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RE:MARRIAGE,DIVORCEANDREMARRIAGE

(AREBUTTALTOBROTHERASAOLUWRITE-UPONMDR)

Inwritingthisrebuttal/studyIwishtosincerelythankbrotherOlumuyiwaSunday

Asaolu,forhiskeeninterestinstudyinganddaringalonelypathwhichmanyolder

Christiansventurenot;thecouragetobedifferentonconviction.HoweverIundertakea

review/rebuttalofhisarticleonMarriage,DivorceandRemarriagewiththehighest

senseofresponsibilitytosticktothetruthofGod'swordinitsproperinterpretationvoid

ofextremism Iwillneithergototheleftnortotheright.Inothertobethoroughand

unambiguous,Iwillcarryonthisstudyinthefollowingorder:

(1)Introduction

(2)Pointbypointrebuttal(whereIdisagreewithhim)

(3)Answerstohisquestions

(4)Biblicalexposition

(a)Wordstudy

i.Whatconstitutes'Marriage’?

ii.Whatconstitutes'Divorce’?

iii.Whatconstitutes'Fornication'asusedinMatt5:32;19:9

(b)Expositionon

I.Deut24:1-4

II.Ezra10:1-3,10,11

III.Matt19:1-12;5:32

(c)Summaryofmyexposition

(d)Conclusion.

INTRODUCTION

IagreeintotalitywithbroAsaolu'sintroduction.Thus,whenhesaid''itistheeligibilityof

adivorceetoremarrythatisusuallydebatablewhenthecircumstancesofthedivorce

arescrutinized''....''WemaynoteasilyunderstandthediscussionbetweenJesusand

thePhariseesonMDRwithoutthebackgroundinformationfromtheLawofMoses...''.
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Heisright.However,thebasicquestionishowweunderstandtheLawandtheprophets?

Iwillattachhis(Asaolu)initialsasSOAtoquotationsfromhisarticle,whilemyrebuttal

willcarrymyinitialsJRO

(1)Intryingtodefinewhatmakesupadivorce,broAsaoludeclaresthatto“…divorcea

spouseistolegallyrenounceamarriage,goapartandbreaktheonenessunion

repudiatedandforsakethevows,andtoberelievedofmaritalobligations''(4).

JRO;TheabovedefinitionistoobroadandoverencompassingofwhatGodsees

divorcetobeintheBible.ThoughbroAsaoluquotedthethreestepprocessesof

divorceinDeut24:1.However,Idisavowsthatthisisthestrictmeaninganddictatesof

ascripturalconceptofdivorce.Irecommendthatyoureadmyexpositiononwhat

constitutes“divorce.”TheBibleteachesthatGodhasplacedrestrictionsonthe

marriagerelationship.WefindtheserestrictionsinboththeOldandNewtestaments.

TheserestrictionsemphasizesthatGod'sapprovalisathingthatshouldbesoughtfor

inanymarriageandanyoneenteringintomarriageshouldhaveGod'sapproval.If

marriagedoesnothaveGod'sapproval,itisnotmarriageasGodintendedit,itshould

beregardednullandvoid,byrepentingofsuchillicitrelationshipandnotseeking

divorceastaughtbyGod(Mark10:11-12).Amarriagemaytakeplaceandnotbe“what

Godhasjoinedtogether.”ItisaMarriagebutdoesnothaveGod'ssanction.InEzra's

days,mixedMarriageshadtakenplace(Ezra10:1-4;Neh13:23-27).TheIsraelites

disobeyedGod'sLaw ofrestrictionplaceduponthem,thereforethoserelationship

insteadofbeen''whatGodhasjoinedtogetherletnomanputasunder,''theywere

alreadymarriageswhichNEEDEDTOBEPUTASUNDER(Ezra4:10,11).Precisely

therefore,inthescripturalmarriage,divorceis“puttingasunder''ofwhatGodhadjoined.

InunscripturalMarriageitisstilla''puttingasunder''butonewhichneedsnottobedone.

NotallputtingawaywillamounttodivorceinthesightofGod(whetherlegalprocess

arebeingfollowedornot).Foradivorcetobescriptural,itmusthaveGod'sapproval.

BroAsaolu'sdefinitionischallengedherebecauseitneverseparatedthescripturaland

theunscripturalmakeupofwhatdivorceisallabout.

2.Inabidtojustifyhisviewonmarriageanddivorce,brotherAsaoluadvancedthe

foundationforbasictenetsofhisteaching,whichisNODIVORCEMENTINSCRIPTURAL

MARRIAGES,mybrother(SOA)posited''beingtemptedbythePharisees,Jesuswould

havenotcontradictedGod'slawcommandedviaMoses.Hewentbacktothebeginning

torevealthemindofGodonmarriage.TheexceptionclauseHegrantedforonetoput

awayaspouse,shouldcorrespondtotheoneactuallycommandedbyMoses…''(5)

JRO;Ihavereadtheaboveassertionoverandover,andcouldonlydrawaconclusion

thatbroAsaolumeantthattheexceptionclausedisclosedbyJesus(exceptitbefor

fornicationMatt19;9)and theMosaicdivorceclause(...Hehad found some
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uncleanness...Deut24:1)mustbeoneandthesamething.Thisisso,forsolongashe

failedtomakeanyBiblicalexegesisonthepassageatthispointtoclarifywhathe

actuallymeant.Onreadingfurtherhisarticle,oneisnolongerkeptindoubtastothe

meaningofhiswords.Onpage8,SOAposited''Recallthewordfornicationgenerally

meanssexualimmoralityinallitsvariousformsandisregardedassexualuncleanness-

11Corinthians12:21,Eph5:3,Col3:5,Jude2:7.Alsospecificallyrefertosexualactivity

betweenpersonswhoarenotlawfullymarried(ICor6:16-18,10:8;Gal5:19).Christ

thusexplainedtheuncleannessenvisagedinDeut...''

IamatseaonhowbroAsaoluarrivedattheaboveconclusion.Itisasimpleconjecture

inhismindthatledtosuchconclusion.ThephrasetranslatedUNCLEANthinginDeut

24:1isdabharervathitliterallymeans''amatterorthingofnakedness''-(Strong,220).

Thephraseisvague,itisintentionallyvaguebecausetheprecisenatureofthecauseof

divorceisnotunderconsiderationinthispassageatall(moreonthisinmyexposition

ofthepassage).Thatadulterywasnotthe“unclean”thingissupportedbyHebrew

scholarswhonotedthat:

Themeaningofthisexpressionasagroundofdivorcewasdisputedevenamongthe

Rabbins.Hillel'sschoolinterpretitinthewidestandmostlaxmannerpossible,

accordingtotheexplanationofthePhariseesinMt19:3,"foreverycause",the

transgressionofathing;butthisiscontrarytotheuseoftheword,towhichthe

interpretationgivenbyShammaiadheredmorestrictly(byinterpretingthe“unclean

thing”asadulteyr).Adultery,towhichsomeoftheRabbinswouldrestricttheexpression,

iscertainlynottobethoughtof,becausethiswastobepunishedwithdeath(Keiland

DelitzschCommentaryontheOldTestament).

Yesuncleannessmeansamatterofnakednessinthatcontextasused,butto

determineandconcludethatitisfornicationoradulteryisameresupposition.The

passagesquoted(2Cor12:21Eph5:3Col3:5:Jude7)nonesaiduncleannessis

fornication.Iwouldbehappyifourbrotherwoulddoanexegesisthatwouldamount

thatthe''uncleanthingdiscussedinDeut24:1-4isfornicationandassuchfornication

couldonlybecommittedbythosewhosemarriageareillicitbeforeGodandthosewho

havetherighttodivorceintheMosiacdivorcementarethosewhosemarriagesareillicit

abinitio.Hisconjecturesaremeresupposition.

SOA;''somehavetraditionallysoughttojustifydivorceofalawfulmarriage(and

possibleconsequentremarriageuntoanotherspouse)byusingexceptionclausebased

oncertaininterpretationofMatt19:19and1Cor7:12-15.Theideaisthatonemay

divorceandremarryif:

(a)Hisorherspousebecomesguiltyofadultery

(b)S/hehasanunbelievingpartnerwhowantstoabandontheunionbecauseof
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religiousdifferences‘‘...Brethren,itseemsmanythingsarebeingreadintothemthat

arenotthereyetwithexcusesandassumptionsleadingtohumantraditionsandthat

makeGod'swordofnoeffect”.

JRO;Atthispoint,letmestatemyagreementtobrotherAsaolutotheeffectthatmany

havereadintothoseaforementionedpassagesaspersonalopinion,butIdisagreewith

hispresuppositionthatpoint(a)above,isahumanopinion.Jesussaiditandprovided

theexceptionandnotofahumanbeing;thatisthebasicthrustofMatt5:32andMatt

19:3-9.

Inthenextplace,brotherAsaoluproceededtodwellonlessonsonMatt19:9

SOA;‘‘Jesussaysoneisunfaithfultothemarriagevowsandpartnerifs/hedivorcesa

spouseandmarryanotherperson.Healsosayswhatwouldmakeoneguiltlessor

justifiedisiftheactionwasPROMPTEDorPRECIPITATED(emphasismine)byreasons

of''fornication/sexualimmorality''

JRO;ItwouldappearordinarilythatourbrotherwasstatingtheverywordsofJesus,but

hisassertionabovebecomesasuspectintheLightofhisfollowingthoughtsand

''supposed''expositionmeanttobringoutthelessononMatt19:9;hedrewupathree

supposedviewcanvassedbymen.

(a)SOA;“Anyoneinamarriagemayonlydivorceandmarryanother,providedthe

partnerengagedinpremaritalsexorsexualimmoralitybeforetheirwedding,otherwise

suchcommitsadultery.Theguiltypartywhoisputawaywillbecommittingadulteryif

suchremarries’’.HecitedtheclaimofthisschoolofthoughtasreliantonMatt1:18-25

tobuttressthisclaim,Joseph'sattempttoputMaryawaysecretly.

JRO;IagreewithbrotherAsaoluthatthatviewisforeigntothewordsofChrist.Christ

wasansweringquestionsconcerningtheputtingawayofone'swifeandnotanaction

donebywould-bemarriedpeople.

(b)SOA;“Anyoneinamarriagemayonlydivorceandmarryanotherprovidedthepartner

committedadultery/sexualimmoralityaftertheirwedding,otherwisesuchcommits

adultery.TheguiltypartywhoisputawayisconsideredmarriedintheeyesofGod,so

whoevermarriessuchagaincommitsadultery”(Ibelievewholeheartedlythatthisview

isscripturalandthewholetruthpresentedbyJesus-JRO).BrotherAsaolurepudiated

thisclear,unambiguoustruthwiththefollowingpoints;''...Iftrue,itimplies

(1)JesuscontradictedtheprevailingMosaicLaw thatspecifieddeathpenaltynot

divorceforadulteryinLev20;10&Deut22;22
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JRO;JesuswouldhavecontradictedMosesifHewasnotaHigherauthoritytoMoses.

Secondly,theLawwasonlyforsolongasGodpermittedit.Thirdly,whatJesussaid

wouldonlybeineffectafterhisdeath(Heb9:17).Fourthly,Jesusnevertoldthemthatit

wassinfultostonetodeathanyonecaughtinadultery.Thereisthereforenowno

contradictionintermsofthewordsofJesus.Heenjoinedpeopleofthattimepriorto

hisdeathtokeeptheLawandnottheirtraditions(Matt15:1-9)

SOA;(2)''ThesaiddivorceispartialandagainstDeut24:2asGod(supposedly)seethe

originalmarriagesubsistingsinceHepurportedlyjoinoneperson(guilty)toanother(the

innocent)whoisloosedfromtheirmaritalunion.”

JRO;SincebrotherAsaolu isinterpreting Matt19:9 to mean onlyunscriptural

(illicit)marriagesthataretobedivorcedhesee''contradiction”and''absurdities''inthe

correctreadingofthepassage.WhyaccusetrueexegetesofpartialityagainstDeut24:2?

Aproperexegesisofthatpassagewillhelpourbrothernottoseesuch.Hereiswhatthe

passagesays:''Andwhensheisdepartedoutofhishouse,shemaygoandbeanother

man'swife''-Deut24:2wasnottalkingaboutguiltyorinnocent,butchoice(oftheman)

andfreedom (ofthewoman).HowcanGoddeclareawomanguiltyjustbecauseher

husbandfindssomethinguncleanabouther?Thematterofguilt(anditspunishments)

inmarriageisdealtwithinDeut.22.13-30.Guiltonlycomesinwherethereissin,

fornicationinthecontextofMatt.19.ManyEnglishreadersaremisledwiththeKJVand

eventheASVrendition.SinceIamgoingtobedoinganexpositiononDeut24:1-4,Iwill

onlythrowalittlelighthere.TheKJVrenditionalmostmadeitmeansthatasecond

marriageistherecommendationhere,alasitisnotso.There'ssomewhataviolationof

grammaticalruleintheKJVandmanytranslations.Thisruleisthe“IF”“THEN”partofa

proposition;itiscalledtheprotasis(“if”partofaproposition).TheKJVerredinmaking

theapodosiscomeinverse1.Thefirstthreeversesaretheprotasisofthepassage

whileverse4containstheapodosis.Thesignificanceofthisfactwillbemadeclearerin

myexpositorywork(Deut24:1-4)inlaterpartofmywriteup.Hersecondmarriage

constitutesdefilementbecauseitisadultery.Sothechargeofpartialityagainstthe

divorcedguiltypartybasedonthissecondschoolofthought(whichIconsidervery

scriptural)isnotsustainable..

(3)SOA;''JesustherebyendorseddivorceofalawfulmarriageandnegatedHisearlier

statement;''whatthereforeGodhasjoinedtogether,letnomanputasunder.”

JRO:JesussimplyallowedfornicationasagroundforthedissolutionofwhatGodhad

hithertojoinedontheconditionthatbothpartieswillabidebyHislawswhich,

unfortunately,apartyhasbetrayed.DidJesusnotalsoalloweatingeveryfoodwhich

Godearlierprohibit?JesusnevernegatedHisstatements;“whatthereforeGodhas

joinedtogether,letnomanputasunder.”Manhasnopowertoputasunderascriptural
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marriage.Remember,thatthequestionwas-isitlawfulforamantoputawayhiswife

foreverycause?Jesusanswered-notatall,howeverHebroughtanexceptiontoitby

himselfandnotman.BroAsaoluargumentsatthispointarraysoneverseagainst

another.Whenonedivorcesforscripturalgrounds(becauseoffornication),heisnot

guiltyofputtingasunderwhatGodhasjoined?Heisnotputtingawaywithhisown

authorityorhands.Takeacloserlookatthefollowingexample.Acertainmanis

appointedanelderbecausehemeetsbiblicalqualification.Justbecauseapreacher

appointedhimorsetshiminthatofficedoesnotmakehimascripturalelder.Whatif

themanappointedwasnotreallyqualified?DoesGodrecognizehimasagodlyelder?

ThepreacheronlyfacilitatedintheHolySpiritordination(Acts20:28).Heisnot

appointingbyhisownhand.

Inorderwords,inanygrammaticalconstructionofthiskind,theanti-thesiswouldbe

true.Whoisitthatcommitsadultery?Whathe?Isiteveryhe?No!Itishethatputaway

andremarriednotforthesakeoffornication.Weunderstandthisruleofgrammatical

constructioninotherpassagese.g.John3:3“exceptamanbebornagain,hecannot

seethekingdomofGod''.Thegeneralstatementis-hecannotseethekingdomofGod.

Butwhathe?Everyhe?No!Onlyhethatisnotbornagain.Sowhoishethatputasunder

whatGodhasjoinedtogether?Everyhe?No!But''hethatshallputawayhiswifeandbe

marriedtoanotherexceptitbeforthecauseoffornication,commitsadultery.”Ihope

broAsaolugetsthisclearandgiveuphisobjectionatthispoint.

(4)SOA;JesuslatercontradictedhimselfonthematterbyHiscommandstatedthrough

Paulin1Cor7:10-11.

JRO;NoSir,there’snocontradictionhere.Paulwasn'tdiscussingthetotalityof

marriagebutofsomeprevailingcircumstancethatwerecapableofaffectingthe

marriagerelationship.HeemphasizedthatdivorceisnotGod'schoice;howeverfor

reasonsbestknowntoHim,Healloweditnotasarequirementbutaspermission.Paul

here,isnotnegatingtheexceptionclause,butsimplyre-emphasizingthedangersof

breakingmarriageoutsideGod'sapprovalandgettingremarried.Nocontradiction

whatsoever.Thelaw ofcontradictionisalogicalruleofthingsthatcannotstand

togetherandremainasone.NothinginPaul'sinspiredwordsnegatesChristteaching.I

havesaidthatdissertationsisnotaconditionforremarriageexceptitisforthecause

offornication.

SOA;Anotherstatementinthearticleunderreview/rebuttalthatworth’sattentionis''

theLordgaveafundamentaldescriptionofadulteryinMatt5:28basedontheintentof

thelaw.InMatt19however,Hedescribesmaritalstatesofadulteryandnotits

punishment.ThegraciousLordinterestinglyusedthatoccasiontorevealuntoalla

foretasteofforgivenessanddivinejudgmentofadulterersandnotstoning/divorce
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(emphasismine)

JRO;InordertosetthestageforhisintendedmeaningofMatt19:9brotherAsaolu

positedthat''ChristgaveafundamentaldescriptionofadulteryinMatt5:28basedon

theintentoftheLaw''(SOA).YesbrotherAsaoluyou'rerightthattheSpiritoftheLaw

convictamanwithlustfuleyesagainstawoman.Butthevitalquestionisthis;isChrist

sayingthatwhatconstitutesadulteryisonlyalustfullookuponawoman?DidChrist

teachinthatpassageofJohn8:3-11thatitwassinfultostonetodeaththewoman

allegedlycaughtintheactofaadultery?How(corrected)didyouarriveatforgiveness

negatingthedivineexceptionalcause?Sinceyoubasedyourexplanationonthe

adulteresscase,canyoutellmethatthePhariseeandscribeswererightbybringingthe

womantoChrist?Asfarasthiscasewasconcerned,didtheyrightfullyobeythelawof

MosesDeut22;22lev20;10?Iftheywererightandwerewithoutsin,wouldtheyhave

committedsinstoningthewomantoDeath?DidChristhavetheAuthoritytosetthe

womanfreeundertheLawofMoses?

BrotherAsaolu,Iputittoyouthataccordingtothepassage,theseweretempterswho

wantedtotrapJesusandtheywerenotsincerepeople.Jesusposedaquestiontothem

becausetheywerehypocritesasfarasthewomanandhersinswereconcerned.

Rememberthis,thatyourargumentwouldonlybesustainedifitistaughtthatthe

'exceptionclause'isarequirementandnotpermission.Youcan'tdisallowwhatGod

allows.

NowtothethirdexplanationofferedininterpretingMatt19:9,brotherAsaoluwrote.

SOA;''Exceptthemarriageitselfwasabinitioanactoffornication/sexualimmorality,

whosoeverdivorcesandmarryanothercommitsadultery.Otherdivorceewhomarries

againcommitsadultery.”

Toelucidateandbuildonthisinterpretationhewrote,“Thefirstpartoftheinterpretation

showsthatamanispermittedtodivorcehiswifeandmarryanotherifandonlyiftheir

marriagewasunlawfulandthattheywerenottrulyeligiblebeforeGodinthefirstplace.”

JRO;Thisisanunfoundedassertionorclaimandcouldneverhavebeendrawnfromthe

contextofMatthew19:1-12.WerethePhariseesaskingJesusofillicitmarriagethat

oughtnottobeinthefirstcase?Lev18:6-18youquotedareunambiguousastowhom

anIsraeliteshouldnot''uncoverhis/hernakedness(thisisaHebrew euphemism

meaning'havesexwith').Ican'tunderstandthehermeneuticswithwhichyoubrought

thissuppositionofyourstobearwithMatt19:9.YesDeut7:1-4isclearastothe

heathennationswhichGodforbademixedmarriagesforIsrael.Youquotedthis

passagetomeanthatthePhariseeswereaskingJesusifaMancoulddivorceanillicit

marriage.Wellsinceyoudidn'tdoanyexegesisofMatthew19:9you'reboundtofallinto
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thisproblemofeisegesis.Itisanuncleanthingforamantohavehisbrother'swife,God

prohibitedit.Thereforeanythingthatresultsfrom itthoughcalledmarriageisnot

sanctifiedbyGod.Allyouneedwastoestablishbythecontextthatthemarriage

addressbyDeut24andMatt19wereillicitmarriage.ThereisnoslighthintofDeut24

contemplatingthedivorcementofamarriagewhichinthefirstplacewasnotGod’s

ordainedbyusingthebillofdivorcement.Yourcontentionthatthebillofdivorcement

wasissuedisanothergreatassumptionwhichneverputintoconsiderationwhat

constitutesmarriageandwhatconstitutesdivorce.Wemustberationalinallour

interpretation.Thelogicallawofrationalitystatesthatwemustonlydrawconclusions

warrantedfrom theavailableevidence.BrotherAsaoluisassumingthattheMarriage

discussedinDeut24forwhichbillofdivorcementcouldbeissuedaremarriageGod

forbid.Thisisterriblystrange.Ifourbrotherhascarefullyreadthepassagesof

NehemiahandEzra,heshouldhavediscoveredthatnotonlythewivesweresentaway,

butalsotheirchildren.Werethechildrenequallydivorcedandgiventhebillof

divorcement?Andwhatdoes“accordingtothelaw”inEzra10.3standfor?Isitwriting

aBillofDivorcement(whichwasmeantforlawfulmarriagebetweenIsraelites)fora

prohibitedmarriageorrepentingbycomingoutfrom theunlawfulunionandmaking

trespassofferingaspar(Lev.6.6andEzra10.19)?Ibelieveitpointstoseeking

forgivenessforthe“…trespassedagainstourGod,andhavetakenpaganwivesfromthe

peoplesoftheland”andbyputting“…awaytheirwives;andbeingguilty…presenteda

ramoftheflockastheirtrespassoffering”asdemandedbytheLev.6.6fortrespass.

Itisobviousthatbothmarriagesaredifferent:onemetGod’sapproval,butcouldnot

satisfytheman(henceBillofDivorcement)whiletheothersatisfiedman,butdidnot

meetGod’sapproval(hence,trespassofferingcoupledwithsendingawaywifeand

children)Ezrawasdealingwithasinfulrelationshipthatcalledforrepentance,not

divorce.Thelengthoftimeitmaytaketorepentdoesnotmeantheywerefollowingthe

processofwritingaBillofDivorcement.

But,does“sendingaway”equates“divorcement”?TheanswerisNO!TheHebrewin

Ezrais“yatsa”andmeans“tocausetogo,togoaway(Strong3318).Whiletheword

usedinDeutis“keirtut.”ThecontextdidnotimplyBibllofDivorcement;itisbrother

Asaoluwhoisreadingitintothepassageandusinghisassumptiontosustainafalse

premise.WellmoreontheEzra'stopologyinmyexpositionofEzra10.

ThethirdpointofinterpretationwhichbroAsaolubelievesisnottaughtinMatt19:9

saysthatthelawofforgivenesscancelsthepermissiongrantedortosaythatGod

grantedpermissionforamantoputawaywhatHeneverallowedabinitiostands

againstlogictosocontend.Because broAsaolufailedtodoawordstudyon

fornication,heformulatedfurtherassumptiononwhat''exceptitisforfornication”

meant.Moreonthislater.
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Iagreeonthepointheraisedon1cor7:1-40.Hespentthenexttwopagesaddressing

someobjections.Points1,2,3arecorrecttothepointofscripturalcontextonproper

usage.

HeconcludedhisworkwithfurtherreinforcementofhisassumedmeaningofMatt5:32;

Matt19:9.MyexpositionwilldealwiththoseassumptionsasIthinkhemisuseand

misapplythosescriptures.

ANSWERS TO BROTHER ASAOLU’S “REVIEW QUESTIONS FOR QUICK

CONSIDERATION”

1. No(Ifyouarealludingto2Peter1.20,thenyoushouldknowthatitwasnot

talkingaboutinterpretationofscripture,butoriginationofscripture)

2. No

3. Yes

4. Yes

5. Forlife(thatisGod’sintention)

6. Forbetter,forworseisvagueandsubjectiveunlessdefinedbyscriptures(ethics

dealswithrightandwrong,moralvalues.Itissometimesbettertocutoffa

cancerousbreastthantoliveanddiewithit.)

7. Contemporarypeoplesayonethinganddotheother;Scripturally,itis“according

tothewillofGod.”

8. MarriageisaculturalmandategivenbyGod.Aguyandaladywhosurviveda

shipwreckonanislanddoesn’tneedanypublicproclamation.Whatmattersis

thatitishonourableamongthepeopleandwithinscripturalparameters(Heb.13.

4).

9. MarriageisaculturalmandatewhichGodintendspeopledorightlyforthegood

ofthecoupleandthelargersociety.WherewasconsentwhenJehoiadagave

wivestoKingJoash(2Chron.24.3)?Whataboutcultureswherechildrenwere

betrothedatadolescence?

10. No

11. No(exceptintheOldTestamentwhereGodspokeontherapeofavirgin.This

lendcredencetotheculturalmandateofmarriage.)

12. Aconsciousact
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13. No(itonlyviolatesthemarriagecovenant)

14. Itisnotarequirementbutapermission

15. Godallowdivorce;buthehatessendingawayone’swife(Malachimaynotbe

referringtodivorcesincetheworditusessimplymeans“tosendaway,cast

away”).

16. Yes(withsuchHeiswellpleased)

17. No

18. No

19. Notatall(onlyGodhassuchasayandwhenhespeaksonitthatbecomesfinal).

Heistheonlyone“toputasunder”

20. Yes

21. Yes,ifdivorcewasnotlawful.No,ifdivorcewasduetosexualimmorality

22. Monogamy

23. Yes(eligibilityhowevermustbe‘inGod’seyes’)/Matterofculture.UnderLevirate

marriage,wivesareinheritedbynearestofkin;nothingissaidaboutthewoman’s

righttorefuse.

24. Bymen’sauthority

25. Never

26. Yes

27. Yes,unlawfulmarriageshavenorighttoexist,theyexistcontrarytoGod’slawof

marriage

28. No(notlawfulbecauseitwasnotauthorizedbyGod

29. Hewaspleasedwithitbecauseitshowedrepentanceontheirside.Heneednot

approvesuchbecauseitwasnotlawfulinthefirstcase

30. Itwasbasedon“thussaiththeLord”becausetheyhadnorighttoembarkon

suchmarriageinthefirstcase

31. Yesitissinful;itisneveramarriageinthesightofGod.Itisunfortunatelycalled

suchbymen
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32. TheGodordaineddivorceisforonlythelawfullymarriedpartnersforwhomGod

hasjoinedtogetherbuthaveviolatedthemarriagecovenantthroughextra-

maritalaffairs–matt19:9,5:32.God’swordneverspokeofdivorceforillicit

marriage.However,thesecohabiterscanbecounseledtomarry/formalizethe

relationship.

33. No(Vs.8identifiedthewivestheywereaskingof

34. Thereisneverarightwaytodoawrongthing.Manistoputasunderbecauseit

hasnoroomtoexistscripturally.

35. Thatthatonehasrighttomarrybecausehithertoheorshewasnotmarriedin

thesightofGodbutwassimplycohabiting

36. Yes

37. Whojoinedhim/herbeforethatwas‘approved’a‘divorced’.Theyweremere

sinnerswhoneededrepentanceandGodneverrecognizedthem

38. Ifshe/hewerehithertoineligiblehowdiditgetdivorced?

39. Iftheopportunityistherefine,butnotwhenhe/shewasputawayforcommitting

fornicationinherearliermarriagematt19:9

40. Itisadulteryifnotforfornication

41. No(neithercanhislawconstituteconfusion)

42. Yesofcourse

43. ForallagesinGod’sintentionbutcircumstantialevidencesaccommodatedthe

contraryhencethemosaicso-calledpermission

44. Men’shardnessofheart.

45. TheJewsmisappliedthelawassuchJesuscorrectedthem(seemyexposition

inDeut.24andMatt19:11-12)

46. Yesofcourse(itcouldbeoneofthereasons)

47. Sure

48. Christansweredthem andprovidedanexceptiontoHisanswers/Godjoinsa

couplewhomeetshisrequirement;Heallowsdivorcewhenoneviolateshis

requirements.
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49. NohegavealegislaturethatwouldcomeintoeffectafterHisdeath.Heonly

faultedtheirhypocrisyandtheirwrongapplicationofthelaw(Forwhom didhe

changeit?FortheJewswhen,lessthanthreeyearsthatlawwillpassaway?)

50. Nosir,1Cor7isinthecontextof‘presentdistress’itwasnotthecontextof

marriage,divorceforfornication.Thetwopassage(Matt19&1Cor7)though

relatedwereindifferentcontext(ThepunishmentforfornicationintheChristian

eraisexcommunication,notseparation).

51. Yes,butsuchmarriagewasadefilementforher(Jesusmadeitdifficultformen

todivorcetheirwives“foranyreason”).

52. Yes

53. Christprohibitedremarriageinlawfulmarriagewheredivorcewasnotcaused

duetofornication

54. Wheredidyoureadthatfrom?Falseassertionproveitfromthepassage(matt

19:1-12)

55. No,buttheoffendedhasaGodgivenrighttodosoifhewishes(Matt5:32;19:9)

56. Yes

57. Yes(becausetherewasnofornication/sexualsininvolved)

58. Itwasbeingtolerated

59. Possible

60. No

61. No

62. Yessir,forsolongtherewasnodivorce

63. Yes(becauseseparationwasnotcausedbydivorceoccasionedbythesinsof

sexualimmorality)

64. Yes,iftheywanttobepleasingtoGod

65. Yessir

66. No

67. Itreferstorenouncingone’sfaith(Christ)
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68. Notatall

69. No

70. Dependingonwhatbroughtabouttheseparation

71. B

72. Yes

73. Yes

74. Yes

75. No

76. No

77. Yes

78. Notasin

79. No

80. Onlyone

81. Pureassumption,whereissuchlinkinthepassagethatyouderivesuchlink?

Statetheruleofgrammarthatwarrantsuch

PARTTWO

WHATCONSTITUTE‘MARRIAGE’

InourpresentworldlikeitwasintheBibledaysbutworstnow,theword‘marriage’has

beenterriblyabused.Thewordisusedtodescribemanyrelationshipsrangingfrom

monogamy,heterosexual,homosexualetc.Societyusestheword“marriage”todenote

relationshipsbetweenmalesandfemaleswhoGodhasnotjoinedtogether.Eventhe

scriptureappliesthetermtorelationshipsthatmanacceptsandGodrejects(Mark6:17;

Matt19:9).SoatruebiblestudentmusttakecareinthoroughlyseparatingwhoGod

approvedfromgenericusage.Idonotintendtominimizethecompliancewithcivillaw

asanecessarypartofmarriage.Mychiefconcernistodeterminefromscriptureswhat

constitutesmarriagefromGod’sviewpoint.

“THECOVENANT”
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Theword“covenant”usedtodescribethehusbandandwiferelationshipisakeyto

understandingmarriage.WhentheIsraelitesabandonedtheirwivesforforeignwomen,

theprophetMalachirebukedthemfordealing“treacherously”bothwithGod’scovenant

andwith“thycompanionandthewifeofthycovenant”(Mal2:10-14)althoughtheorigin

oftheword“covenant”mightbeobscured,however,itsinherentideasareclearandlend

importantinsightintothetermsandcharacterofmarriage.Acovenantisanagreement

ofbindingcontractbetweentwoormorepartners.Therefore,thetermofagreementis

RULENO.ONE.Acovenantalsocalledforanoath,avoworapromisetofulfillthe

termsofthecontract.GodhimselfswornbyanoathtoAbrahamthatHewillblessthe

wholenationinthenewcovenant(Gen.22:16-18;Heb.6:13-15).Israelpromisedbefore

enteringtheoldcovenant“AllthatJehovahhathspokenwewilldo”(Ex19:8).Thiswill

constituteRULENO.TWO.Finallyacovenantmayrequireaformalsealofratificationto

verifytheagreement.Covenantattimesmightinvolvemereverbalconfirmationora

signassimpleasahandshake.Covenantsthesedaysareratifiedwithsignatures.

Ancienttimeswerewithmorefanfareandritualismthanmoderncontracts(seeGen.15;

17:1-14;Ex.24:1-8;Heb.9:18-20).

Understandingthenatureofcovenantsisessentialforspecificanalysisofthemarriage

contractsitself.Themarriagecontract,forexample,demands,asGoddesignedit,an

agreementbyamaleandafemaletobehusbandandwifetooneanother.The

covenantmustthenbeverbalizedbyapromiseoroath…avowoffaithfulness“until

deathdouspart”.Finally,thecovenantiscompletedbyasignorsealofratification.

HowisallthesespelledoutintheBiblicalteaching.Godatthebeginningsaid:

“ThereforeshallamanleaveshisFatherandhismotherandshall

Cleaveuntohiswifeandtheyshallbeoneflesh”(Gen.2:24).

Jesusspokefavourablyofthislaw andconfirmeditsenduringnaturewhenhe

discussedmarriageanddivorcewiththePharisees(Matt19:5).AccordingtoGod,

marriageinvolvesthreecommitments.

Amanandawomanmustleavefather,mother,cleaveuntooneanother,andunite

themselvesasoneflesh.WhenthesecommitmentsarefulfilledGodjoinsthem

togetherandacovenantisratified.Acloserlookateachofthesepledgeswillclarifythe

meaningofmarriage.

(1) LEAVE:Maleandfemalewhodecidetomarrymustfirst“leave”fatherand

mother.Thismeansadefiniteandafinalbreakistobemadebetweenthenew

familyandthetwofamiliesfromwhichthecouplescame.Fathersandmothers

mustnotbepermittedtointerfere,regulateanddominateorcontrolthe

marriagesoftheirchildren.Firstandimportantterminthecovenant.
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(2) CLEAVE:TheGreekwordusedbyJesus(Kollao)means“toglueorweldtogether;

tosticktogetherlikeglue”emphasizesthepromiseorvow…“Untildeathdous

part”(seeRom7:1,2;1Cor7:39).“WhatsoeverGodjointogetherletnomanput

asunder”(Matt19:6).Cleave“impliesacceptanceofonenessinmarriageanda

voworcommitmenttothatunion

(3) ONEFLESH:Thefinalactionofmarriagesays“theyshallbeoneflesh”(Gen.2:24)

orasJesusputitthetwoshallbecome(be)oneflesh.Although,manyargue

againstsexbeingtheonefleshabout,otherthingsmightbeinvolvedbutit

certainlyincludeit.

(4) THECONSUMMATION:Thenismarriagefinalized?Abouttwoorthreeimportant

passagesindicatesratherconclusivelythatthemarriageissealedandratifiesby

the“oneflesh”relationship.Beyondcivilproclamation,amale,afemalesealtheir

relationshipbysexualunion.

Observethefollowing:

1. Godmademarriagewiththreeparallelactions:leave,cleave,beoneflesh.

2. Onwhatbasisdowemaketwooftheseinherentandpartofthemarriageand

denythethird?

3. AfterstatingthethreeJesussaid“sothattheyarenomoretwobutoneflesh.

WhatthereforeGodhasjoinedtogetherletnomanputasunder”(Matt19:6).The

twoarenotunitedbyGoduntiltheyleave,cleaveandbecomeoneflesh

Finally,thecaseofJosephandMaryclearlyprovethedifferencebetweenabetrothed

andnotmarried,onlyarequestandpromise(seeDeut.22:22-24).Thetwowere

“husband”and“wife”whoneededadivorcetoservertheirrelationship,yettheywere

onlybetrothedbutnotmarried(Matt1:19,20;Lk.2:4,5).Thoughtheywerehusbandand

wifebyvirtueoftheMosaicLaw,whyaretheynotmarried?Theywereyettocome

togetherasinoneflesh.Marriage,itisclear,isconsummatedandratifiedbysexual

union.

Ihaveprovedbeyondreasonabledoubtwhatconstitutedmarriage.Thereforetheclaim



16

thatJesuswasdiscussingillicitmarriageinMatt19asthemarriagesforwhichthe

“exceptforfornication”clauseappliediswithoutjustification.Weallknow that

exceptionsaremadetobonafiderulesandnotthecontrary.BrotherAsaolucasefailhere.

OnlymarriagesthatcomplywithJehovahlawsareregardedbyHimastruemarriages.

Whatthereforeconstitutemarriage:(a)Agreement(b)thevowsandtheirratification

and(c)God’sapproval.ThefirsttwoaretheessentialsofANYmarriagewhileallthree

areessentialtoascripturalmarriage.

WHATCONSTITUTES“DIVORCE”

Isdivorcejustdivorce?OrarealldivorcespleasingandapprovedbyGod?InviewofMal.

2:16whichsaysthatGod“hatesputtingaway”inviewofourcontentionandproof

above,canscripturalmarriagebedivorced?BrotherAsaoluarguestothecontrary,while

inthisrebuttal/studyIam supportingthebiblicalview thatsaysmarriagecanbe

divorcedongroundsofsexualimmorality,andtheoneputtingawaycanremarrywhile

theoneputawaycannotremarry.Sowhatisdivorce?

TherearethreeHebrewwordsusedintheOldTestamenttosignifydivorce.Oneisthe

verb“garish”whichisusedinLev.21:7,14;22:13;Num.30:9andEze.44:22.According

tothelexiconsitmeans“todriveout,castout”.Itistranslatedinseptuagintbythe

Greekword“ekballo”“tocastout”(FrancisBrown,TheNew Brown-Driver-Briggs-

GeseniusHebrewandEnglishLexicon,p.176).

SecondisthenounKirethuthfrom theverbkarathwhichmeans“tocut”,thenoun

means“acuttingoff”andisusedinDeut.24:1,3;Isaiah50;1andJeremiah3:8.Inall

thesepassagesitisusedinconjunctionwiththetermforwritingandistranslated“abill

orwritingofdivorcement.ItisrenderedintheSeptuagintbytheGreekwordapostasion
(Brown,DriverandBriggs,504).

ThethirdtermisShalachwhichmeans“tosendaway,dismiss”itisfoundinDeut.22:19,

29;24:1,3;Jer.3:8;Mal.2:16.ItistranslatedintheseptuagintbytheGreekword

exapostlello“tosendfrom”(Brown,DriverandBriggs,1019).

IntheNewTestamentthesewordsareusedfortheideaofdivorce.Apoluomeans“To

loosefrom,severbylosing,undotosetfree,toliberateonefrom athing(asfrom a

bond)Luke13:12.Usedofdivorce‘Todismissfromthehouse,torepudiate;Matt1:19;

5:31,7-9;Mk10:2,4,11;Lk16:18;Mk10:12(JosephHenryThayer,GrandRapids:1962)

Page65-66.

ArndtandGingrichdefineApoluoasdivorce,sendawaytenGunaika,one’swifeor

betrothed,Matt1:19;5:3ifMatt19:3,7-9;Mark10:4,11;Lk16:18;Mk10:12(Arndt&

Gingrich)96.
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ThesecondGreekwordtranslateddivorceistheverbAphiemiwhichmeantosendor

takeawaytobidofawayordepart,ofahusbandputtingawayhiswife.1cor1:11-13

(Thayer,88).”Inlegalsensedivorcegunaike(ArndtandGingrich,125).

FinallytheseisthewordChorizotoleavehusbandorwife(1Cor7:11,15)(Thayer)674

Whatistheimportofalltheabove?Itmeansdivorceistoputaway,toenda

relationshipinthiscaseascripturallyapprovedmarriagecontrarytotheassertionofmy

BrotherAsaoluthatJesuswasdiscussingillicitmarriageasonlythosewhichwereto

beputasunder.ApoluoasusedintheGreektestamentisanactiontakenbyoneparty

andnottwopartieseachputtingthemselvesaway.Jesusfrequentuseofactiveand

passiveterms(theonewhoputawayandtheonewhoisputaway)showsthatHeis

thinkingofoneputtingaway.InthecontextofJesusdiscussioninMt.19,oneparty

doestheputtingaway(activeverb,apoluo)andtheotherpartyreceivestheaction

(passiveverb,apolelumenen).Thereforedivorceasusedinthebiblecontext,isthe

terminationofscripturalmarriagebyoneparty,apersoniseithertheonebeingdivorced

ortheonedoingthedivorcing.ApoluowasusedofJesussendingawaythemultitude

(Matt14:22-23)Jesusactuallysendsthemawaybyaction.Itisnotaftersendingthem

awaythemultitudecamebackandsendJesusaway.IfJesuswasdiscussingillicit

marriageaclaim bythearticleunderreview,thenGodapprovesofillicitmarriageby

implication.Itisactionandconsequenceputtingawayandbeputaway.Rightfulput

awayandwrongful(sinful)putaway.Divorceinthiscontextistheputtingawaywhich

willamounttosin(Matt19:9)andnotsinfulrepentanceinputtingawayaco-sinning

wifeorhusband.

WHATIS“FORNICATION”

(IntheexceptionstatementsofMatt5:32and19:9)

Ihavelearntlongagothattheprecisemeaningofa‘word’mustbedeterminedbythe

contextinwhichitisused(i.e.whatisthesubjectathand?)howitisused(i.e.isitin

theplaceofanoun,verboramodifier?)andbyaconsiderationofitsprimarymeaning

whensoused.

Again,tounderstanditsprecisemeaninginMatt5:32and19:9wemustbewillingto

stickwithfundamentalcommonsenseprinciplesfordeterminingthemeaningofwords.

Thesameprincipleweuseeveryday.Wemightnothavegiventhoughttothembutwe

usethemeveryday.

THEMEANINGOFFORNICATION

AccordingtotheEnglishBible(KJV),thewordusedbyJesusinMatt5:32and19:9in

givingalawfulcausefordivorceis“fornication”Whatdoesitmean?
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AccordingtoWebsterdictionary,thebasicmeaningishumansexualintercourseother

thanbetweenmanandhiswife.ModernEnglishVersionsoftheNew Testament

translatethewordinthesepassagesas“sexualimmorality”(NKJV,1984),“sexuality

unfaith”(NewTestamentinthelanguageoftoday).And“maritalunfaithfulness(NIV,

1978)Greeklanguagescholarswhohavestudiedhowtheword“fornication”(Greek

“PORNEIA”)isusedbyGodintheNewTestamentandhowitwasusedbythosewho

translatedtheOldtestamentfromHebrewandAramaicintoGreek,haveconcludedthat

“fornication”refersprimarilytoillicitsexualintercourseingeneral(Thayer1976,532).

Yetanotherlanguageauthority“Inageneralcontextitmayrefertoprostitution,

unchastely…….Everykindofunlawfulsexualintercourse”(Arndt&Danker,1979,693).To

“extra-maritalsexualmodesofbehaviorinsofarastheydeviatefromacceptedsocial

and religions norms (e.g.homosexuality;promiscuity,pedophilia and especially

prostitution),(H.Reisser,theNewInternationalDictionaryofNewTestamentTheology,

19801:497)

Theyalsonotedthatithasfigurativeusageasfollows:“Inaccordancewithaformof

speechcommonintheOldTestamentandamongtheJewwhichrepresentstheclose

relationshipexistingbetweenJehovahandhispeopleunderthefigureofamarriage…..

porneiaisusedmetaphoricallyofworshipofIdols“(Thayer532).

Whatallthesescholarshavesimplysaidisthat“fornication”isageneralterm for

sexualimmorality,andthatitisalsosometimesusedinafigurativewaytoreferto

spiritualunfaithfulness.IfImaypausetoask,cantherebeunfaithfulnesswherethey

havebeennofaithfulnesshitherto?WhenGod’speoplecommitsfornicationagainst

Him,isitnottheviolationofthecovenantGodhadwiththembyjoiningthemselvesto

idolatry?Would“exceptforfornication”notnecessarilybethatacovenantisviolatedby

oneinthemarriagevowasaresultofsexualimmorality?BrotherAsaolucan’tyousee

thatclearlyfrom theimplicationoftheOld/New Testamentusagesoftheword

‘PORNEIA’?Can’tyouseethatfornicationisavarietyofsin?Stronginhissecond

meaningofPORNEIAandusedinMatt5:32;Matt19:9said“inMatt5;32and19:9it

standsfororincludesadultery;……(Strong2001,207)whileJesusdoesgiveaspecial

meaningtoadulteryinMat5:28‘wheredoesHeredefinedfornication’?Inthelightofthe

aboveconsiderthe“truthfulness”inbrotherAsaolustatementbelow:

1. “Recallthattheword‘fornication’generallyreferstosexualimmoralityinallits

variousformsandisregardedasanuncleanness-2Cor12:21,Eph5:3;Col3:5,

Jude1:7’’.WheredoesBrotherAsaolugethisassertionthatfornicationis

regardedasuncleannessinthesepassages?Thatisreadingintothepassages.

Thereisnothingofsuchsaidinthecitedpassages,fornicationandcleanness

standsontheirown.Evenifgranted thatfornicationisuncleanness,is

covetousnessnotuncleanness?Whataboutidolatryisitnotuncleanness?Itis
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againsttheruleofbiblicalinterpretationtobuildadoctrineonsuppositionand

conjecturesthatareliabletootherinterpretation.

2. “Italsospeciallyreferstosexuallyactivitybetweenpersonswhoarenotlawfully

married-1Cor6:16-18;10:8,Gal5;19Christthusexplainedtheuncleanness

envisagedinDeuteronomyandjustifieswhythewomanmayremarryafteran

approveddivorceandthefirsthusbandcouldnottakethewifebackagain”Yet

anotherunwarrantedconclusionbybro.Asaolu.Thepassageshequotedhasno

bearingwiththeissueofmarriageanddivorcebeendiscussedbytheLordin

Matt19.Withoutproperexegesisofthepassagesheproceededtoassertthat

Christexplainedthe“uncleannessenvisagedinDeuteronomyandjustifieswhy

thewomanmayremarryafteranapproveddivorce”hereiswhathewantsto

forcedownthethroatoftheLord-theuncleannesssaidbyMosesis(a)

fornication,(b)thatistosaythatthemarriagesunderdiscussionwasallalonga

caseoffornicationassuchthewoman/manputawaycannowremarry(with

God’sapproval),(c)Christwasthereforesayingthatthemarriagesaddressby

Deut.24andMatt.19werecasesoffornication.Iwonderhowacarefulstudent

ofthebiblewillreadthiskindofathingfromDeuteronomyandMatt.Itbrother

Asaoluisrighttoclaimthatthewomandivorcedisnotproperlymarriedtoher

husbandhenceshecannowbemarriedtoanotherandbeapprovedofGod,and

thenIaskwhydoeshersecondmarriageconstitutesdefilement?(Deut.24:4).

MoreonthisinmyexpositiononDeut24:1-4.WhereinMatt19:1-12didbrother

Asaoluseearemarriageofheorsheputawayforfornication?Canbrother

Asaoludoawordstudy/expositiontobringallthosepassagescitedandarriveat

hisconclusiontowhichIhaverefutedaboutDeut24andMatt19?

3. “Matt19exemptionforinstanceappliedtoaninitialincestuousmarriagewhich

whendissolved:eachpartyinvolvedmaymarrysomeoneelse”.Myabovepoint

andargumentshasplacethewrongonthisaction.Theexemptionsgrantedwere

forGod’sapprovedmarriagesandnotGod’srejectednon-approvedoneslike

incestuousmarriages.Therewasnoscripturalcovenant.Jesussaidandstill

saying,puttingascripturalwifeorhusbandwithoutitbeencausebysexual

immoralityandbeenmarriedtoanotherisadultery.BrotherAsaolumuchproves

thatthisisnotthecasefromthecontext.

4. “ItisevidentJesusdeliberatelysaid‘exceptforfornication’torefertothosenot

lawfullymarriedbeforeGod.Hewouldhaveagainusedtheactualwordadultery,

thereinthatexemptionifthatwastheintendedmessage!”

WellanyonereadingmewouldhavenodoubtthatwhateverbrotherAsaolu

intendtoachievewithhisassertionshere,havebeenrenderedinvalidbythe
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lexiconsasquotedabove.Fornicationisavarietyofsexualsins.Heowesusan

exegesisofthewordfornicationandhowitisrestrictedtotheunmarriedinthat

contexttowarranthisconclusion?Ifhedoesthat,Iwillpointhimtoscriptures

thatconfirm IsraelidolatrouslifeandfornicationagainstGodasnations

figurativelymarriedtoJehovah.BythewaybroAsaoluknowsthepunishmentfor

fornicationunderthelandofMoses.

WHATSAYSDEUTERONOMY24:1-4?

Alotofmisunderstandingandmisapplicationhasbeendonetothispassageasaresult

ofpoorattentiongiventothepassagethroughtranslations,how-be-itinnocently.For

exampletheKJVhastheprotasis(the“if”partofaproposition)consistingofthefirst

partofverseone;“whenamanhathtakenawifeandmarriedher,anditcometopass

thatshefindnofavourinhiseyes,becausehehathfoundsomeuncleannessinher…….”

Thenithastheapodosis(the“then”partofaproposition)consistingofthelastpartof

theverseone;“Thenlethimwriteabillofdivorcement.

TheAmericanStandardVersionwantedtomakesomedifferencebuttheversion

makestheprotasis“whenamantakethawife,andmarriethher.”Theapodosisis“Then

itshallbeetc.”Thetwoversionsdifferslightly,buttomefromthegrammaticalstand

pointtheyarewrongformakingtheapodosiscomeinverse1.

Permitmetoquoteanearwordtowordinternaltranslationasitispossible:“ifaman

takesawifeandmarriesher,andifitcometopassthatshedoesnotfindfavourinhis

eyesbecauseofamatterofindecencyandhewritesforherawritingofdivorcement,

andgiveitintoherhand,andshegoesfromhishouseandbecomestoanotherman,

andhehatesherandthelatterhusbandwriteforherawritingofdivorcementandgives

itintoherhandandsendsherfromhishouseorifthelatterhusbandwhotookherto

himselfforawifeshoulddie,herformerhusband,whosentherawaymaynotturn

aroundandtakehertobetohim orawifeaftershehasbeendefiled,Becausethat

wouldbeanabominationbeforetheLord,andthoushallnotcausethelandtosinwhich

theLordthygodisgivingtotheeforinheritance.”(TheTorah,Amoderncommentary,

9̀81,1498quotedbyBobWaldron).

Whatisthedifferencebetweenthesetranslations;thelatterdohaveverses1-3asa

continuousthoughtexpressingacertainsetofconditionsandversefourexpressinga

conclusion.ThisviewissupportedbytwonotableHebrewscholarsontheircommentary

onDeuteronomy24:1-5:“Thefourversesformaperiod,inwhichvv.1-3aretheclauses

oftheprotasis,whichdescribethemattertreatedabout;andv.4containstheapodosis,

withthelawconcerningthepointinquestion”(KeilandDelitzschCommentaryonthe

OldTestament).Mosttranslatorsandcommentatorsagreethatverses1-3arethe

protasisandversefourcontainstheapodosis.Thereisnodoubtthatthisassignmentis
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correct.Thesignificanceofallthesewillbeseenasyoureadon.Therearerealno

difficultiesinunderstandingtheseverses.Theysimplysaythatifamanmarriesa

womanandfindssomemattersofimproprietyorindecencyinher,andhedivorcesher,

andshemarriessomeoneelse,thatthefirsthusbandcannevermarryheragain.Even

thoughshemaybedivorcedbythesecondhusbandorhemaydie,herformerhusband

cannottakeherbackforhiswifebecausesheisdefiled.Failuretoobservethiswarning

wouldcausethelandGodwasgivingIsraelforaninheritancetobedefiled.

Thetermtranslated“marry”istheverbBaalwhichmeans“topossess,togovern”.Baal

isusedinv-4asanounmeaninghusband,“herformerBaal”.Theverbisusedonlyof

thefirstmarriage,andthenounisusedonlyofthefirsthusband.Thattheterm

dabharervath,issomewhatdifficulttodetermine,theexpressioninternalmeansa

matterorthingofnakedness.Adulteryisnotimpliedhere,sincetheMosaiclawwas

clearonthepenaltyofmaritalunfaithfulness.(Deut22:22)sincedeathisnoteven

mentionedinconnectionwithDeut.24:1-4innowaycanitbeassumedthattheunclean

thingcouldbeadultery.Thephraseisdeliberatelyvaguebecausetheprecisenatureof

thecauseofdivorceisnotunderconsiderationinthepassage.

TheASVinverse2ismisleading:“shemaygoandbeanotherman’swife.”TheHebrew

literallysays“Andshegoesandbecomeanotherman’s”.Inotherwords,whentheASV

saysshemaygoandbecomesanotherman’swife,permissionisimplied.Thereisno

permissiongivenforsuchathinginthispassage.Insteadthelawanticipatedathing

andregulatesoneaspectofthatthing,thereturnofadivorcedwoman,aftera

subsequentmarriagetoherfirstpartner.Thereisneitherpermissionnorapproval

impliedonGod’spart.Thereisanimplicationoftoleranceofsufferance.

TheProphetJeremiahshedssomelightonourpassageinJer.3:1,GodwassayingHe

wouldtakeIsraelbackeventhoughshehadbeendefiledbyother“husband”through

heridolatry.

Ifthesecondmarriagedefilesthewoman,thenhowcouldthatbeGod’spermissionor

approval?Theterm translateddefileisusedfrequentlyintheOldTestament.Itmay

refertomoral,religiousorceremonialpollution.Sincenoritualcancleansethis

defilementitisaseriousmatter.Inwhatsenseisshedefiled?Itamounttoadultery.I

say“amountto”becausethelawdidnotspecifythatitwasadultery.

Deuteronomy24:1-4anticipatedtheteachingofJesuswhenHesaid“everyonethat

puttedawayhiswifesavingforthecauseoffornication,makethheranadulterous:and

whosoevershallmarryherwhensheisputawaycommittedadultery”(Matt5:32)inthe

situationdescribedinDeut24,itwasnotthewoman’sdivorcethatdefileherbuther

secondmarriage.Shewasdefiledevenifhersecondhusbanddies.Shewasdefileby

hersecondmarriage.Whatthelaw implied,JesusspecifiedwhenHesaidthe
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defilementofthesecondmarriageisadultery.IamafraidthatthewaytheJewsmisuse

Duet24,somanyarewonttouse1Cor7:10-11asagroundforremarriage.

Lestsomeonewillcontesttheuseof“husband”forthetwomeninDeut24:1-4,Imade

boldtosayGodneverrecognizedthesecondmarriage.Thoughseveraltermsareused

intheO.Tforhusband(Ish,Enosh,Chathan,Rea,Baal),thewordBaalistheonewhich

emphasizetheman’spossessionofthewomanwhowashiswife.Asaverb,Baalisthe

mostfrequentterm formarriage.Thecontrastinthepassagebetweenherproper

husband(herBaal)andanothermanwhobecomesherhusband(Ish)isclear,andits

meaningshouldbeobvious.

ThereisnoconflictbetweenDeut.24:1-4andtheteachingofJesusonmarriageand

divorce.WhenJesusspokeinMatt5:32and19:9,Hewasmerelyamplifyingand

correctingthelawinDeuteronomy24andclosingtheloopholeinventedbytheJew

throughthehardnessoftheirhearts.Hemadethepointthatwhoeverputshiswife

awayforacauseotherthanadulterymakeshiswifeanadulteress(Matt5:32).Jesus

alsoshowedthatthemanwhoputhiswifeawayforacauseotherthanadulteryand

marriedanothercommittedadulteryhimself(Matt19:9).ConclusivelyJesusonly

correctedthemisapplicationofDeut24,andstatedwhatwasonlyapplied.

ContrarytoBroAsaolu’sarticlethatJesusclarifiedwhatwasanticipatedbyMosaiclaw

totheeffectthatonlyillicitmarriageswheretobedivorceandfornication/adulterydo

notgiverightofdivorceinscripturalmarriages,Jesustaughtthatthosewhohavethe

righttoremarrywhilethefirstpartnersexistarethosewhoputawaysexuallyimmoral

partners.AgainDeuteronomyonlyanticipatedandregulatedanaspectofathingand

nevergavepermissionorapprovalforremarriageonanyandeverycause.Remember

thewomanreturntoherhusbandwasonlyprohibitedupondefilement.Sheisnot

defiledbydivorcebuthersecondmarriage.

Isanyonestillindoubtsofthisclearexposition?Letusnowgotothepopular“Ezra

typology”

DIDTHEJEWSDIVORCETHEIRFOREIGNWIVESTHEREBYCONFORMINGTODEUT

24:1-4

Itisnotedthatduringthepost-exileperiodinthelifetimeofEzrathepriestand

GovernorNehemiah,someofthepriestandJewsmarriedfromthenationsforwhich

Godprohibitedthemnottomarry.Thisthebiblesays:“ThenEzratheprieststoodup

andsaidtothemyouhavebeenunfaithfulbymarryingforeignwomen,addingtoIsrael’s
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guilt.Itherefore,makeaconfessiontoYahwehtheGodofyourfathersanddoHiswill.

Separateyourselvesfromthesurroundingpeopleandyourforeignwives”Ezra10:10-11.

Iencouragealltorememberthatwehavedonesufficientworkonwhatconstitutea

scripturalmarriageandsimilarlythatofscripturaldivorce.Baseonsuchknowledge,I

proceedtoaskthefollowingthreequestions:

1. DidtheJewsdivorcetheirforeignwives?

2. WhatistheMosaicconditionfordivorcement?

3. WhatisGod’sruleonmarryingforeignwomen?

Myanswersontheabovecomeintheseorder:

1. TheJewsunderEzradidnotdivorcethosewomenbecausetherewasno

marriageinthesightoftheMosaicconstitutionwhichforbidsmarryingsuchpeople:

“WhentheLordyourGodbringsyou…youshallnotmarrytheirdaughters…”Youcannot

divorcewhenthelawdidn’tapprovetherelationshipasmarriage.

2. TheMosaicLawstatedthatthemanmustseesomethinguncleaninthewoman,

NOTSOMETHINGSINFULORAGAINSTGOD’SLAW.

InEzra,themendidn’tseeanythinguncleanintheirwivesandchildren;itwasEzrawho

spottedungodlinessandunfaithfulnesswiththemen.Thiswassobecausetheyby

theiractsviolatedMosaicLaw.SincebrotherAsaolucontendthatVs3implies

conformitytoDeut24:1-4,itisproperweexaminethatversevis-à-visthetotalcontext.

a. Shechaniahsaid“NowthereforeletusmakeacovenantwithGodtoputawayall

thewives(foreign-JRO)andsuchasarebornofthem(Vs3a).Whowastomake

acovenanthere?Israelincludingthoseguiltyofthissinthathasrobbedonthe

nation.Whywerethechildrentobeputaway?DidtheMosaicdivorcement

requiresuch?TheywereputawaybecausetheyconstitutedabominationtoGod

(Nehemiah13:23-30)forthosechildrenborntopriesttoremainandhave

entitlementtotheLeviticalpriesthoodandotherspecificbenefitswillamountto

sin.AgainifallthesetransgressorsneededwereMosaicdivorcementthenthe

childrenwillbespared.

b. Shechaniahwentfurthertosaythatthiscounselshouldbe“accordingtothe

counselofmylordandofthosethattrembleatthecommandofourGod;Vs3b

mylordhereisEzraandhisfaithfulcompany.WhatwasEzracounselVs10-11;

“AndEzratheprieststoodupandsaiduntothem,yehavetransgressedandhave

takenstrangewives,toincreasethetrespassofIsrael.Inowthereforemake
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confessionuntotheLordGodofyourfathers,anddohispleasureandseparate

yourselvesfrom thepeopleofthelandandfrom thestrangewives”.WasEzra

notawareoftheMosaicprocedures?Whereweretheyaskedtowriteabillof

divorcementforforeignwives?Thesewereillicitmarriagethatmustbeput

asunderGodneverapprovedofthem inthefirstcase.Nothinglikebillof

divorcement.

c. Schecaniahthirdclausewas:“andletitbedoneaccordingtothelaw”brother

Asaoluwithoutevidencesconcludedthat“thelaw”hereisDeut24:1-4.Iwill

wastenotimeherebecauseIhaveprovidedbeyondreasonabledoubtthatheis

simplyassuming.Anassumptionisnotaproofofathing.Thelawhereissimply

whatGodhasforbiddenmixmarriagewiththeseheathennationandassuch

theyshouldseparatefromthesewomenandnotgivethembillofdivorcement.

ThereisnoconnectionbetweenDeut24andEzrastrangewives(Ezra10:3).

3. WhatisGod’sruleonmarryingforeignwomen?Manythinkitistotallyprohibited

fortheIsraelitetomarryforeignwomen.No,justlikedivorceexemptionbyChrist,God

specifiedthosecapturedinwarorboughtasslaves(Deut21:10-14).ThemeninEzra

couldnothavecapturedthosewomeninwarsinceJudahdidn’thaveanarmyafter

returningfrom exile.Therefore,theseparationinEzraisnotacaseofdivorcement

accordingtoMosaicprovision;itwasrepentanceforungodlyliving(cohabitation)and

unfaithfulnesstoGod’slaw(illegitimatemarriage).OnceagainIhaveprovedthecaseof

EzraJewswasnotdivorcementbutpurerepentance.ThelawinDeutwasnotteaching

repentancefromillicitmarriagebuttheputawayofalegitimatewifeforwhomGodisa

witness.

MATTHEW19

HavingspentsomuchtimeondivorceandfornicationIintendtomakemyexpositionof

Matt19:1-12verybrief.Ihaveexplainedmypointsoverandover.InMatt19:8-9,itis

recorded

Vs.8 “Hetoldthem,‘Mosespermittedyoutodivorceyourwives(bygivingherabillof

divorceforreasonsotherthanfornicationwhichwouldhaveresultedindeath,

notdivorce)becauseofthehardnessofyourhearts.Butitwasnotlikethatfrom

thebeginning”

1. DivorcewasallowedbyMoseswherefornicationisnottheoffense;God

originallydidnotpermitdivorceforuncleannessthoughhepunishedAbimelech

andPharaohforattemptedadulteryonSarah.

Vs.9 “AndItellyou,whoeverdivorcehiswife(bygivingherabillofdivorcement
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becauseofperceiveduncleannessinherorforanyotherreason),exceptfor

sexualimmorality(whosepenaltywould havebeendeathnotseparation

accordingtotheMosaicLaw)andmarriesanother,commitsadultery.”

2. Whichwifeisunderdiscussionhere?Vs8showsitistheveryonetheywould

havegivenabillofdivorcementaccordingtotheMosaicconstitution,nota

cohabitee.TheMosaicLawofDeut.24.1-4wasnotspeakingaboutillegitimate

marriageorcohabitation.

3. “…exceptforsexualimmorality…”Inotherwords,givingbillofdivorcementto

one’sscripturallyweddedwifeisonlypermittedwhereshecommitsfornication.

4. “…andmarriesanothercommitsadultery.”Exceptthewifecommitsadultery,

Christmadethebillofdivorcementinvalid.Hence,remarriageisnullandvoid

wherefornicationisnotthegroundfordivorce.

Fromtheaboveletmestateitclearthatitisamereassumptiononthepartofanyone

tosaythat“exceptforfornication”isaddressingpersonsinillegitimatemarriage.There

isnocontradictionbetweenJesusandMoses.Godgrantedtheexemptionandnotman.

Whenscripturalmarriagesaredivorcedongroundsoffornication,itisdonewithGod’s

approval.

SUMMARYOFMYEXPOSITION

InordertoclearlyunderstandmyworksofarIdrawattentiontothefollowing:
1.IhaveundertakentorefutethebasicthesisofbrotherAsaolu’spaperonmarriage,
divorceandremarriage.Inhisarticlehepositedthatnoscripturalmarriage(marriages
whichareapprovedbyGodcanbedivorcedforanyreason.Heinterpretedtheexception
clauseinMatthew 19:9asreferringtomarriagesthatwerebytheirnatureand
contractionillicite.g.amarriagebetweensiblingswhohithertoneverknewtheirfamily
status.Ihaveprovedthatthisinterpretationiswrongandunwarranted.Tocometothis
conclusion,Iproved
(a)ThatnotallmarriagesareapprovedbyGod
(b)Thatformarriagestobelawfulitmustmeetsomebasiccriteria
(c)ThatthesecriteriawereenunciatedbyGodhimself
(d)ThatmarriageinvolvesacovenantbetweentwoeligiblepartnersinthesightofGod.
(e)ThatthecovenantiswitnessedbyGod.
(f) Thatreferenceto“marriageswhichgoescontrarytothesecriteriaareaberration,
andnot approvalbyGod.
(f) ThatonlymarriagesthatmeetupGod’srequirementsareundertheexception

clauseofMatt.19
(g)ThattheMosaicbillofdivorcecoversonlylegitimatemarriagesforwhichGodisa
witness.

(i)Thatnopermissionofremarriageisgrantedtothedivorcedwife
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inthemosaicconstitution
(j)Thatasecondmarriageconstitutesdefilementtothewoman.
(k)Thatthemarriagesofthepostexilicperiodtoforeignwomenwerecontrarytothe
marriagelawofGodassuchtheirunionswerenullandvoidbeforeGodeventhough
sociallyacceptedbeforeEzra’sintervention.
(l) Thattherewasnobillofdivorcementsrequiredforthedissolutionofthose
marriages.

2.Ihaveinthecourseofthisreview/rebuttalprovedthatmarriagesunderdiscussionin
Matthew5:32and19:9,weremarriageswhichwerejoinedtogetherbyGod.Thatman
puttingasundermeansdivorcingamarriagejoinedbyGodwithoutHisapproval.Jesus
grantedtheexceptiontotherule(anymanthatdivorceshiswife…andbemarriedto
another,commitsadultery).Exceptionsaremadetorulesandnotthecontrary.Thusthe
view thatJesusforbidsthedivorceofascripturalmarriageonthegroundsof
fornicationfallstotheground.

CONCLUSION
DepthsofgratitudetobrotherAsaolu,forcourageouslychallengingourthinking
capacityandknowledgebase.Ihavepresentedmypointsveryclearlytoavoidbeen
misunderstood.Iurgeourbrothertorethinkhisinterpretationandstraightenhis
teachingtoconformtoscripturesandsoundreasoning.Useconceptsortermsasused
inthebiblecontext.Letusbemoreopentostudyandstudytools.Godblessyou.

QUESTIONS/POSERSFORALL(providescripturetosupportyouranswersoraffirm
scripturalsilence).

Matthew19.3-9
1. Vs.3“ThePhariseesalsocametoHim,testingHim,andsayingtoHim,"Isit

lawfulforamantodivorcehiswifeforjustanyreason?"

Poser:GodallowedtheJewstodivorceforANYreason:True/False

2. Vs4-6“AndHeansweredandsaidtothem,"HaveyounotreadthatHewhomade
thematthebeginning'madethemmaleandfemale,'5andsaid,'Forthisreason
amanshallleavehisfatherandmotherandbejoinedtohiswife,andthetwo
shallbecomeoneflesh'? 6Sothen,theyarenolongertwobutoneflesh.
ThereforewhatGodhasjoinedtogether,letnotmanseparate."
Poser: JesusherewasreferringGodjoiningcohabitors,notmarried

couple:True/False

3. Vs.7“TheysaidtoHim,"WhythendidMosescommandtogiveacertificateof
divorce,andtoputheraway?"

Poser:Thewomantobegivenbillofdivorcementwasnotawife,buta
fornicationpartner:True/False

4. Vs.8a:“Hesaidtothem,"Moses,becauseofthehardnessofyourhearts,
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permittedyoutodivorceyourwives…”
Poser:Mosespermittedthem todivorcetheirfornicationpartner,NOTwife:
True/False

5. Vs.8b“…butfromthebeginningitwasnotso.”
Poser:Fromthebeginning,Godallowedfornicatingpartnerstocontinueintheir
cohabitation:True/False

6. Vs.9a:“AndIsaytoyou,whoeverdivorceshiswife…”
Question:“Wife”heremeansawomanSCRIPTURALLYmarriedto:True/False

7. Vs.9b“…exceptforsexualimmorality…”
Poser:thismeansdivorceisallowedINSCRIPTURALMARRIAGEontheground
ofsexualimmorality:True/False

Ezr9:1-2
1. Vs.1:“Whenthesethingsweredone,theleaderscametome,saying,"The

peopleofIsraelandthepriestsandtheLeviteshavenotseparatedthemselves
from thepeoplesofthelands,withrespecttotheabominationsofthe
Canaanites,theHittites,thePerizzites,theJebusites,theAmmonites,the
Moabites,theEgyptians,andtheAmorites.”

Poser:ThismarriageisaviolationofwhichoftheMosaicLaw?(1)Deut.24.1-4
(2)Deut.7.1-4(3)both

2. Vs2“Fortheyhavetakensomeoftheirdaughtersaswivesforthemselvesand
theirsons,sothattheholyseedismixedwiththepeoplesofthoselands.”

Poser:ThoseJewssinnedby(1)marryingforeignwomen(2)cohabiting/livingin
fornication(3)both

Ezr10:2-4
3. “AndShechaniahthesonofJehiel,oneofthesonsofElam,spokeupandsaidto

Ezra,"WehavetrespassedagainstourGod,andhavetakenpaganwivesfromthe
peoplesoftheland;yetnowthereishopeinIsraelinspiteofthis.3Now
therefore,letusmakeacovenantwithourGodtoputawayallthesewivesand
thosewhohavebeenborntothem,accordingtotheadviceofmymasterandof
thosewhotrembleatthecommandmentofourGod;andletitbedoneaccording
tothelaw.”
a. Poser:“putaway”isequivalenttoissuingbillofdivorcement:True/False
b. Poser:childrenareto beputawayunderthebillofdivorcement:
True/false
c. Poser:“letitbedoneaccordingto”whichLaw?(1)Deut.7.1-4(2)Deut24.

1-4(3)both(4)none
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