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 Once again spiritual Israel is being troubled by the Ahab of divorce and 
remarriage. Well known brethren are advocating in the magazines and on the Internet 
that put away persons may remarry, that God does not acknowledge that one has 
divorced and remarried if it is unlawful, and that the inspired order of events of Matthew 
19:9 (fornication by unfaithful spouse, divorce by innocent mate, and remarriage of 
innocent mate) are not binding. 
 I bear a higher regard for the scriptures than I do for what any man writes about 
them. I do not care who the man may be, if what he writes is inconsistent with the text or 
indefensible scripturally, I am going to object. It is unChristlike for any man to take the 
statement of another to its extreme use and assert publicly that his opponent holds that 
position. Even men in error rarely consider the logical ends of their doctrines and would 
strongly deny it if told of it. Truth is seldom at the extremes of man's understanding, nor 
is it in the golden mean between the two, rather it is found in the reasonable and 
rational apprehension of the faith. It is unfair to label one another's positions 
pejoratively. To illustrate my point, my faith is not called the "race to the courthouse" just 
as the faith of my brethren in error is not called the "new waiting game mental divorce." 
 At the same time, it is possible for good brethren to raise questions about 
doubtful, unclear statements made by others without any agenda other than that of 
coming to a common understanding of truth. I am weary of this atmosphere of suspicion 
that pervades much of the thinking and behavior of a few of our brethren 
 I do not believe in the "race to the courthouse." Nor do I believe the civil 
procedure of divorce supersedes God's law. The innocent party does not have to file 
suit first, nor must the innocent party succeed in winning the case. However, a good 
faith effort must be made on the part of the innocent mate to put away the spouse who 
is guilty of fornication. In a perfect world, a judge would grant the divorce to the innocent 
on the grounds of fornication, but this isn't a perfect world. Endeavoring to comply with 
whatever laws govern one's society is sufficient to answer the requirements of "putting 
away," regardless of outcome. 
 At the same time, I reject the other extreme of this issue advocating that God 
does not acknowledge that an unlawful divorce and remarriage have taken place. In 
every text that speaks of unscriptural divorce, God has acknowledged that it happened, 
lawful or not. He does not sanction it, but He clearly recognizes that it took place. In 
Romans 7:2-3 through the apostle Paul, God calls the first man her husband and the 
second man the one to whom she is presently married. Are they married? Yes. Does He 
approve? No. Is the first man still her husband? Yes. The woman and the second man 
are in sin because she unlawfully ended one union and entered into another. All 
sophistries that say otherwise are trumped by the fact that the inspired text 
acknowledges that she is married to another man.  
 In addition, I hold to the Divinely inspired order of events in the divorce texts 
(Matt. 5:32, 19:9). Nothing in the context or harmony of scriptures suggests that it is 
changeable. When a specific order of events is stated in the word, it is binding unless 
further qualified elsewhere in scripture. "He that believeth and is baptized" requires that 



baptism follows faith (Mark 16:16). He broke the bread and then He took the cup (1Cor. 
11) requires that we commune in that order. Reject a heretic after the second 
admonition (Titus 3:10) demands that one wait until the heretic is unsuccessfully 
rebuked a second time before rejecting him. Fornication by unfaithful spouse must 
come before any putting away regardless of how one understands putting away. 
 To say that God does not acknowledge that an unlawful divorce and remarriage 
has taken place is an overstatement. To say that the Divine order of events of first the 
fornication, then the putting away by innocent mate, then the remarriage, is not binding 
is an overstatement. And while the brethren who are making these overstatements may 
be practicing the truth on these matters, they are preaching more liberty than has been 
granted. 
 God has not mandated by law that one must divorce an unfaithful mate, nor has 
He mandated by law that the innocent mate must remarry following the divorce. Jesus 
granted permission to innocent mates to put away guilty spouses, and he granted 
permission to innocent mates who have done so to remarry. This is by definition a 
liberty and not a law. Do we have precedents in scripture for Christians to forgo Divinely 
granted liberties in order to comply with civil law? Certainly. Did Paul order Philemon to 
free Onesimus (a command), or did he ask him to release him (a liberty)? Civil law at 
that time permitted slavery, and Paul could not order Philemon to set Onesimus at 
liberty in violation of civil law. Paul told the Ephesian and Colossian servants and slaves 
to work honorably for their masters, not demand their freedom. We know that slavery is 
unacceptable to Christians, but in a culture that requires that slaves work for masters, a 
Christian would have to surrender this liberty if he were a slave. 
 Marriage is a blessing from God; He did not make it a law that one must marry. It 
is a Divinely granted liberty from God. Governments often make unfair restrictions on 
Christians that take away Divinely granted liberties. Christians do not insist on their 
liberties when it leads to the fall of another, or destroys their own influence, or violates a 
command to obey civil law. 
 In 1Timothy 4, Paul discusses false teachers who take liberty away from 
believers by false doctrines that restrict marriage. This is certainly not the same thing as 
a government passing laws restricting marriage. Our relationship and responsibilities 
are different toward government and false teachers. Are we prepared to say that 
whatever one can do to a false teacher, he can do also to government, and vice versa? 
 All of the intellectual gymnastics of the present error on divorce and remarriage 
will not change the fact that God does not permit put away persons to remarry (Matt. 
5:32); it will not change the Divinely inspired order of events of fornication, then divorce, 
then remarriage (Matt. 19:9); nor will it change the fact that God acknowledges that a 
divorce and remarriage have taken place even when it is unlawful and unsanctioned by 
Him (Rom. 7:2-3). 
 Be grounded in the truth, good Brethren. It’s coming around again. 


