
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
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)
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?
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!
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.
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?
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
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