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                                                       7-8-2013 

  

 

“MARRIAGE, PUTTING AWAY, REMARRIAGE” 

 

In Genesis, chapter one and chapter two, we read of God’s efforts in “creating the heavens and the earth.”  Of all that God 

created, the sixth day was His glorious work of bringing into existence man and woman – Adam & Eve.  A careful reading 

of these two chapters of Genesis will point the reader to an understanding as to how man and woman came into 

existence, in their original state.  Observe, in 1:26 there is a distinction between the “cattle,” “beast,” “creeping things,” and 

“man.”  It is not intended that one should think of man coming from these, (animals, birds, etc.) nor that man be connected 

with evolution from animals to man.  Man and woman are separate and apart from “beasts,” “creeping things,” and 

“cattle,” Gen. 1:24-31.  These two human beings were created in the image and likeness of God, Gen. 1:26. 

In Matt. 19:4 Jesus declares: “And he answered and said, Have ye not read, that he who made them from the beginning 

made them male and female.”  When all of this happened in Gen. 1, Jesus declares that “it was in the beginning.”  In 

the book of Mark, Jesus declares, “But from the beginning of creation, Male and female made he them.”  Here again, is 

the affirmation that this is the beginning of “creation.”  From chapter one through chapter 2:25 is what might be called “the 

beginning.”  This is the teaching of the Lord as to when the beginning was.  If one denies this, he then denies the Lord 

told the truth.  I know when the “beginning” was and believe the Lord told the truth. 

Man was created and then woman was created.  Because woman was taken from man she was called “woman,” Gen. 

2:23.  At this time marriage is introduced, Matt. 19:4-6; “And he answered and said, Have you not read, that he who made 

them from the beginning made them male and female, 5 and said, For this cause shall a man leave his father and mother, 

and shall cleave to his wife; and the two shall become one flesh? 6 So that they are no more two, but one flesh.  What 

therefore God hath joined together, let not man put asunder.”  In the New Testament we have affirmed that Jesus is the 

creator: Col. 2:16-17; Jno. 1:3; Heb. 1:2, etc.  So, we learn from the New Testament that Jesus was the one who 

introduced marriage into the world. In Matt. 19:4-6 Jesus was only restating what he had done and said, in the beginning.  

Jesus set marriage in motion at the beginning and it is still to be honored, “Let marriage be had in honor among all, and let 

the bed be undefiled,” Heb. 13:4.  This is marriage as approved by God in the “beginning.” 

At this point we shall pass by Deut. 7 and Deut. 24.  A discussion of these things is profitable, but does not have to do 

with the lesson at hand.  The Lord willing, I shall be concentrating more upon what is taught in the New Testament rather 

than what was observed in the Old Testament, under the Law of Moses. Later we shall see Deut. 24 and its relationship, 

or lack of relationship, to passages in the New Covenant. 

As I come to the New Testament and the teachings of Jesus, there are some things that need to be remembered. While 

living and teaching for three and one half years, we need to remember that Jesus was subject to the Law of Moses.  

Jesus, while on earth taught a preparatory gospel about New Testament things.  He taught concerning the “new birth,” 

yet, the “new birth” was associated with that which was to be in the “kingdom law,” not the Law of Moses.  He also 

taught concerning the “church,” Matt. 16:18.  The church was not in existence, yet he taught concerning that which will be 

and not that which was in existence at the present time.  The Lord discusses the subject of “withdrawing from a 

brother,” in Matt. 18:17; yet this was not to be a reality until the “kingdom law” came into existence.  In the SERMON 

ON THE MOUNT Jesus taught the importance of the coming kingdom and its law, “ROYAL LAW,” Jas. 2:8.  The word 

“royal” indicates it is a law that is associated with a king; thus a “kingdom law.” 
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In Matt.5:3 and 10 Jesus introduces the word “kingdom,” then continues speaking of the “kingdom idea” in verses 17.  

It becomes very clear that Jesus is introducing the “kingdom idea” indicating what will be and that it will continue.   

And in this discourse in verse 21 Jesus says, “Ye have heard that it was said by them of old time” and “I say unto 

you.”  He is making a clear distinction between the old law and the “kingdom law,” the “Royal law;” and he is preparing 

His audience for the passing away of the old law.  Consider Matt. 15:18-20: “18 For verily I say unto you, Till heaven and 

earth pass away, one jot or one tittle shall in no wise pass away from the law, till all things be accomplished.  19 

Whosoever therefore shall break one of the least commandments, and shall teach men so, shall be called least in the 

kingdom of heaven: but whosoever shall do and teach them, he shall be called great in the kingdom of heaven.  20 For I 

say unto you, that except your righteousness shall exceed the righteousness of the scribes and Pharisees, ye shall in no 

wise enter into the kingdom of heaven,” Matt. 5:18-20.  Notice in v. 18 there is a “passing away” of the law when “all 

things be accomplished.”  

The Lord now takes up teaching that is to be done in the “kingdom.”  If this teaching is done, he shall be called “great” 

in the kingdom of heaven, and if he does not teach these things, he shall be called “least” in the kingdom of heaven.  

Please notice, this is teaching that is to be done “in the kingdom of heaven.”  I recognize, at this point the kingdom was 

not in existence; so, he has to be talking about that which is to come – “the kingdom.”  He is making a point as to what 

is to be taught in the kingdom.  Here is the teaching: “you have heard it said,” and “I say unto you.” 

During sixty (60) years of preaching, I have never heard a preacher address this text and explain it in the light of how the 

Lord is presenting it.  The idea of this text was suggested to me by brother Elmer Moore many years ago.  There are parts 

of the law that are as true in the New Testament as they were in the Old Testament.  The only way one can learn what is 

included and what is not included is by finding what is required in the New Testament.  If there are parts of the Law that 

are brought to the New Testament, then we know that part of the Law is a part of the New Testament law.  We need to 

remember the Law was “nailed” to the cross, Col. 2:14; this Old Law has “died,” Rom. 7:1-4.  This is why the Bible 

refers to the law associated with Christ as a “New Covenant,” Heb. 8:13. Please let me illustrate the point I am making.  

Consider the Ten Commandments of the Law of Moses:  (1) One is not to have other Gods in his life.  This is also found 

in the New Testament, Acts 14:15.  (2) Idolatry is condemned in the old law and it is condemned in the New Testament in 

I Jno. 5:21.  (3) Using the Lord’s name in vain, is condemned. The same is seen in Jas. 5:12.  (4) One is taught to honor 

his father and his mother.  This also is taught in the New Covenant, Eph. 6:1-2.  (5)  Thou shalt not kill, yet, this is also 

condemned in the New Testament, Rom. 13:9, I Jno. 3:15.  (6) Adultery is condemned in the old law.  It is also 

condemned in the new law, I Cor. 6:9.   (7) One is taught not to steal under the old law;  yet, we find it wrong also in the 

new testament, Eph. 4:28.  (8) A false witness is condemned in the Ten Commandments.  A false witness is also a sin 

under the new law, Col. 3:9.   (9) Covetousness is condemned in the old law.  This sin is condemned in the new law also,  

Col. 3:5.  All of the nine commandments are stated as a part of the “Law of the Kingdom.”  The Sabbath Law is not 

reiterated in the New Testament and thus is not a part of the “Kingdom Law!”  You see, there are parts of the Law of 

Moses that became a part of the “Kingdom Law,” only because they are designated in the New Testament. 

This is what the Lord was talking about when he said,  “Whosoever therefore shall break one of these least 

commandments, and shall teach men so, shall be called least in the kingdom of heaven; but  whosoever shall do and 

teach them, he shall be called great in the kingdom of heaven,” Matt. 5:19.  You will note he is discussing who will be 

“great” and who will be “least” in the kingdom.   Possibly, I need to remind the reader the term “kingdom” and 

“church” describe the same people and thus is talking about the same people.  The “church” did not come into 

existence until the day of Pentecost and thus, the “kingdom” was not in existence until the day of Pentecost! 

When Jesus said, “You have heard that it was said to them of old time,” He meant: this is what the old law taught.  When 

Jesus said, “But I say unto you,” He meant: this is the teaching (by My authority) that will be taught in the new covenant as 

“kingdom law.”  
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We have established the fact of certain “teaching” being in the kingdom and that this teaching has to do with those 

things that are brought into the “kingdom law,” from the Law of Moses.  Again I remind you that it is only those things 

that have been designated in the New Testament.  You cannot take anything of the Old Law and say, “this needs to be 

taught” – only those things the New Testament designates, are to be taught.  This will eliminate animal sacrifice, feast 

days, year of Jubilee, etc., because these were not brought into the New Testament.  If you are following closely, you now 

are beginning to observe the teaching of Matt. 5 when Jesus said, “Ye have heard that it was said to them of old time,” 

and “But I say unto you.” Jesus has made a distinction between what is to be taught in the church; or, in the kingdom – 

and what is not to be taught in the “Kingdom Law.”    

1.  V. 21 shows it is wrong to kill; Ex. 20:13; Deut. 5:17, Rom. 13:9, yet, it is equally wrong to be angry with your brother, 

Matt. 5:22.  

 2. V. 27 teaches it is wrong to commit adultery, Deut. 5:18; I Cor. 6:9, and it’s also wrong “to look on a woman to lust after 

her,” Matt. 5:28.  

 3.  V. 31 teaches the giving of a writing of divorcement, Deut. 24, (this is not repeated in the “kingdom law.”  ”but I say 

unto you, that every one that putteth away his wife, saving for the cause of fornication, maketh her an adulteress: and 

whosoever shall marry her when she is put away commit adultery,” v. 32. 

 4. V. 33 teaches we are not to “foreswear thyself,” Lev. 19:12; Jas. 5:12, and also teaches, “swear not.”    

5. V. 38 teaches “An eye for an eye, and a tooth for a tooth,” Ex. 21:24, (this commandment is not in the New Testament 

Law), this passage also teaches “give to him that asketh thee, and from him that would borrow of thee turn not thou 

away,”  Matt. 5:42. 

 6.  V. 43 teaches “thou shalt love thy neighbor and hate thine enemy,” Lev. 19:17-18, (not found in New Testament) and 

this “I say unto you,” text teaches we are to “love our enemies,” Matt. 5:44.  

Now, in the middle of these points, (# 3), we find the teaching concerning marriage and “putting away.”  Deut. 24 is 
quoted, but one cannot find in the New Testament where it is taught as being a part of the “kingdom law.”  Under the old 
Law a man could give his wife a “writing of divorcement” and she could marry again, & again, & again; the only restriction 
on the woman was, “4 her former husband, who sent her away, may not take her again to be his wife,” Deut. 24:4.  Jesus 
looks at this teaching in Matt. 19 and goes all the way back to the beginning and says, “Moses for your hardness of heart 
suffered you to put away your wives: but from the beginning it hath not been so,” Matt. 19:8.  So, Jesus passes by Deut. 
24 and goes back to “the beginning,” and picks up what was intended at the “beginning.”  Jesus tells us why the interim 
law was allowed – “because of the hardness of your hearts.”  This passage, v. 32 cannot be an explanation of Deut. 24. 
 

In the above, items 1, 2, 4, all are found in the New Testament.  Numbers 3, 5, 6, the “You have heard it said,” is not 

found in the New Testament.  Jesus, in the statement, “I say unto you,” is the part that is to be taught in the “kingdom 

law,” so is stated in Matt. 5:19.  Jesus is designating what is to be taught in the kingdom!    Each time the statement, “I 

say unto you,” is presented, it is understood that that is a part of the “kingdom law.”  V. 31 & 32 are contradictory. The 

second part is to be taught in the kingdom.  V. 38 & 39-42 do not match up; so, both cannot be true, but the part that says, 

“I say unto you,” is a part of the  “kingdom law.”  In v. 43 again, does not match up with the “kingdom law.”  The “I say 

unto you is a part of the “kingdom law.” V. 44-48. 

In all of this we learn a lesson: Some of the things stated under the statement, “You have heard it said,” are to be taught 

and some of the things are not to be taught; but all of the things presented under the statement, “I say unto you,” are to 

be taught, in the kingdom law! This is why Jesus made this distinction between the two statements, “You have heard it 

said,” and “I say unto you.”   

This brings us to the conclusion that Matt. 5:32, Matt. 19:9, Mk. 10:11-12, and Lk.16:18 are not discussing the Old 

Testament; but rather teaching concerning that which will be associated with the “kingdom law.”  This was a 

preparatory gospel for the New Testament. 
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I have heard it argued from Rom. 7:1-4 that Paul did not state the exception, so there is no such thing as an exception!  

According to them, only death could release the marriage bond.  That is not what Paul is arguing in Rom. 7.  He is 

showing that when a man dies his wife is released from the marriage bond; consequently, when the Law of Moses died, 

people were released from that Law of Moses and could be joined to another law, Rom. 7:4 was and is the Law of Christ.  

Jesus had already taught concerning his law in Matt. 5:32; Matt. 19:9; Mk. 10:11 and Lk. 16:18; and thus, there is no need 

to teach again what He has already stated.  

As we pass from the Old Testament to the New Testament, it should be with great interest to consider what has been 

presented in the Law of Moses and realize that the marriage law of the Old Law is not the same as the marriage law of the 

New Covenant.  If we may, let’s start back at the beginning and observe what God revealed about the marriage law in 

the beginning.  

“MARRIAGE LAW INTRODUCED BY GOD!” 
 

In Gen. 2:7 it is stated, “And Jehovah God formed man of the dust of the ground, and breathed into his nostrils the 
breath of life; and man became a living soul.”  A garden was made for man, Gen. 2:8.  This garden provided for all the 
needs of man, as is stated in Gen.2:8-16. Of one tree in the garden man was informed, “17 but of the tree of the 
knowledge of good and evil, thou shalt not eat off it: for in the day that thou eatest thereof thou shalt surely die,” Gen. 

2:17.  We now have man in a garden, provided by God; but man is alone and God said: “It is not good that the man 
should be alone,” Gen. 2:18. 
                      
Attention is given the fact that, “It is not good that the man should be alone,” Gen. 2:18.  God caused a “deep sleep” 
to come upon Adam and from man’s side he took a rib, and from this rib he made a help meet and Adam said, “This is 
now bone of my bones, and flesh of my flesh: she shall be called: “woman,” Gen. 2:23.   This statement is made in Gen. 
2:23-24 and special consideration needs to be given to these verses: “And the man said This is bone of my bones, and 
flesh of my flesh: she shall be called Woman, because she was taken out of man.  24 Therefore shall a man leave his 
father and his mother, and shall cleave unto his wife; and they shall be one flesh,” Gen. 2:23-24.  While reading this text in 
the Old Testament one needs to remember what the Lord said in Matt. 19, “4 And have you not read, that he who made 
them from the beginning made them male and female,  5 and said, For this cause shall a man leave his father and 
mother, and shall cleave to his wife; and the two shall become one flesh?  6 So that they are no more two, but one flesh.  
What therefore God hath joined together, let not man put asunder;”  Matt. 19:4-6.  Adam did not make the marriage law, 
Jesus did!  Jno. 1:3; Heb. 1:2; Col. 1:16-17 among other passages of the New Testament which teach Jesus was the 
one who created all things.  From Matt.19:5 we learn Jesus was the one who instituted the marriage law, not Adam.  
So the marriage law came from God (Jesus) and not from man. 
 
It is interesting to observe that “in the beginning” there was only one man (Adam) and one woman (Eve).  This was the 

entirety of the male and female in existence. So, we begin with a law that is given to them and to all that follow.  This is 

why we discuss marriage as being a universal law! 

“MARRIAGE LAW IS UNIVERSAL” 

When the marriage law was given, there were only two people, Adam and Eve. It is stated, “for this cause a man shall 

leave his father and his mother, and shall cleave unto his wife: and they shall be one flesh,” Gen. 2:24.  This law was 

given to all men and all women; it is a “universal law.”  Marriage is for all men and all women.  Where ever a person 

may be, on the face of the earth, it applies to those men and those women.  All people from the East and from the West; 

those from the North and from the South – and all in between, all are under the “marriage law.”  That law is stated in Gen. 

2:24.  It is restated in Matt. 19:5.  In this context it is stated that this is the way God had intended it from the “beginning,” 

Matt. 19:8. 

1.  Under the Law of Moses God’s people were not permitted to marry outside of the twelve tribes.  The first reason I shall 

cite has to do with prophesy.  Jesus was to be of the “seed of woman,” Gen. 3:15.  This prophesy is stated to be fulfilled 

in Gal. 4:4-5, “4 but when the fullness of time came, God sent forth his Son, born of a woman, born under the law,  5 that 

he might redeem them that were under the law, that we might receive the adoption of sons.”  A promise was made to 

Abraham, “3 …..and in thee shall all the families of the earth be blessed,” Gen. 12:3.  Paul, in Gal. 3:8 said, “8 And the 

scripture, foreseeing that God would justify the Gentiles by faith, preached the gospel beforehand unto Abraham, saying, 
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In thee shall all the nations be blessed.”  A little further one will find the following statement: “16 Now to Abraham were the 

promises spoken, and to his seed.  He saith not, and to seeds, as of many; but as of one, And thy seed, which is Christ,” 

Gal. 3:16.  I could continue this thought; but, I believe you get the point.  Jesus was to be of the tribe of Judah, a prophet 

would arise from Moses, one would build a house from the seed of David and be born of a virgin.   

There was a need to keep the seed within the family of Israel.  When one takes a look at the Genealogy of Matthew in 

Matt. 1, and the genealogy of Luke the third chapter, you are impressed with the fact of there being a need to keep the 

line of his people so all of these promises could come to fruition through the blood line of Christ.               

2.  Now we continue with another thought that would impose upon his people to keep the “marriage law,” within the tribes 
of Israel.  The best way for me to explain this point is to note Moses’ command to his people.  “1 When Jehovah thy God 
shall bring thee into the land whither thou goest to possess it, and shall cast out many nations before thee, the Hittite, and 
the Girgashite, and the Amorite, and the Canaanite, and the Perizzite, and the Hivite, and the Jebusite, seven nations 
greater and mightier than thou;  2 and when Jehovah thy God shall deliver them up before thee, and thou shalt smite 
them; then thou shalt utterly destroy them: thou shalt make no covenant with them, nor show mercy unto them;  3 neither 
shalt thou make marriages with them; thy daughter thou shalt not give unto his son, nor his daughter shalt thou take unto 
thy son.  4 For he will turn away thy son from following me, that they may serve other gods: so will the anger of Jehovah 
be kindled against you, and he will destroy thee quickly,” Deut. 7:1-4.  God stated, “For thou art a holy people unto 
Jehovah thy God: Jehovah thy God hath chosen thee to be a people for his own possession, above all peoples that are 
upon the face of the earth,” Deut. 7:6.  God wanted his people to be a separate people.  Keeping them free from the 

Idolatrous practices demanded a separation; so, they were not to marry outside of Israel. 
 
God had designated that marriage for the children of Israel was not to be outside of the camp of Israel.  A violation of this 

law is recorded in Num. 25.  This example to the children of Israel was for the purpose of showing they could not join 

themselves to the people and their idolatry in the land.  This event does not deal with marriage; but rather, how the people 

are to be separated.  And another example of departure is found in Deut. 17:14-20, this teaches concerning an appointed 

king and what he is and is not to do.  Take a look at Deut. 17:17 and observe the king was not to multiply “wives unto 

himself.”  I remember this was a downfall of Solomon and what he did during his kingship over Israel, I Ki. 11:9-10, “9 And 

Jehovah was angry with Solomon because his heart was turned away from Jehovah, the God of Israel, who had appeared 

unto him twice,  10 and had commanded him concerning this thing, that he should not go after other gods: but he kept not 

that which Jehovah commanded.”  So you see, this became a curse to Solomon and caused him to serve other gods 

having forsaken the God of Israel.  “For it came to pass, when Solomon was old, that his wives turned away his heart after 

other gods; and his heart was not perfect with Jehovah his God, as was the heart of David his father,” I Ki. 11:4.  When 

Ezra came into the land of Canaan he charged the people with having given their sons and daughters to people with 

“mixed marriages,” Ezra 9:12; 10:1-44. They were told to put away their foreign wives and this they did. 

This being said and the people being knit together, it is only fitting for us to be reminded that God “hated putting away,”  

Mal. 2:16. 

“PUTTING AWAY” 

“I hate putting away,” (ASV), Mal. 2:16, is a statement made by God, in a context of Judah becoming idolaters.  God uses 
this, the relationship of one’s wife to illustrate the terrible sin committed by Judah.  A covenant is made with one’s wife and 
that covenant is to be honored.  A covenant has been made with God and his covenant is to be honored – you violate the 
covenant by joining yourself to an idol!  God hates “putting away,” whether it be with one’s wife or with God in leaving to 
serve idols.  
 

A key word is found in the context of Mal. 2:10-16, is “treacherously,” V. 14, 15, 16.  Judah was not to be 

“treacherous” with his wife; nor with his God.  God hates “putting away.”  In either of these cases, marriage, or 

Idolatry, God is not pleased.   

It is a terrible thing for Judah to forsake God and serve Idols; it is also terrible for one to forsake the covenant of “the wife 
of his youth,” Mal. 2:15.  God no more wants one to break the covenant with God, leave and serve idols, than to break the 
covenant with his wife and leave her for another woman.  When one becomes involved in this manner, with God or his 
wife, he is dealing “treacherously,” with his wife and God.  God uses marriage to teach a lesson to Judah.  God does 
not want us to deal “treacherous-ly,” either with one’s wife or his God.  
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“HOMOSEXUALITY” 

A perverted form of marriage was manifested by the cities of Sodom and Gomorrah.  These cities were practicing 

“Homosexuality.”  This is described in Rom. 1:26-27, “26 For this cause God gave them up unto vile passions: for their 

women changed the natural use into that which is against nature:  27 and likewise also the men, leaving the natural use 

of the woman, burned in their lust one toward another, men with men working unseemliness, and receiving in themselves 

that recompense of their error which was due.”  This was a perversion of the marriage relationship.  Because of God’s 

displeasure of this perversion, unnatural passion, the cities of Sodom and Gomorrah were destroyed, “27 And Abraham 

gat up early in the morning to the place where he had stood before Jehovah; 28 and he looked toward Sodom and 

Gomorrah, and toward all the land of the Plain, and beheld, and, lo, the smoke of the land went up as the smoke of a 

furnace,” Gen. 19:27-28.  This is God’s displeasure upon that which is a perversion of the “marriage law!”  “7 Even as 

Sodom and Gomorrah, and the cities about them, having in like manner with these given themselves over to fornication 

and gone after strange flesh are set forth as an example, suffering the punishment of eternal fire,” Jude 7.  The teaching 

of the Bible is:  “Homosexuality” is wrong!  It is a violation of God’s marriage law! 

“DAVID” 

I cannot leave this material from the Old Testament without saying something about David and Bath-sheba, II Sam. 11:1 
– 12:25.  This is a sad story of what happened to David, when he became involved with another man’s wife.  Because of 
his own lust he tried to cover the sin of adultery, he caused a man to be drunk, had this man, - a man devoted to his king 
and his people, carry his own death note to the captain, all because David desired another man’s wife.  Because of his 
sins, related to Bath-sheba, a prophet was sent to David and told him of a man that had a little ewe lamb. This story is told 
by the prophet for the purpose of being able to say: “Thou art the man,” II Sam. 12:7.  All of this was because of not 
having proper respect for God’s marriage law at that time in his life.       
           
Time spent thinking and meditating upon the tragedy of David, would be worthwhile.  Consider, if you will, the noble 
character of Uriah! (Have you noticed in II Sam. 23:39 Uriah is listed as a “mighty man” of David?)  It would be worthwhile 
for us to ponder what is right and wrong in this life and not mess with God’s law of marriage, the law we live under.  We 
must keep the Law of Christ and not be a violator of the law; thus, a sinner in the eyes of God, I Jno. 3:4. 
                      

“MARRIAGE IN THE NEW TESTAMENT” 

In Heb. 13:4 we find, “Let marriage be had in honor among all, and let the bed be undefiled: for fornicators and adulterers 
God will judge.”  Jesus takes the marriage law back to the beginning of man and woman when the marriage law was 
instituted: “For this cause shall a man leave his father and mother, and shall cleave to his wife; and the two shall become 
one flesh?  6 So that they are no more two, but one flesh.  What therefore God hath joined together, let not man put 
asunder,”  Matt. 19:5-6; (Also, Mk. 10:7-9; Eph. 5:31).  All of these passages express the marriage law for the “kingdom 
law.”  Paul said, in I Cor. 7:2, “But, because of fornications, let each man have his own wife, and let each woman have 
her own husband.”   Paul stated, “And so ordain I in all the churches,” I Cor. 7:17.  This law of marriage was taught and 
practiced in all of the churches of the first century – the apostles doctrine, Acts 2:42.  The “marriage law” continues to be 
a practice today, in the kingdom.  
 
So, from the beginning of man God intended there be one man and one woman in a marriage and that it be for “life.”  In 
Matt. 19:6, “What therefore God hath joined together, let not man put asunder.”  On this point consider Rom. 7:1-4. While 
teaching the fact of the Law of Moses being done away, he uses the “law of marriage” to illustrate it.  “Or are ye 
ignorant, brethren (for I speak to men who know the law), that the law hath dominion over a man for so long time as he 
liveth?  2 For the woman that hath a husband is bound by law to the husband while he liveth; but if the husband die, she is 
discharged from the law of the husband.  3 So then if, while the husband liveth, she be joined to another man, she shall 
be called an adulteress: but if the husband die, she is free from the law, so that she is no adulteress, though she be joined 
to another man.  4 Wherefore, my brethren, ye also were made dead to the law through the body of Christ; that ye should 
be joined to another, even to him who was raised from the dead, that we might bring forth fruit unto God,”  Rom. 7:1-4.  
This passage is teaching that at the death of either the husband or the wife, the marriage law ceases to exist.  Thus, we 
have the statement made in Matt. 22:30, “For in the resurrection they neither marry, nor are given in marriage, but are as 
angels in heaven.”  So, marriage is for “this life,” and is not to be extended beyond “this life.”  
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When two individuals determine to leave mother and father and cleave one to the other, they are to have their mind made 
up that they are “leaving” mother and father.  This determination is for life – the wife to the husband and the husband to 
the wife.  The marriage determination is, “we will be together for life,” until “death we do part.”  The marriage law 
involves a man and a woman and God.  Man makes a covenant with his wife and a wife makes a covenant with her 
husband, and the two make a covenant with God; Mal. 2:14, “Because Jehovah hath been witness between thee and the 
wife of thy youth, against thou whom thou hast dealt treacherously, though she is thy companion, and the wife of thy 
covenant.” 

 

“HUSBAND LOVE YOUR WIFE – WIFE LOVE YOUR 
HUSBAND” 

 
Aside from the lifelong covenant, the New Testament teaches the husband is to love his wife,  “25 Husbands, love your 
wives, even as Christ also loved the church, and gave himself up for it,” Eph. 5:25. The bible also teaches, “young women 
to love their husbands,” Tit. 2:4, (I am mindful of the fact of a different word being used for love in Tit. 2:4; but I believe in 
this context to have a similar meaning).  I understand the word love to have the meaning of: “acting in a beneficial 
manner toward.”  The husband is to act in a “beneficial manner toward his wife” and the wife is to act in a “beneficial 
manner toward her husband.”  God so loved the world he acted in a “beneficial manner toward man,” Jno. 3:16. Also, 
we are to love the brethren, act in a beneficial manner toward our brother, I Jno. 4:20.   From this material we learn the 
husband’s concern for his wife and the wife’s concern for her husband –Don’t forget it. 
 
Consider a statement from the apostle Paul to the church at Ephesus, “28 Even so ought husbands also to love their own 

wives as their own bodies, He that loveth his own wife loveth himself:  29 for no man ever hateth his own flesh; but 

nourisheth and cherisheth it, even as Christ also the church; 30 because we are members of his body,” Eph. 5:28-30.  

From Tit. 2:4, “that they may train the young women to love their husbands, to love their children.”  In this passage we 

learn the wife is to “love” her husband.  If the husband is to love the wife – act in a beneficial manner toward the wife 

– and the wife is to love her husband – act in a beneficial manner toward the husband – we have both the wife and the 

husband designated as one body, “one person,” Eph. 5:31.   

The husband is interested in the needs of that part of his body that is designated as a wife and the wife being interested in 

that part of her body designated as a husband.  Both are acting in a beneficial manner toward their mate, the wife or the 

husband, and thus both are interested in the well-being of the other.  What better arrangement could there be than both 

looking after each other – “the two shall become one flesh,” Eph. 5:31; Matt. 19:5; Mk. 10:8?  We now have the needs 

of the wife being considered by the husband and the needs of the husband being considered by the wife – the reason 

being, the husband and the wife are one flesh and “no man hateth his own flesh,” Eph. 5:28-29.  The husband is to 

love the wife and the wife is to love the husband.  They are one flesh and thus, nourishing and cherishing themselves 

– “one flesh!”   

But more than this, Peter adds another dimension to the marriage relationship by stating: “Ye husbands, in like manner, 
dwell with your wives according to knowledge, giving honor unto the woman, as unto the weaker vessel, as being also 
joint-heirs of the grace of life; to the end that your prayers be not hindered,” I Pet. 3:7 
 
The idea of a “weaker vessel,” is that of not being of the physical strength of the man.  The reason is that she was 
designed for a different purpose – the bible describes her as being a “help meet” to man, Gen. 2:18.  She has been 
designed for the purpose of incubating and giving birth to children.  She is designed to be a “home maker,” designed to be 
tender and caring for those that need to be cared for.  It has never been the design of women to exhibit the baser 
characteristics of a man: curse like men, drink like men, dress like men and to be course and brutish!  She is to be the 
beauty of the home and the caring one of the house.  When certain “liberation groups” want to take woman and make 
her what she is not, they do her a great injustice.  With all of their efforts to make her a man and then wonder why she is 
not treated like a woman, is a great marvel.  Women have a place in life, a place of beauty and a place of respect.  Why 
would anyone want to take her beauty and tenderness and try to make a man of her – it is beyond my comprehension. 
               
Peter writes, “as being also joint-heirs of the grace of life;”  I Pet. 3:7.  The husband and wife who are Christians are 

“joint-heirs,” “equal-heirs.” They become co-inheritors of eternal life.  The husband should think of how he can help his 

wife reach heaven, and the wife should think of how she can help her husband reach heaven.  These two, which are one, 

are to think of how they can assist their mate in living the Christian life and of going to heaven. 
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In I Cor. 7:3-4: “Let the husband render unto the wife her due: and likewise also the wife unto her hus-band. 4 The wife 

hath not power over her own body, but the husband: and likewise also the husband hath not power over his own body, but 

the wife.”  This all has to do with the way the husband is to treat his wife and how the wife is to treat her husband, and the 

motives behind such conduct.  Both the husband and the wife should “act in a beneficial manner toward their mate;” 

they need to remember the wife is the weaker vessel and thus, honor should be extended to her; it also should be 

remembered that they are “joint-heirs” to heaven and each should help the other to live a life worthy of heaven.  Should 

these qualities prevail – the husband loving the wife and the wife loving the husband – possibly the thought of Gen. 3:16, 

“Thy desire shall be to thy husband,” will be more meaningful. 

 

“MARRIAGE LAW” 

In Rom. 5:13-14, Paul advises us that: “13 sin is not imputed where there is no law.  14 Nevertheless death reigned from 

Adam until Moses, even over them that had not sinned after the likeness of Adam’s transgression, who is a figure of him 

that was to come.”  The question arises as to whether “marriage” is under law!  The following is to show that man has 

always been under law. 

A definition of sin is given in I Jno. 3:4, “Whosoever committeth sin transgresseth also the law: for sin is the transgression 
of the law,” (KJV).  In this text we learn that “sin is a transgression of law.”  Adam and Eve sinned so there was “a 
transgression of law.”  Man has always been under law. In verse 14 of Romans 5 we have the statement, “Death reigned 
from Adam to Moses.”  From this we learn there had been law from Adam to Moses.  

 
There is what has been designated as the “Patriarchal Law,” because it was a law to the patriarchs.  It is stated in Gal. 
3:19 that the “Law of Moses was added to this law!”  “19 What then is the law?  It was added because of 
transgressions, till the seed should come to whom the promise hath been made; and it was ordained through angels by 
the hand of a mediator.”  One must ask himself, “To what was the law added?”  The “Law of Moses” was added to the 
“Patriarchal Law” - became a part of the Law of Moses. This is the reason for Paul injecting verse 14 and verse 15 in 
Rom. 2: “(14 for when Gentiles that have not the law do by nature the things of the law, these, not having the law, are the 
law unto themselves;  15 in that they show the work of the law written in their hearts, their conscience bearing witness 
therewith, and their thoughts one with another accusing or else excusing them).”  These people will be judged, “doing by 
nature the things of the law.”  When the Law of Moses died, Rom. 7:4, that which it was added to died also; because 
it was all of the “Law of Moses.”  Paul affirms the law was “nailed to the cross,” Col. 2:14.  This was necessary for there 
was another law to take its place – “the law of Christ.” 
 

“THE LAW OF THE SPIRIT OF LIFE IN CHRIST JESUS” 

It is now time for us to consider the “Law of Christ,” in Rom. 8:1-4, “1 There is therefore now no condemnation to them 
that are in Christ Jesus.  2 For the law of the Spirit of life in Christ Jesus made me free from the law of sin and of death.  3 
For what the law could not do, in that it was weak through the flesh, God sending his own Son in the likeness of sinful 
flesh and for sin, condemned sin in the flesh:  4 That the ordinance of the law might be fulfilled in us, who walk not after 
the flesh, but after the Spirit.”  In this text we find three laws: 1. “Law of Moses;” 2. “Law of sin and of death;”  3. “The 
law of the Spirit of life in Christ.”  The first two laws are directed toward the Law of Christ – stating what was 
accomplished through the Law of Christ.  It is necessary for us to take a look at each of these laws.     
 
The Law of sin and death is demonstrated in Rom. 1, 2, 3.  It is shown in chapter one that there is a need for salvation 
to be extended to the Gentiles.  All of the terrible sins that are listed in Rom. 1 show the Gentiles need the Gospel of 
Christ, Rom. 1:16.  Concerning their state with God, it is said: “that they that practice such things are worthy of death,” 
Rom. 1:32.  In Rom. 2, Paul shows the Jews practice the same thing and are in the same condition.  “And reckonest thou 
this, O man, who judgest them that practice such things and doest the same, that thou shalt escape the judgment of 
God?” Rom. 2:4.  A conclusion is drawn in Rom. 3:23, “for all have sinned, and fall short of the glory of God.”  It is now 
understood that all need the Gospel,” Rom. 1:16.  
 
From the beginning of man there has been sin and where there is no law there has been no sin.  We draw the conclusion 
that law has been provided from “Adam to Moses,” Rom. 5:14.  Yet, we know there has been “the Law of Moses,” from 
Moses to Christ, Col. 2:14. Paul argues in Heb. 10:4, “For it is impossible that the blood of bulls and goats should take 
away sins.”  In this then, the Law of Moses could not help those under the Law of sin and death!  No help came from the 
Law of Moses because there is a “remembrance made of sins year by year,” Heb. 10:3.  We now come to the point of 
needing a law that can provide what the Law of Moses could not provide – remission of sins. 
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Jesus says, “I am the way, and the truth, and the life: no one cometh unto the Father, but by me,” Jno. 14:6.  Jesus is 
said to have a testament, “15 And for this cause he is the mediator of a new covenant, that a death having taken place for 
the redemption of the transgressions that were under the first covenant, they that have been called may receive the 
promise of the eternal inheritance, 16 For where a testament is, there must of necessity be the death of him that made it.  
17 For a testament is of force where there hath been death: for it doth never avail while he that made it liveth.” Heb. 9:15-
17.  When Jesus died he died for his testament – law – and his law came into existence.  Associated with this death was 
the shedding of blood, “8 But God commendeth his own love toward us, in that, while we were yet sinners, Christ died for 
us.  9 Much more then, being now justified by his blood, shall we be saved from the wrath of God through him,” Rom. 5:8-
9.  We have established the fact of Jesus shedding his blood and it is by the blood of Christ that we are saved and not 
by the blood of animals: bulls & goats, etc. 
 
This is the reason for the statement in Romans 8, “3 for what the law could not do, in that it was weak through the flesh, 
God, sending his own Son in the likeness of sinful flesh and for sin, condemned sin in the flesh,” Rom. 8:3.  “What the 
Law of Moses could not do” – produce the remission of sins – “THE LAW OF THE SPIRIT OF LIFE IN CHRIST 
JESUS could do and did do.  This Law could produce freedom from the “Law of sin and of death,” and produce the 
“remission of sins.”  
 
“THE LAW OF THE SPIRIT OF LIFE IN CHRIST JESUS,” is referred to as “The Law of faith,” Rom. 3:27; this law is 
referred to as “the perfect law, the law of liberty,” Jas. 1:25, 2:12; this law is referred to as “the royal law,” Jas. 2:8; this law 
is referred to as “the law of the Spirit of life in Christ Jesus,” Rom. 8:2. What the law of Moses could not do, this law did – 
make us “free from the law of sin and death,” Rom. 8:1-4. 
 
Often, one hears some preacher, or person, say, “We are not under law but under grace!”  All one has to do is look about 
him and note the sinful acts and deeds committed by many people and then observe from the Bible the sins being 
condemned in the Word of God.  Remember, “Where there is no law there is no sin!” Rom.  5:13.  There is sin, so there 
is law. 
 
We have presented the fact of the “marriage law” being under the “Kingdom Law,” so now I shall show that anything 
other than the marriage law is condemned.  It is understood some people, men and women, choose not to marry and that 
is acceptable in the eyes of the Lord.  I can cite a man who did not marry: Paul, I Cor. 9:5; I Cor. 7:8; and women – Philip 
had four virgin daughters that had not married, Acts 21:8-9.  Should one not be able to live a celebrate life without 
sinning, it is “better to marry than to burn,” I Cor. 7:9. 

 

“PERVERSIONS OF MARRIAGE ARE CONDEMNED” 

Under the “Kingdom Law,” we are taught to, “flee fornication,” I Cor. 6:18.  We are also taught that “fornicators and 

adulterers God will judge,” Heb. 13:4.  Fornication and adultery are listed as works of the flesh and thus a sin, Gal. 5:16-

19.  In Rev. 21:8 fornicators are listed as being among those that will “be in the lake that burneth with fire and brimstone.” 

Fornication is listed as sin, so, it has to be under the “Kingdom Law!”  Included in all of this is the sin of 

“homosexuality.”  You can find a listing in Rom. 1:26-27; I Cor. 6:9-11; II Pet. 2:6; I Tim. 1:10, “for abusers of 

themselves with men.” “Even as Sodom and  Gomorrah, and the cities about them, having in like manner with them given 

themselves over to fornication and gone after strange flesh, are set forth as an example, suffering the punishment of 

eternal fire,” Jude 7.  Notice in Jude 7 homosexuality is called “fornication!” 

Consider a truth, taught in Jas. 2, showing that it is not right to be a “respecter of persons.”  “9 but if ye have respect of 
persons, ye commit sin, being convicted by the law as transgressors.  10 For whosoever shall keep the whole law, and yet 
stumble in one point, he is become guilty of all. 11 For he that said, Do not commit adultery, said also, Do not kill.  Now if 
thou dost not commit adultery, but killest, thou art become a transgressor of the law.  12 So speak ye, and so do, as men 
that are to be judged by a law of liberty,” Jas. 2:9-12.  In these passages we have called to our attention the sin of 
“adultery,” along with the sin of being a “respecter of persons.”  Both sins are condemned in “The Kingdom Law.” 
The perversions of the marriage law are condemned by “The Law of the Spirit of life in Christ Jesus.”  The marriage 
law is connected with the “Law of Christ.” 
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May I cite a perversion of the marriage law?  “1 At that season Herod the tetrarch heard of the report concerning Jesus,  
2 and said unto his servants, This is John the Baptist; he is risen from the dead; and therefore do these powers work in 
him.  3 For Herod had laid hold on John, and bound him, and put him in prison for the sake of Herodias, his brother 
Philip’s wife.  4 For John said unto him, It is not lawful for thee to have her,” Matt. 14:1-4.  According to this recording 

Herod the tetrarch had his brother’s wife.  John told Herod it was not right for him to have her.  She was his brother 
Phillip’s wife.  In this text we have John making known that the Law of God is superior to the law of the land. We are 
not told, in the text what had happened; but it is clear that God did not recognize Herodias as Herod the tetrarch’s wife.  
The law of the land was wrong and the “Law of God right,” Acts 5:29. 
 
Another case to be cited is “THE SAMARITAN WOMAN,” found in Jno. 4:16-18, “16 Jesus saith unto her, Go, call thy 
husband, and come hither.  17 The woman answered and said unto him, I have no husband.  Jesus saith unto her, Thou 
saidst well, I have no husband:  18 for thou hast had five husbands; and he whom thou now hast is not thy husband: this 
hast thou said truly.”  We are not informed concerning this woman’s life; but, one thing for sure; the man she is living 
with is not her husband.  In this text there is a contrast between those who were her husbands and the one who is not 
her husband.  This becomes an example of one who has perverted the “marriage law.”    
 
Consider another case found in the New Testament – “A BROTHER HAD HIS FATHER’S WIFE,” “It is actually reported 
that there is fornication among you, and such fornication as is not even among the Gentiles, that one of you hath his 
father’s wife,” I Cor. 5:1.  An attitude manifest by the Corinthian brethren made it worse: “ye are puffed up, and did not 
mourn,” I Cor. 5:2. Paul calls upon the Corinthians to “commit such a one to Satan for the destruction of the flesh,” I Cor. 
5:5.  This is just another case found in the New Testament that shows how people can pervert the “marriage law.” 

  
It is stated in I Thess. 4:3-7: “3 For this is the will of God, even your sanctification, that ye abstain from fornication;  4 
that each one of you know how to possess himself of his own vessel in sanctification and honor,   5 not in the 
passion of lust, even as the Gentiles who know not God;  6 that no man transgress, and wrong his brother in the matter: 
because the Lord is an avenger in all these things, as also we forewarned you and testified.  7 For God called us not for 
uncleanness, but in sanctification.”  God’s people are to keep themselves from all forms of “marital perversions!” 
 
It is not uncommon to hear, today, of those who are in “relationships,” just for enjoyment; we hear of those who are in 
what they refer to as “trial marriages,” I believe this would be called “experimental” marriages.  The Lord places all of 
this in the realm of “fornication!”  This is the reason he stated: “Let marriage be had in honor among all, and let the bed 
be undefiled: for fornicators and adulterers God will judge,” Heb. 13:4.  Many are the times in the New Testament God has 
warned his children, Christians, to not be entangled in the affairs of this world. When one obeys the Word of God and 
becomes a Christian, it is his or her duty to be like Christ, “15 but like as he who called you is holy, be ye yourselves 
also holy in all manner of living,” I Pet. 1:15.   
 

 

“PUTTING AWAY” – “DIVORCE” 

In our society, it is a common thing to speak of “divorce,” and it seems everyone has their own definition.  We are a 
people who “speaks where the Bible speaks and are silent where the Bible is silent” – this we understand.  Because 
of our respect for the Bible and that we claim to “call Bible things by Bible names,” I shall use a term that is used over 
and over again in the New Testament – “PUTTING AWAY.”  The reason I am doing this is to not give you the wrong 
impression about what is involved in the ex-pression, “PUTTING AWAY.”  As I continue in this discussion, I shall use this 
expression and not the word “divorce,” trusting it will eliminate some confusion.  
 
It is interesting to observe the word divorce is not used in the New Testament.  Young’s Analytical Concordance gives its 
use associated with the Old Testament, Matt. 5:31; Matt. 19:7; Mk. 10:4. In our study off the New Testament Law, we 
shall use the expression “PUTTING AWAY,” as the Lord used it.  We shall not be changing the expression from one 
meaning to another.  This expression will be defined later in our study. 
  
Another point to be made is that God’s law has superiority over man’s law.  Acts 5:29: “But Peter and the apostles 
answered and said, We must obey God rather than men.”  The first requirement is, “Thou shalt love the Lord thy God 
with all thy heart, and with all thy soul, and with all thy mind,” Matt. 22:37.  Herein is the secret to living a life 
pleasing to God – GOD MUST COME FIRST!  In our relation-ship to our wife, God comes first.  In our relationship to our 
children, God comes first!  In our relationship to the laws of the land, God comes first!  In our relationship to the 
brethren, God comes first.   
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Now that we have introduced this, we are not saying we are not to obey the laws of the land; but when the laws of the 
land conflict with the laws of God, we choose God and our servitude is to Him.  The laws of God cannot be changed 
because of the laws of the land.   
 
The laws of God supersede the laws of the land!  Divine law must be obeyed first.  Thus if the divine law and the law of 
the land “COINCIDES,” both are to be obeyed.  There are laws of the land that conflict the laws of God, when this 
happens, we must abide in the law of God.  
  
May I cite an example?  In many states, in the United States, it is a law to accept “SAME SEX MARRIAGES.”  The Bible 
does not teach such and must be rejected by the Christian.  Should the law of the land demand which contradicts the 
laws of God, the Christian must reject such; because God’s law supersedes the laws of the land.  We are to obey the 
laws of the land, except, when they conflict with the law of God – our first obedience is to God’s law. 
 
If the law of the land allows one to leave their mate and be joined to another, this does not mean the law of God allows 
it!  What is allowed by man is not always that which God allows.  Careful consideration should be given to God’s law and 
a determination must be made to abide by the law of God first, and not the law of men first.  Because something is 
allowed by the laws of the land, does not mean it is allowed by God.  “36 Teacher, which is the great commandment 
in the law?  37 And he said unto him, Thou shalt love the Lord thy God with all thy heart, and with all thy soul, and with all 
thy mind, 38 This is the great and first commandment,” Matt. 22:36-38. God is first in our lives!   

 

“MARRIAGE LAW” 

“Every one that putteth away his wife, and marrieth another committeth adultery:” Lk. 16:18.  “11 Whoso-ever shall put 
away his wife, and marry another, committeth adultery against her:  12 and if she herself shall put away her husband, 
and marry another she committeth adultery,” Mk. 10:11-12.  In these texts we have the possibility of what would happen if 
the wife puts her husband away; or, the husband puts his wife away – “marry another, committeth adultery.”   
 
The “putting away,” means to “separate,” “divide” or as some have said: “You go your way and I will go my way.”  One 
has to understand that in these passages, this is a putting away when there is no “fornication” involved. This “putting 
away” does not give either the wife or the husband the right to marry again.  Should there be a “putting away” under 
these circumstances and either the wife or the husband marry again, they commit “fornication.”  Because they have put 
the other away does not mean that God approves of the “putting away.”  The putting away has to be for the right 
cause!  If the “putting away” is not for the right cause then when the wife or the husband, marry again – it is 
fornication. 
 
When there has been a “putting away,” we must ask ourselves, why?  Is this a putting away that is approved of God; or, 
is it a “putting away,” disapproved by God?  Just because there is a “putting away” does not mean it is right – we have to 
look at the reason for the “putting away.”  One cannot justify his actions, husband or wife, just because there was a 
“putting away.”  It must be for the right reason; if not, those who marry after the “putting away” commit fornication. 

 
“SAVING FOR THE CAUSE OF FORNICATION” 

 
“Every one that putteth away his wife, saving for the cause of fornication, maketh her an adulteress: and whosoever shall 

marry her when she is put away committeth adultery,”  Matt. 5:32.  “And I say unto you, Whosoever shall put away his 

wife, except for fornication, and shall marry another, committeth adultery: and he that marrieth her when she is put away 

committeth adultery,”  Matt. 19:9.   

From these texts we learn, there is an “exception” to be considered.  In Matt. 5:32 we have the wording, “saving for the 

cause of fornication,” and in Matt. 19:9 we have the wording, “except for fornica-tion.”  The word “save” and the 

word “except” have the same meaning in these two texts.  When a husband or a wife “put away” their mate and it not be 

for “the cause of fornication,” when they marry again they commit fornication.  If one puts away his mate “for the 

cause of fornication,” and the innocent party marries again, he or she does not commit fornication!  In these texts – 

Matt. 5:32, Matt. 19:9 - the guilty party cannot marry without committing fornication and the innocent party can marry 

again and that marriage not be fornication – this is the exception in the two passages. 
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“ONE MAN, ONE WOMAN, FOR LIFE, WITH ONE EXCEPTION” 

 
Our study has taken us to the point of realizing one cannot put his mate away for “any or every cause” and marry another 
– he or she commits adultery in so doing.  It is called to our attention that for one to put away his or her mate and marry 
another, the “cause” for putting his mate away must be for “fornication,” if they expect to be able to marry again.  
Please be advised that the reason for putting someone away and having the right to marry again, must be a putting away 
for the “cause of adultery.”  I am using the words “fornication” and “adultery” as having the same meaning. 
 
Often one will hear that “fornication” is when people are not married and they commit the sex act and “adultery” is 
when two who are married commit the sex act with someone other than their wife or husband.  This will not stand in the 
light of investigation.  In I Cor. 5:1 a woman who is married is said to commit “fornication.”  According to the rule laid 
down, the woman who is “his father’s wife,” would not be “fornication,” I Cor. 5:1, but rather “adultery.”  In Matt. 19:9 the 
husband or the wife can put away their mate because of “fornication,” if the rule laid down applies you would have to use 
the word “adultery,” the husband and wife are married.  This is why the American Standard Version does not use the word 
“adultery,” in Gal. 5:19 – just the word “fornication.”   Please remember that when I use the word “fornication,” and the 
word “adultery,” I am thinking they are the same – a sexual act with someone other than their mate, your husband or your 
wife. 
 
It is essential that one remember the statement: “saving for the cause,” Matt. 5:32.  This is the reason for the “putting 
away,” – “Saving for the cause of fornication,” Matt. 5:32; or as is stated in Matt. 19:9, “except for fornication.”  It is 
not something that happens later – the old waiting game – but is what has happened and the mate is putting him or her 
away because of this act, having been committed with someone else, prior to the “putting away.”  There are those who 
think they will separate and “wait,” to see if their mate will commit “fornication,” and then cry, “I have a right to marry 
again.”  My answer to that is: NO!  One does not put away his mate and “wait,” the “putting away” must be because there 
was fornication committed before the “putting away.”   
 
There have been those who would wait ten to twenty years and when the other married, then they would declare, “I now 
have a right to marry again!”  Again, I say no!  The “putting away” is done because of fornication committed before the 
“putting away.” The Lord is teaching, in Matt. 5:32 and Matt. 19:9, there is to be a cause for the putting away and that 
cause is “fornication” or “adultery.”  The Lord is stating the “putting away” is because of what happened before the 
putting away.  The word “cause” has the idea of “reason.”  The reason, or cause, for the putting away was 
“fornication,” had been committed.  A close look at the “cause,” or “reason” for a putting away was “fornication” – 
This will take away the argument that we need to look at who gets to the courthouse first; because the Lord is stating the 
reason for the “putting away,” not who gets to the court-house first! 
 
An interesting fact is pointed out in Matt. 5:32, “maketh her an adulteress,” (ASV); “causeth her to commit adultery,” (KJV).  
It assumed that when the husband or the wife puts away their mate, they will marry again and if there was no fornication 
committed, in the putting away, then the one who puts the other away, “causeth her to commit adultery.”  The one then, 
who puts the other away and if fornication is not involved and the one that is put away marries again, the one who did the 
putting away is responsible for their mate committing adultery.  This is a serious charge and should be considered, before 
there is a putting away, it could cause you and another to lose their soul! 
  
I am confident there will be those who will declare: “You are making this to hard – to strict.”  Please, let’s take away a 
person from the argument, and ask who made the rules?  We have to answer: “Jesus made the rules!”  Now brethren 
let’s think of the Lord’s teaching and not the teaching of men.  Is this what is taught in the New Covenant?  Remember, it 
is the New Covenant we are presenting to you, not the teaching of men. 
 
Somewhere along the way I have picked upon the idea of:  “IF AND ONLY IF,” is the thought in Matt. 19:9 and that there 
are no other reasons given.  The thought presented by the Lord is: “EXCEPT FOR FORNICATION.”  This is the cause 
for “putting a mate away.”  I must consider the fact that this is the teaching of the Lord.  We understand this when the 
word “except” is used in Jno. 3:3, 5.  We can enter the kingdom “IF AND ONLY IF WE ARE BORN AGAIN!”  Another 
text where the “except” is used is Matt. 18:3.  We can enter the kingdom “IF AND ONLY IF WE TURN AGAIN.”  In each 
of these passages there is only one way to enter the kingdom and it is the same with “putting away and marrying 
again.”  One, the husband or the wife, cannot “put away” their mate and marry again “except there be fornication” 
involved.  For one or the other to do so and there not be “fornication” involved – when they marry again they commit 
adultery. 
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“CHURCH OF CHRIST DOCTRINE” 

There are those who would pass this off by saying this is “Church of Christ Doctrine!”  When a writer observes, “the 
tradition, (al,caa), church of Christ teaching is in error” and then adds: “The word of God does not support the idea that 
once a person is divorced they are doomed to a single life.”  This gentleman just makes this statement and does not 
argue the case.  So, let’s take a look at what the Bible teaches. 
 
The Bible teaches that where there is a “putting away,” and fornication is not involved, when either the husband or the 
wife marry again, they commit adultery: “Every one that putteth away his wife, and mar- rieth another committeth 
adultery:” Lk. 16:18.  “11 Whosoever shall put away his wife, and marry another, committeth adultery against her:  12 and 
if she herself shall put away her husband, and marry another she committeth adultery,” Mk. 10:11-12.  In these passages 
it is understood that there is no reason given for either the wife or the husband having a right to marry again, (except 
there be a putting away because of fornication), if they do, they commit adultery.     
              
What is denied as “church of Christ doctrine:” i.e, “The word of God does not support the idea that once a person is 
divorced they are doomed to a single life,” is the very thought presented in Matt. 5:32, “and whosoever shall marry her 
when she is put away committeth adultery.”  In Matt. 19:9 we find this statement: “and he that marrieth her when she is 
put away committeth adultery.” The “saving,” or the “exception,” is for the innocent party.  When the innocent party 
marries again, it then is not a state of “adultery.”  We have come to the conclusion that the guilty party cannot marry 
again and the innocent party can marry again.  This conclusion is drawn from Matt. 5:32 and Matt. 19:9 and not 
because of what the man cited above wants to call “traditional church of Christ doctrine.” We are committed to what is 
taught in the Bible and not the “doctrines and precepts of men,” Matt. 15:8-9; Col. 2:8.  
 
In this dissertation we have taken time to present the passage and the text so you can see for yourself why a certain 
position is taken – it is because this is what the Bible teaches.  When the guilty party   marries, he or she commits adultery 
and when the person that marries the guilty put away one, they commit adultery.  Could it be plainer?  This is what is 
taught in the book.  We have no right to just tell you something and expect you to believe it, because we have said it.  
My Bible tells me to “prove all things; hold fast that which is good,”  I Thess. 5:21.  This is what this effort is about.  
 
 

“WIFE TO STAY WITH THE HUSBAND, HUSBAND TO STAY 

WITH THE WIFE” 

There are passages in the New Testament that teach the wife is to continue with her husband and the husband is to 
continue with his wife.  “A wife is bound for so long time as her husband liveth,”  I Cor. 7:39.  From this passage we 
understand the same thought is presented in Rom. 7:1-4: “1 Or are ye ignorant, brethren (for I speak to men who know 
the law), that the law hath dominion over a man for so long time as he liveth?  2 For the woman that hath a husband is 
bound by law to the husband while he liveth; but if the husband die, she is discharged from the law of the husband. 3 So 
then if, while the husband liveth, she be joined to another man, she shall be called an adulteress: but if the husband die, 
she is free from the law, so she is no adulteress, though she be joined to another man. 4 Wherefore, my brethren, ye also 
were made dead to the law through the body of Christ; that ye should be joined to another, even to him who was raised 
from the dead, that we might bring forth fruit unto God.” 
 
The truth stated in Rom. 7:1-4 is that there is a binding of the two in marriage and this bond is “till death.”  All things 
being equal, it is understood that when a man and a woman unite in marriage, there is a bond till death. When one 
marries it is understood this is “till death doeth sever the tie that binds.”  A covenant is made with the woman and a 
covenant is made with the man and that covenant is made with God; (Prov. 2:17) thus a marriage is created.  The 
exception is stated in Matt. 5:32 and Matt. 19:9.  We do need to understand that this marriage law is until death, with one 
exception.  Notice I Cor. 7:39, “39 ….. but if the husband be dead, she is free to be married to whom she will; only in the 
Lord.”   
 
I Cor. 7:10-11,  “10 But unto the married I give charge, yea not I, but the Lord, That the wife depart not from her husband. 
11 ….. and that the husband leave not his wife.”  As is stated in Rom. 7:1-4, the marriage law is as long as the mate lives.  
When there is a death of the wife or the husband then the binding is released and the survivor is no longer married.  I 
believe the same idea is presented in Matt. 22:30,  “30 For in the resurrection they neither marry, nor are given in 
marriage, but are as angels in heaven.”  So the idea of marriage, after this life, is not to be entertained – we shall, “be as 
angels.”  
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When a man or a woman begins to think of marriage, the thought of “for life” should be impressed upon their minds.  No 
thought should be given to a marriage being just for a little while and “if I am not satisfied, then I will put this mate away 
and look for another!” The Lord has not so taught concerning marriage – it is for life!  Please be advised that there is one 
exception, Matt. 5:32 and Matt. 19:9, it is not by accident that we quote the statement made by Ruth,  Ruth 1:16-17, “16 
And Ruth said, Entreat me not to leave thee; for whither thou goest, I will go; and where thou lodgest, I will lodge; thy 
people shall be my people, and thy God my God; 17 where thou diest, will I die, and there will I be buried: Jehovah do so 
to me, and more also, if aught but death part thee and me.”  I am aware these passages are addressed to a mother-in-
law; yet, the passage has been used to refer to marriage many times in life and rightly so. 
 
“THE ADVANCED YEARS OF A MARRIAGE RELLATIONSHIP” 

 
May I have the liberty of pausing for a moment and considering the end result of what is stated above?  There is wisdom 
and knowledge involved in the Lord designating that the “wife depart not from her husband and the husband depart not 
from his wife”  As both become aged there are many things that can be looked upon and remembered that has a great 
pleasure of mind - for the wife and the husband.  The events of life, both sad and good, are things to be remembered 
and shared together.  The tender moments in which the husband cares for the wife and the wife cares for her husband, 
are moments that can be relived together. Here is love manifest to the wife and to the husband, “acting in a beneficial 
manner one toward the other!” 
 
As the golden years come upon the husband and the wife, it is with great satisfaction that the husband remembers the 
good things of his wife – the working hard to be a good home person, the bringing of his children into life, the caring for 
the children and for her husband, the years of faithfulness and dedication to the love of her life – these are things that bind 
memories together.  In like manner the wife looks at the husband and thinks of the many years of his commitment to her – 
the working to provide the necessary things of life, all those times when she was ill, there was someone close who cared 
for her every need.  He loved her children and helped with the raising of the children to adulthood and was always there to 
help when needed.   It is something to think about - of a good wife and a good husband, he loved his wife, and she 
loved her husband!  The wife did not abandon the husband and the husband did not abandon the wife.  They understood 
this was for life and they could make it a good relationship; or, they could make it a bad relationship.  It would be just what 
they make it.  
 
One to the other, there is a love for one’s own body, Eph. 5:28-30: “28 Even so ought husbands to love their own wives 
as their own bodies.  He that loveth his own wife loveth himself: 29 for no man ever hated his own flesh; but nourish and 
cherisheth it, even as Christ also the church; 30 because we are members of his body.”   Should the wife be caring for the 
husband, she is caring for her own body and if the husband be caring for the wife, he is caring for his own body.  Thus 
there is established and urgent need for the wife to care for her husband and the husband to care for his wife – they are 
caring for their own body!  
                                                                                                                                         
I Cor. 7:11 must be considered.  I have no desire to take this passage and try to make it mean what I want it to mean, but 
rather, what it presents to the mind, from the Bible!  A close look at the passage before, v. 10, “wife depart not from her 
husband,” and that “the husband not leave his wife,” v. 11. Both the husband and the wife are told to “not leave their 
mate.”   
 
Now we come to the first part of I Cor. 7:11, “(but should she depart, let her remain unmarried, or else be reconciled to her 
husband,)”  ASV.  The emphasis in this passage is “but should she depart,”  This is not something the husband has done; 
but rather what she has done.  According to the text, I Cor. 7:11, when she “departs” she has one of two options:  (1) She 
can “remain unmarried;”  (2) “or else be reconciled to her husband..”  
  
From this passage we learn one does not have a right to marry again, should they just determine to leave their mate – 
no fornication involved.  If they want to be in a relationship, let it be with “the husband.”  So, again, Paul has enforced 
the words of the Lord, Matt. 5:32; Matt. 19:9 that is for life.  Let me again impress you with the thought: “ONE MAN, ONE 
WOMAN, FOR LIFE, WITH ONE EXCEP-.TION.  This fact is reinforced in I Cor. 7:11.  It is stated in v. 10, “That the wife 
depart not from her husband,” and is stated  in v. 11, “That the husband leave not his wife.”    
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“I COR. 7:39” 
 

“A wife is bound for so long time as her husband liveth; but if the husband be dead, she is free to be married to whom she 
will; only in the Lord,” I Cor. 7:39.  Some have taken this to mean she can marry anyone she wants and others that she 
can only marry one who is a member of the Lord’s church. 
  
May we take a look at the expression: “only in the Lord?”  I shall call attention to two other places this expression is used -  
Eph. 6:1; Rev. 14:13.  (1) “Children, obey your parents in the Lord,” Eph. 6:1.  If this expression, “in the Lord,” is a 
member of the Lord’s church then, the child who had parents that were not members of the church, he would have no 
responsibility to obey them.  If the expression “in the Lord” has reference to children, who are members of the Lord’s 
church obeying their parents in that which is in harmony with the Word of God – now there is a continuing need for a child 
obeying the parents in that which is in harmony with the Law of Christ.  Of course there is a responsibility to obey God 
before man in all cases, Acts 5:29.   (2) “Blessed are the dead who die in the Lord from henceforth,” Rev. 14:13.  If the 
expression “in the Lord,” means a Christian, would it mean that everyone who is a Christian will be saved and none lost?  
I know and you do also, there are many Christians who will not be saved because of their manner of life.  If I recognize 
that this expression means, “that which is in harmony with the Law of Christ,” I can understand the expression “in the 
Lord,” because there are many Christians who die, not “in harmony with the Law of Christ,” – they will not be saved!  In 
these passages we learn the expression simply means, “that which is in harmony with the Law of Christ.” 
 
Now to the expression “in the Lord,” in I Cor. 7:39.  Obviously it does not have reference to a widow marrying a person 
who has a right to marry and thus the marriage would be in agreement with the law of Christ.  She, the widow, cannot 
marry a person who has been put away because of fornication, that would be a violation of the Law of Christ and not be 
“in the Lord.”  She is to make sure the one who she joins herself to is marriageable and thus be in a marriage relationship 
that is acceptable to God – “in the Lord!” 
 
 

“CONCLUSION” 
 
 
Thank you for reading this material.  This is an important subject and in some cases, and to some people, it is a matter of 
life and death.  I know there will be those who will not agree with my conclusion; but I only ask of you, please consider 
what I have said. 
 
May the Lord bless us as we study this and other subjects as they relate to the bible.  May the Lord bless you in that 
which is right and be with you in your effort for truth.                                                                                                     Caa ….. 
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