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mMarrTLIAGE after Di1ivorce ın Today’s Church Ihe three posıt1ons dIC ‘LN o remarrıage after dıvorce”
Vıews by Gordon Wenham, “Remarrıage for adultery deser-

tion  29 Dy Wıllıam eth and “Remarrıage for CIrCcum-(Counterpoints) STANCES beyond adultery (1 desertion”. ESsSEC three have
Gordon Wenham, Wıllıam Heth and authored substantıal works ON thıs subject, (0)8 123

Craig keener the pOS1t1ONS thevy defend thıs book do NOT Ways FCD-
Tanı! Rapıds Zondervan, 2006 161 £,5.99, pb, FTEeESCNHNT the Maın thrust of theır OW:) teachıng.

ISBN 88-7653-104-1 three authors ADICC that the ubject Just
few in whiıch Jesus ADPCALS dısallow FCINAaTr-

SUMMARY rage MK 1L0:14F£, LEKL6218): and Jesus ADPCAaTSs OW
TIThree pOosItions remarrıage dre eiende DY the three remarrıage for porneua (M£5.02; 1 9:9) and aul te
authors: ”NO remarrıage after divorce” (the traditional desertion by unbelhliever that they ATC CC  NO
church Dosition), “Kemarrıage for adultery (r desertion” longer bound” ( CoOor./.145) CV AYICC hat porneun
(1.e remarrıage after valı ground for divorce), and refers marıtal unfaıthfulness, though Keener thınks
“Remarriage for Circumstances beyond adultery Or deser- the definıtion INaYy be slıghtly wıder, and they
tion  F (Le tor valı rounds IC A inierre from 1DIIca that ıf VCINN ıf SOTMNCOMC has remarrıed when they hould
principles). FOor the reader who wWwants QqUIiC Overview of NOT have done, the church SNOULU NOT seek end that
the readth of protestant iblica interpretations ErINaalr- second marrıage.
rage, this single smal|l volume COVETS everything of note UD Theır dıfferences hıe the WaYS in 1C they deal

the twentieth century. wıth problems arısıng from these TEeXTtsS Why does Jesus
AD PDPCAr contradıct hımself> why does Daul ADPCALRESUME

Irois auteurs defendent trols positions differentes SUr le
add exception NOT mentioned Dy Jesus?
'enham defends the posıtıon taught by church

remariage sulte divorce 1} ’interdiction du remarıage eaders up the Reformatıon, wıth VeLYVY tew except10ons,apres divorce (la Dosition traditionnelle) 2) ’autorisa- that Jesus allowed NO remarrıage after dıvorce unless
tıon du remariage seulement lorsqu'il divorce DOUT

d’adultere d’abandon ar le conjJoimnt (le reINd-
former dıiıed Paul’s phrase O,  NO longer bound”
conters treedom from marrıage tfor SOMNMNCONC who has

rage apres divorce on SUr des raılsons ‚egitimes) 3) been abandoned, but NOTLT treedom d}  A Jesus’’autorisation du remarlage d’autres Circonstances (sulte exception “Lor porneu” OWS them and POS-divorce Juge legitime vertu de certaıns princıpes
bibliques). e lecteur QquI Veut faire Un  (D ıdee des E- sıbly dıvorce, but NOT n In hıs

Heth Wenham lısts the three StrONSCSLT ar! guments tor
rentes DOsItionNs sern du protestantisme rouvera dans thıs outsıde atthew there 15 NO whiıich Vn
petit OUVTaAsSEC tOut QqU! merıte l’attention Darmı QqU! hınts nat remarrıage 15 possıble; A no-remarrıage VIEW 15
ete dit JUSqu au 06 siecle. the only ONC whıch explaıns why Jesus ZOCS ON speak
ZUSAMMENFASSUNG about 1ving lıke A eunuch iın atthew } and the carly

church W as vırtually uUunNanımoOuUSs thıs eachıngrei Positionen Zr Frage der Wiederverheiratung werden
Both Heth and Keener espond the 1ssueE of ecarlyVOon den drei Autoren verteidigt: “Keine Wiederverhe!l-

ratung nach eiıner eidung” (die tradıtionelle irch- church teachıng, pomtmg OUT that early Christians knew
ıche Position), “Wiederverheiratung he] eDruc oder VC ıttle about the Jewısh CONFEXT of Jesus’ teachıng,
Verlassen der Ehe” (d Wiederverheiratung He eınem and that they had theır OW) ascet1C agenda 1C caused

IManıy of them promote celıbacy for wıdows andstichhaltigen run für die Scheidung) und “\NMiederverhei-
ratung hel Umständen, die über eDruCc oder Verlassen priests well dıvorcees. They also point OUT that the
hinaus gehen  L (d he] stichhaltigen Gründen, die [an phrase CC  NO longer bound” COr /l Sr) 15 closely related

the Janguage OOIl ancıent dıvorce certificates: MOdUus biblischen Prinzıplen ableitet) Für Leser, die eınen
2A1 NO TeC marry”. Neıther of them deal wıth theschnellen UÜberblick über die Breite der protestantischen

bıblischen Interpretationen zZT T rage der Wiederverheira- “eunuch” teachıng, but perhaps they telt 1t W Aas UNTICCCS-

tung suchen, u mfasst dieser Kkleine Band alles Frwähnens- Sal Y, because It 15 NOT dıfhcult read thıs ogether wıth
erte HIS INsS Jahrhundert hineln. remarrıage: Matthewd Jesus’ iscıples WEIC 1smaye

hear that they could NOT dıvorce wıfe Aat A whım
Judaısm aught) and saıd “then It m19| t be better NOT

Ihe bıblıcal teachıng remarrıage 15 al 1ssue 1C marry!  ‘” IC Jesus answered that tor SOMIC 1t Wa

touches CVCIV hurch mınıster and almost CVCLY am 11y rıg t Iıve A eunuch.
ın each congregatıon. Ihıs book brings together three Heth defends the posıtıon taken by nOSs Protes-

Cant churches, that Jesus dısallowed dıvorce wıth OLICViewpoints, ach presented Dy A dıfferent CISON and
then, iın all the titles thıs ser1es. allows the contrıbu- exception (unfaıthfulness) anı that DPaul another
COrSs A TI1E each other’s chapters. Thıs 15 A (desertion by unbelıever). He reads Jesus’ eachıng iın
VCLY ıseful format and sometımes the IMOST ıllumınatıng the ıght of the Pharısaic dıspute the time, iın whıch
mater1al 15 in these ICSPONSCS. Hıllelıtes propounded LICW CYpPC of dıvorce for anYy
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cause’, whereas Shammaıtes allowed dıvorce only tor cshows hım have A WISE and pastoral heart
adulteryv. He SaVS that Jesus S1 wıth the Shammaıtes, Thıs volume 15 iınvaluable eand el argue
Oug! thev demanded divorce tor adultery whıiıle he only defense of three posıtıons. Ultimatelvy, however, the
Howed It. Matthew the ıllelıiıte phrases *tor AIl y book has unfinıshed feel N1Ss 15 partiy due the
cause’ and the Shammauaıte ' except tor porneun) iınevıtable ack of ahıy conclusıon which 15 due the
because he after Mark, Aat A time when thıs dıs- ature of the book and partly because ach author 15
pute NOT well known. ark’s readers would have constantly referring a work which Cr OULT after the
mentally these phrases, Just mentally add SIrLCLULTE of the book W as conceıved, and which 15 there-
the question “DO VOU belıeve ın the Second Comıing”, (WE mMI1sSINg. Ihe MISSINS work Divorce and Remarrıage
the phrase which makes thıs question meanıngful: *OL In theei kerdmans ManYy manuscr1ptsJesus Christ” and first century whıich had NOT been brought NtTO

Heth SOCS beyond the tradıtiıonal Protestant pPOSI1- the dıiscussıon previously, and LICW conclusıions
t10on DYy allowıng remarrıage after valıd dıvorce. Jesus which both eth and Keener have subsequently sub-
saıd that remarrıage W d adulterous ın order empha- stantıally agreed wıth Ihe fact that L the reviewer,
S1SE that the dıvorce W d ınvalıd 1e the PCISON getting also the author of that MI1SSINS work NCAans that it 15 dıf-
remarrıage Wa st1 marrıed. ut f Jesus allowed people ficult for 111C 455C55 thıs gap accurately, but the fact that

geL V; 1VvVOorce when theır partner W d unfaı iIt 15 TeETICI TE ın O(ONC Aifth of the footnotes 15 probablythen surely Jesus allowed those people geLr remarrıed. ıgnıfıcant understand that OIr of the contrıbutors
He reCOgNIZES that SOT1IIC TEeXTS record Jesus teachıng that wıshed have thıs VIEW represented fully  T but the pub-all who FCIMALTY cCOomMMıIıt adultery, and he SAavS that the lıshers telt It W as LOO late Change the STIrTLCLUrE
exception NUST be read from ONC INnto the others. Thıs efic1ency 15 NOT AS5 orcat iIt mıght have been
oth he and Keener pomnt OUuUrTt that Jesus often used Heth who devotes A large portion of hıs
hyperbole emphasıse hıs pomt. When Jesus SaVS nat 1n order 10)81 aSPCCTS of thıs work eth
“whoever n You tool" 15 hable hell fire” MeES:22)

have add “unless he has good cause” because Jesus
15 A remarkable scholar for ONMNC outstandıng [CAasSsONS
he 15 capable of changıng hıs mınd when he finds 1ICW

1MSeEe used thıs insult (  t When Jesus A evıidence. He describes Aat the ST9 of hıs chapter how
“whoever OO0 ar W OINaN lustfully has commıtted he orıginally authored A book wıth 'enham (Jesus and
adultery” (Mt.5.28) have add “unless che 15 hıs
wıftfe”. In the Sal WAY, when Jesus SayS “Whoever INAar-

Diwvorce) IC argued the no-remarrıage posıt1on, but
pastoral experiences caused hım doubt thıs, anı the

168 A dıvorced OMla commıts adultery” WC have 1CW data 1n Divorce and Remarrınge In the cshowed
add “unless c<he has A valıd dıvorce”. hım that hıs Previous conclusıons WEeTC based 1INCOMm-

Keener has the MOST cult task when he
LTCAasSONS whvY remarrıage mıiıght be OWEe: after dıvorces plete ınformatıon. 1lo publıcly reVIse al opınıon through

whıich A scholar has establiıshed hıs OW) reputation 15 Aother than those specıfically allowed In the New lesta- praıseworthy example of scholarshıp and Chrıstian dıs-He STArts trom the standpoımnt ofHeb and ArSUCS cıpleshıip.that the New Jlestament eXxceptions ATC instances
from whiıch have ınfer princıples. Jesus mentioned For the reader whe WAantTts A QUIC: OVerVIeW of the

readth of protestant bıblical ınterpretations LTCI11LAaTL-unfaıthfulness because thıs W d5S5 the Shammuaıte posıtıon rnage, thıs sıngle small volume CGVCFS all the maın 1SSUESın the debate he W as 4S about, and auı mentioned
desertion because thıs 15 what WAas happenıng in Corinth up the twentieth
Neıther of them addressed the 1ssue of violence one AI Instone-Brewer, Cambrıudge

partner theır chıldren, the 1SSUE of drug addıc-
tıon leadıng ımpoveriıshment and ıllegal Ar} of
ralsıng IMONCY. Ihe fact that these and other SItUAtiONs Colossıans and Philemon: Critical an
dıd NOT TISE WETIC NOT envısıoned does NOT an that Exegetical mentaryJesus aul xwvould have been sılent about them ıf they McL Wılsondıd Unless ook for ethıc. princıples in the Bıble,
have WdY of respondıng problems lıke drug abuse, IC London 1& 1 Clark/Continuum, 2005 XMXMXVI
abortion eugen1Ccs. PP hb

He also ArZUCS for the rnıg) t of the ouilty PartVy ISBN 0-56/7-044 71 -8
FCINALT V, long theır does NOT Want them
back, but he adds sSer10us cautıon thıs Remarrıages UMMARY

This Commenta DY Robert McL Wilson IS technical hutAIC statıstıcally less SCCLIE than first marrıages, probably
because the Sa miıstakes aAaTrCc repeated, he that eadabhle analysis of Colossians and Philemon with due
there SNO1LL be suftfhcıent tıme for the dıvorcee attention gıven the LEXT, background, and of
through counselıng before remarrıage. He that these these letters. The author gıves good OvervIiews of scholar-
ethıcal dıscussıons AIC outsıde hıs ormal ATrCa of COM- ship and EexXxCavates the [EXT with learned precIision. Wilson
petence Al A ıblıcal scholar, but hıs sensıtıve approac egards Colossians DseEUudonyMOUS, Hut NnOT forgery, and
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