that adulterers be stoned (see Lev. 20:10
). So, if adultery is the only legitimate reason for divorce, perhaps her first husband did not have good reason to divorce 
her. On the other hand, perhaps she had committed adultery, and he, being a righteous man like Mary's Joseph, "desire
d to put her away secretly" (Matt. 1:19). There are many possible scenarios. 
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Her second husband is said to have simply "turned against her." Once again, we don't know who was to blame or if they 
shared the blame. But it doesn't make any difference. God's grace was extended to her to remarry anyone who would ta
ke the chance on a twice-divorced woman, with the exception of her first husband. 

An Objection 
"But if people are told that it is lawful for them to remarry after divorcing for any reason, that will encourage them to divor
ce for illegitimate reasons," it is often claimed. I suppose that might be true in some cases of religious people who are no
t truly attempting to please God. But trying to restrain people from sinning who are not submitted to God is a fairly useles
s exercise. People who are truly submitted to God in their hearts, however, are not trying to find ways to sin. They are try
ing to please God. And those kinds of people usually have strong marriages. Moreover, apparently God was not too con
cerned about people under the old covenant divorcing for illegitimate reasons due to a liberal law of remarriage, becaus
e He gave Israel a liberal law of remarriage. 

Should we avoid telling people that God is willing to forgive them of any sin, lest they be encouraged to sin because they
know that forgiveness is available? If so, we'll have to stop preaching the gospel. Again, it all comes down to the conditio
n of people's hearts. Those who love God want to obey Him. I know very well that God's forgiveness would be available 
for me if I ask for it, no matter what sin I might commit. But that doesn't motivate me at all to sin, because I love God and
have been born again. I've been transformed by God's grace. I want to please Him. 

God knows there is no need to add one more negative consequence to the many unavoidable negative consequences o
f divorce in hopes of motivating people to remain married. Telling people with troubled marriages that they better not div
orce because they will not be permitted to ever remarry provides very little motivation for staying married. Even if he beli
eves you, the prospect of a life of singleness compared to a life of continual marital misery sounds like heaven to the mis
erably-married person.  

Paul on Remarriage 
Before we tackle the problem of harmonizing Jesus' words on remarriage with Moses', we need to realize there is one m
ore biblical author who agrees with Moses, and his name is Paul the apostle. Paul clearly wrote that remarriage for thos
e divorced is not a sin, agreeing with what the Old Testament says: 

Now concerning virgins I have no command of the Lord, but I give an opinion as one who by the mercy of the Lord is tru
stworthy. I think then that this is good in view of the present distress, that it is good for a man to remain as he is. 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 should marry, 
you have not sinned ; and if a virgin should marry, she has not sinned. Yet such will have trouble in this life, and I am tryi
ng to spare you (1 Cor. 7:25-28, emphasis added).
There is no doubt that Paul was addressing divorced people in this passage. He advised the married, the never-married,
and the divorced to remain in their current state because of the persecution that Christians were suffering at that time. H
owever, Paul clearly stated that divorced people and virgins would not sin if they married. 

Note that Paul didn't qualify the lawfulness of remarriage of divorced persons. He didn't say remarriage was only permitt
ed if the divorced person shared no blame in his previous divorce. (And what person is qualified to judge such a thing as
that other than God?) He didn't say remarriage was only permitted for those who had been divorced prior to their salvati
on. No, he simply stated that remarriage is not a sin for divorced persons. 

Was Paul Soft on Divorce? 
Because Paul endorsed a gracious policy on remarriage, does that mean he was also soft on divorce? No, Paul was cle
arly opposed to divorce in general. Earlier in the same chapter of his first letter to the Corinthians, he laid down a law on 
divorce that harmonizes with God's hatred of divorce: 

But to the married I give instructions, not I, but the Lord, that the wife should not leave her husband (but if she does leav
e, let her remain unmarried, or else be reconciled to her husband), and that the husband should not send his wife away. 
But to the rest I say, not the Lord, that if any brother has a wife who is an unbeliever, and she consents to live with him, l
et him not send her away. And a woman who has an unbelieving husband, and he consents to live with her, let her not s
end her husband away. For the unbelieving husband is sanctified through his wife, and the unbelieving wife is sanctified 
through her believing husband; for otherwise your children are unclean, but now they are holy. Yet if the unbelieving one
leaves, let him leave; the brother or the sister is not under bondage in such cases, but God has called us to peace. For h
ow do you know, O wife, whether you will save your husband? Or how do you know, O husband, whether you will save y
our wife? Only, as the Lord has assigned to each one, as God has called each, in this manner let him walk. And thus I di
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rect in all the churches (1 Cor. 7:10-17).
Note that Paul first addressed believers who are married to believers. They should not divorce, of course, and Paul state
s that this is not his instruction, but the Lord's instruction. And that certainly agrees with everything we've considered in t
he Bible so far. 

Here is where it gets interesting. Paul was obviously realistic enough to realize that even believers might divorce in rare 
cases. If that occurs, Paul stated that the person who divorced his spouse should remain unmarried or be reconciled to 
his or her spouse. (Although Paul gives these specific instructions to wives, I assume the same rules would apply to hus
bands.) 

Again, what Paul writes does not surprise us. He first laid down God's law regarding divorce, but is intelligent enough to 
know that God's law might not always be obeyed. So when the sin of divorce occurs between two believers, he gives furt
her instructions. The person who divorced his spouse should remain unmarried or be reconciled to his or her spouse. Th
at would certainly be the best thing in the event of divorce between believers. As long as they both remain unmarried, th
ere is hope of their reconciliation, and that would be best. Of course, if one of two remarries, that ends the hope and pos
sibility of reconciliation. (And obviously, if they had committed an unpardonable sin by divorce, there would be little reaso
n for Paul to tell them to remain unmarried or be reconciled.) 

Do you suppose that Paul was intelligent enough to know that his second directive to divorced believers might not alway
s be obeyed? I would think so. Perhaps he gave no further directive to divorced believers because he expected that true
believers would follow his first directive to not divorce, and thus only for extremely rare cases was his second directive e
ven needed. Surely true followers of Christ, if they had marital problems, would do all they could to preserve their marria
ge. And surely a believer who, after every attempt to preserve the marriage, felt he or she had no alternative but to divor
ce, surely that believer out of personal shame and desire to honor Christ would not consider remarrying anyone else, an
d would still hope for reconciliation. It seems to me that the real problem in the modern Church regarding divorce is that t
here is such a high percentage of false believers, people who have never truly believed in and thus submitted to the Lor
d Jesus. 

It is quite clear from what Paul writes in 1 Corinthians 7 that God has higher expectations of believers, people who are in
dwelled by the Holy Spirit, than He does of unbelievers. Paul wrote, as we read, that believers should not divorce their u
nbelieving spouses as long as their unbelieving spouses are willing to live with them. Once again, this directive does not 
surprise us, as it lines up perfectly with everything else we've read in Scripture on the subject. God is against divorce. Pa
ul goes on to say, however, that if the unbelieving one wants to divorce, the believer is to allow it. Paul knows that the un
believer is not submitted to God, and so he doesn't expect the unbeliever to act like a believer. May I add that when a no
n-believer consents to live with a believer, it would be a good indication that either the non-believer is potentially open to 
the gospel, or the believer is backslidden or a phony Christian. 

Now, who would say that the believer who has been divorced by an unbeliever is not free to remarry? Paul never says s
uch a thing, as he did in the case of two believers who were divorced . We would have to wonder why God would be opp
osed to the remarriage of the believer who had been divorced by an unbeliever. What purpose would that serve? Yet su
ch an allowance apparently stands in opposition to what Jesus said about remarriage: "Whoever marries a divorced wo
man commits adultery" (Matt. 5:32). This, again, makes me suspect that we have misinterpreted what Jesus was trying t
o communicate. 

The Problem   
Jesus, Moses and Paul clearly all agree that divorce is an indication of sin on the part of one or both parties of the divorc
e. All are consistently against divorce in general. But here is our problem: How do we reconcile what Moses and Paul sai
d about remarriage with what Jesus said about remarriage? Certainly we should expect that they should harmonize sinc
e all were inspired by God to say what they said. 

Let's examine exactly what Jesus did say and consider to whom He was speaking. Twice in Matthew's Gospel we find J
esus addressing the subject of divorce and remarriage, once during the Sermon on the Mount and once when He was q
uestioned by some Pharisees. Let's begin with Jesus' conversation with those Pharisees: 

Some Pharisees came to Jesus, testing Him and asking, "Is it lawful for a man to divorce his wife for any reason at all?" 
And He answered and said, "Have you not read that He who created them from the beginning made them male and fem
ale, and said, 'For this reason a man shall leave his father and mother and be joined to his wife, and the two shall becom
e one flesh'? So they are no longer two, but one flesh. What therefore God has joined together, let no man separate." Th
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ey said to Him, "Why then did Moses command to give her a certificate of divorce and send her away?" 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 th
is way. And I say to you, whoever divorces his wife, except for immorality, and marries another woman commits adultery
" (Matt. 19:3-9).
During this conversation with Jesus, the Pharisees referred to a portion of the Mosaic Law that I mentioned earlier, Deut
eronomy 24:1-4. There it was written, "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 indecency in her, and he writes her a certificate of divorce and puts it in her han
d and sends her out from his house..." (Deut. 24:1, emphasis added). 

In Jesus' day, there were two schools of thought concerning what constituted an "indecency." About twenty years before
, a rabbi named Hillel taught that an indecency was an irreconcilable difference. By the time Jesus had His debate with t
he Pharisees, the "Hillel" interpretation had become even more liberal, allowing divorce for just about "any cause," as th
e Pharisees' question to Jesus indicates. One could divorce his wife if she burned his dinner, put too much salt on his fo
od, spun around in public so her knees were exposed, took her hair down, spoke to another man, said something unkind
about her mother-in-law, or was infertile. A man could even divorce his wife if he saw someone who was more attractive,
thus making his wife "indecent." 

Another famous rabbi, Shammai, who lived prior to Hillel, taught that an "indecency" was only something very immoral, s
uch as adultery. As you might suspect, among the Pharisees of Jesus' day, Hillel's liberal interpretation was much more 
popular than Shammai's. The Pharisees lived and taught that divorce was lawful for any cause, and so divorce was ram
pant. And the Pharisees, in their typical pharisaical way, emphasized the importance of giving your wife a divorce certific
ate when you divorced her, so as "not to break the Law of Moses." 

Don't Forget that Jesus' was Speaking to Pharisees 
With this background in mind, we can better understand what Jesus was up against. Before Him stood a group of hypocr
itical religious teachers, many of whom, if not all, had divorced one or more times, and most likely because they had fou
nd more attractive mates. (I think it is no coincidence that Jesus' words about divorce in the Sermon on the Mount directl
y follow His warnings regarding lust, also calling it a form of adultery.) Yet they were justifying themselves, claiming to ha
ve kept the Law of Moses. 

Their question itself reveals their bias. They clearly believed one could divorce his wife for any cause at all. Jesus expos
ed their very flawed understanding of God's intention in marriage by appealing to Moses' words about marriage in Gene
sis chapter 2. God never intended that there be any divorces, much less divorce "for any cause," yet the leaders of Israe
l were divorcing their wives like teenagers break up with their "steadies"! 

I suspect that the Pharisees already knew Jesus' stand on divorce, as He had stated it publicly before. And so they were
ready with their rebuttal: "Why then did Moses command to give her a certificate of divorce and send her away?" (Matt. 1
9:7). 

This question again reveals their bias. It is phrased in such a way that makes it sound as if Moses was commanding me
n to divorce their wives when they discovered an "indecency," and requiring a proper divorce certificate. But as we know 
from reading Deuteronomy 24:1-4, that is not what Moses was saying at all. He was only regulating a woman's third mar
riage, prohibiting her from remarrying her first husband. 

Since Moses mentioned divorce, divorce must have been permitted for some reason. But notice how the verb Jesus use
d in His response, permitted , contrasts with the Pharisees' choice of verbs: commanded . Moses permitted divorce; he n
ever commanded it. And the reason Moses permitted divorce was because of the hardness of the hearts of the Israelites
. That is, God permitted divorce as a merciful concession to people's sinfulness. He knew that people would be unfaithful
to their spouses. He knew there would be immoralities. He knew people's hearts would be broken. And so He made allo
wance for divorce. It wasn't what He had originally intended, but sin made it necessary. 

Next, Jesus laid down God's law to the Pharisees, defining what Moses' "indecency" really was: "Whoever divorces his 
wife, except for immorality , and marries another woman commits adultery" (Matt. 19:9, emphasis added). In God's eyes,
immorality is the only valid reason for a man to divorce his wife. And I can understand that. What could either a man or 
woman do that would be more offensive to his or her spouse? When one commits adultery or has an affair, he/she send
s a brutal message. And certainly Jesus was not just referring to adultery when He used the word "immorality." Surely pa
ssionate kissing and fondling someone else's mate would be a very offensive immorality, as would the practice of viewin
g pornography, and other sexual perversions. Remember that Jesus equated lust with adultery during His Sermon on th
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e Mount. 

Let us not forget to whom Jesus was speaking--Pharisees who were divorcing their wives for any cause and quickly rem
arrying, but who would, God forbid, never commit adultery lest they break the seventh commandment. Jesus was telling 
them that they were only fooling themselves. What they were doing was no different than adultery. And that makes perfe
ct sense. Anyone who is honest can see that a man who divorces his wife so that he can marry another woman is doing 
what an adulterer does, but under a guise of some legality. 

The Solution 
This is the key to harmonizing Jesus with Moses and Paul. Jesus was simply exposing the hypocrisy of the Pharisees. H
e was not laying down a law that forbids any remarriage. If He was, He was contradicting Moses and Paul, and creating 
a confusing mess for millions of divorced and millions of remarried people. If Jesus was laying down a law of remarriage,
then what should we tell those who have been divorced and remarried before they heard about Jesus' law? Shall we tell 
them that they are living in adulterous relationships, and, knowing that the Bible warns that no adulterers will inherit God'
s kingdom (see 1 Cor. 6:9-10), instruct them to divorce again? But doesn't God hate divorce? 

Shall we tell them to cease having sex with their spouses until their former spouses die to thus avoid regularly committin
g adultery? But does not Paul forbid married couples from withholding sex from each other? And would not such a reco
mmendation lead to sexual temptations and even foster desires for ex-spouses to die? 

Shall we tell such people to divorce their current spouses and remarry their original spouses (as advocated by some), so
mething that was forbidden under Mosaic Law in Deuteronomy 24:1-4? 

And what about divorced people who have not been remarried? If they are only permitted to remarry if their former spou
se committed some immorality, who will take it upon himself to determine if an immorality was actually committed? In or
der to remarry, will some people be required to prove that their former spouse was only guilty of lust, while others will ne
ed to bring forth witnesses to their former spouses' affairs? 

As I asked earlier, what about cases where a former spouse committed adultery due in part to being married to a person
who withheld sex? Is it is fair that the person who withheld sex be permitted to remarry while the person who committed 
adultery not be permitted to be remarried? 

What about the person who committed fornication prior to marriage? Is not his or her fornication an unfaithful act toward
s a future spouse? Would not that person's sin be equivalent to adultery had he or his sexual partner been married at th
e time of their sin? Why then is that person permitted to marry? 

What about two people who live together, unmarried, who then "break up." Why are they permitted to marry someone el
se after their breakup, just because they weren't officially married? How are they different than those who divorce and re
marry? 

What about the fact that "old things pass away" and "all things become new" when a person becomes a Christian (see 2 
Cor. 5:17)? Does that really mean every sin committed except the sin of illegitimate divorce? 

All of these and many more questions1 could be asked that are strong reasons to think that Jesus was not laying down 
a new law concerning remarriage. Certainly Jesus was intelligent enough to realize the ramifications of His new law of re
marriage if that is what it was. That in itself is enough to tell us that He was only exposing the hypocrisy of the Pharisees
--lustful, religious, hypocritical men who were divorcing their wives for "any cause" and remarrying. 

Surely the reason Jesus said they were "committing adultery" rather than simply saying that what they were doing was w
rong is because He wanted them to see that divorce for any cause and subsequent remarriage is really no different than
adultery, something they claimed to never do. Are we to conclude that the only thing Jesus was concerned about was th
e sexual aspect of a remarriage, and that He would approve of remarriage as long as there was abstinence from sex? O
bviously not. So let us not make Him say what He never meant. 

A Thoughtful Comparison 
Let us imagine two people. One is a married man, religious, who claims to love God with all his heart, and who begins to
lust for a younger woman next door. Soon he divorces his wife and then quickly marries the girl of his fantasies. 
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The other man is not religious. He has never heard the gospel, and lives a sinful lifestyle, which ultimately costs him his 
marriage. Some years later, as a single man, he hears the gospel, repents, and begins following Jesus with all his heart.
Three years later he falls in love with a very committed Christian woman whom he meets at his church. They both dilige
ntly seek the Lord and the counsel of others, and then decide to get married. They do get married, and serve the Lord a
nd each other faithfully until death. 

Now, let us assume that both men have sinned in getting remarried. Which of the two has the greater sin? Clearly, the fir
st man. He is just like an adulterer. 

But what about the second man? Does it really seem that he has sinned? Can it be said that he is no different than an a
dulterer, as can be said to the first man? I don't think so. Shall we tell him what Jesus said about those who divorce and 
remarry, informing him that he is now living with a woman whom God did not join him to, because God considers him stil
l married to his first wife? Shall we tell him that he is living in adultery? 

The answers are obvious. Adultery is committed by married people who get their eyes on someone other than their spou
se. So divorcing one's spouse because one has found a more attractive mate is just like adultery. But an unmarried pers
on cannot commit adultery since he has no spouse to be unfaithful to, and neither can a divorced person commit adulter
y since he has no spouse to which he can be unfaithful. Once we understand the biblical and historical context of what J
esus said, we don't come up with conclusions that make no sense and that contradict the rest of the Bible. 

Incidentally, when the disciples heard Jesus' response to the Pharisees' question, they responded by saying, "If the relat
ionship of the man with his wife is like this, it is better not to marry" (Matt. 19:10). Realize that they had grown up under t
he teaching and influence of the Pharisees, and within a culture that was greatly influenced by the Pharisees. They had 
never considered that marriage was to be so permanent. In fact, up until a few minutes before, they too probably believe
d it was lawful for a man to divorce his wife for any cause. So they quickly concluded it might be best to just avoid marria
ge all together, and not risk committing divorce and adultery. 

Jesus responded, 

Not all men can accept this statement, but only those to whom it has given. For there are eunuchs who were born that w
ay from their mother's womb; and there are eunuchs who were made eunuchs by men; and there are also eunuchs who 
made themselves eunuchs for the sake of the kingdom of heaven. He who is able to accept this, let him accept it (Matt. 
19:11-12). 
That is, one's sexual drive and/or one's ability to control it is more of the determining factor. Even Paul said, "It is better t
o marry than to burn" (1 Cor. 7:9). Those who are born eunuchs or who are made eunuchs by men (as was done by me
n who needed other men whom they could trust to guard their harems) have no sexual desire. Those who make "themse
lves eunuchs for the sake of the kingdom of heaven" would seem to be those who are specially gifted by God with extra 
self-control, which is why "not all men can accept this statement, but only those to whom it has been given" (Matt. 19:11)
. 

The Sermon on the Mount 
We should keep in mind that the crowd to whom Jesus spoke during His Sermon on the Mount were also people who ha
d spent their lives under the hypocritical influence of the Pharisees, the rulers and teachers in Israel. As we learned in ou
r earlier study of the Sermon on the Mount, it is obvious that much of what Jesus said was nothing less than a correction
of the false teaching of the Pharisees. Jesus even told the crowd that they would not get into heaven unless their righteo
usness exceeded that of the scribes and Pharisees (see Matt. 5:20), which was another way of saying that the scribes a
nd Pharisees were going to hell. At the end of His sermon, the crowds were amazed, in part, because Jesus was teachi
ng "not as their scribes" (Matt. 7:29). 

Early in His sermon, Jesus exposed the hypocrisy of those who claim to never have committed adultery, but who lust or 
who divorce and remarry. He expanded the meaning of adultery beyond the physical sinful act between two people who 
are married. And what He said would have been obvious to any honest person who would have just given it a little thoug
ht. But keep in mind that, until Jesus' sermon, most of the people in the crowd would have thought that it was lawful to di
vorce for "any cause." Jesus wanted His followers and everyone else to know that God's intention from the beginning wa
s a much higher standard. 

You have heard that it was said, "You shall not commit adultery"; but I say to you, that everyone who looks on a woman 
to lust for her has committed adultery with her already in his heart. And if your right eye makes you stumble, tear it out, a
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nd throw it from you; for it is better for you that one of the parts of your body perish, than for your whole body to be throw
n into hell. And if your right hand makes you stumble, cut it off, and throw it from you; for it is better for you that one of th
e parts of your body perish, than for your whole body to go into hell. And it was said, 'Whoever sends his wife away, let h
im give her a certificate of divorce'; but I say to you that everyone who divorces his wife, except for the cause of unchasti
ty, makes her commit adultery; and whoever marries a divorced woman commits adultery (Matt. 5:27-32). 
First, as I pointed out earlier, notice that Jesus' words about divorce and remarriage not only directly follow His words ab
out lust, linking them to that degree, but that Jesus equates both as being adultery, linking them even more so. So we se
e the common thread that runs through this entire portion of Scripture. Jesus was helping His followers understand what 
obeying the seventh commandment actual entails. It means not committing lust and not divorcing and remarrying. 

Everyone in His Jewish audience had heard the seventh commandment read in the synagogue (no one owned personal 
Bibles), and they had heard the exposition as well as observed its application in the lives of their teachers, the scribes a
nd Pharisees. Jesus next said, "but I say to you," but He wasn't about to add new laws. He was only going to reveal God
's original intent. 

First, lust was clearly forbidden by the tenth commandment, and even without the tenth commandment, anyone who tho
ught about it would have realized that it is wrong to long with desire to do what God condemns. 

Second, from the earliest chapters of Genesis, God made it clear that marriage was to be a lifelong commitment. Moreo
ver, anyone who thought about it would have concluded that divorce and remarriage is much like adultery, especially wh
en one divorces with the intent to remarry. 

But again in this sermon, it is clear that Jesus was only helping people to see the truth about lust and the truth about div
orce for any cause and remarriage. He was not laying down a new law of remarriage that had heretofore not been "on th
e books." 

It is interesting that very few in the church have ever taken Jesus' words about plucking out their eyes or cutting off their 
hands literally, as such ideas run so counter to the rest of Scripture, and they clearly serve only to make a strong point a
bout avoiding sexual temptation. Yet so many in the church attempt to interpret quite literally Jesus' words about the rem
arried person committing adultery, even when such a literal interpretation contradicts so much of the rest of Scripture. Je
sus' goal was to get His listeners to face up to the truth, with the hope that there would be much fewer divorces. If His fol
lowers would take to heart what He said about lust, there would be no immorality among them. If there was no immoralit
y, there would be no legitimate grounds for divorce, and there would be no divorce, just as God had intended from the b
eginning.  

How Does a Man Make His Wife Commit Adultery?   
Note that Jesus said, "Everyone who divorces his wife, except for the cause of unchastity, makes her commit adultery ." 
This again leads us to believe that He was not laying down a new law of remarriage, but only revealing the truth about th
e sin of a man who divorces his wife without a good cause. He "makes her commit adultery." Some say that Jesus was t
hus prohibiting her remarriage, because He makes it to be adultery. But that is absurd. The emphasis is on the sin of the
man doing the divorcing. Because of what he does, his wife will have no other choice but to remarry, which is no sin on 
her part as she was just the victim of her husband's selfishness. In God's eyes, however, because the man left his wife d
estitute with no other choice but to remarry, it was just as if he forced his wife into bed with another man. So the one wh
o thinks he has not committed adultery is held guilty for a double adultery, his and his wife's. 

Jesus could not have been saying that God held the victimized wife to be guilty of adultery, as that would be completely 
unfair, and in fact would be utterly meaningless if the victimized wife never remarried. How could God say she was an a
dulteress unless she remarried? It would make no sense whatsoever. Thus it is plain to see that God is holding the man 
guilty for his own adultery, and the "adultery" of his wife, which is really not adultery at all for her. It is lawful remarriage. 

And what about Jesus' next statement that "whoever marries a divorced woman commits adultery"? There are only two 
possibilities that make any sense. Either Jesus was now adding a third count of adultery against the man who thinks he 
has never committed adultery (for a similar reason as He added the second count), or Jesus was speaking of the man w
ho encourages a woman to divorce her husband in order to marry her so as "not to commit adultery." If Jesus was sayin
g that any man on earth who marries a divorced woman is committing adultery, then every Israelite man during the previ
ous hundreds of years committed adultery who, in complete compliance with the Law of Moses, married a divorced wom
an. In fact, every man in Jesus' audience that day who was presently married to a divorced woman in full compliance wit
h the Mosaic Law suddenly become guilty of what he was not guilty just one minute before, and Jesus must have chang
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ed God's law at that moment. Moreover, every person in the future who married a divorced person, trusting Paul's words
in his letter to the Corinthians that such was not a sin, was actually sinning, committing adultery. 

The entire spirit of the Bible would lead me to admire a man who married a divorced woman. If she had been a blameles
s victim of her former husband's selfishness, I would admire him as much as I admire a man who marries a widow, takin
g her under his care. If she bore some blame for her previous divorce, I would admire him for his Christ-likeness in belie
ving the best of her, and for his grace in offering to forget the past and take a risk. Why would anyone who has read the 
Bible and who has the Holy Spirit living in him conclude that Jesus was forbidding everyone from marrying any divorced 
person? How does such a view fit with God's justice, a justice that would never punish someone for being a victim, as is 
the case of the woman who is divorced through no fault of her own? How does such a view fit with the message of the g
ospel, which offers forgiveness and another chance to repentant sinners? 

In Summary   
The Bible consistently says that divorce always involves sin on the part of one or both parties. God never intended for an
yone to divorce, but mercifully made provision for divorce when immorality occurs. He also mercifully made provision for 
divorced people to remarry. 

If it wasn't for Jesus' words about remarriage, no one reading the Bible would have ever thought that remarriage was a s
in (except for two very rare cases under the old covenant and for one rare case under the new, namely, remarriage after
one was divorced from a Christian as a Christian). We have, however, found a logical way to harmonize what Jesus said
about remarriage with what the rest of the Bible teaches. Jesus was not replacing God's law of remarriage with a stricter 
law that forbids all remarriage in every case, an impossible law for people who are already divorced and remarried to ob
ey (like trying to unscramble eggs), and one that would create unlimited confusion and lead people to break other laws o
f God. Rather, He was helping people to see their hypocrisy. He was helping those who believed they would never com
mit adultery to see that they were committing adultery in other ways, by their lust and by their liberal attitude toward divor
ce. 

As the entire Bible teaches, forgiveness is offered to repentant sinners regardless of their sin, and second and third chan
ces are given to sinners, including divorced people. There is no sin in any remarriage under the new covenant, with the 
exception of the believer who has been divorced from another believer, which should never occur since true believers ar
e not committing immoralities and there is thus no valid reason to divorce. In such a rare event that they do, both should 
remain single or be reconciled to each other. 

Re: Divorce and Remarriage by David Servant - posted by PaulBenson (), on: 2007/5/26 15:26
It is because of erroneous and sin pacifying teachings such as this one that the sin of divorce and remarriage is so ramp
ant in the Church in America. You would rarely hear someone teaching divorce and remarriage as acceptable in a Churc
h in this nation 40 or 50 years ago. But now it is common place, and look at the difference in the divorce rate here from t
hen until now! What is preached in the pulpit affects not only the Church, but society as a whole!
I recently had the opportunity to listen to a man of God from Romainia. (Michael Boldea - the grandson and former interp
reter of Dimitru Duduman, the imprisoned and persecuted Bible smuggler and also messenger sent to warn America to r
epent or perish) Brother Boldea says that the divorce rate in Romainia is .001%! That is 1 in 1000! He attributes this to t
he fact that Church holds to the traditional and Biblical veiw of divorce and remarriage as sin before God, and not to be t
olerated as acceptable. This standard has not only preserved the sanctity of the marriage convenant in the Body of Chri
st, but in the entire social climate of that nation! I dont know about you , but to me this speaks a great deal about the abs
olute necessity of returning to a pure and uncorrupted Gospel preached by the Body of Christ in our nation. 

Re: - posted by tjservant (), on: 2007/5/26 15:53
I look forward to reading more responses to this article.  

David Servant is considered by many to be a leading spokesman against AmericaÂ’s Â“watered down" Gospel.  
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Re: - posted by lastblast (), on: 2007/5/26 16:15
Paul, I'm right there with you!!

It seems to me that Mr. Servant's writings are really no different than most "conservative" pastors of today.........."God ha
tes divorce, but...........".

The thing is that many of us also have a HEART for divorcees, but we will not water down the Word AT ALL concerning t
he sin that is allowed to take place AND continue in the Body of Christ.  Many today are crying, "revival, revival".......yet 
how can there possibly be a revival when God's own people continue in the sin of adultery and stomp His precious cove
nant of marriage into the Ground......saying, "grace, grace, will cover this sin!"........However, with no other sexual sin will 
such Grace be applied.

I just met a woman from Iraq on Monday.  She is staying with a Christian family down the street.  We got into a conversa
tion on divorce/remarriage (she is single and 36 years old).   She said they do NOT have divorce in the Christian commu
nity.   She also said that they believe in 1 marriage for life---period.  Divorce and remarriage is sin.  She seemed complet
ely shocked when I told her that American Christians do not believe this as a whole and that in most American churches 
there sits people who are living in remarriages---many of them married by the pastors there.   You should have seen the 
look on her face.

She also was speaking of how many Kurds are coming to faith in Jesus and she said they say it is because of how they 
see the Christians live----they stay married to each other, they are very honest, hard-working, peaceful people.   The Kur
ds(who are numbering in the thousands) who are coming to Jesus say they SEE Jesus in the believers there and they w
ant what they have.

Some who I have spoken this about are saying that in that culture divorce is not allowed.   I correct them in this assumpti
on because this woman told me that divorce IS prevalent with the muslims----the Christians, however do not divorce---th
ey stay faithful to their vows.   The Christians there do not have the destruction in their families that we see in the U.S.  

I praise the Lord that I met her and know that what I see occurring in the U.S -----destroyed families due to leaving the c
ovenant of marriage---is NOT reflective of how other Christian cultures are living around the world.  I also recently met a
n Indian (from India) brother who told me the same thing concerning his culture and divorce.........It is almost unheard of i
n the Christian community---and actually in the community as a whole.  They too believe that to remarry after a divorce i
s to enter into an adulterous union.    Blessings........

Re: - posted by tjservant (), on: 2007/5/26 16:56

Quote:
-------------------------It seems to me that Mr. Servant's writings are really no different than most "conservative" pastors of today.........."God hates divorce,
but...........".
-------------------------

Did you read the article?

All of the article?

Re: - posted by tjservant (), on: 2007/5/26 17:07
Keep the responses coming.

It is long, but there are some very interesting points brought out in this article.
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Re: Divorce and Remarriage by David Servant - posted by ginnyrose (), on: 2007/5/27 22:58
tj wrote:

Quote:
------------------------- If Jesus was saying that any man on earth who marries a divorced woman is committing adultery, then every Israelite man during t
he previous hundreds of years committed adultery who, in complete compliance with the Law of Moses, married a divorced woman. In fact, every man 
in Jesus' audience that day who was presently married to a divorced woman in full compliance with the Mosaic Law suddenly become guilty of what he
was not guilty just one minute before, and Jesus must have changed God's law at that moment. Moreover, every person in the future who married a di
vorced person, trusting Paul's words in his letter to the Corinthians that such was not a sin, was actually sinning, committing adultery. 
-------------------------

I read some of this long article - scanning it and reading the conclusion which will sum up the larger body.

When I came to this paragraph, I saw nothing but red flags. Brother, anyone who will interpret the NT in this fashion is to
be avoided. This writer is not taking into ccount that what Jesus says will supercede what the OT commanded/taught. (R
ead Luke 16:16: The law and the prophets were until John: since that time the kingdom of God is preached, and every m
an presseth into it.) 

Revelation is progressive. This can readily be understood when you read the Bible from Genesis to Revelation. It can ev
en be seen in the OT when you read it clear through to Malachi. What Jesus said in his teaching replaced the directives 
given in the OT law. As an example read the sermon on the Mount. Jesus says "it has been said, but now I say unto you
...." He is replacing, or tightening the reins a tad bit more then what was allowed under the Old Covenant. 

Brother, I perceive the writer of this article is wanting to ease the conscience of those 'caught in the remarriage trap'. If th
ere is no issue, why do these people oftentimes bring this issue up to people who they perceive to have it all together? D
oes this not tell you the Holy Spirit is putting red flags into their  conscience and they do not like what they sense in their 
spirit? 

Brother, if my memory serves me right, I think you have stated on another post you are divorced and if you are 'normal' y
ou want to be married. May I suggest you surrender this desire to the Creator and ask Him how He would have you serv
e Him? Brother, it just might be that by being single you can serve the kingdom of God in a way you could not otherwise,
even if you would be in a legitimate marriage. Some get so focused on being married and think the world begins and en
ds with being married - this comes from the devil because it is a distortion of realities. If you find yourself single, God ma
y have another job for you to do. I know of a brother who was divorced because be became a Believer. After studying th
e Word he became convicted that remarrying would be sin. Presently, he is involved with foreign students at Mississippi 
State University and introducing them to the LORD. I heard the testimony of one such student who was a communist fro
m China. He came to the LORD and is now in training to return to his country as a missionary! Brother, this would likely 
not have happened if he had stayed in Memphis. Brother, God can and will take the wounded and fix them up so they ca
n serve Him effectively.

My thoughts....

Blessings to you,
ginnyrose

Re: - posted by repentcanada, on: 2007/5/27 23:31
thanks for the article, cant wait to read it
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Re: - posted by tjservant (), on: 2007/5/27 23:49
ginnyrose

Thank you for reading some of the article.  It was paragraphs like this one that had alarm bells ringing in my ears as well
.  I have supported this mans ministry for some time.  All of his other teachings have been a blessing and until this article
very Biblical.  I was considering placing some of his teachings on my website when I ran across this teaching and thoug
ht I should let some of the SI Â“theologsÂ” give it a test run.

I truly appreciate your concern for my personal situation, but this was not an attempt to pacify my conscience in regards 
to remarriage.  I have accepted my situation and know God wills and direction for my life.  It is with the judgment seat of 
Christ in view that all my decisions are made. 

There have been many teachings come across my way lately dealing with this topic and when I noticed David Servant di
d as well, I decided to check it out before posting any of his work on my site.  

As far as this topic is concerned I think John MacArthurÂ’s sermon does the best at showing the Biblical way to handle it
.

Thanks again for your replyÂ…and your concern.  I am touched

Re: - posted by ginnyrose (), on: 2007/5/28 0:03
tj wrote:

Quote:
-------------------------It was paragraphs like this one that had alarm bells ringing in my ears as well. I have supported this mans ministry for some time.
-------------------------

tj, this happens so often, sad to say. Seems like one cannot be vigilant enough...reckon this will force one to always be o
n the alert to check things out which in the process will prevent one from idolizing any man.

Blessings,
ginnyrose

Re: - posted by sermonindex (), on: 2007/5/28 0:04

Quote:
-------------------------As far as this topic is concerned I think John MacArthurÂ’s sermon does the best at showing the Biblical way to handle it.
-------------------------

What do you feel are any grounds for remarriage. The strictest view I have ran across is that the "other partner" has to di
e to allow the person to re-marry.

Servant - posted by crsschk (), on: 2007/5/28 0:55

Quote:
-------------------------Did you read the article?

All of the article?
-------------------------

It is indeed jumping the gun not to do so.

Joh 7:51  Doth our law judge any man, before it hear him, and know what he doeth? 
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Would hope that there would be a suspension of positions long enough to just consider what our own brethren are sayin
g, before coming to conclussions. This is presented quite well in all honesty, oddly had been musing on some of the sam
e considerations earlier today in the other similar post.

Re: - posted by tjservant (), on: 2007/5/28 1:36

Quote:
-------------------------What do you feel are any grounds for remarriage. The strictest view I have ran across is that the "other partner" has to die to allow t
he person to re-marry.
-------------------------

MacArthur says there are two Biblical reasons for divorce and two times you can remarry.  If you have a Biblical divorce 
you can remarry, because a Biblical divorce breaks the bond of marriage.  A marriage after a Biblical divorce does not h
ave you in adultery.  The very end of his sermon says it very wellÂ…much better than I.  He uses the Greek, scriptures a
nd context to state his reasoning.

Re: - posted by tjservant (), on: 2007/5/28 13:24

Quote:
-------------------------Brother, I perceive the writer of this article is wanting to ease the conscience of those 'caught in the remarriage trap'.
-------------------------

I donÂ’t see that he is trying to let anyone off the hook or feel okay about sinningÂ…just letting them know that if it happ
ened in their life before being a Christian that they are not condemned.  He never says anything other than God hates di
vorce and that true Christians will not divorce.  

Quote:
-------------------------If there is no issue, why do these people oftentimes bring this issue up to people who they perceive to have it all together? Does thi
s not tell you the Holy Spirit is putting red flags into their conscience and they do not like what they sense in their spirit? 
-------------------------

Many ask about this topic because of the different views out there and they are confused.  Many of the top Bible teacher
s are split on this topic.  For a new Christian it is not always easy to find your way through this.  When I was first saved I 
felt convicted of everythingÂ…and I mean everything.  It took a while before I began to understand how to balance the o
pinion of the saints I trusted and listen to the Holy Spirit for myself.

This article is not flawless...but it does need to be read in its entirety. 

Re: - posted by 1956Ford (), on: 2007/5/28 13:59
I see some of the same issues brought up in the article that we see discussed in some other forums.
Check out my Frequently Asked Questions on MDR at http://www.cadz.net/faq.html

Duet. 24 is covered there.

I repented of an adulterous remarriage. My testimony is at
http://www.cadz.net/mdr.html

If you are comitting adultery then you have a spouse that does not belong to you. How can one repent and keep that whi
ch does not belong to them?
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I wish I had more time to discuss but I do not. Check out the FAQ  above, that is all I can do for now.

Re: - posted by sermonindex (), on: 2007/5/29 3:05
Here are another 2 articles to read on this subject:

Divorce & Remarriage by John Murray
https://www.sermonindex.net/modules/newbb/viewtopic.php?topic_id=17107&forum=36&0

Divorce And Remarriage From The Early Church To John Wesley
https://www.sermonindex.net/modules/newbb/viewtopic.php?topic_id=17118&forum=36&3

Re: - posted by lastblast (), on: 2007/5/29 7:20
TJ,

I'm sorry I haven't had the time to share a more indepth explanation of why I feel as I do, but I will soon.  

Re: - posted by tjservant (), on: 2007/5/29 9:40
No hurry.  I will be here as long as Sermonindex is around. :-) 

I have read many of your other posts on this subject on other treads and understand your views and where you are comi
ng from.

I posted this to show other views.  We can agree with itÂ…or not.  I donÂ’t agree with all of it myself.

ItÂ’s kinda like the Arminian/Cavinism thing; each side has its scriptures and interpretations.

Greg has posted some really good articles on this issue and I believe they are listed in this thread.
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