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CHAFTER I
IATRODUCTIOR
1. 78S FROBLEH

Statemand ggﬁ?&@ Problem, The Church iz szomewhad divided on

the isgue of ssrerisge snd ite related probleme. The problesm preseni-
ed hermis: Whet ls the Bibliecsl tesching sz to God'sz abandasrd Tor

marrisge?

Ghjeetives. It was the purpose of this study to discover vhat
the Bible says about marrisge and the related problems of polyzany,
divores, snd seperation. ¥With the Bibls 28 the gulde, these weve the
specific objectives dealt with: (1) To se}d forth a birdsesye-view of
the biblical teaching on marrisge znd the related problems of polygamy,
diverce, and sepasration. (2} o detersine what is the biblical tesch-
ing on marrisge as an institution. (3) To determine what the Bible
saye sbout monogamy. (L) To determine what the Bible says concerning

the indissoludility of the maevrisge union.

Assumptions. It is szsumed that (1) the Bible is the inspired
Word of God, snd is the final authority for 21l religious and moral
conduet, and {2} that the Bible gives Godls nlan and standapd of mnye

riage for nmenkind,

Justification OFf The Btudy. It appears thal the vresent age

is confronted with & vaal probler in the ares of marviasge and its re=

lated provlems. The probles is an anpsrent dlsregerd for God's plen



of marrisgze ss found in the Holy Seriptures. This problem exists both
within and outside of the Chureh.

A study such as this ehould heln (1) many psstors, teachers,
counselors, and Cheistian laymen o know what Sod's plan for marriagse
really is sccording to the Holy Serivtures, znd (2) meny young people

who are about to enter the blessed ezperience of holy matrimony.
I3, LINITATIONS AL HETHOD OF PUOOEDUHE

Jimitations. Thie was primerily 2 biblicsl study, with some
refarences %o works by noted avthorities where such work contriluted
to the sbudy. The subject wes limitsed to marriage and the related

problems of polygany, divorce, azand separation,

Hethod Of Procedure. This wes & resesrch study of the Bible

and its %&ag%iags on marrisge and the related problems of polyesmy,
divorce, and separation. The inductive methed was used in sesrching
the Seriptures. The &m%rié&n‘S%maﬁ&ré.vﬁr%i@n, 1901, of the #nglish
Bible was.mﬁaﬂ throughout the study.

Verious works on Christisn Zthiecs, and msrrisge practices wers

studied., Thess are listed in the bibliogravhy.
I11. DEFIBITION OF TRUES

Harrisge. Harrviage, ns used throughout this siudy is defined
as the volunisry compect botwesn one men and one wopan, based unon
mbual affection, whereby they sgres to live together ss husbsnd snd

wife, wntll severated by desnth.



Divine Inmstitution., By divine instituiion is wmesni &n insti-

tution of divine origini that ie, God being divime, crzated man and
women mnd declered (Gen. 2118) that the two of them should become one

flesh {Gen. 2:24) through holy metrimony.

Monogamy. Monogamy is that state whers one men ané one women

live together in holy matrimeny.

Polygemy, Folygemy is that state whers one men is married to

more than one wife.

Divorce. Divores, se unsed in this theszls, mezns & finsl severe

gnes of the merrisze bond.

Separation. Seperation is the parting of the husband and the
wife for & season. It is not divorce. Heconciliastion zay unite the

two agpin.
IV, CBOLHIZATION OF 'THE THEBIB

The orgenization of the remainder of the thesis is 2s follows:
Chapter two iz & historical survey of the biblical teaching on mere
risge. Presented in this chapter is (1) God's originsl plan for
merriage, (2) the entrance of ein and its effect on marrizge, end
{3} the Hew Testoment teaching on merriage.

erriage as & dlvine institution ie the "subject? of chapter
three. (1) The Genesis sccount, (2) ths teachings of Christ, end
(3) the teachinge of Smint Faul, are the mein divisions of this chapter,

In chapter four, monogamy zs God's stendard is vrecented., The



two arsas studlsd were (1} the biblicel tsaching on monogamy, end
() the biblical tesching on polygamy.

The study made in chapter five concerns marriage #s an indise
soluble union. The sreas covered in thls chapter are: (1) the indis-
seluble nature of marriage, (2) the original divine law of marrisge,
{31} ChristVs teachings relative to the Mosaic Law, end the divine
standard for merriage, ﬁn&k{%} the teschings of the Apostle Fanl,
relative to Christls tezchings.

A pummary of the entire sivdy, sope conclusions at which the
suthor has zrrived as & result of the study, end some recommendations
for further s%&&y,ygrﬁ presented in chapter siz.

A bibliography, contelining references to all books, eneyclo-
prediag, snd other sources of msderisl, is found at the and of the

DEDET.



CrAPTEE 11
A BISTORICAL SUHVEY (OF WHE BIBLICAL TBACHING O MALNIAGE

The purpose of this chapter, in light of the over-sll situdy
which has been mads, is Lo give & Biblicel bird's-eyeeview of God's
plan for marrisgs. This historiesl survey highlighis the major steps
in the bibiiecal history of merrisze which are (1) marrisse as God
originelly plsnned i%, (2) marriege after ein entered the human race,

and {3} marrisge under the dispensation of grace.
I. GODYS GRIGIEAL PLAN ¥0R MausIacyg

With the creation of man snd woman {Gen. 1127, 28), God began
to lay the groundwork for a permanent union betwesn the two so long
g8 they both lived (fen. 2318-24). In the Genesis 1127, 28 pertion of
seripture ssaveral things sve szld concerning the crestion of san es
related to marrisge. (1) These two persons were made in the likeness
and imege of their Maker {(fen. 1:126). This fect iuplies that man was
& morally responsible being. A study of the naturs and attributes of
God helped to show the degrse of M"likenese® in which he crested man,
This corsl responeibility wss plenned by God to enable man apd womsn
to rightly interpret end fulfill the true meuning snd significencs of
the marrizge act, This law was to serve in all the aress of 1ifs,
subsaquent to marviage, snd even before merrises. It iz seen {Cen.
336) thet when sin entered the human race, this moral "likensss® wes
merred, snd nen snd women lost the proper interpretation of merriege

&nd 1ife as God had planned 1% (Hom. 3122}, God's orizinal plan for



the womsn, Harriege was to flourish within the bounds of moral law.
Anything oubtside of thess bounds was transgression against Godls will
and desire. (2) These two personsg were nade males and femals {cen.
1:127). The crestion of the two different Ykinde” was God's plen for
bringing sbout & union, or mervizgs. Cod wanted man and woman o cone
together in 2 sexusl union thet would not only ssrve 88 & means of
propegetion of the "kind®, but would unite the two in the bonds of
love apd holy matrimony. Men's physiesl nsture then, and his moral
nature, enabled him to carry out & perfect union., Ged's perfect plans
for marrisage wers workable only as the two persons followsd the plans.
They had the necessary physicel guslificaticone; they had the necessary
merel sod splritusl quslificntions, end they had God's spnroval and
sanction upon them (Ben. 1:31). (3%) These two persons were given
spocific instructions o "be fruitful, and multiply, znd replenish
the earth® (Cen. 1128). In sll of God's creation, including men, he
has ordained thet 2 union of the two kinde should produce frult after
their kind {(Gen. 1111, 21, 22, 24, 25, 28). Heproduction of "kind® is
one of the divine purposes for marrisge.

& study of the Oenesie 2:11%-24 nassasge brings to light several
&iréat, end inferential factas concerning God's plasn for marriaze.
(1) ¥omen was given t0 man ss & help meet to him (Gen. 2:18). This
infers & mutusl respect hy both parties; they were to be interdependent.
In the eriginsl Hebrew langusge the word for help meet is 1 Tra a3,

(© ne g% dho} which means, se over sgsinst him, i.e. corresponding



J %o him, his counterpart; or one like him {(Lee). 1 (2) The voman wes
taien from Adam's side (fen. 2:21, 22). This infere that woman wes to
be co-equal with man. She wsa not to be lorded over or tramped upon,
bt she was to walk side by side, in intimsde fellowshin wilh her hug-
band. {3) Ferriasge involved s separation of bosh parties from their
parents {Cen. 2124). The hiatory of marrisse is clutterd with ¢ase
after cass of broken marrisse vows caused by the intervention of the
parents of elther party. Godls plan for marrisge was that there be
5 separation from the parents of both parties. (L) The merrisze union
united the two into "one flesh® (Gen. 2:24)., God plenced for marrisge
%0 be perpanent and indissoluble.

The first two married peonle Wnew no shame {Gen. 2125). They
were naked, and were not ashamed of thelr nckedness.

fted's plans for marrvisge included sn intimate knowledge of the
mysteries of both sexes. This was revealed at the union of the two
in the marriaze act. "and man knew Zwe hiszs wife' (Zesn. H1l)., The
serivtures infer that this intimele, sesret koowledse of sez 1ife is
to be known fully only by the two vevsens. This systery of knowledgs
wos 40 bean integral part of the sacred marvisce sct, IF a third
person esme into ihis intissie anowledge, adulbery wag somnitted. 1%

whE o revelation of the kinde $o one snothey.
I1. U985 EETHANCE OF S8Ib AWD I7Ts Brysty O HAIany

With the entrance of sin into the husan family, the marrisse

1. B. bavidson, The Anslytical Hebrew and Cbaldee Lexicon
(London, Sesmsl Begster and Sons LABLLed, T . 8.0, De 553




relstions, like zll others, soon began %o degensrate.

Immediste Effecta. Jden end Eve were asshazmed of thelr nakede

ness (Gen. 317), and they covered their bodies with fig lesves. Thay
knsw good and evil.

The two persons tried to nide from their Urestor {(Gen. 918},
Adss said, "I was afraid becsuse I was naked; end I hid myself? (Cen.
231103, The man and woman knew fear.

They begsn o excuse themselves from the blame and responsibility
for their sin (Gen. %112). Aden blamed the womsn (Gen. 3112}, and the
woman blamed the serpsnt (Gen. 3113).

Women's conception end child-birth were destined to he painful
{ Gen. 3116). PFain come 2g & result of sin. Paln hss accompsnied man
sinece Adam's trensgression sgalnst Sod, The travell of child=hirth,
signifying zrest pain, has been used asg syrboliec language throughoud
the Bible (Fsalw 48:6; Isa. 66:18).

The husband wes to rule over the wife (Gen. 3:116). The women
wase to be in subjection $o her husband (I Cor. 1h134, 35). This wae
not o in the beginning: they were co-sgual.

Haking a living was to be a btollsome task for the married couple
{Gen., 3110}. The ground was cursad bhecause of their disobedience
{Gen. 3117), snd thorns and thisiles came {fSen. 3:18), and death was
pronounced uson then becsuse of their sin (Gen. 3118).

Uain, the firsi recorded child of their marrisgze, beceame &
marderer (Gen. 418}, for he slew Abel his brother. Agsin God cursed
the ground, &nd made Caln a fugitive snd a wanderer in the earth

{Cen. M11r}.



Hen began to taks more than one wife. Yiamech book usto his
two wives' (Gen. 4:119). This was not according to God's origipal plan
for narrisze. |

ﬁhé g&ﬁa?&i corruption of mankind mentioned in Genesis 6:1-5,
seoned to center around the wrong use of marriage. It sesms that men
were wentonly taking many wives (Gen. 6:2), however this m&y'ﬁaﬁ have

boen the case.

Bffects Uson The Chesen People. Heving more than one wife woe

not in Godls original plan for marrisge, and doing so browght sboud
hatred and jealousy smong the wives of men (Oen., 16:4), for, "and when
she (Serei) savw that she (Haser) had conceived, her nmistress was dis-
pised in her eyes." Esau's two wives brought grisf (Qen. 26:34), for,
tthey were & grief of mind unto Issac and Rebekeh." 1% seems that
woman wis creszted to live with one man. Any infringesment usnon this
relationship by an oubsider, or third psriy, uweually brought jJealousy
and hete. God planned for one san snd one woman %o live togethar,

and to be separated only by dssih.

%,

Shechem Torced his intentions ucon a virgin (Gen. 3412}, vwhile
Shechem's people may have had no compunetions asgalinst such an asch, it
ig certaln that the Jews 414, and they trsatsd 4% as an wholly absop-
sl ﬁhéag. God's plen is that a woman remein a virgin until married
o & man, Bhe 48 to be kept pure, clean, and ressrved for her own
mate and husband. The smystery of narriege is wronged end cheated by
men who prey upon virgins. Dinash's brothers laser said, "Should he

desl with our sister s with a herlet" {Gen. 3331}? 4nd Dinshis

brothere slew Shechem for humbling their sister (Gen. 3M126).
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Feny evil things which were not in God's plans for marriage,
yere done by men and women (Gen. 38:1-30). '

dJogevh, & rightsous man, vespegted Godls plams for husband and
wife, by refusing %0 yleld to Fotivher's wife's desires (Cen. 30:9).
Here is & supreme example of 2 rightecus men. Joseph wae Ffaithful to
hie mester, end to his God. He said, "How can I do this great wicked-
ness, and sin againet God¥" And he continued Yday by dayY to refuse
the woman's evll desires.

% Through Moses came the Ten Counmendments, of which the seventa
snd tenth were epecific moral lawe concerning marrisge. "Thou shald
not commit edultery® (Ex., 20114}, and, “Thou shalt not covet-—w—m-thy
neighbor's wife® (&x. 20:117)./ These were severe indictments sgainst
the sinfulness of the choesen people during this periced. The glving of
the law brooght & mores epscific indictmsnt szeinst sin and unrighte
sousness., How they had ne excuss for sin was condemned by law.
Defllenment, incest, snd other unchssnte crimes ware forbidden under the
law (Lev. 18}, Adultery was punishable by death (Lev. 20110}, This
w8 & severs corime, and 1% demended = strong punishment. 1% seems theb
under such & g%raﬁg punishment men and women would think twice befare
progtituting the serrisce relation.

God planred that all men should merry. An unmarried state is
en abnormel 1life. Hon-celibate priesis are spoken of in leviticus
21113; "He shall take @p@if@m%gwﬁﬁx“virﬁinitf.“ There is no teaching
in Ged's VWord to support the theory thst sll priests should remsin
wnmparried. While God nay have speelal cases, to promote his csuse,

the normal pattern iz the marrisd state.
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The test of adultery (Hum. 5:112) was 8 very trying ordeal., It
sast have been very humiliating, even to those who wers inncesnt of
the erime.

The prectice of merriage to cuptive women wes very loose (Deud.
21310-14} . This practice wes & long way frop the standerd God set in
the begluning. "If thou have no delight ir her, then thou shalt let
her go whither she willf (Deut. 2131k}, UGod plonned for marrisge to
be permanent snd indissoluble.

The bill of divorcement is spolten of in Deubsronosy 2hi1l, While
gertein restrictions governed this seld, éivareayﬁagkgﬁt in God's orizinal
plans, Christ said, Wer your h&rﬁa@@s of heart he wrote you %hi$4ca@~

mendment® (Mark 1015).

Bffscts Upon The People Frior To And During The Ceptivity.

Gideon had concubines, for, Yhe had nsny wives" (Judges 6129, 30}, Sane
son had relations with a harlot (Judges 16:1). The two wives of El=
kaneh caused trouble, for, Pher rivel provoked her sove” (I Sam., 1:16).
David's wives and sinms are relsted in I ﬁ&m&@lﬁlgsg?; 25142y 11 Same
uel 11, Asnon forced Tamsr and whet wes called asvid love isgued in
avid hatred after the sin (II Sam. 1%:12). During these times, it
seang, the stendard of marrisgs was very low, and even God's great
men practicsd the secepbable gustons of the day.

Mixed merrisges wers a great problem to Ierael {Hszrs 9), When
Bzre heard that Ythe holy sesd’ had been mingled with the people of the
ignd, he rend his gzarments and plucked the halr of his hesd and besrd,

snd sat down confounded (Bzrs 932, 3). He was confounded because of
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their trespass, and preyved to Almighty CGod to forgive his people of
thelir abominetion (Zzra 9:15-15). This scene ended with & whole series
of divorces (Gzre 10:19).

The Proverbs condein pany wernings sgeinst folse marrisge prae-
tices, The veril of strange women (Frov. 5:115); the perils of une
ehosts love (Frov. 517-10); the folly of yislding %o the harlet {Frov.
£12L)y the foolish woman (Prov. 93113-18); end a worthy women {Prov. 31).

Wanton women were dencunced in Isaleh 3:116. Hosea's whoredom
and second marriege, were both symbolie of Israells fall and restoration

(Hosem 1 znd %), Conjugal sins wers condemned in Malachi 2:10-16.
111, THE ESV TESTAMENT THACHING OF MARRIAGH

With the coming of Christ into the world, the narrisge rslation,
along with the rest of men's life, took on grester purity and was re-
sbored to fodls originel plean end elevated through grece. In the liew
Pestanent this is sean esply, for in the atitibtude of Joserh towsrd
Mery, the women whom Sod chose to bare his only gén, iz seen the trus

nature of love {Fatt. 1:118).

Jesus! Teaching On Marrisge. In his germon on the asount, Christ

zave new moral impetus to the moral law of God, when he seid, "Thou

shalt not commplt aduldery--——averyone that looksth on & woman to lust
after her hath committed adultery with her already in his heart" (Hatt.
5127). This great teaching brought the marrizse seb to & new and grester
meaning. §§§ig§ngggﬁgr%ﬁbta@ merriege stondard to its origlnel place.
¥hile God's standard for mavriage had never changsd, man had, and

Chriet came to restors the imsge of God in the moral nsturs of fallen
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man, and te redesam him from all sin. Jesus gave fornication as the
sole ground for putiing swey a wife (Matt. 5:31). Jesue reaffirmed
@@&’sy&rigia&l plan for merrisze and restated the fact of its indis-
solubility by man (Matt, 19:3=12). Christ's teaching concerning the
indilessolnbility of marrisge, by man, is & sirong Judgment uron the
muman race. Ghrist acknowledged his Father se the author of holy
metrimony, and he said that his Fether wos the only person who could
brogl the marrisge tis.

Jeaue clarifiss the purposs for Moses' bill of divorcsment, when
he said, "For your hardness éf heart he wrobte you this commandment®
(Msrk 1015).- When he came, Ohrist fulfilled the law, doing awsy with
the ceremonisl laws of Moses, and the letter of the lew as practicsd
by the Jewe. Orace became opsrative, and restored the purposes of
God to thelr proper order znd place. Among these purvposes was the
peraenaney of merrisze. Time snd sgein the Pharisess gquestionsd Jesus,
and each time he expoused them for what they were. Hany times he used
scripturs to defeat thelr evil desigas, In the Hark 1015-12 passage,
deeus reaffirme &1l that God had ordained that marrisgs should be.
frale snd femule": Yo man shsll leave his father and mother and shall
Then Jesus strengthens the argument by saying, "what God hath jolned
togsther, let not men put esunder? (Mark 1019). Jesus taught that
marrisce vis % p@r@&n@nt union.

Jesus sald to théyéiééiglas,/ﬂ%hﬂ@a@var shall put away his wife,
and marry another, committeth adultery azainst her; and if she herself
shall vub awsy her husband, 2nd marry another, she eommitteth sdultery®

(Matt. 10:11, 12),
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Jesug $old the Pharisces thal according te the scripburss there
would bYe no merrisge in the resurrection (Matt, 12:25).

The contrast is shown betwsen the 014 Testament standapd of the
legal low, and the Hew Testament standserd of grace sg Jesus deslts with
the woman taken in ths ﬁgﬁiaf sdultery {(Jebhn 8:1-11). In meny instsnces
where the Fharisses questionsd Jesus, they used the law of Noses as
thelr stapdard, and in many of the replies, Jesus used the law of grace.
On this particular cccseion he pointed %o thelr own sinfulness and then
forgave the womsn and told her to ein no more (Joha &17-11). Agsin,
when Jesus deelt with the Semariten woman st the well {John ki17e26),

he offersd her the "living water', and while he perceived that she wae

sp adultress, ke offersd her grace rather than stoning.

The Teeching Of The Apostles On Verrisss. 2aul tells of the

ravages of sin in regards %o the sexual nature of men (Rom. 1126).
"incleanness®, "bodles dishonored among themselves, "vile passions®,
the natursl use of the sex orgons wés abussd and chenged: homosewuality
and vile sin wos committed, and they were fwithout natural affectiont
(Rom, 132h-32).

¥eul gondemns the fornicmtion (fncest) in the Corinthisn Church
iz,g??f~§}' In no uncertain terms Paul tells the Corinthians to "purge
gub the old Eagyﬁawwuak%agbﬁkﬁ feapbm—w-not with old leaven-~--but with
the unlesvenad bread of sincerity snd truth? (I Cor. 517, &). Iater,
Feul tells them to “flse formication" (I Der. 6118).

God founded marrlscze upon the fone flesh® hasis (ten. 2:24),
Chriet reaffirmed the "one flesh" basie (Hsrk 1018). The Apostle Faul

taught this same plan of union for man snd woman (I-Cor. 6316).
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In I Gorinthisns 7 FPaul gave some commzndments of God concern-
ing marriage, snd some other tesching which he thought was spplicabls
to the situation. If one were %o read only I Corinthisne 7 hastily
through, without teking nolte of other statements made by Feul in his
other epistlies, one would think that Paul favored celilbagy to merviage.
Bub such is not the cese, for this passmge should be interpreted in the
light of three things, (1) Faul was answering some questions which the
Corinthisns had aeked him in & letter, concerning mavrisge. This does
not mean that they 211 had the smame problem, but Peul's ansver s in
response $0 thelr ssking (I Cor. 7:1). (2) "he distressz thut is upon
us, 1. e. the immedisate shoriness of time which Faul envisioned, and
the isnninent tribulstion, musd be taken inbo considsration in interp-
reting the peesage (I Cor. 7:26). (3) vhet Paul said in other eplstles
(3rh. 5122; I Tim. 431-3) concerning marrianze must be dealt with.
"?ﬁul seems to have taught that pesce in sepasration is better than war |
in marrisge (I Cor. 7115). 7This section of seripture (I Cer. 7) hes
bean more fully discuesed in chapter Tive.

In his chapter on "apostolic libarty? Faul ssid that ha, liks
the other spostles, had & right to lead about a wife who is 2 believer
(1 Coer. G13), but he forwent this right so as to be more usefnl to the
Lord in presching the zospel (I Cor. 9:12).

. Zven 28 God created women for man (Gen. 2318}, sc Paul tsught
/
%ﬁ%@ wonan wae created for men (I Cor. 11:10).
Faul likened the marrisge relation to the Church of Christ (&@ﬁ;x

5122}, and the "one flesh' idea to the Church of Christ (Zph. 5132}, snd |

said, Ylove sach one his own wife sven ss himself; and let the wife ses
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that she fear her husbend (Hph. 5:33).

The qualifications for the lsaders of the Chureh were glven o
Timothy by Paul (I Tim. 3). He told young Tisothy that = bishop st
have only one wife (I Tim. 3:2), and that & descon must have only one
wife (I Tim. 3112).

By what he said in I Timothy 433, Feul mede it clear that mar-
riage is Ged's will for men. Here he warned of seducing spirits, end
false prophete who forbid %o marry. He also desired that "young widows
{women) marry, bear children, rule the houschold® (I Tim. S:1H).

The writer to the Hebrews ssid, “Lg? @&rriggg be h&ﬁ’iﬁ @@g&:
God will judge" (Heb. 13:1h). This is & strong warning agsinst those
who have prostituted God's plan for merriaze.

Tﬁatﬁr taught that both husband aa& wife have epecific responsw
ibilities taraaeh other. The wife is to be subject %o her husband, ‘
snd her behaviour is t0 be & testimony to him (I Peter 111, 2). Her \\
Yadorning® is to be in the inward "hidden man of the heart®, and Ya
meek and guist spirit®, and not of the outward appsarence (I Feter
313, 8). The husbund is %o Phonor' the wife by rscognizing that shs
is the "weasker vessel! (I Peter 317).

John wrote in the Revelation, of the Church at%t Thyatirs, "I have
this against thee, thet thou sufferest the women Jezebel, who eslleth
herself o provhetess; and she %eacheth and seduceth my servants to
comnit forniestion, and sat things sscrificsd to idols® {Rew. 2:120):;
snd, "Behold I cast her into 2 bed and then that commit adulisry with

her into great tribulation, sxeept they repent of her works® (Rev, 2:122).
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Sumpery. The foregoing chapter hes given & birdls-eye-view of
merrisge and marrisge prectices, both good and evil, as recorded in
" the Bible. This bird's-eye-view revealed thet: (1) God, in his crea=
tive work, set the plan and stendard of marrisze for sankind. {2)
Afem 2nd Eve, heving been created moral beings, wers able to rightly
21111 the narrisge sct. (3) 5in entersd the buman race and had both
immediate a&nd for resching effects upon the marrisge relatiomship.
() With the coming of Christ and his tenmching, marrisgs took on great-
gr purity and wae restored to Godle original plan and elevabed through
grace. Christisns were thus enabled to fulfill Christ'e compends re-
gerding true marrisge. (%) The Avostle Paul reaffirmed the sbandard
of God and the tesching of Christ in regards to merriage and its re-
ilzted problems. Yaul taught some things concerning marriagze which vere
not direct commandments from God, bubt in doing so he said thet he thought
he had the Spirit of God. (6) The other apvstles harmonized thelr

teaehing with that of Christk.



QHAFIER TI1
MARRIAGR A5 A DIVING IBSTITUTICH

This chapter deals wizh the divine orizin of @@réia@&; that is,
marrisse ae & divine institution. 7The chief source of study has been
the 3itle. Included in ihie chapter are (1) the Genesis account of
marriage, (2) Jesus'! teaching on swrriese, snd (3) Faul's tesching on

sarriage.
1. THE GENESIS ACCOUNT

Many of the csntral truths snd douitrines of Christianity have
their origin iv the first book of the Bidvle. In this portion of scrip-
ture ecalled Genesis, or commonly veferred to s "thae book of beginnings®,
are found the ceniral truths concerning holy metrimeny. It is only
proper then that a biblical study of marrisge should bvegln in the hook
of dsnesis. And esaspecially doegs 1% beglin in thet portion of seripture
whichdeale with the zccount of ths erestion of men and woman, and thely
parpose in 1life {Cen. 1126~28; 2118-2U4).

The seriptuves speak very clearly concerning the creation of man
and wonen and their purpose in 1ife when they say

And God said, Leb us make men in our image,
efter ocur likepess snd let thew heve dominion
over the fish of the sesn, =nd over the birds of
the heavens, snd ovzy the eattle, and over all
the esrth. &And fod crested pan in hiz own imagze,
in the imsge of God created he him; osle and
fomale crsated he them. 4nd God blsssed them:
and God eaid unto them, Be fruitful, snd mliioly,
and replenish the esrth, and subdue 1t: snd have

dominion over the fish of the sea, 2nd over the
birds of the heavens, znd ovar every living thing
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that moveth upon the serith. 1

Tnis portion of sorivbure teaches that nen asnd wonan were not
only made in the image of Cod, but they were made male and femals.
This frmot glves specific importance 4o the resson and puroose for the
creation of all living things, and especislly men. The fwmplication is
that there wes 30 be & sexmual affaetion for one snother, and thet this
attraction was o be guided and developed by certain moral factors.

In thet portion of scrivture which follows the zet of creation,

God glves a more speeific acecount of Adem's help meet, mnd a more exact

Py

gtandard of moral conduct regerding merrisse. The scripbure says

Hnd Jehoveb God said, It iz not zood that
the mun should be aloney I will meke him & heln
seet for him. And out of the ground Jehovah Cod
formed every bheamst of the field, and svery bird
of the hesvens; and brought them unto the men o
soe what he would c¢all $hesm) snd vhetsesvsr the man
ealled every living cresture, that was the nane
thereof. And the man gsve names to 2ll cattls, and
to the birds of the heavens, and to every beasst of
the field; but for men thers wes not found a2 help
mepet for him. And Jehowvah God coaused & deep slsep
to fall upon men, sud he slepd; and he took one of
hie rive, &nd olosed up the flesh instead thersof}
and the rib, which Jehoveh God had teken from the
men, oede he & voman, and brought her unte the
man. 4And the ssn sald, This is now bone of my
bones, snd flesh of my fleshs she shall bs ecallad
Womnn, becsuse she was taken ocut of Hen. Therefore
ghall & man leave his father and his mother, and
shall clsave unto his wife! and they shall be one
flesh, 2

Un the bssis of the foregoling scripturss, i1t is seen thetl pnare

vlage is primerily & divine inetitntinn. It is orimerily so becsuse

11 @@Xﬁ%’éﬁia 132‘%"‘2%; .ﬁ-t 3« ?o

2. Oenesis 2118-24, A, 8. ¥,
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while the Peivil! sepect most certalnly enters into the plelure of
merriaze, the bibtliesl stendard and order wes & divine anct of Alwlghiy
God. It was God's plan and purposs that every merrisge be contrascted
unon this seriptural besis (Gen. 2123, 28)., God formed this perfect
workable plan in the beginning on the basls of mean's innccency and
sriginal righteousness.
As to the divine origin of sarrissze, Orsgory ssid
God himself constituted it at the beginning.
He nade men mele snd femele, and ordained marrisge
zs the indlspensalble condition of the continuence
of the recs. He commandsd marrisge. CGod has m8ds
Enown the nature of merrisse, the prereguisites to
the marriaze compect, the ground of i¢s dissolution,
and the end and duties of the marrispe relation.
Ite existance before the origin of civil socisty
proves 1% to be in its origin not & elvil insti-
tution. 1
This Uenesle sccount brings to light seversl essentisl cherecher-
igtics of merrisse 28 perisins 4o iie divine origin. IEnox Iitble spoke

of these asi {1) unity or exclusivensess, (2) mutusl consent, and (%)

resl union of life. ©

Unity Or @xelusivensss. fThe merrisce bond by divine insiitu-

tion, and according to Christianity, which reaffirmed the divine ine
stitution, is the bond belwesn one pen 2nd ong women. This is recorde
ad in the marriage of the first Adam, snd is spoken of by the second

Admm when he said, "they twein shall be one flesh.' This was the

1. . 8. Gregory, Uhristien Rthies (Fhiladelphis, Bldredze ang
Brother, LETH0, vo. 27475,

; o Wo J. Enox Little, Holy Hatrimony ( London, Longzmens, Green,
and Go., 1900}, ». 71.




divine intention. %The corruption of humen neture caused & departure
from this wnity or exclusivensss. Thie wos yrestored by Christ. Christ
re-instituted the original divine ordinance, that one men and one wo=-

man should be husband and wifs. i

Yutual Consent. In the orizinsl institution, when God broughd

Bve to Adanm, the consent of the bwo was implicitly understood. Cod,
ssking his creatures after bis imege, endowed them with freswill; and
in this Lfirst true act of sarriesze there wee implied %the consent of
both, of which God himself deigned to be the witness and ninlster. Hs
himself? presended the womsn to the msn, not only %o tesch ths holiness

of smrrisge, b sleo, and above sll, Yo show the need of free consent,

. »
ot the part of those sarried, %o the szovred contract, *

Beal Union Of Life. 7This union is so close as Lo be the cho-

sen representative in the world of “ithe mystieal union betwixt Christ
and hisz Church. It is 33%@@@@& te be & union of will @nd affections,
of henrt snd body, the closest thet 1% is poseible to imegine. J

A farther study of the scrivpturs in Genesis revesaled thual sone-
thing dresdful hacpened to this newly mervied couple. 5in was cone
aitted by this couple who had been crseted in the imege of God. In
his work "Holy Matrimony®, Hnox idttle pointed out that when they cofie
mitted sin (Gen. 316} these two veople forfeited their rightsousness.

This forfelture ie what is eslled Yoriginal ein.' Before the Fall,

1. iistle, op. cit. 71.
2 Ibiﬁa, e ?5»

3. Ibid., D. 75.
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Adem and Sve were 1n & condition %o recognize and use rightly the re-
iation of m&rwi&§$, &@c@rﬁing 4o the divine intention. 1

Sin dealt & terrible blow to the blessed nature of holy matrie-
mony. Brunner seye that the erctic serunl impulse which, in itsslf,
like 21l $hat God had made, le pure and good, through sin has bscone
one of the greatest dengers for the 1ifs of ﬁh@ in@ivﬁéu&l es well as

for that of society. ©
1I. THE TEACHINGS OF CHRIST

In Ch&ﬁtér 1T of $his study 4t woe seon %ka% with the coming
of Chriet #nd his tsaahiﬁgé, sarriage ?ra&%ieaa ware reformed snd the
standard which God geve in the beginning wes reaffirmed (Mark 10:16-12).
#ith the coming of Christ, and the dlepensation of grace, this divine
institution wes slevated t6 its highest level. The standard which God
set was nob changed one iots, yet the sacredness, solemnity, and beauby
of holy patrimony took on new and deeper significence for the (hristian.

Little sald

For Christian men and womsn have become
taembere of Christ, children of God, and ine
herdtors of the kingdom of heaven." They sre
in meny senses different; they sre on g higher
level; they have gresbter gifts; they have deep=
gy responsibilities thar those whoe are net in
the Uhristian covenant., Their marrisge is es-
pecislly, sccording Yo the tesching of our Lord,
& reverting to sarrisge as originally instituted,
in which there must be indissolubility and the
matual faithfulness of the twe persons; but also

1. Little, op. git., ©0.

2. Emil Brunner, The Divine Imperative (Fhiladelphia, The West-
minister Press, 1947}, p. i59.




1% rvises t0 = higher level. ‘Vihese the senbers

of Ghriszt, and temples of the Holy Svirit, when
they sre unlted in serriage not merely resain

gach blest of the SGoirit se before the merrizge;
but the grace of the indwelling Spirlt, working
through the Divige institubion of marrisgs, makes
the marrisge unlion to be & deeper, more intense,
more mystericus interpretation of being than 1%
nad besen even in Poredise.' Further, it iz & syge
tericus expresszion and symbol in the ocuter world
of the close and mystical union bebwixt Uhrist and
Fis Chupeh, 1

Yhen Christ come, he Saught s new coneepd of the morel law, Hs
said that when 2 man's thoughts or intentions were evil, thesn he had
slready sinned, He eaid thet the seventh of the ten comandments
taught that men should not commit the set of adultery. Christ taught
that 1% was wrong 3o even desire another womsn, other than one's wifs,
in thought, for when & man looks on another woman end purroses in his
heart o complt adulbery with her, he has slresdy committed adulbery
in bis heart (Matt. 5127). Christ's teachings brought a whole new
msaning to life. ¥hile marvisgze was slevated by grece, & whols new
ethic come %o govern and conbrol marriage practices.

Christ demonstrated grace even to those who wrongfully used the
marrisge relations. To the womsn et the well {John 4i17-26), Jesus
offered the "living water.' ¢ the womzn seken in the net of adultery,
{(Jobn 8t1l1=11) Jesus guve forgiveness. In Moses' time this womsn would
have been stoned %o death (lev. 20:10).

While more is said in chapter five concerning diverce, it is

gignificant to note here that Chrliet gave the only condition for recoge

nizing divorce, that being adulbery (Habt., 5131).

1. Little, op. cit., 61, 62,
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It 4o slso interssting to notice that whersever Christ has been
oresentad to the peonles of the world, and has been accepiedly then,
their society hes soon chenged. Customs aznd mores which are contrary
to the gospel plan sre graduslly dons sway with, and ars repleced with
Ghristisn practices. This is $trvus %00 in reluation Yo the practicss of
sarrisgze,. The hisbtory of aisslons shows that in many sreas of the
sissionary enterprise wrong or perverted merrisge custosms have been
in practice. ¥hen Christ was embraced the old ways were left, and
#od's plan of msrriage wos ususlly sccepted. This hes bad 2 trasendous
sffect wpon the position of the women in meny lands. 8o often the wo-
man has hardly bsen more than & beast of hﬂ?ﬁ%ﬁ.’ Christianity teaches

that men and women sre co-squal (Gen. 2:118-2L4). In her book jeptember

Honkey Indulk Penk relates how thot with the coming of Christianity to

Xores the women of the land begen to find thelir freedom from the dome
inance and slavery of men. Her own 1ife is & bestizmony of vhab Christ
can 40 to snlighten the ovppressed women of the world, znd set them free. i

There csn be, &nd there is marrizge outside the Christian covee
nant, but Yo b2 @ mervisce thet is well pleasing to God, Christ should
be z partnsr %o ths contraect. Brunner supports this conteabion when
he saye

"Companionate marriage’ or fexperimentsl

marrisze! is never true marrisge, beecsuse it
lacks the most essentisl slement, that is, the

1. Indulk Pahk, Septenber Yonkey (Yew York, Harper and Brothers,
1G84), wo. 20, 21,




obligation %o be faithful. For this very resson
merrizze is not something merely nstural, but,
ag & divine institution, it is also sonsthing
holy, whose deepest meaping can only be uwnder-
atood and held fast in feith. It is no accident
that striet momogmuy (in the sense in which it has
been desceribed in these pages) is a product of
Christilanlity, so that with the disappsarance of
the Christion Faithwewegr indesd with the dige-
apnearance of any kind of religious beligfw—we
it 42 upreooted md fades awey: 21l that is left
iz the unsteble "love-bond! on the one hend snd
the State-nrobeeted institubion of %oivil nare
rizpe® on the other. 1

CRINGS OF PalUL

111, THE TEA

4 portion of the Apostle Feulls teaching concerning marrisge
may be found in I Corinithiens 7. A %0 the divine aspeet of marrisgs,
Paul reaffirmed Christ's teschings concerning the original plan which
was given by God in the beginning., The Aposile arguesd sgain for the
Yone flesh? basis for marriasge (I Cor. 6116).

Although most of FPaulls teachings desl with related vroblems of
moprriaze, he sald something more councerning the divine origin of mere
riage (I Cor. 713, 4). Here the Apostle spoke about the mutuzl respect
snd honor which the two partles upe to share. Thers is 2 very natupal
arder to marriage, 48 W@i1‘a$ a divine order and sanction. Harriags,
§F it 1o & nuvrrisce in the 3ibliesl sense, has to 40 with twe individe
usls, Faul szid thet these twowre 0 show mutual respect and honor
for each other's body (I Cor. 7il). He mentions the need for a close
relationship with out separation sxcept for & sesson with mtual

consent (I Cor. 7:15).

1. Brumner, op. eit., 358, .
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Tha tesehing of nmutual respect end honor in marrisse canncot be
too greatly stressed. 1t begine with the %two individuals and their
marriage experience., Furthernore, it issues into the realm of the
offspring snd henee into socleby iftself. In other words, when nman
and woman merry, they beﬁmﬁa “one flesh! and consequently individu-
&1ity doss not henceforth exercise nearly all of i%s prior rights,
Rnox Lititle emphasissd this polint when he said

Hen have tried %o consiruct theories of
society, beginning with the individusl, This
is » false method. ¥We are not, 25 & matber
of faet, isclated individusls. ZHach finds
himeelf or hersslf in the worldé as the child
of two parente. Ue begln 1ife in & reaal roe
lation %o others, and the well-being of so=
ciety demands that vight r@%&tiamg to others
be fostered and preserved.

While 4t wae not the purpose of this study to dsal with the
femily, 1% is worthwhile to note that what Paul teught concerning
matual respect for both partiss in the merrisge relation, he rpost
certainly applied to the frult of marrisge, nsmely the child. 3Brunner con-
tends for Faul's philosophy here when he says

From the point of view of the individual
human being there is net simply the "right o
sex experience," or even "the right %o have
a child;® for the cbhild aleo has a right to
2 father and & feslly, 2nd sex sxperience is
not & good which can be seversd from ths rg-
@?ﬁhﬁi@éli%y which goes with 1% in the natursl
grdar, ©

1. Little, op. ecit., 7.

2. Brumner, op. eit., 366,
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When dealing with Paulls writings, the gqusstion comes up con-
corning celibagy. Did Peul tesch celibagy as superior to the divine
institution of marriage? In his treatisze on Christien Ethics, Fauvlus
gald

When, in I Gor. 7, Faul @r@faré 5@1&%@@3
to married life, it is not becauss he thought
slightingly of matrimony and c¢onsidered celi-
hacy s morally higher---for in thet oase how
eould he in Eph. 5122, ete., spesk of matrigony
a8 the symbol of the comsunion of Chriet and his
Church, &nd in I Tim. bi1le3, say of the doctrines
of those who prohibited merriszge, that they arvs
liee end doectrines of dovilglte-~bub, 4s he hine
gelf says, on account of the coming persecutions,
that is, on scoount of "the present distress,”
in which Ythe unmarried could sband more easily
than the married, whn ware invelvad in sll kinds
offanily cares,V 1

¥hile thers may be some csses, and there are, where the single
1life ig in order, due to special dutiss, circumstances, or a spscial
enll of God, nevertheless, 1% ressgine 2 fect thet & single 1ife is
an incomplete life. Humanity in its greatest fulfillment of 1life is
not & man or & woman: it is men sand woman., VWhile eseh, slone, eze
presses an incomplete 1ife, on the basis of the divine institution,
the relationship of husband andéd wife when ordered according to Godls
lew expresses the complete idea of man. ©

¥hile dealing with the matter of marrisge ss & divine insiitu-
tion, attention should be gliven %o Faul's teaching sbout the "oneness

in the ideals of life," 28 Smyth so termed it. ° Hefersnce is made to

1. €. #. Paulus, The Christisn Life {(Cinecinnati, Cranston sang
Curts, 1592}, v. 317.

2. Iittle, op. eit., 1k,

3. Hewmsn Swyth, Christisn Zthies {(Hew York, Seribnerts Sons,
1509), p. 407.
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the seripture (I1 Cor. 63lh=18) whers Faul said, "Be ye not unegqually
voked tozether with uabelievers,” This grsat central truth cznnot be
1ightly reckoned with when & young man selects his lifetime help meetb.
In the greatsr breatment of the text, Paul made 1% nandstory for a
marrisgze 1o be composed of two Christisn believers if 1% wes %o s &

gompatible and lasting affair,

Summary., This chapter has deald with the divine origin eof
marrisze, or marrisce ss & divine institution. It wes lsarned that
the book of Genesis tesches (1) thet men and woman were crested for
sach other, {2) thst they were made in the imege and 1ikensse of God,
ss morally responsible beinmgs, (3) that unity, mtusl consent, and real
union of 1ife are essential charscteristics of holy matrimony, (M)
thet sin destroyed men's natursl understanding of true marriase, (5)
that with the coming of Chrisé, new moral valuse were restorsd to men
and the concept of marrisge wes elsvated through grace, and (b6} that
the Apostle Peul presched the divine standard for marrisge, by teaching
matusl respsct for both partiss, and merrisge 2s the best thing for

pen and woman,



CHARPTER TV
FORODAKY AD GUDYE STANDARD

Tnie chapter desls with the monogemous nature of holy matvrimony.

1t presents the biblical teaching on monoganmy and polygamy.
I. THE BIBLIGAL TRACHIEG O BONOGANMY

The Old Testament Teachipg. 4 prover siudy of the biblieal

teaching on monogamy must begin with the lenesis account of the crsation.
The first argument for monogany begins with the order of Godls ereation.
of pan. "Mele snd femule creatzd he thes' (Gen. 1127). One nan, and
OTIE WORBL = vade for each other. This wse God's pattern for marrisge.
In the fuller scoount of the crention of woman, fod specifically
seid, "It is not good that men should be alones I will make e help meet
for him" (Gen. 2118). Two things sre sppavent in this flat of CGod.
{1} It 4s zood for man to have & companion, and (2) God's perfect plan
Tor nan's Xifg consieted of giving him & help mest. Ood slone fully
understood his crestion. He alone understood the whole naturs of man,
and he planned for ¢ perfect relationship; & men should heve One woman
for companionship.
Brunner says
In the ides of the Creation sll those
elements form & unity which outside the ides
of Grestion fell asunderi the indissoluble

trinity of husband, wife, and child, the
“monistic” element in the experience of love,
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and the personal cherscter of the relation
between bumen belngs. Only wherge--in the
rocognition of the order of crestlione—m=
husband and wife bind themselves together

in love and know themselves bound---nsrriage
meens "hindingte.~-has marriaze {on its
subjective 28 well ss on its objective side)
besn Yeoneluded.® One ecreator 1t is who wills
to gilve life to the human being throuvsh two
humen beings, who %o this end uses the means
of natural love, and who ye$, nelithsr in the
cne nor in the other, wills any other re-
lation between humen beings save one which
wt the ssme time is versonsl! who, indsed,
uses thisz netersl element in order to lsad
to the personsl, 1

in Oenesis 2124, where God geve the prereguisites for the nare
riage set, it e plainly stated that the man shall "ecleave unbo his
wife" ond "they shall be one flesh.' %hs tsaching here is that (1)
men ehall have only one wife, sznd (2) that upon the union of marrisge,
they shall Becowe one flesh. There is something @%Qrgﬁﬂabwatum&friaga.'
This sacredness makes it not only a physicsal union, but somewhat of a
gg§$i£u§1 union. This "love union® cements & physical and spiritual
relationshio betwesn one man and one woman.
Speaking about the monlstic essence of love, Bruaner says
Ganuine natural love is in ite essence
gonistie, and that gulte epsprd from all
ethical obligations, those who love each
other do feel the intrusion of a third person
to be intoelerably disturbing, that & strong
snd genuine love---siill quite apart from any
ides of ethical oblissiion-~-dong want the

loved one wholly and solely For itself.
Germine love izelnglo-nindedam weem cmmm————

1. Emil Brunner, The Divine Isperative (Fhiladelvhisz, The Vaet-
5 4o oy <
minister Fress, 10UT), w. 34E,
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mewewnsindeed that iz its pover. 1

1f a polyganmous instinet exists in man, e Brunner says 1t doss, 2

it exists becsuse of sin in the hesrt.

It is sesn then, that God gave the patisrn for holy matrimony.
Az Martensen has said, any other plan or approach to merriszcze, is
unnatural, izmoral, snd giafal, and will not be sanctioned by the
gourts of heaven {Enh. 5:11).

Godle standerd was given "in the beginning.' He plamnned a pere
feot marriage. In chapter three 4t was sesn that in the time of nan's
innocency this relsation was divinely instituted. ¥hile it was s$ill
2 divine institution, sin entered, snd grently changed manls dasire
for norel good. HEnox Little emphasized this vhen he sald

In the long centuries bslwesn the Fall of
man and the coming of Chelet, we find no change
pade in the fupndamentel truth as to the Divins
institution. Things, however, had greatly
changed; degradation and corruption had coume
on the bumen race; thers waee allensbtion fros
God; but e%ill, as we have seen, here snd there
the sense of that relation which wae divinsly
instituted was in the minds of men. Arongst
the chosen people, the legislation of Hoses
was intended to ralse the stendsrd. He found
things in such & condlitlion that thes releticn
of marrisge was trested with the greatest laze
ity. Husbands put fwsy ithelr wives on the most
trivial grounds and from mere caprice. In the
Hosale legislation this wos checked; for any
mutting sway, the husband wee compelled to have
& document lepally aliseted befors a high suthe
ority. Adultery was looked upon sg so dreadful

1. Brunner, op. cit., 347.

2. ibid., . 37,

3. H. Martensen, Ohrietisn Zthies (Zainburgh, T. and P. Clark,
1892), ». 9.



that 1t was glven the deathepenslty; smd

no putting sway wos permitted ezeapd fur 'some
uncleannese, ! or '"ihe shame of fhe thing,' which
probably incinded Ygrave cases of immodesty and
indecent conduct, snd alse such——-w-defilenetit—e-
as by the levitical law rendered 2 person “un-
clean.t? Mosalc legislation, therefore, ralsed
the whole gquestion %o & higher level. FPolygeny,
indesd, wes peraitied under cervdain restrictions,
but re-sarrisge after divorcs was discountensnced
in the strongzest peessible sunner. Whatever ale-
lowsnces were mide for sepsrabion in regerd to
mogrrizge at all, were made because of the thard-
ness of thelr hearis,' to & people wheo had neb
vet received the indwelling of the Holy Spirit
which ig ziven %o Christiane, and wers only Jush
emerging gradually from idolatry. t

The Teachings Of Christ. In the book of Hatthew (Matt. 19:ket)
Jesus, in snewering the Fharisees, sumsericed the 014 Testanment {Gen.
1127; 2:24) teaching concerning men's creation and marrisze prereguisites.
Then, he made a strong statement about the permensncy of the merriage
union, "what therefors God hath jJoluned tozether, let not man pub ssune
der.? VWhile the permsnsncy of merrisge, or its indissolubility ie
treated in chepber five, it is significant ig note that Jesus recognized
God's plan of creation, that is, "male and fepale.®

The mosy cheracteristic szample of merrisge and the fanily, ss
given by the Lord, is that in which he describes the kingdom of God ss
& socisal order in which the relationship of men to God is like that
between sons snd & father, and their relation to each other like that
betwesn brothers. Jesus' entire theology may be described ss & trans-

figureticn of the family. Christ's teaching wes of & kingdom of God

1. We . inox Little, Hely Hatrimony (London, Lengmans, Oreen,
and Co., 1800), pp. 60, 61.
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fyithia you,¥ the chief slement of 1% belng communion with God, and

the loving relation of "children® o & YFather," o present possession.

The @@a&higgs of Paul. The whole tenor of ?gul'a ts&ahiﬁg Pa-
zarding the merried state of man, seems Po be thet of & moncgamous ré-

let each womsn have her own hms%&gé*yﬁi Ger. 7:2) cen bardly be inter-
@re@g@_as”anégﬁéﬁéka§kér then monogsmy. In all of Peulls conversstion
zsﬁe@rnﬁng marriage (I Cor. 7), the singular promoun and the singuler
article are used, vreferinz te one husbend, or one wife, i.e. "his wife¥,
ey husbend?, "the husbhend, and Yone the other.t!

Peul spoke of hie right to lesd sbout's wife® (I Cor. 915).
He did not eay, "wives.”

In his refervence of the likenssws of marviesze to the Church and
Christ (Bph. 5122), Foul teught %hs unity, onepess, and the inesparsblie~
ness of the two. He infersd that &ﬁy variance fram pars fldelity of
@ﬁ&ééﬁuéﬁé<éhri@t, is en adulterous relationship. He sald {(Eph. 5131)
that when man snd woman marry, they become one flesh. He said, "this
mystery le grest: Wut I spesk in regard of Chriet znd of the Church.
Hevertheless do yo also severally love esch one his own wife even as
himgelfs and let the wife see that she fear her husbend® (Hph. 5:12).
14 Pawl leave any room for any other kind of relationship other than

a monoganous relationshiy here in his tesching? Ee 414 not. He taught

1. James Orr, "Marrisge," The Isternational Standard Bible Zney-
clovsedis (Grand Repide: 19%2), I1I, 1904,




one Ghureh and one Ghried; one wife, and one husband,

In his sduonitions %o Pimothy, Paul ssid that & bishop should
be "the husband of one wife' (I Tim., 312}, and that a deascon should
be "the husband of one wife (I Tim. 3:11). “The basis for such tesch-
inz, az these requirements for church leaders, le Godls original plsn

for monoganous marrisgs.
II. POLIGARY

fhe Heening OFf The Term. 4As The Internationel Standard Bidle

Enaeyclopsedis has pointsd out, woolygamy vractically mesns "oolygyny!
{ A/U\fv{)iggzma}, i.e. it describes & pany-wived mon. Thers is, how-
ever, hypocricy bveneath the word nolysamy. It is an attempi to cover
up by the term Yplural marriage’ that which is not marriszge and cannot
be marrisze. FPolygesay, whatever its mesning, is 2 violation and
negation of the marrisge ?@1&31@#."1

"fhroughout the nistory of polygemy, the might of the physieally
strongest has diectated the situation. Han has on the average one~
fourth more muscular force than womsn. When 1% comes fo wrong in sex
relation, man hae that advantsge, and it has glven him the fisld
covared by the word "polyzamy." There is the man, who is the mester,
end the woman, who in the vietim."?

This same ides of extrems m2le dominence has vrevalled in nany

countrige whare Christ was not allewsd to enter, or where (hristisns

; 1. James Orr, "Polygemy " The Internstionsl Stendard Bible Zneye
clopasdia (Grenmd Napide: 1952}, IV, 201G,

2. Ibid., p. 2816,
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have not taken the gospel. In her book, sepbember Honkey ., Induk

Pabk ories for the tinms when she and the women of Loves might be free
from the terrible dominance of man. She was "dlsturbed by the power
which Koresan men held over their wives who eould not move one inch
without mesculine consent.® L Sustoms, traditions, inheritanee laws,
and most of the morss in many of these un-Christianized lands revoelve

arcund the male dominance, =and women sre held in complete subjection.

Fhe Orizin Of Folygsny., Folygenmy was caused by men's dis-
obedience toward God. However, 1% develoved rapidly znd was encouraged
during the early tribal wers., When men hed separated inte clans, The
Iaﬁ@raaﬁiaaﬁilSt@&ﬁ&ré Bible Eneyclopsedia says, wers soon ocourred
between them., ©

In Old Testament times, the tribal wars caused an excess of
women, snd hence polygsny was encoursged. When Lot was taken captive
by the werring kings (Gen. 14312), they took, among a1l his goods, the
women also {CGen. 1M:16). This custon wes repested many times by ware
ring men in 014 Testament history.

Yhen the firast Suropeans ssitled in Horth America, they learnsd
that the Iroguol Inmdiens destroyed ths Hurone, The great majority of
men wers masssered) the women and children, driven to the sbods of the
conguercrs, disarpesring there mainly in concubloenge and slavery. What

happened to the surplus woment Here sgeln night wee right, and the

1. Induk Pahk, September Monkey (Hew York, Harper and Brothers,
1954), v. 93. :

2. Orr, op. cit., 2L16.
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strongeet chief &&aga the women he wanted, and concublinage, or what is
the sane thingee—w-polypany--—-yne set up. Succeselive wars csme, and
goon the chief, shelk, or king hed his herem. Under these einful
oractices, no longer was there the "help seet? originslly destined for
pgn--—-efbone of my bonss end flesh of py flesh"e~—=for whom he would
9lesve his father and his mother® and to vhose single 14fe he would
feleave! for 1ife (Oen. E:iﬁnﬁﬁg Mabt. 1015 6). Honogemy, with its
unity in laebor, thought and feeling, with 1ts immessursble modifying
influences of moral, ideal and spirituasl cast, was gone under such &
system as palygamy. Woman was reduced to the position of ministrant
to man's unmedified sensuslity L1

Conceraning polygamy, Feulus said

Folypanmy i 2 sinful distortion of matri-
moby. 7The estesm of woman, which i{s essentisl
to true love, i incompatible with it. The
wife is & slave, and takes the position of &
crostltute toward the husband. The idsa of the
matuel faithfulnecs of husband and wife is slmost
without meaning here. Heturally man also dipe
trusts his wives; therefores thelr seclusion in
hereme. The development of & heslthy femily
1life also is impossible by jeslousy among the
wivea, and the enmity swmong the half-lwothers
and half-sisters, the children of different women.
Hence it is nob surprising thet the custom of
rolygemy was removed wherever the spirit of
Christisnity goined dominsnce. OChristianity
vrings matrimony, which was deranged by sin,
back to its true moral significesnce, and 1ifts
woman up to the snjoyment of sgusl moral rights
with man, which is due to her as joint helr of
eternal bPlessednsse (I Cor. 7ib). 2

3.- i}w, ‘%G Mﬁ’ g%l@&

2. C. F. Poulus, The Christian Iife (Cincinnati, Crenston and
Curts, 1892}, ». 307,
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The 014 Testament And Polygamy. The complications imtroduced

into morals by polyszany have not often besn considered. But the Bible
sets them forth in plainess. 7The marrisge of Abresbanm and Savah seens o
have been an original love matech. 854111 Savah, under the lafluence of
polyganons idess, presentsd Abrahesn with a concubine. Yet afterwerd,
when she herself had a son, she induced Abrshsas to drive cut into the
wildernsss this concubine and her son., Abrahenm wes humsns and kind,

and it is szid, "The thing wss very srievous in Abrabam's sight® {(Oen.
21t11). But he wes ip the toils of polygesy, and it lrought pein and
retribution, 1

The conditions of Juceb's murrisges were such that 1t ie hard
to say whether any of hies children were any other than of polygamous
erigin (Gen. 35122-26). Where the family idea and affection went, in
such sized condition, is evidenced by the unblushing sale, for slavery
in Bgypt, of one of the brothers by the others (Oen. 37:128). &

David wanted to be & rightecus man with all his heert. ILike
pany of the military leaders and kiﬁgﬁ\ﬁf the earth of his day, he had
a polygamous caresr. %hile Davidls chief ein and shortcoming mey have
been his adultery and murder, nevertheless, hie volygémous 1ife did not
help bhim, sven though 4% may have been an established custon, Davidls
ratributions ran along an extended line. There was the case of incest
and murder among his children (11 Sam. 13%). The zon in whom he had

most hepe and pride organized trsason agmined his throns, and lost his

1. Orr, op. eit., 2416,
2. Ibid., ©. 2M6.
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1ife in the abttempt. David left his kingdon $o Solomon, of whom this
pan be seide---n man bright, kheen-witted, wise, and yet in his old

age he wend to plecss by the wiles of the women with whom he had loaded
nis haren., An exgess of forsign zlliandes may have been the chisf cause
for Solomon's downfsll, Mt his exfravagence in kiz polyssmous 1ife,

end his attemnt to Build temples in distant placez for the religlons

representad by the inmates of his havem, bhenkrupied his nation, i

Svamary. The monogamous nsture of merriage has Dboen the theme
of this chapter. It wes sesn thats (1) Monogemy slone is‘ﬁaﬁ'g standayd
for mervizse. (2) The 014 Testament, Christ's teaching, and the Avostls
Paulte teaching gave grounds for only one maryiage stendard, thald being
one wife and one husband. (3) Polygamy was found to be unnatural, and
o distortion of marriage. (1) The word polypemy is & misnomer, for
marriaze with more them ons person is not true marrisge at sll. (5
The origin of polygasy ceme chiefly becsuse of éi$a§$éi@ﬁ@$, bt was
promoted largely by trival wars. - {6Y The 014 Testement lesaon
ot ﬁal@g&myﬂsﬁawaé that many ra%rib@%ieﬁa followed those who practiced

it. This included most of the grset sen whomn God uwsed.

1. * QT’K*' %Q ?ﬁ‘ ) gﬁ"ii\%‘



In discussing the indissolublie nature of holy satrisony, two
slosely related problems to marriage muet be dealt with; the problem
of divorce, ané the problem of separation. This chapter presente (1)
the indissoluble nature of parriage, (2) the eriginal divine law of
marriage, (3) Chriet's teaching relabtive %o the Nosale law, and the
divine stendard for marrisge, and (i) the teachings of the Apostle

Foaul in light of the divine revelation.
I. THE INDISBOLULLE BATUHE OF BALIAGE

in the orizinal plan of parriege God ordained thaet & man Yehall
cleave unto his wife! mnd they shall be one flesh¥ {Gen. 2:2W). Seove
sral factors suppording the indissoluble nature of marrisge are found
in this one scripture. (1) To ¥plesve! %0 & wife means to adhers or
atiek $o har. In the simplest sense of the word, it mesns to stay
with her through thick and thin %111 death do ws part.® The act of
lesving father and mother slso indicated that fod planned for this
union o Do persnende---s bresking with perentsl tles, 2nd & clesving
together-—-—---in @ new relationship., Jeesus sald, "they are ne sore
two, but oNGemm——w—-~-let ne man vut ssunder® {Herk 10:8, 9). {é) Adan
wis 10 cleavs $o0 his wife. The thought here is that of & "eingle!
pinding® relationship. It was not to be broken (Mark 10:19), &t least
by snother other than God, snd only thie single relationship eould

keep it unbroken. (3) The "one flesh mentioned {n this seripturs
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portion signifies & persanent union. MNerriage should always be ons

unione-~indissoluble~~wuntil broken by death, or separsted by sin.
IT. THE ORIGIMAL DIVIEE Lavw OF MAMRIAGE

#In the bepinning® 1% was necsssary that merrisges between those
who were cloge in kKinshiy be permitted. Afterward, however, in kesping
with the law of God 2z revealsd in nsburel ceuses and effects, marviasges
betwaen those "nenr of kin® were forbidden (Lev. 18:6).

Futting aside all exceptionsl conditions, when the divine law
of marriage was glven, it included the exclusive union of one man with
one woman {Gen. 211824}, ¥hile the Denesis account does not specifieally
state that death should be the only cotuse severing the bond of marviags,
it is so inferred, end waslater inferved by ihe &gyé Jesus UGhrist, who
in referring back to the divine institubtion or law éf m&rriﬁgg sald,
"Hnat therefors God hath joined topether, let no man put ssundert? (Merk
1018}, It is seen in the CGospels that the first institustion of mapr-
riage is identiecel with the Christian insiitution (Cen. 2318-24y Herk
1036-9) .

After the Fall mankind became corrupt (Ses. 038). In regard
3o mparriagze, dvorece and polygemy were conbrery to the original law
of marriaze (Gen. 2318-24)., Divoree took olace zs & concession io
human weakness, and was permitted on account of the herdness of men's
m&rggmm«.w}‘f‘o € THAn poKe ap Jeav (pros sklerckerdian) (Mark 10:%),
Heither of these departures from the divine institution, divorge or
polyzamy, wae instituted by the Mosaie law, The Mosale Lew wus 2

great reform, which found polygeny and divorce in vossession, according
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ta long sstablished custonm,  %hile YMoses 41d nob attempt Lo supuress
sither of these cusitoms, he 414 resirain snd amend thenm, and put them
within strict limitations (Deut. ZU1l-l}. Divorce was to be granted
enly under ecareful legal forms, and for & definite cause, and no en-
gouragenent was glven i%. Azong the labest ubterances of the 014
Dispensation, 1% was taught, 71 Late putting awsy, seith Jehovah, the
god of fsrael (Mal. 2:110).
Knoz Littls sald
The original institution, &s found in the

Cld Testament scripturses, iz the only divine

one. Aaything to the contrary was & mere

concession, bhecsuse of human corruntion, and

was $0 be completely withdrswn with the

Incarnation of the Aternsl Word, which ensbled
mumsn nature to fulfill God's law. 1

I1I. CHEISIYS THRACHINGS HELATIVE T0 THEZ MOSALC LavW,
AHL THE DIVINE STANDALD FO MARRIAGH
The real gquestlion which confronts pen is 8s to the re-marriage

of separated persons. Une of the most ipportant testimonies of the
geripbures, concerning marvisge, ls found in the utterances of Jesus
Christ. There are four passnges of scrirture, woich are the recorded
utterances of the Lord, which bear direetly uron the guestion, (1)
The Gospel of Hark ststes

&nd in the house the disciples asked him

again of this pabter., Hnd he seith unte thenm,
Whosvever shall pub swey his wife, and marry

1. ¥. J. Znox Litle, H@ig Matrimony (London, Longmens, Creen,
and Qo., 1900}, ». 80.




another, committeth adultery sgainst her; and
if she herself shall put sway her husband, and
merry snother, she committeth adultery, 1
Severel igoportant things are noted in these recorded words of
Christ. (&) Apparently the disciples were in the midst of heart
@éarchiag, end had pressed this question furthsr in thelr private
communings with Christ. This passege ig an sxplanation of the explan=-
tion which Jesus gove to the rharisees (Hark 10:12), and is of the nature
of z laet word. (%) This passzze 2llows no room for ths dissolubility
of marriage. It astates dlstineliy that for & husband to divorce hls
wife, and marry ancther is asdultery. Bimilarly, for 2 wife to put
away her husbend, and ssrey encther, is oduliery.
(2) The Gospsl of Luke says
Every one th@% mibbeth awey his wife, and
mayrieth enother, commitieth adultery: snd he
that murristh one that le put swasy from &
husband commitieth sdultery. 2
The truths of Iuke 16 wers scoffed at by the Fherisees (luke
1631h) . Jesus had Just eaid, *Ye sannct serve God snd mammon' {(luke
16113}, When they lsughed him to scorn, Jesus said, "Ye are they that
Justify yoursalves in the sight of men; bul God knoweth your hearts-—e-=
it is eseler for heaven and sarth to pess awaey, than for snme tittle of

the law to full® (Luke 16:15-17). Jesus told the Pharisees that there

was & Genger thet that which was utierly false snd wrong mizht be

1. Mark 10110-12, 4. B. V.

2. Luke 16318, A. 8. V.
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elothed, as 1t were, in the gerd of right. "Thet which iz exalted
among men is an sbomination in the sizht of fod® (Tuke 1611%). Christ
was exposing the Phorisecs for what they reslly wers. They may have
thought they were sheltered bensath the shield of the law, but Jesus
sald that without reservation or exception, svery one that puts awsy
his wife and murriee another, is an adulderer, and that to nawyy 2
divorced wife is to sin with & parried women. It is adultery.

On Mark 10:10-12 and Iuke 16118 Enox Iittle said

Taking these two passages oz they stend,
we ggem o get & clesr and consistent view of
the case that marrisge is, &8 ve have sald, &
relation and nod only 3 econtract snd that the
parties to 1t enter upon & new relationshin,
& relationship constituted by God as reslly
and truly 2s any other bumsn relationship, as
truly , e.g. o8 the relation of brothsr and
gister, or parent and child----z relationship,
theraefore, which it is s impossible for men
to bresk in the one ¢sse as the other. Whate
ever else may come bstwesn thenm, father iz
father, and zon is son, and brother is brother,
and sister ls sister, while the world stonds,
And busband is husband, and wife is wife, "3111
festhw-w=do part.? To put swey & wife ond mercy
another is to attenpt %o bresk what man esnnot
breek. It ig wdultery. Teo put swey & husband
and marry enother is $o attempt to do what man
cannot do. I is adultery. To mavry & divoreed
woman, and by perity of ressoninge--under & coverant
in whose contemplation, in Chyist Jesus, "thers
is nelther Jew por Greek, there is neither bond
nor fres, there is neither nale nor femelefecew.
Yo marry a divorced man, is to stimulate & bond
that camnot bind. I% {s adultery. !

(3} The Gospel of Matthew says
It wee sald also, Whososver shell Tat away

his wife, let binm give her & writing of divorce-
zent: but I ssy unto you, that every one that

1. Little, op. cit., &Y.
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putbeth away his wife, saving for the cause of

foranleation, noketh her sn adultersse: and whoe

soever shall marry her when shs is b awsy come

mitteth adultery. 1

Enox Little sald that this passaze hes to do with the "Di1l of
divorcement.? It ig dealing with the seventh compandment in one of
& seriss; snd Jesus here treats it differently than that of the third
snd sixth commandments, for 1% is not introduced by the formuls, %1%
was said to them of old tinme," &nd this is precissly what it was not.
Jesue 414 not alter the Mosale law, but correched & wrong interpretation
of 1t. What the Rabbis had ssid about divorce hed not been told by
Foses. In the law given to Moses, the question of diverce had bsen
pisced under etriet restriciions and lipitations; tuit the ¥ ine
terpreters ¢f one Habbinieal Scheol had allewed the mere giving of a
furiting of divorcemsnt®, i{n pleee of all those limitations. Jesus
did not say, it was sold by Hoses,® bub more likely he implied tit
has come to be & saying,” i.e. 1t has come to be & saying through the
gorruption of Habbinieal laxity. The Jewish practics in this anbisy
wae & wholeséle gloss upon the text, asnd like Corben, campe within the
scope of Jesus! censure, "making the commendment of Cod of none effect
oy your traditionf—e--gxplaining away the law which they professed to
interpret. e
Little’s conclusion that Hatthew 5131 had $o do with the "bill

of divorcement" is not & contradiction of Deuteronomy 2Hil=h, This

passage comes in naturally. It ie the divine limitation of the licence

1. Hauthew 5131, %2, A, B, V.

>

2. Little, on. cit., 85, &7.
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-
which the law permitted 77/335 KA “/0“( “f" €AY {pros sklervokardian),
“rfor the hardnsss of men's hearts® (Mast. 19:%). OChrist's words must
have spoken like the volce of accusing conscience to many of his hesrers
who hed permitted themselves, in fencied security, @& licence undresmsd
of by the law ss given by Yoses.

1% wes notlced 1o MHatthew 5171 and %2 thel Jesus used the ex-
gestion, "saving for the cause of fornieation' (Mats. 5132). He forbade
& sevaration on the part of the sen or the womaen excedy i%‘b& for
Jep €% f;' {verneisa): this exeception, sald Dornsr, in his Systen of

Christisn Ethics, "Hefers not $0 elns oompiited vefore merriagse, nor

&&relg 0 adultery in the narrowsr sense of the word, but to any kind
of vnchastity ia merried 1ife, me for insteance the woman allows herself
to be treated unchastely." !

It aleo was Dorner's idea  that when Jesus ssid, "shosvever

2 s

shall put avey his wife {6177°Aa)vfwﬁ {apoluse),” he measnt, evidenily,
s arbltrary pubting sway, & éey&é&&%iwﬂ. This r@}&ti@ﬁ is so seored,
iy ought b0 keep Dbobth partlies together, and it continues to have claios
unon & man even when he erbiirerily vwithdrsws fres 1t. Christ inferveg
tnis vhen he said that he causes her who is publ awsy bo commit aduliery,
Thet is, he Urings birsslf into such a zosition as to render it ioe
poseible Yo restore the merriasge that has been broken, while the sasze

with which such & separation is effected makes 1t susy for the woman

to enter into an zdultersus connsedion with another. 1% is furthey

e I .4. Dornar, Syeten of Christian Athics {few York, Seribner
and Welford, 1887), »n. §h0.
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said that he who marvies her that is put awey (thet is, erbitrerily
and invelldly out away) commite adultery, for he mekes the restoration
of the marriage and the duty of reconciliation impossible. In the
thirdé place, Christ adds that when a man has sinfully repudinsted hisg
wife, end marriss another women, he thereby vieclates & 8%ill existing
werriszge. In this cese Christ slwsys epoke of marryling agsin, becsuse
in the cose of an unjust divorce it ie & second merrisge that glves
finality to the separsilon----that is, vhers soncgamy prevells. In the
seoond merrisge the sin of separstion hss resched its elimex, for any
renawal of the former relationship hes now beoome inmpossible, unlsss
polygany were permissible, Thus, sny arbiirary exercise of asuthoriiy,
in the way of bresking an existing marrisge relatiocnsehip, is censured
by Christ in the strongest terms, and represented by him as equivalent
to the sin of cousing sdultery. The duties of that pardy who is only
pessively implicated in the sepsmdion, sre not discussed. The words,
e that marrieth her when she iz put away comsitisth adulésry, ¥ could
slegnify thsat = woman even when divoreed without any fault of her own
mast nob marry agein. But Christ ie hers spesking of arbitrary divorce
by means of & bill of divereement. In this cose the marrisge s$ill
remains valid objectively, and is broken by & second marriszs. This
seripbure then ie 2 warning sgaingt divoree on frivolous pretjenids,
reminding heerers that an erbitrary sepsration lesads o adulisry, to
the violation of g merriage that ought %o be meinteined notwithetending

the Bill of dlvoresment. 1
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(b)Y Again Matthew's Gospel saye

And there cams wunio hinm Fhapizses, irying
him, and saying, Is 1% lawful for 2 man to pub
sway his wife for avery cause? And he answered
and said, Have ye not read, that he who mede theam
from the beginning nmede then mele and fempale, and
g2id, For this cause shall & mapn leave his foather
and mothep, and shall clsave tou his wife; and the
two shall become one flesh? Bo that they are no more
two, t one flesh. Whet therefore God hath Jolned
together, let not men put asunder, They say unio
him, Why then did Moses command to give a bill of
divoresmend, and to pubt her gway? He saith unto
then, Hoses for your hardness of hesrt sulfered
you to pub away your wives: but from the beginning
it hath not been so0. A4And I say undo you, Whosoever
shall put ewsy his wife, except for fornication,
and eshall marry another, commitieth adultery: and
he that maprieth her when sbs is put away committeth
sdultery.

i Onee more the question of the latitude allowed by the "bill of
adivorcement" comes wp. The FPharisess echo the prevailing laxity,
voleing the extreme left of the aebbiatenl schools by asking, "Is 4%
lawfal for & men %o publ sway hié wife for svery cause® {Matt. 19:3)}7
Several things are meen in the answer the Lord geve to them. (&) In
hisz own teaching on merriags Jesus referrsd $o its originsl institution,
from the beginning it h&%ﬁAﬁﬁ% heen sof (Matt. 19:%). é%} Por the
marriage vrelationship, one man, ong women was given. "For this cause
shall & men leave hie father and his mothsr, and shall cleave t0 his
wife® {Matt. 19:15). {(e) A relationship closer then that of parvent and
child wes to come about. "Ehe two shall become one flesh® (Matt, 10:15).
{d4) & relationship wae established by God, and therefore cmai&,@ﬁly be
divorced by God. "What therefore God hath joined together, let not man

sub ssundert (Matt. 19:6).

1. Matthew 1?:3"9, s S Vs
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Regarding Matthew 1913%-9, the qusation asked by the Fharisees
mast be snswered. Wby then 414 Neosaes command to glve & bill of
divorcement, and to put her awey" {Matt. 1617)7 The asnaswer is difficulfe—-
both $eztuslly and ss a matier of interpretation. Brucels Yook, The FZthics

Of The 0ld Testanment, sheds 1ight on the problem. It wes Brucels idea

that the langusse of the Authorised Yersion (Deut, 24) has led $o &
misunderstanding of the passags. Bruce said that the first threse verses
of chapter are nll conditional, and the apodosis is in the fourth verse.
Head thus, it is clearthat divorce is not instituted nor snjoined in this
chapbter, though the right of diverce is presupposaed. All t&&% iz said
iz that 1f = =men give his vwife, for soces reason or other, & ALY of
divorcemend, snd i she gets married to snother husband, snd he also
hoates her, and writes her 2 Hill of divorcement, then the fivst husbend
shall not marry her again, for "that would be an a&amin&%ia& before the
Lord.® The Lew simply regulates & custom that had long bsen in wvogue
in the Bast, and strives to sofben itz harshness. An arblirssy re-
padiation was prevented by the nscsssity of making out 2 legsel in-
strunent, showing that the grounds of 1% were not the mere pleasure or
popite of the husband, bul that they wvere founded on fact and resson.
what the offenses were that were considered Justifiable grounds of
separation is not stated; bub the Habbls mention very trivial faults,
and Josephus sesems t0 have axceedingly lex idess of the marriage tie.
But the whole procesding evidently is & glaring inconsistency with the
Old Testament conception of marrisge, which adaits ethieally to no
dissoiution. Adulbery works divorce, but 1t wae divorce that was o

be brought about summerily bty death. The Lord geve the sorrect soirit
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sf the pmssaze in Deutsronomy 2B1l-l whon he satd thai Voses euffered
the Jews to put sway thelr wives # TP8S TAv TR Anps H“f“’“‘"’ Suwv
(ores ten sklerokardizn humon).

In his treatment of this pussage Enox I4ttls said

In the farefront of thiz diffisult pasg-
sage sbands, like sentinels, two words of
warning--=-1% was pernitted, "for the hard-
npes of mea's hearts,' and, Yfrom the begine
ning 1% was not s Then 1t would ssen,
geuuredly, that if the licsuce of the law was
& temporary concession, permitted lest bad
s$$uld isad b0 worsey 1f 1% belonged 1o &

time and conditlion of things which 1s dseige
nzted as one of a*MAnlookﬁp Jeu (%lwm-
sraien), whon men's hearts were not aocese
sible €0 Sod's grace {(John 1117}, it is =
concession which, when $hat stats of inpens.
trability had passed, weuld naturally cesse.
&nd now that state has noesssd, and we live in
the ensbling vower (Acts 13:39; Rom. €33, Iy
Pil. M41%) of ths disvensation which the
prophet dzekiel saw afar off: "Then will I
sprinkle elasn wober uwoon voy, and ve shall
be cleant from &l your filthinese, snd from
all wour idols, will I cleanse you. A new
hewrt aleso will I give vou, and o now spirls
w111 T vut within you?! and I will taks away
the stony heart a&g of your fleash, asd I
will zive you zn beart of flesh., 4pd I =11l
sub oy svirit within you, &@ﬁ pause you o
%&?x iﬁ wy statuss, and ve shall kesy oy
3u&mm@%%$, and do thesn Apdmewwl will &3&@

save you from %L3 Four ‘ﬂai@01@$%” {Fzak.

3&:93- 7. ﬁ“}

In ¥atihew 1G13=0 Jasus ssain mentioned "fornication® (Matt. 19:9).
In the opening discourse of his sinistry, Christ enabled men to undersisad

the true ethiecsl content of the word. Hot only fornicstion, bubl svary

1. W. B. Bruce, Jhe @thics of The 0ld Testament (Hdinburgh, 7. and
Te %1&?? 1@Q€}, Lh. 1ﬂu—&:o

Ec };littia, ‘%‘2. ﬁ&k; i}l, ?:11
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impurity, whether of thought, word, or deed, is forbidden. Jesus szid
that the camm&a&m@ﬁ% iz elvesdy vieclsted by the lusiful loek {Matt.
H127-32). If the libidinous desirs ig harboured, the guilt of the sin
has been econtracted.

The Fhariseee had strained the law to the breaking point. They
had come bo Jesus tewpbing him. They hsd vressed home with & pitilsss
iegie, the instance of Moses, glving & Blll of divorcement, that should
condenn Christ. But the law in which they had mede thelr boast turned
ageinst them. OChrist set beforethem the irrivecable truth of the in-
dizsolubility of the marvisgze sct.

While it may be argued that nothing short of desth can bring
abeut & finsl divoree in the sight of God, 1t must be recoznized that
s#in does destroy the mesrrisge relatione of many people. It was Dorneris
idesn that marrisge may be destroysd in %vwo ways, corresponding e the
ider of merrisge, which ig compoundsd of boih the thysiosl snd the
gpiritual. (&) The physicsl eide, which is ezsentisl $o the ides, may
be withheld, elther through dssertion, of which the 4rostle Faul apeaks,
or through adultery with & third party, which comes under the hesd of
7r°(°"t‘iL {porneis) (Mett. 5). (b} The spirituel side mey be en-
tirely withdrewn; love, Tor insisnce, zsy be lost, husbend and wife
lay speres for each cther's 1ifs, there may be abtiespts 2% murdsr, the
one may endsavour to ruin the other in bedy, in soul, or in repubtsiiony
the husband way try to force his wife to prostitution, or may persist
in living & dissoluts 1life, viterly rezerdless of the dubty of suprort=
ing wife and children, and may be worse than & hesthen. Haeturally,

love, the first regulsite in merriage, does not axist hers, but is
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chenged into hatred and malignity. The only part of marriaze that
remaine iz the physical side; tut & cohabition that ls merely physlcal,
and from which all love and affection have disappeared, ie simply

rd
7TQOV’5‘*' {porneia). Under these circumstances, if the marrisge ree
iation were kept up, the injured perty would be degraded by belng used
merely ss & means of satiefying sexual desire. Christ said M A €7T£

7
AIPYTLN (2o epi pormeis) (Matt. 1915); merrisze must not exist for
the sske of 77'0,4V s {porneia). Thersfore, when the spiritusl ele-
mentg of love and affection are wanting, neither Biabe nor Church can
compel husbend and wife to live together, becouse merrizce must not be
turned into /I e 20 {porneis). On the one hand, marrizge is not to
be regerded as being somethipng of the nstwe of dogmsm, purely divine,
and indsesiructible----in othar worde, 2e & sacramend. COp the eother haod,
it is also an ethiosl produet, and thersfore 1s beth exposed to the
danger of being destroyed and beling delivered up to loyal and mopel
keeping. Bubt, on the other hand, no counibenance csn be glven to diverce,
or %o second wmarriagze on the part of those who béve been divoreed, unless
it can be proved that the marrisge has been broken in one of the twe
ehisf ways above mentioned. OFf course, whon both parties are Christizns,
no such thing es divorce con beke place, or sin is commitied. Bubl when
this ie not the case, narrisge mey e desitroyed by sin, end 1t mey be
neesssary (s with the Jows under the (ld Testament dispensation) %o
maks allowance for hardness of heard, in order that evil mey not be

mRds worse. 1

1. Dorner, op. cit., Ski=is,
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IV, THE TRAETEGS OF THE APCETLE »alL,
HED THE DIVINE HBVELATIOR

In examining the foury svecific pazsages of soriviture where Jesus
dnalt with the divorce problem, 1% hes been sesn that his volce de-
clared unmistekably the entire indissolubllity of the ﬁaﬁri&g% bond.
The remaining imporiant passages of serinture on the subject of marviage
are found in the writinge of Saint FPeul., How dose Paul understand and
interaret divinsg revelation
Peul found 1t necesanry Lo instruct the Corinthicns in varions
sabjeets touching the rolation of the sexes. The rulss 118 down by

Vs recorded teaching, or sistew-

the Apostle are
zents of what Salnd Faul hnew by drect revelstlon received from Christ
In Faults teachings the duties of merried persons ars referved o the

normel prineiple, "They two shall be ane Flesk® (I Qor. 6116), and the

&3

duties o unmarried, %o another normel saying whieh belonged to Christ,
ot whieh Pauol used to carefully voint ont & counsel snd not & compand,
Hileg that 13 able $0 recelive 1t, let hinm recelve 1t9 {Mats. 10:12).
Fivet, Paul forbade polygesy; nent, he gave cerisin practical directions
about sorried 1ife; and nexte-w--uhich closely Souches on the sudbject
&t handee-—-he sooke e follows
"Unto the merrisd I glve charge, yoa not

I, but the Lord, That the wife depert not from

her husbend (but should she depart, let her

resain unmarried, or else be reconciled o hev

husband): and that the husband leave not hie
wifet 1 ‘

I Corinthiens 7110, 11, A. G. 7.
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Feul pave an ungualified command entirely opposed to divorce.
Phese words are clesrly slong the lines of the Lord's teaching. Feul
was writing to Corinth, where sins szainst the marvizpe vow, snd kindred
sine, were most common. 1% is unressonable to think that i the Lord
had laid down 2 rule that in certain cirvcumebances divorce should be
permitted, Paul should have been entirely silent, espeeinlly %o suech
& people, about such & ruls.

Faul teught that sepsration may teke place, but in any case, the
persom departing sbould remaln uamarried, or be reconeciled aguin %0 his
wife, or the husbhand, whatever the chse (I cor. 7311). 1In the cmse of
the unbelieving perty leaving, Feul ssems to infer that "1t is better
$o have peace in sepsration than o have war in parrisgze,” bub that
there ig a possibilisy thet the falth of the believer zay see the une
balisver brought $o Christ, end the marriaga”r%@mﬁsilgﬁ,{i Cor. 7:1l2=17).

Dorner felt that 3¢ was Faul's idea that the bellieving wife musi
not separais from the uvnbelieving husband, and convergely. God can
meke the contipuance of thelr merrisge the means of winning the husband
o the Cohristisn feith. Pifference of religion therefore 2ffords no
grounds for dissolving & marriegs that hes alrveady bsken vplaes, thouzk
it zay be & veason %0 prevent & Christien frowm forming came. Bub if the
unbslieving husband does separate himgelf from his wife, then she ifs only
2 passlve narty to the gg@ﬁrﬁgian:; The Avostle Poul does not bid her %o
do penance for the gmills of her &&%&Zﬁ&viﬁg hughand, who has assparated
from hey, nor to remain ezposed %o btrisls of her faith or to manifold
sufferings on sccount of her Christian profession, but ssid thet if

her unbslisving husbsnd will not stay with her, she is no longer bound
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to him (OZ’ Jevo00 Aw Tac } (ou dedoulowtie), as is seen in I Cor.
711%, the guestion may arise, why does the apostle tell the woman that
she iz Ifree from her husband, when it mey be that the latter, although
not as yet a believer, will become one by and hy; in other words, why
does ho not expressly reguire the womsn to remsin unmarried in ez-
peetation of the huppy reewlst The plrcussisnces of the case, sud the
individual relations bDetween her husband and herself, may be such as
te leave room for hope on his behalf, snd then 1t will bs both a right
and Ghrictisn thing for her %o walt in inveluniary separsiion until &
later date, From casuses, howsver, connscbed with the man Or the wozan,
the ¢ircumstavces ssy wolnt in sn oprosite direction, and for this
resson the spostle is content with the indefinite 00 Jedos dwrac
{ou dedoulowtis). *

In the Zpistle to the EBrhesians (Hph. 5122) FPaul dwells upon the
speness produced by marriage, and takes the Incsrnation of ths Loxd
and his indissoluble union with his Church 28 an sdeguste 1llustrstion
of the unity produced by marrisge. Hed Faul known that part of the
divine law was that smarrisse could be dissolved, he could never have
ured sn 1llustration so entirely inapt.

in the dpistle to the Romang, vhen writing from forinth, Faul
gaid

For the womsn that hath sn bhusbsnd is
brund by law to the husbend while he liveth;

but i the husbhend die, she is discharged
from the lew of the hushand. So then 17,

1. Doener, op. git., Sha-k3,



while the husbend liveth, she be jain&d’%a

another man, she shall be called an sdulbress:

but if the husband dis, she is free from the

law, 80 that she is no adultress, though she

be joined to another man. 1

Hore, Feul sede use of the low of marriege zs an illustration
of the pessing from t&a earlier dispensstion to the dispensation of
the Gospel {Rom. 7i1b=b). The passege, whatever confusion there may
appear %0 be in the illustration, teaches thal the apcstle believed
$ummary. The foregoing study hss pointed out the following: (1)

That merrisge can be dissolved only by 0od. (2) That God gave the divine
standard for merrisgs, 1. e. the union of one man snd one woman, (3)
That Chriet tavght that merrizge can be dissolved only Iy God. Thet &
man pulding awey & wife and parrving spother womsn, sxcept for ZrOfavseﬂ;
{porneis), was committing sdultery. {(4) Thet Christ sxposed the
Fparisass for bending the law to hide their own sins, in the csse of
divorece. (5) Thet while only death can bring about & final savering
of the merrisge bond, sin cen destroy the bond. /ad, (6) That the
Apoatle Faul fsught the indissoluble nature of merrisge, but 41d allew
for & separstion unbil reconeciliation was made, or the unbelieving

party departed.

1. Homens 7312, 3, 4. 8. V.



CHAFTER VI
SUMMALY ARD CORCLUSIOH

This chapter condains & sumecery of the complete study, snd some
noeitive conclusions which the investigetor has arrived at as s resuld
of the study. A4lso, some recommendations Ffor further study have been

mentioned.
. GUFMARY

This hes been a study of merrisce. The problem presenied was!
Whaet iz the biblical fteasching 28 to God's stendard for merrisgel Having
sssuned that the Bible was the insvired YWord of God, znd that 1t gave
God's stendard of marrisge for nmankind, this investigator stitemplied %o
present anew, ihe standard of Godls plan for marrvisze. Such preseptation
was needed becouse of the marrisce problem foeling the world todey, namely

the willful dlsregard for CGod's plan of mervisge ss found in the Holy

The sublect was 1inlted %0 & Biblicsl study of marrisge ibtself,
and the related problems of polygewy, divoree, and separabtion.

The main source of meterisl wee the Holy 3ibvle. The version used
was the Admericen Blandard Version, 1501. However, some worke on marrisge,
and Uhpistian Ethice by noted sulhors woere referred to. %he induetive
method woe used in seavrching the scorintures.

The study weeg divided into six chaocters. The echaptsr titles
weret {1} Introduetion. {2) An Historieal Survey Of The Biblieczl Teach-

ing Un Farrisge. (%) Merriage As & Divine Inetitution. (4) Honsgamy As
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God's Standard. (%) Marrisge As An Indissoluble Union. 4nd, (6)
Sumpary and Conclusion.

The second chapter gave & bird's-eye-view of the bibllicel tesche
ing on marrisge practices, both good and evil, &z recorded in the Bible.
This bird'se-sye-view revesled that: (1) God, in his crestive work, set
the plan and stendard of merrisge for mankind., (2) Adam and Zve, having
been crestad moral beings, wers able bo righdtly fulfill the marrisgs
relation. (3) 8in antered the humsn rece snd bad both impediate and
far reaching offects upon merrisss. (U) ¥ith the coming of Christ
and his teaching, marrisse fosk on grester purity and was restored %o
Godle original plan and elevated through groece. OChristiane were thus
wble to fulfill Christ's commonds regarding true marrisce. (5) The
Apostle Peul reaffirmed the stondard of God and the teaching of Christ
in regard to ssrrisce snd 1ts releted problems of polygesy, divores,
and sepsration. (6) The other apositles hermonized thelr ieaching with
that of Cheist,

The third chapler deslt with the divige origin of marrisse, or
marrisze as & divine inetitution. It wae zsen that the book of Zenssis
teaches (1) thet man and woman were created for ssech other, {2) that
thay were made in the lmsge and likeness of Jod, us serslly fres and
responsible beings, (3) that unity, sutusl consent, snd real union of
1ife are essentisl charscteristics of holy metrimony, (k) thai sin
darkensd men's natural undsrstanding of true marriage, (5) that with
the coming of Christ, grester moral values wers given %0 men and the
concept of merriages wes slosvated through srace, and {€) that the

Apostle Fanl preached the divine standerd for marrisse, by teaching



mubasl yespect for both partiss, and ssrrisee 2s the best thing for
man mod women.

The monogomous nature of mayrisgs was the theme of the fourth
ehapter. Here 1% was seen that (1) moncpamy alone is God's standard
for marrlage, (2) thet the Old Testement, Christ's teaching, and the |
]
Apostle Paulls teaching gew grounds for only one marriage standard, ;
that being monoganmy, (3) that polygamy wes found to be unnatural, &@ég
a dlstortion of marrizge, (4) that the word polygeny is o misnoner, i
for marriage with-mﬁwﬁ than ons person is not true marrisgs af ell,

{5) that the origin of polygamy came chiefly because of sin and dis-
obedience, but was promoted lsrgely by tribal wervs, (£) thet the 0ld
Testement leseon of polygssy showed thet many retributions followed
those who precticed 1t. This lacluded most of the zrsat men whon
God used.

Chapter five pointed out the following: (1) Thet marriage
ean only be dissolved by God. (2) Thet God gave the divine standard
for sarriagze, 1.e. the union of one man and ons woman. Anything to
the conitrary was the mers concession dus to the h&ﬁaﬁ gerrgg%i@n.

{3) Thet Christ also taught that merrisge cznnot be dissolved by man.
Thet & nan putting away & wife and marrying another woman, excent for
fornicetion (7TU/9VEI?~ Y {oorasis), wes committing adultery. (V)
That Christ ewpoged the Phariseses for bending the law to hide théir
own sins, in the case of divorce. (5) That while only desth cen
bring about s final severing of the merrizre bond, sin can destroy

the bYond. And, (6) That the Apsotle rFaul taught the indissoluble
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nature of marrisge, but did sllow for a sepsration until reconcilistion

wag made, or the unbelieviang perty depsried.
11, gUBCLUSINS

As & result of this bBiblical study of merrisge and the relsted
probless of volygemy, divores, and separation, thes writer has arrived
&t thess conclusions: (1) That God, in his soverign goodnese, mercy,
and wisdom, has provided z psrfect and workeble plan of marrisge for
v%&sﬁind} This plan was glven by God "in the beginning," and is that
of monogamy. (2) That sin has greatly hindersd the use of CGod's per-
fect plan of merrisge. (3) That polyzamy iz & aistortion of marriage,
and while it has beep practiced, snd those precticing 1t have besn
used of God, 4t is still far from the originsl standerd set by God
#in the beginning.' (U4) That in light of the over-all teaching of
God's Word, there is only one thing that can bring about & divorce,
snd that is death. There may be seperation, bub suy severance of the
marriapge bond, other than desth, is sinful, and adulterous. Sin may
bresk & @&rwi&gg, but in the light of his Word and in the sight of
Almighty God, thie is not & finsl severance, 1t 1ls adultery, snd will
be severly Jjudged accordingly.

el
The writer fecls that there ars certain weakness in this paper.

/e

2
Foerticularly is the chapter on monogany a8 God's standard s@&g; and v
sspecially so in thet vortion dealing with nolygamy. Also, thers is

wesknezs in the use of the selected bibliozraphy.

-

Seconmendetions For Further Stuly. Frow this study has cows

these recommendations for further study: (1) That a biblical study



60

be mede of marriese as it relates to the family. (2) That & epecial
gtudy be mede showing the implicatfons of marrispe 28 & socizl in-
stitution. (3) That 2 study be mede compsring the various cusboms

and practices in marrisze of the peoples of the 01é Testament.
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