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PREFACE
marriages
and families.
Yet that very effort has brought vicious eccusatiOhll of precisely the opposite.
"There is • way that seemeth right unto a man. but
the end thereof are the ways of death," Human reasonings,
when used to subvert the Word of God. often seem more
right than th e way of God.
For many years the Church of God issued a small
booklet explaining the true biblical teaching in regard to
human-c.eu.sed problems of divorce and remarriage. But
this plain and simp le t ru th of God has bee n increasingly
challenged.
•
T echnical books have been written purporting to
prove that the Word of God all ows divorce and remarriage
to another. S uch is a doctrine of men and not of God.
Some so-called Bible scholars, attempting to j ustify
. th e prevalent trend in breaking up famili es by divorce an d
allo wing remarriage, have reso rted to a s triving about the
technical meaning of certain words - especially t he Greek
word ponuda.
God's Word admonis hes us to "s trive n ot abou t words
to no profit, but to the subverting of hearers" (II Timothy
2:14). An~ the 15th verne contin ues: "S TUDT to show thy-
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seq approved unto God . . • rightly dividing the word of - :' . •truth."
For those who sincerely want to understand and obey
the teach ing of our God. t his larger booklet is now issued
by the Worldwide Chu rch of God. It answers th e assumptions of those who choose to strive with words and the
Hebrew and G reek derivations. It makes plain th e overa ll
PURPOSE of God, and His tru e MEANING of the inst itution
of mania ge.
The guidance of the living Christ, Head of this
Chu rch, in the teaching of the Church from the beginnin g
has
completely demo nstrated in this enlarged booklet, The object was not to please people, or to please
ourselves, but to PROV E what is the true and faithful
W OR D OF GO D, to show OURSELVES approved unto God,
and to RIGHTLY divide His Word of TRUTH. We are aU to be
.JUDGED by this WORD OF GOD, regardless of temporary
and imperfect judgments of me n.
Received in the attitude of the Holy Spiri t of God,
this book let will prove 8 real BLESS ING to all who obey th e
living God.
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MARRIAGE
and ·
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Are there " Bible grounds" for
divorce and remerrieqe? Adultery? Mental or physical
cruelty? Incompatibility? Or
none?
PART I
rise in t he divorce fa te is America',
growing national tragedy! It is MOR E! It is America 's national SIN/ Other nat ion s are likewise
guilty. Divorce is et an all-ti me high. In the 12 months
ending February 1973, the increase in divorces in the
United Slates W IUI 8.7$ over the preceding 12 months..
The very foundation of any nation ', solidari ty,
strength and power is a solid and stable F AMILY stru ct ure.
When a nation 's FA MILY un. is breaking down, that
nation is d isintegrati ng - committing national suicide!

T

HE AURMING

Eve ry Fourth Hom e Affe cted

In some are as. more than every third American family
has been brok en up by divorce. For the whole nation it',
about one in four. For every 100 marriages there now are
31 divorces.
We are only too well aware thai the THune on this
vita l subjec t will strike home to about every fourth rea der.
We are aware, too, that some will be offended by the
TRvrn. It ill not our wish or purpose to offend. But I have
been commissioned by t he living Crea tor and universe-
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ruling G OD to "Cry aloud, and spare not!" To "lift up thy
voice lik r a trumpet. and show my people their troll.!greSSiOTU, and tM house of Jacob their SINS!"
And that ] mus t do even t hough, unfortunately, some
will take offense. This appalling natio nal (and international) sin Teaches. as a foul stench. to high Heaven!
Because ou r peoples are thus harming themselves an d
their children, the living God is aroused and angered! It is
threatening t he destruction of NAnoNs!
The very fact that thi!! ain extends into every fourth
borne is the impelling reason the living God commissions
this truth lo be sent into those homes. It has been far too
long neglected by • guilty clergy!

WHY Maniagel

To them, marria ge has no mo ral or spiri tual authority. No laws bind one to it, except those of t he state. No
mora) codes preven t its dissolution. They ca nnot account
for its origin. They see no PURPOSE in it - no rea l reason
for it.
When, they ma y eek, in the evol utionary development
of man from a lower species of animal, did the marriage
custom start? Animals do not marry. Marri age is not
necessary for reproduction. Anim als procreate, but they do
not many, though some species ma te. But they have no
HOME and FAMILY life. So when, why, an d how did animalbecoming-man decide to start the marriage custom?
The old repressive morality taught that the only purpose of &eX was reproduction. But if that be true, NO
MARRIAGE WOULD BE NECESSARY. Animals are male and
fema le. Animals are of the two sexes - t hey reproduce,
but they don't have married FAM ILY life.
So, WHY MARRIAGE? 'Those who disbelieve in God can
see NO AUTHORITY for marriage. No PURPOSE! No MUN·
ING!
So a sick and disbelieving world invents its "NEW
MORAUTY" whic h is promiscuous IMmora lity. And the sin
of DIVORCE and REMARRIAGE accompanies it!
But when we come to undentand THE PURPOSE for
human life on t his plan et , we begin to u nderstand the
REASON for marriage. And it is m uch more than mere ly
reproduction.
Why "1AN7

What is God's PURPOSE in marriage? How does HE
" look at it?"
For t hat matter, WHY marriage, an yway? 1B there any
real REASON for it? Wh at 's its MEANING? Or is there any?
Today educationa l instit utions indoctrinate st ude nts
with the theory of evolution. Evolu tio n is based on the
postulated non existence of God. It is t he atheists' attempt
to explain the presence of a crea tio n without a Creator.
Disbeli ef in God and a spirit of rebellion aga inst H is lawe
has led so me to question the marriage institu tion a ltogether . There have bee n predictions that marriage is on
the way ou t - soo n to be a relic of the past.

You can positive ly PROVE that Goo e:lista. We refer
an d Seoen Proof.
yo u to our free bookle ts DDe6 God
God Exists.
God is the Eternally living Great Designer, Creator,
La wgiver, Source of all basic knowledge, Giver of life,
peace, happiness, j oy, a nd abu ndance. He is t he GIVER of
every good an d perfect gift - in cl udin g eternal life.
But, now - WHY MANY
Is there a REASON why God put mankind on the
earth? God never does things without a PURPOSE!
God, through bum an life upon the earth, actually is
REPRODUCING H IS OWN KIND!

Wh ere God Places t he Blame

Do you realize when the very GOD places the blame
for this colossal nat iona l sin? Squarely on the clergy who
have withheld God's TRlrrH from the people! Listen to
God', stinging indictment against the ministers or this
world:
" M y people hath been loet sheep: their shepherds
(ministers] have caused them to go astray" (Jer. 50:6).
In this booklet we give you the plain , unvarnished.
WORD.OF GOD on this subject. We give it to you precisely
as the Eternal God reveals how HE looks upon this subject
of marriage, divorce, and remarriage!

but'

;
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God designed and made eattte aft er the cattle kind
(Gen . 1:24). He made horses after the horse kind - dogs
afte r the dog kind - chimps after the chim p kind. But
God said : " Le t us make man in OUR image, after O UR
liken ess" (Gen. 1:26) - aft er the GOD kind !
Man was made t o ha ve 8. close and special relationship
wit h God his Crea to r. Converted man has actual FELLOWSHIP with God (I J ohn 1:3). Animals hav e no such re lationshi p!
God 's P URPOS E is that man come to know the true
values from the false - to know THE WAY that causes a ll
GOO D to come to repent of every false way, and to
CHOOSE the right and living WAY, that he may recei ve the
Holy Spirit of God . Thus being begotten as a chi ld O(GOD,
fina lly a t the t ime of the resurrection, being BORN INTO
the Su p reme Divine FA M ILY - the GOD FA M ILY _
which F amily IS the KINGDO M O F GOD! To underst and ,
you need ou r free booklet, What Do You Mean _ the
Kingdom of God?
Anim als h ave no such pote ntial
M an, now, is composed of mat erial flesh from the
gr ound. He is formed and shaped like God - but composed o f matter. God is composed of SPIRIT! God fanned
man (rom the d ust of t he grou nd (Ge n. 2:7). That ma te ria l
d ust became a livin g SOU L So t he sou l is composed oC
matter ! So the Word of God reveals ! But whe n man
fina lly becomes BORN oC God. he shall be composed oC
SPIRIT. J esus said. "that which is born of the fl esh IS
FLESH; and that which is born of th e Spirit IS S PIRIT""
(Joh n 3:6). Then, at the tim e of the resurrection, God
"sha ll ch an ge ow vile body [oC corruptible fl esh). tha t it
may be Cashioned like u nto h is [Ch rist 's) glori ous [SPIRIT'
COMPOSED) body" (Ph il. 3 :21). To fully UN DERSTAND, yo u
need our free booklet, What Do You Mea.n - Born Againl
Th en -

A Marriage

Then wh a t?
T h en there sha ll be A MARRIAGE! But H 01V? What
kind?
God's PURPOSE involves t he raising up of His Church.

It is GOD'S Ch urch, named a fter the FATHER of th e God
Family - named the Church oCGod . Every one repentant,
an obedien t believer and ove rco mer, u pon receiving God's
Holy Spirit, is baptized by God's S pirit - BY GOD H IMSEU' into His Church. The Ch u rch, spoken oC as a
WOMAN, is the affianced Brid e of the liviiig, glorified
Christ,
At the time of the resu rrection and Christ's comin g in
supreme Power and Glory, t h e Church of God, its memo
ben being cha n ged to spirit immortali ty , shall enter into
the KINGDOM or GOD.
At that time, Christ shall MARRY His Ch urch (Eph.
5:22-33): At that time, it is written, "The Lord God
omn ipote nt reigneth ..• the marriage orthe Lamb is come,
and his wife h a th made herself ready" (Rev. 19:6-7). And
verse 8 sh ows t he wife to be "the saints ."

Why Church Celled HI. Wife
But WHY, prior to the marriage, is the Church called
<7tis wifer ' Because God married Israel al Mt. Sinai (Jer.

,!
',

3:104 ). Mu ch more aboul thal 3rd chapter or Jeremiah
lat er! Bu t the making of the Old Cove nan t (EIod us 2-4 :68) was the marriage ceremo ny. setting up Israel as not
only wife and Church. bu t also as a KINGDOM - the
KINGDOM OF lsftAEL.
The Lo RD (YH WH) DC the Old Testament is the
CHRIST DC th e New T estament.· When Christ was cru cified.
Isra el's hu sband DIED, ending thal marriage legally (Rem,
7,2 ).
But the Chu rch is ISRAEL, spiri t ually begotten. Gentile converts are no longer Ioreignera from Israel (Eph.
2:11-19). Isra el is pictured as the natural olive tree: and
Gen tiles as wild olive t rees (Rom. 11). Bu t because oC
unbelief t he n atural olive tree branches were broke n off,
and Gentile con verts, as branch es of wild olive trees , were
grafted into the natural olive t ree of Israel (Rom. 11:17).
And na tural -born Israeli tes, by repentance, belief an d conversion, are grafted ba ck in to the ISRAEL tree. The
CHURCH is pictured aa converted Israel - or Spiritua l

..
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Israel! (Rom. 11:23.) The New T estament Chur ch , then,
IS Israel. spirituallyl
Since Isra el's husband died, she is freed from her Old
Testament marriage and free to TnlJrry! Christ's death paid
the pena lty of her sins (spiritual adulte ry and harlotries)
as a Church or n ati on , as well as t hose of t h e individ uals,
So the CHURCH - spiritua l rsra~l - becomes the
a ffianced Bride, to MA RRY Christ. And when this divine
MARRIA GE takes place, Christ will be marrying HIS WIFE!

The answer is plain in Hebrews 8. ..... if' that fint
covenan t had been Caultless, th en should no place ha ve
been ecught Cor th e second" (verse 7). What was the Cault
with the Old Covenan t? " For 6ndinl Cault with them .• •"
(verse 8) "which my covenant th ey brake. although [ was
an husband unto t hem. aaith th e Lord" ( J er. 31 : 32). They
commit ted adultery. They went further and also com.
mitted harlotry.
The DIVINE MARRIAGE is to be founded on better
pr omises than th e old (Heb. 8:6) which pr omises are "eter nal inheritance" (Heb. 9: 15) which includes th e gift oC

Betrothed Woman Called Wife
There is anoth er reason why th e Church, prior to th e
wedding " ceremony, is ca lled "His WlFE." A betrothed
woman, i? Scripture, is called her fiance's WIFE, th ough
the rnarnage Juu not yet been BOUND - prior to the
marriage ceremony (Ma tt. 1:18-20, 24). nus was ancient
J ewish practice. There was a betro thal ceremony, called
th e ~rossin cer emony. The bet roth ed or espoused woman
remai ned in her (ath er's house until the wedding ceremony, ca lled t he kiddwhin ceremony. At this kiddushin
or wed ding ceremony; th e marri age was BOUND. Then the
husb and took his wife to his own house.
Marriage Covenant IS the Gospell
Jesus came as the M eSMnger of tlu! Covena nt! (Mal.
3:1.) He was the Messenger brin ging us the message of th e
New Covenant. which is th e MARRIAGE covenant which
wiU establish the Church AS th e KI NGDOM OF G OD. J ust
Moses was th e mediator oC the Old Covenan t 80 is
Christ of the New. The GOSPEL is THAT M ESSAGE! A~d just
as th e MARRIA GE at Sinai set up the Kingdom of Isra el so
the marriage of th e Church to Christ will set up the
8.B

K INGDOM OF G OD O N EARTH !

So that marriage / 8 the Gospel!
That

which simply IS the NEW
that will establish th e KINGDOM OF GOD upon
earth W88 typified by the OLD COVE N A NT. It wu God'.
marriage to carnal physica l Israel which established th e
Kingdom oC Israel aA one of earth's nations.
Now W HY was the NEW COVENAN T ma de necessary?
COVEN A NT

DIVI NE M ARRI AGE,

IS

• ETERN A L UFL

Permanency of Marriage
The DIVINE MARRIAGE to Chris t will 18.IIt FOR EVER.
The "wife" will not break it. nor depart fro m h er Hu sband.
ee Old T estament Isra el did. Cor she sha ll be divine, in a
spirit condition where she CANNOT sin (I J ohn 3 :9).
Now BOrne objector, trying to overthrow th e t ruth by
a leclm icality, might argue. "the an alogy doesn't hold
water. because human marriage, now, is broken by death
- whereas th e DI V INE MARRIAGE ca nnot be br oken by
death : '
But. in scriptural terminology, the te rm "forever"
means, " cont inuously without interruption, BO lon g as the
involved (acton exist." In that Biblical sense. human mar.
riage, now, is FOREV ER! The Ieetcre are a husband and a
wife. When one dies, the facton involved no longer exist. It
does not. therefore con t inue binding in the resurrec tion
(MalL 22:28-30).
'Therefore, th e mortal human marriage now is, indeed.
the true ty pe of the immortal divine marriage in the

resurrect ion.
One seeking to j ustify divorce and remarriage by tech.
nical argume nt might reason: " In th e DIVINE M AR RIA GE.
neither husband nor wife would be a ble to commi t edulte ry. In this mortal life th ey ca n. Therefore it is not true
type a nd a ntitype.
But IT IS! AU fa c tors do not necessariJy need be identica l in true type a nd antitype. And this bit oC human

ts
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argu men t is the oery reason t here mus t be a

NEW

And what will t he K INGDOM OF G OD include? It will
in clude th ose saints spiritually BORN of God t he Fath er,

COY-

ENANT !

and MARRIED to God the Son!

Why t h e New Cov en an t

If there had been no fau lt with th e Old, no place
would h ave been sought for the New (Heb. 8:7). The fact
of t he disobedien ce on the part of Israel under the Old is
the very reason tha t made necessary the New. Read th e
who le cha pter of Heb rews 8. Because Israel committ ed
adultery - and harlotry a nd worse - God will make the
New Covena n t ONL Y with those who have proved, by
repentance, overcoming, and obedience through God 's
Holy Spiri t, that th ey will not repeat th at fault in the
New. The Ne w will be made with th ose who h ave pro ved
th ey have God 's Laws. by the ir own volition, written in
their minds a nd hea rts. Therefore. in th e resurrection, God
wi ll make t he m as H e is, so it will be imposs ible for t hem
to sin or be unfaithful. T hey must first prove it by FAITHFULNESS in t his present morlal life.
One may now justify his own sins in his o wn mind by
human reasonin gs. Bu t h e won't be judging h im self in th e
final ju dg ment. GOD WILL! We her e are merely making
clear HOW GOD WOKS AT MARRIAGE - and h ow He will
j udge!
The Gospel J esus br ou gh t is th e GOOD NEWS of t h e
co mi n g Kingdom of G od .
This is a MOST IMPORTANT TRUTH which has not bee n
fully recogn ized !

W hat I S Kingdo m of God?
Let's be sure we UNDERSTAND it !
The KINGDOM OF GOD is th e FAMILY OF GOD! The
Kingdom of Israel was t h e "Childre n of Isr ael" - as t hey
are called repeated ly in t he Old T est ament - which
actually was t h e FA MILY OF ISRAEL - which became one
of the kingdom s - governments, or nations - of the
wo rld . In pr ec isely t he same manner, t he KINGDOM OF
GOD will be the FAMILY (spirit-born CHILDREN) of GOD.I It
wi ll be the one a nd on ly world-rulin g Kingdom - GOVERNMENT - ruling over ALL NATIONS.

"

•

The GOSPEL of J esu s Christ is t h e GOOD NEWS of this
KINGDOM OF GOD. That Kingdom incl udes , those (t h e
Chu rch ) MA RRIED t o Christ!
So what does that mean?
It simply becomes axiom atic t hat wh en one becomes
converted , and is pu t by God's Spirit in to the Ch urch. he
a lso a utomat ica lly hBB become betrothed t o the marriage
.wit h the living CHRIST!
And what of tha t marriage? Will it be s ubject t o
divorce an d remarriage? You know t h at answer is a THOUSAND TIM ES N O! That marriage can never be broken!
T he bet rothed wife MUST BE FAITHFUL in h er
betro t ha l! In t he expe rien ce of J oseph, the betrothed ye t unmarried h usband of Mary, mother of J esu s - he,
supposing she h ad been unfai thful, was minded t o put her
away before the BOUND MARRIA GE. If one of us, spiritually betrothed t o t he livin g Christ, becomes unfaithful
through physical divorce and re marriage in this Christian
life, wou ld no t our espoused s piritua l H usband, CHRIST.
PUT US AWAY? SIN does cut U 8 off. U n less repented of and
forgiven, we would never make it into God's KI NGDOM !
What is God 's command t o us, in this regard? It is:
" K no w ye not, brethren, (for I spe ak to them that
kn ow t he law)," - DO WE know it, or desire to get around
it? - "ho w that the law hath dbmini on over a man as long
as he liveth? Fo r the woman wh ich h ath an husband ill
bound by t he law to her husband as long as he livet h ; hut
if th e husb and be dead , she is loosed from the law of her
husband. So t he n if, whil e her h usba nd livet h , she be
married to another man, she shall be cal led an adulteress ;
but if her husband be dead, she is fr ee fr om that law .. : '

(Ro m. 7:1-3).
No loophol e
Anyone who thinks he ha s found a loo phole to all ow
divorce and rem arriage does violen ce to t his clear, plain
statement of G OD'S LAW! An y script ure that would allo w

,
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The living Christ a lr eady is cro wned with GLORY an d
HONOR (Heb. 2 :9). He is the fint·BORN of many brethren
(mea nin g us who have Hit Spirit) ( Rom . 8 :29). Christ is
the "captai n of ow salva tion" (Heb. 2:10). That is, He is
the Pioneer, who has gone on ahead. leading the way. a8
1M Husba nd , preparing the dweUing p la~ for Hi3 wife
(John 14:2). Jesus rose from the dead. He is alive - and
He is DIVINE - as we she ll be. He has bee n GLORInED His eyes as flam es of fire , His face bri gh t as the SUN! Fullstrength! (Rev . 1:14-16.) T hat's wh at WE may inhe rit!
Are you really comprehending t his co lossal TRUTH?
<4.re you?
And WE, if we repent, believe with living fai t h, and
accept J esus Christ 8!1 personal Saviour and betrothed
Husband, ca n receive God's GIrT of the Holy Spirit. That
Glfi imparte tc us the very life, essence, nature, mind and
power of Goo! It begets us, now, lUI God's own (yet
unborn) SON! An d if we GROW spirit u al ly , (II Pet. 3 :18) ,
overcome, and endure we shall, at Christ's co ming, be
changro from mortal ftesh to immortal SPIRIT (I Cor.
15:4-4-45). We, collectively , shall be t h e BRIDE OFCHRIST!

divo rce and remarriage would contradict t he above-quoted
scripture. Then we should be accusing the Word of God of
contradict ing itself. and nullify the entire Bible. THERE
ARE NO CONTRA DICTI ONS. as we sha ll clearly show!
11 a ny s hou ld claim that script ure applies to women
only, notice verse 1: " . . . how that the' la w hath d ominion
over a man as lon g as he liveth." In addition. we know
that God. has no double standard, and is no respecter of
persons.
The marriage institution was ordained for man by
God at the creation of man (Gen. 2:24). Human marriage
was give n as a TYPE of t h e spirit u al marriage of t he sp iritual " woman " - the Ch urch - to Christ in the Kingdom
of God. That marriage to Christ will NOT be su bjec t to
divorce and remarriage. Therefore neither can t he human
marriage be subject to divorce and remarriage. God's Law
forb ids it, No la w allows it, Any such law would DO VIO I..EN CE to t h e human type of the divine antitype!
To be UNFAITHFUL. now, to t he betrothed relation to
Christ wou ld. as we shall show by the Scriptures, res u lt in
Christ "pu ttin g us away" - BEFORE that marriage!
Why? Becau se S i N " puts U8 away."
Marriage is a GOD·plan e rela tionship. Even t ho ugh a
physical union. it is a DIVINE INSTITUTION, ordained of
GOD. God had great PURPOSE and MEANING in giving it to
man. God's Church , called to preach Ch ris t's GOSPEL OF
THE K INGDOM (to be esta blished over earth by t he MAR·
RIAGE COVENANT with Christ - which 18 the NEW COV.
ENANT) - cannot pollute thst very Gospel by approving
divorce and rem arriage!

Ma n's Tra nsce nd ent Pote ntia l

The True Meaning of Marriage
Remember, in this exposition, we are viewing the su bject as God view. it.
I repea t. T hough marriage is a physical union, it is a
divine instit ution. God does noth ing withou t a reason - a
de finite PURPOSE! To u nderstand th e " WHY" of t he Laws
of God respecting the marriage instit ution, we need to
know s till more about the REASON God h ad in mind for
establis hin g marriage.

"
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And that ie the su preme heritage of hum an "lAN!
Man, now lower t han angels, has a destiny far hig he r!
So grasp this st upendous TRUTH if you ca n!
For here is the greatest GOOD NEWS you can ever
know! Tbat GOOD NEWS IS tpe Gospel And that very
Gospel involves foitJifuln.eS6 in any marriage re lationship
NOW, for it is preparation for the spiritual marriage to
Chriat for all eternity!
MAN, and man only, of aU life forms God h as created.
can be born in to the very GOD FAMILY -the KINGDOM OF
Goo! And as a most vital part of it , he will enter an
eternal, nonbreakable, never-to-be-di vorced MARRIAGE
relationship.
To PREPA RE us for that, God h as made U8 mortal human , and ordained t he MARRIAGE an d FAM ILY relationsh ip in Ihu lifel
WI/Y1

e

L
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Murial'f' and

"
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God h as n ever given a nimals this MA RRIA CE and FAMILY rel ationship! Ang els neve r marry nor are given in
ma rria ge (Ma ll. 22:30). An gels ha ve never enjoyed FAMILY
stat us!

The G od -Pl a ne Rel a t ion ship
The MAR RIA GE and FA MILY re lationshi p is a GODrel ationship - higher tha n even an a ngel-pla ne
relat lonship. And God bestowed it on M A N because ma n is
being n ow p rep ared for the MA RRIAGE and FAMILY re lat ionship FORE VE R in the GOD FAMILY!
Think of it! or all life forms - whether plant, animal,
hu man or angel, in a ll that God crea ted, MAN ALONE
was created for MA RRIA CE a nd FAMI LY life!
In the Kin gdom of God - in the GOD FAM ILY - the re
will be MAR RIAG E and FAJoII LY re lationship - BUT NO

PLANE

DIVO RCEI
God is consistent'
Co uld we be preparing for that kind of marriage

FOR-

by divor cing and rem arrying NOW?
Wh a t a su prem e, matc h less, ewe-ins piring po tential!
You are, if co nverted w-ith God's Holy Spirit dwellin g
in yo u, th e heir of. God, and co-heir with Christ, to enjoy
eternally this u nbreaka ble marriage and famil y relationshi p in God's K ingdom! Even now a begotten chi ld of God!
You are betrothed to marry Christ!
E VE R

The Div ine Fa m ily
God IS t he divin e FAMILY! The FAMILY relati onship
demands a h usb a nd -a nd -wile relet icnsbip. And that
deman ds faithfuln ess to th e ma trim oni al bon d. Hum an
marriage, now, again I repea t, is th e TYPE of th e divine
marriage selling up of God's Kingdom on earth.
God, I repea t, is consisr~nl! He does not ordain faith fuln ess FOREVER in th e marriage to Christ , and t hen PRE·
PARE us for that marriage by ordaining UNfa ithfulness,
with divorce and re marria ge during this preparatory
period.
The pivotal REASON for t he marriage relationsh ip in
t his hu man life is to prepare us, BY FAITHFULN&!iS now, {or

MII"I"iII!P' Ind
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that ete rnally faithful marriage state THEN! T o constantly
remind us of ou r sacred. relationshi p to Christ, as espoused
to th e NEVER-ending marriage to Him!
How mu ch sense would it make to teach us to be
ETERNALLY faithful, then , by ruling that we may be
UNFAITHFUL, now, divorcing and remarrying? GOD HAS
GlVl:N NO SUCH LAW! That shaU be MAD~ PLAIN!
One of the most impo rtan t PURPOSES in our human
lives, now. is that we learn the SANCTITY, th e SACREDNESS,
the PERMA NENCY of the m arriage bond!
Of course, God HAS NOT WILLED that every hum an
. must many. That is made very clear in I Corint hia ns 7.
The Apostle Pau l was not married. Yet, I am persuaded
that I, like he, have the mind of Christ, and, afte r all, it
W all God who sai d " It is not good that the man sh ould be
alone" (Gen . 2:18). However it would be far better to live
alone tha n to be yo ked to what migh t be called "e hell -onearth" sit ua tion. Everyon e sh ould take marriage so SERI·
OUSLY that a wrong marriage is NOT made in the first
place. And if THIS TRUTH were known by a ll, there would
be few mls-mated marriages. On t he other hand, if this
TRUTH were mo re thoroughly realized, married partners
would TRYHA RDER to make marriages HA PPY. Our booklet
says : " Your Marriage CAN Be Happy."
But, whether married or single, all n eed to learn that
marriage is the TYPE of t he com in g divine Marriage to
Christ. And II type ca nnot be the type unless CONSISTENT
with th e antit ype.
•
I repeat, God 's laws regardin g marriage - which is a
DIVINE INSTITUTION - cou ld n ot be consistent if they
provided for divorce and remarriage now, when it sha ll
scr be a llowed then!
Ma rriage " Fo r This CAU Se"
In Eph esians 5:31 we read : " For this ca use . . : '
because of the coming divine marriage of the Church to
Christ - ". .. that He m ight present it t o him se lf a gloriow church . . :' (verse 27) - for this REASON God ord ained
the marriage institution for hum ans., nowl
That is the REASON hum ans are given this Go e- PLANE

relationship which has been given to NO OTHER spec ies whether animal or angel. That is God's PURPOSE in granting hu mans marriage, now. It is a type! And God's Laws
DO make th e hums n type consistent with the divine antitype!
What a WONDERFUL privi lege God besto wed on us, in
giving us the God-plane marriage and family relationshi p!
And WHY? To prepare us for the never-ending JOY and
ECSTACY of our spiritual marriage bliss FOR ETERNITY in
the KINGDOM OF Goo! In t he GOD FAMILY!
GOD'S CHURCH shall NOT be unfaithful! Th e Ch urch
of God cannot - WIL L NOT approve, end orse, or allow in
its membership the violation of God's laws respecting marriage, nor t he pollution of this God-required FAITHFUL·
NESS!
It may be, because this world's ministers have not
proclaimed God's TRUTH, th at some may have to live separately, ineligible to remarry. It may be difficult. It may
mean suffering. But God inspired Paul to write, " For I
reckon that the sufferings of this present time are not
wort hy to be compared with the GLORY which shall be
revealed in us" (Rom. 8:18)!
To follow will be the scri ptures setting fort h God's
laws respecting marriage. Then will follow 8 thorough
examination of those passages which some have questioned, as possibly wananting a different conclus ion.

PART /I

,

God's Laws Concerning
Marriage, Divorce,
and Remarriage
E COME now to the laws of God regu lating th e
divine institut ion of marria ge, as well as t hose
rela ting - or purporting to relate - to divorce
and remarriage.
Again it is emphasized tha t we mus t acce pt this ques·
tion of marriage according to God'a Jaws, not ma n's desires
and reaso nings. We must view it as GOD looks at it , not as
man might wish to ha ve it.
For 6,000 years MAN has been attempting to treat t he
effect, ignorin g the cause. He forgets t ha t everything is 8
matter of CAUSE'.: and e ffect. For every evil there has had to
be 8 CAUSE. If we are to enjoy th e BLESSINGS of peace,
happiness, joy, abu nda nce, something will have to CAUSE'.:

W
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The firs t huma ns, Adam an d Eve, rejected th e teaching and laws of God which were set in motion and revealed
to th em 8B the CAUSE of every GOOD - every desired
blessing. T hey took to themse lves the determinat ion of the
knowledge of what is GOOD an d what is evil. And their
descenda nts after th em have been choosing the WA.Y th at
has CA.USED"every evil.
Man looks at the evil- which is th e result of a wrong
cause an d tri es to deal with t he effect, without cha nging
the cause. In other words man wan ts to break GOD'S LAWS,

"
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and when the p enalty appears, he deals with the pena lty
- the effect - t ryin g t o prevent God's laws from exacting
the ir pena lty .

God's CHURCH must view t his subject as GOD looks a t
it, not as injured man looks at it. God placed mankind on
earth for a PURPOSE. The marriage ins tit ution is incl uded
in that GREAT PURPOSE. God had a REASON for His law
regarding the sanctity and PERMANENCYof marriage. And
that REASON leading to perm anent etern al GLoRY is far
more important IN GOD'S eyes th an te mpo rari ly relieving
immediate su fferin gs by breaking His LAW. God's Church
cannot condone what God forbids!

"

M an's V iew VS . God's

How does man, then, usu ally view this matter of
marriage , divor ce and remarri age? I( - whether t hrough
ignora nce of God's Jaws, or neglect or other ca use, his
marri age did not work out, an d h e finds h imself in 8 state
of havi ng gone throu gh t he wrin ger of divorce, his whole
thoug h t is how to remedy his p resent unh appy situ ation.
His whole conce rn is self-co nce rn for his p resent suffe ring.
Even others , sympat hetic with him, view t he sit uation
entirely (rom the standpoin t of deal ing wit h the effe ct _
trying to remedy tha t - trying to eliminate th e suffering
when that sufferi ng has resulted from BROKE N LAW !
Peop le do not want to suffer. but would prefer to
break God's laws further, to prevent presen t su fferin g.
Th ey do not often cons ider wha t God inspired t he Apost le
Paul to write: "For I reckon that th e SUFFERINGS of this
present time a re not 'worthy to be compared with the
GLORY which shall be revealed in us" (Rom, 8:18).
In t he matter of divorce and remarriage, th ey usually
place th e blame on th e other mat e, and seek a way to
interpret th e Script ure to justify removing th e penal ty
being SUFFERED by " t he INJURED PARTY,"
But we simply CAN'T alwa ys relieve the " injured
party" from the ~ff~cl being suffered, even though CAUSED
by an oth er ! A man may have lost an a nn because of the
carelessness of a nother automobile dri ver. or beca use
anot her deliber a tely attacked. Sometimes even t he victim
of accident or des ign must su ffer a penalty he did not
himself cause. Undou bted ly, in th e above-quoted scripture, Paul was referring to sufferings uncaused by th e
sufferer.
But sometimes t he dedica ted Christian, heir of GLORY,
spiritua lly betrothed to the marriage to Chris t , mu st even
suffer WRONG and seem ing inj ustice for th e Kingdom of
God's sa ke. " Be ye a lso patient: . . . for the coming of th e
Lord draweth nigh" (James 5:8).

God 's laws P rot ect t he HOM E

.
~:

WHY did God establish th e m arri age institution?
Remember, that althou gh it is a physi cal UniOD, it is a
DIVINE instit utio n, ordained by God a t t he time of the
creation or MAN. God created man for the PURPOSE of
developing righteous spirit ual character and being born
into th e Kingdom of God, which is the divine FAMILY.
Man was mad e to ultimately enter that FAMILY - to
enjoy FAMILY life for all eternity. Therefore God willed
that man ONLY, of all t he creatures of His crea tion, should
enjoy FAM ILY life in his present phy sical, mortal state.
Family life demands the MARRIAGE ins tit utio n, a type of
the marri age of t he Church to Christ .
Th erefore it is natura l that God 's laws - even the
basic spiritual Law of the Ten Commandments, are
designed to do two thin gs.
1) to keep people in a close relationship to God and
right relationshi p with human" neighbor, and
2) t o protect th e MARRIAGE and FAMI LY relationship.
God made the hu sband the head of t he wife, and th e
parents head over th eir childre n. The firth Co mmandment
protects this relationship: " Honor t hy father and thy
mother." But of course a rebellious hum an ity does not like
to obey this command. Breaking this command is a major
cont ributing fact or in breakin g up family life tod ay.
Protecting th e MARRIAGE rel at ionship are th e seventh
and tenth Comma ndments: "T hou sha lt not commit adultery ;" a nd "Thou sha lt not covet .. . thy neighbor's
wife . . : ' Th e seventh Commandment pr otec ts th e marriage against unfait hfulness, which, once sta rted, could

,
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lead to a broken marriage and a brok en family. or course
th is Comma ndmen t includes fornication prior to marriage.
and all the ot her sex ab uses and perversions, either be fore
or after marriage. Any sex ual in tercou rse or ot her illicit
fle J: act prio r to marriage mars the happiness of a marriage
that follows. For the GOOD and ha ppiness of the marriage
state , God forbids a ll s u ch violations of chas ti ty,
The tenth Com man d me nt, besides pro tecting one'.
neighbor. and exp ressing t he general and all-inclusive principle of LOVE to neighbor - which means outgoing roncern for neighbor's welfare equal to concern for one's own
- a lso is given to sa feguard against re marriage - coveti ng
any ot h er woman than one 's wife. or course this applies
e-qua lly to a wom an coveti ng any man other than her
hushand.

wife, and marry an other, com m itteth adultery against her.
And if a woman shell put away her h usband, and be
married to another, she committeth adultery" (Mark 10:69, 11·12).
T here is the FOUNDATION of the marriage un ion!
There is t he BASIS of fam n y life!
~
There is what man was created {or!
There is the DIVINE LAW upon which the sta bility or tlu! {ok - of a Dation rests!
Do you realize what that basis is?

Why Human s Put o n Earth

Marriage by God 's Authority Only
N ow notice th e first, original, fundamental, basic rule
of a ll in the hu sband -wife and fam ily relationship.
Wh en God first created man upon the earth He
ordained the marriage unio n. The marriage a nd fam ily
institu tion is BASiC in God's PURPOSE for ma n. MAN, and
MARRIAGE, were thus created Iogetlu!r!
Marriage was not instituted by man. Nor by authority
of a man -made legislative body. Nor by laws promulgated
by a h u man -const itu ted legislative or law-making body,
Notice: "And the Eternal God said, It is not good that
the man should be a lone; J will make an he lp meet for
him. .. . Therefore sha ll • man leave his father an d his
mother, an d shall cleave unto his wife: and they shall be
one flesh" (G en. 2:18, 24). GOD (Heb. Elohim) is a FAMILY OF PERS ONS. God is reproducing Himself. Faithfulness to marriage an d family relationship is the REASON for
WAN !
And Jesus sa id: " . . . from the beginning of the creation God made t hem male an d female. For this ca use
sha ll a man leave his father and mothe r, and cleave to his
wife; and they twain sha ll be one flesh. . . _What therefore
God hath joined together, let DOt man put asunder.. . •
And he sa it h unto them, Whosoever sha ll put away hi!
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Almighty GOD, not s human legislative body, created
the human ra ce - ma de U& male and fema le - {or 0
PURPOSE! That PURPOSE is that we might, ultimately,
en ter God's Kingdom. That Kingdom IS God - Hebrew.
Elohim - one GOD, composed of more t han one Person.
The Hebrew Elohim is a uniplural name, like ' yamily,"
"churrh," or "group ." And it
the DIVINE FAMILY. We
were created for FAMI LY relationship, and for MARRIAGE
relat ionship. This m ortal fteeh -end -blocd-stete of marriage
requires bot h male an d female. So God created us male
and female, and 'Yor lhu cause" (Matt. 19:5) - because
God made them male and female (Ma lt. 19:4) God
ordained the marriage union.
Understand it! The Creator, at the creation of man,
created man male and female,for thr cause of marriage for the PURPOSE of prepan'ng for t he divine, spiri tual marriage to Christ in GOD'S K INGDOMI
When thiJ is understood, and straigh tened in your
mind, tlu! whole question o{ marriage becomes clear.
Diooltt and nmarriage becomes unthinkable. It simply
doesn't make sense!
It L. GOD, not man, who .lOINS h usband and wife
togethe r! Therefore only GOD can un join what He haa
joined a nd no scripture provides for that.
We call marriage "HOLY matrim ony" or " HOLY wedlock." But WHY? What ma kes it holy? On ly the fact that
GOD ordained it - the ract that it is a DIVINE institution
- the ract that it is the human TYPE, preparing us for the
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HOLY spiritual a ntitype of the marriage to Ch ris t in the
Kingd om ! And t he fac t t hat it is BOUND by t he HO LY GOD!
Yet, in spite of all t his. would some see k to relieve the
"inju red " and " sufferin g" one by human reaso ning to justify making the entire PURPOSE and MEANING of God of no
effect?

T hat law is Goo's LAW. In the same context it is
called holy, jus t a nd good (v. 12) an d spiritua l [ v, 14).
To put a meaning or in terpreta tion in to BOrne othe r
passage of Scri pt ure that interprets it to allow for divorce
and remarriage, is to collide head -on wit h this plain, clea r,
and un disputable sta te ment of Goo's LA W , It would represent God as contradicting Him self! Those pa.888ges supposed to nullify this sta tement of God 's law, or make
exception to it, wil l be clearly examined and the misinterpretation ma de CLEA R!
This statement of God's law in Romans 7 is simple,
plain, and explicit. It stales it T HE WAY GOD LOOKS
AT IT, though not the way man, at least in some
instances, would like to look at it. This statement of God'.
law is CONSISTENT wit b God's PURPOSE - with the MEAN ING of the marriage institution! Any exception violates
and destroys that PURPOSE an d meaning!
Understand this basic LAW, a nd God'. PU RPOSE, and
the MEA NING of marriage, and everything is CLEAR - and
any cont rary conclusion is a flagrant contradiction to this
LAW of God, an d to God's PURPOSE and MEANING!
Any man-made laws contrary to this plain, straight
and clear LAW OFGOD have NO AUTHORITY in Goo's SIGHT.

28

Ordained At Man's Creation
It is G OD who joins and BINDS h usband an d wife as
The min ister. the Justice of the Peace, the
J ud ge, the ship captain. merely conducts a ceremo ny. But
it is ALMI GHTY GOD who ties th~ knot - w ho BINDS them
FOR LIFE! God commands man to cleave /0 his wife not to leave her and cleave to another.
This was ordained at man's CREATION. 1l applies to
ALL MANK IND. It a pplies to "converted" and " unccnverted" alike. It applies to all races. creeds. and regardless
of re ligion. It is not merely an ordinance of "the Church."
The marriage institution start ed at man's CREATION, long
before there was a ch urc h.
And God's law regarding the marriage institution says
one thing a nd cnr only ca n break that marriage bond -

ON E F LESH.

DEATH!

God's LAW regarding marriage is stated again in
Rom ans: " K now ye not, brethren (for I speak to them that
know the law), how that the law hath dominion over a
man SA long as he liveth? For the woman which hath a n
husband is bound by th e law to he r h usband as long as he
liveth ; but if the hu sband be dead, she is loosed from the
law of her h usband . So then if, while her h usband liveth,
she be married to anot her man , she shall be ca lled an
adulteress; bu t if her husband be dead, she is free from
tha t la w; eo that she is no adul teress, though she be
married to a nother ma n" (Rom. 7:1-3).
This same law of God is repea ted in I Corinthians
7:39.

T he W ay Go d Look s At It
That law

I'HO VIDES FOR

NO

DIVORCE AN D REMA R-
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in th at manner. It is GOD'S Church, and its members are,
and must be, Goo's PEO PLE! As Spirit -begotten children of
GOD, our lives must be dedicated to God a nd obedience to
His teachings and laws. We are given the breath of life to
fulfill His P UR POSE, not to viola te it.

PART 11/

Certain Passages
Examined
the "TRUN K" of t he tree . But some,
scrutinizing closely, technically , and exha ustively a
few minor bra nches or twi gs, and losing sight of the
TRUN K, h ave reasoned that they see 8 minor bran ch or
big totally for eign to the TRUN K , a nd out of harm ony
with God's purpose.
So t hey classify th e whole tree accordin g to th eir
much-involved analysis of th e little br anch. But th e
branches and t wigs grow out of the TR UNK and th e root
structure, an d o f necessity are of the same classification.

I

HAVE GI VEN YOU

Through Evolution ist's Eyes
How would an evolutionist view this quest ion of
divorce and remarri age? He sees NO GODin th e picture. He
is a ware of NO PURPOS E. He doesn't know HOW marriage
got started. He does n't know its PU RPOSE or ME ANI NG. He
sees no CAUSE . so he deals with the EF FEcr. lfhis marriage
is un ha ppy. or he tires of his wife, he sees no reason against
divorce a nd remarriage. He views the whole thing accord ing t o his prese nt circums ta nce and desire. U divorced, and
he sees a woman he wan ts to marry, WH Y NOT?
I' m afraid some who 00 believe in th e existence of God
vi ew t he question in t he same way. If one feels he (or she)
is the "in jured party" to a broken marriage, he looks at th e
immediate DESIRE" he seeks to remedy his present situation.
But th e C HURCH O F Go o cannot look a t th e question

,

"Bible Gro un ds " For Divo rce 7
We look, now, to some of t he smaller bran ches and/ or
twigs of this divor ce and remarriage question, where some
think they have found " Bible grounds" for divorce and
remarriage.
We will look, first, to Matthew 5:31-32 and Matthew
19:3·12.
The Matthew 5 passa ge is part of the so-ca lled "Sermon on th e Mount." J esus had just corrected those who
th ought He ca me to abolish God 's Law. He had finnly
establuhed God's Law.
"Thi nk NOT th at I am come to destroy the law," He
had said. " I am not come to destroy , but to fulfil. For
verily I say unto you, Till hea ven and eart h pass, one jot
or one tit tle shall in no wise pass from the law, till all be
fulfilled. Whosoever therefore sha ll break one of th ese
least commandme nts, and sha ll teac h men so, he shaH be
called the least in the kin gdom of hea ven : bu t whosoever
shall do and teac h th em, the same shall be called great in
th e kingdom of heaven" (verses 17.19).
Then J esus cont inued to "magnify the law and make
it honorable" (Isa. 42:21) - that is, enlarge upon it, make
it more inclusive. Magnify it acc ord ing to th e SPIRIT, not
merely the letter. Apply it in principle.
So He continued, "Ye have heard that it was said by
them of old tim e, Thou shal t not kill; and whosoever shall
kill sha ll be in danger of the judgment: But 1 88y unto
you, That whosoever is angry with his bro th er without a
cause shall be in danger or the judgment. . . :' Thu s He
made the command ment even MOR E binding.
He contin ued : lOVe have heard that it was said or
them of old tun e, Thou shalt not comm it adultery: But I
say unto you, Th at whosoever Jooketh on a woman to Just
efter her hath committed ad ultery with her a lrea dy in his
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"The Pharisees also came unto him , tempting him,
and saying unto him, Is it lawful for a man to put a way his
wife Ior every cause?" ("for A. NY cause" RSV and others .l
They undoubtedly had Deuteronomy 24:1 in mind. Notice
J es us' MOR E S T R IC T T EA.CHI NG in an swer: "And he
answered a nd said unto them. Have ye not read, that he
which mad e them at the beginning, ma de them ma le and
female, and said, For this cause sha ll a man leave father
and mother, and shall cleave to his wife: and they twain
sha.ll be one flesh? Wherefore they are no more t wain , but
one fl esh. What therefore God hath joined together, let
not man put asunder" (Ma tt. 19:3-6). Notice, He said:
" Have ye not read"? im plying they should have kn own the
a nswer, making their trick qu estion ridicu lous.
The Pharisees asked about the law respec ting marriage. Is it la wful to pUl away (divorce) a wife for any
cause? Although they probably were referring to Deuteronomy 24:1, J esus ignored that, and went back straight to
God's la w and tea ching at th~ creation of ma n. It made no
provision for un binding what God had BOUND. J esus here
denied ma n any right to put asu nder wha t God IuJd
BOUND as ONE! But t he tricky Pharisees were not going
to let J esus ignore Deu teron omy 24:1. Continue t he passage:

heart " (ve rses 27-28). He was not re laxing God's Law _
He was making it more binding, more inclu sive. This was
no " libera l" tea ching, but the strictest kind of teaching.
Next He came to divorce and rem arriage . So me think
He became more " libera l" a t this point. But He did no t
cha nge H is attitude here. Rath er, He made the laws of
UN BREAK ABLE MAR RIA GE even MORE BI NDING. He was
co mplet ely CONS ISTENT wit h t he con tex t of wha t He was
here tea ch ing.
. J:l e sai d, ':I t h~t h been said, Whosoever shall put away
hIS wi fe, Jet him grve he r a wri ting of divorcemen t •• :' But
now see Him make it MO R E STR leI', not more liberal!
Continue : "B ut I 58Y un to you, That whosoever shall put
away his wife, saving for the cause of fornica tion, ce uset h
her to comm it adultery: an d whosoever shall marry her
that is divorced comm ittet h ad ultery" (verses 31.32).
The Greek Pomeia

I ha ve quoted this in context. Some, by resorting to
the original Greek word for " fomica tion" - po meia _
would tab it comp let ely ou t of context, and out of character, and have J esus suddenly shift from a very strict lawtea cher, to a liberal , gTanting divorce and remarriage contrary to God 's PURPOSE in marriage, and to the MEA NI NG
of marriage, a nd the plain LA WS regardi ng marriage.
First, " It hath been said, . . ." in verse 31 is a citation
from Deu teron omy 24:1. The rival schools in J erusalem
mis·used th is scripture. Much technical argumen t is
resorted t o by some, in an effort to make th at Old Testament passage justify divorce a nd remarriage now, TO DAY.
That does not a p ply here, beca use of J esus' making it more
strict BY followin g it with "But I sa y unto yo u." However,
I reserv e comme nt on Deuteronomy 24:1 for following
pages, wh en it will be cons ide red in d epth.
For now, I will answer the arguments of those who
put stress on the Greek pomeia.
Sin ce this same pomeio is used in Matthew 19:3-12, I
will cons ider these tw o passages togeth er. In Matthew 19
He was an swerin g trick qu est ions by the Pharisees. Th~
complet e passage under considera tion is as follows:

Their Trick Question
"T hey say unto him, Why did Most'S then comman d
to give a writing of divorcement, and to put her awa y?"
The Pharisees thou ght t hey had pu t J esus where He
had to contrad ict himself He had a nswered, in what was
LA W FU L, that marriage W8!I BOUND by God, and t he law
denied ma n the right to unbind - to se ver a union and cut
" ON E FLESII " in two. Now th ey referred directly to Deuteronomy 24:1. They asked, "W ilY did Moses, [lawgiver,]
eOl1WUJnd a written divorce and putting his wife away? "
They thought they had J esus backed into a corn er. They
th ought they now were forcing Him to make an exception,
and ALWW divorce. And that is precisely wh at some seem
to think tod ay!
For J esus to a llow divor ce and remarriage after verse 6
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would directly contradict what He said in verse 6, or force
Him to make an exception to that, as well as to such
passages as I quoted in the preceding PART II. Yet after
verse 6 Jesus could make NO EXCEPTION without directly
contradicting Himself] And you know Jesus did not contradict H imself!
Jesus answered: " H e saith unto them, Moses because
of the hardness of your hearts su{felYd you [not "commanded you"] to put away your wives: but from the
beginning it was not so. And 1 SA Y UNTO yOU ..." Jesus
did not back down . H e did no t allow any exception, in
GOD'S La w. He is en fordng it, now, ju st as in the beginning! What GOD has BOUND, stays bound - FOR LIFE!
No exceptions!
Moses did not " comm and" th em to divorce the ir
wives. The Authorized Version has been so construed by
some , in Deut eron omy 24:1. The "the n let him" in the AV
is, in T he J ewish Pub lication Society version, "tha t he [n ot
' then let him'] write her a bill of divorcement. .... T he
Revised Standard Version re nders it ''if . . . and he [n ot
then let him] write he r a bill of divorce . . :' The Moffa tt
translation renders it: "and IF he writes out a deed of
divorce ..." Jesus' answer showed these latter three to be
the co rrect meaning,
l."foses did not command! God did not approve! God
allowed them, because of the hardness of their hearts, to
reject and put away t heir ....-ivee, GOD A LW WS men to
KILL. to COMMIT ADULTERY, to DO EVIL. God will x uow
you to divorce and remarry, but yo u disobey Him if you do
_ and wha t yo u 80W you must also reap!

"And I say unto you, Whosoever shall pu t away his
wire, except it be for fornica tion [G ree k: porneia). and
shall marry anothe r, committeth adultery; and whoso
marriet h her .....hich is put away doth commit adultery:'
IF the "except it be for porneio" allows divorce of
what GOD HAS BOUND, and remarriage to anot her, Jesus
would have flatly contradicted Himself. Therefore the
"except it be for ]1017Ieio" CANNOT refer to divorce of one
bound by God, an d remarriage.
•What is the mean ing of the Greek pomeia in this
passage? The Ch urc h of God for <So yeera has said it refers
to an illicit sex act committed rnroa to bein g bou nd in
marriage, undisclosed. to the h usband until AFTER the
marria ge ceremony. The Church has maintained that, the
husb and ha ving been unaware of it until after the merriage ceremo ny - bu t GOD bein g fully aware of it, 8 fraud
was committed. And God, knowing of this fraud DID NOT
BI ND them. The bet rothed hu sband, then, putting away
the woman NOT BOUND to him, d id not put away or
UNbind one to whom he had bee n BOUND by God for life.
There simply was NO MARRI AGE. God did not bind them .
The man is still single.
But, if the husband, on d iscovering the fre ud, had
compassion instead of "hardness of heart," accepted the
woman anyway. on hiB acceptance GOD DID BIND the
marriage.
Now some ha ve contended that pcrneia here means
·'ADULTERY."

This is simply NOT TRUE! God led H is Church correctly, as I will show.

Deuteronomy 24 Voided By Jesus

The Meaning of Porneia

" But," co ntin ued J esus, "fro m the beginnin g it was
not 80." Jesus here reestablished Goo's LAW as from the
BEG INN IN G of man's creation! Once GOD has BOUND a
marria ge it is FO R LIFE. No EXCEPTIONS!
Then what did His ned words mean ? Some claim
they DID GI VE. an exce ption. But DID TH EY? If so J esus
here fla gran tl y contra dicted Himself. Here were His next
words:

The Greek word po rneia has a broad range of meanings. It means sex ua l immorali ty in general, sexual inte rcourse by an unmarried person, h arlotry. It includ es
sexua ! devia tions, homosexuality, bestia lity , sexua l pervers ion. It is ofte n used, especia lly its Heb rew equivalent,
in the Old T estament for harl otry - repeated multiple sex
rela tions. One, however, thinks of a harlot most ofte n 8ll
an unm arried woman selling her body as a "profession."

Marriagl' a nd Divorce

Muri llgp lind Divorce

One argu me nt used to t wist p omeia in Matthew 5
and Matthew 19 into meaning "adultery " (unfaithfulness
to one bound in marriage) is the following:
God pictured Old Testament Israel as His WIFE. But
she was un faithful to Him. Unfaithfulness to a bound
mate is ad ultery. Therefore Isr ael committ ed adultery.
But Isra el a ls o commit ted some thing else - committed
HA.RLOTRY. T hough married, she became a worse harlot
than the professional in a business for which she charges.
God said to h er :
thou hast played the harlot with
ma ny lo vers . . . . Lift up thine eyes unto the high pla ces,
and see where th ou hast not been lien with. In the ways
hast thou sa t for them . . . and thou hast polluted th e lan d
with thy whoredoms an d wit h thy wickedn ess" (Jer. 3:1-2).
That is NOT mere ad ultery - it is HARU)TRY - WIIOREDO MS, plural. I n the Se ptuagi nt (Old T estament tran slated in to Greek) this harlotry is called, properly,pomeia .
So Israel s in ned so greatly she did these TWOt hings(an d m uch more) - she was unfaithful to her hu sba nd she committed ADULTERY. (He b., nu ·uph, commit ad ultery , apostat ize ). But she also did somet hing ELSE - she
not o nly forsook her husband , she went afte r MULTIPLE
lovers - and even where the professional prosti tute
charges for her se rvices, God said Israel PAID her lovers
(Ezek. 16:33) . So , in a d di tion to adultery, she committed
harlotry - [H eb ., zonah, J er. 3:1, 6, B, commit fornica tion
cont in ually (be an, play the, harlot etc.) (Greek,porn eia.)
Therefore, says the scripture twister, p orn eia mean s
adultery in M a tthew 5 a nd Matthew 19!

which has a DIFFERENT MEANING, in the same senten ce, is
evidence to any seeking TRUTH inst ead of selfish license,
that porneia in Matthew 5 and 19 d oes not. and cannot
mean "adu lte ry."
I have shown that it CA.N NOT mean ad ultery. It CANNOT refer to breaking a bound marriage. J estis could not
say : "Whosoever shall put away his wife, sa ve for the
cause of unfaithfulness to a bound mate, causes her to be
unfaithful t o her bound mat e:' RIDICULOUS! Pomeia does
mean sexual intercourse of an UNmarried person. as well
as perversion , harlotry, ma ny things committed prior to
marriage, That is the ONLY meaning consistent with the
context. T ha t is t he ONLY MEANING consistent with God's
PURPOSE in the marriage institution. That is th e ONLY
meaning CONSISTENT WITH GOD'S LAW!
Some argue that J eremiah 3 sho ws that pomeia CAN
mean ad ultery. It is plainly stated that Isra el, here pictu red by analogy as YHWH 's "wife" committed adultery.
It also portrays her as having com mitted whored oms, and
ha ving played t he harlot " wit h many lovers."
It is tru e that the Gree k word (Septuagint) for whoredoms and harlotry is p omeio. But they do not mean
adu lte ry. Adu ltery is unfaithfulness to a ma te.
If a w e was unfaithful sexually with an other than
her husba nd once, her act properly would be called adulte ry. But no one God used in the writing of the Bible
would ever hav e called t hat fornication - or pom eia.
Th ey wou ld have used the Greek word moichea, which
means unfaithfulness in marriage - ad ultery. The only
way pomeia ca n be associated wit h moichea is when the
same wife commits TWO thin gs - unfaithfulness to her
husband, A ND harl otry (multiple sexual relations with
not a few but M A NY others than her h usband, or perversion. deviations, etc. ],
Pom eia a nd moi chea ARE NOT SYNONYMOUS.
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Cannot Me an Ad ulte ry in Th is Cont e xt
The word "pomeia " in Matthew 5 a nd Matthew 19
does not, and CANNOT mean in this contex t, adultery .
J esus was not describ ing unfaithful ness to a boun d mat e
by t he Greek pomeio. Once BOUND, His teac hing, consistent all the way t hrough, is t hat th ere ca n be NO divorce
and remarriage! If Jesus meant that adultery was the
"Bib le grounds" for divorce and remarriage, He would
have used the word for adultery (Greek: moich f'a) . The
fact H e used a different word th an moichea, adu ltery,
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Tw o Differe n t Sin s
A woman might enter a liqu or store, an d commit two
differen t crimes, robbery, and murder. T hat does not mean
that robbery means the same thin g as murder.
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ing, " And I say un to you" - whi ch ph rase sa id He den ied
t heir arg u ment about Deuteronomy 24 - and was a ffinn ing God's Law as it W RJI " from the beginning."
"And I sa y u nto you, Wh osoever sha ll pu t away his
wife, except it be for fornicatio n (po m eia L and sh alJ marry
anot her. comm ittet h adultery: and wh oso marrieth h er
wh ich is put away d ot h com mit ad ultery" (ve rse 9).
Thus "except it be for fornication (pornrio]" of necessity MUST refer to an act or co nd it ion PRIOR to marriage prior. to t he marriage being BOU ND by God . Once bound by
God, th e marriage remains BOUN D for life!

But in M a tthew 5 a nd 19, pomeia (fornication) cannot refer to a ny o f those t hings within th e scope of pomeia
com mitted after m a rria ge, because once a wife is bound to
her h usband she is bound "so lon g as he lives" (Rom. 7:2).
Her h us band can no t put her a way and ma rry an other.
(Also Ge n. 2 :24; Mark 10:6-9). If t he husband commit
ad ultery, " if, while h er h usband liveth, she be married to
anothe r ma n , she shall be ca lled" (not t his ot her man'.
WIFE) bu t "AN ADULTERESS" ( Ro m. 7:3). She is still bound
to her h us band , no matter what he does.
Porneia can, a nd mo re oft en does mean forni ca tion by
a n UNmarried person - prior to ma rriage. THIS IS TH E
ONLY MEANING THAT FITS THE CONTEXT I N MATTHEW 5
AND 19, co nsisten t wi th GOD'S LAW and a ll the ot her
scriptures, a nd co nsisten t wit h God's PURPOSE!
Not ice these exam ples of fornica tion by th e UNmarried, or wit h a meanin g othe r th a/l adu ltery: I Cor. 7:2;
Gal. 5:19; R ev. 14:8; 11:2, 4; 18:3, 19:2; I Cor. 5:1.
I n J eremiah 3 (a na lyzed lat er ), th e wife com mitted
BOTH adu ltery and harlot ry. Bu t th at did not free t he
Husb an d (God) to m arry anot her. Nor did it UN bind t he
marriage. Afte r the Bill of SEPA RATION, (Jer. 3:8), God said
t he marriage was still BINDING (... . . for J AM (prese nt
tense] married unto yo u" (Jer. 3:14). That God was the
one wh o became CHRIST. He rem ained FAITHFUL regardless of adultery, and whor edcrns. He later gave His life to
pay for His " wire's" si ns, so she may YET re tu rn to Him.
In both M a tthew 5 a nd 19 pomeia not only CAN, but
must refer to PRE-m arital se x or oth er fraud in th e marriage.
Doesn' t it, then, seem a little rid iculous for a nt' to say
t ha t pomeia in M a tthew 5 and 19 COULD mean adultery?
In t h ese tw o passages, IT SIMPLYCAN not MEANADULTERY!
God's C h urch ca n acce p t no s uch pervers ion or t he
holy Word of God !
In Matthew 19, J f'SU S had a ffi rm ed God's Law respec ting m arriage precisely as God m ad e it "from t he beginn ing." No DIVORCE a nd NO REMA RRIAGE to anot her by one
bound for life by God. Wh en the Pharisees q uo ted from
Deuteronomy 24, He wen t back "to th e begin ning." Add-

What If Porn eia After
Marriage?
But some will arg ue every poss ib le a ngle to get
arou nd God '. Law . One migh t argue: " O.K. Porneio
mea ns sex ual immo ra lity in gen era l. It means In tercourse
by an un m arried penon, but it also means h arlotry,
re peated mul tiple se x ects, perversion, sex ua l deviation s,
bes tia lity. No w, su ppose a hu sband or wife. a ny time after
t he bound ma rriage, co mmits bestialit y , perv ersion , homosex ua lity. or harlotry. Israel d id commit h arl ot ry after
m arriage. Could not th at be what Christ re ferred to, in
Matthew 5 and 191"
E MPHATICALLY NO!
A man's wife commits harlotry. Does that a llow him
to divorce he r, and marry ano ther? A woman 's hu sband
com mits bestiality, or homosexual ity , or perversion. May
she not, t he n, be free to divorce h im an d ma rry a not he r
m an?
The answe r is NO!
God 's wife, Israel, did com mit h arlotry. first, she k ft
Him (I Sa m. 8:4·9 ). God DID NOT LEAVE HER! Mu ch late r,
after sen din g ma ny proph ets to plead with and warn
Israel, many generations, God gav e her a bill of SEPARA ·
TlON, but not a divo rce in t he sense many t h ink of divorce
today - as an instrument t ha t ends or un bin ds the merriage. (The separa tion, II Kings 17:18-24.) Israel's Husband la ter was born as J esu s Ch rist, wh o GAVE HiS UFE in
payme nt for Israel's sins, [Heb. 9:15) t hat He y et may
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present her to H imse lf a GW RIOU S wi fe, without spot or
wrink le (Eph. 5:22·21, 32).
God said. long afte r Isr ael's harlotries, and the divorce
(lega l separatio n) "Tum, 0 ba cksliding childre n, saith the
Ete rnal; for 1 A M [present tense] MARRIE D UNTO vo u .. ."
(JeT. 3:14). Wben He does marry redeemed Israel. she is
His betrothed wife, prior to the New Testament marriage
(Rev. 19 :7).

J esus was the God of the O.T. He set us an example,
that we sho uld follow H is steps. His wife's pomeia did not
end , a bo lish, sever , finish the marriage that was BOUND at
Sina i. God was st ill married to Israel (JeT. 3:14).
T he woman bound to a hu sband is B OU N D to him A S
LONG AS HE UY ES (Rom. 7 :2). Now suppose the husband
com m its porneia - pe rhaps bestiality, perversio n, intercou rse with 50 other wom en. His wilt' gets a legal divorce
from the state, a nd marries an other man . Is she the second
ma n's wife, in God's sigh t?
"So then. IF while her hu sband liveth, [even though
he com m it ted pomeia] she he married to another man. she
sha ll be called AN .... pULTERESS.. (Rom. 7 :3 1.
T HUS SA ITH THE LORD! And thus lI is Ch urch
m us t MY.
I~, in Matthew 5:32 and 19:9, Jesus mean t porneia
comm itted by a BO UND mate frees the inn ocent mate to
divo rce and marry an other. you have a direct contradiction with Romans 7 :3, and God's example wit h
Israel.
T herefore. it is PROVED that the "except it be for
pomeia " in Ma tthew 5 a nd 19, CANNOT refer to pomeia
being committed by a BO UND partner. It MUST apply on ly
to an a ct com m it ted PR IOR to being bound in marriage by
God. There is simply NO WAY we can honestly argue to get
ar ound GOD'S LAw!
WH ....T. THEN. does "forni cation" (pomeia) mean as
Jesus in tended it he re, and in Matthew 5:321

,
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Th e Example of Joseph and Ma ry

Notice,

J egUS

wife, except it

sa id, "whosoever sha ll put away his

be for fornication , . ... Was she a lready his
"
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u 'if~ ' I have explained dearly how it is IMPOSSIBLE. she
could be his BOUND wife - else J esua con tradicted Him,
sell, The la w does not a ltow divorcin g a bound wife and
remarriage to another.
The Bible refers to a betro thed woman, prior to the
marriage ceremony. 88 the wife; an d the betrothed ma n,
prior to the weddin g cere mony. as the " husba~d." It was
ancie nt Jewish custom to have a betrothal ceremony, corresponding to the modem Western custom of becomi ng
EN G....CED. That betrothal cere mony was called the ~rossin
cere mony. It was an agreemenr to marry between the two
parties. To break it off was to break an agree ment bet ween
two human indi vidu als. But since God had not as yet
bound t hem it was not breakin g a bound marria ge. The
fina l wedding was called t he k idd ushin ceremony. Cuetomarily.the espoused wife remained in her rather's house
until the kiddusmn or wedding ceremony. Then the husband took her to his house.
A!!. mentioned before, Jesus, in heaven, (J ohn 14:1,3) is
now preparin g t he " place;' "room," mea ning office, posttion, job, for us. This is th e mean ing of the "many mansions" or " room s," Sy mbolically , H e is pre paring H is
"house" to which He will take U II - His Bride - at the
divine marriage of the Church to ChrisL
Not long ago I perfonned a d ouble wedding. One
couple W8!l Japanese, the other American. The J apan ese
youne man. a journalist of some reputation in Japan, had
been attending and had j ust gradu ated from Ambassador
College. His brid e had a rrived ih Pasadena from J apa n a
few mon ths before th e wedding, which did not take place
until after gra duation. He in troduced her 8B "his lI.,ife."
After he esked if I would perform the ceremony, I
ca lled him to my office.
"Haven't you called the young lady your wife?" I
asked.
"Yes," he repl ied.
"wel l ill she living wit h yo u - are you li ving
together ?"
"Oh NO! " he answered . I asked if there had been lle I
relations.
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"Oh NO! Not un til afte r the wedding!" he replied,
father shocked at the question.
The example of J oseph and Mary, mother of J esus,
explains this custom . Notice:
"Now the birth of J esus Christ was on this wise:
When as his mother Mary was espoused [betrothed] to
Joseph, beiore they came togdher." - prior to th e kiddushin o r BINDINC ceremony - "she was fou nd with child of
the Hol y Spirit, Then Joseph h er husband, being a just
ma n, a nd not willing to make her a public example, was
minded to put her away privily." Notice, this was PR IOR to
the binding wedding. Yet the Spirit of God ins pired J oseph
to be called "her husband." He was minded to " put her
away." T his is no t referri ng to the kind of "divorce" that
would sever 8 marriage bound by God. Indeed. the word
"d ivorce" never has th e mean ing, in the Bible, of dissolving
wha t G od has bound.
Now con tin ue : " Bu t whil e he thought on these th in gs,
behold, t he angel of the Lord appeared un to him in a
dream, saying, J oseph , thou so n of David, (ear not to ta ke
un t o thee Mary lh.v wife: for that which is conceived in her
is o f the Holy S pirit" (Ma tt. 1:18-20).
H e ha d not ta ken he r "to him" yet. The wedding
ceremony had no t )'et occurred. God had not yet BOUND
them. The contracted agreement was mere ly between
them at the time. Yet J oseph is called, in God's Word, "her
husband ," an d Mary is ca lled "thy u'ife: '
Bul h en is the point!
J oseph thought Mary had COMMrtTED FORNICATION
- pomeia - prior to marriage. This is THE BIBLE
EXPLANATION o f J esus' teaching, "except il be for Iornicetio n - pomeia." J oseph would have been FREE TO MARRY
ANOTHER WOMAN! God had not ye t BOUN D J oseph to
Mary. This was, as J oseph supposed, 8 sit uation like Deuleronomy 22:13· 14, 20·2 1. However, in J udah they were
not sto ning 10 deat h th ose gu ilty of such premarit al fomication a ny more. He was not willing to make a public
exam ple of her, which would have bro ught an evil name
upon her, but was minded to "put her away privately: '
But t he angel pre vented, an d told Joseph Mary was the
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VIRGIN that was to conceive t he Messiah , fulfilli ng Isai ah
7:14.
J osep h supposed his betrothed wife Mary ha d com.
rnitted forn ication (pomela). II was prior to the marriage.
He understood GOD'S LAw. She was already . called " his
wife." Accordi ng 10 Deu leronomy 22:13·14 and 2Q..21, H E
WAS ALLOW E D TO PUT AWA Y HI S WIFE before consumma ting the marriage, upon d iscovery of forn ication _
Ibefcre Ihey came together ) (Matt. 1:18 ) (be fore they we~
BOUND in the k idd~h in ceremony) " for t he cause of forn icalion [porneia1 an d many another " (Matt. 5:32). T his is
what JOMph in te nded to do - before the an gel explained
t ha t Ma ry's concep tio n was by means of the H OLY S PIRIT.
And this is p recisely what J esus mea n t by the clause
" for the ca use of fornica tion" in Ma tt hew 5:32, and
"except it be for Iomicstion" in Ma tthew 19:9.
And that is precisely the reaso n tha t the clause
"except it be for Iomicetion" is found on ly in Ma tthew.
Only Matthew explains the incident of J oseph thin king 10
pu t away Mary his betrothed.
When Jesus sai d these words , recorded in Matthew 5
a nd 19, He was very consciou s of the fact thai this very
"except ion cla use" INVOLVED HIS OWN CONCE(PJlON AND
BIRTH.

" Be lie ving " J ews Und e rstood Porneia
The "belie-ring" Jews in J~rusa lem un derstood t he
meaning of fornication (pom~ia). They knew Joseph was
not the rea l (ather of J esus. They hurled at Him this
insu lt : "lV~ be not born of fornication," implying tha t
J esus was born as a resul t of pre- marital intercourse.
Joseph had intended to a pp ly t he law, Jesus late r
mentioned in Matth ew 5 and 19 - pu tting away a wife for
the ca use of fornication.
No tice I Corint hians 7:2. Fornication {pomeia} is
p rior to marriage.

Deuteronomy 22
This law is found in Deuteronomy 22:13-21: We
exam ine it briefly.
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she hath wrought roily in Israel, to play the whore in her
rather's house: so sh al t t hou put evi l away from among
you."
Not ice severa l t hings h ere.
First. forn ica tion - sexual in te rco urse Qr an u nmarried person, is a CAPITAL SIN, acco rding to God's Law. or
course t he seventh commandment against ad ul tery
includes all the forma or rom ica tion or pomeia. God'a
Law , .however, does not take even one act or pre-marital
sex ligh t ly - but a capital sin, imposing capital punish-

" If 8 man lake a \lo;(e. and go in unto her. and ha le
her, and give occasions of speech agai nst her. and bri ng u p
an evil nam e upon her, an d say, I took this woman, a nd
when 1 came to her, I found he r not a ma id [virgin] : then

sha ll the fa ther of the damsel. and her mother, ta ke an d
bring for t h the tokens of the damsel's virginity u n to the
elders of the city in the gate: and the damsel's fat h er shall
say unto the elders. I gave my daughter unto this ma n to
wife, and he hateth her, end 10. he hath given occasions of
speec h against her. saying, I found not thy daughter a
maid; and yet these are the to ken s of my da ughter's virginity. And they sh all spread t he cloth before th e elders of
t he city. And t he elders of that city shall ta ke t hat man
and chastise him; and they sha ll amerce [fine] h im in a n
hundred shekels of silver, and give th em unto the father of
the damsel, because he hath brought up an evil name upon
a virgin of Israel: and she shall be his wife; he may not put
her away a ll his days" IDeut. 22:13·19).
Notice this law. If t he man falsely accused his wife of
havin g committed forn icati on prior to marriage - fa L~f!ly
trying to take a dvantage of t he la w freeing him (verses 20·
21) from becoming bound. he is punished and fined . And
God . kn owing of his raise claim. did bind the marriage.
Now.. on ce BOUND, what does the law state? It sa ys: " He
may not put her away all his da ys,"

m en t,

Second . th is law wa s wri tte n while Israel W8.8
ENCAMPED in t h e wilderness 40 years, and this death penalty or stoning to death was not carried out in Israel fer
any great length or time, 88 historic records show. By the
time of the conception of Jesus, it certain ly was no longer
pra cticed. Neve rtheless, Ior a man to reject, and "put
away" his betrot hed wife, on discovering a broken hymen
after t he marriage ceremony , was to "make a pub lic
exa mple" or her - which disgraced h er, a nd se t a stigm a
on her for lire. In th e case or J ose ph, h usb and of Mary , he
was not even minded to impose t his on Mary.
Isreel Cu stom

Third, notice this is speaking ONLY of a sex act PRIOR
to the bound marriage. Israelitish custom was for t he girl
to remain in her FATHER'S h ouse a fter the betrothal, and
until t he final marriage, when the hu sb and took her to his
own house. In t his case of Deuterono my 22 :20-21, the girl's
Icmication had been in "her father's house." This was
BEFORE the BOUND marriage.
Fourth, the position of the innocent husband, aecording to this law, is th a t t he gir l married him under raise
pretenses - as a virgin. The hu sba nd had been deceived .
He was th e victim or FRA UD. God, knowing this, DI DNOT at
t he moment or marriage BIND t he ma n to the woman. T his
len t he man FREE TO MARRY, if he refused to accept her as
his wire, since God had NOT bound him to t his woma n. lie
simply remained an UNmarried sin gle man.

Once Bound , Always Bound
T he LA W sa}'s plain ly here, ONCE BOUND, it is BOUND
FOR LIFE. The "fornica tio n" claimed was PRIOR to mar riage. T HIS LA W SAYS PLAINLY THAT THE ONLY GROUNDS
fOR PurriNG AWAY FOR TilE CA USE OF FORN ICATION is
ene-msrital fornication, and NOT POST'MARITAL " FORNICATION" INTERPRETED TO MEAN ADULTERY.
Those who try to interpret "fomication" in Matthew
5 and 19 as ADULTERY, are proved 1001{. WRONG!
Bu t n ow, notice verses 20·2) :
"nut if this thing be t rue, and t he tokens or virginity
be not rou nd Ior t he damsel: then th ey shall bring out t he
damsel to the d oor or her rat her's house, and the men or
her cit y sha ll stone her with sto nes that she die : because
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The Princi ple Involved
Fift h. since, under the
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covenant, God 's Church

must live accord ing t o the SP IRIT of t he la w, not me re ly
the letter. the princi ple involved here is that if one party to
a ":"srriage is deceiving the other, either by qualifications,
or intent, so tha t FRAUD is committed. the victim of the
fraud is NOT BOUND by God , at the time of marriage. If he
accepts her, however, he t hen is bound.
It must be slated, in this connection, that in the

actual Sc riptural examples of Deuteronomy 22:20·2 1. and
Matthew 1:18·19, the guil ty woman was put a way. in
Deuteron om y 22:20·2 1. a t or immediate ly afte r t he wed .
ding night - immed ia te ly u pon th e discovery of the non.
virginity. And in Ma tthew 1:18· 19, J oseph learned or
Ma ry's pregnancy even prior to the wedding ceremo ny.
and was intending to " put her away privately " a t once,
before the wedding.
Today there are ma ny borderline cases. In some cases
the fraud is no t discove red by the defrau ded one (or per.
haps severa l d ays. .
De ut e ro n o my 24:1-4
Now co ntin ue in Ma tthew J9 :3 - J2. The Pharisees
tried to pin Jesus down on Deuteronomy 24:1 -4. Th ey
completely mis understood that passage. They sai d, " Why
did Moses t he n command to give a writing of divorcement,
an d to put he r away?"
But Moses DID NOT command the m to give t he writ.
ing of divorce, as Jesus plainly indicated, a nd other transla tion s sho w. (Explained lat er ). The Pharisees may ha ve
th?ught it meant pu tting asunder a BOUN D marriage, a nd
being (ree to M A RRY AGAIN. That would have been contrary to Go o's LAW!
T here had been, in J erusa lem, two schoo ls of tho ught
on t he divorce and remarriage qu estion. These w ere t he
schoo ls of H illel and Sh ammai. The Hille l schoo l was the
Ier left liberal schoo l. T hey interpret ed Deuter on omy
24: J-3 to mea n tha t divorce was permissib le (or "every"
reaso n - or ANY reason. If a woman burnt her h usband's

toast, he had grounds (or divorce. I( he didn't like her looks
any more, he could di vorce her.
But th e Shammai school was more conservative. They
allowed divorce and remarriage on ly on grounds of edu ltery or unchastity (a fte r marriage, of course).
Actually, when t he Pharisees came tryi ng to trap
Jesus, they were tryi ng to make him answer which schoo l
He sided \\;111.. But Jesus sided with neither. He sided on ly
wi th qOD an d God's CHURCH must do the same. Yet
bot h were basing their contention on their misunderstand ing of t his passa ge of Deuteronomy 24: 1.....
In Matthew 19:7 the Pharisees asked J esus, " Why did
Moses then COM M A ND to give a writing of d ivorcement . . .1" Then in t he parallel passage in Mark, "The
Ph arisees came to him and asked him, Is it lawful for a
man to put away his wife? temp ting him . An d he answered
and said unto t hem, What did Moses COM M AN D yo u? And
th ey said, Moses suffered to write a bill of divorcement,
and to put her away " (Mark 10 :2-4).
They simply d idn't unders ta nd the Script ures . Moses
DID NOT COM M A ND t he m to put away their wives . What he
COM M AN DED was that the man who put awa y " his wife"
under the circumstances of Deuteronomy 24;1..3 could not
tak~ h ~r back .
Once again, J esus answered: ". . . Bu t from the beginning of the creation God made them mat e a nd female. For
this eeuse shall a man leave father and mother, and cleave
to his wife. And they twain shall be one flesh; so t he n they
are no more t wain, bu t one flesh. What therefore God hath
joined together, let not man put asu nder " (Mark 10:6-9).
God did not give even ministers authori ty to "bind" or
loose a marriage. What God bound man is not allo wed to
un bind. He cont inued: "And he sai th unto t hem, Whosoever sha ll put away his wife, and marry an ot her, committet h ad ultery against her. And if a woman sha ll put
away her husband, and be married to a no t her, she committeth adult ery" (verses I) ·J 2). Absolutely N O "e xcept
for the cause of" here !
We have now covered "rne T RUN K OF TH E TREE."
There are a (ew fairly major "bra nches" on th e su bjec t,
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an d a n u mber of minor " bra nc hes" and "twigs." So me of
th ese are of more or less doubtful translation and interpretation. Actually Jesus, in Matthew 5 and 19, and Mark
10, was clearing up the W IIOLE TREE, 80 to s pea k.
When J es us Christ said, " But I say u n to you, Whosoever shall put away his wife. except it be for fornication,
and sha ll marry another, rommitteth adu ltery; and wh oso
marrieth her wh ich is put away doth commit adu ltery"
T HAT WAS mE FI NA L W ORD !

THAT S ETILED IT!

An d t h e c ase of J oseph a nd Mary ad equately
describes th e " except it be for fom ica tion." That is a n
"except" where God h as never bound t he marri age. There
simp ly h as not bee n any marria ge in such 8 case. Wha tever GOD has BOUN D is boun d (or u n!

M ajor " Bra nc hes" -

Deuter onomy 24

But some have gon e into this study exhaus t ively,

sea rc hin g and researching every ma jor, minor branch, and
tiny twig, to fortify their own reasonings and ideas .
We have covered t he TRUNK of t he tree with such
passages as Gen esis 2:24; Romans 7:1-3; I Corinthians
7:38; an d Ephesians 5:31, beside Matthew 5:31-32; and
19:3·9 and Ma rk 10:2-12. Add Malachi 2:14-16, and you
have a very so lid and substantial ' 'TR UN K'' of this tree of
ma rriage. di vorce. a nd remarriage.
Bu t the Pharisees, and many critics today, bring in
some bran ches such as Deuteronomy 24:1"', J eremiah 3,
Hosea , etc. Some of these are less clear, and some today
even go to other sou rces, and even to non releve nt reaso ni.ngs a nd arguments to try to justify divorce and remern age.

,\

Re a l M e a ning of Deuteronomy 24:1 -41
There are vari ous conten tions and argumen ts abou t
th e m eaning of Deuter onomy 24:1.... BUT THF.5E DO NOT
CHA. NG E CHRIST'S FINAL wean, which SETTLED the
whole q uest ion.
whatever t his passa ge - Deuteron omy 24:1'" says, it is clear from Matthew 19:3-9 that it speaks of

.

so mething MOSES AU,OWED, beca use of " the hardness of
their hearts, n while st ill encam ped in the ....-ildemese durin g the 40 yea rs prior to en te ring t he Prom ised Land somet hing not allowed from Adam t o Moses , t he n
ALLOWED from Moses to Christ, bu t DIs-allowed, by Christ
from His time on.
Now th e 8 1G QUESTION beco mes: la this passa ge
speaking of Moses all owing men to put away their wi ves
- after th e marriage was BOUN D by God - after the wedding, and after the hu sba nd had accepted his wife and
lived with her for some time - or is it spea kin g of a man
being AlLOWED to reject - put a way his wife immediately
_ probably on the wedding night before being BOUND? In
other words, is it speaking of allowing men to REJECI' t heir
betrot hed wives before being bound. for a reason that had
NOT been previously allowed, and whi ch CHRIST did not
a llow from His time on?
Let me state here the J ewish P u blication Society
tran slat ion of Deuteronomy 24: 1-4 - which is very close
to the RS V,
" When a man taketh a wife, and marrietb her, then it
come to pass, if she find no favor in his eyes, beca use he
hath found some u nseeml y thin g [l iteral transl ation ' ma tter of nakedness, ' AV ma rgin] in her, that he [n ot ' then let
hi m,'] write t h her a bill of divorce m ent, and giveth it in
her hand , and sendet h her ou t of his hou se, a nd she
dep erteth out of his hOUM!, and goet h and becometh
a nother man's wife, and the la tt er husband hateth her.
and writeth 8 bill of divor cement, an d giveth it in her
hand. and sende t h her ou t of his house; or if the latter
hu sband die, who took her to be his wife; he r former
husband who sent her away, may not tak e her again to be
his ....i fe. after that she is defiled. Fo r that is abomination
before the Lord; and thou shalt not cause the land to sin,
which the Lord God givet h thee for an in heritance."

Impo rtant Diffe re nc e In Tra ns la t ion
The important difference in trans la t ion, from the AV,
is that instead of "then let him wri te her a bill of d ivorce-

ment" the J PS translation has "that he wri teth her a bill
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of divorcem ent," Moffatt tra nslation has •."., he" which
changes the meaning (rom being either permission or a
comman d to write her a divorce. Virtua lly a ll other translat ions - the RSV etc.. give the sense of "if he" writes the
bill of divorce. This harm onizes wi th J esus' st atement in
Matthew 19 that Moses "suffered" th em - or allauwd
t hem to put away.
And, instead of "she may go and become another
man's wife," t he JPS and other translations imply a condition al "if' she go and become another man's wife. The AV
"she may go " does not necessarily imply permission. or
course some would like to argu e that this clause in th e AV
implies 8 divorced woman is free to marry another man.
But the Hebrew im plies, as the other tra nslations ren der
it, as meaning "she may decide to become another man's
wife." The word may can mean permission, a nd it a lso can
mean vo lition - t he decision of the woman, NOT permission . We could say: "S he mayor she may not decide to
go." But God 's Church assured ly canno t in spite of a ll
positi ve script ures DENYING such permission, use suc h 8
dou btful applica tion ~o be grou nds for d isobeyi ng &0 many
other positive and clear p8SS8J e5 which FORBID remarriage
! fle r d ivorce..
.
An() an yway, J esus said it was not 50 from the beginning, 'and is not so now. Under no circumstances can this
be " Bible gro u nds" for a divorced person to marry a second
mate, now.
The one thing tha t M ~ di d com mand in Deuteronamy 24:1.... is tha t, in th e circu mstances described in the
passage, the first husband could not tak e her back.
Now just wha t d~s Deut eronomy 24:1-4 MEAN?
R egardless of its tru e mean ing, it does not apply
today. J esus said th at, whatever it mea ns. it was not so
from the beginning, and i$ not. now.
K ee p in mind, according to J esus in Matthew 19, this
passage, a lluded to by the Pharisees, speaks of something
MOSES ALLOWED because of th eir " hardness of heart:' It
WRB while the y were st ill in th e wilderness, enca mped,
d urin g the 40 yean prior to entering the promised land.
Wh a tever Moses a llowed beca use of t heir selfish carna lity,
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it was not legally all owab le from Adam , nor by J esus from
H is time on.
Is this passage sa ying that IF a man, bound by God in
marriage to his wife, divorces her for an y ca use, that she is
free to go and marry another man? And does it say that
Moses allowed this second marriage - a nd t ha t it was
bound by th e livin g God? Does God ch ange like that?
Does it say t hat the divorce Moses eit he r com manded or
allowed UNbound - cut off com pletely - what God had
bound for life in the 6rst marriage? And does it say,
th erefore, tha t altho ugh the fint husband st ill lived. the
woman was no longer bound to him. but was now bound to
the second man ? And forbidden to get REbound to busband num ber one?
Some woul d argue YES! Let's ca rry that hy pothetica l
case a litt le further. Would tha t mean t hat if h usband
number two divorces her. or d ies, that she is free to go to
hu sband nu mbe r thr ee, and God wou ld bind her as ONE
FL ESH to the third man? And to ca rry t his princi ple further, would not this a llow her to be divorced from husband
number three. and gel bound by GOD to husband num ber
fOUR - then number nVE, and so on a nd on to as ma ny
husbands as she chose?
What did J ES US say?
Did Chris t Change?
He said, "Whoso rnarri eth her which is put away doth
commit adultery"! (Matt, 19:9.) Is Christ the SAME yeste rday, today, and forever? Did He ch ange between th e tim e
of Moses, and His a ppearance on eart h?
What says the LAw OF GOD?
It sa ys, ". . . the law hath dominion over a man as long
as he liveth. For a woman which hath an husband IS
BOUND by the law to her h usband &0 long as he liveth... .
So the n If', while her husband liveth , she be married to
another ma n, she sha ll be called an A DULTERESS"
(Rom . 7:1·3). Did God CHANGE between Moses and Christ?
T his says that, once a woman is BOUND in marriage to a
h usband. (by God Him self) she is bound TO HIM as long
as he lives. tr she marries a seco nd ma n, she sha ll not be

.
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ca lled his wife - she shall be ca lled AN ADULTERESS. It IS
NOT MARRIAGE recog nized by God - it is ADULTF.RV!
She is still BOUND to her origina l hu sband - she still IS
HIS WIFE. Adultery can be forgiven . Still being bound as
his wife, she most cert ainly ma y go back to him, where she
belongs - if she repents an d he will take her back.
This is precisely the case of Christ (Old T estament
God) a nd the children of Is rae l, married to Him. He says
to Israe l, " Only acknow ledge your sins - REPENT,
RETURN UNTO ME, 0 Israe l, for I AM MARRIED un to you"
(J er. 3:13-14).
It becomes positively evident that Deuteronomy 24 is
NOT spea kin g of UNbinding what God bou nd FOR LIFE,
and leaving the wife free to marry another.
God is CONSISTENT - t he SAME yesterday, today, and
forever.
Deuteronomy 24 is spe aking of something MOSES,
with out altering God's Law, could ALLOW because of a
condit ion he fou nd among t he people.
The ." Unc le a n ness" Wh at Was it?
It seems no two tran slations state the sa me specific
thing the original husband (of Deute ronomy 24) foun d in
the woman . T he AV uses the expression, "som e uncleanness." T he original H ebrew word is eruah: This Hebrew
word is derived from a prim itive root, ara h defined to be
(cau sative , make) bare, discover, make naked, uncover."
The Hebrew word itse lf used , erv ak means "n udity, liter ally (especially the vulv a ) or figurat ively (disgrace , blemish ): na kedness, sha me, un cleann ess."
Now t he AV tr an slates it "he hath found some
unclean ness, " T he Moffatt re ndering is "fou nd her immodest in some way." Fenton translates it "found repulsive
qua lities in her," The JPS has "so me unseemly thing."
Anot her AV margin has "indecency."
Now the word 'round" is from a Hebrew word meaning " to come forth, to appea r, come to find." Or, t o discover, in th e sense of something u nkn own to him befor e.

•
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T he original Hebrew here does not name specifically
t he exact particular " repulsive," "u ncleanness," shameful,
or un desirable thing discovered . It does refer to discoverin g
so mething in the female pubic regio n, u nknown to the
husband u ntil disrobing on the weddi ng night. It does not
refer to something discovered days, weeks , or ye~ la ter.
In those days women's bodies, eve n to arms, legs, and
neck-lines, were kept fu lly covered. Even t oday, in the
Middle East, some women keep their faces veiled . Usua lly
a woman's face was covered wit h a veil d u rin g a wedd ing
ceremo ny.
The Ca se of Jacob and l eah

•

In th e case of J acob having served Laban seven ye8J'8
for Rac hel, whom he loved, he did no t discover that old
Laban had tricked him by having his elder daughter Leah
un der the veil at the ceremony until a fter he had married
her, thinking he was marryin g Ra chel. U ndoubtedly,
according to God's Law , as Christ expla ined it, in principle,
in Matthew 5, an d 19, and also Deuteronomy 22:13-21,
Jacob could have reject ed Leah on gro u nds of fraud , refusing to consummate the marriage se xua lly , an d God would
not have BOUND him to Leah . But he di d not have that
kin d of " ha rdness of heart: ' he accepted her - then served
the scheming old Laban seven more years for Rac hel.
Putt ing all this together, it begins to become very
evide n t that wha t is described in Deuteronomy 24:1 is a
man, alter marriage upon disrobtng on t he wedding night,
discovered something in the pubic region of the woman's
body that he claimed was rep ulsive or u nd esirable to him
in so me way. He had no chance to kn ow o f this, before.
Appa rent ly Moses discovered that men in camp were
rejec ting th eir new wives - refusing to consummate the
marriage - not for anyone specific t hi ng t hat was repu lsive, but something that they cla imed was at least un desirab le in some way. A man would REFUSE TO ACCEPT his new
wife, reject her on the SJXlt, give he r a wri tten bill of
divorce (or "of cu tt ing off") and se nd her away. Since the
man had not known previously of the objectionable so me-
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thing, and the marriage was not sexually consummated,
God ne ver bound the marriage.
Apparently Moses learned that men of Israel more
and more were reject ing wives on the wedding night for
IN SUFFICIENT CAUSE, because of their hardness of heart.
Because of normally insufficient reason. Rejecting them
for any reason th at d ispleased them. That left the
betrothed hu sb and UNmarri ed, a nd free to many some
ot he r woman. But it publicly disgraced and defiled t he
woman rejected. By a s light stretc h of the imagination,
kn owing human na tu re and the selfishness a nd lustfulness
of those who had such " h ardness of heart." we may well
ass ume th at it was becoming a gro win g trend for men to
marry two, three, or more women in this way, deciding
after the m arriage-n igh t d isrobing whi ch fem ale body
pleased him the most. Then they would actually marry in
a n~w ceremo ny whi ch ev er of those thus samp led they
decided upon, acceptin g her and being BOUND to her.
Such a pract ice esc alati ng was an ABOMINATION!
To put a sto p to this pr omiscu ous sampling to choose
which wife wo u ld be accepted, Moses FORBADE remarrying
and being bound to any who had en te red into a marriage
with another man, whether d ivor ced from him or whether
he died.
.
Thus, Moses put a complete sto p to prom iscuous sampling of several, then actuall y accepting a marriage to
whi ch ever woman pleased a man the most.
To put aw ay a woman right after the wedding ceremony PUBLICLY, with a written bill of divorce t ha t was B
written "rutting off," ex posed t he woman to public disgrace. Thus she was defiled. Certainly to do that and then
receive her bark in m arriage wou ld be a n abomination.
But, if Deuteronomy 24.:1 -4 were talking of a divorce
from a BOUND wife after living with her for some time, she
cou ld not have married the second man ca lled "her h usband" - it would h ave been ADULTERY - an d her h usband could take her ba ck. because he was ma rried to her.
Thus it is proved tha t this passage does not refe r to
divorce of a HOUND marriage, and freedom to remarry
another.

•
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Next, consider furthe r. The statement that IF the
woman, rejec ted aft er the firs t kiddushin ceremony,
"goeth and becometh another man's wife • • :' (DeUI. 24:2)
implies t hat the woman was free to marry this ot her ma n.
This is further indication that she was rejected, not
accepted and bound, after t he kiddushin ce re mony with
t he first betrothed "h usb an d." The implication is that she
is BOUND to this second man , and that the first " marria ge"
was never se xually consu m ma ted and bound.
Next, (verses 3 and 4), IF the second a nd bou nd husband divorces her, or if he d ies (severing that bound marria gej , the first betrothed "husband" who rej ected h er, was
not a llowed to take her ag ain. in another kiddushin ceremon y to be his wife. I have PROVED, by Romans 7:1·3, and
by I Corin t hians 7:11, and by God'. marriage to Israel
that if that first marriage had been BOUND, she would stili
be MARRI ED to him - still BOUND to him; and allo wed to
re turn to him. Therefore. to be co nsis te nt with all the
Script ures , the first was not a bound marriage. Whether
the second marriage of the wom an was, or was not bound.
the first " husban d " who rejected and cut her off cou ld not
take her back. And if the second " h us ha nd," like the filSt,
defiled her by rejecting her and se ndi ng her a way before
co ns ummating the marriage - before it was bound _
neither could he take her back.
This comm and restraining t he fanner betrothed "husband" from taking her back was what M oses comma nde d
n ot as the Pharisees implied be fore J esus, what is stated in
verse 1. Su ch a command forced the men of Israel to
"count the cost," before rejecting a woman after the marriage ceremo ny. It deterred impu lsiveness. It blocked any
ideas of sa mpling a number of disrobed female bodi es after
wedding ceremonies, an d then taking back t he on e he
ch ose.

Time-Setting of Deut erono my 24:1-4
It has already been shown tha t any argumen t that
Deuteronomy 24:1-4 is speaking of a h usband divorcing a
bound wife, some time a fter t he hound marriage is u nten able.

,.

Som e have con te nded the phrase "a nd it come to
pass" in verse 1 means that a period of time had tran spired, a ft er the marriage .....as bo und,
1 ans.....er, with cred it to the resear ches of Wilbur A,
Berg:
I) The phrase "W he n 8 man tak et h a wife" (JPS
t rans.) suggests a time of marriage sell ing.
2 ) There is no reason to assu me it would take a long
t ime - a fte r the weddin g night - for a husband to come
to find , o r discover some unseemly, repul sive blemis h. or
.....ha tever, in his .....ife'e pubic region. The entire indication
is that it was Found, and th e rejec tion occurred immediate ly. If it were not discovered until a month. or a few
yean, they w ou ld h av e been bound. And it already has
been s hown h ow impossible it is that this pass age is referring to divorce of a bo und marriage. cont rary to God 's
Law, a n d every other scripture coverin g su ch a case.
3) The woman wou ld h ave been bou nd to her first
h usband if the phrase "the n it come th to pass" means
"a fte r a period of time." And if this w ere th e case s he
would n ot be Iree t o go a nd beco me ano t her m an's " 'ife,
but inst ead would -become an ad ulteress. Also. if th e firs t
marria ge was bou nd , MO!lE'S could no t forbid h er to return
to th e husba nd to whom s he was bo und Cor life ( Rom. 7: 13; 1 Cor. 7: 11; Mal. 2 :14-16). God's LAw does no t change.
But t he expression " it com eth to pass" means it "happens" or "occurs." The T IME of happening is indicated in
this ve ry verse: "" . th en it cometh to pass. " No tice it :
'tl'JlE N a man ta keth a wife, and marrieth her, then it
comet h to pa",e; . . : ' It is plainly sayi ng the bill of sepa rati on ca me to pR."-'J THEN, when he married her. It does
NOT say " When a man tak es a wife a nd marries her, and
after a long tim e it come to pass." The phrase "come to
pass" means " happe n," without indication of when. unless
sta te d in the co nte xt. In Exodus 12:41 the pr ecise time i.e;
sta ted: " . . . eve n th e se lfsame day it came to pass ." And in
verse 5 1: "An d it ca me to pass t he selfsame day. t hat . . : .
4) If the hill of divorcemen t was given after t he first
co uple had been bou nd in marriage for some time. a nd if
t he wo man was a llo wed to re-marry, this wou ld be totally

co n t rad ictory to suc h clear scri pt u res as Mal. 2:16. Rom.
7: 1-3, and I Cor. 7:11, wh ich state or imply t h at a marriage
is hound for life. In I Corin t h ians 7: 11 a se para ted couple
is ins t ructed to recon cile, or rem ain unm arried . Advcce t ing divorce and remarriage in the Old T estament would
mean t hat God was leaching one thing then a nd another
in the New Testament . But God sal'S He cha nges NOT
( Ma l. 3:8, Heb . 13:8).
Ad di tional Cases in Deuteronomy 22
FoIIO\\; ng th e case already covered in Deuteron omy
22, are ot he r exam ples of sex violations. \Ve cover them
b riefty :
Some t ry to say that AD ULTE RY was grounds for
di vorce and re-marriage in the Old T estament. Here is &
case of adu ltery:
" 1f a ma n be found lying with a woman married to an
husband, th en th ey sha ll bot h of them die, bot h the man
t ha t lay wi th t he woman, an d the wom an : so shalt t ho u
put away evil from Israel " ( Deu t. 22:22 ).
No DIVORCE! No REMAR RI AGE An ER AD ULTERY !
JUST DEATH, FOR BOTH!
God looks on MARRIA GE as SACRED! Marriage is HOLY!
Marria ge is intended - FO R A REASON already ex plai ned
- to be PERMA NE NT.
Adultery is a ca pital SIN. It brings the DEATH penalty!
J esus paid th at penalty for re pen tant beli evers ! One wond ers - what is God going to do to th is generation ?
Further on Adultery

.

Numbe rs 5:11-31 clarifi es t he m atter of adultery even
fu rther. 1f a woman co mmitted adu ltery a nd was not
ca ught in t he act (t he preceding paragra phs d escribe what
was to be done if s he wa s ca u gh t), but her h us ban d sus pected her of being u nfaithful an d be came j eal ous. he was
instructed to take her to t he pri est who had pe rformed t he
procedur es prescribed in t hese verses so tha t her gu ilt or
in nocence cou ld be determined . N ote that the husband
was NOT told to divorce his wife becaus e of h er suspected
adultery. Rather, the woma n was set before God who, in

.
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effect. pron ounced her dea t h sen te nce by causing her thigh
t o rot a n d h er belly to swell if she was gu ilty (verses 2 1 a nd
30). If s h e was innocent. she was completely exonerated
an d con c e ived seed (verse 28).
Therefore, s um mariz ing the matter of adultery in t he
Old T es t a ment, it is absolutely clear th at adultery in th e
normal sense of the u-ord u-as NEVER grounds fo r

diiorce once th e marriage was bound .
Wha t about e ven a betrot hed person? Is even a
betrotha l eerioue in God's sight? [5 the betrotha l AGREEMENT. as y et unbound by God. sacred? Is it all ri ght to
violate i t ? NEXT CAS E:
" I f 8 damse l that is 8 virgin be betrothed u nto a n
hu sband . . ." Notice, in t he Bible the betrothed man is
already h er H USB A N D ! Prior to be ing BOUND in ma rriage.
Even wh ile she st ill is a virgin . But continue: ... . . and a
ma n fin d her in the city, an d lie wit h her; t hen ye shall
bring t hem both ou t unto the ga le of t ha t city, a nd ye
sha ll s t o ne them wit h st ones thai they die; t he da mse l
because she cried not, being in t he city ; and t he ma n,
beca use he h a t h bumbled his neighbor's wife ; so sha lt t h ou
put awa y evil fro m among you " (Deut . 22:23 -24).
Notice, the betrothed but unmarried virgin is ca lled
her fia nce 's wife . Christ iane, today, are s piri t ua lly
betrothed to C hrist. Does lie expect us to be FAITHFUL?
Did y OU ever wonder WHY we ha ve so mu ch promiscu ou s and widespread IMMORAUTY today? If these laws of
God had been s t ri ct ly enforced, t hey surely would have
" pu t away evil" from ou r modern socie tyll These sc ri ptures a re sh ow in g THE WAY - Con's WAY - to put do wn
a ll our wi desp read evils of modem soc ie ty ! All this shows
the W IlY of God's apparent s t ric t ness in regard to marriage and divorce.
But now su ppose the sam e type of case happens out in
the open field , where no one wou ld hear the girl cry out for
hel p if she we re raped :
" But if a man find a betrot hed damsel in the field, a nd
the man force her, a nd lie with her, t he n t he man on ly
t hat lay with h e r sh a ll die : but un to t he damsel thou sh alt

do nothing; then' is in t he da msel no s in wo r t hy of dea th :
for as .....hen a man riseth a gainst h is neigh bor, a nd slayet h
him, even so is this matter. For he found h er in the field,
an d t he bet rothed damsel c ried, and t here was non e to
save her" (Deut, 22 :25-27).
Go d looks on t he heart, a n d t he intent. The bod y of
the girl her e was eit her injured by raping, or it experienced
t he sa me as t he city gir l. But the ci ty gir l conse n ted - she
did no t cry out for help - a nd the gir l in t he field is
presumed to ha ve cried for help, but non e heard he r. It
was t he intent of mind and heart God judged.
Now what about a case of ordinary fornica t ion with a virgin ? It would he presu med , in t he foll owin g LA W
OF Go o, that t he gir l consent ed, a nd did no t sc ream out
for hel p, sin ce there is no mention of being ou t in t he field.
"If a man find a da msel that is a virgi n , which is no t
betrothed, and la y h old on h er, and lie with he r, and they
be foun d; then t he man t hat lay with her sh all give un to
the da msel's fa ther fifty s hekels of silve r, a nd she sha ll be
his wife; beca use he h ath h umbl ed h er, he ma y not put her
away all his days" {Deut. 22 :28 -29) . Bu t even if not
ca ught : Ex. 22:16: " And if a man e ntice a mai d that iss not
betrothed , a nd tie with he r, he shall surely endow her t o be
h is wife."
Some have tried to use ve rse 14 in Deut . 21:10·1 4 to
prove divorce is allow ed . T hi.s is ex plained as the same as
Deu t. 24:1 - t he woman was le t go before a m arriage was
consumma ted. Nothi ng is said h ere about d ivorce a nd
remarriage. T his ca nnot be used to nu llify God's law by
saying that what He has bo und in marriage as on e flesh
may be unbound with freedom to remarry.
As a young man, not knowing God's Laws, or God's
Word, or His WAYS, it wa... m y person al cod e of ethics t ha t
to break a gir l's virginity (outside of marriage, that is), W 8S
as evil as com mitting m urder. Young people don't look at
it that way today.
All t hese scrip t u res s how how SERIOUSLY God looks
on MARRIAGE!
Marriage is a WONDERFUL BLESSING from God . People
s hould U'ork a t it to make t heir marriages HA PPY. T hey

so
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should re member its m ain ingredient is W \' E. and love is
ou tgoing conce rn for t he good. welfare, and happiness of
the other, not selfish lust or desire (OT how much one can
GET

ROUN D

CAN

be happy.

1 KNOIV!
I

WAS

b lessed wi th s uc h

8

if yo u repent. T he case

D1f"F'ERENT!

Note t h ese D1ffERE,.. CES bet wee n Deu teron omy 24:1·
4 and J eremiah 3:
1) In Deuteronom y 24 t he bet ro t hed a nd u sbou nd
" wi fe" was put away N OT for adult ery after a bou nd marris ge, but because of something discovered and SEE,.. in h er
naked body prior to first co nsu mmat in g ma rria ge. She was
rejected - not even acce pt ed as a wife. Bu t in J eremi ah 3.
God's bound wife comm itted bot h adultery and mu lt iple
h arl ot ry, and was given a "bill of divorcemen t" (SEPA RA '
Tl ON ) mu ch lat er, beca use she RE FU S ED t o live with h er
hu sband, and because of this u nfaithfu ln ess to h er BOUND
Mate.
2) The Deu te ro nom y 24 marria ge W85 rejected. N OT
bound. The Jeremiah 3 marriage was bound at Mt. Sinai.
In Deuteronomy 24 t he h usband rejected and sent away
t he wife before bou nd, while in J eremiah 3 the bou nd wife
rejected a nd left her Husband after bei n g bou nd.
3) In Deu teronomy 24 :4. the rejected a nd un bou nd
" wife" (by bet rot hal only ) was barred from return ing to
th e betrothed " hus band " who rejected h er. In J erem iah 3
t he bou nd wife was bound to her Husband as lon g as she
lived, and He pleaded wit h her to re turn - and la ter He
paid her pen a lty for he r harlotry a n d sins in her stead by
His own shed blood .
4) T he Deuteronomy 24 rejec ted and unbound wife
was free to marry, a nd became anothe r man 's W I F E . to
whom she was bou nd. No commi t tin g adu lt ery and herlotry. ( Bein g bou nd to this seco nd ma n, if he rejected her
it would ha ve bee n adu ltery to go ba ck to the first man
who refused to accep t her). The J eremiah 3 bound wife did
N OT marry a not her, but committed adultery (unfa ttbful to
her bound H u...band ), and also harl otry wit h M A NY lovers .
5) The Deu tero nomy 24 "bill of divorcem ent" was a
C UTIING OFF prior to being bou nd in m arriage, ca used
by d iscovery of " u nseem ly th in g", but in J eremi ah 3 the
" bill of divorcem en t" was a legal SEP A RAT I ON beca use the
bou nd wife REYUSE D to return and bec a use of u nfai thfulness to a bound marriage t ha t co u ld n ot be uxbou nd.

out of the ether.
M arria ge

to me. You CAN return -

is a ltoget her
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Does GOO Believe in Divorce1
Didn 't He Div orce Israel1
Nex t. some who t ry to prove t h at God does allow
divorce (of 8 bou nd m arriage) and remarriage to a second
husband. in a second bound marriage, turn to J eremiah 3
an d co m pare it to Deuterono my 24:1·3.
First . we challenge anyone to show any scripture staling that God will bind a n}' man or woman to a second ma te
while the first ma te is st ill living! It is simply IMPOSSIBLE.
So w e exe mtne Jeremia h 3:
Notice. "THEY sa y • . . : ' (Jeremiah 3:1). Not God says
- or Y I-IWH 58}'S, God is quoting wh at t he people are
saying _ bu t the peo ple never d id understan d Deut eronomy 24:1·4! T he Pharisees ( Ma tt. 19) d id not understand
it. Neit her do some who con tend for d ivorce an d rem erriage tod ay. The fael "th ~ " were sayi ng, withou t under sta ndin g, is th e l 'f"1)' RE ASON God referred to Deu teron omy
24:1-4 h ere - to CORRECT t heir wrong concept.
Bu t nl E Y - peo p le - "say, If a man pu t away his
wife, and she go from h im, and beco me an ot her ma n's,
shall h e ret u rn un to her a gain? Sha ll not t hat land be
grea t ly pollu ted?" Bu t wha t does God say? - "but thou
has t played t he har lot with many lovers ; yet return again
to me, sa it h t he E tern al" (J er. 3:1).
T he " T il E Y " - t he people who were say ing t his, completely misu nd erstood Deu teronomy 24:1-4. They thought
they could n ever return to YJ-I WH. t heir husb and . Bu t He
is showi ng t hat Deuteron omy 24:J-4 d oes not apply: He
sa ys, "yet re turn Rgain u n to M e."
He says, yo u h ave not on ly gone ofT an d married
an ot her - you h av e d one so me t hing much greater - you
h ave pl ayed t h e harlot with M A N Y lovers. Yet you are st ill

). .
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sight : there was none left bu t t he tribe of Judah only.. . .
So was Israel carri ed away out of t heir own land to Assyria
u n to t his day" (II Ki. 17:18, 23). (721-718 B.C. - 377 yean
a fte r God's wife refused to liv e with. a nd " left Him ." )
Then. after this, abou t 612 B.C.• God said to Jeremiah.
" Has t thou see n t ha t which backsliding Isr ael hath do ne?
she is gone up upon every high mountain and un der every
green t ree. a nd there hath played t he h arlot, And I sa id
afte r she had done all these t hings, Tum t hou unto me.
But she re tu rned noL And her t reacherous sis te r J udah
sa w it. And I saw, when for all t he causes wh ereby be cksliding Israel committed adu ltery. I had pu t her a way, a nd
given her a bill of divorce [SEPARATION; (721-718 B·c.n ,
yet her treacherous sister Judah feared not . bu t wen t and
played the harlot also" (verses 6-8).
At th at time - after Israel had bee n re moved from
the la nd of Israel, God sai d through J eremiah :
'TIe backsliding Israel hath justified herself more
t ha n treacherous Judah. Go a nd proc laim these words
toward th e north. an d say, RETU RN. thou backsliding
Israel. sait h the Eternal, a nd I will not ca use min e anger
to fall upon you: for I am merciful. saith t he Ete rn al , an d
I ",;11 not keep anger for ever. On ly acknowledge t hine
iniquity ... TURN. 0 backslidin g child ren, saith the Eternal. FUR I AM [p resent tense] MA RRIED UNTO you : , . ,..
(Jer. 3:11-14). Then follows t he PROPHECY of Israel's fina l
return to Him, in the mill en niu m.
So the " Bill of Divorce" d id' not end or un bind th e
hound MARRIAGE." AFTER He had given the "B ill of
Divorce", God sa id. I AM MARRIED UNTO YOU."

NE I T H E R ~ 8 I LL OF DIVOR CE M ENT " WAS A DIVOR CE IN
TH E SE NSE PE OPL E REG ARD I T TODA Y . NE ITH E R U N BOUN D
WH AT GOD Jl AD ROUND FOR UFE!

T here was NO SUCH U1V O RCE in the Old Testament as
people vi ew it tod ay !
Now let's V/II DE RSTA ND J eremiah 3:
God i.. seyi ng that "THEY " say, if a ma n put a way his
wife. a nd she 10 from him , and become another man 's, he
shall not return to her again! They prob abl y supposed, as
did the J ews of Jesus' day, t ha t Deutero nomy 24:1-4
referred 10 p utting awa y a boun d wife. We have am ply
proved it is impossible t o have mea nt that.
Bul God is sho wing t hat Israel has done much WOr8e
t ha n bei n g "married" to one ot her man. Isra el h as beco m e
a whore. play ed the harlot with MA N Y lovers - ye t He
begs h er to come hack to Him.
lie M}'S - U ft up t h ine eyes u nt o th e high pla ces
[pl aces o f pagan idola t rous worship], and see where thou
has t no t been lien with." He continues to descri be the
enonnity a nd m ultiplicity of her sins. Even th e rain was
wit h he ld beca use of her sins, but she refused to be
asha m ed.
Actua lly, Israel, YH WH 's wife, was bound in the m ar ria ge covena n t, celled "the Old Covena nt," which also se t
u p Is rael as God's kingdom , or nation, on eart h. T his
"wife-natio n" LEF"T her H usba nd in the days of Samuel ,
described in I Samue l 8:1-9, (about the year 1095 B.C.).
T he wi fe refused to obey her Husband. a nd sought other
"lovers " - t hat is, fal se pa gan gods. But He did not yet
"pu t her away" in a b ill of "sep aration." God gave Isra el
hu man kings. Ife re ma ined a fait hful, loving Hu sband.
Aft er t he division into two Kingdoms, He contin ued to
send prophets to PLEA D wi th His Wife to REPENT a nd
RETURN to Him. Bu t the Kingdom of Israel contin ued
t hroug h nin eteen kin gs n nd se ve n dyn asties in the sins of
J er oboam. ofte n worse .
Fin ally, aft er t his con t in uous pleading through man y
generations, God gave th e no rthe rn Kingdom of Is rael th e
" Bill of Divorcem en t," o r SEPARATION.
" T herefore the Eterna l .. . removed th em out of H is

I Corinthi ans 7 :10· 15 Exp lai ns

.'

,

.
r

",

;10,

'Ii

God, who married Isra el a t Mt. S inai. was Spiritual.
Is rae l, His wife, was carn al. a n "unbeliever: '
In I Corin thia ns 7:10, it is written: " And u nt o the
marri ed I comma nd. ye t not I, hut the Lord [wh o had been
the YHWH married to Isra el]. Let not the wife depart
from her hu sband : bu t and if she depar t, let her rema in
u nm arried, or be reconciled to her husband . . ." (to whom

Marriag~
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she is join ed for life) ''. _. an d let not the husband put
away his wife ."
T hese who try to interpret some D.T. passa ge to allow
a man to divorce (u nbind a marriage) his wife and marry
ano ther D1S0BEY this command of the Lord!
Contin ue : "B ut to t he rest speak I, not the Lord: If
any brother hath a wife th a t believeth not, an d she be
p leased t o dwe ll with h im , let h im not pu t her
away .. . .But if the unbelieving depart, let him [or her]
depart. A brot her or sister [in the Lor d) is not und er
bondage in su ch cases: but God hath ca lled us to peace: '
(T hat is, a broth er or sister is not under bonda ge to fight
in stri fe t o prevent the unconver ted to remain - or to
contin ue the obligations of support.)
P aul wns lookin g back on the examples of J eremi ah 3
and H osea 2. The unbelieving wife did depart. He did no t
" put her aw ay" until generations after she LEn H IM refused t o live with Him or obey Him - un til afte r He had
PLEA DED a nd PLEADED for her to return. He had do ne
everythi ng possible to make it a good marri age. He gave
her every blessing. But she looked at ot her " lovers" (th e
gods of neig hbor nations). She loved the ways of the world.
She wa n ted to be like ot he r nations. not God's holy nation
(Ex . ·19:6). S he refused to live wit h H im - left Him for
m ultiple " lovers." Her relation with th e others was !"'OT
marriage bu t ad ultery a nd HARLOTRY.
Still H e pleaded with her to RETURN, a nd, as in
1 Corinthi a ns 7:11, be reconciled to her husban d. If this
were 8 case like Deu teronomy 24:1-4, He could not have
tak en her back.
God fina lly gave her a bill of SEPA RATION, afte r
exhausti ng every effort to reconci le the marriage - but
He did not uxbind t he ma rriage. 11 was a legal separation.
In such cases t he bel iever is not under bondage to ma intain the obligations of marriage - support , etc., on t he
part of the husb and.
Bu t God wilI ye t bri ng Israel (N.T.) back to Him. an d
re-marry her once she is cleansed.
Several more recent modem transla tions render the
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Hebrew " BAAL" in Jeremiah 3:14 as " mas ter " or "l ord: ' As,
in Moffatt, " for it is I who a m yo ur lord." The Hebrew
word ca n be rend ered eit her way . Regardless of which way
this " BAALl" is rend ered, or even if verse 14 is a pplied to
the millennium as one translation ren ders it, the meaning
is the sa me. A bound marriage is bo und for LIFE: And even
a fte r the legal separa tion of verse 8, the marriage was not
unbound. for God st ill plead ed (verses 12-14) with Israel to
return to Him.
So me might point out that in the an al ogy of Hosea
2:2 God says "She is not my wife, neither am I her husband ." T his is referring to t he time a fte r the official sepa rat ion of J er emiah 3:8. But I have poin ted out that Israel
had left her Husban d (God ) hundreds of years before, and
had Jived those years in whoredom with countless " lovers."
Israel was not living with God as a n obedien t and loving
wife lives with a husband . Fina lly God had dri ven Israel
out of the promised lan d - "ou t of His sight ." T hey were
not living A S husband and wife.
This passage in Hosea DOES NOT sho w t ha t t he marriage was d issolved or that eit he r party was free to remarry anothe r husband or wife. It does sho w that she had
left His "bed-and-board " - and it does show that He,
se tting the examp le for us, rem ained FAITH FUL to the
marnage.
Also, in Malachi 2:11, is a n ind ication t ha t Judah did
enter a second marria ge. But he r status is explained in
R oman s 7:3 "so then, if, whil e her husband liveth, she be
married. to another man, she shall be ca lled AN ADULTERESS." No t ca lled his W1 FE, bu t a n ADULTERESS.
There if; abso lute ly NOTH ING in J eremiah 3, Hosea 1-3,
or Isaiah 50, or Deut eronomy 24 or 22, to sho w that a
BOU!"'D marriage, bound by God for life, can be UN bound,
or that one bound may be free , by divorce, to rem arry !
Here is the loving EXA MPLE the living Christ has set
for us, that we should follow H is steps! It is the perfect
exa mple of fidelity. pati ence, mercy, love that is willing to
FO RGIVE - perfect outgoing concern - an exa mple of the
PERMA!"'ENCY of marriage, even when one's mate has
sin ned more against one tha n any human has ha d to
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suffer. Throu gh a ll this abuse on the part of His male, He
remained steadfast. He ENDURED. He still LOVEO!
Do WE?
I F any want to follow this world's way of d ivorce, and
to re-marry o ne you think may PLEASE YO U bet ter , DO
YOU?
"But t hink of how 1 have been wron ged!" one says.
"T hink of how I am the inj ured party. Think of how 1
suffer!"
Yes , I know, and my heart goes out to you - BUT
TfIINK OF H OW GOD W AS W RO NGED - OF H OW HE WAS
T HE INJU RED PA RTY -

OF IIOW

HE SU FFERE D

-

Of HO W

H E GOING TO T HE CROSS B ECA USE OF HI S WI F E ' S S INS, TO

PA~

IIER PE NALTY F OR HE R, MUST HAVE SU FFERED!

H E REMA INED FAITHFUL

to His

But

BOUND MARR IAGE! H E

NEVER S OUG HT MA R RIA G E TO A NOTH ER!

He must have agreed with Paul - or ins pired P aul to
write: " For I rec ko n that the sufferings of this prese nt
time not worthy to be com pared with th e GLOR Y which
sha ll he revealed in us" (Rom. 8:18).
Christ su ffered, endured, bled and died - but He is
NOW INTHAT CLORY, and on th e THRONE OF GRACE, to help
YOU end ure and overco me, an d SHARE THAT GLO RY with
Him ! T he re' will be no suffering then. J esus did not say
that roa d to GLORY is the soft, pleasant , EASY road hu t the hard, rough , di fficult one.
I'r 's YOUR CHO ICE!
If t he re's been suffering, it 's because God's LA WS were
broken . Breaking God's law of marriag e anew agai n, wou ld
only ADD to yo ur suffering!

Ho sea Confirms Truth
So me, attempting to justify divorce and re-marriage,
try to read their contention in to the book of Hosea. Eapedally the firs t two chapte rs, and cha pter 4, verse 14.
Bu t Hosea only confirms God's tru th, in harmony
wit h a ll ot her scriptures touching on the subj ect.
Remem ber, H osea was one of the PROPH ETS. His book
pri marily is a boo k of prop hecy, n~t a treatise on marriage

an d divorce. The book as a whole deals with the TWO
COVEN ANTS.
The Old Covena nt, made between God a nd Israel at
Mt. Sinai was, by a na logy, (as in J erem iah 3 ), a MARRIAGE
Covena nt by which the children of Isr ael became God's
WIrE. Also it made Isr ael one of the nations (kingdoms) of
the eart h.
But something was wro ng with that covenan t. We
rea d in Hebrews 8: ". . . if that first covenant had been
faul tless, then sho uld no place have been sought for the
second. But finding fault with them [the people of Israel
- th e WI FE], he saith, Behold the days come, sai th the
Lord, when I will make 8 NEW COVENANT with th e House
of Israel and the H OUl~e of Judah " (Heb. 8:7-8).
Once again, this brings us hack to the MEANING and
the VERY PURPOSE of marriage. Com bined with it - intertwined with it - is the VERY PURPOSE for crea ting
hum an s on this earth. Back to the TR UNK of the tree. This
time, aU th e way hack.
God created a PERFECT eart h. We don't know how
long ago. We read of angels here be fore the creation of
man . At the origina l creat ion, the ange ls sho uted for JOY
(J ob 38:7). The earth was BEAUTIFUL! The Government of
God ru led the angels who first po pula ted the earth. Their
eart hly king was a super a rch-a ngel - a Cherub na med
Lucifer tIsa, 14:12·15). He, too, had been created PERFECT,
(Eze k. 28:12), sea ling up t he s um of wisdom, perfect ion
a nd beauty. He had previously been over the very throne
of God. (E zek. 28:14 and Ex . 25:17·20) a nd was tra ined and
experienced in th e a dminis t ra tion of the Govern ment of
God. over th e UNIVERSE. As lon g as God 's Gove rnme nt was
administered, th e earth was 6l1ed with PEACE, happ iness
and j oy.
It is writt en, "GOD IS LOVE." God 's La w - th e basic
Law of God's Government ove r the entire un iverse - is
LOVE. And LOVE is t he fulfilling of that Law.
Love is a WAY of life. It is GOD'S way. It is, as I have
written so many ti mes, the way of "G IVE:' It is an c utgoing concern toward t he on e loved. It is th e WAY of
serving, sharin g, help ing, givin g. T oward God , it is ma ni-

"
fest ed in submission. obedience, worsh ip of Him who IS
Love _ the way of h umility, be lief in, reliance on, a nd t he
confidence which is living fAITH. It is t he GOD-centered
.....Ay.
There are only TWO gen eral .....AyS of life - two divergent philosoph ies. The other is the way of "GET:'lt is the
way of aet.r-cen tered nese, of vanity that lifts SELF above
all _ e v e n above God. Therefore it resents any aut ho rit y
ove r ~H. It is the .....ay of rebellio n, lust and greed. It is
unconcern for t he welfar e of others, jealousy , envy , rese ntment, h a t roo. It is t he way of COMPF.TITION an d STRIFE
and WAR.
T he Govern ment of God is based on the LAW of God.
You don't kn ow of any national govern me nt on earth
without a ny LAW. All governmen t is based on law, and the
adm in istration and en forcemen t of that law . Government
regula tes the way people live in re lation to one an other .
As lon g as Lu cifer administered Goo's GOV ER NMENT
_ regu lati ng the way inha bitants lived in relation to God
and to one anot he r, all was PEACE, HAPPINESS, JO Y, PROS·
PERITY.
But Lucifer came to reason th at h e or anyone cou ld
en joy life m ore living t he SELF-CENTERED way. Most
people tod ay see m to feel th at Sa ta n, th e ferm er Lucifer,
was ri ght. S o he so ld his idea to the angels under his
ju risd ict ion. They rebelled with him. They s wooped as an
invading a nny , to la y siege on God's throne in heaven (lsa .
14:13.14 ; Jude 6; II PeL 2:-4 ). But they miscalcul ated
God's p ower and Au t hori ty. The)' were cast Lack do wn to
earth .
This u n iversal rebellio n against God, against His La w,
was Ut'lIVERSAL SIN. It bro ug h t u niversal destruct ion to
the whole ear t h . The earth became dark , chaotic, waste
a nd empty ( Ge n. 1:2).
God had end owed Lu cifer and his angels with free
mor al agen cy - He all owed th em the power of free ch oice.
God did not a bolish His principle of a llo wing freed om of
. choice. But now He decided on a course to PROVE, once
and for all, t hat t he way Lucifer (no w Satan) ha d chosen
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was WRONG- against the interest of th ose who chose that
way. He mapped ou t a r-thousand-year program.
In seven days, a t ype of His 7,OCJO years, God renewed
the face of the ea rth (Ps. 104:30) . He brought UGHT to
replace the darkness cau sed by Satan's way. He produced
BEAUTY instead of ugliness and decay. He created , ou t of
material from the ground, animals, fishes, birds - each
afte r its own kind. Then He crea ted His cro wn ing Mesterpiece - He made MAN after His OWN kind - the GOD
KIND. Man was made of th e ma te ria l dust of the grou nd,
bu t of t he same fonn and sh ape as God - a nd having
MIND power as d oes God. On ly man's mind was mortal an d
confin ed, of itself, to receiving MATERIAL knowledge. God
put in MAN a spirit - s piri t essence which imparted the
power of intell ect and physical compreh ens ion. Also for
m an God made available His OWN Spirit, flowing (rom His
very Person, whi ch could enter into man, impart to him
the pr esen ce of Goo's life - etern al life - and compreh ensi on of SPIRITUAL kn owledge.
Upo n creati ng m an, His last act on the sixt h day of
t hat fint week, God began revealing to the man and
woman necessary basi c kn owl ed ge, inclu ding knowledge of
HIS WAY of life - kn owl edge of His La w. But Satan,
t ho ugh disqualified, must remain in office until a s uccessor
h as qualified and been inducted into office.
Now what was God'a PURPOSE? WHY was man created? WHAT was God going to demonstrate ove r the seventhousand-ye ar allotment?
He was going to PROVE, by a lJowing m an to CHOOSE,
t hrough seve n m illen ni u ms of human EXPERIENCE t hat
Satan's WAY ca uses only d iscontent, unhappiness, dissatisfaction, so rrow. pa in, anguish, poverty , d egeneration
of mind, fear and wor-ry, fru slration and DEATH . And proving th at Goo 's WAY brin gs PEACE. con te n t men t, h appiness, joy, deep satisfac t ion, comfort, sec u ri t y , prosperity,
great vigor a nd expansion of mind and joy-producing
kn owledg e, ass u ra nce (or the present and future.
God purposed to DF.MONSTRATE this truth so completely an d co n clus ive ly to the holy an gels th ere co uld
NEVER be a ny doub t or tempta tion to repeat Luci fer's
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decision , as well as t o make it demonstrated on ce an d for
all t im e to t hose who s hall be h eirs to His salvat ion ,
entering His Kingd om .
Again . WHY was man cr ea t ed? What is God's PURPOSE
(or m an? A s explained be fore , God is reproducing Himself1
His PURPOSE is to be get divine children for HI S OWN FAM ·
I LY.

God (H ebrew, Elohim), is a FAMI LY of divine Persons.
Jesus, wh o u-as th e God of th e Old T estam ent, came in
hum an form to REV EAL T HE FArn ER.. His Message - His
Gospel. w as th e K I NG DO M: of God - the rel~la tion that
God is a FA MILY o{ divine Persons. That Family has 8
the Fa th er. Jesus is His So n. The Chu rch - plu s
th e Prophets - are to become His divine WIFE - all

HEAD -

child ren o f God the Fath er.
God crea ted man mortal, hu man, composed of

MA TE-

RIAL SU BSTANCE. T h e PURPOSE w as that we learn,

in this

human life. HOW TO U VE Goo's WAY - the way the divi n e
Creating. Rulin g Family lives - acco rdi ng to GOD'S LAW.
th e way of WVE.,
Since we are t o live for ever AS MEMBERS OF THE
D IVINE FAMILY, ru lin g the Universe, God bequ eathed to
humans somethin g He gave t o NO OTHER kind of life FAM ILY life. FOR THIS PURPOSE. He ma de us MALE a nd
FEMA LE. And for th at reason. He ordained the MARRIAGE
ins t it u t io n. to prepare us to live in a marriage of LOVE and to the en d that we learn t he sacred ness and the
PERMA NENCY of marriage, which s hall remain PER'
MANENT for a ll etern ity, in God's Kingdom - His divine
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FAMILY.

God well kn ew that. be ing morta l an d hu man, we
would m ake m istakes. Throu gh t he very SPIRIT IN MAN,
which imparts t h e wonderfu l power of in te llect to t he
physical brai n. Sa tan L~ a ble to commun ica te. Satan is the
Princ e of the P ower of t he Air . Radio and t elevision comm unicate thro'lgh th e air.
The spirit in each h um an is, unless we ourselves det ermine t o jam it or rej ect its impu lses, tu ned in on Satan 's
wav elength. H e d oes not br oadcast in words. in concre t e
t hough ts, or in sou n ds . The ear does not hear. nor the eye

wha t the devil com m un icates. He br oadcas ts in ArM·
TUDES - in IM PULSES - in THOUG HT SUGG ESTIONS. He
injects attitudes and impulses of vanity . or rebellion, or
envy . of resent me nt, of fear a nd worry. of discouragemen t,
Wh en most people feel such m oods comin g ove r t he m,
th ey do no t realize the source of their feelin gs.
Adam and Eve. first. were tau ght and instructed by
th eir Creat or. But God ALLOWED Satan to get his impulses
and attitudes in to Eve's m ind. She was deceived into making th e wrong choice. Your Bible says ALL NATIONS have
been DECEIVED, and by this Satan (Rev . 12:9) . But, just lUI
God first made His own revela ti on of TRUTH availa ble to
Adam and Eve, so He h as made HI S WORD a lJOilabI~ - if
hum ana "ill seek it and believe it.
Because God KN E ..... humans would sin, under Satan's
sway, His Plan called for t h e sacrifice of Christ t o red eem
hu mans from si n . God grants REPENTANCE, when humans
rea lly wa nt to tum to the RIG HT WAY.
God chose t he descend an ts of Ab raham, the Children
of Israel. WHYTHEM? First , they were Abraham's childre n,
and Abra ham made the cho ice t o OBEY and BEUE VE God.
Seco nd , they were poor s laves wh en He ca lled th em . He
wan ted to prove what He could make ou t of eve n downtrodden s laves. IF only they woul d BEUEVE Him and
OBEY.
WHY d id He " MARRY" Is ra el ? Again, to DEMONSTRATE
what that experiment did, t h at unfaithfulness in marriage
leads on ly to evil resu lts. He allowed Israe l, as th e " WIFE",
und er Satan's s way , t o demonstrate the unhappin ess, 8uf.
fering and wretchedness that results (rom going Satan's
way.
Israel, from t he s ta rt, was a s et. r-cente red wi fe. She
was actuated by th e WAY OF " GET".
God proposed marriag e (Ex. 19:7·8 ; 24:3, 7) a nd t he
people ac cepted and glib ly pr om ised obedience. God h ad
promised, u pon faith fu l obedienc e t o H IS WAY - H IS L AW
- th e WAY OF THE KI NGDOM OF GOD - t o give th em
every m aterial national be nefi t . They wou ld become th e
most prosperous, t he most po werful, and the happiest
.
nat ion on eart h.
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Upo n Israel's PRO MISE , unproved by performance,
God en t e r e d int o cove na nt relations hip wit h Israel. Immediat ely G od began s howing His love - working M IRA CLES
on t he ir b ehalf. By miracles, He had . before t he ma rri age,

a matter of ou tgo ing LOVE - a matter of PER MANENCY
and of F AIT HFULNESS. Despit e a Satan-s wayed sinnin g
wife. G od gave 8. perfect de monstratio n of GOD'S WA Y - as
it WI LL BE in t he K ingdom of God.
Even a fter pleading wit h h er to repent a nd re turn
t hrough man y generations, aft er sending pro phe t after
pro phet to plead with H is harlot wife to mend her ways
and re t urn. Go d finall y " let h er go" - H e made t he
se para t ion legal - but it was not a divorce that UNboun d
the marriage bou nd a t S in ai . H e said, " Re tu rn u nto me , 0
Isr ael , for I A M M ARRIED to you ."
God was t he fa it hful H USBAN D , se tting the example,
s howing us how a husband sho u ld pe rfonn even with a
wi fe mo re u nfai t h ful a nd ha vin g su nke n down lower in
degred a ti on t han any individua l wife I kn ow of. And H e
showed us t h at, NO M ArrER what t he provocation or the
abuse or t he offense, a hu sb and OUG HT to remain s teadfas t
- that m arriage sh ou ld be based on LOVE of t he outgoing
ki nd , a nd FAITH F U LN ESS in marriage m us t remain that.
through thick and thin.

forced Ph araoh to free them from bondage - to let them
go. He h ad s t a rt ed them on their exod us out of Egypt. He
performed miracle afte r miracle in their behalf - getting
them ac ross the Red Sea, miraculously giving t hem water,
rain ing rood down From heaven.
Bu t H is w ife was on the GEITIN G way. Sh e grumbled .
griped and criticized.
Aft er 40 years in t he wilde rn ess under Moses - 40
years of parti al obedience - no t yet going after other gods
(lovers) - 40 years of com plai nin g a nd griping - t hey
en tered t he Promised Land under J oshua.
"An d the peop le served the Eternal a ll t he days of
Jo shua. a n d . .. of the elders t hat out lived Joshua" - t ha t
is, Goo 's " Wife" d id not leave Him a nd see k a fter othe r
gods (love rs) - 45 years. Bu t t hey d isobeyed H im in many
ways _ especia lly in fa iling t o d rive out a number of small
nations as God commanded. But then the honeym oon was
over . ". . . ther e arose a nother generation after them. which
knew not t he E t erna l•.. . And the children of Israel did
evil in ' t he s igh t of t he Etemal, a nd served Baa lim : and
t he y forsook t h e Eternal . . . and follo wed ot he r gods, of
the gods of the people t ha t were around them " (Judges

2:7.12).
Under t he J udges t hey obeyed only part of t he time
(when t hey were in deep trouble an d needed a ch a m pion t o
de liver them) . M ost of this period they were seekin g after
t he many gods (l overs) of neighbor na tion s. This covered a
peri od of a pproxima t ely a not he r 300 years.
Then it was Is rael , as t he Eterna l's WIf' E, wh o said s he
was not pleased to re main wit h lI im as he r Husband
(R u ler) any longer (I Sam. 8:1 ·9). She left Him who had
bee n FAI TIl FU L - who had given he r AI .L and received
none. S he sought many love rs in harlotry (ido latry , which
is s piri t ual ad u l tery and harl otry ).
Bu t God pu rposed to demons t ra te t o doubting, u nbe lieving, disobedient mort al s that He mea nt marriage t o be

WHY The NEW Covenant
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Now W HY the NE W Covenan t?
H ow will it be DIFFERENT from the Old?
T he FAULT wit h t he Old was t he ma t t er of HUM AN
UNFAITHFULNESS. G od says: "For this is t he Covenant
t hat I will ma ke with t he House of Isr ael after t hose days.
sait h t he Lo rd; I will pu t my la~s int o their min d, a nd
write them in t heir hearts: an d I will be t o them a God,
and they sh all be t o me a peo ple" (H eb. 8: 10).
God \\; 11 not start pouring out blessin g a nd be nefits
on t he me re glib promise of faithfulness on ou r part. The
NE W Covenan t will be made only with t hose who ha ve
REPENTED, B ELI E VE D, received God's H oly S pirit, ha ve
bee n LED by His S pi rit , who ha ve GRO WN s piritually in
grace an d Christ 's kn owledge. and in spiritual cha ract er,
wh o ha ve OV ER COME t heir fa ults, s ins an d wrong ways who ha ve REPENTED after eve ry mis-step. cried ou t t o God
to h elp them ove rcome, relied on Him t hrough tem ptat ions to p ut within t he m HIS RI GH T EOUSN E SS. It will be

,
made with a people who have PROVED, th rou gh their
Christi a n lifetime, th at they DON'T WANT to sin - to be
unfait h fu l - who have rea lly hungered after God's righteous ness, striven, crying out to God for help, to overcome,
and to b e FA ITH FUL and ENDURING, no matt er what the
odds.
T h is t ime, Christ says, PROVE your faithfulness, if you
want t o e nter into th e NEW Covenant marri a ge relationship with me. PROVE you would be FAITHFUL by the way
you han d le your human marriage NOW. Become of ONE
MIND a n d ONE SPIRIT with Goo as you are one flesh in
hum an m a rriage.
Wh at about th ose who wrest God's Word to allow
divorce a nd re-marriage now? They shall have HAD their
marriages - and in th em THEIR SOLE REWARD. Th ey shall
have been UNFAITHFUL to the spiritual BETROTHAL th at
every C hristian en ters into upon spirit ual conversion, and
receivin g God ', Holy Spirit.
Aga in, wit h the Apostle Paul, J say, I reckon the
sufferings of th is presen t time are not worth y to be COM·
PAllED with t he GLORY we shall inherit, if faithful!

What Hosea DOES Say
No w back to the Prophecy of Hosea,
T o use Hosea 4:14 to claim that adu ltery becomes a
lawful and permissible reason for divorce and remarriage is
to ta ke it en t irely out of context. Th e corrective marginal
renderi ng com pletely reverses the meani ng - "Shall 1
N OT punish , . , .. This correct ed mean ing brings it back
into conted a nd harmony with th e whole prophecy and
other script ur es. We will t reat wi th that in its context.
First. notice th e TIME of th e prophecy - cha pter one,
verse 1. It is shortly (perhaps fifty or a hundred years)
prior to the fina l defeat of Israel and their removal to th e
land of Assy ria as slaves.
The PUR POSE of th e book of Hosea is NOT to teach
th at divorce and re marriage (UNFAITHFULNESS) is lega l
and right in God's sight, but precisely the opposite. It.
descri bes wit h utter disa pproval Israel's harlotries and
UNfait hfulness, and gives the PROPHECY of the NEWCov-
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ena nt and the millennium. wit h Israel redeemed. and t he
requirement of FAlTH ruLNESS to the New T estam ent
bet rotha l, NOW (Hosea 2:19).
At th e beginning (Hosea 1:2) th e prophet is told to
take a whore for a wife, He marries Gomer. She, and her
children, will represe nt. by a na logy, th e harlotries of God's
wife. Israel.
Gomer bears him a son, a nd God instructs Hosea to
ca ll him J ezreel, Ior God will avenge t he blood of J eareel
upon the house of Je hu, a nd will bring about the end of
the nort hern kingdom of Israel. T his hap pened, 721-718
B.C.
AB recorded earlier, Israel left her Hu sband _ He did
not leave her (J udges 2:7-13 an d I Sam, 81. He continued
to send prophet after prophet to plead with Israel to
repent, and return to God and H IS WAYS. Now, after the
division into the TWO NATIONS, Israel and Judah. God PUT
ISRA ELAWAY, out of His sight (II Kings 17:J 8, 22·23). This
was the divorce th at was a LEGAL SEPARATION. However,
after this "divorce" (J er. 3:8 ), God said empha tica lly,
" T urn, 0 backs liding ch ildre n , s a it h th e E terna l,
[YH WH], for I AM MA RRIED UNTO YOU" (Jer. 3:14). T he
divorce did not UNbind the boun d MARRIAGE!
Neither did God use t his divorce to free Himself. (t he
injured Husband), to marry another! God remained FAITII·
FUt., He was still married - BOUND - to Israel!
Now Gomer bore another child - a daughter, named
Loruhama, mean ing, "No mercy ; or, not havin g obtained
mercy" for God was not going to have mercy longer upo n
the Kingdom of Israel Up to t his point, Israel STILL could
have received th e Birthright promise made origina lly to
Abraham - could have become the most prosperous, the
wealthiest , most powerfu l nation on earth, with PEACK.
Bu t now it was to be withheld for 2520 yean (Lev. 26:14.
18 ). God would have mercy no longer, " J will ut terly ta ke
t hem [House of Israel] a way" (verse 6). Utterly SEPA.
RATED - but st ill bound in marriage!
But. at that t ime, God woul d st ill have mercy on th e
K ingdom of Judah (verse 7).
Gomer had another son, Loam mi (mea ning "not my
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peop le,") " You a re

NOT

my peop le, snd 1 will not be yo ur

God" (verse 9),

" BUT" coming to verse 10, skipping over 3,000 years,
" in the pla ce wh ere it was said u nto them, Ye are not my
peo ple, there it "h all be said unto t hem , Ye are the sons of
t he living God " - speaking of th e time when Isra el's
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Hushand shall have died Ufia...dt!ath ending the Sin ai mar.
5e) a nd to pay the penalty of Israel's sins. a nd New
Testament Israel - t he Church of God. repen ta nt,
redeemed " .. • she ll the chi ldren of Judah and t he chil dren
of Israel be gathered togethe r" (verse 11).
As Dr. Clint C. Zimmerman has written,
"The sce ne sh ifts again at Hosea 2:2, and we find the
words , 'for she is not my wife, neither am I her husband '
which gives rise to t he question, 'H as Hosea divorced
Gomer, and has God divorced Israe l?'
"Jeremia h 3 a nd I Corinthians 7 h ave already
answered t he q uest ion . This separotion is not a matter of
d issolving a bound ma rria ge. Bot h separa tions occur
beca use the wives are not pleased to dwell with their
hu sb a nd, a nd prove i.t by repeated adulteries . They depart,
and t he H usbands are no longer 'und er bon dage' or obligation to pr ovide food, drink, clothing - the necessities of
life (Hosea 2:9) . Yes, the husbands are not even required to
give proper s piritual instruction any longer - t heir wives
may go into idolat ry withou t any deterrent (Hosea 2:13).
Norma l hu sbandl y pr otection, provision and instruction is
no lon ger incum ben t. But th ey are still married, still abl e
to reconcile, for Gomer one day will return to Hosea (verse
7 ). D euteron om y 24:4 wou ld not allow for s uc h retu rn."
(So it is I'O'OT t he law governing t he situa tion of Jeremiah 3
an d Hosee.I
Continuing the Dr. Zimmennan paper: " It is impoe sible to make t he h uman analogy of Hosea and Gomer fi t
the final an titypical marriage of Christ a nd t he C hu rch."
Actually , Hosea dep ar ts from th e analogy a t that
point, a nd H osea becomes th e proph et , giving t h e futu re as
a " t h us sa it h the L ORD."
D r. Zimmr>rman 's paper conti nues, 'The wife is fina lly
able to ca ll her spouse ' My husband' whe re here tofore her
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only concept of H im had been 88 a hard taskmaster 'Baali' (verse 16 ).
"Now the picture m oves forwa rd to th e end of t he age
- ' in th at day ' of a new covena n t. The book of Hosea is
here concern ed with end-time proph ecy, not Hosea's own
lit eral marriage:'
~
Here is the prophecy (or our day.
"And in that day will I mak e a covenant for t hem
with the beasts of the field, and with the fowls of
heaven . . . a nd will make t he m to lie down sa fely. And I
will BETR OTH t hee unto me for ever; yea, I will
BETROTH th ee unto me in righteousness, and in judgment, and in lovingkind nese, and in merci es. I wiU even
BETROTH thee unto m e in FAITHFULNESS: and thou
shalt know t ha t I a m th e E ternaL .. and I will have
mercy upon her that had not obtained mercy; and I will
say to t hem wh ich were not my people, Thou art my
peo ple, and t hey shall say, Thou art my God ."
In cha pter 3, Hosea returns to the Old T estament
sce ne.
"Go ye t, love a woman beloved of her friend, y et an
ad ul teress , accord in g to the love of th e E ternal toward the
ch ildren of Israel."
Then he says to her - a prop hecy of God to Israel at
t h e time Hosea wrote: " For the chi ldren of Israe l shall
abide many days wit ho ut a king" - whic h t hey did a fter
th eir ca pt ure and exile in to captivit y, a fter 718 B.C. Again
th e pr ophecy ca rries over some ~ ,OOO years t o a time just
fut u re to our day: "A ft erward sh all the chi ldr en of Israel
return, and see k t he Eternal their God , and David {res urrec ted] t heir kin g, a nd sha ll fear {obey] the Eternal wit h
H is goodness, in th ~ tauer dap" (chapter 3).
No w ch apter 4: There is 1'0'0 raurn in the land (se tti ng: H osea 's lifetime). The E ternal h as a co ntroversy wit h
th e people of Israel. There is n o knowledge of God. Bu t
mu ch bloodshed. They have for got ten t he Law of God
(verse 6). God will forget their childre n in la ter generations. ". . . a nd I will punish them for their ways" (verse 9).
"T he spiri t of whored oms hath ca used t hem to err" (verse
12). It continues descri hing Israel's sins. ... .. Therefore
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your daughters shall com m it whoredom, and your s pouses
sh all com mit ad u ltery " (verse 13). "Shall I not" [margin]
"punish yo ur daughters when they commit whored om,
a nd you r sons when they commit adultery?" as ks God.
This is t he verse supposed to a llow divorce and remarriage NOW! The Authorized Version has MI will not punish yo u r da ugh ters." T he margina l rendering corrects it.
To say this j ustifies and ma kes rig ht whoredom a nd adu ltery wo uld be com ple tely ou t of conte xt , a nd all that goes
before and after. Even if God stopped pu nishing t he m
(correcting them! t hat wou ld not make their sins rig h-

PART IV

OVERVIEW
MAN's
VIEW VS. GOD'S

teo us.

No, t here is nothing in th e book of Hosea that contradicts the LAW OF GOD on MARRIA GE. Once a marriage is
bound by God, it is BOUliD fOR UfE. There are no except ions.

W

God HATES " Putti ng Away"

In Malachi 2:16 it is stated that God HATES "putting
away." But some "ill cite J eremia h 3:8, where God gave
Israel a divorce. First, it has been explained that was
me rely a LEGAL SEPARATION, not a divorce as people think
of divorce today - not an UNbinding of a bound marri age.
For a fter this, God said to Israel, " I AM MARRI E D unto
you" (Jer. 3:14).
Even so, God HATED this separation which an unbelieving, rebellious wife insisted on. For more than 600
yea rs, after Isra el, th e wi fe, had left Him, God had
patiently sent proph et aft er prophet to plead with the wife
to return to lIim. Yes, He HATED " putting away." The
second chapter of Mala chi is a nother example of how God
DEMANDS FA ITHFU LN E SS TO THE MARR IAGE COVE NANT .

nus ALAR MING breakup of FAMILY UFE now
sweeping the Western world?
Once again, nolice where the living CRE'
ATO R places the blame. Notice man's view and approach to
humanity's problems and evils versus God's. Notice man's
a pproach to solutions vers us God 's.
In th e begin ning we q uoted J erem iah 50:6: " My
people hath been lost sheep: t heir she pherds have caused
them to go astray."
That is only one of many such scriptures. Anoth er,
J eremiah 23:1: " Woe be to th e pesters t hat destroy and
sca t ter the sheep [human) of my pasture! saith t he Eterna l" {verse I). Then J eremiah sa"ys: "Mine heart within me
is broken because of the prophets [prea chers) ; all my
bones shake; 1 am like a drunken man . . . For the lan d is
fuJI of adulterers . . . For both pro phet and priest are profane; yea, in my house have 1 found their wickedness, saith
the Eternal" (Je r. 23:9·11).
There is the great wicked Spi rit - who has deceived
th e whole world (Rev. 12:9), who has used his false ministers to withhold the true Gospel, a nd pr each lies and
deceits: "Fo r such are fa lse apostles, decei tful workers,
transforming th emselves into the apostles of Chris t. And
no marvel; for Satan himself is transformed into an ange l
of light. Therefore it is no grea t thing if his ministers also
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be t ransfor med as the- mi nisters
righteousness' (tl Co r.
11,13-15 ).
J esus sa id MA N Y wou ld come in H IS NAME - represen tin g t hemsel ves t o he His ministers, yet deceiving the
MANY (Matthew 24 :4.5 ).

Sa ta n has s w eyed man to deal wi th the effect, ignoring
the r e use. For exa m ple, the prev ailing altitude t oward
divorce a nd rem arriage. One looks a t his present pl ight, He
has gone t hrough t he wri nger of divorce. or course he is
t he " injured party." Or. if it's the wife• .-.he is th e innocent
victim. What's t he attitude? To look at t he present effect.
an d tf)' to relieve t he present suffering by a new marriage
_ which means by ad ultery . T wo wro ngs never ma ke 8
right. A &'CORd sin never erases a first.
Some people hav e bee n misled b)' a book, written by a
clergym an. on this su bjec t . It 's 8 good examp le of the
com m o n ap proach a nd viewpoin t. So me years be fore 8
fellow minister h ad asked his opinion abou t whether the
wro nged, or in nocent party to a divorce did no t have a
"righ t " to remarry. T he a uthor had the OPINION that
the Bible COULD be interpreted to allow remarriage as a
resul t of divo rce on the grou nds of adultery. (Emphasized
words are his. )
.
So he de lved in to a st udy: His motive? It seemed to
him h e owed it to t hes e divorced people to h elp solve their
presen t problem - th e E F FECT result ing from a breaking
of God's Law. H is object? To deal with the EFFECT - to
t ry to interpret the Script ures to suit his desired contentio n. Weeks la ter he submitted vario us A RGUMENTS
(emphasized words his) to ot her clergy men designed to
show t hat the Word of God permitted a secon d marriage
to the "injured pa rty."
He ha d q u a lms about this, because his denomina tion
did not allow remarria ge by divorced persons. lIis one fear
was what m igh t h appen to him.
App arent ly he escaped hi.s denomination's wrath, and
fell ow min ist ers urged him to writ e t he book on the subject.
No tice h is approach: lI is motive: NOT to learn GOD'S
\' IEW, GOD'S pu rpose in marriage, Go o's Laws concerning

marriage. NOT to get at the CAUSE of th ese un ha ppy
divor cees' trouble, but to start with t he E ITECT and try to
remedy that! His method? To INTERPRET _ or, rather,
to MISINTERPRET the Holy Word of God to twist it to sa y
wha t he wanted. it to say - to co nfirm his OPINION!
H ere was a n example of what God mea ns when He
says: "Their shepherds [clergymen] h ave caused them to
go est ray!"
I ca ll to th e reader 's attentio n t hat thu book has
sough t only GOD'S pu rposes , and Goo's Laws - a nd looking to the CAUSE. not the EFFECT.
What Do You MEAN -

Di vorce7

WHY do some completely MISUNDERSTAND the Bible
teaching on Marria ge and Divor ce?
I have often sa id that error is most often arrived at by
car elessly ASSUM ING - simply taking for granted - a
{aIM p rem ise, and then basing all su pporting argumen ts
on that fa lse premise . The final conclusion is as false as t he
assu med fa lse prem ise.
Many false beliefs on the subject of divorce a nd
remarriage have been arrived a t in this way.
What comes to your mind, when t he word "divorce" is
used? It is common ly ASSUMED, and it means in the minds
of most people today, th e cancelling out of a m arriage _
the UNB INDING of a marriage.
BUT NOT IN THE BIBLE!
In the Bib le, wh at GOD has joined together , m an is
FORB IDDEN to separate or UNbind - man is UNA BLE to
UNbind what God has bou nd for U FE. Only God could and God WON'T!
Most peo ple have really lost sigh t of the fact t ha t it is
GOD wh o binds a marriage. I, person al ly, did not understand the Bible or Bible tea ching on this subject a t the
time of my own marriage. I believed marriage was FOR
UYE, becau se t ha t was th e teaching I had always heard,
and I assumed it. I h ad known of very few d ivor ces then . I
knew my pare nts were bou nd for life. So h ad my gran dparen ts been. So were all my uncles and aunts. I sim ply
assu med t ha t was the way it was supposed to be.

"
Bu t when my own marriage occurred. I merely
t hough t of going to t he Courthouse and obtaining a license
- which was PERMISSION of the Count y government to
many. 1 kn ew 8 Justice of the Peace could legally perfo rm
the ceremony. b u t here aga in. in ou r family , weddings had
always been officiated by a minister. So my wife and I were
married by a m inister. I didn't think of God's Iawe in
connect ion wit h it. I sim ply did wha t ot hers had don e. But
I knew I was m arried FOR UFE. and had no leas t t hought
of it ever endin g until d ea t h. Although I knew many very
nice girls I respected an d thou ght well of, I had never
kno wn - nor have I since - any ot her I wanted to be my
WI re,

But today, peo ple are growing up and facing m arriage
under r adi cally different ideas and pr act ices in regard to '
marriage. Today there are 30 divorces to every 100 mar-

riages.
Today people think of marria ge as somet hin g merely
licensed by a nd permitted by the STAT£. And in the eyes of
the STATE divorce E,..OS the marriage. The State binds it,
an d the S ta te UNbinds it - by divorce.
OUR PEOPLE TODAY HAVE FORGOIT EN GOD/
They for get t hat marriage, t houg h a physical u nion, is
A DIVINE INSTITUTION! T hey forget t ha t it is GOD who
bind s together B m an a nd woma n as oxe . They igno re th at
God d oes not UNbind what He has bou nd.
They FORGET - or simply do not realize - t h a t in t he
Bible there is NO SUCH THING as a divorce in the sense of
usblndi ng a bound marriag e, bound by the Eternal Creato r GOD! T hey ASSUME, in complete ERROR. that a
divorce by t he State wi pes out a marriage, and frees one to
ma rry a secon d hu sband or wife - and a th ird - and a
fourth - etc ., etc., etc .
People today NEVER THIN Kof a divorced wom an being
married to another ma n as being AN ADULTERESS,
ins tead of a "wife." Or a divorced ma n married to an ot he r
woman (by m a n's law) as A N AD ULTERER inst ead of
that woman 's "husband." Yet t hat is precisely whol th ey
are - so SAY S GOD!
The Bib le no where spea ks of divorce, in the sense
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people t hink of divorce today. In t he Bibl e it is speaking
on ly of separation, made legal - or, made public, or official.
Since divorce in Judah had become fairly commo n by
t he tim e of Ch rist , even t hey h ad co m e to think of it &8
severing a marriage - UNbindin g what God had bound.
So the Pharisees looked at Deuteronomy 24:1-4. And
w~at did it j ust naturall y mean to them? They ASSUMED
WIthout qu estion it was ta lkin g about a married man,
bound in marriage, writing ou t a b ill of DIVORCE, severin g,
UNbinding the marriage. And so d o most peop le view it
tod ay . That is the ERRO I'l EOUS PREMISE ce re leealy
ASSUMED, upon which their conclusion is based. The same
with God's bill of SEPARATION in Jeremiah 3:8. They overlook t hs t later, verse 14, God says He s ti ll IS (pr esent
tense), MARRIED to Israel
Some read the 6M1t few verses of J eremiah 3 and
ASSUM E it is GOD saying IO U a m an put away his wife.. • : '
in verse I, referring to Deut eron omy 24. But wh at J eremiah wr ote repr esented God as sayin g, 'T H E Y say" _ thr
people a re saying. Then they jump to erroneo us con.
elusions.
God 's Chu rch cannot do that.
God's Ch urch must, first, kn ow God's PURPOSE in
marri age, and then GOD'S LAWS, co nsisten t with that purpose.
We must rea lize th at the. word " divorce" DOES NOT
MEAI'l the sa me thing in the Bibl e it probably does to most
of us today.

Betrothed Woman Called " W IFE"
An other common erro neo us assum p tio n lead ing to
false con clusions is th at the word " wife" means a lways a
marri ed woman bound to a h usb and _ or, t ha t th e word
" husband" always refers to a married man bound by God
to a wife.
Bu t it has been shown th at in M atthew 1:19 J oseph
was ca lled Mary 's HUSBAND before "they ca me together"
(verse 18), an d the angel spoke to Josep h of Mary 8lI
" Mar}' thy wife" (v erse 20), a lt ho ugh she W aB merely then

.
"espoused to J oseph " (verse 18). J oseph had not yet " taken
unto him Mary his wife." [verse 20).
Again, in D euteron omy 22:23, a "damsel t h at is a
virgin be betrothed unto an H U SBAND" is referred to in
verse 24 as the betrothed man 's WI FE, al though still a n
unmarried "d amsel that is a virgin ."
This bit of MI SUND E RSTAND ING leads man y to suppose. erroneously, that when Matthew 5:32 quotes Jesus
saying, "But I say unto you. That whosoever shall put
away his wife, savin g for. the ca use of fornication, causet h
her to commit adultery," the " wife" cou ld mean ONLY a
wife bou nd in marriage. But the word " wife" refers , biblically, to both a bet rothed yet UNmarried woman and also
to one BOUN D in marriage.
What J esus is saying in Matthew 5:32 is this:
A wom an is biblica lly called a man's wife from the
time of betrothal- prior to the marriage. The man lakin g
adva ntage of Jesus' exception clause, "saving for the ca use
of fornica tion ." is a man who, upon marriage to his
betro th ed wife. as in Deuteronomy 22:20. finds her not a
virgin. but having committed fornication. Und er these cir cumstances, where the marriage was fraudulent on he r
part. a nd the hu sband was deceived, he cou ld refuse to
consu mmate t he marriage - reject her - put her away
unbound. But if he did not put her away while still
unbound. but did put her away la ter, after living with her
as husband a nd wife - after being bound to her for lite,
the di vorce does not UNbind th e marriage, a nd he causes
her t o commit adultery. assuming she will go to ano the r
man . She is not eligible to marry a ny other. If ahe does she
becomes an adu lte ress. and her husband caused her to
commit adultery by pu tting her away from him .
In Matthew 19 Jesus expressed it a little differently.
"Whosoever shall put away his wife, except it be for Iorn ication. and sh all marry an other. committeth adultery"
(verse 9). Unless he pu t her away upon marriage, and upon
discovery of the fraud, thus rejecting he r belon coa summah'ng the marriage - belon being bound (in which
case he was still single), then to put her awa y later. while
boun d for life to her, and have a civil marriage to an other
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woman would be committing adu ltery . And whoever married the wife bound to him would a lso commit adultery.
The principle bere is that of fraud on th e part of one
of the betrothed. In this case, literally, the wife represented herself as a virgin. This was a deception. At the
marriage, the husband was accepting her cond itionally _
in th is case t he condit ion being that she was, as represented to be, a virgin. On d iscovery. after th e marriage
ceremony, of the deception, he rejected her. For this ca use
- discovered prior fornic ation - he put her away. He d id
not accept her.
It is like a man having ma de a contract to pu rchase a
house and 10L The contrac t is conditioned on clear title
and certain conditio ns to be found in th e house. It th e title
is found not clear. and other cond itions are not met. t he
buyer refuses to accept the hou se, refu ses to pa y for it. The
deal is off - never consumma ted,
The principle involved here is the same. T ake th e case
of a betrothed ....-ife, who became betrothed to spite
anothe r who had jilted her. As she ente rs the marriage
ceremony. her mind rebels - she knows she is not
inte nding to really be a wife to th e man she is marrying.
But she lacks the courage to bac k out of the ceremony a t
the last moment" and more to spite the one who jilted her
than any other reason she goes through the ceremony. On
the wedding night she refuses to consumma te the marriage, but fails to explain he r. reason. A second or third
night she tries to "go through with it, " but finally rebe ls
and refuses. The next day she leaves with her moth er on a
trip. return ing afte r se veral weeks. Again she makes a
show of trying to yield sex ua lly, but does on ly in a most
unsetisfectory and hostile manner. Then she goes back to
mother again a nd divorcee the man. This case was then
brought to the Chu rch. And being satis fied, by responsible
witnesses. tha t even ts as here stated were true. t he Church
ruled that there had been dece ption. or fra ud. in the ceremony . The man did not know t here was fraud invo lved tiIJ
he brought the case before the Ch urch. According to God',
Word. God had not bound the marriage. She had not, in
sincerity. tak en him to be her h usband, nor had she
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Intended to be to him a wife. S he had obtained 8 legal
divorce. He was still. in God's sight. unmarried. Later he
entered into a bound marriage with another.
T his in cid ent will serve to illu st rat e th e prin ciple
invol ved in Ma tthew 5:32 an d 19:9. It does not a llow for
divorce (rom a bound marriage nor does it allow any
second hound marriage. Sometimes fraud in 8 marriage is
not d iscovered for some time - perhaps a few yea rs. Then
t he sta tus of t he injured one is difficult to determine, but
t he time-element must be weighed.

ing the pare ntal home, an d establish ing a new hom e and
family. Of course the fifth Commandmen t req uires honor
and respect to parents, whethe r in or apart from their
home.
Before th e ma rriage, the two young people experienced (or 80 it was intended) a family re lationship in two
seperete households. Their marriage che ngee tha t situati on. From the two parental ho useholds emerges a third
family, starting with a new hu sband·and·wife relat ionship,
from which children shall be born.
Notice, next, in this basic marriage law : ". .. an d shall
creove unt o his wife." The origina l Hebrew word translated "cl eave" means literally to cling, or to adhere. Elsewhere th e same Hebrew word is trenele ted to tak e, or to
stUlL Jerull referred to and confirm ed this basic marriage
law in Matthew 19:5, an d Mark 10. The Gree k word there
for "cleave" means literally to g lue a nd is else where translated join:
The whole emphasis of this original basic law shows
th e union is to be a binding one.
Man y have assumed that a marriage is bound by a
vow. The Bible nowhere U8eS the word vow in connection
with marriage, but it does refer to it wit h a word. directly
related to the word "cleave." In Malachi 2:14, referring to
the wife, it states: "She is thy com pa nion, an d the wife of
thy colJrna nt....
Marria ge is a covenant with God between h usband
a nd wife. It is a type of the New Covena nt with Christ. It
is referred to thus in Ezekiel 16 and elsewhere. It is a
formal, solemn, and bindi ng agreement or compact: A
betrothal is an agreement or compact to be later married,
between the two who are betrothed. But t he MAR R IAGE is
an agreement, compact , or covena nt they mak e WITH GOD,
who binds it for the remainder of t he na t ural lives of th e
couple.
Most people being married today do not understand
God's laws regarding ma rria ge, or even God 's part in iL
But though they may be totally obli vious of the fact, God
is part of elNry marriage. Few indeed, today, ha ve any
conception of the magn itude of their covenant wit h God,

What Constitutes Marriage?
J ust what does constitute marriage? WHEN, an d
under what conditions, is one bound by the living God to a
mate? When is it a marriage, bound in God's sight., and
when is it not a marriage?
We live, today, in t he END-time. We live in • permissive society t hat has lost knowledge of an d contact.
with its God. Marriage is generally taken quite lightly.
Ther e has been confusion for th ousand s of years about
marriage, divorce, and remarriage, but more t ha n ever
today.
The very PURPOSE for the institution of marriage is
intertwined with God's PU RPOSE in placing human life on
the earth. The basic law of God respecting maniage is
stated within the very account of the creation of man.
It begins in the first chapter in the Bible: "So God
created man in his own image, in the image of God crea ted
he him : ma le an d fema le created he t hem. And God
blessed them, and God said unto them, Be fruitful, an d
mult ipl y, and replenish the earth" (Genesis 1:27·28). And,
'Therefore sha ll 8 man leave his fath er and his mothe r,
and shall cleave unto his wife: and th ey shall be one flesh"
(Gen. 2:24).
The PURPOSE is to establish an d mai ntain FAMI LY
LIf E, prepari ng hu mans for immortal family life in the
Kingdom of God (which is the divine FAM ILY OF GOD).
Notice, first, this basic law establishing the marriage
institution says "e man shall lealJr his fa ther and his
mother • .•" The Hebrew word rela tes to forsaking or leev-
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but ignorant of it or not, it is binding, and aU will be
judged accord ingly in the final judgment. Ignorance does
not remove the validity and binding force or this very
serious covenant with wh ich, regardless of kn owledge, God
is non e the less directly involved.
The third maj or element of the basic marriage law of
Genesis 2:24 is that the married couple become "on e /k.h"
- ... . . and tht!] shall be one flesh. ..
From two entities - the famil ies of the groom and the
brid e. now em erge 8 new and third entity - another "on"
{ksh" - another family unit.
The " one flesh" includes sexual intercourse, and it can
be illegal and too often is. This is shown in I Corinthiana
6:16: " Wh a t? know ye not that he which is joined to an
harlo t is one body? for two.eaith he, shall be one flesh ." In
marriage this re lationship is honorab le (Heb. 13:4) a nd is
comma nded in Gen. 1:28; I Cor. 7:3·5 an d elsewhere. This
relationship in marri age is sacred and holy, unless used in
an unnatural, lustful or perverted way. God intended it (or
HOLY use, not lustful or perverted use. It was intended to
be a su preme expression of LOVE (not lust) , and love is an
outgoing concern and a ffection toward the one loved.
SeI in marriage is a prime agent in cementing and
gluing a marriage together. In an ever-tighte ning way , just
like glue that becomes a tighter bond as it ages, ~:rual
intercourse in marriage, with a right attitude of mind,
cements a marriage tighter 88 the years go by. One of the
most colossal abominations today - one of humanity's
grea test tragedies - is the wro ng use of BeI - both in and
out of marriage. Pre-mari tal promiscuity, adu ltery in marriage, and even lustful or perverted use of BU between
hushand and wife ca n ca use serious mental and moral
injury to participants.
There are obviously certain qualifications and disqualifi cations for a val id marriage:
1) The couple must be male and female. In this endlim e of abominab le immorality, even some ecclesiastics are
approving " marriage of two homosexuals or two lesbia ns."
Valid marriage can be only betwee n male and femal e
(Genes is 1:27-28 and 2:24).
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2) In this day of the IMmoral "New Moral ity," of
sesuel promiscuity, whe n probably a considerable majo rity of young men and women ha ve experienced pre-marital
eesual intercourse, the Church would ro le that. if a young
man marries a girl without first questionin g he r regarding
wpnity, if he discoven ebeence o( virginity upon marriage
it could not be evidence of fraud. Since it is probable today
that in a majority of cases the girl is not a virgin, and since
today a broken hymen ill not necessarily evidence of previous se xual intercourse, it should normally be expected
that in many, if not most cases, no evidence of virginity
would be found.
If a you ng man is unwi lling to many a ny but. virgin,
due to present unmoral conditions. he sho uld ascertain the
truth from t he girl before marriage. T ruly, we live in the
Western world in a condition where the land has been
abomina bly polluted.
There still are a few young men qu alified to enter
upon marriage wit ho ut t hemselves having committed (ornicatio n. In this era of frankness about IM!I, if such I man
feels he is entitled to a virgin for a wife, he should ask the
girl her own status. Then, if abe lies and deceives him, he
could reject her immediately aIter marriage, if he is that
"hard hearted." Today it is better for converted Spiritbegotten young people to forgive and forget,
What, then, constitutes a valid marriage?
When two people, of marriageable age, sincerely and
solemnly covenant with each other, in t he presence o(
witnesses. to take each other as husband and wife, then
upon consummating that covenant agreement by becoming "one f1:eslt.. in sexual intercourse. they are bound (or
their natural lives by the Eternal God. Since al l are com manded to be subject to the civil powen o( government,
the marriage shou ld be on ly by legal marriage license.
God is witness to aU marriage covena nts. He, and He
alone, joitu the marriage bond . It is He who " glues" the
marriage, not the minister, rab bi, priest. j udge, Ju sti ce of
the Peace or other human . Bu t of course propriety dietetes there should be a ceremony.
When such a union is j oined by God . as Jesus aaid,
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" Wh at therefore GOD hath joined together. let nol man
put asun der" (Mark 10:9; MalL 5:31. 32; 19:6; Rom. 7:1-3;
Gen. 2:24). In God 's sight man CA NNOT pu t as under uxjcin what God has 80 bound.
These are plain, d ear statements in God 's Word . They
need no interpreting. Arguments based on "obscure" or
difficult t o understand texts do not reverse them.
God simp ly makes no provision in His Word (or
divorce and remarriage in the modem usa ge of those
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has been rea red. God 's la ,,'S have bee n viola ted. Tragic
situations ha ve resultedr-r ",God's purpose is to cre ate wholesom e and happy FA M , -·
lU ES, based on holy and love-bound marriages. God 's purpose is to protect and prese rve happy famili es.
That is also our purpose in servi ng HIm - not to
break up families.
In teach ing Goo's T RUTH about marriage, our purpose
is to guide people into fonning ha ppy marriages an d a
tight. famil y structure. But because t he clergy has withheld God', TRUTH abou t marriage, many t ragic circumstances have developed.
God says: "My people are DESTROYED for lack of
knowledge: Because thou hast rejected kn owledge, I will
also reject thee, that thou sha lt be no pri est to me: seeing
that thou hast forgotte n the law of t hy God, I wil l also
forget thy chi ldren," So say a God to t he ministers who
have failed to teach the people GOD'S LAWS - and especially in regard to marria ge.
There are many tragic cases tod ay where there had
bee n a marriage, ofte n hasty and ill-considered. Afte r a few
months it ended in divorce, 88 we know divorce toda y.
Then they each married another, Children were born of
this marriage - now th ree, fou r, or five children, two or
three of these s till qu ite yo ung. Yet these marriages were
adu ltero us, not bou nd by God.
Now these victim s of the popular false but so -celled
" Christian " NO-LAW teaching- learn God's TR UTH about
marriage and divorce.
Perh aps one - either a husband or wife - has
become a begotten child of God - knows he or she cannot
continue living as an adulterer or ad ulteress.
What TRAGED Y!
There are children, There are now property rights and
considerations. There are fam ily end rela tives. If one now
dares obey God , the persecut ion will be heavy and full of
self-righteous indign ati on. The Church will be persecuted,
accused of " breaking up famili es," a ltho ug h our whole
effort is ·0 preserve Ismily life.
But to most people, GOD IS NOT IN TH E P ICTURE! Obey

terms,

Marriage is 8 very se rious relationship, ended on ly by
death. It is a very in timate relationshi p. The two become
ON E sha rin g life's probl em a, troubl es. successes
together. Much depends on right selectio n of • lifecompa nion. Mu ch ' depends
ATIlTUDE. Much depe nds
upon LOVE - rem embering that Jove is outgoing concern
for the good, welfare, happiness of the other!
God says this about LO VE. Love is very patient. Are
yo u? Love is kind - are )'Ou'! Love is not easily provoked.
How about yo u? Love is never selfish - are you'
A marriage can be happy a nd successful Read ou r
booklets: Your Maniagr Ca n Be Happy and Modrrn Dating.
.
Wh en you understand the PURPOSE of marriage, the
pennan ency and th e seriousness of marriage, it becomes
obvious th at God wente us to learn a very important
lesson. He wente U8 t o be very careful about entering into
a marriage covenan t relationship. We sho uld exercise a ll
caution, take a deq ua te time to make the right decision. .
A perso n contemplating marriage should use his head
as well as his heart. Our book. TM Missing Dimension in
Sa (free) shou ld be considered essential reading, as well as
the booklets on Dating an d Marriage,

on

Tra gic Cases
Because this world has been 80 universally and grossly
deceived - b ecau se t his world 's c ler gy, them selves
deceived into serving the god of this world an d withholding the T RlTI" H of God - because of the deteriorated.
immoral, permissive society in which today's generation

."

"
God, and people literally HAT E you! I said in the beginning
tnis truth v..i ll make some readers extremely A}ol CRY. Sudden ly i.hey will become more " righteous" t han God.
Ho.... do they look at the situation? They see the
EFFECT - a fa mily built on an adul terou s marri age. They
want to deal solely with t he EFFECT. Whate ver REUE\'£S
th e situation carnally, they want to do - and th ey will
become very "righteous" in it, "That family cocnr !'lOT BE
BROKEN up!.. they say, in hot indignation. If one or the
parties to an adulterous marriage, caused by a clergy that
has withheld God's Laws from the people - even taught
that God's Laws were done away - and also caused by a
societ y which has loved to ha ve it 50 - I say if one of the
parties to this u nfortunate adulterous marriage wants to
OBE Y A LM I GH TY GOD, ot hers will w ax HOT w i t h
indignatio n!
Perhaps cases just like this is what J esus' disciples had
in mind, when. after Jesus answered the Pharisees in Mat thew 19 :3-9, they asked: "If th e case of the man be so with
his wife, it is not good to merry,"
How did J esus answer this? He re plied, " All men
cannot receive this saying, save them to whom it is given:'
Which is to say, all men are unable or unwilling to obey
an d live as th ey must to enter the Kingdom of God. Jesus
never said it was th e easy way.
Then J esus said. " For there are so...e eunuchs, which
were &0 born . .. and there are some eunuchs. which were
made eunuchs of men : an d there be eunuchs. which ha ve
made themselves eunuchs for the kingdom of heaven's
sake. He that is able to receive it, let him receive it" (Matt.
19:10-12).
J esus never once compromised. with God's La w. God is
a God of M ER CY. Bu t He also is a God of J U STI CE. an d
rather than compromise one-millionth of an inch with His
Law, J esus gave His life to pay th e penalty we have
incurred by breakin g it .
Some times it becomes a mat ter of how mu ch are we
willing to suffe r - how much are we willing to sacrifice _
to be obedient and enter into th e Kingd om of God?
R emember, "There is a way which seemetb RI GHT

"
unto a man , but th e end thereof are th e ways of death "
IProv. 14:12).
I repeat once again: " For I reckon th at the su fferinp
of this present time are not worthy to be compared with
the GLO RY which shall be revealed in us" (Romans 8:18).
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