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Before answering a few of the objections this writ-
er has come across concerning the view presented in 
Part 1 of this study (that “only in the Lord” means a 
widow is free to marry anyone who is Scripturally el-
igible), it must be emphasized again that the issue is 
not whether or not it is better for Christians, widows 
or not, to marry other Christians. Rather, the issue is 
whether or not it is inherently sinful for a Christian 
to marry a non-Christian. Given the application of 
God’s universal laws of marriage applied in Part 1, 
the view that all Christians must always marry oth-
er Christians—no matter what the circumstance—or 
they always sin is binding a law that God did not 
bind. This writer is hesitant in devoting so much 
space in answering the objections below because he 
does not want readers to think he promotes Chris-
tians marrying non-Christians as the ideal situation. 
However, in a study on the expediencies of marriage, 
a detailed analysis is of great value in order to guard 
against our binding what God has not bound. With 
this in mind, note five objections.

Old Covenant Law
Some object by making a faulty comparison with 

God’s covenant law under Judaism. They would ar-
gue that since God forbade Israel to marry outside 
their tribes (Deut. 7:3; Josh. 23:12; Ezr. 9:12), God 
likewise today does not allow His people to marry 
outside the church. On the surface, this may seem 

reasonable. However, people must realize we are not 
under the old covenant (Rom. 10:3; Gal. 3:24-25; 
Col. 2:14). There are no explicit statements or ex-
amples under the new covenant that limit Christians 
to only marry other Christians. To be sure, there are 
certain statements that have a huge bearing on mar-
riage (Mt. 6:33; Col. 3:1-2), but, again, the question 
is do these statements render a Christian marrying a 
non-Christian inherently sinful?

The “Knows Better” Assertion
Some may object by turning to James 4:17, 

“Therefore, to him who knows to do good and does 
not do it, to him it is sin,” and argue if a Christian 
“knows” it is better to marry a Christian, then he or 
she sins by marrying a non-Christian. To answer this 
objection, we must consider the total teaching of the 
Bible, especially as it relates to First Corinthians 7. In 
discussing whether or not fathers should allow their 
daughters to marry, Paul said, “So then he who gives
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her in marriage does well, but he who does not give 
her in marriage does better” (1 Cor. 7:38). Because 
of the circumstances particular to each case, which 
may override the generally preferred state of being 
single, either option is Scriptural. How would James 
4:17 apply to this scenario? The first man would sin 
by not allowing his daughter to marry (1 Cor. 7:36), 
and the second man would sin by forcing his daugh-
ter to marry (1 Cor. 7:37)! Yes, it is sinful for a person  
to violate his or her conscience (Rom. 14:23 cf. Jas. 
4:17), but what this objection fails to prove is should 
a Christian marrying a non-Christian always violate 
a person’s conscious? It begs the question by assum-
ing that a Christian marrying a non-Christian is in-
herently sinful! James 4:17 is just as much applica-
ble to marriage as is First Corinthians 7:2, 9, which 
authorize marriage in certain circumstances, even in 
a context where it is generally better for one not to 
marry (cf. 1 Cor. 7:26, 28, 38). It is not the case that 
either one passage or the others have to be obeyed. 
All these verses can (and must) be obeyed!

To further answer this objection, if a Christian 
marrying a non-Christian were inherently sinful un-
der the new covenant, why then does the inspired 
record speak of Christians being married to non-
Christians without inspired disapproval? In First 
Corinthians 7:12-15, Christians 
married to non-Christians were 
explicitly told to stay married! 
Even if the non-Christian leaves 
the marriage, the Christian was 
“not [to] divorce [put … away, 
KJV] … [nor] divorce [leave him, 

KJV]” (1 Cor. 7:12-13)! Consider also the marriages 
in First Peter 3:1-6. Not only were these wives mar-
ried to non-Christians, the original language sug-
gests they were married to men who actively op-
posed Christianity, yet these wives were never told 
to repent of their marital status. Rather, they were 
told to behave in such a way so that their husbands, 
“without a word, may be won by the conduct of their 
wives” (1 Pet. 3:1). Finally, consider Timothy’s moth-
er, Eunice. She was a “Jewish woman who believed, 
but his father was Greek” (Acts 16:1), who obviously 
did not believe (Acts 16:3), yet Paul speaks highly of 
her “genuine faith” (2 Tim. 1:5). Would Paul com-
mend the faith of a woman living in sin (if it were true 
that a Christian married to a non-Christian were in-
herently sinful)? Certainly not (cf. Rom. 6:1-2)! Most 
will try to harmonize the “marry only a Christian” 
view here by insisting these people were already 
married before they became Christians. While such 
may very well be true, where is the inspired state-
ment that demands it? This also seems to involve 
begging the question!

A final answer to this objection is seen in the 
“marry only a Christian” view’s answer to the ques-
tion, what must Christians married to non-Christian 
do to repent of their sin? Surprisingly, the answer
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would be simply to repent of the bad decision. Imag-
ine that! To what other sinful lifestyle would that ap-
ply? Could a person repent of a homosexual or an 
adulterous marriage by simply repenting of, what 
amounts to, the wedding ceremony? Can a person 
in those marriages just repent of saying, “I do,” and 
continue in the relationship? Of course not! Propo-
nents of the “marry only a Christian” view would 
respond that because the relationship is not based 
on adultery, repentance does not have to involve 
separation. They would further state that one need 
only repent of the disposition that led him to marry a 
non-Christian and then set his mind on seeking first 
the kingdom of God. Is there not a glaring flaw in 
this reasoning? If marrying a non-Christian inher-
ently hinders a Christian’s ability to seek first the 
kingdom of God, then would not remaining married 
to a non-Christian inherently continue to hinder a 
Christian from seeking first the kingdom of God? If 
it does not, then why, again, is a Christian married to 
a non-Christian inherently sinful?

Original Language “Nonsense”
Some object to the use of the original language 

in Part 1 as it relates to First Corinthians 7:39. One 
brother states:

While it is good to know the Greek and to be able to 
use it correctly, the average man and woman in the 
pew know absolutely nothing about the language. 
… To speak of an “adjectival phrase” and an “adver-
bial phrase” before most any audience is mystifying 
to them. One might as well be addressing them in 
Chinese. Many more do not know the difference in 
a verb and a noun, a preposition or a conjunction, to 
say nothing of a simple adjective or an adverb. The 
whole thing is sheer nonsense except in rare occa-
sions. (Bruce R. Curd, Marry Only in the Lord [Mar-

ion, NC: Bruce R. Curd, 2002]. 242-243)

While it is true people do not have to know Greek in 
order to go to heaven, it sure does help in “rightly 
dividing [handling aright, ASV] the word of truth” (2 
Tim. 2:15). Why would anyone be opposed to study-
ing and applying the original language that God 
chose to communicate the New Testament? Could 
First Corinthians 7:39 be one of those “rare occa-
sions” that applying the original language would not 
be considered “sheer nonsense”? Whatever a per-
son’s view of using the original language, this writ-
er’s conclusion in Part 1 is mainly supported by the 
context of First Corinthians 7 and the total teaching 
of the Bible. Such an attitude toward original lan-

guage studies as quoted above seems out of place 
among those who seek to know the truth.

The Volume Of Commentaries
Some might object by piling up commentaries, 

ancient and modern, and concluding that since all 
the commentaries in the stack, without exception, 
teach that the widow (and thus every Christian) must 
always marry only another Christian or else he or 
she sins, then it must be true. While no scholarship 
should ever flippantly be dismissed, it is not “schol-
arship,” in the final analysis, that determines truth. 
The overriding factor in determining truth is what 
harmonizes with the immediate and remote context 
of the Bible, regardless of what the commentaries 
say! For reasons given above, the position that states 
a Christian marrying a non-Christian is inherently 
sinful does not harmonize with First Corinthians 7 
nor the total teaching of the Bible.

Paul’s Right To Marry “A Sister”
Some might object by referring to Paul’s state-

ment that he had a right to “lead about a sister, a 
wife, as well as other apostles” (1 Cor. 9:5). This 
statement, however, must be considered in the con-
text of Paul’s right to be supported by the church as 
he labors in the gospel, though he did not exercise 
that right in Corinth. It would be inappropriate for 
the church to support a non-believing wife to labor 
in the gospel. Only the faithful can teach the faith 
faithfully! Again, it is best for a Christian to marry a 
faithful Christian when possible, but such may not 
always be possible, and marriage is better than some 
alternatives (cf. 1 Cor. 7:2, 9, 28, 38).

Conclusion
Marriage is an important subject and must be 

taken seriously. As we noted, Paul gave the general 
principles of marriage, including its intended per-
manency (1 Cor. 7:1-7), and, even though, because 
of the present distress, it was better not to marry in 
first century Corinth, expediency determined the ex-
ceptions to that general rule. Because a man and a 
woman have a Scriptural right to marry does not al-
ways mean that it is best to marry. More needs to be 
considered than just “loving” one another. Outward 
circumstances must also be factored into the deci-
sion (cf. 1 Cor. 7:26, 28). May we love God enough 
to do what is best according to his will, and may we 
likewise only bind where God has bound (Mt. 18:18)!
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