
Remember our Context: Matthew 5:14-16 - Good works, so our leading question is, “what 
makes Marriage a ‘good work’ for these new people in the way of being salt and light?”

Here are some good cross reference texts: Genesis 1:26-31, 2:15-25; Exodus 20:14; Leviti-
cus 20:10; Deuteronomy 5:18, 22:22, Jeremiah 3:8-9; Mark 12:18-27 

Matthew 5:27-28 27 “You have heard that it was said, ‘You shall not commit adultery.’ (Ex 20:14; 
Deut. 5:18)  28 But I say to you that everyone who looks at a woman with lust has already commit-

ted adultery with her in his heart. 

Key Take aways:
• Where biblical sex begins: when our thoughts for others are turning sexual in nature, and 

this begins with the eyes, as well as the third eye (emotions, mind, imagination) - Gen 3:6; John 31:1; 
2 Peter 2:14; 1 John 2:16 

• Aspects of sex: Sex contains both the physical side of pleasure and joy, and it has an aes-
thetic/visual element to it, or looking wouldn’t simply cause lust.   

• In a very general term: Jesus is teaching control of desire not the suppression of sexuality
• In Short: There is something very devastating about adultery and then conversely, very right 

about marital sex.  In God’s eyes, and we can assume this because adultery is the the retard-
ing of marital sex, sex is not limited to the physical but equally encompasses the emotional 
and mental aspects of our being - meaning marital sex encompasses correct desire, affection, 
and even admiration.  So, adultery is the thing, and the only thing, that in some way rips apart 
the something that sex creates…what is that thing?

  
Jesus gets really extreme…

Matthew 5:29-30 - 29 If your right eye [1 Sam 11:2; Zech 11:17], causes you to sin, tear it out and 
throw it away; it is better for you to lose one of your members than for your whole body to be 

thrown into hell. 30 And if your right hand causes you to sin, cut it off and throw it away; it is bet-
ter for you to lose one of your members than for your whole body to go into hell. 

Jesus’ is usurping the place of status in society - he places sexual holiness and wholeness over 
status

Matthew 5:31-32 31 “It was also said, ‘Whoever divorces his wife, let him give her a certificate of 
divorce’ (Deuteronomy 24:1-4). 32 But I say to you that anyone who divorces his wife, except on the 
ground of unchastity, causes her to commit adultery; and whoever marries a divorced woman 

commits adultery.

Read Matthew 19:1-9 - This helps create deeper context for the Matthew 5:27-32 context.  This 
text also give us the purpose behind marriage (Matthew 19:5 - For this reason…), and therefore 
the reason adultery and divorce is so destructive.  

What is the purpose of marriage:  Oneness > Image of God > Trinity > Mirrors the Trinity



There are a few things we need to understand about this provision for divorce:
• According to Matthew 19, divorce was never part of God’s design for marriage, but Moses, 

according to Jesus only permitted divorce because the Israelites had hard hearts and didn’t 
want to bear the full burden of God’s holy law.  

• In this same text, Matthew 19, Jesus makes it clear that he believes Genesis 1:26-31, 2:15-25 
declares marriage to be an unbreakable union created by God, and here Matthew repeats Je-
sus, who repeats the author of Genesis and says, “...and the two will become one flesh” - for 
Jesus, marriage is about the becoming of oneness - this is what the foundation and point to 
marriage is.

• To understand this oneness, we have to go back to the creation story.  Why, because accord-
ing to Jesus in Matthew 19, the creation story is the story that defines the way marriage is to 
work.  And since this story gets to define what marriage is, oneness. It in turn also gets to de-
fine what this oneness means.  

So here is what we get from the creation story in relations to Marriage: Gen 1:26-27; Gen 
2:18
• God created humanity and divided them into male and female.
• God designated them image bearers of himself - what the Bible states is that God gave Eve to 

Adam as his perfect helper to partner with Adam in God’s mission NOT Adam’s mission.  This 
term partner/helper is not a term of subservience. This same word is attributed to the Holy 
Spirit who is equally God to the Word and the Father.

• God made these image bearers, to partner with him in governing and caring for the rest of 
creation.

• These archetype humans broke their relationship with each other and with God when they 
chose to eat the forbidden fruit, hide from God, and blame each other.

• This is important, scripture predicts but does NOT prescribe that they would be at one anoth-
er’s throat in wanting to control each other (3:1-16).

• Sidenote: So, what we need to see, is that prescriptions for this brokenness in marriage 
are in the context of a marriage that is very unlike what God had originally imagined.  
Thus, these prescriptions are antidotes for a people in a particular culture in order to 
guide them into a more image-bearing picture of the bond of Marriage - so the prescrip-
tions are not the fixed factor.  Rather, the fixed factor is the end goal of being like God to 
the world around us in Marriage, the means of how we do that are flexible.  

• If we want the clearest picture scripture has to offer about the intended relationship be-
tween a wife and her husband, we should read Song of Songs - this deals with aesthetic 
appeal, emotional interdependence, sexual expression and experience, etc…

• God then tells them that life and relationship were about to get very complicated because of 
their desire to be like God (3:14-19).

• Alongside the Genesis story which depicts marriage as the pinnacle of human relationships in 
that one is only to share this level relationship with one other, scripture grounds all love in 
God’s covenant love (Gen 12, 15) - in other words, marriage begins within and also represents 
the Covenant love of God.  

• God’s covenant is defined by the adjective hesed which means a unique relationship of loving 
kindness as not experienced by others.    The Hesed Covenant has God moving in two direc-
tions...one he is moving into us so that we are in him; and two, the result of this moving and 
being within each other results in us actually becoming a clearer and more robust picture of 
the type of humans we were always meant to be… so what does that mean functionally for 
human marriage?



• Functionally, we help lead our spouse back to the unique self of who they are and guard it 
from being lost because of the complexity of life

The foundation of a marriage relationship is that The married couple, male and female, are to-
gether the image of God...the two shall become one flesh.  This line has been dumbed down to 
the sexual relationship (which is also misunderstood through the scriptural lens), so in order to 
understand the rest, and thus the devastation of divorce, we have to understand what is being 
meant in that the “two shall become one flesh” phrase.   
• First of all the word “flesh” is the word sarx in the Greek, and it means way more than skin and 

tissue.  The word sarx is the idea of ‘being’, meaning the way the whole person is embodied 
on earth.  The sarx or the being is the whole person - mind, soul, spirit, desires, emotions, and 
yes, physical body...So, what the text is saying, is that the two become one being. 

• If that’s all we understand then what we get is an endemic dysfunction within marriages 
today called co-dependency.  Which is actually the destruction of the uniqueness of who 
the individuals are - as we said above, my main role as a lead and Sarah’s main role as 
a lead is to be watchful in life scenarios as we begin to lose our own identity in the 
changes, stresses and circumstances of life, and help lead the other back to who God 
has intended them to be…

• So the two become one being, without losing the uniqueness of who they are as a per-
son - in fact, it is the uniqueness that assists in being one - think of biology. When two 
people who share the same DNA, relatives, have a baby together, the result is dysfunc-
tional or a retarded adaptation of oneness - it takes two distinct DNAs to create a 
healthy single being.  

• On the other hand we often seek to remedy this in our individualistic autonomous cul-
ture by swinging to the other side of the pendulum - and we have roommates who have 
sex (sometimes), produce kids, and go their own ways, and oneness is never achieved 

• Second, let’s get a better grip on the idea of the image of God, by quickly asking ourselves a 
couple questions about God:

• If we think of God as in individual person, then we have a pagan notion of God, even 
though our scriptures assert that the Lord our God is One - Deut 6:4-15. 

• The one thing that every denomination and sect of Christianity, minus oneness, holds to 
be a fact about who God is and what we must believe to be saved, is the reality that our 
God is Trinity.  

• Trinity is not the idea of three God’s, but the idea of three unique persons who are 
uniquely themselves, yet share the same essence so much so that they are in fact ONE 
being! 

• The Father is distinctly the Father - he is not the Spirit nor is he the Word. He is 
the father and is his own distinct person, and the Father is not a third of God, he is 
100% God

• The Spirit is distinctly the Spirit - she is not the Father nor is she the Word.  She is 
the Spirit and is her own distinct person - the Spirit is not a third of God, she is 
100% God

• The Word is distinctly the Word - he is not the Father nor the Spirit.  He is the 
Word and is his own distinct person - the Word is not a third of God, but is 100% 
God

• That math doesn’t work, and the reason it doesn’t is because our natural 
linear minds tell us that adds up to 300% or three God’s but scripture is 
clear that the three persons that each make up 100% of God on their own, 
can only do this because of their interconnectedness and relational identity 



is so intertwined with the other, that they are themselves and they are the 
other.

 
For 100’s of years, the church attempted to come up with language that would define the distinct 
threeness without compromising the true oneness of God, and the word they came up with is 
“perichoresis” (which is where we get our word choreography) to define the relationship within God be-
tween the three persons that create oneness.  
• Perichoresis literally means, to make room for and to be contained within the other to the 

point that each member is their unique selves but they are also the other.  This word carries 
with it two other properties: 

• Co-inherence - which means for a thing to be as itself in essential relationship with an-
other or as the innate component of the other, mutual indwelling

• Interpenetration - To dance around and within the other so in sync with and into the 
other that the uniqueness of the three equates to being one - 

• The layman’s term for this the “dance of Joy”

Therefore if we go back to the Genesis story, and we look at Creation, what we see, is that the 
functioning relationship and identity of the trinity is irrational intimacy expressed and created in 
this dance of joy, that is not shared with another (this makes God’s offense of idolatry make more 
sense, especially as he continually relates it to adultery). The result of this dance of joy is creation, 
pleasure, and oneness - So creation itself and humanity are created out of this dance of joy 
within the Trinity.
  
So, when the married couple are created in the image of God, the three being one, we have the 
idea that in marriage we begin indwell the other to the point we become one being; and we do 
not share this relationship with any other human being.  It is the pinnacle of this indwelling, or 
this dance of joy, what we have termed sex, in which the epitome of oneness is expressed and 
results in the creation of joy, pleasure, and new life, that will in turn inform the emotional and 
mental connectedness which is becoming one as well.  

This dance of joy, even according to biologists, will go on to strengthen our emotional and men-
tal connections, so that our entire being, is becoming more and more one so that we are con-
tained within the other and in a way become the other which is strengthened by our uniqueness.

The Greek Orthodox Church calls it Theosis, we are becoming more and more a clearer picture 
of God’s love and internal life to the world.  Divorce destroys our indwelling of each other - So if 
marriage is about oneness, then divorce is not the separation of twoness back into individual 
parties that go their own way, but the ripping and breaking of a single being leaving a fractured 
resemblance of something that used to be. 

In summary, Jesus believes marriage is sacred, holy and inviolable union created by God to 
make man and woman “one flesh”, or more like God, and in the way of vocation, more like God 
to the world around them.   

So in the end, what does this have to do with the Good Works that draw People to God?  
We are actively being agents of reconciliation or peacemakers and thus a picture of the rela-
tionship within the Trinity that God invites us into, and God has trusted the fragile relationship of 
marriage as an Icon into the very relationship the world is invited into in God.  



SIDE NOTES (was not covered in sermon): 

Purpose of sex: procreation, intimacy, pleasure, and oneness - a oneness that is continually 
evolving through sex, emotional, physical, and mental relatedness.  

According to the study of neurochemical passages and dopamine any kind of sexual contact, 
mentally, emotionally, and physically, creates the desire for more sexual connection with that 
person.  If that is not happening with one’s spouse then it seems the mechanics may be at play 
and intercourse may be happening, but sexual connection is not, and if it is not, we will look for 
it elsewhere.  Within true sexual connections the brain releases oxytocin and vasopressin, 
which tells the woman that the man is hers and the man that the woman is his.  This kind of 
bonding is created every time a human has any kind of sexual experience (mental, emotional, 
and/or physical).  The feeling of “guilt” or “dirtiness” that arises in a  human who experiences 
sex outside of the biblical bounds is the brain’s way of saying, “I’m confused and lost” - I am hid-
ing my soul in a place it does not belong.  This works to separate “what God has joined togeth-
er” or what God means to join together with another in the future, and thus why Jesus prohibits 
sexual connection in any sort of physical, emotional, or mental way - If you are a Harry Potter 
fan, the imagery and idea behind hiding one’s soul in the Horcurx(es) is an amazing example of 
this…In fact, the conversation between Ron, Harry, and Hermione in the Deathly Hallows is an 
incredible mirror to the idea of repentance, naming, and owning one’s wrong in order to bring 
true restoration: 

Ron Weasley: "Isn't there any way of putting yourself back together?"
Hermione Granger: "Yes, but it would be excruciatingly painful."
Harry: "Why? How do you do it?"
Hermione Granger: "Remorse. You've got to really feel what you've done (naming and owning). 
There’s a footnote. Apparently the pain of it can destroy you. I can’t see Voldemort attempting it 
somehow, can you?”

In fact the effect of sex (mental, emotional, and physical) outside of the bond of biblical marriage 
is interestingly enough, stated well by the The first of Adalbert Waffling's Fundamental Laws of 
Magic in Harry Potter and the Deathly Hallows as well, “Tamper with the deepest mysteries — 
the source of life, the essence of self — only if prepared for consequences of the most extreme 
and dangerous kind.”

So, where oneness is really about creating us into a more human likeness of God, when we ex-
perience and practice sexual acts outside of the God’s vision for oneness and humanness, we 
are actively taking part in the dehumanization of the self and others, again, we see this summed 
up very well in The Deathly Hallows, “One of these such side-effects is the ‘dehumanizing’ effect 
the mutilation of one's soul is said to have. The more Horcruxes (think other people than one’s 
spouse) one creates, the less human they become, both emotionally and physically…this initial 
consequence of dehumanization has its own side effect; it logically follows that if one becomes 
dehumanized by Horcrux creation, then they will take less stock of morality in general, increas-
ing the likelihood that they will create another Horcrux, which would in turn make them less hu-
man and hence less moral, which further increases their likelihood of making more Horcruxes 
and so on. In other words, Horcrux creation may be thought of as a ‘slippery slope’ or ‘down-
ward spiral’.”




