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Have you ever heard the accusation, “Your stance on marriage, divorce, and remarriage is 
only a Protestant Reformed view!”? The lie that is leveled against us is that our view on divorce 
and remarriage is not biblical but is a view that is only held by the PRC. They say it is a 
theological novelty and not the command of scripture.  This has been repeated so many times and 
for so long, the temptation for us is that we begin to believe it.  

Argumentum ad nauseam is a logical fallacy that works marvelously well to win an 
argument. All you have to do is repeat something over and over for a long enough period of time, 
and eventually you will be believed. Advertisers know that “a specious (misleading) claim 
acquires credibility and force if it is repeated often enough.”  Not only is the argument best used 1

over long periods, but the individual using the fallacy must be “totally impervious to arguments” 
against them.  “Totally impervious to arguments” is a good way to describe the response the 2

PRC receives when we explain our position.  

It is not my intent with this editorial to give a defense of the biblical view of marriage: 
that it is a life-long bond, broken only by death, and that marriage after a divorce, while the first 
spouse is still living, is adultery. That work has been done thoroughly and conclusively and is 
easily accessible to anyone who is interested in serious study of the issue from the Bible 
(including in this issue). For those who may be inclined to ignore the issue, consider that God 
hates divorce (Mal. 2:16) and Jesus himself grounds his instruction of the permanency of 
marriage in the relationship Christ has with his church (Eph. 5:31–32). A wrong view of 
marriage is a corruption of the right understanding of the covenant relationship between Christ 
and his church.  

The fact remains, the biblical teaching on divorce and remarriage is constantly under 
assault. In addition to the ridicule that we face from those who make the argument as stated 
above (“that’s only a PR view!”), this assault comes across in other, more subtle ways.  

The April 2018 issue of Tabletalk magazine had as its focus “False Teachers.” In this 
issue, Rev. Eric Landry, senior pastor of Redeemer Presbyterian Church in Austin, Texas wrote 
about the impact that false teachers and teachings have on the peace and purity in the church.  

He relates the fictional story of the Smith family. The Smiths were a model church family 
in every regard, except for one. They “had an aberrant view of the Bible’s teaching on divorce 
and remarriage. They believed that remarriage after divorce was never allowed.” The Smith’s 
were not content to live silently in the church with their view, but they began to agitate. Before 
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long, Pastor Bob had to confront them and tell them their view was disrupting the peace of the 
church. The Smith’s couldn’t abide being told this, so naturally, they left and started a house 
church.  

Leave out for a moment the ludicrous nature of this example—are we to believe that the 
church world at large finds itself troubled by all of the agitators who believe remarriage is 
forbidden after divorce? The fact that it is even used as an example serves as another attack on 
the biblical view of divorce and remarriage. Many of us read Tabletalk. Reading this article 
would serve as just another needle that “your view on divorce and remarriage is not only novel 
and wrong, but it is troubling the church world!” A lie told often enough begins to be believed.  

However, there are some ministers and pastors out there who are willing to speak 
honestly and candidly about the biblical view of marriage.  

National Public Radio was probably the last place I expected to hear anything even 
remotely resembling the truth of the life-long bond of marriage, yet in the spring of 2014, this is 
exactly what I heard.  3

The host of the show was interviewing Ken Wilson, the pastor of Vineyard Church in 
Ann Arbor, MI. Wilson was explaining his “journey” from previously excluding, to now 
accepting homosexuals into full membership and communion in his church. The host asked 
Wilson what did it for him, what finally pushed him over the edge to accept homosexuals? 
Wilson said he became convicted on the matter when he did a thorough study of the Bible on the 
issue of marriage, divorce, and remarriage. Wilson went on to say, “If you read what the Bible 
teaches and especially the teaching of Jesus on divorce and remarriage, there are no really clear, 
legitimate grounds for remarriage after divorce, except the death of a spouse. And what’s at stake 
with remarriage is adultery and not just one-time adultery, but a continuing state of adultery, if 
you take the teaching of Jesus in the plain sense.”  

What then explains the fact that so many churches, even those reputed to be conservative, 
have completely rolled over and are now silent on this issue? Wilson gets to the heart of the 
matter when he says, “You know, when push comes to shove, you can have a successful 
evangelical church without gay and lesbian people because it’s not that big of a proportion of the 
population. But you cannot have a successful evangelical church and not embrace people who 
are remarried. Is that what is really driving this thing?”  

Finally, a candid admission of the plain, biblical teaching on the lifelong bond of 
marriage. How many ministers are afraid to speak the truth about divorce and remarriage 
because when they look out over their congregation or their council room, they realize that to 
preach faithfully on the subject of marriage would gut their church of half of its members? 

The reason Wilson is willing to make this admission is because he doesn’t have anything 
to lose. That battle is long past, and now they have bigger issues to tackle, like the acceptance of 
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homosexuals. He doesn’t have to worry about losing half of his church! His “effectiveness” will 
not decrease because of his declaration.  

I then read an article by Gene Robinson, a former Episcopalian bishop (and 
homosexual).  This false prophet also has nothing to lose from stating the scripture’s teaching on 4

marriage, divorce, and remarriage. He can be honest about the issue.   

Robinson was responding to an article by Pastor Mark Driscoll that appeared on Fox 
News in 2013.  Driscoll, at the time, was a pastor of Mars Hill Church, a trendy mega-church in 5

Seattle, WA. In his article, Driscoll painfully tried to take the stand that homosexuality was bad 
(although he wouldn’t use the word “bad,” much too strong for his taste) while still appearing to 
be progressive; a “we-love-and-welcome-everybody!” kind of guy. He appeared to find peace 
with the position that although his church welcomes homosexuals, they are disqualified from 
church leadership.  

Robinson skewered Driscoll’s pathetic argument.  

Robinson started with the telling phrase, “Apparently, all sin is not created equal.” He did 
not limit his indictment to just Driscoll but addressed all evangelicals who try to maintain the 
hypocrisy of welcoming those who are divorced and remarried while at the same time excluding 
homosexuals. It is worth quoting him at length. 

Driscoll’s attitude toward homosexuality is a familiar one. Conservative evangelical 
Christians see same-sex attraction as an evil to be resisted at all costs.  

Such an attitude begs another question: Does Driscoll advocate a similar tough love for 
another group of “sinners” in his flock? I’m referring to a group of people presumably 
present in large numbers in Driscoll’s (and every other) church: those who are divorced 
and remarried. While Jesus never says a word about homosexuality, Jesus is quite clear 
and specific that remarriage after divorce is adultery. Following Driscoll’s advice to 
homosexuals, these remarried and “practicing” adulterers should repent of their sin and 
seek to amend their sinful lifestyles – by divorcing their second spouses (ending their 
sinful ways) and thereafter living a celibate and chaste sexual life, according to the 
precepts of Scripture. Or, in Driscoll’s practice of applying biblical standards of conduct, 
is there a double standard? Perhaps all sin is not created equal, and God is less disgusted 
with adulterers than with homosexuals. I hardly think so. The Bible cannot be literally 
true for some, but not for others. 

 Another candid admission from someone who isn’t afraid of losing half of his church, so 
he can honestly (in this case, at least) explain the Bible’s “plain” teaching on divorce and 
remarriage.  
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How shameful that this rebuke has to come from false prophets! If the church world does 
not listen to the clear instruction of Jesus, perhaps it will listen to these modern-day Balaams.  6

 What does this mean for the churches that accept divorced and remarried persons as 
members? It means they will be unable to keep homosexuality from coming into their church. On 
what grounds may they keep out some adulterers while welcoming others? This works for a 
while—because to do otherwise would be to forfeit being a “successful” evangelical church, as 
the world defines success. This will work its way through over time, however. It just means 
ignoring the hypocrisy in the meantime.   

 This question must be asked of us as well—what is your relationship with those who are 
divorced and remarried? Is it “business as usual?” If so, then you must face this issue, and face it 
honestly. What happens when your cousin sends a text to the family announcing the fact that 
although she has struggled with it for a long time, it has now been made clear to her that she is a 
lesbian. She is sorry for her sin (so sorry!), but she must be what God made her to be. She ends 
with this: “I can’t wait to have you meet my girlfriend at the Christmas party!” Will you attend? 
If not, what will be your reason for first admonishing, and then cutting off fellowship with your 
cousin and her girlfriend, even though you did not do the same with your divorced and remarried 
uncle? Will you be honest with her and explain that one type of adultery (hers) just happens to be 
more offensive to you at the time than another kind of adultery (your uncle’s)? Perhaps you will 
maintain this contradiction for a while, but when the rest of the church world has been 
swallowed up in it, and it is now normal for “good, conservative churches” to accept 
homosexuals, will you do the same?  

God, in his providence, has preserved the PRC from being engulfed in the devastation 
that has resulted from the abandonment of the biblical truth of marriage. For reasons known only 
to him, God has given us this place so that we can be a clear voice as to the truth of marriage. We 
are among the few who can, without hypocrisy, and without opening ourselves up to the just 
rebuke of the world, condemn gay marriage as just another assault on the institution of marriage.  

Far from being a reason for pride, this should cause us to cast ourselves down and in 
humility give thanks to God for his preserving hand.  

This position brings great responsibility. Although we can expect continued scorn and 
ridicule, we must continue to defend God’s truth about marriage, as he has revealed it in his 
word. The pressure is real and unrelenting for us to compromise. The temptation is strong that 
this compromise start, not off of our pulpits, but in our lives, not in what we say, but in what we 
do.  

Jesus grounded his instruction of marriage in the truth of the unbreakable covenant bond 
that he forms between himself and his church (Eph. 5:31–32). To compromise on his teaching of 
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marriage because of the pressure of the world, the church, or the love of “father or mother,” is to 
compromise on the fundamental teaching of the unbreakable covenant bond.  

Instead of compromise, we ought to give thanks to God for preserving us in his truth, live 
out of that truth, and never give place to the lie, not even for a moment (Gal. 2:5)—no matter 
how many times that lie is repeated.  
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