I Corinthians 7
1 Now concerning the things whereof ye wrote unto me: It is good for a man not to touch a woman.
I think the footnote is right - “touch” = “live in marriage with”

lengthiest instruction of chapter:  Inspired Recommendation To Stay Single Because Of The “Present Distress” - One of the main points of I Corinthians 7 is that God was recommending (not commanding) people stay single at that time (a temporary period of time) because of the present distress (possibly some form of persecution that would be harder to overcome if one had a spouse).  Notice these texts from the chapter are all on this theme …
The advice is to stay single, but it is not a sin to marry:

6 But I speak this by permission, and not of commandment.

7 For I would that all men were even as I myself. But every man hath his proper gift of God, one after this manner, and another after that.

8 I say therefore to the unmarried and widows, it is good for them if they abide even as I.

9 But if they cannot contain, let them marry: for it is better to marry than to burn.
Abide single (because of the present distress) or married, whatever state you are already in:

17-28 But as God hath distributed to every man, as the Lord hath called every one, so let him walk. And so ordain I in all churches.  Is any man called being circumcised? let him not become uncircumcised. Is any called in uncircumcision? let him not be circumcised.  Circumcision is nothing, and uncircumcision is nothing, but the keeping of the commandments of God.  Let every man abide in the same calling wherein he was called.  Art thou called being a servant? care not for it: but if thou mayest be made free, use it rather.  For he that is called in the Lord, being a servant, is the Lord's freeman: likewise also he that is called, being free, is Christ's servant.  Ye are bought with a price; be not ye the servants of men.  Brethren, let every man, wherein he is called, therein abide with God.  Now concerning virgins I have no commandment of the Lord: yet I give my judgment, as one that hath obtained mercy of the Lord to be faithful.  I suppose therefore that this is good for the present distress, I say, that it is good for a man so to be.  Art thou bound unto a wife? seek not to be loosed. Art thou loosed from a wife? seek not a wife.  But and if thou marry, thou hast not sinned; and if a virgin marry, she hath not sinned. Nevertheless such shall have trouble in the flesh: but I spare you.
It will be harder to face this persecution if one has a spouse to care for or protect:

29-35 But this I say, brethren, the time is short: it remaineth, that both they that have wives be as though they had none; And they that weep, as though they wept not; and they that rejoice, as though they rejoiced not; and they that buy, as though they possessed not; And they that use this world, as not abusing it: for the fashion of this world passeth away.  But I would have you without carefulness. He that is unmarried careth for the things that belong to the Lord, how he may please the Lord:  But he that is married careth for the things that are of the world, how he may please his wife.  There is difference also between a wife and a virgin. The unmarried woman careth for the things of the Lord, that she may be holy both in body and in spirit: but she that is married careth for the things of the world, how she may please her husband.  And this I speak for your own profit; not that I may cast a snare upon you, but for that which is comely, and that ye may attend upon the Lord without distraction.
A father may give away his virgin daughter in marriage, but it’s better during the present distress if she stays single:

36 But if any man think that he behaveth himself uncomely toward his virgin, if she pass the flower of her age, and need so require, let him do what he will, he sinneth not: let them marry.

37 Nevertheless he that standeth stedfast in his heart, having no necessity, but hath power over his own will, and hath so decreed in his heart that he will keep his virgin, doeth well.

38 So then he that giveth her in marriage doeth well; but he that giveth her not in marriage doeth better.
This same (inspired) advice also applies to widows:

39 The wife is bound by the law as long as her husband liveth; but if her husband be dead, she is at liberty to be married to whom she will; only in the Lord.

40 But she is happier if she so abide, after my judgment: and I think also that I have the Spirit of God.
2 Nevertheless, to avoid fornication, let every man have his own wife, and let every woman have her own husband.
Through the internet, I have run into a number of Christians who think polygamy is still allowed under New Testament law.  It is usually connected to the false teaching that the MDR passages only apply to the man, and not equally to the woman.
Thayer’s first definition for Strong’s #2398 (“own”) is "of what is one's own as opposed to belonging to another."  So a woman is to have her own husband in the sense that he is NOT to belong to another - in other words - no sharing.

Another definition is "privately."  In a two wife / one husband relationship, the first wife does not have her husband "privately" by any stretch of the imagination, does she?
3-5 Let the husband render unto the wife due benevolence: & likewise also the wife unto the husband.  The wife hath not power of her own body, but the husband: and likewise also the husband hath not power of his own body, but the wife.  Defraud ye not one the other, except it be with consent for a time, that ye may give yourselves to fasting and prayer; and come together again, that Satan tempt you not for your incontinency.
Shows the importance of fulfilling our spouse’s sexual needs to help keep our spouse from being overly tempted by adultery.

Explains Matt 5:32a - “But I say unto you, That whosoever shall put away his wife, saving for the cause of fornication, causeth her to commit adultery ….”  If I unscripturally divorce my wife (even if I never remarry), I cause any subsequent adultery on her part, because I am not fulfilling her sexual needs - I put her into a place of undeserved sexual temptation.
The word “except” means the only reason couples may suspend sexual relations is by mutual agreement, temporarily, for “fasting and prayer” (like “except” in Matt 19:9 means divorce can only be for fornication).
Fasting Is Required Today

I do believe Christians should fast today, but I am not sure about using I Cor 7:5 as one of my proof texts for such, because “fasting” is not in a lot of the manuscripts in I Cor 7:5.

But there are plenty of other NT verses requiring us to fast today:

· Matt 6:16-18 because we will be rewarded by God if we do

· Matt 6:16-17 Jesus assumed his disciples would fast (“when” not “if”)

· Matt 9:14-15 disciples should fast after the bridegroom (Jesus) was gone, which is true today

· Phil 4:9, I Cor 11:1, I Pet 2:21 because approved examples (like Acts 20:7) are binding

· Matt 4:2 Jesus

· Acts 13:1-3, 14:23 groups of Christians

· II Cor 11:27, 6:5 Paul

To save time, I will just reference a link to my full sermon on fasting & move on:  www.bibledebates.info/Sermons/RegularSermons/Fasting.doc
8-9 Let I say therefore to the unmarried and widows, it is good for them if they abide even as I.  But if they cannot contain, let them marry: for it is better to marry than to burn.
This is a great passage to use against Olan Hicks’ MDR position that says since Matt 19:9 says “divorce plus remarriage = adultery” therefore adultery is divorcing and having a wedding ceremony (“formalizing a marriage contract”), and has nothing to do with the sexual relations that follow the wedding ceremony.  So according to our brother Mr. Hicks, there is no ongoing sin, therefore one can repent of the divorce, and stay in the marriage he is in.  Here is a chart I camped on in an oral debate against him …
Marry = Sexual Relations Included
I Corinthians 7:9b - A Biblical Parallel

I Corinthians 7:9b for it is better to marry than to burn (in lust)

· Does this mean having a “wedding ceremony” by itself will help stop lust?

· Or is Paul using the word "marry" to include the sexual relations led to and authorized by the wedding ceremony?

Olan Hicks on I Cor 7:3-5,9, What The Bible Says About MDR, p.30,33,73:

A marriage contract alone does not prevent fornication.  … A healthy and satisfying sexual relationship does.  … Thus the New Testament clearly pictures marriage as a deterrent to sexual temptation, … because marriage is the only context is which sexual activity is permitted. … But to those whose control of their natural passions depend on it, marriage is commanded on the basis … that “it is better to marry than to burn.” … This confirms the fact … that a marriage license alone does not prevent temptation.  A healthy sex life does.
I simply mean engage in all of the things that a marriage consists of, including sexual activity.  (Olan Hicks, J.T. Smith Debate, p.141)

Conclusion:  “Marry” includes sexual relations in I Cor 7:9, and Matt 19:9
Adultery Is A Sexual Sin
Heb 13:4 Let marriage be held in honor among all, and let the marriage bed be undefiled, for God will judge the sexually immoral and adulterous. - ESV

John 8:4 They say unto him, Master, this woman was taken in adultery, in the very act. - was she caught in a wedding ceremony?
Mat 5:28 … whosoever looketh on a woman to lust after her hath committed adultery with her already in his heart. – is he fantasizing about a wedding ceremony?
10-11 And unto the married I command, yet not I, but the Lord, Let not the wife depart from her husband:  But and if she depart, let her remain unmarried or be reconciled to her husband: and let not the husband put away his wife.
Depart / Choridzo Forbids Divorce & Separation
Choridzo could be used to refer to divorce, but it does not mean "divorce" per se
· Wigram-Green - to separate, divide, to be separated, depart
· The word … choridzo … occurs 13 times in the Greek New Testament, and neither the King James Version nor the American Standard ever translates this word "divorce" (Roy Deaver, Bales-Deaver Debate, pg.65) or "put away"

· In the KJV, choridzo is translated depart (8), separate (3), and put asunder (2)

· The word “divorce” is found in the NKJV 12 times, and it never comes from choridzo

· Just like the word “left” in “she left her husband” could be used to refer to a divorce (even though “left” does not mean “divorce”), “choridzo” could be used to refer to divorce.  But there can be choridzo (separation, putting asunder) without divorce.
· example uses:  Philemon 15 (Onesimus had “departed” from Philemon), Acts 1:4, 18:1, 2, Rom 8:35, 39, and Heb 7:26

· standard translations of verse 10 - leave (NASB), separate (ESV,NIV,RSV), depart (KJV,NKJV,ASV)

· I count 37 translations of I Cor 7:10 at BibleStudyTools.com and not one has “divorce”  What you see consistently is leave, depart, separate from.
· Divorce (except for fornication) and remarriage is adultery Matthew 19:9

· Divorce (except for fornication) even with no remarriage is sin (≠ adultery) Matt 5:32

· Separation is also sin - choridzo (Strong’s #5563) in Matthew 19:6, I Corinthians 7:10 - the only exception being divorce for fornication
I Corinthians 7:11 / Deut 22:28-29 - If, Contingency Legislation
… Let not the wife depart from her husband:  But and IF she depart ...

Some argue Paul would not have told the woman what to do if she departed, unless departing was right.

But notice Deuteronomy 22:28-29:

IF a man find a damsel that is a virgin, which is not betrothed, and lay hold on her, and lie with her, and they be found; Then the man that lay with her shall give unto the damsel's father fifty shekels of silver, and she shall be his wife; because he that humbled her, he may not put her away all his days.

By this reasoning, Moses would not have told the man what to do if he committed fornication, unless the fornication was right.

Contingency legislation does not necessarily condone or condemn the contingency.

I Corinthians 7:11 doesn't allow for departing any more than Deuteronomy 22:28-29 allowed for fornication.
I Corinthians 7:11 / I John 2:1

But And If, Contingency Legislation

… Let not the wife depart from her husband: But and if she depart ...

Some argue that Paul would not have told the woman what to do if she departed, unless departing was right.

But notice I John 2:1:

My little children, I am writing these things to you so that you may not sin. But if anyone does sin, we have an advocate with the Father, Jesus Christ the righteous.  (ESV)
By this reasoning, John would not have told us what to do if we sinned, unless it was right to sin.

Contingency legislation does not necessarily condone or condemn the contingency. 
I Corinthians 7:11
Two Options, But Are They Equal?

I Corinthians 7:11:  But and if she depart, let her remain unmarried or be reconciled to her husband
Repenting of violating verse 10 by departing would demand attempted reconciliation.  The opposing view says the word "or" implies two equally right options are being given.

But notice a Parallel - Revelation 3:15:

I know thy works, that thou art neither cold nor hot:  I would thou wert cold or hot.
Did the Laodiceans have the scriptural "option" to be cold?

The idea is - reconcile if possible.  But if your spouse won’t take you back, then don’t commit the additional sin of adultery by remarrying.
12 But to the rest speak I, not the Lord: If any brother hath a wife that believeth not, and she be pleased to dwell with him, let him not put her away.
13 And the woman which hath an husband that believeth not, and if he be pleased to dwell with her, let her not leave him.
14 For the unbelieving husband is sanctified by the wife, and the unbelieving wife is sanctified by the husband: else were your children unclean; but now are they holy.
15 But if the unbelieving depart, let him depart. A brother or a sister is not under bondage in such cases: but God hath called us to peace.
Does “not under bondage” mean desertion is another cause allowing for scriptural remarriage?

I Corinthians 7:15 - Not Under Bondage

"Bondage" in I Cor 7:15 is not from the same Greek word as "bound" (referring to the marriage bond) in I Cor 7:27, 39, and Rom 7:2.  Notice the difference in definitions:
bound - to bind, tie, forbid - Englishman's Greek Concordance

bondage - Acts 7:6, I Corinthians 9:19, Galatians 4:3, II Peter 2:19

enslaved - English Standard Translation
to enslave, subject - Englishman's Greek Concordance

to make a slave of, reduce to bondage - Thayer

make someone a slave, ... enslave, subject - Bauer

enslave – Strong’s, Young’s, Kubo

... make a slave of, to bring into bondage – Vine’s

to be a slave ... to be a slave to another, be subject to, to serve, obey -Liddell & Scott

If the Greek word translated "bondage" (which occurs, in some form, 133 times in the New Testament) refers to the marriage bond in I Corinthians 7:15, it would be the only place in the whole Bible where this Greek word refers to the marriage bond.

The fact that the deserted believer is "not under bondage" is used to support the instructions, "let him depart" and "God hath called us to peace," not "you may remarry."  Verses 10-15 discuss if it is right to depart (it says nothing about remarriage), so Paul is just saying it is okay to be in a state of separation if the unbeliever leaves you.

Matt 19:9 proves there is only one exception.  So I Cor 7:15 cannot state another.
Except

•
John 3:3 except a man be born again, he cannot see the kingdom of God → no other way to see the kingdom
•
Luke 13:3 except ye repent, ye shall all likewise perish → rules out all other ways to avoid perishing
•
John 8:24 except ye believe that I am he, ye shall die in your sins (ASV) → no other way to avoid dying in sin
•
John 14:6 no man cometh unto the Father, but by me → rules out all other ways to come to the Father

Matthew 19:9 Whosoever shall put away his wife, EXCEPT it be for fornication, and shall marry another, committeth adultery → rules out all other scriptural causes to divorce & remarry
Homer Hailey

I Corinthians 7:10ff

But To The Rest Speak I, Not The Lord

But of a mixed marriage, that is, a marriage between a believer and an unbeliever, Paul said, "But to the rest say I, not the Lord" (I Corinthians 7:10-12); the Lord did not speak of the marriage relationship between a believer and an unbeliever.  If Matthew 19:3-9 is universal in application, then Paul's answer to the second question would have been the same as his answer to the first.  page 58

· The answer is the same – don’t depart/divorce
· I Corinthians 7:10-11 does not specify only marriages involving two Christians, it speaks to all marriages.  - And unto the married I command, yet not I, but the Lord …

· Matt 19:9 addresses - Whosoever shall put away his wife …

Verse 12 is not saying Matthew 19:9 does not teach concerning mixed marriages, but shows that Jesus in Matthew 19:9 (or at any other time) did not specifically state what the Christian is to do if his spouse (an unbeliever would be assumed) leaves him.

Verse 15 answers that question - "let him depart."  In other words, if the believer couldn't do anything to stop it, he hasn’t sinned.
Verses 12-14 are Paul's way of keeping the Corinthians from getting the wrong idea from his answer as stated in verse 15.  Paul wanted to make sure the Corinthians didn’t get the impression from his answer that the Christian could initiate the departing himself.

Parallel - If someone were to ask "does baptism save?," before I answer "yes" (I Peter 3:21), I might precede my answer with two points lest they get the wrong impression:

•
baptism doesn’t earn our salvation (no, Jesus’ death does that)

•
the power is not in the water, but in God

14 For the unbelieving husband is sanctified by the wife … else were your children unclean; but now are they holy.
It appears Paul’s point here presupposes it is a sin to marry a non-Christian.  I think he is saying in verses 12-14 that you might think you have to leave an unbelieving spouse because it was a sin to marry them, but instead the “unbelieving husband is sanctified by the wife” so “let her not leave him” (verse 13).

Since the couple had no right to get married, you would normally think their children would be illegitimate (as would be the case in an adulterous marriage), but they are not illegitimate.  Why would anybody have reason to even think the children produced from such a relationship would be illegitimate, unless it was because it was a sin to enter into the marriage in the first place?
I Corinthians 9:5
Do we not have the right to take along a believing wife, as do the other apostles & the brothers of the Lord & Cephas? - ESV
Paul had the right to marry (though didn't have to); but if he did, a sister / believer is required - that part is stipulated.
· parallel – leash law - “All dogs must be fenced except you can walk them on a leash.” → That means a person can walk their dog off their property (though they don’t have to); but if they do, the dog must be on a leash.
· parallel - “In Alabama, a 15 year old has a right to drive a car with a learner's permit and an adult in car” → That means a 15 year old can drive (though doesn't have to); but if he does, a permit and an adult is required.
16 For what knowest thou, O wife, whether thou shalt save thy husband? or how knowest thou, O man, whether thou shalt save thy wife?

If they insist upon leaving, then you can let them go.  You can’t be sure you would convert them anyway.

19 Circumcision is nothing, and uncircumcision is nothing, but the keeping of the commandments of God.
I like verse 19 as a good verse to:

· show the Old Testament / New Testament distinction, and

· against a “faith only” argument on a passage like Gal 2:16 (“Knowing that a man is not justified by the works of the law, but by the faith of Jesus Christ ...”)
Some commandments are not important today (OT – Gal 2:16), but there are some that still are (NT).

27-28 Art thou bound unto a wife? seek not to be loosed. Art thou loosed from a wife? seek not a wife.  But and if thou marry, thou hast not sinned; and if a virgin marry, she hath not sinned. Nevertheless such shall have trouble in the flesh: but I spare you.
“Art thou bound unto a wife? seek not to be loosed” is a command/prohibition, and I think is said to make sure the audience doesn’t get the wrong impression from the recommendation “Art thou loosed from a wife? seek not a wife.”  God is advising folks not to marry because of the present distress, but He doesn’t want someone to think he should divorce his spouse because of the present distress.
“loosed” is the opposite of “bound” and means free to marry without sin

“bound” (obligated) means not free to marry (another) without sin

39 The wife is bound by the law as long as her husband liveth; but if her husband be dead, she is at liberty to be married to whom she will; only in the Lord.
“bound by the law as long as her husband liveth” is the same law as found in Romans 7:2-3.

Actually it is the same law as found in I Cor 7:10, Luke 16:18 and Mark 10:11 and 12.  It is the same “general rule.”  As a “general rule,” it is a sin to divorce, and any remarriage that follows constitutes adultery.  Matt 5:32 and 19:9 give that same “general rule” along with the one exception to that general rule.
I think “only in the Lord” here means marry a Christian - like in:

Rom 16:8 Greet Amplias my beloved in the Lord.
Rom 16:11 … Greet them that be of the household of Narcissus, which are in the Lord.
I Cor 4:17 For this cause have I sent unto you Timotheus, who is my beloved son, and faithful in the Lord …
I Cor 7:22 For he that is called in the Lord, being a servant, is the Lord's freeman …
I Cor 9:2 If I be not an apostle unto others, yet doubtless I am to you: for the seal of mine apostleship are ye in the Lord.
Eph 6:21 … Tychicus, a beloved brother and faithful minister in the Lord, shall make known to you all things:
Phil 1:14 And many of the brethren in the Lord, … are much more bold to speak the word without fear.
Phil 4:1 Therefore, my brethren dearly beloved and longed for, my joy and crown, so stand fast in the Lord …
Phil 4:2 I beseech Euodias, and beseech Syntyche, that they be of the same mind in the Lord.
I Thess 3:8 For now we live, if ye stand fast in the Lord.
I Thess 5:12 … we beseech you … to know them which labour among you, and are over you in the Lord …
Rev 14:13 … Write, Blessed are the dead which die in the Lord from henceforth: Yea, saith the Spirit, that they may rest from their labors …
I don’t use this verse as proof it is wrong for any Christian to marry a non-Christian (I Cor 9:5 is proof enough), but I would wonder why it would be a sin for a widow to marry a non-Christian, but not a sin for a never been married person to do the same.
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If Sin To Marry A Non-Christian, Then Have To Get Out?
My position is more like someone saying it is unwise to marry a non-Christian but you have to live with your bad choice.  If it is a bad choice, then shouldn’t we normally undo a bad choice?

The difference between this and an adulterous marriage is that there is no ongoing sin in this case.

Just like it was a sin for David to marry Bathsheba (II Sam 12:9,10), but since there was no ongoing adultery (Uriah was dead), David could stay in the marriage.

Can God make it a sin to marry a non-Christian, but a sin to leave that marriage - if He wants to?  If so, then teaching a Christian must stay in a such a marriage does not prove entering into the marriage was not a sin.
I Cor 9:5 shows it is wrong to marry a non-Christian, while I Cor 7:12-13 teaches one should stay in such marriage.  So we have to teach it that way
1

