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Mark 10:1-16

Mark 10 tells us of the shift in Jesus' ministry from Galilee to Jerusalem and the cross.

Jesus realized the danger of the journey both to Himself and to His disciples.

In Mark chapter 10, vv 33-34 Jesus began to warn the disciples of this danger.

33 saying, “Behold, we are going up to Jerusalem, and the Son of Man will be
delivered to the chief priests and the scribes; and they will condemn Him to death
and will hand Him over to the Gentiles.

34 “They will mock Him and spit on Him, and scourge Him and kill Him, and three

days later He will rise again.”1

Incredibly, the next verses record James and John asking for glory in His coming kingdom.

The disciples truly didn't get it.  It must have been incredibly frustrating to Jesus.  He had

just told them He was going to die.  Now they are jockeying for glory and power.  Quite a

lesson for us.  It's not about us.  It's not about glory, power or prestige.  It's about listening to

God the Holy Spirit, following the commands of His Word and developing a deep, close

relationship with our great God and savior Jesus Christ.

Let's not frustrate or cause Him sorrow by our lack of obedience or our lack of fervor in

our relationship with Him.

Jesus was changing His geographic location from Galilee to Judea, but some things did not

change.

The Life Application Bible Commentary points out 5 of these similarities:

1. Wherever Jesus went crowds gathered, and He taught them.

2. There were always some who tried to destroy Jesus.

3. Jesus confronted teachers of the law.

                                                          
1New American Standard Bible : 1995 Update, Mk 10:32 (LaHabra, CA: The Lockman
Foundation, 1995).
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This usually involved an Old Testament teaching that the teachers twisted to hurt rather

than help people.

4. Jesus used God's Word to show His opponents their error.

5. Then later Jesus gave His disciples the correct application of God's principles they had

been discussing.

We see that happen in Mark 10, vv 1-12.  Some Pharisees came with a question about

divorce.  They hoped to trip him up.  Jesus had already spoken about divorce in chapter 5.

Perhaps they hoped he would say something different this time and entangle Himself in His

own words.

In Mark chapter 6 we noticed that Herod Agrippa had divorced his wife and married his

brother's wife Herodius.  Maybe they would get lucky and Jesus would say something that

would make Agrippa mad.

If Jesus contradicted the law of Moses they could bring a charge of heresy against Him.

There were probably several motives for the question.  In any case it touched on a burning

issue of the day.

The religious leaders defined the issue in all-male terms.  A Jewish man could divorce his

wife for many reasons.  A Jewish woman could only divorce her husband if he became a

leper, if he engaged in a disgusting trade like a tanner, if he ravished a virgin or if he falsely

accused her of premarital sin.  Women were seen as property to be kept or disposed of, not as

full partners.

Jesus in this passage held men to a high standard of conduct.  He gave women dignity.

Behind the law of Jewish divorce lies Deuteronomy 24:1:

“When a man takes a wife and marries her, and it happens that she finds no favor in

his eyes because he has found some indecency in her, and he writes her a certificate of

divorce and puts it in her hand and sends her out from his house5"
2

The actual instrument of divorce was very simple.  It read something like this:

                                                          
2New American Standard Bible : 1995 Update, Dt 24:1 (LaHabra, CA: The Lockman
Foundation, 1995).
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"Let this be from me thy writ of divorce and letter of dismissal and deed of liberation, that

thou mayest marry whatsoever man thou wilt."

The crux of the problem was the interpretation of the law given in Deuteronomy 24:1.

The phrase translated some indecency was open to interpretation.  There were two main

schools of rabbinical teaching on this.

Rabbi Shammai interpreted the phrase some indecency as adultery and only adultery.  Of

course this only applied to adultery by the woman.

Rabbi Hillel taught that some indecency could mean virtually anything the man didn't

like about his wife.

Some grounds for divorce allowed by Rabbi Hillel included:

1. If she cooked a bad meal.

2. If she spun in the streets.

3. If she talked to a strange man.

4. If she disrespected her in-laws.

5. If she was a brawling woman (defined as a woman whose voice could be heard next

door)

6. Some rabbis even went so far as to say that if he found a woman who he liked better

than his wife, that constituted grounds for a divorce.

Human nature being what it is, it is easy to see which view prevailed.  Divorce for the

most trivial reason was tragically common.

In today's verses we see Jesus avoiding their trap by using the law and by going back

beyond the law to God's original intention for marriage.

In v 1 Jesus left that place (probably Capernaum) and continued His journey toward

Jerusalem.  He traveled south on the western side of the Jordan River through Samaria.  He

went into Judea, then crossed the river to the east into Perea.

John the Baptist had ministered there.  Crowds had come to Jesus from this area.  In

chapter 3, v 8 crowds again came and Jesus taught them.

In v 2 the Pharisees came to test Him.  They asked, "Is it lawful for a man to divorce his

wife?".

John the Baptist had been imprisoned and beheaded for his public opinions of marriage
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and divorce.  The Pharisees hoped to trap Jesus by getting Him to choose sides in a

theological controversy and incriminate Himself in the process.

The Pharisees wanted to trap Jesus.  They were serving their own desires, not seeking to

know His view of God's will based on God's Word.  Our motives in examining the divorce

issue must be to find and do God's will, not to serve our own desires.  Our final choices

should be made based on what God's Word says, not on how we feel or what we want.

In v 3 Jesus asked them, "What did Moses command?"  Jesus took the issue out of the

realm of argument into the realm of, "What did God say?".

Note Jesus asked, "What did Moses command?".  The Jew's response in v 4 is not what

Moses commanded, but what Moses permitted.

Moses did not command divorce.

Instead he recognized its presence, permitted it and gave instructions on how to carry it

out.  Because sinful human nature made divorce inevitable, Moses instituted laws to help its

victims.

v 5… Because of men's hard hearts Moses wrote the law permitting divorce.

The people's hearts were hard, completely insensitive to God's will for marriage.  They

possessed a stubborn, willful attitude.

The ten commandments include two statements that bear on this…

“You shall not commit adultery.
�you shall not covet your neighbor’s wife"3

Jesus explained that divorce was never God's intent; instead, God wants married people to

consider marriage to be permanent.

Jesus turned the Pharisee's test question back on them by showing them God's true view

of marriage.  He exposed their selfish motives.  He showed that these legal experts were

quoting Moses out of context.  He showed how superficial their knowledge really was.

In vv 6-8 Jesus takes them back to creation to God's view of marriage.

"From the beginning God made them male and female."

God made the two to be complimentary to each other.

God's plan was for a man and a woman to leave father and mother and become one

                                                          
3New American Standard Bible : 1995 Update, Ex 20:14 (LaHabra, CA: The Lockman
Foundation, 1995).
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flesh.—an intimate closeness that cannot be separated.

The King James uses the word cleave to describe the union of man and woman.  it is a

very strong word.  It signifies a gluing together in a way that is stronger than the original.  It

is like the callous that forms over a healed break in a bone which is stronger than the bone

before it was broken.

The word cleave also speaks of the attachment of muscle and ligament to bone.  God's

idea was for marriage to be an indissoluble, unbreakable union which could be broken only

be death.

It's a whole other issue and message, but just to say here the Bible is very clear that God's

intention for marriage was for a man and a woman to become one.

While we love the people who are clamoring for homosexual marriages, they are

advocating a lifestyle which is not God's intention.  The scriptures are clear that the

practicing, unrepentant homosexual will not inherit heaven.

The September 8 Standard Lesson Commentary has this to say:

DDDDOING OING OING OING TTTTHINGS HINGS HINGS HINGS GGGGODODODOD''''S S S S WWWWAYAYAYAY

 Private citizens and governments around the world are intensely debating

the definition of marriage.  Can two people of the same gender be married?

Isn't it discrimination to view same-sex couples as less than married so long as

they are committed to each other?  God is love—isn't it unloving to be biased

in our view of people?

This question is answered directly in God's Word:  God calls homosexual

behavior an "abomination"  [Leviticus 18:22, Rom. 1:26, 27, 1 Cor. 6:9]…

Today's text reveals the perfect and deliberate design of God: marriage of one

man to one woman.

Make no mistake: the cultural trend of redefining marriage involves the

twisting of God's design and purpose for marriage and family.  God loves every

person He has ever made.  He always desires what is best for each of us.  As

His children, we must not behave disrespectfully, but always graciously honor

others as His image bearers.  But behaviors that God abhors are never to be

called "good".  [Isaiah 5:20]… God does not sanction homosexual relationships;

we shouldn't either.  The loving thing to do is to point people to God and His
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ways.

v 9 is very clear—when God recognizes a marriage, He sees it as a covenant relationship

which cannot be broken by manmade decrees.

v 10 is a transition verse from the crowd to the small group of disciples.

In the house the disciples asked Jesus to clarify the issue.

vv 11-12 give us Jesus' teaching about divorce and remarriage.

It is interesting that Jesus applies the same standard to both men and woman.  Jesus simply

says that to divorce and remarry while the former spouse is still living constitutes the act of

adultery.

The teaching behind these statements can be summarized thus:

1. Marriage is a covenant relationship between one man and one woman.

2. That covenant is recognized by God as valid for that man and that woman.

3. That covenant cannot be broken by anything but the death of one of the partners.

4. Manmade divorce does not annul the God-recognized marriage covenant.

5. Therefore for a divorced person with a living former spouse who marries someone

else and enters into a sexual union with them is seen by God as committing adultery.

Let's consider some questions on the issue…

First, what does Jesus say?

In Mark's gospel Jesus clearly teaches that marriage is to be permanent and indissoluble.

He clearly does not allow remarriage while a former spouse lives.

Twice in Matthew (Matt. 5:32, Matt. 19:9) Jesus makes a similar statement with an

exception clause.

Scholars have argued long and hard over what the exception clause is.

Our KJ version muddies the water a bit where it translates Matt. 5:32, But I say unto you,

That whosoever shall put away his wife, saving for the cause of fornication, causeth her

to commit adultery: and whosoever shall marry her that is divorced committeth
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adultery.4

The word fornication in English usually carries the idea of sexual activity between

unmarried persons.

Adultery is usually thought to mean sexual activity between married people who are not

married to each other.

Several observations:

The word translated fornication in the King James is actually a very broad word in the

original.

Most of the newer translations use words like immorality or sexual impurity to translate

the word.  The word actually includes adultery, fornication and perverted sexual practices

like homosexuality and bestiality.

So the question becomes, What does Jesus mean with the exception clause?  Because the

word is so broad and is not limited to what we think of as fornication.  I do not believe it

applies to the Jewish betrothal period.  Some have said that since it only appears in Matthew

it is referring to sexual unfaithfulness during the betrothal period.  I believe if that was what

Jesus had in mind He would not have used such a broad word.

Jesus clearly is not teaching that if divorce occurs because of immorality it is ok to

remarry.

Jesus clearly says in Matt. 19:9 whoever divorces his wife and marries another woman

commits adultery.

If Jesus is permitting divorce for continuing, unrepented-of immorality He is clearly not

permitting remarriage.

Paul can help us in this area.

Writing in 1 Corinthians 7:10-11, he says,

10 But to the married I give instructions, not I, but the Lord, that the wife
should not leave her husband
11 (but if she does leave, she must remain unmarried, or else be reconciled
to her husband), and that the husband should not divorce his wife.5

                                                          
4The Holy Bible : King James Version., Electronic edition of the 1769 edition of the 1611
Authorized Version., Mt 5:32 (Oak Harbor, WA: Logos Research Systems, Inc., 1995).
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Here Paul says, "Do not separate, but if you do separate remain unmarried or be reconciled

to your partner."

Taking Jesus and Paul together we can summarize as follows:

1. Marriage is to be permanent.

2. It cannot be broken by divorce.

3. If separation or divorce occurs, they should remain unmarried or be reconciled to

each other.

4. If the exception clause gives the right to divorce, it does not give the right to remarry.

Considering other scriptures that teach forgiveness and reconciliation, it seems to me that

the exception clause can only apply to continuing, unrepented-of immoral behavior.  If

divorce does occur because of that immoral behavior, remarriage is forbidden.

Forgiveness, reconciliation and forsaking of the immoral behavior is the only option

available to us.  If an honest attempt is made to stop the immoral behavior and to be forgiven

and reconciled, healing and reconciliation can happen.

Someone may say, "but can't the sin of adultery be forgiven?"

Absolutely, but the behavior must be forsaken and forgiven.  When a person divorces and

marries someone else while his previous partner lives, the sexual relationship continues with

the new partner.  Scripture is clear that forgiveness is based on a forsaking of the sinful

behavior—a repenting of and a turning away from the sinful behavior.  The continuing

sexual relationship of the divorced and remarried person makes that forgiveness impossible.

God is obviously  the judge.  I'm glad that He will make that judgement.  I cannot, based

on the Bible's teaching, assure a divorced and remarried person with a living former spouse

of forgiveness.

A large portion of professing evangelical Christendom does not teach this practice.  It is a

very hard teaching, but I think we need to be honest with the text.

                                                                                                                                                                                          
5New American Standard Bible : 1995 Update, 1 Co 7:9 (LaHabra, CA: The Lockman
Foundation, 1995).
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There is a sobering scripture in Heb. 10:26… For if we go on sinning willfully after

receiving the knowledge of the truth, there no longer remains a sacrifice for sin5
6

It seems to me that this scripture fits this case perfectly.  The adultery continues as long as

the former partner lives.

Heb. 10:26 says as long as we continue the sinful behavior, it cannot be forgiven.

We need to ask:

What does the text say?

What does the text mean?

What does the text mean to me in my life?

It is more important to be true to the text than to consider how I feel or what I want.

Some things that will not work:

a. Everyone in evangelical Christendom says divorce and remarriage is ok.

We have addressed this before.  It is important that we make our moral choices based on

God's Word, not on popular choice.

b. Some may say, "I'm lonely.  Surely God would not want me to be lonely."

As before, God's Word is more important than our feelings.  Also, to remarry removes the

possibility of reconciling.  Let's obey God's Word.

c. Some may say, "I'm not going though the rest of my life alone."

That is simply saying, "I know what God says, but I'll not obey."  That's a dangerous place

for any child of God to be.

d. We addressed this earlier.  Surely I can be forgiven.

                                                          
6New American Standard Bible : 1995 Update, Heb 10:26 (LaHabra, CA: The Lockman
Foundation, 1995).
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Forgiveness includes forsaking the sin.  Remarriage with a living partner constitutes a

continuing state of adultery.  The OT talks of presumptuous sin.  Continuing to live in actual

sin and rebellion against God's wishes is presumption.

e. I have heard this one: "It's ok… we always pray when we are finished."

That is active, presumptuous sin.

To summarize:

1. Marriage is a union of one man and one woman.

2. The marriage covenant relationship is an indissoluble, permanent relationship.

3. If manmade divorce occurs, God still recognizes the original marriage.

4. Remarrying while a former spouse lives, is seen by God as an adulterous relationship.

5. If divorce occurs because of continuing unrepentant immorality, the only biblical

options open to a Christian are to remain unmarried or to be reconciled to the original

partner.

It is truly a hard teaching, but clearly it is what is taught.  We disregard it at our peril.

vv 13-16 describes the bringing of children to Jesus to receive His blessing.  It was a

natural thing that Jewish mothers should wish their children to be blessed by a great and

distinguished rabbi.

Many times children were brought for blessing on their first birthday.

Remember Jesus was on the way to the cross and a cruel death.  Even though He knew

with perfect clarity the enormity of His coming suffering He took time for the children.

The disciples were probably not rude or unkind; they simply wished to protect Jesus from

some of the stress of dealing with the crowds.  They didn't clearly understand all that was to

happen, but they could see the tension in Jesus' labor—they did not want Him to be

bothered.  They could not conceive that Jesus would want the children around Him at this

time.

But Jesus said, "Let the children come to me".  This tells us much about Jesus.

He cared for children—they cared for Him.
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He must have been kind and gentle.

He must have smiled easily and laughed joyously.

This little incident throws a flood of light on the human kind of person Jesus was.

Barclay points out 4 lessons from children it would do us good to imitate:

1. Humility

Usually the child is not seeking for place or power.

He has not learned to strive for place, pride and prestige.  He has not yet learned to

discover the importance of himself.

2. Obedience

A child is often disobedient, but a child's natural instinct is to obey.  He has not learned

the pride and the false independence which separate a man from his fellow-men and from

God.

3. Trust

The child accepts authority.  His father knows everything; his father is right.  Instinctively

the child recognizes his own ignorance and helplessness and trusts the one who as he thinks,

knows.

4. Short memory

Most children don't hold grudges or nourish bitterness.

Even if unjustly treated they forget and forgive.

How we should try to imitate these childlike qualities—humility, obedience, trust, short

memories to slights and hurts.

How much more Christlike we would be if we did.

Rebecca and Greg Ford were married on Valentine's Day, 1998.
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They had met online and were from different parts of the country.

They had issues with communication and unrealistic expectations.

The issues were so different that they divorced in 2000.

She moved to Washington state.  He was stationed in Tennessee.

A year later he knocked on her door to tell her they had made a big mistake, and he

wanted to try again.

They remarried in 2002.

They got counseling and learned to communicate before the problems got too bad.

They realized that they could have done this without going through the divorce.

If they had remarried to someone else they would not have had the chance to reconcile.

God made us.  He wrote the owner's manual.  We will always be happier when we follow

His instruction manual.
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