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E. H. MILLER’S FIRST AFFIRMATIVE

Brother Alexander, Brother Moderators, Ladies and It
certainly a pleasure to come before you tonight to affirm me%iggﬁgiﬁgh t%ai
has been read in your hearing, which I will again read. “The scriptures teach
that a brother in the Church of Christ can divorce his wife for fornication and
marry another without committing adultery.” I want to re-read that and de-
fine the proposition. The scriptures: by the scriptures I mean the Holy Bible
the Word of God; teach: by that I mean they convey the idea that a brother
in the Church of Christ, that is, a child of God, a son of God, a person that
has been born of water and of the Spirit, can divorce his wife for fornica-
tipn; that is, he can divorce or separate from her and give her a writing of
divorce for the cause of fornication and marry another without committing
adul.tew'; that is, if he divorces his wife for this one cause, for committing
fornication, and then marries another, he does not commit adultery.

That’s what I am affirming tonight, but I want to make it clear before
Igo any further that I do not advocate people to divorce. I never advise any-
one to dxyorce for any cause, even though I believe with all my heart we do
haV_e a right, that a Christian has a right to divorce for the cause of forni-
cation; yet, I do not advocate that; I never have taught anyone to do that.
I tell them they are safe in doing so, but because of influence that it would
have on their lives and lives of other people, like Brother Alexander and
those_who stand identified with him, I would say let’s not do so. As I can
read in God’s word, in 1 Cor. 6:12, also 1 Cor. 10:23, “All things are lawful
unto me, but all things are not expedient.” So although a thing may be law-
ful, sometimes it’s not expedient. And so I find the apostle Paul said in 1
Cor. 7:27-28, “Art thou loosed from a wife? seek not a wife. But and if thou
marry, thou hast not sinned;”. Here we find that Paul was speaking to peo-
ple that had a right to marry: but yet he said, “Art thou loosed from a wife?
seek not a wife.” He was advising against marrying, but he said if they did
marry they had not sinned. And so I would advise people that divorce be-
cause of fornication not to marry again, but, I will say as Paul did on this
occasion that if they marry they have not sinned: I do not advocate every-
thing I believe is permissable because I believe there are many things that
are permissible that are not best for the occasion. So I, myself, try my best
to. live a life that will not be in any way a hindrance to anyone else; that I
will not throw a damper on anyone or on my life; that I will not in any way
hurt someone’s feelings or drive someone from Christ because of something
I do that I could have left undone. Now, I want you to understand that; I
stand behind a brother, any brother that has divorced for fornication and
married again, one hundred per cent. I believe he’s got a right to do so, but
I advise any brother not to do it because of the influence that it would have
on his life in the eyes of such brethren as Brother Alexander and others.

I want to make this also clear, that because Bro. Alexander and I differ
on this subject, we should not be enemies. I have many friends that believe
just as Bro. Alexander does, that there is no exception for divorce and re-
marriage, and I've never had trouble with any of them until I met Bro.
Alexander; and he goes a little further than some of them go in that he will
not fellowship a person that believes that. I do not believe that this should
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divide the Church. I do not believe it should cause discord and strife. I be-
lieve, that we should work and co-operate together in our differences on this,
just as we would on the bobbed hair question and going to ball games and
such as that. If some brother goes to a ball game or some sister bobs her
hair, some brother may believe it’s wrong, but he doesn’t disfellowship that
brother or sister because he or she doesn’t do just as he thinks; at least a
lot of them don’t. I don’t know whether Bro. Alexander would or not. But
we, My Friends, should work and co-operate together the best that we can,
and not have any enmity whatever toward each other; we should manifest
the love and work together and do our best to try to see things just alike.

. But, now then we want to notice a few things in regard to this proposi-
tion and the first scripture, of course, I am going to use, is one Bro. Alex-
ander has got down well I’'m sure, and knows that I use, and that’s Mt. 19:9
where Jesus said, “Whosoever shall put away his wife, except it be for forni-
cation, and shall marry another, committeth adultery:”. Now I have some
questions I want to ask in regard to that verse, in regard to that statement.

1. Does “Except it be for fornication” have no meaning here? Or does
it mean something?

2. Does “Except it be for fornication” mean for this cause a man can do
the things named and not commit adultery?

3. Does “Except it be for fornication” mean even if it be for fornica-
tion he still commits adultery if he does the thing named?

4. If “Except it be for fornication” does not mean either of these things,
what does it mean?

5. What does Mt. 19:9 mean with “Except it be for fornication” in the
verse?

6. What would Mt. 19:9 mean if “Except it be for fornication” were not
In the verse? Now that’s what I want to know; what does it mean with it in
the verse, and what would that same verse mean if “Except it be for forni-
cation” were not in the verse? I want to know the difference between the
meaning with it in and with it out.

7. Is Mt. 19:9 in the Law of Christ, or was it the law of Moses, or is it
another law?

I have a typewritten copy of this that Bro. Alexander might well keep
up with me; I realize that he couldn’t write that down as fast as I was read-
ing out; and I want to get this as plain as we can that we may understand
at what we’re driving. We want to each make ourselves clear where we stand
and do our best to unite. I have not prayed to God to give me victory, but I
have prayed to God, My Friends, victory might be won by the one that has
the truth; that truth may win and that error may lose to such extent that
everyone present may see the truth and will be united one hundred per cent
on what the Bible really teaches, which ever side it be. Now, I have never
preached on this subject as far as I recall but one time. As I said, I don’t
advocate this; I don’t preach that people should do this, but I will preach
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and teach and admit that people can divorce for fornication and marry again
as Jesus here gives it.

Now, we want to notice a few things in regard to that verse. Let us notice
the use of the word except in some other verses: For example, in 2 Kings
4:24 it says, “Slack not thy riding for me, EXCEPT I bid thee.” Now, does
that mean don’t slack your riding even if I bid thee? Or does that EXCEP-

TION mean you can slack it if I bid thee? Again, Mk. 7:3: “The Jews, EX-
CEPT they wash their hands oft, eat not.”” Now, does that mean that Jews
don’t eat even if they wash? Or does it mean they don’t eat EXCEPT they

" wash? What does that mean? In Acts 8:1: “They were all scattered abroad

—EXCEPT the Apostles.”” Does that mean the Apostles were scattered abroad,
too? Or does EXCEPT mean any thing? In Mt. 24:22: “EXCEPT those days
should be shortened, there should no flesh be saved:”. Now, was there any

_flesh saved by those days being shortened, or did that EXCEPTION mean

any thing? In John 3:27: “A man can receive nothing, EXCEPT it be given
him from heaven.” Can a man receive any thing if it be given him from
heaven? What does that EXCEPTION mean? John 6:44: “No man can come
to me, EXCEPT the Father which hath sent me draw him:”’. Well, can he
come if the Father draws him? 2 Tim. 2:5: “If a man also strive for mas-
teries, yet is he not crowned, EXCEPT he strive lawfully.” Well, if he strives
lawfully, will he be crowned? Acts 16:31: ‘“‘Believe on the Lord Jesus Christ,
and thou shalt be saved ,and thy house.” Now, there’s no EXCEPTION there:
and a lot of people grab that verse and say, “That's_an you’ve'got to do
now; that just says, ‘Believe on the Lord Jesus Christ,’ no EXCEPTION
what ever, and you’ll be saved.” But, I turn to God’s word in Lk. 1,:'3:3 &5,
and there it says, “EXCEPT ye repent, ye shall all likewise Qe'nsh. There-
fore, I realize that Acts 16:31 has an EXCEPTION, althought it’s not in that
verse. So, I cannot take Acts 16:31 and say that a person will be saved Jus_t
so he will believe, when I can find in another verse he will not be saved EX-
CEPT he repents. And, so it is if I find a verse that says, “Whosoevex: shall

put away his wife, and marry another, committeth adultery”; no EXCEP-

TION there; and I find another verse, as Mt. 19:9: “Who§oe\:er shall put

away his wife, and marry another EXCEPT it be for fornication, commit-

teth adultery.” Then, I realize, there is an EXCEPTION to that statement;

so, I turn at this time to John 3:3, where it says, “EXCEPT a man be born

ag’ain he cannot see the Kingdom of God.” So, ‘we find that a man cannot

see tﬁe kingdom of God without being .born again. But, now, let's read M_t.

19:3 & 8-9: The question here is, “Is it lawful for a man to put away his

wife for every cause?” The Pharisces are asking Jesus a question, * Can a

man put away his wife for every cause?”’—any cause he wants to; if he de-
cides he doesn’t love her any more, he had rather have another woman, or
she burns the bread and he doesn’t like it, can he divorce her for every
cause? (Verses 89), “He saith unto them, quos because of the han.dngss qf
your hearts suffered you to put away your wives: but from the.bog\.mm\g it
was not so. And I say unto you, whosocver shall put away his wife, E.}-
CEPT it be for fornication, and marricth another, committeth adultery:”.
So, we find, although Moses did allow people to divorce, did allow a man
to divorce his wife for cvery cause, angl marry again, yet Jesus Christ says,
“I say unto you, that if a man does this except for fornication. that he com-
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mits adultery.” And, so I want to know what that EXCEPTION means; does
it mean any thing at all?

In order to understand the meaning now of “put away”, and “EXCEPT
it be for fornication” in Mt. 19:9, let’s read ‘“BERRY’S INTERLINEAR LIT-
ERAL TRANSLATION”, the English word right under each Greek word; it
reads this way: “Who ever shall put away his wife IF NOT for fornication,
and shall marry another, commits adultery:’’. Charles B. Williams’ Transla-
tion reads, ‘“Whoever divorces his wife FOR ANY OTHER CAUSE than her
unfaithfulness, and marries another woman, commits adultery.” Brother Jos-
eph B. Rotherham’s Translation reads, ‘“Whosoever shall divorce his wife
SAVING for unfaithfulness, and shall marry another committeth adultery.”
The Living Oracles Translation, published by Brother Campbell, reads, ‘“Who-
ever divorces his wife, EXCEPT for whoredom, and marries another, com-
mits adultery:”. Goodspeed’s Translation reads, ‘“Whoever divorces his wife
on any ground but her unfaithfulness, and marries another woman, commits
adultery.” Ballantine’s Translation reads, ‘“Whoever divorces his wife, EX-
CEPT for unchasity, and marries another, commits adultery.” Helen B.
Montgomery’s Translation reads, “Any man who divorces his wife FOR ANY
REASON EXCEPT her unchasity, and marries another woman, commits
adultery.” Weymouth’s Translation reads, ‘“Whoever divorces his wife FOR
ANY REASON EXCEPT her unchasity, and marries another woman, com-
mits adultery.” So, we can see from these other translations that “to put
away” means ‘“to divorce.” Whosoever shall divorce his wife, EXCEPT for
unchasity, for committing fornication, for her unfaithfulness, if he divorces
his wife for any other cause, then it says that that man commits adultery.
The Twentieth Century Tranlsation of the New Testament, translated by about
twenty scholars of the world, reads, ‘“‘Any one who divorces his wife, except on
the ground of her unchasity, and marries another woman, is guilty of adult-
ery.” And, then the Revised Standard Version reads, “Whoever divorces his
wife, except for unchasity, and marries another, commits adultery.”” Thus we
see “to put away” means ‘“to divorce”; then if that putting away, or that
divorce, is for any other cause than fornication, her unfaithfulness, then the
man that puts that woman away, Jesus said, commits adultery. But he put
an EXCEPTION in there; He said, “EXCEPT for fornication”; if he di-
vorces his wife EXCEPT for fornication and marries another, he commits
adultery. And, so I want to know, why did he say, “EXCEPT it be for forni-
cation,”” if he would have committed adultery any how? Even if it were for
fornication? Now, there’s where I base my faith; the Bible says, ‘Faith
cometh by hearing, and hearing by the word of God.” And, I've read in the
word of God where Jesus said, “I say unto you, whosoever shall divorce his
wife EXCEPT it be for fornication, and shall marry another, commits adult-
ery.”; and I believe that.

Now then, a Scriptural divorce, that is, a divorce according to the Scrip-
tures, according to the Bible, renders, My Friends, a woman as she had not
at all an husband; just as if her husband had died. Let’s read for that, tor
the law of the widow and for her that is divorced is the same in the Bible.
In the Old Testament, let’s read in Lev. 22:12-13; it says: “If the priest’s
daughter also be married unto a stranger, she may not eat of an offering of
the holy things. But if the priest’s daughter be a widow or divorced — she
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shall eat.” Now, I want you to notice; it says if the priest’s daughter is mar-
ried, she cannot eat of these holy things; but it says, if she is divorced, that
she can eat. Therefore, if she is Scripturally divorced, and of course that’s
what he’s dealing with, according to the grounds that have been permitted;
if she is divorced on Bible grounds, then she’s not married; because if she
is married, the Bible says, she couldn’t eat of that holy meat, but if she’s
divorced she can eat of that holy meat; therefore, if she’s divorced, she’s not
married. Let me read another verse, or two, or three. Num. 30:6-9: ““If she
had at all an husband, when she vowed—and her husband heard it, and—
disallowed her—the Lord shall forgive her. But every vow of a widow, and
of her that is divorced—shall stand against her.” Now, notice that, ‘If she
had at all an husband,” if she is married, if she has a husband at all when
she vows a vow, then her husband can break that vow, and it won’t stand;
but if she is divorced, then her vow shall stand against her. Therefore, from
these two references, I find that she is not married at all if she is divorced;
not only that, but I find she doesn’t have an husband at all if she is
divorced on Scriptural grounds. And I say, who ever divorces
his wife for fornication, and marries another, does not commit adultery; be-
cause when he divorces his wife for fornication, he has done it on Scriptural
grounds. And when he divorces his wife, he has no wife, no more than that
divorced woman has a husband: and he is not married any more than that
divorced woman is that was divorced Scripturally, or that obtained a di-
vorce Scripturally.

Now, we want to notice a few references in “I say unto you’’ in compari-
son with the law of Moses and so-forth. In Mt. 5:38-39, Jesus said, ‘“Ye have
heard that it hath been said, an eye for an eye, and a tooth for a tooth: But
I say unto you, that ye resist not evil:”’ Now, that old statement He is talk-
ing about, “Ye have heard said” is Old Testament law found in Ex. 21:24,
Lev. 24:20 and Deut. 19:21. Now, the old law of Moses said, ‘“‘An eye for an
eye .and a tooth for a tooth:’’ “But I say unto you, that ye resist not evil:”.
Now, when Jesus said, ‘It hath been said—but I say,” then He is contrasting
His law with Moses’ law; and so in Mt. 5:43-44, “It hath been said, Thou
shalt love thy neighbor, and hate thine enemy. But I say unto you, love your
enemies,’”’; thus again, contrasting His law with Moses’ law; the New Testa-
ment Law with the Old Testament Law. In Mt. 5:33-34, “It hath been said by
them of old time, thou shalt not forswear thyself—but I say unto you, swear
not at all;”, again contrasting what Moses said with what Christ said.
Moses gave one law, but I am giving you another law. In Mt. 5:27-28, “It was
said by them of old time, thou shalt not commit adultery: but I say unto you,
that whosoever looketh on a woman to lust after her hath committed adult-
ery with her already in his heart.” Now, under the law of Moses, it says,
“Thou shalt not commit adultery:”; the New Testament teaches that same
law; but under the law of Moses, you had to actually commit the deed for
the sin to be counted: but Jesus said, “I say unto you, that whosoever look-
cth on a woman to lust after her hath committed adultery with her already
in his heart.” So, we find that Moses’ law and Christ's law are contrasted,
time and time, and time again. But, let us read again. In Mt. 5:31-32, “It
hath been said, whosocver shall put away his wife, let him give her a
writing of divorcement: But I say unto you, that whosoever shall put away
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his wife, saving for the cause of fornication, it adult-
ery:”. S0 Jesus told what had been g causeth her to commit a

4 aid, referring back to the old law of
Moses, and then He said, “But I say unto you,” I am giving you a new law,

not Moses’ law, bu.t my law; not the Old Testament law, but the New Testa-
ment law. And so in Mt. 19:8-9, Jesus said, “Moses bec’ause of the hardness
gf your hearts suffered you to put away your wives: but from the beginning
it was not so. And I say unto you, whosoever shall put away his wife, except
it be for fornication, and shall marry another, committeth adultery:”. So,
herg in Mt. 19 and also in Mt. 5, Jesus is contrasting Moses’ law with His
:zwﬁkHe tells what has been said, but says “I say unto you,”. We turn again
ot N}gﬁ' it says the law and the prophets were until John,” or as record-
Olme 3 -13, “prophesied until John”; that is, the law and the prophets, the
1 :s_ n;lent law was being taught until John’s day: “since that time, the
Ehed Sitz of God is preached,”. In other words, the néw law has been preach-

ce that time”; not going into effect then, because Paul said, “A
gtt:ment is of force after men are dead:” (Heb. 9:17). But, my friends, a
i staﬁent Is a will that has to be made before the man dies. And, so the new

ent was made, God’s new will was mad
and died on Calvary’s cross taking the law 31’1 ol the iy et s

© cross; and there ratifying, dedicating, seali i
precious blood that He shed upon tlt;l;.lgc’ross.hng ST Sscameont [aw Gy S8

God doesn’t ‘want Christians, His children united to fornicators; because
we read in God’s word, in 1 Cor. 6:15, “Know ye not that your bodies are

the members of Christ?”. And, then in Eph. 5:30, it says, “For we are mem-

* bers of his body, of his fl 3 ”
16, “Shall I the¥l eShr and of his bopes.

: . one flesh.” So, My Friends,
m l:%g Chz;nst allows d}\{orce for the cause of fornication; He dogsn’t want
Senks efis tg His body joined to an harlot, because if a member of His body
a x]nembe Efm harlot, then that is getting Him joined to an harlot: because if
body is ur1 ?lar;‘g;rbog:& Nslg f?e’&d% ‘;;: 1;100(1 poisoning in it, then my whole
. . & - Iind In Mt. 19:9 as alre id,
hosoever shall divorce his wife, except it be for Sorsloaticn, a3, shall
o 3 ot o v K dosrt ot s e foed
God’s word in Jer. 3:14 God said, “Tus 0e or that very cause; I turn to
N -4, y » O backsliding children, saith the
Lord; for I am married unto you:”- B e =%
band; The Lord of Hosts is hisynafxx 2 ood:5, \TFor thy maker is thine hus-

e;”; Isa. 55:6,
as a woman forsaken and grieved in spirit, and aTh:'i}.;o r&h;gllu(:?l’l;edEtzhei?

16:8, “When I passed by thee, and looked upon thee :

time of love; and I spread my skirt over thee, and coversd thy nekednons
Yea, I swear unto thee, and entered into a covenant with thee saith the Lord
God, and thou becamest mine.” So, here we find the Church of the Old Testa-
ment pictured as God’s wife, old fleshly Israel. He said, “I am married to
¥g:& a};:lilnbi?faElzgkmi%eisyo}lt are m{l wife and I am your husband. Then, I

o 19 1t says, e’s talki “
fidst trust in thine own beauty lking to his wife now, “But thou

.and playedst the harlot because of thy re-
nown, and pouredst out thy fornications on every one that passed by; his it
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was.” So, God’s wife committed .fornication with everybody that passed by;
what did she do? What does a woman do? What does a wife do when she
commits fornication? I'll find an example here and see what God’s wife did.
In Isa. 57:8: “Thou hast discovered thyself to another than me,”. Now, God
says that’s fornication. When his wife discovered herself to some other man
than He, He says you committed fornication. In Ezek. 16:26, “Thou hast also
committed fornication with the Egyptians’’;. But what did she do? Ezek.
16:26, “Thou hast also committed fornication with the Egyptians’’;. But what
did she do? Ezek. 16:32 explains: “‘As a wife that committeth adultery, which
taketh strangers instead of her husband!” Now, that’s what God’s wife did,
she committed adultery, taking strangers instead of her husband; and when
she did that, God said, she committed fornication. Alright, in Ezek. 16:38
God said to his wife, “I will judge thee, as women that break wedlock—are
judged:”.

I want you to notice a man and woman, they are locked together, they
are bound to each other; My Friends, they take a vow to keep themselves
only to each other as long as they both shall live. But, when one of them,
My Friends, commits fornication, discovers herself to another or himself to
another, when, My Friends, God’s wife did that; God said to his wife, “I
will judge thee as a woman that breaks wedlock.” She broke the lock, and
what did God do about it? In Jer. 3:6 & 8: ‘“The Lord said—I saw, when for
all the causes whereby backsliding Isreal committed adultery I had put her
away, and given her a bill of divorce;”. So, God divorced his wife when she
broke wedlock. And, so I read again where He wrote His children a letter in
Isa. 50:1 & Hosea 2:2: ‘“Thus saith the Lord, where is the bill of your mother’s
divorcement, whom I have put away?—Plead with your mother, plead: for
she is not my wife, neither am I her husband: let her therefore put away her
whoredom out of her sight, and her adulteries from between her breasts;”.
So, God said His wife broke wedlock; she committed fornication; God said
he would judge her like a woman that breaks wedlock. God said, “I put her
away and gave her a bill of divorce;” and, He said after he divorced her,
“She is not my wife, neither am I her husband:”. Therefore, I turn once
more, and notice, in Mt. 19:9 that Jesus gave that same exception, that a
member of His body, a Christian, can divorce his wife for the same cause

that God Almighty divorced His wife, and marry another and not comumit
adultery. I thank you.

L. K. ALEXANDER'’S FIRST NEGATIVE

Brother Miller, Moderators, Brethren and Friends, One and all: I'm
mighty happy to be here tonight to have this privilege and this honor of
standing in defense of truth. It grieves my heart, indeed, that it is necessary
for us to be called upon to have such a meeting as this; but as long as truth
is perverted, as long as a command of God is denied. it behooves a man
who knows the truth, who loves the truth, and who stands for the truth, to
stand in defense of truth, even on such occasions as this. So, it is with grati-
tude in my heart that I am permitted to stand before you tonight with the
truth of God’s Word, and to present unto you the truth concerning the propo-
sition that has alveady been stated. The proposition, as you very well know
by now, I'm sure, states: “The scriptures teach that a brother in the Church
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of Christ can divorce his wife for fornication and marry another without com-
mitting adultery.” I just want to add one thought here to the proposition in
addition to what already has been said, and when we think of a wife in this
proposition, let’g think of a man that is scripturally married to a woman, a
man thgt is scripturally married to a woman; and we know as we look into
the. scriptures thgt a man could be living with a woman that he was not
scripturally married to. You remember the occasion when Jesus was speak-
ing to the woman of Samaria at the well, that’s called Jacob’s? And after a
while ‘lzle said to her, “Go call your husband and come hither;”. Why, she
says, “I have no husband.” He said, “In that saidst thou truly, but thou hast
had five husbands, and the man, he whom thou now hast is not thy husband.”
There was a woman who was living with a man, a man that was supposed

to be married to a woman that was not script ic wife
now hast is not thy husband.” pturally his wife. “He whom thou

All right, we are going to read these questions th i
me, and then we are going to deal with them, and wit:tvvﬁz(t)'lnlf:allli?\}eg ?: thi(-’
dent to each one here tonight now, that Bro. Miller’s chief argument is that
Mt. 19:9 is a part of the law of grace, we will dea] with it after reading these
questions. First of all, the question, (1). “Does EXCEPT IT BE FOR FORNI-
CATION have no meaning here?” Yes, it has meaning, we will deal with it as
we look at Mt. 19:9 directly. (2). “Does EXCEPT IT BE FOR FORNICA-
TION mean for‘ ‘thls cause a man can do the things named and not commit
adultery?” (3). ‘Does EXCEPT IT BE FOR FORNICATION mean if it be for
fornication he still commits adultery if he does the things named?” (4). “If
EXCEPT IT BE FOR FORNICATION doesn’t mean either of these things
what does it mean? ' (5). “What does Mt. 19:9 mean with EXCEPT IT BE
FOR FORNICATION in this verse?” (6). “What would Mt. 19:9 mean if EX-
CEPT IT BE FOR FORNICATION was not in the verse?” Let us answer that
right now. Mt. 19:9, without that clause, definitely says, that, any man that
puts away his wufg angl marries another commits adul’tew 'and whosoever
marrieth her that is divorced committeth adultery. Please g'et that, whoso-
ever marrieth her that is divorced does commit adultery. (7). “Is Mt. 19:9
in the law of Christ, or was it the law of Moses, or was it another law?” All
right, Mt. 19:9 again, “Whosoever shall divorce his wife except it be for for-
nication, and marries another committeth adultery; whoso marrieth her that
is divorced, or put away, committeth adultery.” Now, where does Mt. 19:9
be}ong? The whole thing hinges on a proper placement of Mt. 19:9. szothér
Miller knows, and every friend of Brother Miller’s here tonight knows, that if
we got Mt. 19:9 where it belongs, that his whole argument is once a’nd for-
ever defeated; and we are going to put Mt. 19:9 exactly where it belongs to-
night, and set it up for you to see. All right, could Mt. 19:9 be a part of the
law of grace? It absolutely could not be. Why? First of all, let’s notice, in
the fifth chapter of Mt. beginning with verse 17: “Think not that I am come
to destroy the law, or the prophets: I am not come to destroy, but to ful.
fill. For verily I say unto you, Till heaven and earth pass, one jot or one
tittle shall in no wise pass from the law, till all be fulfilled. Whosoever there-
fore shall break one of these least commandments, and shall teach men so,
he shall be called the least in the kingdom of heaven: but whosoever shall
do and teach them, the same shall be called great in the kingdom of heaven.”
Jesus is saying, that any man, while the law of Moses was still in effect, that
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taught one iota  contrary to the law of Moses, in contrast to the law of Moses,
taught men to do contrary to the very teaching of the law of Moses, would
be called the least in the kingdom of heaven. If Jesus Christ in Mt. 19:9 had
taught contrary to, in contrast to the law of Moses, then he would not have
a name that is above every name, that the scriptures plainly say He has. But,
just turn with me to Philippians a little bit, and here he says, “‘Let this mind
be in you, which was also in Christ Jesus: Who, beingin the form of God, thought
it not robbery to be equal with God: But made himself of no reputation, and
took upon him the form of a servant, and was made in the likeness of men:
And being found in fashion as a man, he humbled himself, and became obedi-
ent unto death, even the death of the cross. Wherefore God also hath highly
exalted him, and given him a name which is above every name: That at the
name of Jesus every knee should bow, of things in heaven, and things in
earth, and things under the earth; And that every tongue should confess that
Jesus Christ is Lord, to the glory of God the Father”” (Phil. 2:5-11). And, then
we look at other scriptures, and we find tha_t He has the preeminence in all
things. God gave him to be head over all things to the church, which is His
body, that in all things he should have the preeminence. Let me impress that
upon your minds tonight, that if Jesus in Mt. 19:9 had been teaching con-
trary to the law of Moses, in contrast to it, that He never, according to His
own words, could have the name that is above every name, being exalted
to the position that is above every thing in heaven, or in earth, or in things
under the earth. Don’t you see? Yes, that once and for all puts Mt. 19:9 where
it belongs, doesn’t it?—in the law of Moses. Not until after Jesus had gone to
the cross, what did he say here? Heaven and earth shall not pass away; or
heaven and earth shall pass away, but my word shall not pass away. “For
verily I say unto you, Till heaven and earth pass, one jot or one tittle shall
in no wise pass from the law, till all be fulfilled” (Mt. 5:18). ‘“Till all be ful-
filled’”’; all right, when was it fulfilled? When Jesus was dying on Calvary's
cross, He said, “I thirst,” and they gave Him a sponge filled with vinegar
to drink; He tasted thereof, and then He cried out, “It is finished:” and he
gave up the ghost. What was finished when Jesus died on the cross? The law
of Moses was finished, and it was not finished before then. And had Jesus
taught contrary to it, let me say again, before that time, He would have been
a transgressor; He would have been a violator, and He would have been
lower than any man in the church, instead of being the head of the church.
That’s right.

All right, what does EXCEPT IT BE FOR FORNICATION mean in MNt.
19:9? It means exactly what it says. What is fornication? What is adultery?
We've got to understand thesc two words; we’ve got fornication, and we
have adultery in Mt. 19:9, “Whosoever shall put away his wife, except it be
for fornication,’’. What is she put away for? Well, we've got to look in the
law of Moses to find out what she was put away for. We have already proven
to you from the scriptures that if Jesus had taught in contrast to the law of
Moses, that He would have the lowest seat in the church if He had any place
at all in the church, or in the kingdom; don’t you see? So, we will turn to the
twenty-second chapter of the book of Deuteronomy, and we will find exactly
the meaning of fornication in Mt. 19:9. Fornication is a sex sin of a single
person; adultery is a violation of the marriage bed on the part of a married
person. Go to the best library you have, and search and see; fornication,
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when it refers to the sexual act of human beings, is a sex sin of single peo-
ple. Adultery is a sex sin of a married person. But when it comes to spirit-
ual in regards to relation between man and God, then fornication does in-
clude spiritual unfaithfulness to God. Spiritual unfaithfulness to God! Now,
fornication for human beings between human beings; or the physical act of
sex of a single person. “If any man take a wife, and go in unto her, and hate
her, And give occasions of speech against her, and bring up an evil name
upon her, and say, I took this woman, and when I came to her, I found her
not a maid: Then shall the father of the damsel, and her mother, take and
bring forth the tokens of the damsel’s virginity unto the elders of the city in
the gate: And the damsel’s father shall say unto the elders, I gave my
daugh.ter unto this man to wife, and he hateth her; And, lo, he hath given
occasions of speech against her, saying, I found not thy daughter a maid;
and yet these are the tokens of my daughter’s virginity. And they shall spread
the cloth before the elders of the city. And the elders of that city shall take
that man and chastise him; And they shall amerce him in an hundred shekels
of silver, and give them unto the father of the damsel, because he hath
brought up an evil name upon a virgin of Israel: and she shall be his wife;
he may not put her away all his days.” (Deut. 22:13-19). Now, what if that
woman had committed adultery after he had married her? Just what? Bro-
ther Miller, what if that woman had committed adultery after this man was
married to her? There is a law; she was proven a virgin when he married
her ,and the scriptures said he cannot put her away all the days of his life.
But if she had been guilty of fornication, let’s read and see about it now, if
she had been guilty of fornication: ‘“But if this thing be true, and the tokens
of virginity be not found for the damsel: Then they shall bring out the dam-
sel to the door of her father’s house, and the men of her city shall stone her
with stones that she die: because she hath wrought folly in Israel, to play
the whore in her father’s house: so shalt thou put evil away from among
you” (Deut. 22:20-21). All right, there’s fornication in Mt. 19:9; it’s plain and
simple, isn’t it? Most certainly is; right where it belongs. We have already
proven that Mt. 19:9 belongs to the law of Moses, and there is the law. No
way around that, that’s it; that’s just simple plain truth from God’s word.

All right, now, let’s see a little more about—let’s see what he has down
here next: “Does EXCEPT IT BE FOR FORNICATION mean for this cause
a man can do the things named and not commit adultery?”” All right, if she
was put away for fornication, then she was stoned to death, and death has
always severed the marriage bond: the only thing that does sever it; the only
thing that does sever the marriage bond is death. And except it be for forni-
cation, if she was put away for fornication, she was stoned to death; there-
fore, the man is completely free, no way around it, she’s dead, and death
dissolves. .

All right, now what about those people then, that put them away for other
causes than for fornication? If she is put away for fornication she is stoned
to death, and that frees a man. Well, let’s come right back to Mt. 19 now,
and read a little bit there: ‘“The Pharisees also came unto him, tempting
him, and saying unto him, Is it lawful for a man to put away his wife for
every cause? And he answered and said unto them, Have ye not read, that
he which made them at the beginning made them male and female, And
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said, For this cause shall a man leave father and mother, and shall cleave to
his wife: and, they twain shall be one flesh? Wherefore they are no more
twain, but one flesh. What therefore God hath joined together, let not man
put asunder” (Mt. 19:3-6). All right, did you get it? What did God fix from
the beginning? He made them male and female, and when they were joined
together, they became one flesh; they two became one flesh; WHAT THERE-
FOREGODHATH JOINED TOGETHER, LET NOTMAN PUTASUNDER. Man
just as well to try to stop the sun from shining, and turn the moon into dark-
ness, as to make it possible for a man to put away a living wife and marry
another without committing adultery; both under the law of Moses and under
the law of grace; that’s right. Well, let’s see about it. What did God fix from
the beginning? He fixed it that man could not put asunder what God had
joined together. How long does that last? We turn to Ecclesiastes, and we
find exactly how long what God has done stays; in the third chapter of Ec-
clesiastes, and verse 14, “I know that, whatsoever God doeth, it shall be for
ever:”. How long? When God fixed it that man could not put marriage asun-
der, how long was it fixed? ‘I know that whatsoever God doeth, it shall be
for ever: nothing can be put to it, nor any thing taken from it: and God doeth
it, that men should fear before him” (Eccl. 3:14). It can’t be changed; God
fixed it from the beginning; one flesh, and man cannot put it asunder. That’s
wonderful, isn’t it? Yes it is; that’s wonderful, that man cannot put asunder,
cannot undo what God has done. All right, that’s fornication.

Well, would there be another one of these questions we need to look at
any more? “Does EXCEPT IT BE FOR FORNICATION mean even if it be
for fornication he still commits adultery if he does the things named? Well,
we've already proven if she was put away for fornication she was stoned to
death, and he is free.

“If EXCEPT IT BE FOR FORNICATION doesn’t mean either of these
things, what does it mean?” Well, we’ve told you exactly what it means; it
means if she was found guilty of sex sin before she came together with that
man she has married, she was stoned to death, and the man is free.

“What does Mt. 19:9 mean with EXCEPT IT BE FOR FORNICATION in
thenverﬁa?"mWell, we've answered that already. I think we’ve dealt pretty
well in Mt. 19:9.

Now, we want to move on just a litfle bit, and see the guilt of a
man that tries to take Mt. 19:9 and tcach people that they can divorce a
husband and wife today and marry another, and be acceptable unto God.
What is going to be the cost of it? He is trying to live under the law of Moses;
he is trying to be justified by the law of Mosecs. And we turn to the fifth
chapter of Galatians, and we find the consequences of a man that attempts
to be justified by the law of Moses: *“Christ is become of no effect unto you,
whosoever of you are justified by the law; ye are fallen from grace” (Gal.
5:4). Fallen from grace; any man that takes Mt. 19:9, and teaches a per-
son that he can divorce a husband or wife and marry another, is at least
fallen from grace; that’s right, fallen from grace. Paul says, any man that
does that, Christ is of none effect to him, he’s fallen from grace. Fallen from
grace. Bro. Miller, Mt. 19:9 won’t do; we are going to have to have a serip-
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ture in the law of grace that gives an exception, before we ca one;
that’s all there is to it: we are going to have to haeé one, © can fake ,

Now, let’s get back to Mt. 19 a little bit, and see another thing about
that. “They say unto him, Why did Moses then command to give a writing
of divorcement, and to put her away? (Mt. 19:7), Now, he jumped back to
Mt. 5 awhile ago, and brought some of those scriptures where Jesus said, “I
say unto you,”. Let’s go back to the seventh chapter of Mt., verse 12, I be-
lieve it is, and see that Jesus stated, that ‘“Whatsoever ye would tha't men
sgmtxsld"do to you, do ye even so to them: for this is the law and the pro-
fn ets. ’{l‘ms Is the law and the prophets; Jesus was teaching the law and
lme prophets in the fifth chapter of Matthew, five, six, and seven; what’s

own as the Sermon on the Mount, His own words say it’s the law and thie
grophets. All right, “Whatsoever ye would that men should do to you,”; if
Mesus ?ad been teaching the law of grace in contrast to the law of Mos'es in

t. 19:9, those men would not have waited as long as they did to have Him
g;ltn to death; because that’s what they were seeking all the time, was to put
a to death. And all they were lacking was just one violation of the law

at they might legally condemn Him; and they didn’t have it: they knew
it, they knew, they understood. They understood better than those who try to
put it in the law .of grace today, because they wanted to kill Him; and peo-
ple todag' are trying to use it, claiming that they want to serve ﬁlm Don’t
you see? Those _‘men knew and understood; they knew where forn‘ication
went: they knew it was definitely in the law.

All right, let’s see a little more now: (Mt. 19:7-8)—¢ i
command to give a writing of divorcement, and to i)ut“lanvgyad»;gyn.';‘olsif s‘»t:letl’:
unto’ them, Mose§ because of the hardness of your hearts suffered you (He
- didn’t command it, he just tolerated it for a little while). Moses because of
the hardness og your hearts suffered you to put away your wives: but from
the beginning it was not so.” What was it from the beginning?' That you
could not put away a wife: and we know that whatsoever God doeth, he
doeth it for ever; nothing shall be added to it, nor nothing taken fron; it:
apd God' doeth it, that men should fear before Him. All right, from the be-
ginning it was not so. Now, for the hardness of your hearts'is the reason
that God tolerated it for a little while. You know, we read in the book of
Acts, that at one time God suffered all nations to walk in their own way,
but now he commandeth all men everywhere to repent, commandeth all meﬁ
everywhere to repent. Over in the book of Hebrews, we find the consequences
of a hardened heart; hardness of heart destroys, it condemns: and divorce
and remarriage are the results of hardness of heart; that's what the scrip-
ture says about it; for Jesus said in Mt. the 19th chapter, that for the hard-
ness of your hearts you were suffered to write a bill of divorcement, and to
put them away; let them go free. All right, ‘“Wherefore as the Holy Ghost
saith, Today if ye will hear his voice, Harden not your hearts, as in the pro-
vocation, in the day of temptation in the wilderness: When your fathers
tempted me, proved me, and saw my works forty years. Wherefore I was
grieved with that generation, and said, They do always err in their heart;
and they have not known my ways. (What happened to those people then?)
So I swear in my wrath. They shall not enter into my rest” (Heb. 3:7-11).
People with a hardened heart cannot enter into God's rest. What is divorce
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and remarriage? It’s the result of a hardened heart. That’s right; the result
of a hardened heart: and anybody that divorces and remarries then, has a
hardened heart; and as long as they stand in that condition, their hearts are
hardened against God. And hardness of heart God says will expel from His
rest. No man can enter into the rest of God with hardness of heart.

We want to note now in Ezek. 16:22 a little bit, how he kind of got things
jumbled up there a little bit. He said, that God said, that a woman that takes
another man other than her husband, commits fornication. Now God didn’t
say that; let’s see what God did say about it: “A woman that takes another
man other than her husband”—and he did say it was adultery, and didn’t
use the term fornication there. “And in all thine abominations and thy whore-
doms thou hast not remembered the day of thy youth, when thou wast naked
and bare.” I believe I didn’t get the verse exactly right there on that scrip-
ture that he used; but at any rate, he said that thou hast been as a woman
that committeth adultery by taking another than her husband. Committeth
adultery. Now, the word that God used right there was, that she committed
adultery when she took another man other than her husband. We've already
pointed out that the word fornication in the relation between man and God
does mean spiritual unfaithfulness; spiritual unfaithfuless to God. So when
Israel was unfaithful to God, they committed spiritual fornication. But it
was as a woman that committeth adultery by taking another man other than
her husband. I maintain that a married woman does not commit fornication
when she takes another man other than he husband; she commits adultery.
That’s what the scripture says; she commits adultery. The only time that
Jesus ever spoke, according to the record, of a woman divorcing her hus-
band and taking another man, is in the fifth chapter of Mark; and he says
when she does, she commits adultery, commits adultery. Let’s just read that;
I believe it won’t be too hard to find. ‘“And if a woman shall put away her
husband (Mk. 10:12: And if a woman shall put away her husband) and be
married to another, she committeth adultery.” I say again, that Is the only
time in the record where Jesus ever spoke of a woman divorcing her hus-
band and marrying another man; and he says it’s adultery. Every time a
woman takes a man other than her husband, she commits adultery. Harlot
in one body, when he ties up with the harlot; harlot in one body. He says,
“God doesn’t want his children to be joined unto harlots.” He brought the
scripture in 1 Cor., “That he that is joined unto an harlot is one body,” (one
body). That means that if I as a Christian go out and practice, visit the
places of harlotism and all of that, I am in the same body of sin that those
harlots are in; or any person that does that; in the same body of sin. He
that is joined unto the Lord is one Spirit; he’s in the one body of righteous-
ness. He that practices whoredom, havlotism, is in the body of sin with the
harlot. Don’t you sce? Well, let’s come right back in that same chapter in 1
Corinthians; he says that if a man or woman cither has a husband or wife

that doesn’t believe, for them to dwell with them. He didn't say anything
about what they might do that would be displeasing to them, or how much
unfaithfulness they might commit. He says, “You dwell with them, for the
husband is sanctified by the wife, and the wife is sanctified by the husband,
else were your children unclean, but now are they holy’; doesn’t matter
what she’s done, if she is pleased to dwell with you, dwell with her. We want
to notice, that is a command in the law of grace; that a brother in the
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Church of Christ cannot divorce his wife. 1 Cor. 7:10-11: “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.” The command of the Lord in the
Church is, that a man cannot put away his wife; cannot put away his wife.
That’s the command, and there is no way around it, direct command of the
Lord. “I command you, yet not I, but the Lord, let not the wife depart from
hgr husband: But and if she depart, let her remain unmarried, or be recon-
ciled to her husband: and let not the husband put away his wife.” Thank you.

E. H. MILLER’S SECOND AFFIRMATIVE

. Brother Alexander, Brother Moderators, Ladies and Gentlemen: It's cer-
tainly a pleasure to come back before you tonight still affirming the proposi-
tion that was read, and I've given Bible for. But, I want you to notice, I'm
hoping he’ll dp better this time. You might have noticed while I was affirm-
ing, he was sitting over there with his hands folded just like they are now. He
was not jotting down the scriptures, the arguments I made; then when he got
back up here, he didn’t reply to my arguments. Very few of my arguments
he replied to except the ones I gave him already typed out, and he didn’t deal
with them in succession, but skipped about and did something, then came
back to them. Now, what he should have done, is gotten up here and replied
to my arguments; he’s in the negative tonight, so I would appreciate it if he
would take down the notes I use, then reply to what I have to say; that’s the
way to debate.

Now, let us notice these questions: number 1. ‘Does EXCEPT IT BE FOR
FORNICATION have no meaning here?” And he answers, ‘Yes, it has mean-
ing.” But, he didn’t tell us what it meant right there. Then, “Does EXCEPT
IT BE FOR FORNICATION mean for this cause a man can do the things
named and not commit adultery?” And he says, “If she does the things
named, she was stoned to death.” Well, if she was stoned to death, he
wouldn’t have to put her away, would he? See, I showed, Friends, from sev-
eral translations, ‘“Whosoever shall divorce his wife, EXCEPT IT BE FOR
FORNICATION, and shall marry another, committeth adultery.” Now, he
says, If she does what was named, if she committed fornication, then she
was stoned to death. Then after he stoned her to death, then the man would
have to divorce her. Is that what you teach, Brother Alexander? You see, that
just doesn’t work. If she were stoned to death, the man wouldn’t have to di-
vorce a woman that had been stoned to death. Why, he’s a widower; he
wouldn’t have to be divorcing his wife. Then, the next question, ‘“Does EX-
CEPT IT BE FOR FORNICATION mean even if it be for fornication he still
commits adultery if he does the things named?” He didn’t answer that ques-
tion at that time. 2nd if h2 ever did answer it I didn’t get it. never did ret it.
4. “If EXCEPT IT BE FOR FORNICATION doesn’t mean either of these thipgs,
what does it mean?”” He says, “It means, if guilty of sex sin before marriage
she was stoned to death.” And yet, I found that she was to be dlvorged if she
committed fornication; it didn’t say anything about what she was gmlty of be-
fore the marriage. I proved to you, it was talking about s_omethmg that the

wife committed. That the husband could not divorce his wife except for fOl"-
nication. Not to have her stoned to death; she was to be divorced. Why didn’t
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‘he answer the question? What does Matthew 19:9 mean with “except it be
‘for fornication” in the verse? I don’t know what it means yet, according to

him, rather. What does Matthew 19:9 mean if “except it be for fornication’’
was not in the verse? He says it would mean whosoever marries her com-
mitteth adultery. So, now, if that wasn’t in the verse, “whosoever shall di-

.vorce his wife except it be for fornication and shall marry another,” if that

‘“except it be for fornication” wasn’t in there, then it would mean the one
that marries her would commit adultery. Now, that is the way I got the
answer, but I don’t see how that makes sense on that question, because he is
talking about the man committing adultery. The man that puts away his
wife except for fornication and marries another commits adultery. What

‘'would it mean if it didn’t have an exception there?

Is Matthew 19 in the law of Christ; or was it in the Law of Moses; or
was it another law? He said the whole thing hinges on where it belongs and
we are going to put it where it belongs. Well, that’s what we want to find
out—where it belongs. Although he tells us, “I think it is under the law of
Moses;”” and he said it couldn’t be a part of the law of grace; and he said
Christ said, “I came not to destroy the law and the prophets but to fulfill;
and the Bible tells us he took the law out of the way, nailing it to His cross
(Col. 2:14); and ‘“Whosoever of you are justified by the law; ye are fallen
from grace” (Gal. 5:4). So, Jesus did take the law out of the way. And so
He was making His law the new while He was still living but that law did
not go into effect until He took the law of Moses out of the way, nailed it
to His cross, and sealed His law, the new covenant, with His precious blood
that flowed from Him.

Then, he said Jesus taught whosoever taught what was contrary to the
law of Moses while it was in force would be the least in the kingdom of
heaven. Jesus never taught any such thing! Remember that. Jesus never
taught that. Jesus did not teach whoever taught somcthing contrary to the
law of Moses while the law of Moses was in effect would be the least in the
kingdom of heaven. He never taught it! Now, if He had taught people to dis-
obey the Law of Moses while it was in force, that would be a different propo-
sition; but He taught many things contrary to the Law of Moses that went
into effect when the Law of Moses went out of effect. And so, he says if Jesus
taught what was contrary to the Law of Moses, he would have the lowest
seat in the Church. Why, I showed you where He taught things contrary to
the Law of Moses. He said, “It hath been said of them of old times—But I
say unto you’ (Mt. 5:33-48). And He went and qgotod the Law of Moses and
then said, “I say unto you”; and gave something contrary to the Law of
Moses. But he is sitting over there with his haqu folded, not jotting the
scriptures down, and so he didn’t reply to my scripture, my arguments I'm

putting up.

“Matthew 19:9”, he said, “belongs to the Law of Moses.” All right, Let’s
just see about that now. He said Mt. 19:9 belongs to the Law of Moses. We
want to sec if that is true. If it is, well and good. Let's see, now, if the Law
of Moses allowed a man to divorce his wife for fornication. Exo. 22:16—
“And if a man entice a maid that is not betrothed, and lie with her, he shall
surely endow her to be his wife.” So there is no divorce there. Deut. 22:28-29
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—*“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 hath humbled her, he may not put her away all his
days.” He gave you this verse, but it is not dealing with a man divorcing his
wife for fornication. Because if this woman committed this sin that he is read-
ing of here, that man had to marry that woman and he had to live with her
as long as he and she lived. And 50, nobody else could divorce her or have
her stoned to death either. So, you see that doesn’t match in there with Mt.
19:9. Deut. 22:23-24— “If a damsel that is a virgin be hetrothed unto an hus-
band, and a man find her in the city, and lie with her; Then ye shall bring
them both out unto the gate of the city, and ye shall stone them with stones
tha} they die;”. I want you to notice this man did not put his wife away.
This man did not stone his wife to death. My Friends, that woman was brougnt
to the gates of the city and the men of the city stoned her to death. The hus-
band didn’t do it; the men of the city were the ones that did the stoning to
death. Deut. 22:22—“If a man be found lying with a woman married to an
husband, then they shall both of them die, both the man that lay with the
woman and the woman.” So, that man didn’t have to put his wife away if
his wife was found lying with another man. Then, My Friends, that man and
that woman would be stoned to death and this man that she belonged to
wouldn’t have to put her away, because she would have been stoned to death.
He wouldn’t have to write her a bill of divorce. Whoever heard of a man
writing a dead woman a bill of divorce? Lev. 20:10—*‘And the man that com-
mitteth adultery with another man’s wife, even he that committeth adultery
with his neighbor’s wife, the adulterer and the adulteress shall surely be put
to death.” So that man wouldn’t have to divorce his wife, would he? Nor
stone her to death either. Somebody else is going to do it for him. Deut.
22:13-14, 20 and 21—“If any man take a wife, and go in unto her, and hate
her, and give occasions of speech against her ,and bring up an evil name upon
her, and say, I took this woman, and when I came to her, I found her not a
maid—if this thing be true, and the tokens of virginity be not found for the
damsel: then they shall bring out the damsel to the door of her father’s house,
and the men of her city shall stone her with stones that she die.” Brethren,
Sisters, and Friends, I want you to get that tonight. If that man took a woman
to be his wife, and when he went in to her he found she was not a virgin that
she had committed sex crimes before the marriage, then he was to bring her
before the elders of the city there; and, if that woman’s father could not
bring the tokens of her virginity and prove she was a virgin and that he
falsely accused her; then the men of that city were to stone that woman to
death. And that husband did not have to divorce the woman. So you see, Mt.
19:9 doesn’t apply to that, because here ‘whosoever shall dlvprce his wife ex-
cept it be for fornication and shall marry another committeth adultery.
But, My Friends, he doesn’t divorce his wife or stone her to death either un.
der the Law of Moses. If he found she was not a virgin when he married her,
then Friends, she was stoned to death. The men of the city, not he, did that.

i i ds of
All right, he said as long as the truth is perverted and comman
God are denied, I stand ready to defend the truth. Well, I stand reac!y forhit,
too, as long as the commands of God are denied. When a man denies w. l;:
Jesus said, “I say unto you, whosoever shall put away his wife, except it
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for fornication, and shall marry another, committeth adultery”—when a man
denies that, when Jesus said, I say that, and a man comes along and says I
deny that, then, My Friends, I stand ready to defend what Jesus said. Jesus
said, It has been said something else, but I say this. My Friends, Moses never
did give a law like Jesus gave in Mt. 19:9—“whosoever shall put away his
wife, except it be for fornication, and shall marry another, committeth adult-
ery: and whoso marrieth her which is put away doth commit adultery.” Why
if that be stoned to death, My Friends—let us just read that, if it be stoned
to death. Now, according to what he says that means stoned to death. SoI
will read it that way: Mt. 19:3, 8, and 9 (will be stoned to death). “The
Pharisees also came unto him, tempting him, and saying unto him, Is it
lawful for a man to stone his wife to death for every cause?”” Now, he said,
“put away” means “stoned to death,” so I am going to read it that way—
‘“stone his wife to death for every cause?’’—‘“He saith unto them, Moses be-
cause of the hardness of your hearts suffered you to stone your wives to
death: but from the beginning it was not so. And I say unto you, whosoever
shall stone his wife to death, except it be for fornication, and shall marry
another, committeth adultry; and whoso marrieth her that is stoned to
death doth commit adultry.” Brothers, Sisters, and Friends can’t you see
that woman was not stoned to death?” Because the man that put her away.
My Friends, he could marry another woman, and that woman could mar-
ry somebody else. She wasn’t stoned to death — not under the law of
Christ. And the Law of Moses could not be obeyed at that time, because,
My Friends, the children of Israel were under bondqge to the Romans,

and when Christ was being tried ,the Jews said, “It is not lawful for us
to put any man to death;”. So, Jesus wasn't te!limg them they cquld stone
a man to death. That was what they were trying to get Je§us in a pre-

dicament about. They brought a woman to Jesus taken in adultery in

the very act, and said, “Moses said that such a one should be stoned

to death, but what sayest thou” (Jn. 8:3-5). They thought Jesus would

say, “Go ahead and stone her to death.” If he had, then they would have

run over there to the Roman government and said, “Thl§ man Jesus is

teaching us to disobey the law that we are under.” And if he had said

“Don’t do it,” then, they would have gone to thq ruler‘ of the people and

said, “This man that has come in here is teaching things contrary to the

Law of Moses, teaching us not to pay any a_ttenhon to it.” So, no matter

which way he answered, he would have been in a predicament on that part.

Then again, he says, “The woman at the well had fn\_'c husbands, bus the

man that she was married to then was not .hcr husband” (Jn. 4:5—_18). Where

did you read she was married? The Bible dlc}n't say she was marnegi tg any-

body then. (Alexander from secat, “Jesus said she had him’’). He didn't say

she was married to him, though. He said, “The man that thou now hast is

not my husband.” He didn’t say, “The man that you are now ma.rnod to is

not your husband.” She had just taken up with that man, hadn't married

him. If she had married him, he would have been her husband, because when

a woman married a man, she becomes his wife, and he becomes her hus-

band! But He said the man you now have is not your husband. Therefore,

she had not been married; so don’t be putting words in Jesus’ mouth and

taking others out; put some in and take some out.

Then, he says, “What is fornication?’’ And he says, “A sex sin of a single
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person.” Then, he said, “Check the dictionary.” Well, I didn’t have to check

the dictionary; I just read to you in the Bible! Let us see what it was. God
said of His wife, ‘“Thou didst trust in thine own beauty, and playedst the
harlot because of thy renown, and pouredst out thy fornications on every one
that passed by; his it was” (Ezek. 16:15). Now, if you will read all of that,
you will find when he got married to her ,that he dressed her up in silk and
fine linen, that he put a bracelet on her arm and a necklace on her neck;
aqd. My Friends, he really had her dressed up pretty. Then, he said after all
this, after he had married her and dressed her up like this, he said, “Thou
didst trust in thine own beauty, and playedst the harlot—and pouredst out thy
tomlcgtion on every one that passed by; his it was.” So, God said his wife
committed fornication, and this brother comes up here and says God didn’t
know what fornication was; that when God married a woman, and dressed
that woman up in silk and fine linen, and got her to looking pretty, and she
b‘egan to trust in her own beauty and played the harlot, committed fornica-
tion; that God didn’t know what he was talking about. God said it was forni-
cation. What did she do? “Thou hast moreover multiplied thy fornication in
the land of Canaan’” (Ezek. 16:29). Why, she committed fornication in Egypt
before he ever brought her out of Egypt. And, then after he brought her out
of Egypt and brought her over into the land of Canaan, he said she multi-
plieq he; fornication, even in the land of Canaan. Just kept on committing
fornication. What was she doing all that time? He said, “As a wife that com-
mitteth adulte;y, which taketh strangers instead of her husband.” So, when
a wife commits adultery, taking strangers instead of her husband,—when
God’s wife did that, God said his wife committed fornication in the land of
Egypt and in the land of Canaan. After he married her, she committed forni-
cation. So, he said he put her away for that cause.

All right, let’s go a little further now. He said he read in the Law of
Moses of a single person committing adultery or fornication. We are not
dealing with that. We are dealing, My Friends, with married people. And I
read in God’s word where a married woman committed fornication, and
where that woman’s husband, which was God Almighty, said when she com-
mitted fornication in the land of Egypt and he brought her out of Egypt and
brought her over to Canaan, she committed fornication in the land of Ca-
naan. And he said, “I saw, when for all the causes whereby backsliding Israel
committed adultery” (Jer. 3:9). And he said, “I am married unto you.” So,
he was married to her when she committed adultery. And he said that adult-
ery committed by his wife was fornication. And he said when she did that,
¢ put her away, and I gave her a bill of divorce” (Jer. 3:8). And he said
after he divorced her, ‘‘She is not my wife, neither am I her husband (Ho-
sea 2:2). And Jesus said any man that put away his wife for any other cause
than what the heavenly Father put his wife away for, and marr{es another
commits adultery. Why, God Almighty, My Friends, wouldn’t live with a
woman that committed fornication. He put her away and gave her a bill of
divorce, and she went and married again—married apother man after God
divorced her. Then he said, “If put away for fornication, she was stoned to
death.” I've already read to you what a predicament that would get you in’:
get a man married to a woman that’s been stoned to death. But it doesn’t
say stoned to death. I have read many translations, one by Bro. ‘Rotherham,
then another one put out by Bro. Campbell, and others that say, ‘Whosoever
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shall divorce his wife except it be for fornication and shall marry another
committeth adultery.”

Then, he goes to Eccl. 3:14 where the preacher of old said, ‘I know that
whatsoever God doeth, it shall be for ever: nothing can be put to it, nor
anything taken from it:”” And, so he said, Now we can’t put a thing to what
God said and we can’t take a thing from it. That is right, but God can change
His law, can’t He? Can He, Brother Alexander? (Alexander from seat says,
“He never has changed what he fixed from the beginning’’). “He never has
changed what he fixed from the beginning,” he said, and now let me turn
with you to Jer. 31:31-33. God said, “‘Behold, the days come, saith the Lord,
that I will fhake a new covenant with the house of Israel, and with the house
of Judah: not according to the covenant that I made with their fathers in the
day that I took them by the hand to bring them out of the land of Egypt:
which my covenant they brake, although I was an husband unto them, saith
the LORD: But this shall be the covenant that I will make with the house of
Israel; After those days, saith the LORD, I will put my law in their inward
parts and write it in their hearts;”, etc. So, God said I am going to make a
new covenant, and it wen’t be like that one! Then, Paul comes along in the
Hebrew letter and says, “In that he saith, A new covenant, he hath made
the first old. Now that which decayeth and waxeth old is ready to vanish
away” (Heb. 8:13). Then, Paul said Jesus took the law out of the way, nail-
ing it to His cross (Col. 2:14). He sealed the new testament with His own
precious blood. Jesus said, “It was said by them of old time, Thou shalt not
commit adultery: But I say unto you—" (Mt. 5:27-28), and he went and added
something to it in His law. And I showed you in the Old Testament they had to
actually commit the crime to be adulterers; in the New Testament if they
would if they could, they were adulterers. There’s the addition that Jesus put
to it. The Law said, ‘“Thou shalt not Kkill;”” Jesus says, “If you're angry with
your brother, you are a murderer.” There’s the change that Jesus made.
The Old Law said, “Remember the Sabbath day to keep it holy”; in the New
Law, “Upon the first day of the week, the disciples came together to break
bread.” Jesus took the Law out of the way and He annulled the Sabbath. So,
My Friends, he made a lot of changes there. If he wasn’t going to make any
changes, there would be no need in giving us the New Law. The word “testa-
ment” means a will. And if a man has a will, and he makes a new will, and
the new will hasn’t got anything in it that was not in the old one, and hQS
everything in it that was in the old, what did he need with a new will? That's
why He made a new will, because he didn't like the old one. So, the Bible
says, “the law—was added because of transgressions, ’til the seed should
come” (Gal. 3:19), and says, “that seed was Christ” (Gal. 3:16). And, SO m
Hebrew 10:9, Jesus said, “Lo, I come to do thy will, O God. He taketh away¥
the first, that he may establish the sccond.” So He did take it away and then
gave us a new onc.

Then, Bro. Alexander says, “What would be the cost of trying to live by
Mt. 19:9?” Then, he gives Gal. 5:4, “Whosoever of you are justified by the
law; ye are fallen from grace.” And, so Bro. Alexander, you stand condeml}‘
2d, because you've just said there was no change made: and now he §§)S
if you try to live by the law, you are fallen from grace. “The law was given
by Moses, but grace and truth came by Jesus Christ” (John 1:17). And, Paul
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in the Roman letter says, “Ye are not under the law, but " (Rom-
ans 6:14), and he says, “What things soever the la'w saxyg:,ieilt. ﬁt? to(Rtl?em
who are under the law:” (Romans 3:19). So, the Bible says we are not under
the law; we are under grace. The law was given by Moses, but grace and
truth came by Jesus Christ. Now, if you try to be justified by the law, you
have fallen from grace. Therefore, he admitted that, My Friends, the law is
not binding; the law has been taken away. So we can’t live by the law; we've
got to live by the New Testament. Mt. 19:9, My Friends, is not in the Old
Testament and never was in the Old Testament. It never did tell a man to
divorce !us‘w1fe for committing fornication in the Old Testament. Because
Jesus said, ‘I say unto you.” I challenge Bro. Alexander, I challenge any man
that lives, to find where Jesus said, “it hath been said—But I say” and, My
Friends, what he said be in the Law of Moses. I challenge anybody to find it.

and the New Testaments. Then, he says, you don’t
. s ) 3 put new cloth on old gar-
;:n?tt (Mt..s.,lg), so He couldn’t be putting this new law on Moses’ law.g He
ad to wait ’til that law was taken out of the way, and then he gave us a
new garment completely. He didn’t just take a piece of new cloth and pin it

Now, he says in Mt. 7:12, “Whatsoever ye woul

you, do ye even as to them: for this is the lzw and %?;:.oxg:;sskog(l)d .(Iigsutg
was teaching the law and the prophets in Mt. 5, that’s what Brt;. Ale;:ander
sas,rs—'that Jesus was teaching the law and the prophets in Mt. 5. All right
let’s Jus§ turn back' there and read where I was reading to you awhile ago If
!1e had just t::tken time to notice what I said and jotted it down and replied to
it, he wouldn’t have gotten himself in this predicament, that Jesus was teach-
ing the I;aw of Moses in Mt. 5. Let’s see now what Jesus was teaching. Mt
5:38-39, “Ye have heard that it hath been said, An eye for an eye, and a'
tooth for a tooth:” Now, where did you see that? In the Law of Moses, in
Exodus 21:24, Lev. 24:10, and Deut. 19:21. Now, Jesus says that's what has
been said in the Law of Moses, “But I say unto you, That ye resist not evil:”
Bro. Alexander, that didn’t sound like Moses, did it? Moses said if anybody
punches out your eye, you punch his eye out. Moses said, “an eye for an
eye, ’?nd a tooth for a tooth:”, but Jesus says, “I say unto you,—resist not
evil:”’. Don’t you do it. Jesus says, “I’m giving you a new law, now don’t
live b_y.Moses’ law. But you’ve got to wait until my law comes into effect.
I'm giving you my law now, and it will go into effect when I die on Calvary,”
as you can find in other verses of the Bible. So, again in Mt. 5:33-34, “It
hath been said by them of old time, Thou shalt not forswear thyself—But I
say unto you, Swear not at all;”’. The Old Testament, My Friends, told a man
if he swore an oath, he had to stay by that oath; but Jesus said, don’t you
swear at all. There’s a contrast there. He wasn’t teaching Moses’ Law; He
was telling them what Moses’s law said and then telling them, ‘“this is what
I say though”—giving you another law.

Then, He says, ‘‘Moses—suffered you to put away your wives: but from
the beginning it was not so” (Mt. 19:8). Now, what did Moses allow them to
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put away their wives for that was not so from the beginning? Why, we'll turn
back up there and read what they asked him. “Is it lawfulg for a &f;'f. to put
away his wife for every cause?” (Mt. 19:3). Can a man divorce his wife for
anything he wants to? And Jesus said, “Moses because of the hardness of
your hearts suffered you to put away your wives;”—that is, for every cause
(Mt. 19:3 & 8). But, “I say unto you,” now, He'’s telling you what I'm going
to say. Moses didn’t say this; this is what I'm saying. “Whosoever shall put
away his wife, except it be for fornication, and shall marry another, com-
mitteth adultery:” (Mt. 19:9). Now, Moses said you could put her aw'ay for
every cause, but from the beginning it was not so, and so I say unto you—
I'm telling you how it was from the beginning. From the very beginning, evi-
dently, God would let a man divorce his wife for fornication, because God
divorced his wife for fornication— (Ez 16:15 & 32 & Jer. 3:8). He wouldn’t
tell us, we couldn’t divorce our wife for fornication, when he had di-
vorced his wife for fornication. And so, Bro. Alexander goes to Ezek-
iel and says God didn't say it was fornication, but adultery, to take an-
other than her husband. But, I read to you in plain simple words in
the Bible where God said of his wife, “thou didst trust in thine own
beauty, (Ezekiel 16:15). God said, “I am married unto you” (Jer.
3:14); He said, ‘“thou becamest mine” (Ezekiel 16:8); then, after
He said, ‘“thou becamest mine,” He said, “thou didst trust in thine own beau-
ty; and playedst the harlot—Thou hast also committed fornication with the
Egyptians—Thou hast moreover multiplied thy fornication in the land of
Canaan—and pouredst out thy fornications on every one that passed by’
(Ezek. 16:8-29); and He said, “I had put her away, and given her a bill of
divorce;” (Jer. 3:8). He didn’t say I stoned you to death; he said I put you
away, I divorced you. And then, My Friends, the Bible says she went and
married again. If He had stoned her to death, she couldn’t have married
again (Hosea 2:2-7). God divorced His wife for committing fornication, and
she went and married again. And Jesus says, ‘“Whosoever divorces his wife,
except for fornication,” just like God divorced His wife for fornication, if he
does and somebody comes and marries that woman that was divorced for
some other cause than fornication, that man will commit adultery. But if that
man divorced his wife for committing fornication, and she goes and marries
another man, then, My Friends, he doesn’t commit fornication. But if that
word put away meant stoned to death, then, My Friends, nobody could have
married that woman. So, stoned to death is not the meaning of put away, but
divorce is the meaning of put away.

In Mark 10:12, “if a woman shall put away her husband, and be married
to another, she committeth adultery.” That doesn’t have a thing in the world
to do with what we're talking about tonight. We agree on that unless God
puts an exception there, and then accept the exception. “Whosoever put-
teth away his wife, and marrieth another, committeth adultery,” it says in
Luke 16:18. But, in Mt. 19:9 we find an exception, just as I have showed you
the contrast. So, you can't get it all in one verse. Do like the preacher did, a
little here and a little there. “He—sought out, and set in order many pro-
verbs” (Eccl. 12:9). Don’t try to make one scripture contradict another. My
Friends, if onc says belicve on the Lord Jesus Christ and thou shalt be saved,
and another says, except ye repent ye shall all likewise perish, we know
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you've got to believe and repent in order to be saved (Acts 16:31 & Luke
13:3-5). So, he says let not the wife put away her husband and let not the
husband put away his wife, and I say AMEN. But if, the husband or wife
commits fornication, God gives that party a right to divorce because of for-
nication. And, so once more I read to you Mt. 19:8-9, “Moses because of the
hardness of your hearts suffered you to put away your wives: but from the
bqginmng it was not so. And I say unto you, Whosoever shall put away his
wife, except it be for fornication, and shall marry another, committeth adult-
ery and ,v’vhoso marrieth her which is put away (Jesus said) doth commit
adultery.” And so, you see, that word does not mean stoned to death. Re-
member those exceptions I gave you therc again in Mt. 5:27-28, “It was said
by them of old time, Thou shalt not commit adultery: But I say unto you,
'['pat winzoever looketh on a woman to lust alier her hath committed adultery
with her already in his heart.” So, we find that Jesus in His personal ministry
was making hls new will; but the Bible says, ‘A testament is of force after
men are degd 4 (Hgb. 9:17). And, so on the night of His betrayal, He took the
cup and said, “This cup is the new testament in my blood:* (1 Cor. 11:25)
meaning ;h.ls cup represents the new testament that will be sealed, dedi-
cated, ratified in my blood that will be shed on Calvary’s cross when'I take
the law out of the way and nail it to the cross, and the law wiu' no longer be

?Th?ﬂl%;ygzt what I say unto you will be what you’ll live by from then on.

L. K. ALEXANDER’S SECOND NEGATIVE

Brother Miller, Moderators, Brethren, and Fricnds: I am sti
w;th you tonight and have this opportunity to defend the trtsxttlhll l;aggget‘?ebﬁ
w1}l be easy for you to see what the truth is, where the Bible stands. Brother
B{hller accused me of not dealing with the Scriptures. We're going to take
time to read them patiently and look at them now. Quoting the fifth chapter
of I_VIalthow, and we’ll come back to the 22nd chapter of Deut. and some other
scriptures after that. First of all, let us get the term fornication clear in our
mlpds. I told you a while ago that fornication for a physical act of human
bcm_gs 1s a sex sin of unmarried people. I told you that spiritually speaking,
formcatxop is used to mcan unfaithfulness to God. That’s right! Fornication
in a spiritual sense means unfaithfulness to God. I challenge Bro. Miller or
gnybody to show one scripture that ever says that a woman in the flesh that
is married to a man in the flesh commits anything except adultery when she
goes to another man. That’s right! Any scripturc in the old Bible or the
new. And that’s another thing. You notice that Bro. Miller has stayed exclu-
sively in the old Bible through all of his last thirty minutes; and he doesn’t
get out into the New Testament at all. He deals with all of that that came
back there before the cross, before Jesus went to the cross with the old
law. He doesn’t get out into the New and give us the law of grace, just
doesn’t deal with it at all. I still say that fornication in the spiritual sense
is unfaithfulness to God. Fornication in a physical sense for human beings is
sex sin before marriage. And it’s adultery when a woman that is scriptural-
ly married to a man has sex relations with any man other than her hus-
band, whether she has divorce papers or whether she doesn’t have them.
It’s adultery right on, and that’s what it is. That’s exactly what the Bible
says.
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Now, let’s come to Matthew the fifth chapter and read sdme of the things

’ ‘there again that Bro. Miller was reading. ‘Ye have heard that it was said
‘by them of old time,” no, he didn’t read that in Mt. not to kill (Mt. 5:21). He

got on down a little further and started with this one. ‘““Ye have heard that it

‘was said by them of old time, Thou shalt not commit adultery: But I say
_unto you, That whosoever looketh on a woman to lust after her hath com-

mitted adultery with her already in his heart” (Mt. 5:27-28). All right, now,
the law said “Thou shalt not commit adultery,” that’s what the law says.

. “Thou shalt not commit adultery;”. Now, Jesus explains just how far-reach-

ing or how deep adultery is. They didn’t have to commit the overt act to com-
mit adultery, but if they just looked on a woman to lust after and wished they
could, it was adultery. Don’t you see? And they were guilty before God. Now,
the law says, ‘“Thou shalt not commit adultery;”. If you lust on a woman, you
commit adultery. Is that anything in contrast to the law? Is that anything
new? Why, certainly not! Nothing new there. The law says no adultery, and

“"Jesus is just showing you exactly what adultery is. Of course, anybody knew

that if a man went out and had sex relations with a woman that was another
man’s wife, or if he had a wife, and went out and had relations with another
woman, that it would be adultery. But, if he just lusted after her in his heart,

- just longed to do that thing, it’s adultery. Don’t you see? And, that’s in keep-
"ing with the law, nothing in contrast to the law there. Don’t you see? Noth-
ing at all.

Now he read also, “Again, ye have heard that it hath been said by them
of old time, Thou shalt not forswear thyself,” (Mt. 5:33); no, I don’t believe
he read that one. ‘“Ye have heard that it hath been said, An eye for an eye,
and a tooth for a tooth: But I say unto you, That ye resist not evil: but

" whosoever shall smite thee on thy right cheek, turn to him the other also”

(Mt. 5:38-39). Now, let’s see the whole thing there. Brother Miller made the
mistake of saying that the law said that if a man punched out my eye that
I could punch out his eye. The law didn’t say that, Brother Miller. The law
didn’t say that. The law of Moses never did give a man the right to get
personal revenge. ‘“‘Venegance is mine; I will repay, saith the Lord” (Rom.
12:19). And the law never did give a man the right to get personal revenge.
But, if under the law of Moses, one man walked to another and punched his
eye out, then if the law was carried out the man that did the punching out of
the other man’s eye was brought to court, he was tried, and if he was proven
guilty, then the officials of the law stoned that man to death and the fellow
that had his eye punched out did not do it. The law of Moses was to teach
the people and that’s all that Jesus was bringing out here is that you do to the
other man as you want him to do to you. The seventh of Mt. we quoted
awhile ago, “Whatsoever ye would that men should do to you, do ye even
S0 to them: for this is the law and the prophets™ (Mt. 7:12). In the law of
Moses those laws that God gave, the stoning to death for fornication, for
adultery, and for the many things that they were stoned to death for, and the
punching out of an eye if you punched the other man’s eye out, that was
just teaching the people that if I should walk up to Bro. Palmer and punch
out his eye, I would be saying by that act that I wanted my eye punched out.
Don't you sec? If I should violate and trespass on my neighbor's marriage
bed it would be meaning that I wanted him to trespass and violate my mar-
rlage bed. That was the law of Moses. And that was what Jesus was bring-
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ing out here in the fifth chapter of Mt. that if you do these #8s, it is just
saying that you want that done to you. Now, for the law is, yo¥ 'O always to
the other man or to the other person, exactly like you wan , to do to
you. No violation, not even here when, “I say unto you.” Jesu® tJust show-
ing the spirit of things, how far-reaching it was, and how deeP s Went, and
the very desire of the heart was a violation of the law of M05%;* And God’s
the one that’s going to judge in the end; not the law of Moses'as“t God him-
self. And God does not tolerate adultery even though the act P Ia Never been
committed; neither under the law of Moses; neither under theme"' of grace.
Don’t you see? Well, so much for those few scriptures there wn' I believe
that definitely gives you the meaning, that under the law he "3s trying to
get the people to see that they were to deal with the other pers?" always like
they would love to be dealt with.

I believe that I thoroughly answered the questions that he 83Ve here the
first time, but I guess we might as well review a little bit, sin°® Bro, Miller
either missed the points or was trying to confuse your mind 0" Way or the
other. So, we’ll go back and look at them a little bit. “DOES ‘EXIQEPT IT BE
FOR FORNICATION’ HAVE NO MEANING HERE? All right, Jt's go back
to the law and see, “‘except it be for fornication.” Right back to the 22nq chap-
ter of Deut.: “If any man take a wife, and go in unto her,” (Deyt. 29- 15).
All right, evidently she was his wife before he went in unto H€T. Don’t you
see? And the scripture will bear that out when Joseph was SO discouraged
about Mary when he thought that she had been guilty of a S°X sin before
they came together. But the Lord appeared to him and said, Joseph, thou
son of David, fear not to take unto thee Mary thy wife: for that Which is con-
ceived in her is of the Holy Ghost. And she shall bring forth a 590, anqd thoy
shalt call his name JESUS: for he shall save his people from thelr sins» (¢,
1:20-21). She was his wife the scripture says, before he had I€latignsg with
her. Now, let’s get back to the law. “If any man take a wife, 34 go in unto
her, and hate her, And give occasions of speech against her, an bl’ing up an
evil name upon her, and say, I took this woman, and when I ¢2e to her, I
found her not a maid; Then shall the father of the damsel, and her mother,
take and bring forth the tokens of the damsel’s virginity unto the elders of
the city in the gate: And the damsel’s father shall say unto the ;ders, I gave
my daughter unto this man to wife, and he hateth her; And, lo, 1€ hatl} given
occasions of speech against her, saying, 1 foungi not thy daughter @ maid; and
yet these are the tokens of my daughter’s virginity. And they Shall spread
the cloth before the elders of the city. And the eldets_ of.that city shall take
that man and chastise him; And they shall amerce him in an hundred shek-
els of silver, and give them unto the father of the damsel, beCause pe hath

brought up an evil name upon a virgin of Israel: and she shall be his wife;
he may not put her away all his days” (Deu_t. 22:13-19). Now, up to that
point she was proven a virgin. She was his wife and_he could not put her
away all the days of his life. Now, let’s see what about if she were not proven
a virgin, but rather if it was proven in the absence of the tokens of her vir-
ginity that she was not a virgin, what would happen? And Bro. Miller said
awhile ago that I said that that man stoned her to death..I did not say that.
- I did not say it. I read you exactly what the scripture said, .and we're going
to read it again. Never did I say that a man could turn right around and
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punch out the man’s eye that punched his eye out. I didn’t say that. Bro.

Miller is the one that said it. The scripture didn't say it. I said, pointing out
to him what the scripture said. Now, let’s see what was done if she was
proven guilty. “But if this thing be true, and the tokens of virginity be not
found for the damsel: Then they shall bring out (“THEY, that’s where I
read to you awhile ago; I didn’t say that man stoned her to death). THEY
shall bring out the damsel to the door of her father’s house, and the men of
her city shall stone her with stones that she die: because she hath wrought
folly in Israel ,to play the whore in her father’s house: so shalt thou put evil
away from among you” (Deut. 22:20-21). What did he do? She was put away.
Now, who was the instigator of her being put away? The man that had mar-
ried her and brought accusation against her. That’s where he put her away;
that’s the way he put her away. He brought her up and she was proven
guil.'ty; she was stoned to death, to put away evil out of the city. Don’t you
see?

Now, Bro. Miller has also just assumed that to put away means nothing
except divorce. But, he can’t prove that. He can’t prove it. Here, put away
definitely means that the accusation was brought against her, she was proven
guilty and stoned to death. Don’t you see? And when he jumps over there and
reads that “WHOSO MARRIETH HER WHICH IS STONED TO DEATH DOTH
COMMIT ADULTERY” (Mt. 19:9), he’s just trying to confuse your minds.
That’s all, just trying to confuse your minds. Let’s take exactly what the
Scripture says. We have already proven to you that this portion of scripture
Mt. 19:9, must go along, must harmonize with the law of Moses. Otherwise,
I still maintain that Jesus says, “Whosoever therefore shall break one of these
least commandments, and shall teach men so, he shall be called the least
in the kingdom of heaven” (Mt. 5:19). So, if Mt. 19:9 was in contrast to ﬂ}e
law of Moses, then Jesus was at that time, while the law of Moses was still
in effect, teaching people contrary—to do contrary to the law of Moses.

Right in connection with that we want to look at the 23rd chapter of Mt.

. Where Jesus says, “The scribes and the Pharisces sit in Moses’ seat: All

therefore whatsoever they bid you observe, that observe and do;”. What?
“The scribes and the Pharisees sit in Moses’ seat: All therefore w!mtsoever
they bid you observe, that observe and do; but do not ye after their works:
for they say, and do not” (Mt. 23:2-3). Now, if Jesus told the people to do
exactly as the scribes and Pharisces taught because they were teaching the
law of Moses, and then over here taught contrary to the law of Moses, Jesus
contradicted himself in His teachings. Don’t you sce? And, Jesus didn’t dcz
that. “God is not the author of confusion, but of peace, as in all churches of
the saints” (1 Cor. 14:33).

Now, we’re going back to Deut. 22 and read on a little bit there after the
fornication part we read to you. “If a man be found_L\'mg with a woman
married to an husband, then they shall both of them dic, both the man that
lay with the woman, and the woman: so shalt thou put away evil from Is-
rael” (Deut. 22:22). Now, if a man’s wife was found, actually caught, with
another man, then if the law was carried out that man had no occasion what-
Soever for trying to put her away or anything of the kind, because she was
stoned to death. He had nothing to do with it. Don’t you see? He had noth-
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ing to do with it. Now that was adultery, that was not fornication (Let’s get
that in our mind.) if a woman that’s already married to a man, they’re liv-
ing together as husband and wife, be found lying with another man. Now,
the fornication clause here in the 22nd chapter of Deut. where the man
brought an occasion of speech against her, she had had sex experiences with-
out being caught until she came to the time of marriage. Don’t you see? If
she had been caught out there committing fornication, then the law would
have been enacted and she would not have been marrying this man. Don’t
you see? That was a secret sex sin. But when she got married, the man
found out she was not a maid, and he brought accusation against her; he
put her away by bringing the accusation, and the law being fulfilled; she was
stoned to death. But, let us understand that if a woman that’s living with a
man is caught with another man, that is adultery. It’s not fornication; its
adultery. And Jesus never did say anything about a man putting away a
wife for adultery and marrying another. Never did Jesus say a word about a
man putting away a wife for adultery and marrying another woman. Fornica-
tion is the only thing he mentions, and we’ve already read you the law, how
she was put away for fornication and the man could marry another. She

was proven guilty, stoned to death, and death always frees from the marriage _

bonds.

All right, “But if a man find a betrothed damsel in the field, and the
man force her, and lie with her: then the man only that lay with her shall
die: But unto the damsel thou shalt do nothing; there is in the damsel no sin
worthy of death: for as when a man riseth against his neighbour, and
slayeth him, even so is this matter: For he found her in the field, and the
betrothed damsel cried, and there was none to save her” (Deut. 22:25-27).
All right, now let’s see that by itself. Here is a damsel now that was be-
trothed to a man; she didn’t come to him yet; they hadn’t come together.
But another man found her out there in the field alone where there wasn’t
anybody to help her, and he forced her. He committed rape. What happened?
That man was stoned to death, but it was taken for granted; you know God
had a great respect for woman there. He had enough respect for that woman
for it to be assumed that she did all in her power to keep that thing from
happening and the man just forced her and raped her. Don’t you see? The
man was stoned to death, but nothing was done to the woman. You know,
women today ought to realize that and appreciate the trust and confidence
that God has placed in them, that they never give themselves over to such
violence, such corruption, such sin as to be guilty of fornication or adult-
ery. That’s right. God put a high esteem on woman, didn’t he? He gave her a
high honor there, that if she was found in the field and the man forced her
or had relations with her it was assumed that she cried and wanted to be de-
livered and there was nobody to deliver her. And God let her go free, but
the man was put to death.

All right, “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 hath humbled her, he may not put her
away all his days” (Deut. 22:28-29). All right, she wasn't betrothed to any
man whatsoever. He found her and lay with her, then they had to marry;
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she was his wife, and he could not put her away all his days. Now, suppose
that woman had been unfaithful to that man. Well, of course, if they were
caught and proven guilty, we know that under the law of Moses they were
stoned to death. But, under the law of grace, they are not stoned to death.

But, we want to see another scripture there. No, I think we’d better spend
the rest of our time dealing with the statement that Bro. Miller made when
he said God changed. God changed. You know the scripture says, ““Thou art
the same yesterday, today, and forever.” The same, how long? “Yesterday,
and today, and forever” (Heb. 13:8). Thou changeth not. God doesn’t change:
God never has changed, and God never will change. All right, let’s see about
that then. He said God changed when he made a new covenant with the
house of Israel. Did God change? No, God didn’t change. How do we know
he didn’t? Let’s just turn to the 4th chapter of Hebrews and we’ll see exactly
how we know that God didn’t change. “For we which have believed do enter
into rest, as he said, As I have sworn in my wrath, if they shall enter into
my rest: although the works were finished from the foundation of the
world”’ (Heb. 4:3). When was it finished? From the foundation of the world.
Did God change when he gave a new covenant to the house of Israel? No,
God had it fixed from the beginning. God’s works were finished from the
foundation of the world. “I know that, whatsoever God doeth, it shall be for
ever: nothing can be put to it, nor any thing taken from it” (Eccl. 3:14). God
fixed the law of divorce and remarriage from the foundation of the world;
He made one flesh and said man cannot put it asunder. When was it fixed?
“The works were finished from the foundation of the world. For he spake
in a certain place of the seventh day on this wise, And God did rest the
seventh day from all his works” (Heb. 4:34). The law of grace was fixed
from the foundation of the world, Bro. Miller. The scripture plainly says it
was. And when God gave the new covenant to the house of Israel, He was
only fulfilling and completing that which He had already fixed. Nothing
could be put to it nor anything taken from it.

But, let’s come again to the 15th chapter of the book
there what he says about it. “Known unto God are all ?:i\s ﬂio‘:gsﬁ?ni suc]g
beginning of the world” (Acts 15:18). What? “Known unto God are all his
works from the foundation of the world.” The fact that God is \vork" g out
laws. When God gave the new law to the peopl N

. A i e, to the le i AN
law. But with Gpd it was nothing new. He fixed it from tll)l?})ounl(tia‘:izfx %fntbl:‘e
world. ““After this I will return, and will build again the tabernacle of David

which is fallen down; and I will build again the ruins there il se
it up: That the residue of men might seck after the I_tolx(:(li\ (T\fnd“}:lll Iﬂ:‘emG:;l‘
tiles, upon whom my name is called, saith the Lord, who doeth all these
things. Known unto God are all his works from the beginning of the world”
(Acts 15:16-18). There was nothing new with God. He had it fixed from
the beginning. Again ,the scripture says that, “God chose us in Christ Jonus
before the world was.” Before the world was, yes, God had it fived from the
beginning. Nothing can be added to it nor anything taken from it. What was
one of the things that he fixed? That man and woman, two people that are
frec to marry, become married. They are one flesh, and man cannot dissolve
it. He can’t do it. All he can do is adulterate it. He cannot dissolve it. And
any relations with another man or woman is adultery. That’s exactly what
adultery is. It's to adulterate that that you already have, and not do away
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with it or make it cease to exist. But, just adulterate. That’s why it was
adultery.

1 say again that I challenge Bro. Miller or anybody to show one scripture

that ever says that a woman that takes another man other than her hus-
band, ones that are already living as husband and wife does anything more
than commit adultery when she takes another man. That’s right. Nothing more
thgn adultery when she takes another man. Divorce and remarriage is hard-
ening of heart, hardness of heart. And a hardened heart separates from the
grace of God, will pass into eternal destruction. God has declared that those
with hardened hearts cannot enter into His rest. ‘““And whosoever marrieth
her that is divorced, committeth adultery.” Because of hardness of heart,
hardness of heart. That’s right. ‘“Moses because of the hardness of your
heart, suffered you this precept.” Never was commanded, just tolerated it
for a little while, and never endured. Tomorrow night, I trust from the bot-
tom of my heart that we’ll get into the law of grace and quit trying to prove
an exception by the law of Moses. Get into the law of grace and see exact-
ly what the law of grace teaches. What the law of grace teaches, because
that’s what we’re living under. That’s what we’re going to be judged by, and
if we don’t know and do the law of grace, Christ is no good to us. No good
to us. We thank you.

L. K. ALEXANDER’S FIRST AFFIRMATIVE

Bro. Miller, Moderators, Brethren, and Friends, just as last evening, let us
say to begin with this evening that we’re mighty happy to have this privi-
lege of being with you to study together the subject that is before us. Cer-
tainly, we appreciate the presence of each and every one here, and it is my
complete endeavor to examine God’s word tonight to see exactly what the
truth is on this subject that has just been read. “THE SCRIPTURES TEACH
THAT PEOPLE TODAY CANNOT DIVORCE FOR ANY CAUSE AND MARRY
ANOTHER WITHOUT COMMITTING ADULTERY.”

Now, we're going to begin right now and I'm going to give Bro. Miller a
copy of the outline that I have prepared for our study and discussion tonight,
that it will be more convenient for him to keep up and give consideration to
the things that we are studying tonight. Last evening, you will recall that we
spent a great deal of time with Mt. 19:9 and back in the old law. We’re going
to begin with Mt. 19:9 tonight and move forward into the law of grace, see
exactly what the law of grace is concerning divorce and remarriage. Now,
the stated clause, ‘except it be for fornication” in Mt. 19:9 means excluding
fornication. “Whosoever shall divorce his wife for any cause (or put away
his wife for any cause), excluding fornication, (that is, fornication does not
enter into it) and shall marry another committeth adultery: and whosoever
marrieth her that is divorced doth commit adultery.” So, a woman has never
been given a bill of divorcement for fornication. We pointed out last evening
definitely that under the law of Moses where fornication applied that she was
stoned to death. So, a dead woman has never been given a bill of divorce-
ment, and it would be a foolish thing indeed to even suppose that anybody
would attempt to give a dead woman a bill of divorcement or for anybody
to even assume that anybody had said that a dead woman was given a bill
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of divorcement. Now, the scripture has never taught, and I have never said
anything that intimated that a dead woman ever recgel;ved a bill of divorcement.
A bill of divorcement has always been given a living woman, and always un-
der the law of Moses for some cause other than fornication i)ecause she was
stoned to death for fornication. !

Now, realizing that a bill of divorcement was given for

than fornication, we have a question here to consgilder. If aS(l)llll:x c;ll;ts):eo:lvliz
has b'een sexually faithful, divorces her and marries another, does that free
the divorced woman to marry another person? Now, let’s get that straight. A
woman has been sexually faithful to her husband, but in spite of her fafth—
fulness, he divorces her and marries another woman. Is that divorced woman
free to marry another man? Do the scriptures teach that that divorced woman
that has been faithful to her husband has the right to marry another man

And then, in consideration of that, we want to ask this question. Does sexual
unfaithfulness dissolve the one flesh made by marriage? We pointed out last
evening, you remember, that ‘from the beginning of the creation God made
them male and female. For this cause shall a man leave his father and
mother, and cleave to his wife; And they twain shall be one flesh so then
they are no more twain, but one flesh. What therefore God hath joined to-
gether, let not man put asunder” (Mark 10:6-9). Does sexual unfaithfulness
dissolve that one flesh? And, if it does, what is adultery? If sexual unfaith-
fulness dissolves the one flesh, what is adultery? Now, let us look at these
three questions a little fuller tonight. If sexual unfaithfulness dissolves the
one flesh, then there is no such sin as adultery. But the scripture plainly
teaches that there is adultery, because in the fifteenth chapter of Matthew
we plainly read, “For out of the heart proceed evil thoughts, murders, adult-
eries, fornications, thefts, false witness, blasphemies” (Mt. 15:19). We want
to see plainly that the sin of adultery, as we pointed out last evening in the
words of Jesus, first of all has its place or its part, or exists in the heart, in
the mind of a man; and because adultery is in his heart, then the overt act
is just the result of the adultery that was already there. So, there is the sin
of adultery. What is adultery, then? Adultery is the adulterating of the mar-
riage bed. The bringing in of the third party is to adulterate the two; but it
does not dissolve. Please get it. Adultery does not dissolve. Sexual unfaith-
fulness does not dissolve the marriage, the one flesh. It only adulterates it.
It just mixes something to that one flesh that exists, and does not dissolve
it. Let me emphasize again that if unfaithfulness dissolves the one flesh, then
there could not possibly be the sin of adultery. But the Bible plainly teaches,
as we have shown, that there is adultery. All right, then, if this woman that
was put away that had been sexually faithful to her husband, if unfaithful-
ness dissolves the marriage bonds, then that woman would be absolutely
free because her husband was unfaithful to her. But let’s hear the words of
Jesus. Every time that Jesus cver spoke of a man marrying a woman that
was divorced or put away, he said it is adultery. It is adultery. And that’s )
question we have here for Bro. Miller’s consideration. Is it not true that every
time Jesus spake of a man’s marrying a divorced woman, that he said it was

adultery?

We are going to call your attention briefly to four statements of Jesus,
or four different recordings of His statement along this line. The first one,
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of course, is in the fifth chapter of the book of Matthew, and He says there,
‘Whosoever shall marry her that is divorced committeth adultery” (Mt. 5:32).
“Whosoever shall marry her that is divorced committeth adultery.” So, it's
quite possible to commit adultery. What is adultery? It’s mixing something
with the one flesh that God made when two peox_)le became husband and
wife; not dissolving it, but mixing something with it. What mixes that? For
another man to marry a woman that’s divorced from her .husband. Mt. 19:9,
“and whoso marrieth her which is put away doth commit adultery.” Mark
10:11-12, “And he saith unto them, Whosoever shall put away his wife, and
marry another, committeth adultery against her. And if a woman shall pl}!:
away her husband, and be married to another, she committeth adultery.

And then in Lk. 16:18, He plainly states there as in t!le other, ‘“Whosoever
marrieth her that is put away from her husband committeth adultery.” Com-
mitteth adultery. So, now we see that it is. “Whosoever marr@eth her that is
put away from her husband committeth adultery.” So, every time a.divorced
woman marries another man, other than her husband, §he commits adult-
ery and he commits adultery. It is adultery and not a dissolving of the one

flesh.

Bro. Miller, the next question we have for you, Can you give one scrip-
ture in the New Testament that commands to divorce a person for sexual
unfaithfulness? Can you give one scripture in the New Testament that com-
mands to divorce a person, husband or wife, for sexual unfaithfulness? If you
cannot, then you are wasting your time when you even propose to teach
people that it’s all right to divorce and remarry; because we'’re not to bother
with anything except the commands of our Lord and Saviour, Jesus Christ.
Matthew 28:18-20, “And Jesus came and spake unto them, saying, All power
is given unto me in heaven and in earth. Go ye therefore, and teach all na-
tions, baptizing them in the name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the
Holy Ghost: Teaching them to observe all things whatsoever I have com-
manded you: and, lo, I am with you alway, even unto the end of the world.”
Then, we get over in Rev. 22:4, “Blessed are they that do his command-
ments,’”’. Who? Those that do His commandments. I have to worry about
nothing except doing exactly the commandments of my Lord and Saviour,
Jesus Christ, and when I do his commandments, I face judgment with a clear
conscience and with a great hope, to hear Him say, “Well done, thou good
and faithful servant: thou hast been faithful over a few things—enter thou
into the joy of thy lord.” (Mt. 25:21). “Blessed are they that do his com-
mandments, that they may have right to the tree of life, and may enter in
through the gates into the city. For without are dogs, and sorcerers, and
whoremongers, and murderers, and idolaters, and whosoever loveth and
maketh a lie” (Rev. 22:14-15). Whosoever loveth and maketh a lie, what?
Those tha.t do his commandments are going to be on the inside of the city,
thgy’re going to be permitted to go through the gates, they're going to be per-
mitted to partake of the fruit of the tree of life, and drink of the water of
the river of life, bask in the sunlight of God’s love in all the ceaseless ages
of eternity, while those who dabble, spend time with those things that are
not commanded by the Lord are going to be on the outside in that place of
outer qarkness where there’s weeping and wailing and gnashing of teeth in
all the ceaseless ages of eternity where the worm dieth not and the fire is not
quenched. That’s right. Blessed are they that do his commandments.
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All right, let’s see about the commands of our Lord, then, in regard to
divorce and remarriage. Yes, the command is the important thing. What did
the Lord command? We are to observe all things as we’ve already pointed
out that He commanded. What is the command of the Lord concerning di-
vorce and remarriage? Let’s please look at 1 Cor. 7:10-11, “I command, yet
not I, but the Lord, (I command you, the apostle Paul writes) Let not the
wife depart from her husband: But and if she depart, let her remain unmar-
ngd, "or be ,reconcxled to her husband; and let not the husband put away his
wife. 'I,‘ha_t s the command of the Lord. No man can add to it nor take from
it. That’s it for time and eternity. What’s the command? ‘“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.':
Oh! When a man gets married, when he stands before the preacher or the
off'iciatmg agency, and says “I do” to those vows that are given unto him
he’s got a wife, and he’s bound to her until death dissolves the marriagé
bond:s. The only thmg that’ll ever dissolve it is death, ’til flesh ceases to be.
That’s right. Death is the only thing that will dissolve it. All right, let’s see
then. How long is the wife bound to her husband? How long? Let’s look in
seventh chapter of Romans and we’ll see how long the wife is bound to her
husband. “Know ye not, brethren, for I speak to them that know the law,
how that t!xe law hath dominion over a man as long as he liveth? For the
woman which hath an husband is bound by the law to her husband so long
as he liveth (How long is a woman bound by law unto her husband? ‘So long
as he liveth.’) but if the husband be dead, she is loosed from the law of her
husband. So then if, while her husband liveth, she be married to another
man, she shall be called an adulteress:’’ What’s she going to be? What? “If,
while her husband liveth, she be married to another man, she shall be called
an adulteress:”’ but if the husband be dead, she is loosed from the law of her
husband.” When is she loosed from the law of her husband? When he’s dead!
And I challenge anybody to show me a scripture that says she’s loosed any
other time. That's right. She’s bound by the law unto the husband so long
as the husband liveth! And she’s an adulteress—There is the sin of adultery
then again before us, isn’t it? What is adultery? It’s marrying the third per-
son when the husband or wife is still living. That’s right. Marrying the third
person when the husband or wife is still living. What is the wife called, then,
if she marries another while her husband liveth? We’ve answered. She’s call-

ed an adulteress.

Can an adulteress inherit the kingdom of heaven? Now, Bro. DeWitt told
you to begin with, this is a serious question before us tonight. This is a seri-
ous thing, indeed. It's going to mean the difference between heaven and hell
for some people. That’s right. Can an adulterer inherit the kingdom of
heaven? We invite your attention to 1 Cor. 6:9-10, and we’ll see whether or not
an adulterer can inherit the kingdom of heaven. “Know ye not that the un-
righteous shall not inherit the kingdom of God? Be not deceived: neither
fornicators, nor idolaters, nor adulterers, nor effeminate, nor abusers of
themselves with mankind, Nor thicves, nor covetous, nor drunkards, nor re-
vilers, nor extortioners, shall inherit the Kingdom of God.” Just can’t be
done. No adulterers can inherit the kingdom of God. That’s one reason that
Jesus said when he taught them that anybody that divorced and married
committed adultery. And the disciples even said to Him, “If the case of the
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) with his wife, it is not good to marry” (Mt. 19:10). Jesus said,
El:nn lx:’:erzchannot receive this saying, save they to whom it is given. For
there are some eunuchs, which were so born from their mother’s womb;
and there are some eunuchs, which were made eunuchs of men: and there
be eunuchs, which have made themselves eunuchs for the kingdom of heaven’s
sake” (Mt. 19:11-12). If a man has to make himself a eunuch for the kingdom
of heaven’s sake, he far better make himself a eunuch than to live with a
woman in adultery and sin and go to Hell to burn through the ceaseless ages
of eternity without any escape. That’s right. There’s no woman and there’s
no man in this earth, and don’t misunderstand me; I love my wife from the
.bottom of my heart and I thank God that I'm free to live with her, but
there’s no woman and there’s no man living in the earth that’s worth going to
Hell for. And the Lord said if you live with one in adultery, that’s where
youre going. No escape. You can continue in drunkeness, you can continue
in theft, you can continue in lying, you can continue in any other sin and
have just as much hope to go to glory as you can to continue to live in di-
vorce and remarriage, where you were scripturally married to begin with.
That’s right. Just as well hope to. Since divorce and remarriage result in
adultery, and adultery is a work of the flesh, see Gal. 5:19 and let’s look at
that a little bit. Yes, adultery is a work of the flesh. Can one be saved serv-
ing the flesh? Well, let’s look into God’s word and see, but first of all see
that adultery is a work of the flesh. “Now the works of the flesh are mani-
fest, which are these; Adultery, fornication, uncleanness, lasciviousness,
Idolatry, witchcraft, hatred, variance, emulations, wrath, strife, seditions,
heresies, Envyings, murders, drunkenness, revellings, and such like: of the
which I tell you before, as I have also told you in time past, that they which
do such things shall not inherit the kingdom of God’’ (Gal. 5:19-21). What
about that? They which do such things shall not inherit the kingdom of God.
What is adultery? It’s a work of the flesh. Now, since divorce and remar-
riage result in adultery, we’ve already proven by God’s word that it- does
every time, and adultery is a work of the flesh, is it not true that divorce and
remarriage is a work of the flesh? It most certainly is. Divorce and remar-
riage is a work of the flesh. It’s yielding to the flesh.

Now, another question. Is it not true that he that liveth after the flesh
shall die? See Romans 8:12-13, and see if any man or woman that liveth
after the flesh shall be able to live. ‘‘Therefore, brethren, we are debtors,
not to the flesh, to live after the flesh. For if ye live after the flesh, ye shall
die: (If ye live after the flesh, ye shall die. Divorce and remarriage is a work
of the flesh. If ye live in divorce and remarriage, then, ye shall die:) but if
ye through the Spirit do mortify the deeds of the body, ye shall live.” Ye
shall live. And don’t think for one minute that if you find yourself in that
condition, that it’s necessary for you to make a eunuch of yourself or to live
in an unmarried state in order to have the Lord, that the Lord will let you
down if you’ll stay with Him. Because we plainly read in 1 Cor. 10:13, “God
is faithful, who will not suffer you to be tempted above that ye are able; but
will with the temptation also make a way to escape, that ye may be able to
bear it.” That’s right. No man or woman is worth going to Hell over. And
you don’t have to go to Hell. If you get the Spirit of the Lord in your soul,
if you follow His commandments, if you yield yourself to Him, and it’s neces-
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sary to live without a man or a woman, God will give us strength and He'll

. take care of you that you through the Spirit may subdue the flesh and live a
. life of righteousness for a little while that you live here in this flesh. Yes sir,

that’s right. All right, so much for that then.

What about the counsel of God? Did Paul declare all the counsel of God,
or didn’t he? We're going to let the scripture answer that. Acts 20:26-27, and
let’s see whether or not he did declare all the counsel of God. ‘“Wherefore I
take you to record this day, that I am pure from the blood of all men. For I
have not shunned to declare unto you all the counsel of God.”” Yes, Paul de-

- clared all the counsel of God. That’s the reason that he was pure from the

blood of all men; because he had declared all the counsel of God. We read it
to you there. Did not Paul teach that death is the only thing that frees a wo-
man from her husband? What about it? Did not Paul teach that death is the

" only thing that frees a woman from her husband? Oh, yes, we’re going to

give you another scripture that we didn’t even mention on that awhile ago.
1 Cor. 7:39, ‘“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.” Only in the Lord. What about it! The wife is bound by
the law- as long as her husband liveth. Paul, are you declaring all the coun-

- sel of God? Yes, that’s the whole counsel of God concerning the binding of a

woman to her husband. She’s bound as long as he liveth. But if the husband

‘ be dead, she is at liberty to be married to whom she will, only in the Lord.

Yes, Paul declared the whole counsel of God, and he taught that death is the
only thing that frees a woman from her husband. That’s right. Death’s the
only thing. Did not Paul teach that a man could not put away his wife? Let’s
look back at 1 Cor. 7:10-11, “I command, yet not I, but the Lord. Let not the
wife depart from her husband: But and if she depart, let her remain unmar-
ried, or be reconciled to her husband: and let not the husband put away his
wife.” A direct command. Please get it! Paul taught it, and Paul said he
taught the whole counsel of God. And I challenge anybody to show me one
place where Paul ever said anything except death dissolves the marriage
bonds. And yet he declared the whole counsel of God. All the counsel of God.
That’s right. He declared all the counsel of God. If a woman becomes sepa-
rated from her husband, is she not commanded to remain unmarried or be
reconciled to her husband? We've just quoted it to you from 1 Cor. 7:10-11.
The command of the Lord to the married. To the married. That if she sepa-
rates from her husband, she remains unmarried or she becomes reconciled
to her husband. She got him one time; let her get him again. If she doesn’t
want him or can’t get him, let her do without. That’s right. Please get it!
That is God's command.

All right. Is it safe to teach just as Paul did? Is it safe to teach just as
Paul did? And we call your attention to 2 Tim. 4:6-8 and let’s see what it
says. Paul says there, “For I am now ready to be offered, and the time of
my departure is at hand. I have fought a good fight, I have finished my
course, I have kept the faith: Henceforth there is laid up for me a crown of
rightcousness, which the Lord, the righteous judge, shall give me at that
day: and not to me only, but unto all them also that love his appearing.” Is
it safe to teach exactly what Paul taught on divorce and remarriage? It most
certainly is. I'm so thankful and happy tonight that God permitted Paul to
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ce into the future yonder and to see that crown of righteousness

. t&k;: tahegl&flrd was ready to place upon his head, because along with the other
things Paul taught that a woman is bound to her husband as long as her
husband liveth and that death is the only thing that frees from the marriage
bonds. That dissolves the one flesh. I know then, that if I teach exactly what
the apostle Paul taught on it, that so far as the teaching end of it is concern-
ed, that I, too, can receive a crown of righteousness when I have come to the
end of life’s journey. I'll not have to try to fix up any way where it might be
possible for somebody to get by God in divorce and remarriage. I can teach
that the woman is bound by the law to her husband so long as her husband
liveth, and that the husband cannot put away his wife, and come to the por-
tals of eternal day and hear Him say, (if I have done other things according
to His word,) ‘“Well done, good and faithful servant, enter thou into the joys
of thy Lord.” Oh, it’'s going to be a wonderful thing, isn’t it, that we’ll be
" able to hear Him say that if we teach just as the apostle Paul taught. Just
as the apostle Paul taught. All right. Then, if it’s safe to teach just as Paul
taught, is it unsafe to teach contrary to what Paul taught? Is it unsafe? We
found that it’s safe to teach just exactly what Paul taught. Is it unsafe to
teach as Paul taught? And we invite your attention to Gal. 1:8-9 to see whether
or not it’s absolutely unsafe to teach contrary to what the apostle Paul
taught. And what did he say? “But though we, or an angel from heaven,
preach any other gospel unto you than that which we have preached unto
you, let him be accursed. (Let him be accursed. Let him he damned, if you
please! Let him be detestable. Let him be despised in the sight of God. If he
teaches that it’s all right to divorce and remarry, because Paul never taught
it. I}e taught absolutely the contrary to it). As we said before, so say I now
again. If any man preach any other gospel unto you than that ye have re-
celved'. let him be accursed.” Let him be accursed. It’s absolutely unsafe.
Thergs only one place for a man to look to that teaches divorce and re-
marriage. And that’s Hell, in all the ceaseless ages of eternity, if he doesn’t
repppt and get out of it. That’s right. Hell fire, where there’s weeping and
wailing and gnashing of teeth. Accursed, damned; well, let’s see a little far-
ther about that then. Is the person who teaches contrary to what Paul taught
serving Christ? Is the person who teaches contrary to what Paul taught

serving Christ? And we call your attention to Romans 16:17-18, “Now I be-
seech you, brethren, mark them which cause divi ] "
e T Joetien, X visions and offences contrary

ye have learned; and avoid them. e
such serve not our Lord Jesus Christ, but their own bengl, aﬂ(g‘btyzwgoarss
and fair speeches deceive the hearts of the simple.” Oh, it’s a dangerous
thing to teacl} contrary._The persons who teach contrary t;) what the apostle
Paul taught, is not serving Christ, but their own belly, their own selfish de-
sires and wishes and personal opinions in the matter, elevating themselves
in the eyes of the people, getting prestige, getting the honor and the glory out
of those who want to live in divorce and remarriage and uphold such things

as that, when they themselves are not serving Christ
belly. Thank you. Tving at all, but their own

E. H. MILLER’S FIRST NEGATIVE

Bro. Alexander, Brother Moderators, Ladies and Gentlemen: It'
tainly a pleasure to come before you tonight denying the pro:)l:;slt%: fl;.:t-
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was read in your hearing, but has not yet been defined, etc., but I guess we all
understand pretty well what he’s talking about, so we’ll excuse him on not
defining his proposition. We want to get on his questions, first of all. In
Matt. 19:9, “EXCEPT IT BE FOR FORNICATION”, he says, this clause
means excluding fornication. In other words, when Jesus said, ‘‘Whosoever
shall put away his wife, except it be for fornication, and shall marry another,
committeth adultery’” (Mt. 19:9). So, if he puts away his wife for fornication,
adultery will not be committed. He says that that excludes that exception.
And a man cannot, My Friends, stone his wife to death. All a man can do in
putting away his wife is write her a bill of divorce. And that’s what I taught
last night. Now, he says if a man whose wife has been sexually faithful divorces
her and marries another, does that free the divorced wife to marry another?
If a man whose wife has been sexually faithful divorces her? No, that
wouldn’t free her. Because Jesus said, “Whosoever shall put away his wife,
except it be for fornication, and shall marry another, committeth adultery:
and whoso marrieth her which is put away (divorced) doth commit adult-
ery” (Mt. 19:9). That is, if she’s divorced for some other cause, the man
would commit adultery. If she’s divorced because of fornication, then the
man that marries her would not commit fornication or adultery. But if she
was not divorced for that cause, then it would be.

Does sexual unfaithfulness dissolve the onec flesh made by marriage?
God said last night in the scripture that I read to you, his wife committed
fornication. God told us what fornication was and he said, ‘““Thou hast discov-
ered thyself to another than me” (Isa. 57:8). And He said, ‘“Thou hast also
committed fornication with the Egyptians’’ (Ezek. 16:26). And He said, ‘“Thou
hast morcover multiplied thy fornication in the land of Canaan” (Ezek. 16:29).
And when she did God said she broke wedlock (Ezek. 16:38) and God said
when she did that, “‘And I saw when for all the causes whereby backsliding
Isracl committed adultery I had put her away, and given her a bill of di-
vorce” (Jer. 3:8). So God divorced his wife for committing fornication. And
so, My Friends, when she’s unfaithful, she breaks wedlock; and when she
breaks wedlock, her husband can do just like God, that husband, did: di-
vorce his wife for committing fornication. And God said when He divorced
his wife for committing fornication, ‘“‘She is not my wife, neither am I her
husband” (Hosea 2:2). That same thing would deal with mankind.

Then he asked the question, If it does, what is adultery? The word forni-
cation in Mt. 19:9 includes adultery. Fornication and adultery are used inter-
changeably there. Is it not truc that every time Jesus spake of a man mar-
rying a divorced woman, that he said it was adultery? Yes, when Jesus
spoke of marrying a woman that was divorced, the man that married her
would commit adultery: that is if she was not put away for the cause of
fornication. But sometimes the word fornication means adultery whether
the word adultery ever means fornicaticn or not.

Now, can yvou give one scripture in the New Testament that commands
to divores a gerson for sexual unfaithfulness? No, there's not o commmand to de
so, but in Mt. 19:9, there’s a permission to do so. Jesus said, “Whosoever
shall put away his wife, except it be for fornication, and shall marry an-
other, committeth adultery.” So Jesus gave that exception. And that was not
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Moses’ law because He said, “It has been said, bpt I say.” He gave a new
law. Moses said stone her to death; Jesus said write a bill of divorce. Then,
Bro. Alexander says we are to observe all things commanded (Mt. 28:20),
and he asks, What is the command to the married? (see 1 Cor. 7:10-11). Well,
T°d rather see what Jesus gave, because that’s what he gave us here. He said
we are to observe the things commanded (Mt. 28:20). Mt. 28:20 says, ‘“Teach-
ing them (the ones you’ve baptized) to observe all things whatsoever I have
commanded you:”, and My Friends, he had taught them in Mt. 19:9 that a
person could divorce for fornication. And so he commanded the apostles to
teach those things. And so in that sense, Mt. 19:9 would come as a command,
because Jesus commanded the apostles to teach Mt. 19:9—one thing He had
taught.

Then he asks, ‘“How long is the wife bound to her husband?” (see Romans
7:2-3 & 1 Cor. 7:39). All right. Now Romans 7:2-3 speaks of the wife bound
to her husband as long as the husband liveth. How? “BOUND BY THE LAW
TO HER HUSBAND.” Bro. Alexander, you tell us what law he’s talking about,
now. She’s bound by the law to her husband so long as her husband liveth.
All right, what law is he talking about? Any time you find the word ‘“‘THE
LAW” and it is not specified what law, it is referring to the law of Moses.
Now he’s shaking his head yes. Now, turn to the law of Moses, Deut. 24:14,
“When a man hath taken a wife, and married her, and it come to pass that
she find no favour in his eyes, because he hath found some uncleanness in
her: then let him write her a bill of divorcement, and give it in her hand,
and send her out of his house. And when she is departed out of his house,
she may go and be another man’s wife. And if the latter husband hate her,
and write her a bill of divorcement, and giveth it in her hand, and sendeth
her out of his house; or if the latter husband dies, which took her to be his
wife; Her former husband which sent her away may not take her again to
be his wife.” So, you see there’s an exception in the law. Don’t just grab
one.verse like “Believe on the Lord Jesus Christ, and thou shalt be sayed”
(Acts 16:31) and not get the ‘“Except ye repent, ye shall all likewise perish.”
(Lk. 13:3). And think there’s no exception when Jesus gave one in Mt. 19:9.

Then, he asks, What is the wife called if she marries another man while
her husband liveth? If she marries another man while her husband liveth
and was not divorced for fornication, she is called an adulteress. But Jesus
gave an exception in Mt. 19:9.

Can an adulterer inherit the kingdom of heaven; (See 1 Cor. 6:9-10)? No,
an adulterer or an adulteress cannot inherit the kingdom of heaven unless
they make things right with God. But they are not adulterers if they are di-
vorced on scriptural terms.

Since divorce and remarriage results in adultery, and adultery is a
work of the flesh (Gal. 5:19), is it not true that divorce and remarriage is a
work of the flesh? Divorce and remarriage for the cause of fornication is not
a work of the flesh, but it’s according to the teachings of Jesus Christ. Jesus
said, “I say unto you, Whosoever shall put away his wife, except it be—
(Mt. 19:9). That wasn’t what Moses said; but what Jesus said. He says you
teach the people to observe all things whatsoever I have commanded you

(Mt. 28:20).
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Then he asked, Did Paul declare all the counsel of God; (See Acts 20:
26-27)? Yes, but he preached what Jesus taught, because Paul said in Heb.
2:1-3, “Therefore we ought to give the more earnest heed to the things which
we have heard, lest at any time we should let them slip. For if the word
spoken by angels was stedfast, and every transgression and disobedience re-
cewved a just recompence of reward; How shall we escape, if we neglect so
great salvation; which at the first began to be spoken by the Lord, and was
confirmed unto us by them that heard him?” Se Jesus taught while He was
living what the apostles taught after He died. So anything that I can find that
Jesus said, “It hath been said—but I say unto you’’, My Friends, that’s what
is to be taught today. And so, whether I find that the apostles repeated it or
not, when Jesus said, “I say unto you”, as I challenged Bro. Alexander last
night to show one place where Jesus said, “It hath been said—but I say un-
to you” that is not binding today, or where the *I say unto you’’ was the law
of Moses. I challenge him to find one place like that.

Did not Paul teach that adultery is the only thing that frees a woman
from her husband? No, Paul never taught that. Paul taught what Jesus
taught; and Jesus taught that there was an exception. Therefore, Paul taught

that there was an exception.

Did not Paul teach that a man could not put away his wife? Paul taught
that a man could not put away his wife, but he taught what Jesus taught that
he couldn’t except for one thing. And so Paul taught what Jesus taught; then,
Paul taught that exception. Heb. 2:1-2 shows Paul and the apostles taught
what Jesus had first taught.

If a woman becomes separated from her husband, is she not commanded
to remain unmarried or be reconciled to her husband? In the verses that he
cited there, she is commanded to do so because she just left her husband (1
Cor. 7:11). Paul said, “Let not the wife depart from her husband: But and
if she depart, let her remain unmarried.” She just left him. He didn’t put her
away for fornication; therefore, she can’t marry again or she will commit
adultery. But if he put her away for fornication like Jesus said he could do,
then, My Friends, she would not be just left him. He would have put her
away instead of her just left him. So that is a different thing, you see.

Is it safe to teach just as Paul did? (Sec 2 Tim. 4:6-S). Yes, I showed you
Paul taught what Jesus taught, “Which at the first began to be spoken by
the Lord, and was confirmed unto us by them that heard him” (Heb. 2:3). In
Jn. 17:8 & 17 Jesus prayed to God the Father and says, “I have given unto
them the words which thou gavest me;—thy word is truth.” So, Jesus while
He was here on earth, gave us the word of God, and He said what He gave
us was truth! And Peter said, “Seeing ye have purified your souls in obeying
the truth—Being born again” (1 Pet. 1:22-23). Though I've never found where
Paul taught it that way, I know he did, because he taught everything that
Jesus taught and Peter taught it that way. Therefore, I know that Paul taught
it that way, too. Is it unsafe to teach contrary to what Paul taught? (See Gal.
1:8-9). It would be unsafe to teach contrary to what Paul taught, but Paul
taught what Jesus taught, because Jesus said to the apostles, “Teaching them
to observe all things whatsoever I have commanded you’ (Mt. 28:20).
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Is a person who teaches contrary to what Paul taught serving Christ?
No, if he teaches contrary to what Paul taught, he is not serving Christ; but
Paul and all of the apostles taught what Jesus taught, as I have just read.
That takes care of his questions so far, and so we want to notice a few more
things that we have under consideration.

We want to notice in answering my questions last night, he answered

questions 6 and 7 which read this way, “6. WHAT WOULD MT. 19:9 MEAN
IF ‘EXCEPT IT BE FOR FORNICATION’ WAS NOT IN THE VERSE?” and
“7. IS MT. 19:9 IN THE LAW OF CHRIST, OR WAS IT THE LAW OF MOSES,
OR IS IT ANOTHER LAW?” Now, here is the answer he gave: “Mt. 19:9,
without that clause, definitely says that any man that puts away his wife,
and marries another, commits adultery: and whoso marrieth her which is di-
vorced commits adultery.” Mt. 19:9 again, ‘“Whosoever shall divorce his wife,
except it be for fornication, and shall marry another, committeth adultery.”
Now this is his answer; this is the way he quoted it: “Whosoever divorces his
wife, except it be for fornication, and marries another, committeth adultery.”
And, My Friends, put away there means divorce, and so he read it that way
last night. Whoever divorced his wife except for fornication, and marrieth
another, committeth adultery; and that exception, My Friends, meant he
could divorce his wife for fornication and not commit adultery, taking his
own arguments and his own Bible quotations for it. Now, listen to what he
said: “Whoso marrieth her that is divorced, or put away, committeth adult-
ery. Now where does Mt. 19:9 belong? The whole thing hinges on a proper
placing of Mt. 19:9, and we are going to put Mt. 19:9 exactly where it be-
longs—in the law of Moses. Mt. 19:9 belongs to the law of Moses.” Now,
that’s what he said last night, but now notice he quoted there, ‘“Whosoever
shall divorce his wife, except it be for fornication, and shall marry another,
committeth adultery.” That showed a man could divorce his wife for com-
mitting fornication, but Moses’ law did not allow a man to divorce his wife
for committing fornication. Therefore, My Friends, that was not Moses’ law
in Mt. the 19th chapter. I might just read to you some translations that I
gave you last night. Notice, I read to you from Bro. Rotherham’s transla-
tion, “Whosoever shall divorce his wife saving for unfaithfulness, and shall
marry another committeth adultery.” And the Living Oracles translation by
Bro. Campbell says, “Whosoever divorces his wife, except for whoredom,
and marries another, commits adultery:”. And that was not Moses’ law, be-
cause Moses said stone her to death, but Jesus says write her a bill of di-
vorce. And if you divorce for any cause except that, he says you commit
adultery. So, we find Mt. 19:9 is not the law of Moses, but is Christ’s law.

Now, in answering question 2, which reads: “DOES ‘EXCEPT IT BE
FOR FORNICATION’ MEAN FOR THIS CAUSE A MAN CAN DO THE
THINGS NAMED AND NOT COMMIT ADULTERY?” He answered, “If she
was put away for fornication, she was stoned to death. Therefore the man is
completely free. Man just as well to stop the sun from shining and turn the
moon into darkness as to make it possible for a man to put away a living
wife and marry another without committing adultery, both under the law of
Moses and under the law of grace.” But, now I want you to notice that,
Notice what he says, “If she was put away for fornication, she was stoned
to death.” Then he says, “put away a living wife,” so he couldn’t put away
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a living wife. A man couldn’t put away a living wife. But, notice he said
“if she was put away for fornication, she was stoned to death. And the hus-
band didn’t do that.”” He put his wife away, and the translation he read last
night, that he used last night, used the word divorced instead of put away.
So he did divorce a living wife; he said tonight a man wouldn’t divorce a
dead wife. Naturally, if she had been stoned to death, he wouldn’t have di-
vorced her. But, My Friends, he divorced his wife, and then we find that
Jesus said if he did it for that purpose and married another, he didn’t com-
mit adultery. And in Deut. 24:14, we find that the law of Moses had people
to divorce a living wife and she could go and marry another man. God said
so in the law of Moses.

Now, the 3rd question was, “DOES ‘EXCEPT IT BE FOR FORNICA-
TION’ MEAN EVEN IF IT BE FOR FORNICATION HE STILL COMMITS
ADULTERY IF HE DOES THE THINGS NAMED?’’ He says, ‘“If she were
put away for fornication, she was stoned to death and he is free.”” But, re-
member women were not stoned to death for committing fornication in the
days of Jesus. Therefore, when Jesus said, ‘“‘Whosoever shall put away his
wife, except it be for fornication, and shall marry another, committeth adult-
ery”, he was talking about divorce as he quoted it last night, and he was
not talking about stoning to death, because the Jews could not stone any-
body to death in the days of Jesus Christ for committing adultery or fornica-
tion. No one was stoned to death at that time. They said, ‘It is not lawful
for us to put any man to death’” (Jn. 18:31). Therefore, Jesus wasn’t teach-
ing them to put anybody to death, but he was teaching those husbands to di-
vorce that fornicator.

In answering question 4, which reads: “IF ‘EXCEPT IT BE FOR FOR-
NICATION’ DOESN'T MEAN EITHER OF THESE THINGS, WHAT DOES
IT MEAN? He gives this answer: “It means if she was found guilty of sex
sin before she came together with that man, she was stoned to death and
that man was free’”. But remember now, no onc was stoned to death in the
days of Jesus. So it couldn’t be that, but it means what he quoted last night,
the translation, ‘“Whosoever shall divorce his wife,”’ not stone her to death.
That woman was divorced in Mt. 19:9 according to the words of Jesus, and
I gave you about half a dozen translations that read that way last night.
Now, hp explains 1 Cor. 6:16 this way: He says, ‘“He which is joined to an
harlot is one body.” That means that if I go as a Christian and practice,
visit the place of harlotism and all of that, I am in the same body those
harlots are in. But, My Friends, remember what it said there concerning
that, “He which is joined to an harlot is one flesh . . . for two, saith he,
shall be one flesh.” And that’s talking about the marriage vows; not talk-
ing about going out to a place of harlotism. Talking about a man that’s mar-
ried to a woman that’s an harlot.

Now I asked him the question, “God can change his law, can’t he?
Can't he, Bro. Alexander?”” And, then Bro. Alexander spoke up from his seat
and said, “He never has changed what he fixed from the beginning.” But,
My Friends, I showed you where Jesus said, “It hath been said—But I say
unto you.” The cause of divorce in Mt. 19.9 had never been given until Jesus
gave it. It was not a law until Jesus gave it, and it was not binding until
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Jesus sealed it with His blood when He was crucified on the cross of Cal-
vary and nailed the law of Moses to the cross.

Now, Bro. Alexander gives me a challenge. He says, I challenge Bro.
Miller or anybody to show one scripture that ever says that a woman in the
flesh, that is married to a man in the flesh, commits anything except adult-
ery when she goes to another man.” You see, I read last night where God’s
wife took strangers instead of Him, she committed adultery with other men
after God married her, and God said she committed fornication. And so, Bro.
Alexandpr says now it was fornication when God’s wife did that but it ’won’t
be fornication if my wife does that. One law for God and ano’t.her one for
me. That’s not the way my Bible reads. Jesus said, “Follow me.” But, now,
let’s read on some more about what he says. He said it is adultery w'hen 5
woman that is scripturally married to a man has sex relations with another
man ?ther than her husband, whether she has divorce papers or whether she
doesn’t have them. Now, I want to prove to you that he’s wrong on that

point. Notice 1 Cor. 5:1, “It is reported commonl i icati
among you, and such fornication as is not so m)l’xctl?aatsurlnixx‘:elds ;gnrglcautgn
Gentiles, that one should have his father’s wife.” Now, there’s a womanng tha?:
was married and her step-son, I presume, it must haye been there, got his
father’s wife, and that was fornication, Paul says. So, there’s am x’-ri%?]
man comnpttlng fornication, Brother. Fornication w:as commi 3 y A
man got his father’s wife. Mt. 19:9, Jesus o] ‘when, &

Now, speaking of Mt. 5:27-28, he said, * i
2ot comngt adultery’. If you lust on a wo;narl:l,o;:)uth :oxl:;its:lgﬁlt‘mog T
le asks, “Is that anything new? Why certainly not. Nothi newetl}'ly ' T'tll‘fxn
law says no adultery, and Jesus is just showing exactly what cducre, L
e t: what he said. There was nothing new there; Jesus was showi Ty 1s.
tery is. And the adulterers and adulteresses were to be sto;e(:iw:ggdgglt

have to give an account to God in the d j
Moses’. law said; he said stone him to deati:‘:.y H?i ;ggslsnenmt.)ngThat’s oy
keep his mouth shut, like he was last night " so hot he can’t

fornication, My Friends, is translated from the arunaard books. That word
19:9 and Thayer is the world’s standard on the meaning of Bj
here’s what he says that word means: “of illicjat 1 intoe words. Now,
eral; used of adultery, Mt. 5:32 and 19:9.” So, Thayer says that fornjcati
Mt. 5:32 apd 19:9 is adultery. It's fornication and adultery b:u, Ormcx’mon in
Thayer said about it. But, we’ll call Robinson up, because Robins; Ttgat s what
world standard on the meaning of Bible words in the origin ll;lson 1s another
inson: “Fornication, specially adultery, Mt. 5:32 & 19:9. oo cn8uage. Rob-

So, Robinson says
Page Forty

fornication specially means adultery in those two places. So that takes care of
his challenge. I've answered his challenge.

And, then he makes this statement, ‘ ‘It has been said of them of old
time, thou shalt not forswear thyself’ ”’ (Mt. 5:33). No, I do not believe he
read that one; that’s what he said last night. But, Bro. Alexander, I did read
that one, and you say, ‘“There wasn’t anything new there, that Jesus was
teaching the law of Moses.” Now listen. “It hath been said by them of old
time, Thou shalt not forswear thyself—But I say unto you, Swear not at all”
(Mt. 5:33-3¢). Now, you get up here and explain what the difference was if
Jesus was just teaching the law of Moses. Moses said, ‘““Thou shalt not for-
swear thyself,” but Jesus says don’t swear at all. That’s a different law, you
see?

Now, here’s another statement. Bro. Miller made the mistake of saying
that the law said that if a man punched out my eye, that I could punch out
his eye. I didn’t say that the law said that. I said the law said, ‘‘An eye for
an eye, and a tooth for a tooth” (Mt. 5:38). If a man punched out my eye, I
could punch out his eye. That’s what I said about it. But, now, he said I
made a mistake in that. And then he goes on and says, Under the law of
Moses one man walked up to another and punched his eye out, then if the
law was carried out, the man that did the punching out of the other man’s
eye was brought to court, he was tried, and if he were proven guilty, then
the officials of the law stoned that man to death, and the fellow who had his
eye punched out did not do it. Bro. Alexander, I challenge you to prove that
by the Bible. The Bible doesn’t say a word about his being brought to court
or anything like that; and it certainly doesn’t say he was stoned to death. It
said an eye for an eye and a tooth for a tooth. Jesus says it has been said
that, but I say unto you resist not evil, implying, My Friends, that’s what
it meant, an eye for an eye and a tooth for a tooth. If a man knocked my
eye out. I was to resist him and knock his eye out. Brother Alexander de-
nies what it says though.

Now he says, ‘“Whosoever shall marry her that is divorced committeth
adultery” (Mt. 5:32), and that’s without the exception. And then in Mark
10:11, Whosoever shall put away his wife, and marry another, committeth
adultery,” and that’s without exception, too; but the exception is given in
Mt. 19:9. You can’t exclude one verse and just try to harp on another verse;
let’s take them all together, and put it all together like the plan of salva-
tion. All of it is not given in one verse; but belief in one verse and repent-
ance in another verse, ete. Lk. 16:18, and there the exception is not given;
but, My Friends, we do find the cxception in Mt. 19:9. 1 Cor. 7:10-11, “I
command, yet not I, but thc Lord, Let not the wife depart from her hus-
band:” (And I say AMEN! But, My Friends, if the husband finds his wife
committing fornication, and she won't straighten up and live right, he’s got a
right to divorce her and marry again, according to Jesus in Mt. 19:9. I don’t
advocate it, because as Paul says, “All things are lawful unto me, but all
things are not expedient” (1 Cor. 6:12). But I'll stand behind what Jesus
said.) In Rom. 7:1-5, he says, “I challenge him to show that she is loosed at
any other time.” Well, you rcad in Deut. 24:14 and you'll find she was
loosed, Read Mt. 19:9 and you’ll find she was loosed. 1 Cor. 6:9-10, an adult-
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inherit the kingdom of heaven; but she’s not an adulteress and
;1315. rcua:tm:rtx adulterer if it’s done according to the .Bible, Mt. 19:9. Gal. 5:19,
there adultery is a work of the flesh, but if the divorce is according to Mt.
19:9 it’s not adultery. 1 Cor. 7:39, “The wife is bound by the law as long as
her husband liveth,” that is if it’s not on the grounds of the law, Deut. 24:14,
Mt. 19:1-9. And, so he spoke about a woman being bound by the law as long
as her husband lives in those questions. But, Friends, I want you to remem-
ber that Jesus taught that the Church is his wife, and in Rev. 3:7-9, we find
he said, “I will make them of the synagogue of Satan, which say they are
Jews, and are not, but do lie.” They ceased being his Church, his bride, and
became the synagogue, or bride, of the devil, if you please. Just as God’s
wife, the Church of the Old Testament, was divorced by God, her husband;
and she went forth and married another man; and God said, “She is not
my wife, neither am I her husband” (Hosea 2:2), that she broke wedlock
(Ezek. 16:8-38). Therefore, My Friends, we find from God’s word that there
is one exception for which a Christian can divorce his wife, ‘“Whosoever shall
divorce his wife saving for unfaithfulness, and shall marry another commit-
teth adultery” (Bro. Rotherham’s translation). On the parking meters it
says “From 9-10, except on holidays and Sundays”; and, Bro. Alexander
even knows that means on holidays and Sundays you don’t have to put money
in. A stop sign in my home town says, ‘‘Stop, except for right hand turns.”
Bro. Alexander would even know that if he were to drive up there, that if
he were going to turn right he wouldn’t have to stop. And he knows Mt. 19:9,
“‘except it be for fornication”, means if you divorce your wife for fornication
as the Bible reads there, it will not be adultery if you marry another per-
son. I thank you.

L. K. ALEXANDER’S SECOND AFFIRMATIVE

Bro. Miller, Moderators, Brethren, and Friends, I'm still happy I'm here.
I don’t think my argument has been answered at all. Still here. So, we want
to make a few observations in the thing that Bro. Miller has been saying
before we go into new material for tonight. First of all, we want to deal a
little bit with that putting away. I read to you in the 22nd chapter of Deut.
last night that the woman that was stoned to death was put away; was put
away. But, let’s just refer to that again right now and see about it. “But if
this thing be true, and the tokens of virginity be not found for the damsel;
Then they shall bring out the damsel to the door of her father’s house, and
the men of her city shall stone her with stones that she die: because she hath
wrought folly in Israel, to play the whore in her father’s house: so shalt thou
put evil away from among you” (Deut. 22:20-21). Now, I believe he made the
mistake of saying that the scripture that I quoted from the translation of Mt.
19:9 last night, said divorce. He is mistaken because I quoted the King James
version, “Whoso marrieth her which is put away doth commit adultery.” It
didn’t say divorce. “Whoso marrieth her which is put away doth commit
adultery.” But, what I showed differently tonight is that only a living woman
is given a bill of divorcement; given a bill of divorcement. If she was put
away for fornication, she was stoned to death. If she was put away f?r any
other cause, she was given a bill of divorcement ,and Jesus said (It's still
in the scripture. Everyone that I read to begin with tonight is stil}’ t‘here-)
that “Whoso marrieth her which is put away doth commit adultery.” ““Who-
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50 marrieth her which is put away doth commit adultery.” So the scripture
is still there, and it’s just as true as it ever was.

Now, we notice the one body a little bit; and we want to read the scrip-
ture on that. He made the mistake also of saying that the scripture said that
whosoever was joined to an harlot was one flesh. It didn’t say that; and let
us read exactly what it did say. That’s in the sixth chapter of 1 Cor. “What?
know ye not that he which is joined to an harlot is one body?’’ “What? know
ye not that he which is joined to an harlot is one body?’’ And then he draws
an example, “for two, saith he, shall be one flesh.” (1 Cor. 6:16.) All right.
Now we showed the truth on that last night. One who practices harlotism is
in the same body of sin. That’s what he said; they’re one body; in the same
hody sin. And I challenge Bro. Miller to show me one scripture that says
when two people become married, they are one body. It says they are one
flesh. And never does it say they are one body. But he that is joined to an har-
lot is one body. In the same body of sin just like those who are joined to the
Lord are one spirit with the Lord and is the one body that the Lord is head
over and that he’s going to save in eternity, in the day of judgment.

Now, he just can’t get out of that Old Bible, and he just loves to talk
about God’s wife committing fornication, and God divorcing his wife. I want
Bro. Miller to tell us what kind of wife God had. Did God have a wife such
as I have? And such as these other married men have? Did God have a wife
like that? No, God did not have a wife like that. God never did have a wife
that he had sex relations with. The relation that I have with my wife and you
have with your wife is altogether a different relation to what God had with
his wife. And, I pointed out last night that spiritual unfaithfulness is fornica-
tion. There the two words can be used interchangeably, can be spoken of as
adultery or fornication, either one, when it’s man’s relation, or mankind’s re-
lation with God. Spiritual unfaithfulness is fornication. Thus, fornication in a
figurative sense means spiritual unfaithfulness; and it can be called either
spiritual fornication or adultery. But, when it comes to the physical act, for-
nication is a sex sin of unmarried pcople; adultery is a sex sin of a married
person. That is right.

Now, yes, we do want to note that he said he had a scripture where a
married woman committed fornication. He said, “‘Such fornication as is not
so much as named among the Gentiles, that one should have his father’s
wife.” (1 Cor. 5:1). We've alrcady pointed out to you that fornication is a
sex sin of a single person, and that means that that woman’s husband was
dead. But the son was living with her, sexually, without marriage. And he
can’t disprove it. He cannot disprove it. All right. So he doesn't have the
case of a married woman committing fornication after all. No. he doesn't.
Paul called it fornication, and he knew what fornication was. Now, he says
the words are used interchangeably. Why are the two words found side by
side so many times in the scripture if they mecan exactly the same thing?
Out of the heart proceed evil thoughts.

And right there we might get back to the fifth chapter of Mt. for a
little bit and sec again. I showed last cvening that the teachings of Jesus
here were just pointing out the true meaning of the law. The true meaning
of the law. “Thou shalt not forswear thyself” (Mt. 5:33). You know, a good
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where a man was in evil to forswear himself. Well, you
?:n!gg}gegfaﬂ::ggin king that went out in battle one day and he made a vow
to God before he went out. He says God, if you will just give me victory to-
day, the first thing that comes out the doors of my house when I return I
will sacrifice unto you. And the first thing, person, or being. that came out of
the doors of his house after the victory was his daughter, his only child. And
he said, Oh, my daughter, what hast thou done to me? For I made a VoW
that the first thing that came out of the doors of my house I would sacrifice
to God, and now I must keep my vow to God (Judge§ 11:29-40). It wou!d
have been much better if that man had never forsworn himself. Oh, Bro. Mil-
ler, it was wrong to forswear under the law of Moses, because that man was
under the law of Moses. Do you remember when the sons of Jacob. had been
made known, or rather, before they had been made known to their brother
Joseph, he knew who they were? But they didn’t knqu whp he was; gnd Jos-
eph wanted them to bring their younger brother Benjamin, up to him. And
you remember that one of those boys said when they came down and were
accused of taking the king’s cup that he used to divine with, one of those
brothers said, you will remember, You let the man in whose sack that cup
is found be put to death. So, they began at the eldest and came down to the
youngest, and when they got down to Benjamin’s sack, lo, there was the
cup, and they had already sworn that Benjamin should be put to death, an,d
yet one of those boys had sworn to Jacob, if you will let him go and we don’t
bring Benjamin back, then slay my two sons. Forswearing is wrong under
the law of Moses. Yes, it's wrong anywhere. And don’t forget it. “‘Let your
communication be, Yea, yea; Nay, nay: for whatsoever is more than these
cometh of evil” (Mt. 5:37). “Whatsoever is more than these cometh of evil.”
All right, I believe that ought to take care of that part of it sufficiently.

We want to note again about God’s wife breaking wedlock; God’s wife
breaking wedlock. He said that would free the husband when the wife bque
wedlock; that it dissolves the marriage bonds. You know the wife breaking
wedlock is just like man breaking God’s law. And we get right back to what
Jesus said, “Think not that I came to destroy the law, or the prophets: I
am not come to destroy, but to fulfill. For verily I say unto you, Till heaven
and earth pass, one jot or one tittle shall in no wise pass from the law, till
all be fulfilled. Whosoever therefore shall break one of these least command-
ments—" (Mt. 5:17-19). Bro. Miller, did that dissolve God’s law when they
broke the commandments? What about it? Does it dissolve God’s law when
man broke one of the commandments, or dissolves it? That woman broke
wedlock. She violated the law of marriage, but it didn’t dissolve marriage
whatsoever.

All right, God’s wife, Who was God’s wife? We just didn’t completely
finish with that awhile ago, did we? God’s wife was a figure of speech. She
was a coveted nation. And that nation, of course, divided and became two
nations. But God held on to the one that held faithful enough, that gould come
to the purpose of the nation of Israel, and that was bringing Christ, the Re-
deemer of mankind, to man. And after that, then ,we had the law of grace.
As we all know just like the wife of Christ, or the bride of Christ, the Church,
that is a spiritual body, as we've already pointed out. And unfaithfulness to
Christ, of course, cuts us off from Christ; but it does not mean that Christ is

Page Forty-Four

going to take another Church. No, it doesn’t. It doesn’t mean that Christ is
going to take another Church. We’ll deal with that a little more in some of
the things we have outlined here for you a little further on.

All right, now, we want to note here that he presumed that Paul taught an
exception. He presumed that Paul taught an exception! Presumption is sin.
David prayed, ‘‘Keep back thy servant also from presumptuous sins” (Ps.
19:13). That’s sin, Bro. Miller, to presume that Paul taught an exception. I
won’t have it; I've got to have chapter and verse. I've got to have the secrip-
ture that shows where Paul stated an exception; that’s right, got to have it.
Anything other than that is sin so far as I am concerned, and the scriptures
verify it. That’s right, it’s sin. All right, here we want to know exactly where
Paul taught an exception. And another thing we want to think about; he says
that God commanded, indirectly, I think is the way he meant to put it, for
one to divorce one that was sexually unfaithful. Suppose a man is unfaithful
to his wife, and his wife is ignorant of it. And yet in the eyes of God, she’s
living in sin to live with him; because God divorced or put away that un-
faithful person. What’s she going to do? What’s she going to do? Poor wo-
man, condemned in the eyes of God and got no way of knowing it. That’s
sad, isn’t it? Do you believe God’s like that? I know he’s not. I know he’s
not. I know he’s not. Now, he wouldn’t have to put her away.

All right, the law of Moses, Romans 7, “I speak to them that know the
law.” You know right there is one of the greatest affirmatives of what I
stated last night that both under the law of Moses and under the law of
Grace that anybody that’s got a living wife and marries another woman, that
is a divorced wife and marries another, commits adultery. And anybody that
marries a woman either under the law of Moses or under the law of Grace
that’s got a living husband commits adultery; because they were not given a
bill of divorcement neither for fornication nor adultery. For those two things
:hey were stoned to death. And they were not given a bill of divorcement for

t.

All right, now, what did Jesus say? Let us remind ourselves again last
night that the writing of a bill of divorcement was the result of the hardness
of heart; the hardness of heart. “They say unto him, Why did Moses then
command to give a writing of divorcement, and to put her away? He saith
unto them, Moses because of the hardness of your hearts suffered you to put
away your wives: but from the beginning it was not so” (Mt. 19:7-8). Over in
Mark it’s right reverse. “And he answered and said unto them, What did
Moses command you? And they said, Moses suffered to write a bill of di-
vorcement, and to put her away. And Jesus answered and said unto them,
For the hardness of your heart he wrote you this precept.” (Mark 10:35).
Divorce and remarry, giving a woman a bill of divorce and sending her away
alive and marrying another woman is the result of hardness of heart. It al-
ways has been and always will be. I still contend that God has not changed.
He's the same yesterday, today, and forever; and God had the law of grace
already designed before he created man. I gave you the scripture on that
last night. “Whatsover God doeth, it shall be for ever; nothing can be put to
it, nor any thing taken from it” (Eccl. 3:14). “Known unto God are all his
works from the beginning of the world” (Acts 15:18). The works of God were
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< beginning of the world. So it was nothing new with God,
%&?ﬁ?ﬁaﬂewa he was going to give them a new law. But it was noth-
ing new with God and God didn’t change in giving them a new law, because
God planned it that way from the beginning. But God from the beginning
planned that two people become married and they’re one flesh and only
death dissolves that one flesh. Only death dissolves that one flesh.

Now, we want to see briefly about that eye for an eye and a tpoth for a
tooth. Bro. Miller got up here tonight and said that I said that he didn’t quote
the law right, and then he turned around and quoted just like he said that I
said he did. That is, what Bro. Miller said was that if a man under the law
walked up to me and punched my eye out, that I could punch his eye out.
What I said was, that was not the law; that the law said, ‘‘Vengeance is
mine; I will repay, saith the Lord” (Romans 12:19). That’s the law under
the law of Moses and under the law of Grace also. It's quoted in the law of
Grace as saying “It is written.” Where was it written? It was written in the
law of Moses that vengeance is mine; I will repay, saith the Lord. Now, let’s
get right back to the law in the book of Deut. and see if the fact that a man
walked up to me under the law and punched my eye out meant that I could
just turn right around and punch his eye out. Let’s see about it. I will make
this correction. Perhaps I did state last night in saying an eye for an eye and
a tooth for a tooth that if he was found guilty of punching out an eye, he was
stoned to death. If I made that statement last night, it was a mistake and 1
beg your apologies for it. The eye of the guilty person was punched out to
go for the eye that he punched out of the other man. But, let’s see about the
law. “If a false witness rise up against any man to testify against him that
which is wrong; Then both the man, between whom the controversy is, shall
stand before the Lord, before the priests and the judges, which shall be in
those days; And the judges shall make diligent inquisition: and, behold, if
the witness be a false witness, and hath testified falsely against his brother;
Then shall ye do unto him, as he had thought to have done unto his brother:
so shalt thou put the evil away from among you. And those which remain
shall hear, and fear, and shall henceforth commit no more any such evil
among you. And thine eye shall not pity; but life shall go for life, eye for
eye, tooth for tooth, hand for hand, foot for foot.” (Deut. 19:16-21). Where did
it take place? Before the judges of the land. And the person that was found
guilty, his eye went for eye, his tooth for tooth, his foot for foot, etc. No,
sir, I still contend, and Bro. Miller will have to show me the scripture that
says if a man walked up to me under the law and punched my eye out, that I
could turn around and take personal vengeance and punch his eye out. Have
to see it, Bro. Miller. I haven’t seen it, yet. I most certainly haven't. I be-
lieve that takes care of the things we need to deal with there now.

We're going to some new material for a little while, now, in the time we
have left. I left off with this question: IS THE PERSON WHO TEACHES
CONTRARY TO WHAT PAUL TAUGHT SERVING CHRIST? And I quoted
to you from Romans 16:17-18. “Now I beseech you, brethren, mark them
which cause divisions and offences contrary to the doctrine which ye have
learned; and avoid them. For they that are such serve not our Lord Jesus
Christ, but their own belly; and by good words and fair speeches deceive the
hearts of the simple.” The apostle Paul taught that nothing but death frees
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a woman from her husband. The apostle Paul taught that the command of
the Lord is that a husband cannot put away his wife. But Bro. Miller as-
sumes that Paul taught something else but he can’t find it written in the
word. Paul wrote to Timothy and said, “These things write I unto thee, hop-
ing to come unto thee shortly: But if I tarry long, that thou mayest know
how. thou oughtest to behave thyself in the house of God, which is the church
of the living God, the pillar and ground of the truth” (1 Tim. 3:14-15). The
things that Paul wrote told us exactly how to behave ourselves in the house
of God; and behaving ourselves in decency in marriage is that marriage is
binding until death separates. That’s right. That’s the way to behave our-
selves in the house of God. That’s exactly what Paul taught. And any as-
sumption of anything else is sin. You just can’t assume things and get by
with it. We go by the word that is written. “So then faith cometh by hear-
ing, and hearing by the word of God”’ (Rom. 10:17). And before I can be-
lieve that Paul taught an exception, I’'ve got to see it. Got to see it. I take
no assumption about it. I know it’s safe to teach (let me say again) exactly
what Paul taught. I know it is; and I know that anything other than that is
unsafe. Unsafe.

Marriage and forgiveness. Now let’s see about it, marriage and forgive-
ness. Is not the husband commanded to love his wife as Christ loved the
Church? See Eph. 5:25. ‘“‘Husbands, love your wives, even as Christ also loved
the church, and gave himself for it.”” Gave himself for it. We’ve all sinned
since we became members of the body of Christ; there’s no need in denying:
it. “If we say that we have no sin, we deceive ourselves, and the truth is not
in us. If we confess our sins, he is faithful and just to forgive us our sins, and
to cleanse us from all unrighteousness.” (1 Jn. 1:8-9). So, let’s not any of
us say we haven’t sinned. We’ve committed spiritual fornication since we be-
came members of the body of Christ. Yes, we have. We’ve committed, every-
one of us, and don’t anybody say he hasn’t committed spiritual fornication.
Now, suppose, because I committed spiritual fornication, Christ forever bar-
red me from the throne of mercy. Where would I be tonight? Where would
you be? We’d be in a critical condition, wouldn’t we? Critical predicament,
because we committed spiritual unfaithfulness, which is spiritual fornica-
tion. Fornication so far as spiritual things are concerned. Oh, I'd be lost,
undone, and doomed without hope, without God in the world! That’s right.
But thgn_ks be unto God that I can get forgiveness when I turn away from
that spiritual error, when I'll come to him confessing my fault, ready to turn
away from it and ready to do exactly the thing that’s right to do. All right.
Suppose a man’s wife commits sexual unfaithfulness and he divorces her
and marries another woman. He doesn’t forgive her. Suppose he goes ahead
and gets another woman. There he is with a family, he’s got a new family,
there are children born there; and after awhile this wife comes back and says
I want you to take me back. I want to be your wife. I'll be faithful. I won't
commit that sin anymore. I won’t be unfaithful; I'll be true. But there that
man is with a new family on his hands. He’s got another wife, etc. What'’s he
going to do? He didn't love that woman like Christ loved the Church, be-
cause Christ stands with outstretched arms, just like God stood to the house
of Israel. Even though they committed fornication, he was ready to put
them away, and plead with them. I'm married unto you; you're my wife.
You come back to me and I'll take you back. And that’s what Christ is do-
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ing with the Church when he stands there pleading, turn away from that
sin. Turn away from it. I stand ready; I'm never going to take another
church. I have one; I have vowed and pledged allegiance to her in the very
. And I'll never take another; and I want you to straighten up and
do right and come back. Let not the husband put away his wife; but let him
stand even if she commits unfaithfulness, to receive her with open arms and
to assure her of his love. “Husbands, love your wives, and be not bitter
against them” (Col. 3:19). Suppose the wife of any man here tonight should
become unfaithful. Is there any one of us who could say we’ve been to that
wife what Christ is to the Church? You’d better think about that. If my wife
should decide she loved another man, could I honestly say that I had been
to her what Christ is to the Church? No. That’s what we’ve got to be.

Now the marriage vows, we must take a look at them, see them brief-

ly. The marriage vows. Does not divorce and remarriage make the one in it
a lie? It does. I have examined a number of vows to be used in the mar-
riage ceremony, and I have never found one yet that did not demand them
to promise that in forsaking all others, that they would keep themselves only
unto that one they were marrying until by death they were separated. Maybe
Bro. Miller has one different to that. Maybe when he marries he says, Do
you promise to keep yourself to this one except they become unfaithful, and
then you’ll marry another one if they do? But you know, I've never found a
set of vows like that in all my life. And as I said before I've looked at a
number of them. We're going to read one or two right out of this book, and
then I'm going to give you the vows that I usually present in performing
marriage ceremonies. “Wilt thou have this woman to be thy wedded wife,
to live together after God’s ordinance in the holy estate of matrimony? Wilt
Qlou love her, comfort her, honor and keep her in sickness and in health, and
in forsalging all others, keep thee only unto her so long as ye both shall
live?” Did you get that? Anybody that took those vows promised to forsake
all others as long as they are both alive. Here’s another one. “I, take thee
to be my wedded wife, to have and to hold from this day farward, for bet-
ter, fo; worse (get that; for better, for worse), for richer, for poorer, in sick-
ness, in health; to love and to cherish till death do us part, according to
God’_s holy orgiinance, and thereto I plight thee my troth.” Now, we're going
to dispatch with that book right now. I'm going to give you what I generally
use, at least the essence of it. “Do you take this woman to be your lawful
wedc_led wife, for better or for worse ,to have and to hold, to love and to
cherish ,in sickness or in health, in want or in plenty, in sorrow or in joy;
and do you promise that in forsaking all others you will keep yourself only
unto this one until by death you are separated?” When they answer, “I do,”
to that and then divorce that person and marry another, they become a
liar. That’s right, they become a liar. And where are liars going? Where are
liars going? We're going to let Rev. 21:8 answer that question. “But the
fearful, and unbelieving, and the abominable, and murderers, and whore-
mongers, and sorcerers, and idolaters, and all liars, shall have their part in
the lake which burneth with fire and brimstone; which is the second death.”
Which is the second death. Anybody that divorces his wife and marries an-
other that has taken such vows as I have ever seen, as I set before you to-
night, becomes a liar. And all liars have their part in a lake of fire, burn-
ing with brimstone. Burning with brimstone.
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The last question that I have for our consideration tonight: ARE
WILLING TO FACE JUDGMENT TEACHING CON'I‘RARYmT% WHAT PX?JE
TAUGHT? Are you willing to face judgment teaching contrary to what Paul
ta}lght? I'm willing to face judgment teaching exactly what Paul taught
without any assumptions in it. And I believe from the bottom of my heart,
that if I face judgment in that condition, my life adding up to the teaching
that I'll be able to hear him say, “Well done, thou good and faithful servant:
enter thou into the joys of thy Lord.” I'm not afraid to teach that marriage
is binding until death. And we thank you.

E. H. MILLER’S SECOND NEGATIVE

Br. Alexander, Brother Moderators, Ladies and Gentlemen: It’s certainly
a pleasure to come back before you tonight still denying that proposition. I
want you to notice he has not given an explanation that will help us one bit
on the exception that Jesus gave in Mt. 19:9. Jesus says, It has been said
. . . but I say unto you; and then he gave an exception, ‘““Whosoever shall
put away his wife, except it be for fornication, and shall marry another,
committeth adultery.” Last night he quoted it, ‘“Whosoever shall divorce his
wife, except it be for fornication, and marries another, committeth adult-
ery”; and I've got it on the tape. I copied it last night, and I've recopied it
today word for word from the tape the way he said it. Word for word, the
way I quoted him tonight. So, if anybody wants to hear it on the tape in his
own words, I've got it. But, remember I gave you different translations, one
put out by Bro. Campbell, and one put out by Bro. Rotherham, both Church
of Christ preachers, and other translations ,half a dozen or so, that say, who-
soever shall divorce his wife, except it be for fornication or unfaithfulness
and such words as that, used the word divorce instead of put away.

Now, he says Deut. 22, put away, stoned to death, was putting away evil
in Israel. There he read where a woman was to be stoned to.degth for a
certain sin and said so shall ye put away evil_m Isracl. But it didn’t say
that’s the way to put that woman away. My Friends, that was not the man
putting his wife away; the people of that city stoned that woman to death.
But Jesus says, Whosoever shall put his wife away. And Bro. Alexander
said awhile ago that a man doesn’t divorce his dead wife. And so, My I-jnends,
when a man put away his wife, he didn’t stone her to death, but he divorced
her. If she was stoned to death, he didn’t have to put her away. Of course,
he didn’t have her to put away. They had alre.:u.b' stoned her to death.

And, on that scripture he gave about being joined to an harlot, one body.
He wanted to know where the scripture said they were one body. That scrip-
ture right there. That’s reading about their being one body: and the context
shows he’s talking about marriage joining, because he quotes the marriage
connection there where God in the very beginning spoke about them being
one flesh. And that one body and one flesh is used interchangeable. Just as
Adam said, “This is now bone of my bones, and flesh of my flesh:” (Gen.
2:34). And the Church is called the body of Christ. So, then Christ’s wife is
his body just like my wifc is my body. We are pictured as one body, one
flesh, 1n that sense.

Then he said he didn’t quote, *“Whosoever shall divorce his wife;* but he
did. And I've got it on tape for anybody who wants to hear it. Then, he says

Page Forty-Nine



1 Cor. 6:16, “Know ye not that he which is joined to an harlot is one body?

for two, saith he, shall be one flesh.” Then he said he challenges me to give
Bible that husband and wife are one body. Well, let’s read that again. “He
which is joined to an harlot is one body.” How is a man joined to a woman?
I challenge him or any man to show how a man and a woman are joined to-
together except in marriage. “He which is joined to an harlot is one body, for
two, saith he, shall be one flesh.” And that’s speaking about marriage, hus-
band and wife. The two shall be one flesh; therefore, joined to an harlot, he’s
one body with that harlot.

Then he says, “Did God have a wife like we have?” My Friends, in
Jesus’ teachings, he used parables and things like that; and the parable and
the actual thing always worked together. And when God pictured the Church
in the Old Testament as His wife, He pictured it just like man and wife. He
said he put earrings in her ears. Read it in Ezek. the 16th chapter. Put ear-
rings in her ears, a necklace on her neck, a bracelet on her arm, dressed her
up in silk and fine linen. And he said she was exceeding beautiful, and said
she trusted in her own beauty and went out and played the harlot with
everyone that passed by, his it was. Said she committed adultery in Egypt;
she committed adultery in Canaan; and God said, “And I saw, when for all
the causes whereby backsliding Israel committed adultery I had put her
away, and given her a bill of divorce” (Jer. 3:8). She went and married
again, and God said, ‘“‘She is not my wife, neither am I her husband” (Hosea
2:2). So, for that one exception God divorced his wife; and Jesus Christ, the
son 9f God, says, Whosoever shall put away his wife, except for that one ex-
ception, that God, His Father, divorced His wife, and married another, would
commit adultery. Jesus gave that exception. The same reason that God di-
vqrced his wife for, Jesus gave that exception, that a man could divorce his
yvnfe and marry another and not commit adultery. Jesus is the one who said
it, and not Moses. He says it can be referred to as fornication or adultery
when applied to God but not to man. It's fornication or adultery if it ap-
plies to God, but it’s not if it applies to man. My Friends, the same language
applies to God that applies to man. What is adultery in connection with God
is adultery in connection with man.

Why didn’t he answer my reply to his challenge? I challenge Bro. Miller,
he said last night, to prove by standard books that fornication can be com-
mitted by married people, etc. And I read to him from Robinson and Thayer
that the word fornication meant adultery, specially adultery in Mt. 5:32 and
19:9. Why didn’t ‘he reply to it? He was sitting over there with his hands
folded and had his speech already made up, instead of replying to my argu-
ments like last night. He wouldn’t reply to my arguments. And I answered
{13 challenge. I accepted his challenge! Then he dropped it like a hot po-

0.

I proved, My Friends, in 1 Cor. 5 that a married person could commit
fornication. But, now notice what he said about that point. He said the son
was living with his father’s wife without marriage after his father died, and
he can’t disprove it to save his neck! That’s what he said about me, now.
He said that man that committed fornication was living with his father's
wife after his father died, and I can’t disprove it to save my neck. Well;
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Bro. Alexander, you didn’t prove it, so I don’t have to disprove it. I don’t

) haye to disprove something that has never been proved. See I proved what I
" said. And he got up here and presumed, and you know what he said about

that presuming. Now, he presumed that his father was dead, but the Bible
doesn’t say one word about that man’s father being dead. He presumed that
he was living with that wife and wasn’t married, and the Bible doesn’t say
one word about his living with that woman and hadn’t been married. It
doesn’t even hint at it, doesn’t speak of it at all. But he presumed two things
and then got up here talking about me presuming things. Bro. Alexander,
you ought to be ashamed of yourself. You see I didn’t presume. I'm taking
actual facts here. Paul speaking there said, ‘‘There is fornication among
you, and such fornication as is not so much as named among the Gentiles,
that one should have his father’s wife”” (1 Cor. 5:1). Didn’t say a word about
his father being dead; didn’t say a word about their not being married But
he had his father’s wife. She was a wife and fornication was involved with
that wife. So, a wife was involved in fornication. So, there was a married
woman.

Then he says under the law of Moses forswearing was wrong. Of course

- I.told you that, Bro. Alexander. Jesus said, “It hath been said by them of

old time, Thou shalt not forswear thyself . . . But I say unto you,-Swear not
at all”” (Mt. 5:33-34). I told you to get up here and tell me if that was the
law of Moses. You know he got up here last night, and { read to you in half
a dozen places or so where Jesus said, “It hath been said . . . But I say”,
“It hath been said . . . But I say”,,and he said everywhere ‘I say’’ was the
law of Moses. Jesus didn’t teach a thing contrary to the law of Mpses;
everything that Jesus taught was the law of Moses. That’s what he said las:t
night. Then he started to read that verse last night and saw he couldn’t
handle it. Then he said after he read half of it, “No,' I don’t be}xeve he l.'ead
that.”” My Friends, he had it down in type; I typed it out for him. Had it
there in type if he had looked at it. Look at it; you've got it written down
there. And so, My Friends, I read that point there gnd quoted to_hxm there.
Then he said he didn’t believe I handled that and jumped over it. But I
showed I did, And, so tonight I asked him to explain if that was t.he law pf
Moses. What did he do? Dropped it like a hot potato. He never did explain
whether that was the law of Moses, ‘“‘Swear not at all,” o!' not. He just
said he couldn’t forswear himself. He didn’t say they couldn’t swear at all.

Jesus said not swear at all.

Then, he said God’s wife broke wedlock. but it didn’t dissolve marriage.
Bro. Alexander, when God’s wife broke wedlock, the marrlage at that time or
later on was dissolved, because God said, “I will judge thee, as women that
break wedlock” (Ezek. 16:38). And I want you to get that. He was show-
ing his wife was going to be judged just like another man’s wife, you see.
He said to his wife. I'm going to judge you as women (plural, other men’s
wives). I'm going to judge you as women that break wedlock are judged.
And what did he do about it? He said I gave her a bill of divorce. So, that’s
the way it was supposed to be done by men.They were supposed to give them
a bill of divorce from the very beginning, but the law of Moses didn’t allow
them to do that. The law of Moses had them stoned to death. And so Jesus,
My Friends, was bringing back the original law before the hardness of heart
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to give them a writing of divorce for every other cause al-
‘:gﬁdbﬁosgne hgelr to death for that cause. He said God divorced her for
fornication, and I showed, My Friends, where Jesus gave a man
the right to divorce his wife for that same cause that God divorced
gis wife. And Moses didn’t give that exception. He said presumption
is sin; to presume Paul taught an exception. Oh, he wants to get on me fo'r
presuming something. But you see, I didn’t presume. He presumed. He can’t
find a hint that that man’s father was dead; he can’t find a hint that that
man and woman were not married. But, he said that I presumed that Paul
taught something that’s not recorded here. No, I didn’t presume that, Bro.
Alexander. Jesus said in Mt. 28:19-20, “Go ye therefore, and teach all na-
tions, (What did he say teach them?) . . . Teaching them to observe all
things whatsoever I have commanded you.” And Paul in Heb. 2:1-3 said,
“Therefore we ought to give the more earnest heed to the things which we
have heard, lest at any time we should let them slip. For if the word spoken
by angels was stedfast, and every transgression and disobedience received
a just recompence of reward; How shall we escape, if we neglect so great
salvation; which at the first began to be spoken by the Lord, and was con-
firmed unto us by them that heard him.” Therefore, what the Lord first
spoke, My Friends, (that’s Jesus Christ); what He taught before He died is
what the apostles taught after He died. I wasn’t presuming; I was reading
it in God’s precious word.

Then he spoke of the law of Moses in Rom. 7:1, “I speak to them that
know the law.” Yes, and he was talking about the law of Moses. Talking to
them that know the law. And in Deut. 24:14, shows there was an exception
by which a woman could be put away; and that was the law. That’s in
the law. And I read to you last night where it said a married woman, a wo-
man that had a husband at all, couldn’t do certain things, but if she were
divorced, she could do these things. So, when she was divorced, she didn’t
have a husband at all. Well, if she didn’t have a husband at all, she could
g0 get one, couldn’t she? God allows every woman to have one husband. He
allows every man to have one wife. And he says that woman that was di-
vorced didn’t have a husband at all. Well, if she went and got a husband,
how many would she have? She wouldn’t have but one, and that would be
the one she just got, because God said she didn’t have one after she divorced
that other one. She didn’t have him then. If I were to divorce my wife, I
wouldn’t have a wife. And so if I divorced her for fornication and married
another, I wouldn’t have but one wife; and that one would be the last one I
got. Because if I were to divorce her, God teaches she wouldn’t be my wife,
and I wouldn’t be her husband. God said his wife wasn’t his wife and he
wasn’t her husband after he divorced her for fornication (Ezek. 16:15; Jer.
3:8 & Hosea 2:2).

And he read, What was to be done to him that did evil to his fellow
man? But, My Friends, he says he hasn’t seen where I could punch out an
eye if my eye was punched out. I didn’t quote it that way; I just quoted
what Jesus said about it. “It hath been said, An eye for an eye, and a tooth
for a tooth: But I say unto you, That ye resist not evil” (Mt. 5:38-39). Im-
plying there, My Friends, an eye for an eye. And he said I say unto you
resist no evil; don’t resist evil. It's implied there if somebody punched
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out my eye in that law, I could punch his eye out. That would be resisting.

But Jesus said don’t you resist. “It hath been said, An eye for an eye, and a

tooth for a tooth; But I say unto you, That ye resist not evil.” Don't punch

his eye out like Moses allowed you to do. And that’s another law. Moses

said this, but Jesus said something else Jesus taught something contrary
to that, but Bro. Alexander tried to show last night everything Jesus taught
while He was living was what Moses taught. And Paul taught in Heb. 2:1-3
that the apostles taught what Jesus had taught. Therefore, they were still
teaching the law of Moses if that be the case. But notice Jesus said ‘I say
unto you. That ye resist not evil.”” That’s what Jesus said. And he said be-
fore I'll believe that Paul taught an exception, I'll have to see. Well, I show-
ed it to you last night in Mt. 19:9 and now I've shown you in Mt. 28:20 where
Jesus said, “Teaching them to observe all things whatsoever I have com-
manded you;” that is, the ones who have been baptized. And in IjIeb. 2:1-3,
Paul says that they taught what Jesus first taught. So, there it is right there.

Eph. 5:25, “Husbands, love your wives, even as Christ also I9veq the
church, and gave himself for it.”” So the husbands ought to love thex;' wives.
They ought not to be bitter against them. They ought to treat their wives
nice. I preach that everywhere I go. And as I told you }ast night, I .don!:
recall ever preaching cn the marriage and divorce question but one time in

. my life. And that was because a brother about like Bro. Alexander had di-

vision and discord sown, and, My Friends, the church was abo_ut to be split
asunder. A lot of people quit the church and said, “I'm not going to church
any more. I don’t see a chance.” So I preached on it, My Fne}lds, and
showed where there is an exception according to Jesus’ law. I'm no edu-
cated man, but I'll stand up for the man that divorced his wife for fornica-
tion when Jesus Christ gave that exception. Not Moses, but it was Jesusf
who did it. The Bible says, “Looking unto Jesus the author and finishers doi
our faith” (Heb. 12:2). And, My Friends, Moses was not the auﬂ}or of di-
vorcing a woman for fornication. That word put away In Mt. 19.? meaxnls
divorced; and it is so translated in the Revised Standard version abe
many other translations. ‘“Whosoever shall divorce his wife, except .1t .
for fornication.” I read it to you last night the way he \\:antefl to put it; an.
that meant stone her to death. “Whosoever shall stone his wife to dgath. e{:\-
cept it be for fornication”; it won’t make sense that way. But it will mzt;h :
sense if you say divorced. And the law of language is: You_ can uso:~And
meaning of a word in place of the word, and it will still make sense.

S0 you can do that, and it will still make sense.

Then he says, Where would we be if we committed spjritual fornication
and Christ wouldn’t forgive us. Bro. Alexander, we'd be in a lzad’ pri‘dit‘i.l-
ment, I'll tell you that. If we committed fornication and Christ didn’t forgi\e
us we'd die and go to hell. That’s where we'd be in the ogd. But let’s go
tarther now. If a man’s wifec commits fornication and he dl\'orm:‘s her and
marries another woman, and she comes back to him and he can't take her
back, what's he going to do? He'll have to forgive her. But why? Because
the Bible teaches if a companion in Christ, or even a brother or sister in
Christ, commits a sin and asks for forgiveness, we are to forgive them. And

" s0 if my wife was to commit fornication, and never repented, never asked
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ess, 1 would never have to forgive her. But if she repented and
‘:srl?;letf‘orgiveness, I'd have to forgive her, but I wouldn’t have to take her
back. All right, he says God begged his wife to come back to him. Bro. Alex-
ander, I'm glad you brought that back up. He wants to smile about that that
I wouldn’t have to take her back. I challenge him to show where I would
have to take her back. Why, he read himself where a wife could depart, but
if she did they’d have to remain unmarried, just departed that way (1 Cor.
7:11). So they could even separate that way and not have to live with each
other.

But now then, he said God begged his wife to come back to him. Let’s
read that, though. He wouldn’t read it to you. You reckon why? Let’s read
it in Jer. 3:1, “They say, If a man put away his wife, (This is God talking
about taking his wife back now: “They say, if a man put away his wife,”)

-and she go from him, and become another man’s, shall he return unto her
again? shall not the land be greatly polluted? but thou hast played the har-
lot with many lovers; yet return again to me, saith the Lord.” Yes, God said
return, but He says if a man puts away his wife that she can’t return to
him. What’s he referring to? He’s referring back to Deut. 24:14, “When a
man hath _takep a wife, and married her, and it come to pass that she find
no favour in his eyes, because he hath found some uncleanness in her: then
let him write her a bill of divorcement, and give it in her hand, and send her
out of his house. And when she is departed out of his house, she may go and
be another man’s wife. And if the latter husband hate her, and write her a
bill of divorcement, and giveth it in her hand, and sendeth her out of his
house; or if the latter husband dies, which took her to be his wife; Her for-
mer husband, which sent her away, may not take her again to be his wife.”
That’s the law. God said when a man divorced his wife and she goes out
and marries another man, he says if that man dies, she couldn’t even come

"back and marry this first man again. Bro. Alexander, I'm glad you brought
that up; that’s some good information for these people here. That’s what
God said about it; but He showed He was going a little bit farther than He
asked man to go.

He said he had never found a set of vows to keep faithful until the vow
was broken. No, and I never did either, Bro. Alexander. Each one takes a
vow to the other until death do them part. But, let’s see. He says when they
divorce, they are liars about the marriage vows. No, that’s not when they
are liars, Bro. Alexander. When they take that vow and then later
on if that wife commits fornication, she has lied about her marriage vows.
That’s when the lie takes place, Bro. Alexander, when she didn’t prove her-
self faithful, didn’t keep herself wholly to him until death did them part.
That’s the one who did the lying. She broke wedlock; she lied about it. And
God gave the man a right to divorce that woman that’s lied about the mar-
riage vow. Yes sir. My, my, never felt better in my life, and had less to do,
I don't believe.

He says, Are you willing to face judgment with what Paul taught? I'm
willing to face judgment with what Paul taught, but I'm especially willing to
face judgment with what Jesus taught. Because my Bible doesn’t say, *“Look-
ing unto Paul, the author and finisher of my faith;” but the apostle Paul
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himself said, “Run with patience the race that is set before us, Looking unto
Jesus the author and finisher of our faith” (Heb. 12:1-2). So, Paul said look
to Jesus; he didn’t say, Look to me. Why he said, “Every one of you saith,
I am of Paul; and I of Apollos; and I of Cephas; and I of Christ. Is Christ
divided?” @1 Cor. 1:12-13). Bro. Alexander was getting up here and evi-
dently he was saying, “I am of Paul.” Somebody else, “I of Cephas”; and
“I of Apollos”; and ‘I of Christ.” Paul said, “Is Christ divided?” My
Friends, we are supposed to be of Christ; we're not supposed to be of Paul.
We’re supposed to look to Jesus the author and finisher of our faith (Heb.

12:2), we're not supposed to look to Paul. And, so Jesus gave us the law by
which we are to live.

Now, I want to read again to you some of those thing;
night, just read those translations about the husband anfll;i%:dﬂtngtyggeflf;
the marriage vows, that is, on this divorce question. I want you to notice
the translations that I gave to you last night. In Charles B. William’s trans-
lation, Mt. 19:9, “Whoever divorces his wife for any other cause than her un-
faithfulness, and marries another woman, commits adultery.’”” Now, there it
says divorce. In Bro. Rotherham’s translation, “Whosoever shall di(yorce his
wife saving for unfaithfulness, and shall marry another committeth adult-
ery.” The Living Oracles translation by Bro. Campbell, “Whoever divorces
his wife, except for whoredom, and marries another, commits adultery.”
Goodspeed translation, “Whoever divorces his wife on any ground but her
unfaithfulness, and marries another woman, commits adultery.” Ballantine’s
translation, “Whoever divorces his wife, except for unchastity, and marries
another, commits adultery.” Montgomery’s translation, “Any man who di-
divorces his wife for any cause except her unfaithfulness, and marries an-
other woman, commits adultery.” I want you to notice translation after
translation says ‘“Whosoever shall divorce his wife,” and in a lot of them
instead of saying fornication, it says except for her unfaithfulness, her un-
chastity. Using those words because evidently they knew there would be
brethren like Bro. Alexander that didn’t know that fornication included adult-
erys as Thayer and Robinson said it did. And so for that rosson thev put
words so plain that even Bro. Alexander could understand them. Unfaithful-
ness. Weymouth’s translation, ‘“Whoever divorces his wife for any reason
except her unchastity, and marries another woman, commits adultery.” The
Twentieth Century translation by about twenty scholars of the world, “Any
one who divorces his wife, except on the ground of her unchastity, and mar
ries another woman, is guilty of adultery.” Revised Standard Version, “Who-
ever divorces his wife, except for unchastity, and marries another, commits
adultery.” So there, My Friends, I believe there are far over half a dozen
translations that use the word divorce instead of put away and that use the
word unchastity or unfaithfulness, ctc., instead of fornication. That word
fornication, My Friends, is defined by Robinson and Thayer, the world's
standards on the mecaning of Bible words in the original language, to mean
adultery in Mt. 5:32 and 19:9. And so we read to him last night in Lev. 22:
12-13, “If the priest’s daughter also be married unto a stranger, she may not
eat of an offering of the holy things. But if the priest's daughter be a widow
or divorced . . . she shall cat.” Now if she's married, God’s word said she
can’t eat; but if she’s divorced, she can eat. Therefore, if she's divorced,
she’s not married. I'm reading it in the Bible. Num. 80:69, “And if she had
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at all an husband, when she vowed . . . And her husband heard it, and
. . . disallowed her . . . the Lord shall forgive her. But every vow a widow,
and of her that is divorced . . . shall stand against her.” So, God said if
she had a husband at all, then the vow would be broken if her husband dis-
allowed her. But he said if she was divorced, her vow would stand against
her. Therefore, if she was divorced, she didn’t have a husband at all, she
wasn’t married. I've read it in the Bible; I haven’t presumed a thing, it
doesn’t even have to have comment, just jot it down and read it in the

Bible.

And so, My Friends, we certainly thank you for your presence last night
and tonight. We hope you will weigh well what has been said and if you
find, My Friends, you have been wrong, whichever one it be, if you have
agreed with me tonight and you feel that Bro. Alexander has read to you in
God’s word that Jesus didn’t know what he was talking about, or that what
Jesus said was the law of Moses, although Jesus said, “It hath been said
. . . But I say” and I proved to you then that what “I say” was not what
Moses said. But if you see it that way, then, My Friends, I say, take it the
way you see it. That’s the thing to do. Do like Paul said, “Study to shew
thyself approved unto God, a workman that needeth not to be ashamed,
rightly dividing the word of truth” (2 Tim. 2:15). And, My Friends, we should
not make this a test of fellowship. I’'ve never made it a test of fellowship;
old Bro. Reynolds preached in my home congregation a long time and we
never had a cross word on this question; and other preachers, Bro. Homer
A. Gay and others believe like that, we got along fine. Bro. DeWitt has been
in my home, held meetings there and stayed in my home. We never had a
cross word on those things. And, My Friends, there would never have been
disturbance and discord if Bro. Alexander hadn’t come and drawn the line
and said he wouldn’t call on any man to wait on the Lord’s table, lead a
song, lead a prayer, or take any active part, if he even believed like I do,
even if he is a single man. Now, there’s where the line was drawn and so,
My Friends, some of the churches are using him, and there has been dis-
cord sown in Texas and various places where he has been, and for that reas-
on I was hoping in this discussion that we might come together and have
love and unity and work together. Hoping we could save the division and
discord that may come, so I beg you let’s not disfellowship each other. But,
Bro. Alexander, let us be willing to work together and not draw the line on
each other. But I allow you to believe as you wish and I believe as I do and
thus; we can work and cooperate together as we’ve strived to get you to do in
other places. We want love; we want unity, I thank you.

Order This and Other Books, from

E. H. MILLER
P. 0. Box 538
LaGrange, Georgia
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