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I ntroduction:

This will be the last sermon on this third sectiorthe book of Malachi. Actually,
this sermon will not so much be on the book of Mhlairectly, but it will be on the
topic of divorce. We have been considering the cdagfi divorce as laid forth in the
context of the book of Malachi over the past 3 vaeédkhis week we will be looking at
the issue of divorce from a bird’s eye view. Welwi considering what the Scriptures
on the whole have to say about divorce.

What we have seen in Malachi 2:13-16 is that Gadi fiejected Israel’s sacrifices
and prayers because of their faithlessness to tiegs. The Israelites were divorcing
their wives and God was judging them for it. Thas@n why God hates divorce is
because he hates faithlessness. In Malachi 2:165ags, “| hate divorce.” And if the
NASB is correct in its rendering of Malachi 2:16 see that God not only hates divorce,
but also the divorcer:

"For | hate divorce," says the LORD, the God ofkr "and him who covers his
garment with wrong," says the LORD of hosts.”

Obviously, God takes divorce very seriously. | wasking on line this past week
and in May of 2008 Gallup reported that 70% of Aurerican culture deems divorce to
be morally and culturally acceptadigVhat | find to be even more interesting in this
study is that more people found divorce to be necotturally and morally acceptable than
gambling. Only 68% of Americans consider gamblimgbe culturally and morally
acceptable. Thus, to the average American it isenmamceptable to leave your wife
because you have “fallen out of love” with her thitais to buy a lottery ticket every now
and then, play bingo every now and then, or thromes dice every now and then. | am
not necessarily condoning gambling (although | f&dd taking amuch stricterstance
against divorce than gambling in the Scriptures},llam demonstrating that we live in a
culture which has accepted divorce as a “way ef Mholesale. We swim in a culture
which has not only been racked by the damagingemprences of divorce, but we live in
a culture which has normalized divorce, welcomings a part of the very fabric of our
society. It has even been asserted that thereuatea$ many divorces in the church as
there are in secular culture. Thus, God’'s messageming through Malachi toguard
yourselves in your spirit, and let none of youdithfess to the wife of your youiths just
as relevant for us today in our setting than it imaglalachi’s day.

This morning we are going to consider what the ofsBod’s word says about
divorce. We are going to answer the question, flsrde ever permissible for a Christian,
and if so, under what circumstances?” | do wangreface this entire sermon by stating
the fact that divorce is a highly sensitive emagibrcharged issue. | ask that you give
me the courtesy of understanding that | only havendhutes (or so) to deal with a topic
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that can oftentimes involve highly complex situatiolf you have any questions in light
of what | say this morning please do not hesitat@alk to me after the service.

Biblical Groundsfor Divorce

Matthew 19:1-9

Before jumping into any of the texts let me firsite my case: Scripture teaches
that there is technically only one ground for takthe initiative to divorce your spouse.
Turn with me to Matthew 19:1-9.

1 When Jesus had finished this instruction, He deddrom Galilee and went to
the region of Judea across the Jordan. 2 Large dsovollowed Him, and He
healed them there. 3 Some Pharisees approachedtdiiest Him. They asked,
"Is it lawful for a man to divorce his wife on amyounds?" 4 "Haven't you
read,” He replied, "that He who created them in teginning made them male
and female , 5 and He also said: For this reasaman will leave his father and
mother and be joined to his wife, and the two b&itome one flesh? 6 So they are
no longer two, but one flesh. Therefore what Gosl joined together, man must
not separate.” 7 "Why then," they asked Him, "didsbs command [us] to give
divorce papers and to send her away?" 8 He toldntHdMloses permitted you to
divorce your wives because of the hardness of lgearts. But it was not like that
from the beginning® And | tell you, whoever divorces his wife, except for
sexual immorality, and marries another, commits adultery."

What we see in this passage is that Jesus isadatt by the Pharisees who are
hoping to trap Jesus by throwing a hotly debategstijon at him. Divorce was as hotly
debated in the first century as it is now, and Pharisees were trying to put Jesus in a
position where he had to pick sides. There were pwmary schools of thought in the
first century among the Pharisees regarding divdiee School of Hillel and the School
of Shammai. The difference between the school deHand the School of Shammai
revolved around their unique interpretations of @eanomy 24:1. Moses says,

"If a man marries a woman, but she becomes dispigds him because he finds
something improper about her, he may write herveoie certificate, hand it to
her, and send her away from his house.”

The debate between these two schools within thepcainthe Pharisees more
specifically revolved around the word translatedngroper.” The word translated
“improper” in the Hebrewgervah is extremely vague and carries with it the idéa o
“nakedness” or “improper sexual behaviof. The school of Hillel interpreted
Deuteronomy 24:1 in a very liberal sense and sugdethatervah meant “anything
indecent” in any and every sense of the word. Tthey suggested that Moses taught
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that you could lawfully divorce your wife if anytlg about her was unbecoming to you
in any way. In fact, those who followed this schoblteaching believed that you could
lawfully divorce your wife for something as smadl burnt food. In other words, if your
wife overcooked the macaroni and cheese, sendviagy avith a bill of divorce! The
school of Shammai, on the other hand, conservatiarrectly) suggested thatvah
referred specifically to sexual unfaithfulness.

Notice their question to hini]s it lawful for a man to divorce his wife on any
grounds? They were asking him if it was lawful for a mamdivorce his wife for any ol’
reason at all (notice the phrasen“any grounds). | think that the Pharisees who were
talking to him at this point were from the schobHillel. They thought they knew their
stuff well enough to prove Jesus wrong in his neaneservative view of divorce.

Jesus responds by calling their attention to Gpdimary intention for marriage
in Genesis 2:24'Haven't you read," He replied, "that He who crehtbem in the
beginning made them male and female , 5 and Hesagb For this reason a man will
leave his father and mother and be joined to hie vand the two will become one flesh?
6 So they are no longer two, but one flesh. Thesefdhat God has joined together, man
must not separate.ln other words, Jesus answered their question witlesounding,
“NO!” Surely, a man cannot divorce his wife justchase he finds something
unbecoming in her in any way. God has miraculodsiyught this man and woman
together so that they are considered “one fleshg thus it had better take something
much more serious than burnt food, or mismatchexpadibility, or the loss of a feeling
of love, or an inability to civilly disagree, orsdigreements about money to rip them apart.
What Jesus is saying at this point is that divasagot an option for the Christian, period.
Marriage is God’s gig, while divorce is Satan’s.gi@ divorce (and especially for such
superficial reasons) is destroy God’s creative, gréwV, and “good” work.

After Jesus directs the Pharisees attention tdsGwdyinal intention for marriage,
the Pharisees, thinking they have adequately gated his answer, ask another trapping
guestion. They are trying to stump him here. Thexgtimave known Jesus’ stance on this
issue of divorce and they must have thought they tted an adequate arsenal to prove
Jesus’ logic to be skewed. So they challengeitsisdnswer by sayingWhy then," they
asked Him, "did Moses command [us] to give divgrapers and to send her awdyf
other words, they said, “Well, if God intended nmege to be so permanent then why did
Moses, God’s right hand man in the Old Testameobvntmand” us to divorce our
wives?” Craig Blomberg helpfully says, “The Phagisecounterquestion raises the
obvious objection: Why did God permit divorce in dOIfestament times if he
categorically opposed it?”

Notice Jesus’ retort back to them. He correctsnthe his answer. He says,
“Moses permitted you to divorce your wives because of the hardoégsur hearts. But
it was not like that from the beginnifidg\otice first that Jesus corrects their twisting o
Scripture. Moses did not “command” the Israelitesdivorce their wives. No, he
“permitted” them to. And the only reason permittedthem to divorce their wives was
because of their hardness of heart. This is taid, not? The only reason any marriage
endswithout exception, is because of sin. Divorce was never part of Godginal plan;
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rather, it was introduced when men (and womenpafse) became contaminated by sin.
Divorce is only in the picture when sin is in thetpre.

Jesus then goes on to reveal to the Pharisegsdper grounds for divorceAhd
| tell you, whoever divorces his wife, except fexual immorality, and marries another,
commits adultery.Here we see that Jesus clearly sides with thedobf Shammai (at
least on a surface level). He states thabtiig lawful and biblical grounds for divorce is
sexual immorality. The word translated as “sexuaimprality,” porneig does not
specifically refer only to adultery; rather, it ee$ to “fornication, sexual immorality,
sexual sin of a general kind, that includes marffedint behaviors* D.A. Carson
suggests that the wopbrneiais the Greek equivalent to the Hebrew wergtah from
Deuteronomy 24:3.

Thus we see that the only grounds for divorce Raidh by Jesus is sexual
immorality.

1 Corinthians 7:12-16

Although | don’t want to spend much time in 1 Cthians 7, | do want to call
your attention to it. Many look to 1 Corinthiansag passage which lays forth for the
Christian another grounds for divorce. Howeverg Indt think that is an accurate way of
thinking about 1 Corinthians 7. In 1 Corinthians/& find no permission for a Christian
to initiate a divorce. In Matthew 19:9 we see Jaguig his followers the permission to
initiate a divorce on the grounds of sexual immgyraln 1 Corinthians 7 we find Paul
setting forth a situation in which a believer, d/she is married to an unbeliever, is not
“bound” or “enslaved” to fight tooth and nail to & the marriage together if the
unbelieving spouse wants a divorce. Observe the tex

12 If any brother has an unbelieving wife, and ghwilling to live with him, he
must not leave her. 13 Also, if any woman has deligving husband, and he is
willing to live with her, she must not leave hesband. 14 For the unbelieving
husband is sanctified by the wife, and the unbeligewife is sanctified by the
Christian husband. Otherwise your children woulduselean, but now they are
holy. 15 But if the unbeliever leaves, let him &av brother or a sister is not
bound in such cases. God has called you to pe&cEofd you, wife, how do you
know whether you will save your husband? Or yowsbhad, how do you know
whether you will save your wife?

In this instance Paul suggests that the believooyise who is being divorced by
his/her unbelieving husband is “not bound,”—"notubd,” in essence, to keep the
marriage together. He saydut if the unbeliever leaves, let him leave. A leotor a
sister is not bound in such cases. God has caltedty peacé.So you see, this is not so
much a grounds for divorce. In fact, Paul makeguite clear earlier in the text that the
believing spouse isotto leave the unbelieving spouse (see vss. 12-13).

“Swanson, JameBictionary of Biblical Languages With Semantic Donsa
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Thus we see that Paul makes two admonitions t&Ctrenthian believers in this
passage: (1) the believing spouse is not permitiadivorce the unbelieving spouse (for
the sake of the salvation of both the kids and uhbelieving spouse), and (2) the
believing spouse is not “bound” to fight tooth arvall to keep the marriage together if the
unbelieving spouse wants a divorce (for “God hdledgou to peace).

So really the only grounds for divorce laid forth the entire Bible is “sexual
immorality.” God does hate divorce, and we knowrfrdesus’ words in Matthew 19 that
divorce only exists because of sin, and yet wetbkat Jesus lays forth one occasion
where divorce is lawful.

Are we Asking the Right Question?

In light of all of this talk, however, | do beliewhat we need to learn something
about divorce from Jesus’ response to the Pharisedsatthew 19. Notice the great
difference between Jesus’ and the Pharisees’ agprtm the issue of divorce. The
Pharisees, like most modern day Christians, fédl the warning of the old axiom, “The
good is the enemy of the best.” The issue herenisssue of settling. The Pharisees
concern is; “What can | get away with?” while Jésesiphasis is; “What is most
pleasing to God?” For the Pharisees there was nceco for what brings God most glory,
no concern for what brings about most Christlikend$eir greatest concern was; “What
are my rights; what is permissible for me; whatmaseoptions if | should want out of this
martial relationship.” Their concerns were selfteead as opposed to Christ-centered or
Gospel-centered.

Notice the complete difference between Jesus laadPharisees: The Pharisees’
discussion centered and focused on the lawful gleuaf divorce, while Jesus’
discussion focused on the permanency of marriageother words, the Pharisees
emphasized how one can lawfully get themselve®btite bind of marriage, while Jesus
emphasized the responsibility that one has to kbep marriage together in light of
God's intention for marriage.

As stated earlier, 70% of all Americans now bediefworce to be both culturally
and morally acceptable, and | have seen many @Gmsstfall into the thinking of
Pharisees. Their emphasis is on how they can landelt out of their binding marriages
if they should so choose, as opposed to how thegaing to exhibit the love of Christ in
the context of marriage. Ultimately, Jesus’ emphass not on the grounds for divorce.
Notice how he brought up the only grounds for dieor

"Moses permitted you to divorce your wives becadsthe hardness of your
hearts. But it was not like that from the beginningll you, whoever divorces his
wife, except for sexual immorality, and marries theo, commits adultery.

Notice that Jesus didn’t set forth the groundsdmorce in a straight forward
manner; rather he set forth the grounds for divandeght of the fact that divorce should
never happen. He seems to be suggesting that evercal on the grounds of sexual
immorality, although permissible, should not evem d¢onsidered an option for the
believer. Although he permitted it, he did not cond it.

Following Our Greatest Example



As Christians our focus ought not be on how welaarfully get out of the union
that God has miraculously brought together; ratloar, focus ought to be on doing
whatever we can to treat each other as God hawedres in Christ, exhibiting to the
world the love of God bestowed upon us through €hn the Gospel. Turn with me to
Ephesians 5:22-33.

22 Wives, submit to your own husbands as to thd, 128 for the husband is head
of the wife as also Christ is head of the churcte I8 the Savior of the
body. 24 Now as the church submits to Christ, se@svshould [submit] to their
husbands in everything. 25 Husbands, love your syjust as also Christ
loved the church and gave Himself for her, 26 tkenler holy, cleansing her in
the washing of water by the word. 27 He did thiprtesent the church to Himself
in splendor, without spot or wrinkle or any suchint) but holy and
blameless. 28 In the same way, husbands shouldth@re wives as their own
bodies. He who loves his wife loves himself. 29 k@mone ever hates his own
flesh, but provides and cares for it, just as Chdises for the church, 30 since we
are members of His body. 31 For this reason a mdhleave his father and
mother and be joined to his wife, and the two Wwd#lcome one flesh. 32 This
mystery is profound, but | am talking about Chast the church. 33 To sum up,
each one of you is to love his wife as himself, #red wife is to respect her
husband.

What we see in this passage is one of the primanyoses for marriage. Marriage
is purposed to provide for the world a picture bifiSt’s relationship with the church. We
see here iwss. 22-24 that the wife is to submit to her husband as theeh submits to
Christ. This does not mean that the husband isam lauthority over the wife. No!
Actually, what we see imss. 25-33 is that while the wife is to submit to the husbame
way that resembles the church’s submission to €hhie husband is to be exemplifying
the love of Christ byloving your wives, just as also Christ loved theirch and gave
Himself for her’ Thus, the husband is to faithfully, tenderlyddovingly lead his wife
for her good, just as Jesus did for the church.

This ultimately is to be the focus in marriage;ot can | most faithfully provide
a picture of Christ's love for the church in thedsti of my spouse’s failures,
imperfections, and sins.” Ephesians 5 teaches atsJ#sus is to be our example in the
covenant of marriage. And what sort of an exampdeGhrist set for us to follow? Turn
with me to John 13:34:

34n give you a new commandment: love one anothest ds | have loved you,
you must also love one another.

Here we see that Jesus saygive you a new commandment: love one andther.
The interesting thing about this commandm#éoie one anothef is that it really isn't a
new commandment. In fact, you can find this exachmandment in Leviticus 19:18;
“love your neighbor as yoursglft this point Jesus sounds like he is tryingdke credit
for making up a new commandment that is actualiyegoid. This is sort of like a man
walking around saying, “Listen to this new songidtimade up” and then he proceeds to



sing “Jesus loves me this | know, for the Bibldstehe so...” You would respond by
saying, “Whatever man, that isn’t a new song. Yao'ctake credit for that.” But Jesus
then goes on in the verse and makes an additiochvdompletely changes the face of the
commandment. He says]ust as | have loved you, you must also love onthan”

So really the principle of the commandment has clvdnged. Love is the
commandment; however the thing that makes Jesusmamdment so new is that it
comes forth with a new depth. After all, how didriSh*“love you?” This question is
answered in Romans 5:8

God shows his love for us in that while we werdésstiners, Christ died for us.

The new commandment is that we are to love eduoér @ts Christ has love us.
This is a completely new commandment, because nevie history of the world has
there ever been one who has ever poured out sficliériove and grace than when Jesus
poured himself out on our behalf on Calvary. Jaefied for you while you were still a
sinner, while you were his enemy (Romans 5:10),levlyou were, by nature, an
abomination to him (Ephesians 2:3). He died for ythen everything about you was
completely repulsive to him. This is the new comdraent: “Look at Calvary! Now go
and do likewise.” We see this same principle laidH in Colossians 3:13.

Just as the Lord has forgiven you, so also you ffoigfive].

This is ournew commandment. Jesus has seteav standard for us. We are no
long to simply love or forgive; we are to love dodgive as Jesus has loved and forgiven
us. These principles of love and forgiveness, nentts, apply to our marriages. You are
to faithfully love and forgive your spouse no mattew badly your spouse may hurt you
emotionally, no matter how faithless he/she has bksethis not the picture that we have
in the Gospel: the faithfulness of God in spiteof faithlessness to him, the love of God
poured out on our behalf in spite of our hatretliaf and his character, the mercy of God
in spite of our mercilessness to others, and utetgao Christ by hanging him upon a
tree?

Now | do not want to sound insensitive to those Wwhge been through the heart
wrenching and gut wrenching trauma of faithlessnegste context of marriage. | have
never been a victim of faithlessness, and | knoat ticannot even begin to imagine the
pain, the heartache, and emotional trauma involVedo not want to downplay the
gravity of faithlessness in any way whatsoever; éwav, we must remember that the
grace given to you in Christ far outweighs the grdlcat any person would have to
bestow on his/her wife no matter how unfaithful thelty partner has been. The grace
and love that has been given you in Christ caneanhhtched. Your spouse can never sin
against you in greater way than you have sinnethsig@hrist.

Paul Washer one time said that the greatest esgdrat although we are justified
we are not yet completely made like Christ is tvat have to be commanded to give
mercy. He said, “We who have received bucket fpibru bucket full, ocean full upon
ocean full of infinite mercy in Christ now have thedacity to reluctantly hand it out with
an eye dropper.”



The Gospel is the ultimate standard of righteawiad. You are to be faithfully
committed to your spouse, loving him/her with @amconditional love (a love that does
not demand that one meets conditions before i} ast€hrist has loved you.

If you are thankful for the exceptional clausellfarth by Christ, you need to take
another look at your soul. Your focus should bearotour right to “get out” as soon as
things get sticky, your focus should be on Christl &lis glorious Gospel. Your eyes
should be fixed on Jesus; imitating him by pourimgt the love, forgiveness, and
longsuffering that he has poured out on your behalf

The greatest way to pick out a mature Christiarg who really understands the
Gospel, from an immature Christian, one who hasiacated view of the Gospel, is by
observing how they respond when they have beengeahnThis is the ultimate test.

Conclusion:

| want to conclude by reading a portion of a samijten by Derek Webb called
“The Church.” As | read this consider what this mean your relationships, and
especially in your marital relationships. Consitlew you can imitate Christ in the way
you respond to your spouses’ sins and failures.

The Church
Derek Webb

| have come with one purpose
To capture for myself a bride
By my life she is lovely
By my death she's justified
| have always been her husband
Though many lovers she has known
So with water i will wash her
And by my word alone
So when you hear the sound of the water
You will know you're not alone

| have long pursued her
As a harlot and a whore
But she will feast upon me
She will drink and thirst no more



