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Matthew 19:9 Teaches My Proposition

Matthew 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.

My Proposition:

The Bible teaches if a man divorces his scriptural wife for any reason other than fornication and marries another, he commits adultery, and repentance would demand he terminate that second marriage.

There is no critical difference in Matt 19:9a and the first part of my proposition.  If my opponent agrees, then my only job in this debate is to prove the last part of my proposition – that repentance would demand he terminate that second adulterous marriage.
The Force Of The Exception Clause
Matthew 19:9 And I say unto you, Whosoever shall put away his wife, except it be for fornication, and shall marry another, committeth adultery …
•
John 3:3 except a man be born again, he cannot see the kingdom of God → no other way to enter the kingdom
•
Luke 13:3 except ye repent, ye shall all likewise perish → rules out all other ways to avoid perishing
•
John 8:24 except ye believe that I am he, ye shall die in your sins (ASV) → no other way to avoid dying in sin
•
Matt 19:9a Whosoever shall put away his wife, EXCEPT it be for fornication, and shall marry another, committeth adultery → rules out all other scriptural causes to divorce and remarry
Matthew 5:32

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.

This verse rules out all causes for divorce, other than fornication.
In addition, Matt 5:32b says adultery occurs when anybody marries a put away person.

Romans 7:2-3 - Bound Is Why

… 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.
The reason a woman commits adultery if she divorces her husband and marries another, is because she’s still bound (obligated) to that first husband.  And she remains obligated until he dies.  God really does expect couples to fulfill their “till death do us part” vow.
Notice also there is a difference in the marriage and the bond.  In Romans 7:2-3 the woman is married to a second man, but still bound (obligated) to the first.
This is WHY my opponent is wrong – he is missing the fact that someone in a second marriage is still obligated to their first spouse.

Mark 6:17-18 – Old Testament Era Illustration
For Herod himself had sent forth and laid hold upon John, and bound him in prison for Herodias' sake, his brother Philip's wife:  for he had married her.  For John had said unto Herod, It is not lawful for thee to have thy brother's wife.
Mark 6:17-18 says Herod and Herodias' marriage was "not lawful."  Secular history tells us Herod had divorced his wife and Herodias had divorced her husband, and now they were married to each other.  It doesn’t really matter so much why their marriage was unlawful, since they lived under a different covenant than us anyway.  What matters is they needed to terminate their unlawful marriage.  So unlawful marriages must be ended – whatever the reason
Notice it wasn’t just wrong for Herod to marry Herodias; it was wrong for him to “have” (possess) her while he was in the marriage.  See the significance of the word “have”?  If it is illegal to possess marijuana, then you need to get rid of it, right?  Does anybody here think it would have been right for Herod and Herodias just to stay together?
You’ll remember that because of this dispute between John the Baptist and Herod and Herodias, John ended up losing his head (verse 27).  Isn’t my opponent taking Herodias’ side in that dispute?
Why Must Such Marriages Be Ended?
What I must prove:  The Bible teaches if a man divorces his scriptural wife for any reason other than fornication and marries another, he commits adultery, and repentance would demand he terminate that second marriage.
Mark 6:17-18 shows Herod and Herodias were in an unlawful marriage.  They needed to terminate their Old Testament era marriage to become lawful, right?
Why do marriages that violate Matt 19:9, etc. (our law) have to be terminated?

· Because these marriages are unlawful; such couples have no right to be married; they are not bound (maritally obligated, scripturally married) to each other - Romans 7:2-3
· They must seek reconciliation with their rightful spouse - I Cor 7:10-11, Rom 7:2-3
· Just like repenting of taking a man’s horse means giving his horse back, repenting of taking a man’s wife means giving the wife back - I Sam 18:27,25:44, II Sam 3:14-16
· Because each time they have marital relations, they commit adultery:
· adulterer – “denotes one who has unlawful intercourse with the spouse of another” (Vine’s)
· Heb 13:4 – “Marriage is honorable among all, and the bed undefiled; but fornicators and adulterers God will judge” (NKJV)
· so adultery is something done in “the bed.”  Meaning the adultery is recommitted every time the couple sleeps together.
· THEY MUST STOP THAT!  (those adulterous sexual relations)
I Corinthians 6:9-11

Such Were Some Of You

Do you not know that the unrighteous will not inherit the kingdom of God?  Do not be deceived.  Neither fornicators, nor idolaters, nor adulterers, nor homosexuals, nor sodomites, nor thieves, nor covetous, nor drunkards, nor revilers, nor extortioners will inherit the kingdom of God.  And such were some of you.  But you were washed, but you were sanctified, but you were justified in the name of the Lord Jesus and by the Spirit of our God. (NKJV)

This past tense use of the word “were” in this passage is commonly and correctly used to prove homosexuals ended their homosexual relationships in order to become and remain faithful Christians.

Well, adulterers are on the same list!
Repentance Means What?
· Luke 19:8-9 Zacchaeus: if I have taken any thing from any man by false accusation, I restore him fourfold.
· Acts 26:20 they should repent and turn to God, and do works meet for repentance
· Matthew 3:8 Bring forth therefore fruits meet for repentance.
If a person becoming a Christian is a:
· Kidnapper - Can he keep on kidnapping?  Can he keep all the children he has stolen (I Tim 1:10)?
· Polygamist - Can he keep on practicing polygamy?  Can he keep all four of his wives (I Cor 7:2)?
· Homosexual - Can he keep on practicing homosexuality?  Can he keep his homosexual “husband” (Rom 1:26-27)?

· Pornography – Can he keep on looking at Playboy magazines (Gal 5:19)?

· Adulterer - Can he keep his adulterous marriage?  Can he keep on practicing adultery with his new unlawful wife (Matt 19:9, Rom 7:2-3)?
Regarding Matt 14:4 – For John said unto him, It is not lawful for thee to have her. - Was John the Baptist telling Herod to keep his wife, or to give her up?
Compromise Through The Years
If you go back to before about 1930 - every church stood exactly where I do tonight:
1896 Methodist Creed Book - “No divorce, except for adultery, shall be regarded by the Church as lawful; and no Minister shall solemnize marriage in any case where there is a divorced wife or husband living; but this rule shall not be applied to the innocent party to a divorce for the cause of adultery ….”

1984 Methodist Creed Book - “Where marriage partners …are estranged beyond reconciliation, we recognize divorce as regrettable but recognize the right of divorced persons to remarry.”
Why the concession/compromise? – “Some … groups believe … divorced people who marry another spouse are living in sin.  However, the number of divorces in the United States has led most denominations away from that teaching.” - Orange County (California) Register

-  Bible study is not what lead to this change!
This will lead to – “pastor” Ken Wilson justifying their switch to accept gay marriage – “… why was I willing to let so many divorced and remarried couples know that they are welcome and wanted while refusing that same welcome to gay and lesbian couples? How could I say to the remarried couples, whose second marriage was clearly condemned by the plain meaning of scripture, ‘You are welcome …,’ while saying to the two (lesbian) mothers raising their adopted child together, ‘… I hate your sin’?”

God’s book still reads the same as it did in the first century
Universality of Matthew 19:3-9

Matt 19:9 "Whosoever" (just like the “whosoever” in John 3:16)

So God's law on marriage applies to everyone who qualifies by getting scripturally married.
· Matthew 19:2 "great multitudes" were present (not just saints)
· Matthew 19:4-6 Jesus went back to the beginning of the human race (not Jewish or Christian experience).  Was Cain, etc. (who was not a faithful child of God) amenable to the Genesis 2:24 marriage law?
· Matthew 19:5,6 "a man" (so any man)
· Matt 19:8 "from the beginning" (not just Christianity’s beginning)
· Matt 19:9 “Whosoever” was actually spoken to non-Christians
Some only say “context rules” if context doesn’t hurt their position

To say the only ones amenable to Matt 19:9 are the ones Jesus was directly speaking to would be saying only those Pharisees are amenable to it, and would be like saying only Timothy is required to wear modest clothing since that is who I Tim 2:9-10 was written to.
Every Creature

The law of Moses was only binding upon the Israelites, but the law of Christ is binding upon (addressed to) …
Matthew 28:19  Go ye therefore, and teach all nations
Mark 16:15  preach the gospel to every creature
One living in the USA is amenable to its laws even if they are not a citizen yet.  And even if he is not amenable to a few particular laws – like the voting laws.  The Pharisees had not believed or repented yet, but they were still rebuked for not being baptized (Luke 7:30).
Since the gospel (the New Testament law) is binding upon "every creature," then Matthew 19:9 (which is part of the gospel) is binding upon "every creature" (not just Christians).
Amenable To Mark 16:16

Go ye into all the world, and preach the gospel to every creature.  He that believeth and is baptized shall be saved, but he that believeth not shall be condemned.
If a non-Christian is not amenable to (responsible to obey) Mark 16:16, then how can he be saved?

If a non-Christian is amenable to Mark 16:16, then he is amenable to the whole gospel (law of Christ):

•
Romans 1:15 the gospel is not just baptism

•
Galatians 5:3 he is a debtor to do the whole law
•
James 2:10 For whosoever shall keep the whole law, and yet offend in one point, he is guilty of all.
Since the non-Christian is amenable to part of the gospel (Mark 16:16), then he is amenable to all of the gospel (Gal 5:3), which includes Matt 19:9.
One Law For All

John 12:47-48 if any man hear my words, and believe not … the word that I have spoken ... shall judge him in the last day
Acts 17:30-31 he will judge the world in righteousness by that man
Romans 2:16  God shall judge the secrets of men ... according to my gospel
Titus 2:11-12 the grace of God ... hath appeared to all men, Teaching us
John 17:2a ... You have given Him (Jesus) authority over all flesh
Revelation 20:12 the dead were judged out of those things which were written in the books
Saint and sinner alike are going to be judged by the same law, which includes God's law on divorce and remarriage.
Is The Non Christian Amenable To These Laws?

Romans 1:26-27  homosexuality

I Corinthians 7:2  polygamy

Matthew 15:9,14, I Peter 4:11  false teaching

Matthew 23:8-10  call no man your father upon the earth
I Corinthians 14:34-35  women preachers

Ephesians 4:29  corrupt communication

Matthew 5:27-28  did Jimmy Swaggert sin by violating this law?

That’s why a sinner is a sinner; he violates Christ’s law!
Only Marriage and Divorce?

God’s Instruction
Who is Amenable ?

-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
fornication
the world and the church

nudity
the world and the church

pornography
the world and the church

covetousness
the world and the church

stealing
the world and the church

drunkenness
the world and the church

faith
the world and the church

repentance
the world and the church

idolatry
the world and the church

homosexuality
the world and the church

marriage
just the church
Who can believe it ?
MMLJ

Matt 19:9 Not Part Of New Testament Law ?
But my opponent teaches a person can get a divorce for fornication.  He’s contradicting himself, because the exception is not stated from Acts 2 forward.  Romans 7:2-3, I Corinthians 7:10, etc. would not allow any divorce, not even for fornication, if the Matthew 19:9, 5:32 exception doesn’t apply today.
And notice Matthew 19:9 is not equal to OT law.  Jesus teaches in Matthew 19:8-9 that his law would be different than Moses’ law:

Moses … suffered (allowed) … but from the beginning it was not so.  And I say unto you …
Notice also that Matthew 5:32 is not equal to OT law.  Jesus quotes Moses’ law (Deuteronomy 24:1) in verse 31, and contrasts His teaching with that in verse 32 by saying:  But I say unto you …
So Matthew 19:9 and 5:32 have to be NT law
MMLJ

Law And Prophets Until John
Luke 16:16 The law and the prophets were (proclaimed, NAV) until John:  since that time the kingdom of God is preached ...
John 1:17 the law was given by Moses, but grace and truth … by Jesus Christ
Matthew 4:23 Jesus went about ... preaching the gospel
Mark 1:14 Jesus came ... preaching the gospel
Luke 4:43 I (Jesus) must preach the kingdom of God (Jesus’ phase of the kingdom)
Luke 9:2 he (Jesus) sent them to preach the kingdom
Luke 9:60 go thou and preach the kingdom of God 

Luke 20:1 Jesus preached the gospel
I Corinthians 7:10 And unto the married I command, yet not I, but the Lord, Let not the wife depart from her husband
Hebrews 2:3 How shall we escape, if we neglect … salvation; which at the first began to be spoken by the Lord, and was confirmed unto us by them that heard him
John 12:48 He that rejecteth me, and receiveth not my words, hath one that judgeth him:  the word that I have spoken, the same shall judge him in the last day
John 14:26 But the Comforter, which is the Holy Ghost, whom the Father will send in my name, he shall teach you all things, and bring all things to your remembrance, whatsoever I have said unto you

Matt 28:20 Teaching them to observe all things whatsoever I have commanded you …
MMLJ

Are These MMLJ Passages Applicable Today ?
John 3:16 For God so loved the world, that he gave his only begotten Son, that whosoever believeth in him should not perish, but have everlasting life.
John 3:3,5 Except a man be born again, ... Except a man be born of water and of the Spirit, he cannot enter into the kingdom of God.

Mark 16:16 He that believeth and is baptized shall be saved; but he that believeth not shall be condemned.
John 14:1-6 In my Father's house are many mansions ... And if I go and prepare a place for you ... I am the way, the truth, & the life:  no man cometh unto the Father, but by me
Matthew 18:15-17 Moreover if they brother shall trespass against thee, go and tell him his fault between thee and him alone:  if he shall hear thee, thou hast gained thy brother.  But if he will not hear thee, then take with thee one or two more, that in the mouth of two or three witnesses every word may be established.  And if he shall neglect to hear them, tell it unto the church:  but if he neglect to hear the church, let him be unto thee as an heathen man and a publican.
Matthew 13:18-23 the parable of the sower

John 4:24 God is a Spirit: & they that worship him must worship him in spirit & in truth
Matthew 26:26-29 the Lord's Supper
God’s Marriage Law Today ?
Wayne Burkett:

· Matthew 19:9 is only one “section” of the law

· the OT did allow more than one wife, which is the same law today
Polygamy Allowed - Deuteronomy 21:15:
If a man have two wives, … Then …

Divorce Captive Wife If Have No Delight - Deuteronomy 21:14:
… if thou have no delight in her, then thou shalt let her go …

Adultery Penalized By Death - Leviticus 20:10:
… the adulterer and the adulteress shall surely be put to death
Marry Wife Of Dead Brother - Deuteronomy 25:5:
If … one of them die … her husband’s brother shall go in unto her, and take her to him to wife …

Wayne doesn’t even believe his own argument.  Matthew 19:9 (“except”) gives the only scriptural cause for divorce.
Matthew 5 Just Explaining Deuteronomy 24 ?
Actually Jesus is contrasting his new law with the old law of Moses.

Ye have heard that it was said by them of old time (6 cases in Matt 5):

•
verse 21 Thou shalt not kill (Exodus 20:13) - is Jesus quoting the rabbinical fathers, or is He quoting Moses?


verse 21 danger of the judgment (Numbers 35:12)

•
verse 27 Thou shalt not commit adultery - rabbinical fathers or Exod 20:14?
•
verse 31 let him give her a writing of divorcement (Deuteronomy 24:1)

•
verse 33 Thou shalt not forswear thyself (Lev 19:12, Num 30:2, Ps 15:1,4b)

•
verse 38 An eye for an eye, and a tooth for a tooth (Exodus 21:24)

•
verse 43 Thou shalt love thy neighbor (Leviticus 19:18)


hate thine enemy (Psa 139:21-22, Deut 23:3-4,6-7, Psa 26:5, 31:6); Israelites were to destroy their enemies in war; Christians are to do the opposite – love
The truth is in all six cases, Jesus essentially quotes an OT teaching, and then presents his NT teaching/ethic, which is stricter than that OT ethic.

Jesus' new testament law on MDR is different than Deut 24:1-4
Jesus On MDR  ≠  Moses On MDR

	MOSES' TEACHING

Deut 24:1-4  (OT)
	JESUS' TEACHING

Matthew 5:32  (NT)

	divorce for any uncleanness De24:1
	divorce only for fornication Mt 5:32a

	adulteress put to death Lev 20:10
	adulteress divorced Matthew 5:32a

	divorcee could remarry Deut 24:2
	divorcee cannot remarry Matt 5:32b

	divorced and remarried woman could not go back to her original husband Deuteronomy 24:3-4
	divorced and remarried still bound to original husband, therefore can/must go back I Cor 7:11 / Romans 7:2-3

	captive wife let go if “no delight in her” Deuteronomy 21:11-14
	for fornication only Matthew 5:32a

	polygamy allowed Exodus 21:10, I Samuel 25:43, II Samuel 12:8, Deut 21:15-17
	polygamy disallowed I Cor 7:2

	marry wife of dead brother Deut 25:5
	no such requirement


Moses' MDR teaching was looser (because of the hardness of their hearts - Matthew 19:8) than Jesus' teaching is.  My opponent wants to go back to Moses' law (on this one thing) so that he can teach a looser MDR law.
Not Under Old Testament Law
Galatians 5:4 Christ is become of no effect unto you, whosoever of you are justified by the law; ye are fallen from grace.
Hebrews 7:12 For the priesthood being changed, there is made of necessity a change also of the law.
Galatians 3:24-25 Wherefore the law was our schoolmaster to bring us unto Christ, that we might be justified by faith.  But after that faith is come, we are no longer under a schoolmaster.

If we go back to the OT for one law, we have to take it all:
Galatians 5:3 For I testify again to every man that is circumcised, that he is a debtor to do the whole law.
I Corinthians 7:2

... to avoid fornication, let every man have his own wife, and let every woman have her own husband.

My opponent argues I Corinthians 7:2 proves everybody (even those who are divorced) has a right to marry.

But this verse says let every man have his own wife, not someone else's wife!  (for example, Herod had Phillip’s wife according to Mark 6:18)
I Corinthians 7:2 can’t be allowing the two type marriages forbidden by Luke 16:18 and etc.  That would be a contradiction, right?

· Whosoever putteth away his wife, and marrieth another, committeth adultery
· whosoever marrieth her that is put away from her husband committeth adultery.
Furthermore, I Cor 7:2 is suggesting people marry to avoid fornication, not in order to commit fornication – as my opponent (mistakenly) is.
I Corinthians 7:10ff - But To The Rest Speak I, Not The Lord
But of a mixed marriage, that is, a marriage between a believer and an unbeliever, Paul said, "But to the rest say I, not the Lord" (I Cor 7:10-12); the Lord did not speak of the marriage relationship between a believer and an unbeliever.  If Matthew 19:3-9 is universal in application, then Paul's answer to the second question would have been the same as his answer to the first. -H.Hailey-p.58

I Cor 7:10-11 does not specify only marriages involving two Christians, it addresses “the married” (all marriages).  Verse 12 is not saying Matt 19:9 doesn’t teach concerning mixed marriages, but shows Jesus in Matt 19:9 (or any other time) did not specifically state what a Christian is to do if his spouse (an unbeliever would be assumed) leaves him.  Paul answers that question in verse 15, "let him depart."  In other words, if the believer couldn't do anything to help it, he has not sinned.

Verses 12-14 are Paul's way of keeping the Corinthians from getting the wrong impression from his answer as stated in verse 15.  Paul wanted to make sure the Corinthians didn’t get the idea from his answer in 15 that the Christian could initiate the departing himself.
If asked "does baptism save?" I would answer "yes" (I Pet 3:21), but first I might make two points

•
baptism doesn’t earn our salvation (Jesus’ death does that)

•
the power is not in the water, but with God
“If Christ spoke concerning one group of married people, and Paul spoke to all the rest of the married, and if Paul spoke only of those marriages involving Christians to non-Christians, then Christ legislated not only for marriages of Christians to Christians, but also for marriages of non-Christians to non-Christians. If brother Bales rejects this (and he does), then by his own logic his doctrine fails.” (Gil Yoder)
If Matt 19:9 and 5:32 only speak to Christians married to Christians, that means if a non-Christian continues to commit adultery, their Christian spouse cannot divorce them for fornication.

I Corinthians 7:15 - Not Under Bondage

"Bondage" in I Cor 7:15 is not from the same Greek word as "bound" (referring to the marriage bond) in I Cor 7:27, 39, and Rom 7:2.  Notice the difference in definitions:
bound - to bind, tie, forbid - Englishman's Greek Concordance
bondage - Acts 7:6, I Corinthians 9:19, Galatians 4:3, II Peter 2:19


enslaved - English Standard Translation
enslave - Strong’s, Young’s, Kubo, Englishman's Greek Concordance
to make a slave of, reduce to bondage - Thayer

make someone a slave, ... enslave, subject - Bauer

... make a slave of, to bring into bondage – Vine’s

to be a slave ... to be a slave to another, be subject to, to serve, obey -Liddell and Scott

If the Greek word translated "bondage" (which occurs in some form 133 times in the New Testament) refers to the marriage bond in I Corinthians 7:15, it would be the only place in the whole Bible where this Greek word refers to the marriage bond.

The fact the deserted believer is "not under bondage" is used to support the instructions "let him depart" and "God hath called us to peace," not "you may remarry."  Verses 10-15 are discussing if it is right to depart (they say nothing about remarriage), so Paul is just saying it is okay to live in a state of separation if the unbeliever leaves you.
How could the deserted have a right to remarry when texts like Luke 16:18 show that even if the deserter remarries, the deserted may not remarry?
Since Matt 19:9 proves there is only one exception, I Cor 7:15 cannot allow another.
I Corinthians 7:20 - Abide In That Calling

Let every man abide in the same calling wherein he was called:

verse 18  circumcision

verse 21  servant

verses 25-27  unmarried

This section is only talking about things that are not sins either way.  Because of the present distress, Paul recommended that Christians stay single if they were single.

Can a Christian abide in the following callings?:
•
Thief - Can he keep stealing?  Can he keep everything he has stolen?

•
Pornography?  Can he keep on looking at his Playboy magazines?

•
Polygamist - Can he keep practicing polygamy?  Can he keep four wives?

•
Homosexual - Can he keep on practicing homosexuality?  Can he keep his homosexual partner?
•
Adultery - Can he keep on practicing adultery?  Can he keep his adulterous marriage (wife)?

When you become a Christian, abide in lawful callings, not sinful ones
I Corinthians 7:27-28 Compared To Luke 16:18

I Corinthians 7:27-28:  ... Art thou loosed from a wife? seek not a wife.  But and if thou marry, thou has not sinned ...
My opponent says this is a divorced person & free to remarry.
But I Cor 7:27-28 can’t be describing the divorced person of Luke 16:18.  The divorced person of Lk 16:18 commits adultery if they marry; the "loosed" person of I Cor 7:27-28 does not.

The loosed person of I Corinthians 7:27-28 is free to marry.  So that must be one of three people:

1.
a person who has never been scripturally married – I Cor 7:2
2.
a person whose mate has died – Rom 7:2-3
3.
a person who has divorced their spouse for fornication Matt 19:9
Luke 16:18, Matt 5:32, and Matt 19:9 say the divorced person commits adultery upon remarriage – so obviously they are not “loosed/free.”
I Corinthains 7:27-28

Loosed Refers Only To The Divorced ?

Thayer (p.384):  … spoken of a single man, whether he has already had a wife or has not yet married, 1 Co.vii.27…

BDAG (p.607):  … are you free from a wife, i.e. not bound to a wife?  1 Co.7:27 (a previous state of being 'bound' need not be assumed …
Isn’t it obvious this “stay single because of the present distress” advice would apply equally to any eligible single (never married, widower, scripturally divorced)?  They are all in the same boat/situation in regard to the advice, right?  Why would he give this advice to one and not the other?
Romans 7:2-3 Is The General Rule

Mark 10:11 … Whosoever shall put away his wife, and marry another, committeth adultery against her.
Mark 10:12 … if a woman shall put away her husband, and be married to another, she committeth adultery.
Luke 16:18a Whosoever putteth away his wife, and marrieth another, committeth adultery
Romans 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.

Rom 7:2-3 is basically saying the same as the other 3 verses; the only difference is → Rom 7:2-3 states the reason divorcing and remarrying is adultery, i.e. the original marriage partners are still obligated to one other.
Bound ≠ Married, Loosed ≠ Divorced

bound  –  “put under obligation … of law, duty”  (Thayer)

Since when does violating the terms of an agreement/contract release one from the obligations of said contract?  If I miss a house payment, does that mean I am released from my mortgage debt?

Romans 7:2-3, Mark 6:17-18, Ezra 10:11 married, but the marriage is adulterous/unlawful/unscriptural – obviously no obligation existed
I Corinthians 7:10-11 separated or divorced, but must remain unmarried or be reconciled – so the obligation still exists
Mark 6:17-18 all agree Herod was married to Herodias, but not bound to her

Mark 10:11 divorced, but still committing adultery against previous wife – obligation must still exist back to original wife
I Corinthians 7:27-28 says the loosed may marry, but passages like Matthew 19:9 say the unscripturally divorced may not marry
Conclusion:

· married does not necessarily equal bound (obligated)
· divorced does not equal loosed (released from marital obligation)
Romans 7:2-3 Doesn’t Cover The Case Of Divorce?

So then if, while her husband liveth, she be married to another man, she shall be called an adulteress …
· doesn’t have to say “even if he loses his job”

· doesn’t have to say “even if he drinks”

· doesn’t have to say “even if he loses the house”

· doesn’t have to say “even in the case of polygamy”

· doesn’t have to say “even in the case of unscriptural divorce”

All of the above cases are covered by the passage because the husband is still alive in all of the above cases.
Saying Romans 7:2-3 doesn’t cover the case of divorce because it doesn’t specifically mention it, is like a prejudiced caucasian saying Mark 16:16 doesn’t includes blacks because they are not specifically mentioned.  The case of polygamy is not specifically mentioned either in Rom 7:2-3, but we know it is covered the same way we know the case of divorce is covered → the wording of the passage fits either scenario.
Difference In Marriage And Bond

Ralph Eagleman:

This man wants a wife, he had a wife but she left him, and divorced him (unscripturally, ptd), now he is loosed from her, is it a sin for him to marry? 1 Corinthians 7:27: Art thou bound unto a wife? Seek not to be loosed. Art thou loosed from a wife? Seek not a wife, (28) But if thou marry, thou hast not sinned.

The truth is this man is divorced, but he is not loosed (free from marital obligation).

Difference in the marriage and the bond - Romans 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.

Notice the woman is married to the second man, but bound to the first.

Mark 6:17-18 … for he had married her.  For John has said unto Herod, It is not lawful for thee to have thy brother’s wife.  Herod and Herodias were married, but not bound.

The marriage and the bond are two different things, and so are divorcing and loosing.  Men marry and divorce, but only God can “bound” (obligation, Thayer) and loose (to unbind, release from bonds, set free).
Matthew 19:9 - Four Possibilities
got this chart from Hiram Hutto
Matt 19:9 - 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.

Four possible situations:

1.
The one who puts away their spouse for fornication does not commit adultery when they remarry.

2.
The one who puts away their spouse for a reason other than fornication commits adultery when they remarry.

3.
The one who is put away by their spouse for fornication commits adultery when they remarry.

4.
The one who is put away by their spouse for a reason other than fornication commits adultery when they remarry.
opposition is defending one falling into the wrong category
Where Were People Being Baptized Ever
Told To Get Out Of Their 2nd Marriage?

· Where were homosexuals ever told specifically to get out of that relationship when they were baptized?

· Where were polygamists ever told to get out of their 2nd marriage when they were baptized?

It’s all right there in the important command to “repent” in Acts 2:38 – “Repent, and be baptized … for the remission of sins.”
The Definition Of Adultery

Vine: one who has unlawful intercourse with the spouse of another
Thayer:  to have unlawful intercourse with another's wife
Hebrews 13:4:  Marriage is honourable in all, and the bed undefiled:  but ... adulterers God will judge.
so "adultery" is something done in "bed"

John 8:4:  … this woman was taken in adultery, in the very act.
caught in the very act of a wedding ceremony?

Matthew 5:28:  … whosoever looketh on a woman to lust after her hath committed adultery with her already in his heart.
fantasizing about a wedding ceremony?
We should let the Bible & Bible dictionaries tell us the
definition of "adultery" - not a man with ax to grind.
“adultery” means what we all always thought it meant!

I Corinthians 6:9-11
Will Christ’s Blood Wash These Sins Away, Including Adultery?
Ralph Eagleman:

Now what does the pure word of God tell us? They were adulterers, but they are not any more.  Why are they not adulterers?  Because they have been washed, sanctified, & justified by … Jesus

Acts 2:38 says people must repent and be baptized to have their sins forgiven.  My opponent is ignoring that "repent" part.   Repent means:

•
Vine's - ... signifies to change one's mind or purpose, always, in the new testament, involving a change for the better, an amendment ...
•
Matt 21:29 ... afterward he repented and went (a change of mind leading to a change of action)

The reason the I Corinthians 6:9-11 converts were not adulterers anymore is because they had quit committing adultery!  Not because they had been forgiven while still practicing their adultery.
When they were baptized, did the ...

fornicators keep sleeping around?

idolaters keep worshipping idols?

thieves keep on stealing?

drunkards keep on drinking?

homosexuals keep their homosexual partners?

adulterers keep their adulterous partners?
baptism washes away sins, not previous marriages
such were some of you - meaning they weren’t involved in the sin anymore - that’s exactly right!
I Timothy 4:3 - Forbidding To Marry

Is it wrong to forbid eating meat to a man who won’t work (II Thess 3:10)?
Is it a sin to discourage the eating of meat that has been laced with arsenic?
· Mark 6:18 Was John wrong for “forbidding” Herod’s marriage to Herodias?
· Romans 1:26-27 Is it a doctrine of devils to “forbid” homosexual marriages?  The gay preachers I have debated certainly think it is.
· I Corinthians 7:2 Is it wrong to “forbid” a man who is already married to take a second wife (polygamy)?
· Deut 7:3 Was God a devil for forbidding marriages to non-Israelite women?
Obviously then, I Tim 4:3 is talking about forbidding scriptural marriages - like what the Catholics do when they forbid their “priests” from having a first, scriptural marriage to an eligible woman.  God forbids any unlawful marriage!
Isn’t Jesus forbidding at least some marriages in passages like Luke 16:18b?
whosoever marrieth her that is put away from her husband committeth adultery.     (both parties are unmarried as far as we know)
My opponent’s teaching allows many unscriptural marriages that God forbids.
Two Wrongs (Divorces) Don't Make A Right?
I agree two wrongs never make a right, but in this case, terminating an unscriptural marriage is not a wrong; it is a right/required.
Was it a 2nd wrong for Herod and Herodias to get a divorce?  -  Mark 6:18 - For John had said unto Herod, It is not lawful for thee to have thy brother's wife.
Suppose I stole (Eph 4:28) a car for my son’s 16th birthday.  Would it be a second wrong to “steal” it back the next day and return it to its rightful owner?
What if I did wrong by marrying a second wife (polygamous – I Cor 7:2)?  Would it be a second wrong to repent and divorce the second wife, and go back to being monogamous with the first?

What if two homosexuals did wrong by getting married (Rom 1:26-27)?  Would it be a second wrong for them to get a divorce from each other?

Just like it is required (not a second wrong) to terminate a polygamous or homosexual marriage, it is also required to terminate an adulterous marriage.  Adultery (Gal 5:19) is just as wrong as polygamy and homosexuality, isn’t it?
Texts like Matt 19:6 (“Therefore what God has joined together, let not man separate” - NKJV) only forbid separating marriage God has joined, not marriage unions God didn’t join (authorize).

First Sex Act Equals Married?
This concept is a misunderstanding of I Cor 6:16.  The verse does not say you are married to a prostitute if you have sex with her; instead it says you are “joined” to her.  “Joined” and “married” are two different things:

●
joined = the sexual union  (the one flesh relationship)

●
married = agreement/contract for cohabitation, companionship, sex, raising children, sharing of finances, etc.

God joins two people (Matt 19:6) in that He authorizes their sex (similar to Heb 10:8), but I Cor 6:16 is talking about when man only joins.
●
Exodus 22:16-17 sex before marriage, but still not married

●
If a man cheats (sexually) on his wife, is he married to two women at the same time?
II Sam 11:4,27 - certainly wasn’t true with David & Bathsheba

●
John 4:17-18 the woman at the well - sex didn’t make the 6th man a husband
●
Genesis 38:18,24 sex didn’t make Judah and his daughter-in-law married

●
Matt 1:24-25 Joseph took Mary as his “wife” months before consummation
●
I Cor 7:2 – it’s impossible to commit fornication according to this theory

Even if this false theory were true, it wouldn’t change the fact that second marriages would be unlawful/adulterous.
God’s Grace Covers It?
According to this view, John the Baptist could have saved his head (Mark 6:18,27) by saying to Herod, “It is okay for you to keep Herodias, because God’s grace covers it.” 

According to this view, we could tell a man to keep his homosexual lover, because “God’s grace covers it.”

The truth is God’s grace covers every sin, but it only covers (forgiveness is only granted) when repentance occurs.

· God’s grace covers the homosexual marriage.  All the couple has to do is repent (quit their sexual sin / end their homosexual marriage) and they will be forgiven.

· Likewise God’s grace covers an adulterous marriage.  All the couple must do is repent (quit their sexual sin / break up their adulterous marriage) and they will be forgiven.

Does God’s grace cover (forgive) the adulterer even while at the very moment he is committing the act?
God grace covers our sin only when we forsake our sin – Prov 28:13 - He that covereth his sins shall not prosper: but whoso confesseth and forsaketh them shall have mercy.
Is Divorce And Remarriage The Unpardonable Sin?

Every sin is "unpardonable" if you keep committing it.  There is only one sin that is unpardonable even if you repent.

Really, the only unpardonable sin is the "blasphemy against the Holy Ghost" (Matt 12:31-32).  That is the only sin that will not be forgiven even if you repent.  All other sins, including adulterous marriages, will be forgiven condition upon repentance.

Baptists claim in debate we make not being baptized the unpardonable sin.  But we reply → no, a man can change and be baptized.

What about two “gay” men who are married to each other?  Do we make homosexuality the unpardonable sin by saying they need to give up that relationship/sin to be forgiven?  The gays claim that when I debate them.
Is polygamy an unpardonable sin?  Not if the second marriage ends, true?
Similarly, an unscripturally married couple absolutely can be forgiven of their adultery.  All they have to do is repent and terminate their unlawful marriage, that is, quit the adultery.  It’s the same with any sin.
Restoration
Ralph Eagleman:

This false teaching is, you have not repented, unless you have also made restoration. No where in the pure word of God does it teach an alien sinner, when he is baptized, must make restoration for anything he did as an alien sinner

Has he forgotten about passages like Luke 19:8  (Zacchaeus) ?
And Zacchaeus stood, and said unto the Lord; Behold, Lord, the half of my goods I give to the poor; and if I have taken any thing from any man by false accusation, I restore him fourfold.

Ezek 33:15 If the wicked restore the pledge, give again that he had robbed
Bible repentance does require restoration when possible, but the issue of restoration is not the real issue in this debate.  A man must leave an unscriptural wife, not because he is restoring anything necessarily, but because he must quit sleeping with a wife he has no right to sleep with!

Divorce And Remarriage
But What About Children?
The opposition says separating the marriage is not right because it will hurt the children.
Ezra 10:11 .therefore make confession unto the Lord God … and separate yourselves from the people of the land, and from the strange wives

44 All these had taken strange wives:  and some of them had wives by whom they had children.
These Jews were having to separate for a different reason than the issue of this debate, but having children did not justify them staying together.

Would kids make polygamy okay?  What about gay marriage adoptions?
Suppose the husband of a childless couple has an affair and impregnates the other woman who happens to be single.  If the familial needs of children outweigh biblical laws on marriage, would not the man be obligated to divorce his wife and marry his mistress to provide a home for his child?  (Kerry Duke)
Homer Hailey

Put Away Still Married To First Spouse ?

I believe that brethren err who say that the "put-away" partner, for causes other than fornication, is still married to the first spouse and conclude that in God's sight the second mate is not actually the spouse of this second marriage covenant.  This is the basis for the continuous adultery theory.  page 56

Notice that this point would apply to Christians also.

First of all, we never said they were still married.  We said they were still bound/obligated (and therefore the second marriage was adultery) - Romans 7:2-3

Has our brother Hailey forgotten God actually says the 2nd marriage is adultery? - Matt 19:9, Luke 16:18, Mark 10:11-12

Homer Hailey

Get Out Of Unscriptural Marriage

To demand that a remarried divorced couple break their marriage covenant on the basis of repentance rests on the assumption that their marriage is "an adulterous marriage" or that "they are continuing to live in adultery."  This has not been proved by scripture.  The sin was in breaking the covenant by the wife (or husband) in order to marry another and not in a "continuous sexual adulterous condition."  Therefore, repentance demands that they do not break such a covenant again.  pages 71-72

Notice that this would apply to Christians too.

So Elizabeth Taylor should just stay in the marriage she is in now ?
2nd and 3rd marriages must be ended to stop the “adultery” -
· to have unlawful intercourse with another's wife … (Thayer)

· John 8:4 taken in the very act of a divorce proceeding?
· Matthew 5:28 fantasizing about a divorce proceeding?
Opponent Has Gone Same Route As Methodist Church
Methodist Creed Book, 1896:

No divorce, except for adultery, shall be regarded by the Church as lawful; and no Minister shall solemnize marriage in any case where there is a divorced wife or husband living; but this rule shall not be applied to the innocent party to a divorce for the cause of adultery …
Sounds just like Matthew 19:9, doesn’t it?

The Methodist creed books of 1940 and 1960 gradually show a loosening of this teaching until we get to 1984 ...

Methodist Creed Book, 1984:

Where marriage partners, even after thoughtful consideration and counsel, are estranged beyond reconciliation, we recognize divorce as regrettable but recognize the right of divorced persons to remarry.  … We encourage an … accepting … commitment of the church … to minister to … divorced families.

Sounds like my opponent, doesn’t it?

Since 1984, many Methodist churches are now accepting homosexual marriages.  How long will it be before some of our brethren follow them there also?  It is only a matter of time.  After all, if you can accept an adulterous marriage, why can’t you accept a homosexual marriage on the same basis?
I Corinthians 7:10 = Separation Only ?
… Let not the wife depart from her husband:  But and if she depart, let her remain unmarried, or be reconciled to her husband …
My opponent is correct that “depart” (choridzo) does not mean divorce; it means separate.

But this would necessarily forbid divorce, because as a general rule all divorces involve a separation.  I haven’t met too many people that got a divorce, but didn’t separate.  When a person gets a divorce, generally they also violate the command not to depart/separate.

… in verses 10-11 the word is choridzo, meaning to “depart” or “separate,” whether a legal divorce also occurs or not. (Olan Hicks, What The Bible Says About Marriage, Divorce, & Remarriage, p.77).

Obviously, Paul means to at least include divorce in verse 10, as he refers to the woman who departed as “unmarried” in verse 11.

Point:  Just because one is divorced, that doesn’t give them the right to contract another marriage.  They are commanded to “remain unmarried.”
How Does One Repent Of Breaking Marriage -
Never Practice Marriage Again?, or

Never Break Marriage Again?

Mark 6:18 how was Herod challenged to repent of divorce & remarriage?
How does one repent of the ongoing adultery he is committing in the second marriage?  He has to terminate the relationship, right?  Can one repent of entering the mafia/mob and stay in it?  Or does ongoing involvement in sin require termination of that relationship?
How does one repent of not fulfilling the obligation he has to his original spouse?  He should return back to fulfilling that obligation, right?
Obligations that are violated until he or she goes back:

1.
Husbands commanded to love their wives - Ephesians 5:25

2.
Wives commanded to love their husbands - Titus 2:4

3.
Sexual responsibilities commanded - I Cor 7:3-5, Matt 5:32

4.
Wives commanded to submit to and be obedient to their husbands - Ephesians 5:22, Titus 2:5

5.
Husbands commanded to dwell with their wives - I Peter 3:7

Mark 6:17-18 - Only Sin Because It Was Incest?

We don’t know Herodias being Herod’s brother’s wife was the critical issue.  If Herodias had been the wife of a man not kin to Herod, would it have been okay for Herod to marry her?  Parallel:  Would the fornication of I Cor 5:1 have been okay if the Christian had a stranger’s wife, not his father’s?  Obviously not.  It is very possible brother and father are not the crucial problem, but additional pieces of information.  For example, if we say “Jack slept with his boss’ wife,” “boss” isn’t what makes the relationship wrong; that is additional info that makes it worse.  If you replace “brother” and “father” in Mark 6:17 and I Cor 5:1 with “friend,” it would still be sin; am I right?
If Herodias’ divorce of Philip had been scriptural, or Philip was dead, then she wouldn’t be Philip’s wife anymore (Deut 24:1-2, 25:5-6), and therefore this wouldn’t be a case of incest.  So if this was incest, it also was adultery (marriage after unscriptural divorce).
Even if only incest, this Old Law era case of Herod & Herodias still illustrates unlawful marriages (according to God’s law) must be terminated.  And wouldn’t “committeth adultery” prove the remarriage of Matt 19:9 is unlawful based on New Testament law?
It’s irrelevant whether a marriage is sinful because it’s incest or because it’s adultery:  in either case, ongoing sex is the problem (Lev 18:6, Heb 13:4); that illicit sex has to stop.
It doesn’t matter why Herod’s marriage was “not lawful” as they were under a different covenant than us anyway.  What we learn is that unlawful marriages must be terminated.
How Can You Ask Someone To
Remain Celibate The Rest Of Their Life ?

That’s exactly what the gay marriage advocates say in my debates with them – how can you ask me to remain celibate?
Matthew 19:12 there be some … which have made themselves eunuchs for the kingdom of heaven’s sake – celibate, right?

Suppose a man becomes paralyzed/impotent? – his wife would have to remain celibate for the rest of his life, right?

Suppose a “homely” man can never get any woman to accept his marriage proposal? – does that justify him using a prostitute’s services, or must he remain celibate for life?

committing adultery to avoid fornication …

Sort of misses the point, doesn’t it ?

Isn’t Marriage God’s Appointed Provision

For Man’s Defense Against Immorality?

Yes, but not the only provision.  I Corinthians 10:13 shows God also provides other ways to escape (like he did with Abimelech in Genesis 20:6):

· Philippians 4:9 self control

· Philippians 4:13 I can do all things through Christ which strengtheneth me

· etc.

Opponent is saying the same thing as gay marriage advocates say in my debates with them →“if we aren’t allowed to marry, that will cause us to gay fornicate outside of marriage.”  But only lawful marriage is allowed to avoid fornication.

Suppose a husband becomes paralyzed/impotent?  His wife will have to use God’s other defenses against immorality, right?

Suppose a “homely” man can never get any woman to accept his marriage proposal?  He will have to use God’s other defenses against immorality, right?

committing adultery to avoid fornication …

Sort of misses the point, doesn’t it?

Divorce Only Is Not Called “Adultery”
Even Though It Is Breaking The Covenant
Matthew 5:32 (“whosoever shall put away his wife, saving for the cause of fornication, causeth her to commit adultery”) condemns a man divorcing his wife for any reason other than fornication, even if he never remarries.  But his sin of divorce is not called adultery, even though the man is breaking his marriage vows and covenant.

On the other hand, once the divorcer remarries, Matthew 19:9 (“Whosoever shall put away his wife, except it be for fornication, and shall marry another, committeth adultery”) does call his sin adultery.

Obviously then the adultery in Matthew 19:9 doesn’t refer to just any breaking of the marriage covenant, but in this case refers to the sexual relations that are part of the unlawful second marriage.

So it takes remarriage to commit “adultery” in the sense our term is used here, which proves God isn’t talking about breaking the marital covenant in a non sexual sense, but breaking covenant in the sexual sense.

Adultery Means

“Breaking Wedlock, Breaking Covenant”?
The same translation (Tyndale) that translates the word “breaketh wedlocke” in Matthew 19:9a and Mark 10:11, translates the same word “advoutry” in Matthew 19:9b and “advourtrie” in Mark 10:12.

When a person has sexual relations with someone other than whom they are supposed to be wedded to, then they are breaking wedlock.  Wedded partners are supposed to be “locked” into each other sexually (and otherwise), and all others are supposed to be “locked” out sexually.

And when one has marital relations with a spouse other than whom they are supposed to be married to, they are breaking the covenant they made with their original spouse.  Remember the vows we made? → “forsaking all others, keep yourself only unto her as long as you both shall live.”

Just like a person who doesn’t make their house payment is breaking their mortgage agreement.  And in neither case is our obligation released simply because we broke the agreement.
I Corinthians 7:15

Jesus’ MDR Teaching In The Gospels
Doesn’t Address Believer Married To Unbeliever?
If Jesus’ MDR teaching in Matthew 5:32 doesn’t address a believer married to an unbeliever, then by context the following would be true:

· Jesus’ teaching in Matthew 5:21-22 only applies to believers killing fellow believers, meaning it is okay for a believer to kill an unbeliever.

· Jesus’ Matthew 5:27-28 moral restrictions only apply when both parties are believers, meaning it would be okay for a believer to commit adultery with or sexually lust after an unbeliever.

· Jesus’ command in Matthew 5:33-37 to “swear not at all” only applies when the affected party is a believer, meaning it is okay for believers to swear to and/or break their oaths to unbelievers.
· Jesus’ instruction in Matt 5:44 means we only have to love our enemies who are believers, but it is okay to hate enemies who are unbelievers.
I Corinthians 7:15

What Is The Believer In Bondage To
If The Unbeliever Does Not Depart?

Perhaps nothing.  It could be saying “in such cases” in contrast to the case of a slave.
Could be “She is … obligated … to cook his meals … wash his clothes” (Olan Hicks in Jim Waldron debate, p.156).

It could be she has a special obligation to try to convert him while married to and living with him.  That seems to be an implication from verse 16.

Notice the verse in the ESV:  But if the unbelieving partner separates, let it be so. In such cases the brother or sister is not enslaved. God has called you to peace.  For example, if the unbeliever says "give up God or I will leave you," then let him leave.

I may not know for sure exactly what the bondage refers to, but what I do know is the bondage is not the marriage bond:

· different Greek word than “bound” in verse 39

· the Matthew 19:9 exception clause rules out any other valid reasons for remarriage, and Luke 16:18 teaches the deserted put away may not remarry
Bottom line:  nothing in I Cor 7:15 says or implies the deserted believer may remarry.

Olan Hicks’ Proposition Compared To The Bible

Mr. Hicks’ proposition reads, “The scriptures teach that God approves marriage for every unmarried person, including those who have divorced a mate or have been divorced by a mate, regardless of the reason.”

· Luke 16:18 Whosoever putteth away his wife, and marrieth another, committeth adultery:  and whosoever marrieth her that is put away from her husband committeth adultery.

· Matthew 19:9 … 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 5:32b whosoever shall marry her that is divorced committeth adultery.

· Mark 10:11-12 … 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.

Even though Jesus specifically condemned marriage after divorce 7 times, Mr. Hicks writes, A … summation of what the Bible says on the whole matter could be stated this way:  Marriage is right and divorce is wrong. … Whenever they spoke of marriage they approved it.  (What The Bible Says About MDR, p.14)

Olan Hicks’ Primary Argument

Matthew 19:9a:  … Whosoever shall put away his wife, … and shall marry another, committeth adultery …
Olan Hicks, What The Bible Says About MDR, p.177:
The condition ‘shall marry another’ is seen (by Hicks’ opponents, ptd) as taking place in (sexual, ptd) cohabitation, not at the point of the wedding ceremony.
Mr. Hicks says the adultery here is divorcing and having a wedding ceremony (formalizing a marriage contract), and has nothing to do with the sexual relations that follow the wedding ceremony.  So according to Mr. Hicks, there is no ongoing sin, therefore a person can repent of the divorce and remarriage, and just stay in the marriage he is in.

Marry = Sexual Relations Included
I Corinthians 7:9b - A Biblical Parallel

I Corinthians 7:9b for it is better to marry than to burn (in lust)

· Does this mean having a “wedding ceremony” by itself will help stop lust?

· Or is Paul using the word "marry" to include the sexual relations led to and authorized by the wedding ceremony?

Olan Hicks on I Cor 7:3-5,9, What The Bible Says About MDR, p.30,33,73:

A marriage contract alone does not prevent fornication.  … A healthy and satisfying sexual relationship does.  … Thus the NT clearly pictures marriage as a deterrent to sexual temptation, … because marriage is the only context is which sexual activity is permitted. … But to those whose control of their natural passions depend on it, marriage is commanded on the basis … that “it is better to marry than to burn.” … This confirms the fact … that a marriage license alone does not prevent temptation.  A healthy sex life does.
I simply mean engage in all of the things that a marriage consists of, including sexual activity.  (Olan Hicks, J.T. Smith Debate, p.141)

Conclusion:  “marry” includes sexual relations in I Cor 7:9 and Matt 19:9
Marry = Sexual Relations Included
Three Illustrations
I like Hicks’ illustration from "Divorce & Remarriage - The Issue Made Clear":

If you can understand this:

Whoever Aims Gun + Pulls Trigger = Commits Murder

Why can't you understand this?:

Whoever Divorces + Remarries = Commits Adultery
· A man is guilty of murder if he aims the gun and pulls the trigger, that is assuming what is implied - that the bullet strikes its target fatally.
· Likewise, a man commits adultery if he divorces and marries another, assuming what is implied – the consummation of the new marriage sexually, something that happens about 99.9% of the time.

Another illustration:  “I am going into the house to take a shower.”  Just because it is possible for a house not to have a bathroom, does that imply we don’t normally mean to include a bathroom when we say the word “house”?

One more illustration:  “He that eats food receives nourishment.”  Do we mean to exclude digesting the food, or is it included in the word eat?

The ‘b' Part Of The MDR Passages Show

Adultery  ≠  Divorce + WeddingCeremony
Luke 16:18b:  ... and whosoever marrieth her that is put away from her husband committeth adultery
If a person commits adultery by divorcing and having a wedding ceremony only, and it has nothing to do with the sexual relations, then why does the woman of Luke 16:18b commit adultery?.  She hasn't divorced anyone.  She was put away against her will.  She hasn’t done a solitary thing wrong according to my opponent’s position.

The truth is the woman in the 'b' part of Matt 19:9, 5:32, and Luke 16:18 commits adultery when she has sexual relations in her 2nd marriage, because the woman is still "bound" (not married, but obligated) to her first husband (Romans 7:2-3).

Romans 7:2-3 Proves “Marry” In Matthew 19:9

Doesn’t Mean The “Wedding Ceremony” Only

Matt 19:9 says divorce plus marry = adultery.  Our brother Hicks contends that “marry” refers to the “wedding ceremony” only.
But Rom 7:2-3 doesn’t just say “marry;” it says “be married.”  Rom 7:3 reads “if, while her husband liveth, she be married (not just “gets married”) to another man, she shall be called an adulteress.”

The woman is an adulteress the whole time she is married to the second man, not just in the one time act of the wedding ceremony.

How long does the adultery last according to the text?:

· as long as the first husband liveth

· as long as the woman is married to the second husband
not just for the duration of the second wedding ceremony
Even If O.Hicks Were Right About “Marry” In Matt 19:9

Even if Mr. Hicks were right about the meaning for “marry” in Matthew 19:9, the verse would still say it is wrong to “divorce and remarry.”  If “marry” in Matthew 19:9 did refer to the “wedding ceremony” only, Mr. Hicks’ position is still wrong because he allows a “wedding ceremony” to another after divorce, which Matthew 19:9 would say constitutes adultery.  There is no time limit given after the divorce that would make the remarriage right.  Wouldn’t Mr. Hicks discourage people from eating food adulterated with poison?  Then why doesn’t he discourage people from entering an adulterated marriage?

And even if “marry” did mean the “wedding ceremony” only, then wouldn’t repentance demand that you undo/correct that wedding ceremony, that is, get a divorce?  And then apologize to your original wife and return back to being her husband?
Matthew 5:32b, Matthew 19:9b, Luke 16:18b
After Being Put Away, Remarriage Is Forbidden

Luke 16:18b … and whosoever marrieth her that is put away from her husband committeth adultery.
The wife under consideration in this verse has been put away against her will – she did not divorce her husband.

Once this wife has been divorced, and even though she is now unmarried, Jesus says she is not to remarry; it’s adultery if she does.

Olan Hicks’ Comments on I Corinthians 7:10
· After Departing, Remarriage Is Forbidden

… Let not the wife depart from her husband:  But and if she depart, let her remain unmarried, or be reconciled to her husband …
O.Hicks - What The Bible Says About Marriage, Divorce, & Remarriage –p.100
Secondly when Jesus stated what he did in Matthew 19:9, was it directed at forbidding marriage for divorced people or at forbidding divorce for married people?  Since the apostle Paul later referred directly to what “the Lord” had said on this matter, we are provided an inspired commentary on the question ….  In his 1st letter to the Corinthians Paul said in chapter seven, at verse 10, “Unto the married I command, yet not I but the Lord.”  This tells us that the following command was given by Jesus, who is “the Lord,” and that it is addressed “unto the married.”  The command … is that the wife not depart from her husband, that if she does depart she is not to marry another but be reconciled to her husband ….  Clearly this is a command which forbids divorce to married people …

· I Cor 7:10 is “inspired commentary on … Matt 19:9 … forbidding divorce”
· I Cor 7:10 “is a command which forbids divorce to married people”
And clearly I Cor 7:11 teaches that once a wife has departed (for example, via means of a divorce), the Lord says they are to remain unmarried (or be reconciled).  Mr. Hicks contradicts the Lord by saying this woman may remarry.

Patrick Doesn’t Believe

“Divorce Plus Remarriage” Is Adultery ?

I certainly do think “divorce + remarriage = adultery.”  I just don’t believe “marry” in Matthew 19:9 refers to the “wedding ceremony” only.

Just like Mr. Hicks and I both believe “drink + eat = physical life,” but we don’t mean to exclude digestion when we say “eat.”
When Jesus refers to marriage in Matthew 19:9, he is referring to the whole of marriage, of which sexual relations is an integral part.  Olan Hicks said it best what I believe:

I simply mean engage in all of the things that a marriage consists of, including sexual activity.  (Olan Hicks / J.T. Smith Debate, p.141)

Mr. Hicks is the one who doesn’t believe “divorce + remarriage = adultery.”  He really thinks only divorce is wrong, since that is when the covenant is broken.  By his own admission, he doesn’t think remarriage is ever wrong.  Mr. Hicks evidently believes “divorce = adultery,” but he doesn’t believe “divorce + remarriage = adultery.”

Can Have Marriage Without The Consummation,

So “Marry” Means “Wedding Ceremony” Only?

This would be about like saying that since it is possible to eat without digesting, we never mean to include digestion when we talk about eating.

It also would be like saying since it is possible to have a house without a bathroom, that means all houses don’t have bathrooms.

Sex is part of marriage, but doesn’t make a marriage – just like a bathroom is part of a house, but doesn’t make a house.  Since 99.9% of modern houses have a bathroom, we almost always assume the inclusion of a bathroom when we are talking about a house.

If I said, “I need to go into the house to use the bathroom,” I guess Mr. Hicks would reply, “Pat, that doesn’t make sense, you don’t have to have a bathroom to make a house.”

Divorce And Remarriage Is Adultery,

But Remarriage After Divorce Is Not Adultery?
Parallels that show Mr. Hicks’ response is absurd:

· He that believeth and is baptized shall be saved.  – but once you believe, then baptism won’t result in salvation, since that isn’t believing & being baptized?
· He that quits studying and watches TV will get a spanking.  Child’s reply:  Once I quit studying, I thought it would be okay to watch TV, since that would just be watching TV, not quitting studying and watching TV.

· Whoever aims the gun and pulls the trigger commits murder.  - once you aim, it is okay to pull the trigger, because that is not aiming & pulling the trigger?

· Whosoever divorces his wife & neglects the kids can be sued for child support. – wrong to divorce, but once you do it then okay to neglect the kids?

· It is against the law to break into a house and steal a TV. – wrong to break in, but once you do it – then okay to steal the TV?

· But if ye bite and devour one another, take heed that ye be not consumed one of another. (Galatians 5:15) – wrong to bite another Christian (figuratively speaking of course), but once you bite them, then it is okay to devour them ?

How can divorce and remarriage be adultery,

but divorce followed by remarriage not be adultery ?

Contemplating Divorce And Remarriage Is Adultery,

But Once You Divorce, Then Remarriage Is Not Wrong?

Matt 19:9 and its parallels obviously call remarriage “adultery” in some cases, which contradicts Mr. Hicks’ proposition that all divorcees may remarry.  He tries to get around this point by saying contemplating divorce and remarriage (and acting on it) is adultery, but once you divorce, then remarriage isn’t wrong.

Matt 19:9 doesn’t talk about contemplating or not contemplating the remarriage before the divorce takes place.  It just says that if you divorce (which is wrong) and then remarry, you commit adultery.  Since remarriage after divorce (except for fornication) is always wrong, then the contemplation part is irrelevant.
And if Mr. Hicks’ theory on this point is true, then why is it wrong for the put away woman in Luke 16:18b to remarry, when she didn’t contemplate anything wrong, much less get the divorce?

Mr. Hicks seems inconsistent.  He says on page 270 of “What The Bible Says About MDR”:  Suppose a certain man and woman decide (contemplate, ptd) they want to be married to each other but each is already married.  Can they plan to divorce their present mates, without fornication as the cause, marry each other, then apologize to God, just say, “I am sorry,” and then continue as husband and wife in an acceptable marriage?  … it is possible technically.
The Bible Only Speaks To The Married -

It Never Tells The Divorced Not To Remarry?
Luke 16:18b (“and whosoever marrieth her that is put away from her husband committeth adultery”) clearly tells the divorced not to remarry.

I Cor 7:11 (“But and if she depart, let her remain unmarried …”) instructs the separated and/or divorced (unmarried) woman not to remarry.

Marriage Never Offends God?

It Is Disloyalty To Marriage That Offends God

Marriage is not what offends God, it is destruction of marriage that offends God.  It is … marriage breaking, it is disloyalty, breaking your vows and your covenant. (Olan Hicks, J.T. Smith debate, p.21)

But isn’t a second marriage being disloyal to your original marriage, and breaking your original vows and covenant?  Remember, we vowed → “and forsaking all others, keep yourself only unto her as long as you both shall live.”
And how do you repent of disloyalty in marriage?  A man repents of being disloyal to a marriage by reversing course and becoming loyal again to that marriage.  That would mean stop the adultery against the original wife, & start to “dwell” with her again I Pet 3:7.

Matthew 19:9b actually calls the remarriage “adultery.”  Isn’t adultery offensive to God?
I Corinthians 7:2

Mr. Hicks Doesn’t Believe His Own Argument
I Corinthians 7:2  ... to avoid fornication, let every man have his own wife, and let every woman have her own husband.

Mr. Hicks’ argument is that this verse is saying that every person (regardless) has a right to marry in order to help them avoid fornication.

But he doesn't really even believe his own argument.  In one debate he was asked if a man's wife was put into a mental institution, could that man divorce and remarry in order to avoid fornication?  He replied:

... I do not believe that a person should just throw away a mate because they become incapacitated …

Again in his debate with Mac Deaver (p.117):

They’re not going to make me say that if a man’s wife is paralyzed or sick or whatever else, that he would be doing the right thing to put her away and to get another one.  Those are sins.
So Mr. Hicks admits - some can’t have a marriage to "avoid fornication.”

Olan Hicks’ Admissions Regarding

“Not Under Bondage”

(debate with Jim Waldron, p.156)

Mr. Hicks said concerning the Greek words for “bound” and “bondage” – “That does not mean that they are synonyms, that they mean identically the same thing.”  So Mr. Hicks cannot say “not under bondage” means “not bound.”  He agrees the words do not mean the same thing.

Mr. Hicks said what “not under bondage” does mean – “She is not obligated to continue to cook his meals or wash his clothes …”

Suppose a man just leaves his wife against her wishes (separates, no divorce on either side) and moves 2000 miles away.  Mr. Hicks would agree the wife is “not obligated to continue to cook his meals or wash his clothes” – she is “not under bondage” according to Mr. Hicks’ own definition of the phrase.  But Mr. Hicks would agree the man and his wife are still “bound” (martially obligated).  Since they are “bound” but not “under bondage,” bound and bondage have to be two different things.  Mr. Hicks’ admissions prove it.

Loosed (Luo) Means Divorced In I Cor 7:27

Therefore All Divorcees May Remarry ?

Opponent’s argument: “apoluo” (divorce) has a root of “luo,” therefore “luo” means divorce in I Cor 7:27-28, therefore all divorcees may marry.
Parallels to the above argument:

· Hat-tree has a root of tree, therefore a tree is a “hat-tree,” that is, “a stand of wood or iron, with hooks or pegs upon which to hang hats …”

· fingernail has a root of nail, therefore we hammer fingernails into lumber to build a house

“luo” (3089) is in the NT 40 times.  Not one time does it refer to divorce.

Loosed in I Corinthians 7:27 simply means unbound or unobligated.  One can be in this state via three different ways:

· never been married

· rightful spouse has died

· divorce scriptural spouse for fornication
I Corinthians 7:27

“Loosed” Is Passive, Therefore She Divorced Him ?

No - only God can bind (obligate) & loose (release the obligation).  “Loosed” is “passive voice” here because God (not the wife) is the one who does the loosing.

“Be baptized” in Acts 8:12 and 13 is “passive” – which means the candidate doesn’t baptize himself.  But he does initiate his baptism, doesn’t he?  Likewise a man can initiate a divorce for fornication so that God will loose him from his obligation to that wife.
“Bound” is also passive in I Cor 7:27.  Doesn’t that tell you that God did it?  Or would it be that the woman married the man but the man didn’t marry the woman?

Olan Hicks’ Position

Final Facts
My opponent says he is only against divorce.  As he admits, he doesn’t oppose any remarriages.

But according to I Corinthians 7:11, Romans 7:3, Matthew 5:32, Matthew 19:9, Mark 10:11-12, and Luke 16:18, remarriage is also a sin, not just divorce.

My opponent approves of all divorced people entering into a new marriage, regardless of who got the divorce, and regardless of why the divorce took place.

According to passages like Matthew 19:9 then, my opponent approves of adultery.

My opponent agrees that divorce and remarriage is adultery, but he allows remarriage after divorce anyway.
I Corinthians 7:8-9

Let The Unmarried And Widows Marry

We agree the unmarried of I Corinthians 7:8-9 are authorized to marry.  But is this passage talking about “every unmarried person,” including the unscripturally divorced as my opponent says?

This passage’s parallel (verses 27-28) says we are talking about the unmarried who are “loosed” (free from marital obligation):  Art thou loosed from a wife? … if thou marry, thou hast not sinned.

The context (verse 11) uses this same word “unmarried” to refer to women my opponent would agree are still bound/obligated to a husband, and therefore are not free to marry another:  But and if she depart, let her remain unmarried, or be reconciled to her husband.  So the I Corinthians 7:8-9 “unmarried” must not include the unscripturally divorced, else it would contradict verse 11.
I Corinthians 7:8-9 can’t be allowing the two type marriages forbidden of unmarried people by Luke 16:18.  That would be a contradiction, right?

· Whosoever putteth away his wife (the man is now unmarried, ptd), and marrieth another, committeth adultery
· whosoever marrieth her that is put away (the woman is now unmarried, ptd) from her husband committeth adultery.
Alvah Hovey / The Scriptural Law Of Divorce
Explains I Corinthians 7 Well
The expression of Paul, "To the rest say I, not the Lord," need not be supposed to deny the applicability of Christ's teaching to those addressed by the apostle.  It is sufficiently explained by the fact that Christ laid down a general rule, but did not apply it to particular cases, like those which troubled the Corinthian believers.  He asserted the criminality of the divorcing party, but did not lay down any rule of conduct for the party divorced.  It is indeed true that he taught by implication the fact that an improper divorce is of no avail, before God, to qualify either of the parties for another marriage; but he said nothing in respect to the course which a person repudiated and deserted ought to take.  And it is one thing, as we all know, to lay down general principles, and quite another to apply them in detail to particular cases. - p.39
… the expression, “is enslaved,” would be descriptive of a Christian, who, from a morbid sense of duty, is striving, in the face of contempt and perhaps abuse, to retain an unbelieving and unwilling consort, in the hope of saving him from perdition.  To this pitiable and well-nigh desperate task the Christian is not, according to the apostle, consigned.  He may let the heathen companion quietly depart if he will.  To assert this, however, is not to assert that he is relieved, by the departure of his unbelieving companion, from conjugal obligation, and qualified to contract a second marriage. - p.46
 Homer Hailey

Aliens Not Under Covenant?

A covenant and the laws of the covenant are bound only on those who are under that covenant (... Rom.3:19).  The alien, not being under Christ's covenant, is not judged by its laws, but is judged by the universal moral law under which he lives.  pages 24-25

What then of the aliens, are they under no marriage law?  Aliens are under law as has been shown in this treatise.  They are under God's universal moral law, and have been since Adam.  Genesis 2:18-24 reveals the divine origin, purpose, intimacy, and the divine intent for permanency of marriage.  To this extent it expresses the moral law of God and is universal; it reveals the foundation of marriage for the human race.  p.57

But on page 59 our brother Hailey states:

Jesus states three laws regarding divorce: (1) No divorce (Gen.2:24) ...

The logical conclusion would be that no divorce at all is allowed for unbelievers (aliens), not even for fornication.
What Congregations Should Do
I Cor 5:1,4-5,9-11 "It is reported commonly ... there is fornication among you, & such fornication as is not so much as named among the Gentiles, that one should have his father's wife. ... In the name of our Lord Jesus Christ, when ye are gathered together, and my spirit, with the power of our Lord Jesus Christ, To deliver such an one unto Satan for the destruction of the flesh, that the spirit may be saved in the day of the Lord Jesus. ... I wrote unto you in an epistle not to company with fornicators:  Yet not altogether with the fornicators of this world, or with the covetous, or extortioners, or with idolaters; for then must ye needs go out of the world.  But now I have written unto you not to keep company, if any man that is called a brother be a fornicator, or covetous, or an idolator, or a railer, or a drunkard, or an extortioner; with such an one no not to eat."

I Corinthians 5 describes a congregation that is harboring an adulterer and what should be done about it.  And it applies to any congregation who harbors the divorced and remarried among them.

Compromise on adulterous marriages leads to compromise on gay marriage:

preacher Ken Wilson - I have proposed a path for these pastors that allows them to embrace people who are gay, lesbian, and transgender and to accept them fully — welcome and wanted — into the company of Jesus. I wrote A Letter To My Congregation when I realized my views had changed and I needed to communicate the intense theological, biblical, pastoral, and spiritual process that I had been through to get to this new place.  It began with a burr beneath the saddle of my conscience: why was I willing to let so many divorced and remarried couples know that they are welcome and wanted while refusing that same welcome to gay and lesbian couples? How could I say to the remarried couples, whose 2nd marriage was clearly condemned by the plain meaning of scripture, ‘You are welcome and wanted,’ while saying to the two mothers raising their adopted child together, ‘I love you, but I hate your sin’?
“New Creature” Means Prior Marriages Are Erased?
II Cor 5:17a Therefore if any man be in Christ, he is a new creature …
First, this implies divorces and second marriages contracted after our baptism must be terminated.  Is that what my opponent believes?

· Does this mean our parents are not our parents anymore; no need to honor them?
· Does this mean I’m no longer married to my wife, that our wedding never happened; that I’m now single and I need to remarry her?

· Does this mean all my debts are wiped off the books, that I don’t have to repay them?

· Does this mean if I am in jail for murder, they should let me out because I never committed the crime?

· Does this mean when I was converted in my junior year of college that none of my previous school credits really happened, that I had to start back as a beginning freshman?

Every situation, every contract, every relationship becomes non-existent?
No, “new creature” does not mean all my old history is expunged; instead, it mean I start changing my sinful history – Rom 6:6 - “Knowing this, that our old man is crucified with him, that the body of sin might be destroyed, that henceforth we should not serve sin.”
Examples Of Marriages All Believers
Would Agree Need To Be Terminated
Mark 6:17-18 For John had said unto Herod, It is not lawful for thee to have thy brother's wife.  (Old Testament was still in effect at the time)
Ezra 10:10-11 Ezra … said unto them, Ye have transgressed, and have taken strange wives, to increase the trespass of Israel.  Now therefore make confession unto the Lord God … separate yourselves … from the strange wives.  (this is OT law and for a completely different reason, but is still a good illustration of what God would require in our parallel case)
Gay Marriages – I Cor 6:9-10
Polygamous Marriages – I Cor 7:2
Why should the above unlawful marriages be ended but not Matt 19:9 type unlawful marriages?  What’s the difference that makes a difference?
Hebrews 13:4
Marriage is honorable among all, and the bed undefiled; but fornicators and adulterers God will judge.  (NKJV)

Notice it says “marriage is honorable among all,” not “all marriages are honorable.”
What about gay marriages & polygamous marriages; are they honorable?

What about Herod’s marriage to Herodias in Mark 6:17-18, was it honorable?  If so, why did John the Baptist lose his head for opposing it (verse 27)?
What about the marriages considered in Ezra 10:10-11, were they honorable?  If so, why did God command they be ended?

And obviously Heb 13:4 is not saying adulterous marriages are honorable as it goes on to say - instead God will judge adulterers.
Must Homosexual Marriages Be Terminated?
Gay marriages are now legal in all 50 States I think.

Can two men who are married to each other, say they’re sorry and be forgiven, all the while planning to continue in their sinful sexual relationship?

Of course not.  We all agree gay marriages must be terminated (Rom 1:26-27, I Cor 6:9-10, etc.).
So why do gay marriages have to be terminated, but not adulterous marriages?
Must Polygamous Marriages Be Terminated?
Polygamous marriages were legal at one time:

· under the OT law Exod 21:10, II Sam 12:8, Deut 21:15-17, Lev 18:18
· in the USA until 1882 (mainly in Utah)
· it is still lawful in some countries today (mostly Muslim I think)

The New Testament clearly forbids the practice in texts like I Cor 7:2

If a Christian in Utah in 1800 (when polygamy was still legal) became a polygamist, wouldn’t he need to terminate that second marriage to please God?  Because that second marriage was an adulterous marriage, right?

Why must polygamist adulterous marriages be terminated but not Matt 19:9 type adulterous marriages?  What’s the crucial difference?
Meaning, what is the essential difference between an adulterous marriage and a polygamous marriage, that makes the former right but the latter wrong?  They both involve being bound/obligated to one while married to another – Rom 7:2-3.  The truth is – all adulterous marriages must be terminated, not just polygamous ones.
What Does "Put Away" Mean?
Bible Dictionary Definitions

Strong’s #630 - The following are definitions from Bible dictionaries.  Each dictionary gives several definitions.  I am only going to quote the definition that applies to the marriage passages.

Bauer, Danker, Arndt, and Gingrich – to dissolve a marriage relationship, to divorce
Thayer - used of divorce
Strong's - divorce
Vine - used of divorce in ... Mt 19:3,7-9, Mk 10:2,4,11,12, Lk 16:1
Berry's Lexicon - to put away a wife, divorce, ... Luke 16:18
Analytical Greek Lexicon - to divorce
Green's Greek Concordance - of divorce
Liddell-Scott-Jones Greek-English Lexicon - divorce a wife
I guess all of these many Greek scholars/lexicons are just wrong, and my opponent is the only one who is right!

What Does "Put Away" Mean? - Translations
KVJ
Matthew 5:32 ... 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.
So even the versions that translate “put away” are talking about “divorce.”  One can tell that since the terms are used interchangeably in the KJV of Matt 5:32.
NKJV (and NASV, RSV, NIV, ESV) – are all these standard translations wrong?
Matthew 5:32 ... whoever divorces his wife for any reason except sexual immorality causes her to commit adultery; and whoever marries a woman who is divorced commits adultery.
Matthew 19:3 The Pharisees also came to Him, testing Him, and saying to Him, "Is it lawful for a man to divorce his wife for just any reason?"
Mt 19:9 Whoever divorces his wife, except for sexual immorality, & marries another, commits adultery; & whoever marries her who is divorced commits adultery
Mark 10:11-12 Whosover divorces his wife & marries another commits adultery against her.  And if a woman divorces her husband & marries another, she commits adultery
Luke 16:18 Whoever divorces his wife and marries another commits adultery; and whoever marries her who is divorced from her husband commits adultery.
My opponent says this word (Strong's #630) is never translated "divorce."
"Putting Away” Without The Benefits Of Divorce?
My opponent says “put away” in the Luke 16:18 type verses is talking about a man sending away his wife without divorcing her.

But let’s see how that would work in Matthew 19:9a - … Whosoever shall put away his wife, except it be for fornication, and shall marry another, committeth adultery …
So if a man "puts away" (sends away without divorce) his wife for fornication, he may remarry, even though he never gets a legal divorce - since "put away" just means “send away without divorcing.”  Polygamy would be justified!
We all know what "marry" means in Matt 19:9.  Well, "put away" means just the opposite of that.  The opposite of marriage is divorce.  If "marry" is putting two people together officially (not just "shacking up" - John 4:18), then "put away" would be putting them apart officially.
We can tell what “put away” meant in the OT by comparing Jer 3:1 to Deut 24:1 …
Deut 24:1,5 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. … Her former husband, which sent her away, may not take her again to be his wife …
Jeremiah 3:1 They say, If a man put away his wife, and she go from him, and become another man's, shall he return unto her again?

(referring to Deut 24:1-4 of course)
So “put away” includes both “write her a bill of divorcement” and “send her out”

Matthew 14:15, 22, 15:39, etc.
"Put Away" (Strong's #630)

Doesn't Mean Divorce?
My opponent says passages like Matthew 15:39 ("And he sent away the multitude") show "put away" (Strong's #630) doesn't mean divorce.
He’s right that apoluo doesn't mean divorce in Matt 14:15, 22, 15:39.  The word has different meanings depending upon the context.  Other meanings given by Thayer are:  set free, dismiss, release, depart.  Don't all words have more than one meaning?
Remember, when I defined “apoluo” from the Greek lexicons, I said that – “I am only going to quote the definition that applies to the marriage passages.”  The fact is the word means “divorce” when the New Testament is talking about the breaking up of a marriage.
Everyone knows that "put away" in the marriage passages means divorce:  everyone, that is, BUT MY OPPONENT!
Old Testament Instruction Is Still Binding

Unless Specifically Repealed?
So the Levirate Marriage law (marry your brother’s widow Deut 25:5ff, Matt 22:23-28) is still binding?

All of the old law has passed:

· Gal 3:24-25 Wherefore the law was our schoolmaster to bring us unto Christ, that we might be justified by faith.  But after that faith is come, we are no longer under a schoolmaster.
· Heb 7:12 For the priesthood being changed, there is made of necessity a change also of the law.
We are under the new testament only:

· Heb 9:15 And for this cause he is the mediator of the new testament, that by means of death, for the redemption of the transgressions that were under the first testament, they which are called might receive the promise of eternal inheritance.
Not new testament plus patriarchal law, not even new testament plus Psalms and Proverbs.  None of the old testament is binding – nuttin’ honey.

I agree that all of the old testament is for our learning (Rom 15:4).  Illustration – We learn from the OT animal sacrifices that “without shedding of blood is no remission” (Heb 9:22), but that doesn’t mean we still should do animal sacrifices today.
· How much of the Old Testament do we learn from?  every verse of it
· How much of the OT is still binding today?  absolutely zero verses
This is a moot point anyway:  After I proved it from Matt 19:8-9 and Mark 5:31-32, Derek admitted last night Deut 24:1-4 has been repealed.
Idolatry, etc. Is Called Adultery
Of course, every word has a figurative use.

For example, Col 3:5 says “covetousness … is idolatry.”  Putting money or anything before God makes that thing an idol in a figurative sense.

But that doesn’t mean I Cor 6:9-10 (“… the unrighteous shall not inherit the kingdom of God? Be not deceived: neither fornicators, nor idolaters, nor adulterers, nor effeminate, nor abusers of themselves with mankind, Nor thieves, nor covetous, nor drunkards, nor revilers, nor extortioners, shall inherit the kingdom of God.”) is not condemning people who literally worship statues.
Similarly, just because the word “adultery” can have a figurative use, that doesn’t mean Matt 19:9 is using it figuratively.
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