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	Golf legend Gary Player was once asked by a reporter what he would do if he had to choose between his wife Vivienne, to whom he had been married 42 years, and his favorite golf club.  Without hesitation Player responded, “I sure would miss her.”  Later that day, when he got back to his hotel, Player found his beloved driver on the bed draped in one of his wife’s nightgowns.  My guess is that Gary Player reconsidered.....



	Sex is powerful and sex is on our minds.  In our study of the book of 1 Corinthians, we have discovered that the fact that sex is on our minds is not remarkable.  Sex has been on people’s minds for thousands of years.�  And, here is a surprise - God wants us to think about sex and He wants us to think rightly about it when we think about it!  After all, He is the One who thought it up in the first place.



	There are plenty of wrong ways to think about sex.  We might think about it clinically and miss the passion that God intended to be there.  We might think about it crassly - as in the locker room - and miss the purity and holiness that God meant to be there.  We might think about it exploitatively and miss the “one man/one woman” focus God meant to be there.  We might think about it fearfully and miss the freedom that God meant to be there.



	This morning, we are, again, going to seek to think God’s thoughts about a very charged issue: sex.  Specifically, sex in marriage.  The Bible will be our guide, as it always is, as we explore some of what is involved in developing a truly intimate, sexually honest, physically healthy marriage.



	Last Sunday we studied 1 Corinthians 6:9-20, considering the apostle Paul’s instructions regarding sexual laxness.  The Corinthian Christians were - just as San Antonian Christians might be - tempted to become involved in sexual liaisons with people other than their marriage partners.



	Paul said that we shouldn’t engage in sexually immoral behavior: (1). because our bodies are forever and what we do with our bodies matters; (2). because our bodies belong to Jesus and what we do with our bodies matters to Him; and (3). because our bodies have been redeemed by Jesus, so that the only reasonable way to conduct ourselves, sexually, is with a view to glorifying God in our bodies.



	This morning, Paul turns a corner.  In one way, the corner he turns is by way of discussing legitimate sexual expression as opposed to illegitimate sexual expression.  But he turns a corner, too, in the whole book as he stops addressing issues HE is concerned about and begins to answer questions THE CORINTHIANS have raised.



	That he has turned this corner is obvious from the first words of 1 Corinthians 7.



Paul Switches Gears And Responds To The Corinthians’ Questions (v. 1a)



	“Now concerning the things about which you wrote.....” (v. 1a)



	From here through the remainder of 1 Corinthians, Paul responds to the questions the Christians in Corinth had asked him in a previous letter.  We don’t have that correspondence, but we can reconstruct some of it, based on the issues he addresses through the remainder of 1 Corinthians.



	So, the passage before us this morning begins the second half of this letter.  He addresses marriage in chapter 7 because they asked questions about marriage.  Next, he talks about food which has been sacrificed to idols.  Should they eat it or not?  If not, why not?  If so, under what circumstances?  This was a hot topic in first century Corinthian Christianity, but does it have any relevance to us today?  Yes, in that it leads to a discussion of matters of conscience, weaker/stronger brothers, legalism and Pharisaism (chapters 8-10)!  Evidently, the church had been experiencing some problems in public worship, so they asked him some questions about that.  Paul answers their questions - and ours - in chapters 11-14.  He finishes the letter by answering questions about the resurrection (chapter 15) and the collection of the offering (chapter 16).



	That is what we have to look forward to in the weeks and months ahead.  But this morning (and for the next two or three Sundays) we are going to listen to the apostle’s teaching regarding marriage.



	The first words out of his pen let us know that he is going to be dealing, at first, along sexual lines.  And the first phrase deserves our undivided attention.  Hear it as I read from the New American Standard Bible.



Sexual Interaction Outside Of Marriage (v. 1b)



	“.....it is good for a man not to touch a woman.” (v. 1)�



	What may immediately come to your mind when I read those words is, “That’s not what my Bible says!”  And, if you are using the New International Version of the Bible�, you’re right.  The NIV translates this phrase, “It is good for a man not to marry.”�  So how did two respectable versions come up with such differing translations?  Let me try and explain.



	The Greek phrase that  makes up verse 1 is a euphemism.  As you know, a euphemism is a “nice” way of saying something that is either hard or could be indelicate.  When someone dies we don’t say that they “kicked the bucket” but that they “passed on” or that they “went to their reward.”



	In these words from verse 1, the phrase “to touch”� is a euphemism for having sexual relations.  The NIV editors took it one step further and saw it as a euphemism for marriage, since sexual relations belong solely within the context of marriage.



	I personally believe that the NIV translation doesn’t capture the gist of Paul’s thought here, and that it is better to leave the translation the way we have it.  “It is good for a man not to touch a woman.”



	Meaning?  Paul is saying that it is an OK� thing for a man to lead a life free from sexual involvement with others.  AND (by extension) it is an OK thing for a woman to lead a life free from sexual involvement with others.



	In the passage we saw last week (6:12-20), Paul made it abundantly clear that it was not just OK, it was critical that men and women NOT become sexually involved with people to whom they are not married.  So, the first phrase of verse 1 is absolutely correct, necessarily correct if we are thinking about relationships outside of marriage.  There is no setting in which sexual relations outside of marriage are either a right or are right.



	But the Corinthians had not asked if it was a good thing to engage in sexual immorality.  They had asked if not having sex was a good thing.  Paul says, “Yes” � in 7:1, and then goes on to clear his throat and explain that he was giving a qualified “Yes.”



	It is a good thing to not touch a woman sexually (or for a woman to not touch a man sexually) outside of marriage.  But, a different set of rules apply to the husband and wife, and Paul approaches that oh-so-delicate subject of sexual relations within marriage, as I will seek to do for the next few minutes as well.



	After clearing his throat, and after having said that living in a celibate state is an OK thing to do, he goes on to explain the one relationship in life in which sexual relations are legitimate: marriage.



Sexual Interaction Within Marriage (vv. 2-6)



Marriage is the Proper Sphere in Which to Experience Sexual Intimacy (v. 2)



	“But because of immoralities�, let each man have his own wife, and let each woman have her own husband.�” (v. 2)



	Paraphrased, Paul is saying that because of the danger of immorality due to the strength of the sex drive that God has placed within males and females, men and women should marry AND husbands and wives should engage in full and free sexual expression with each other.



	My understanding is that what the Corinthians were thinking and perhaps what they were being taught was this: Marriage is to be avoided if possible, and married people are to avoid sexual involvement with each other as much as they can.

	Paul says, “No.  Wrong thinking.  A single life is good, but it is generally not a great idea, in view of the temptations that exist to immoral behavior.”



	Now some will say, “Isn’t this a rather base reason for getting married?  That I should get married so that I can avoid immorality, or that I should allow someone to marry me so that THEY can avoid immorality?”



	I would say you’re right.  This is not a sufficient reason to get married.  It is also not the only reason Paul gives in his writings for marriage (The man who wrote Ephesians 5 had no low view of marriage!)  But verse 2 does affirm that in addition to being intellectual, emotional, physical and spiritual beings, men and women are sexual beings.



	And, if it is not the only or the primary reason why marriage is a good idea, it is a reason.  Paul does not say that marriage serves no purpose except as a hedge against sexual sin - but it does serve that purpose.



	Just as in first century Corinth, San Antonio in 2000 is a sexually charged environment.  Men and women have sexual urges, and if they are expressed within marriage - a lifelong covenant relationship that God Himself has ordained - then they are less likely to express those urges in ways that God has forbidden.



	In a society so full of temptations, Paul advises marriage, not as the lesser of two evils, but as a God-given safeguard against evil.  And, so far from marriage being wrong, as some Corinthians were thinking, it is for very many people the right thing to do.



	There is a hint of a sexual overtone in this verse by Paul’s use of the word, “have.”  In fact, several Bible commentators have indicated that “have” in this context implies “to have sexually.”�  But what may be somewhat obscure in verse 2 becomes absolutely explicit in verses 3-5.







Being Married Involves Regular, Loving Sexual Involvement (vv. 3-5)



	Sexual involvement in marriage is a “given” (v. 3)



	“Let the husband fulfill his duty to his wife, and likewise also the wife to her husband.” (v. 3)



	Now, we need to notice several things about marriage from this verse.



	First, notice the equal and mutual reciprocity Paul expects both husband and wife will bring to their marriage.  What is expected of one partner is expected from the other.  In sexual matters, the husband and wife are on equal footing.



	Second, notice that the reference to sexual involvement in this verse (and throughout the passage), has no connection whatsoever to procreation.  Those who would say that the purpose (the only purpose or the main purpose) of sexual relations in marriage is to preserve the race from extinction find no support in 1 Corinthians 7.  Just as providing a hedge against immorality is not a sufficient reason to get married, but is a reason, so providing for the continuance of the human race is a by-product of marriage, but it is not the “point” of marriage, and it is not the “point” of sexual relations within marriage.�



	Third, notice that the words of verse 3 speak of a two-way giving and serving mentality.  Properly understood, sex is not something to be “taken” but “given.”  Whether sexuality becomes a celebration of giving or a point of contention in a marriage depends largely on both partners’ selflessness.



	When sexual activity is not entered into in the spirit of reciprocity, it becomes destructive.  Sex is often used to take, to demand, to coerce, to shame and to harm.  Yet, it offers the opportunity to give to a spouse in a startlingly unique and human way.

	And fourth, notice that Paul uses the word “duty” in this verse.  He doesn’t use the term “favor” to describe what happens when a married couple makes love, as in, “He (or she) is giving out sexual favors.”



	His words mean that the husband and the wife owe each other, sexually.  Literally, the phrase reads, “Let the husband pay back what is owed to the wife” and vice versa.�  The thinking seems to be, “Because you have agreed to marry me, and I am allowed to partake of the privileges marriage affords, I owe you sexually.”



	When two people get married, they begin a one-flesh relationship.  That one-fleshness extends to sharing everything they have - thoughts, prayers, material possessions, a future - and their bodies.  When a man and a woman marry they promise to not have sex with anyone else (“forsaking all others”).  AND, when a man and a woman marry, they promise to have sex with each other (“cleave only unto him/her as long as you both shall live”).



	In marriage, sex should not be used as a bribe, or as a reward for good behavior, or as something to be withheld as a threat or as punishment.  It is to be freely given out of gratitude to God (“what God has joined together”) for the privilege of being married to that woman, to that man.



	Having said that, do I think that there are times, even seasons, in a marriage when sexual intimacy may be less frequent?  Yes.  Do I believe that there are understandable reasons for a husband or a wife to legitimately not engage in sex from time to time?  Yes, I do. (So does Paul and he’ll mention one of those reasons later in this passage.)



	But marriage must be real marriage.  And real marriage means full, personal involvement in sexual ways.



	When you read the word “duty” in this verse, you may have reacted rather negatively.  You might have a negative reaction if you are a man and you might have that reaction if you are a woman.



	Bill Hybels is the pastor of Willow Creek Community Church in South Barrington, Illinois.  Bill and his wife, Lynn, have co-authored a book about marriage entitled FIT TO BE TIED.  I think it is a good book with a lot of good things to say.  One of the plusses of the book is that there are some sections written by Bill and some sections written by Lynn.  In one of the sections Lynn wrote, she related that for years she viewed sex as a “duty” in a pretty negative light.  She went on to write, in a very honest way, of her own sexual growth and how she came to see it as a duty that paid personal and marital dividends.



	“Diapers, Dinner, Dishes, Sex.  They were all part of the same routine, all part of my responsibility as a wife and mother.  And all about equally enjoyable.  Somewhere along the line I began to view sex differently.  I began to view it as a diversion, an escape, a chance to crawl out from under routine responsibilities and mundane chores.....A chance to have some fun right in my own home without having to buy a ticket or pay a baby-sitter.  I began to view sex as a break....as a romantic reward.....When I began to view sex [in this way] I became a much more exciting sexual partner.  I no longer had to worry about pleasing Bill.  I was pleasing him.  He would say, in fact, that my new attitude marked a dramatically positive turning point in our sexual relationship.  When a wife experiences maximum pleasure herself, that multiplies her husband’s pleasure.”



	There may have been some in Corinth who were saying that sexual relations were to be avoided in marriage.�  They were touting “celibate marriage” or “spiritual marriage.”  Paul says there is no such thing.  Marriage involves the free giving of all that a man and a woman are to each other - spirit, mind, soul and body.



	Paul further develops the idea of “paying what is owed” in verse 4.













	Sexual interaction in marriage follows because of the servant roles each spouse assumes in marriage (v. 4)



	“The wife does not have authority over her own body, but the husband does; and likewise also the husband does not have authority over his own body, but the wife does.” (v. 4)



	Marriage involves a power transfer.  This concept is not fully understood by many, and by those who understand it, it is often not well applied!



	Paul is certainly speaking about sexual matters here, but what he says so far transcends sexual matters!  A husband and a wife belong to each other.  There are legitimate ways in which my wife can have expectations of me - my time and my energy and my resources (financial, sexual and otherwise) - that no other person on planet earth can legitimately have of me.  And vice versa.  As Kathy’s husband, I can legitimately have expectations of her that I don’t have of anybody else and that nobody else can have of her.



	This past Wednesday, I called before I got in the car to come home.  That is not unusual.  I often call to see how things are going, if I need to buy three gallons of milk on the way home, to see if it is safe to come home.  It almost wasn’t.....



	It seems that Kathy had been driving home from running some errands shortly before I called.  She had been followed.  The car following her was one of Leon Valley’s finest, with lights flashing.  He followed her all the way to our driveway.  There in front of our house, with all the neighbors watching, wondering what crime that Smith woman had committed, the policeman stepped out of his squad car and walking up to a bewildered Kathy, told her that the inspection sticker on the Suburban had expired - in November!



	Now getting the car inspected has always been my responsibility.  I blew it and Kathy told me about it.  She expects me to take care of her car.  Nobody else in this world expects me to make sure their car is running right or is inspected.  But Kathy does.  And that is OK.  It is OK for this woman to expect involvement from me in her life that it would be unreasonable for her to expect from any other man.  It is OK for Kathy to expect intimate involvement from me in her life and for me to expect the same from her - because we are married.



	Discussing sexual intimacy in marriage inevitably leads to a discussion of marriage health, generally.  A husband’s time and energy belongs to his wife.  A wife’s energies and resources belong to her husband.  Do we really believe that?



	Are we really “for” each other in our marriages?  Does your spouse know beyond the shadow of a doubt that he or she is “it” and there is no other?  Do they know that we are unalterably committed to them.  Do they know that we have given our hearts to them and have as our greatest aim to bless them?



	Is it true?  Are you devoted to your wife?  Are you devoted to your husband?  What would your spouse say if you asked them this afternoon, “Does it seem to you that I am devoted to you?  Not that I am living responsibly with you - doing the laundry, washing the car, cooking meals, mowing the yard.  Does it seem to you that I am FOR YOU, that I am giving myself to you?”



	And what would you do if you heard the answer, “No”?  Would you be willing to face the fact that for the married person, following Jesus involves wholehearted commitment to their spouse?  Would you be willing to do whatever it takes to rebuild your marriage?



	Would you be willing to talk things out with your wife or husband?  Court your wife to let her know that you love her?  Do the special things for your husband you did at the beginning to let him know that he was valued?  Take time to play tennis, take walks, take on household chores, read books together, take long drives in the Hill Country together, encourage him or her in special projects or challenges they are facing?



	If you couldn’t work things out, would you be willing to take it to the next level and talk with trusted friends?  There is some exposure there, sure.  But, how much is it worth it to you to have an excellent marriage?  Would you be willing to take it to the next level and go to a gifted, wise counselor if serious problems still persist?  What would you be willing to do to build a marriage that pleases God?

	I have often wondered how much marital tension in the sexual realm and other arenas arises from the simple fact that one or both spouses is stand-offish.  They simply refuse to give themselves wholeheartedly to their mate.  They have one foot in the marriage and one foot undecided.



	God’s plan for marriage involves full, personal investment.  Nothing half-hearted will do.  According to Scripture, married people belong to each other in unique ways that they don’t belong to anyone else.



	What is true about a husband’s time and his thoughts being for his wife and a wife’s energies and her emotions being used to bless her husband applies, too, to their bodies and their sexuality.



	Neither husbands nor wives have the right to use their own bodies completely as they wish.  They are under obligation to surrender authority of their bodies to their spouses.



	That mindset (mutual sexual giving, reciprocal sexual serving) was not winning the day in Corinth.  From what Paul says in verse 5, we understand that married partners were NOT fulfilling their sexual duty to each other.  They were depriving each other of sexual intimacy.  Paul says that has got to stop.



	Sexual interaction is to be a regular part of marriage (vv. 5-6)



  	“Stop depriving� one another, except by agreement for a time that you may devote yourselves to prayer, and come together again lest Satan tempt you because of your lack of self-control.  But this I say by way of concession, not of command.” (vv. 5-6)



	Here, Paul mentions an exceptional case in which abstinence from sexual activity may be legitimate within marriage.  The exceptional case he mentions is a season of intense focus on prayer.  Sometimes, in the rush of everyday life it may be necessary to take exceptional measures to secure a quiet, leisurely time with God.  Prayer must be unhurried, and the pressures of normal marital relations might get in the way of the husband’s or the wife’s focus on God.  If that is the case - and if both husband and wife agree to it - then they may refrain from sex for that period of time.



	Verse 6 is important in this regard, though.  Paul says that even when a couple is committing themselves to a season of special focus on prayer, they don’t HAVE TO abstain from sexual relations, only that they might consider it!�



	Now, might there be other exceptional cases in which sex might be put on the shelf for a season?�  Sure.  I’m open to that.  But the same safeguards will apply.  It is to be by mutual agreement.  It is to be for a brief time.  It is to be concluded with a return to normal relations.



	Why?  Because as the verse goes on to say, Satan tempts the unsatisfied, unfulfilled, defrauded spouse with sexual sin.  Now, that does not mean for a moment that if the partner who is frustrated succumbs to the temptation and commits an immoral act, it is anybody’s fault but the sinning partner.



	He or she has to believe the verse that says God will provide a way to avoid sin (1 Corinthians 10:13).  And if the unfulfilled partner commits sin it is because they have not looked hard enough for God’s provision of escape.



	However, what spouse would want to put their husband or wife in such a position that they are a sitting duck for Satan?  The point, I believe, is that sexual abstinence, for the most part, is inappropriate for married couples.



	Certainly, both the husband and the wife are to be sensitive to the emotional and physical states of their spouse and not insist on “sex on demand.”  But neither should one partner try to get out of satisfying his or her spouse’s legitimate sexual needs.  Paul calls that “defrauding” our spouse.



	But it happens.  Gary Thomas has written a book entitled SACRED MARRIAGE (subtitle, “What if God designed marriage to make us holy more than to make us happy?”)  On page 194 Thomas is remarkably candid and writes, “Sometimes, if I’m in a foul mood, the mere knowledge that my wife is ‘eager’ tempts me to be maliciously uninterested.� This is a shameful and tyrannical display of power - ‘I have what you want and you’re not going to get it.’”



	That “shameful and tyrannical display of power” as Thomas calls it, can be perpetrated by either husband or wife.  Paul urges, instead, a mindset that says exactly the opposite.  “I have every intention of blessing you with my whole self - and that includes my sexual self.”



	Paul rounds out this passage in a very interesting way.  In verse 7, he expresses a wish coupled with a reality check.  Listen as I read verse 7.























Each One Has A Sexual “Giftedness” (v. 7)



	“Yet I wish that all men were even as I myself am.  However, each man has his own gift from God�, one in this manner, and another in that.�” (v. 7)



	When we meet Paul in the New Testament, he is a single man.  We know that he is single primarily from his Corinthian letters, but we might come to the conclusion that he is unmarried by observing his lifestyle.  A married man could hardly have kept the itinerant ministry schedule and pace he did.



	The probability is that Paul was never married, although some believe that he was a widower.�  In all of his writings, there is no hint that he had a wife or children.  We can be certain that as he writes 1 Corinthians he was single and that he liked it that way.



	When he expresses his wish that all men (I would include women here, too) be as he was, though, I don’t believe that he was wishing that every one would be single.�



	In verse 7, he is speaking of the special giftedness God has granted to each one.  His wish that all would be as he is arises from his complete satisfaction with the giftedness God has granted him.  He is so happy and fulfilled in the celibate state that he wishes everybody could experience the joy and satisfaction he has found in that state.



	Of course, to remain single without the gift of celibacy would be to court disaster!�  Paul says as much in verse 9 where we read that it is better to marry than to burn with passion.  If a person doesn’t have the gift to remain single, they shouldn’t try it!



	Paul does see certain advantages to the single life (and we’ll look at those in detail in a couple of weeks), but he knows that not everyone has this giftedness from God.�  That is his “reality check.” Some are gifted (we might say “wired”) for single life and some are gifted for married life.  Either is a gift from God.  Both require special grace and both have certain advantages.



	So, while he expressly wishes that all men had his gift of celibacy - and he clearly thinks of the sexual drive as he experienced it as a gift from God - he recognizes that each man and woman has his and her own sexual giftedness.



	I believe that this last statement of verse 7 has tremendous application for the married man and the married woman.



	God has given different people different gifts and temperaments.  We grant that.  And how often do we think of this in terms of emotional temperaments.  Am I sanguine or choleric, introspective, extroverted, a lion or a Labrador Retriever?



	But Paul is speaking of sexual giftedness and sexual temperament.  What would happen if a husband sought to understand his wife’s sexual temperature and temperament and determined to live with her in an understanding way, based on that understanding?  What would happen if a wife gave herself to understanding her husband’s sexual drive and his sexual temperament and determined to respect that aspect of who he is?



	Chances are good (nearing 100%) that in any marriage, sexual temperaments are not identical between husband and wife.  That is one of the things that makes marriage a rich challenge!  But can’t we hear in verse 7 God’s Word calling us to be student of our spouse.  Scripture (and therefore, God Himself), is calling you to learn your wife’s sexual temperament, your husband’s sexual temperament and work toward a mutually satisfying, intimate life together.





Conclusion: 



	Throughout our time together this morning, I have wanted to tread lightly.  Sexual issues are emotionally charged.  Most everyone has strong feelings about sexual issues.  And most marriages struggle from time to time in the sexual arena, as, frankly, most marriages do, from time to time, in most arenas.



	In our own marriage, we have experienced some seasons of great intimacy and some seasons of struggle and of missing each other.  Maybe that would describe, more or less, your own marriage.



	Yet, as I mentioned at the beginning, sex was God’s idea from the beginning.  He is the One who thought it all up.  He says that sexual intimacy in marriage is a good thing.  And so, we have a major passage in 1 Corinthians given entirely to the theme of sexual intimacy in marriage.



	Sexual involvement in marriage is important enough to dwell on for a Sunday morning because the nature of sexual desire bestows tremendous relational power.  This makes manipulation and guilt-tripping and rejection ever-present possibilities in the marriage bed.  How a husband or a wife chooses to use that power says volumes about their spiritual maturity.



	For a picture of the proper response to the gift of power, look at Jesus’ use of power on His last night on earth.  John tells us (John 13) that Jesus knew that the Father had put all things under His power.  Knowing that, what did He do?  He didn’t act like a spiteful tyrant. No, Jesus got up from the meal and washed His disciple’s feet.  He used His power and authority as an opportunity to serve, to give.



	And, in the final analysis, the beauty of sexuality is seen in service, lovingly meeting the physical desires and needs of our mate.



	In closing, I would like to again read from Gary Thomas’ book, SACRED MARRIAGE.  Thomas writes, “There are many books that focus on the technical mastery of sex, and I suppose that those books have their place.  But the true challenge of sex is in its spiritual mastery.  A growing, healthy sex life is not easy to maintain.  Yet it provides the setting for tremendous spiritual growth.  In fact, seen within the context of service, sex leads to the apex of spiritual maturity.  It offers us the opportunity to walk through the ultimate human pleasure and yet use it not to demand or exploit or abuse, but to give and to serve.”



	When we have power over another and we use that power lovingly, we grow in Christ.  The sexual relationship thus provides an excellent opportunity for a married couple to experience the testing and the growth of virtue in real-world ways.



� Some of the thoughts I have brought to this message have come from two books, SACRED MARRIAGE, by Gary Thomas and FIT TO BE TIED by Bill and Lynn Hybels.  I highly recommend these books, as well as MEN AND WOMEN: ENJOYING THE DIFFERENCE by Larry Crabb, THE MARRIAGE BUILDER, also by Crabb and THE MYSTERY OF MARRIAGE by Mike Mason.

� For example, in ancient Judaism, a newly married man was excused from the obligation of saying the Shema (Dt. 6), for the evident reason that his mind would be otherwise occupied and he would not be able to give proper attention to his prayer.

� Note the interesting difference between “It is a good thing to not touch a woman” and “It is not good for the man to be alone.” (Genesis 2:18)

� Comparing a lot of translations we find the following: NIV - “good not to marry” (also Living Bible, a paraphrase); NASB - “good not to touch” (also RSV and King James); Phillips - “It is a good principle for a man to have no physical contact with women”; Message - “Is it a good thing to have sexual relations?  Certainly - but only within a certain context.  It’s good for a man to have a wife and for a woman to have a husband.”  Leon Morris, a very fine scholar, believes that “touch” here, refers to marriage.  I simply disagree.

� Although the NIV footnote has, “It is good for a man not to have sexual relations with a woman.”

� See Genesis 20:6, “Then God said to him in the dream, ‘Yes, I know that in the integrity of your heart you have done this, and I also kept you from sinning against Me; therefore I did not let you touch her.’”

�  “good” does not mean “morally good”, that is, ordered by the Law of God.  Rather, it denotes an attitude which is commendable but not strictly commanded.

� This verse may be a qualified endorsement of a Corinthian slogan, just as Paul gave a qualified endorsement to the slogans of 6:12 and 13. Are Paul’s words lifted directly from the Corinthians’ letter to him?  Maybe.

� The words, “because of immoralities” mean, “in order to prevent immoralities....”

� As has been pointed out, this verse (“each one have his own wife....husband”) forbids polygamy.

� The word is certainly used that way in Matthew 14:4, “For John had been saying to him (Herod), ‘It is not lawful for you to have her.’”

� To Christians who believed that the end of the world was very near, as the Corinthians might have, since the early church clearly believed that Jesus’ return was possible at any moment (just as it still is today), the necessity of preserving the human race from extinction would not have seemed a very strong argument.

� See Matthew 18:32; Romans 13:7 for two verses which use the same word as used in 1 Cor. 7:3 with the sense of paying a debt owed.

� There were some philosophers and pagans who advocated celibacy and sexual asceticism, but the problem Paul addresses probably arose within Christian circles.

�  The King James version has “defraud” a perfectly legitimate translation.  Similarly, Phillips’ version has “cheat.”

� Verse 6 has been variously understood.  Some say that Paul means, “I am not commanding you to marry when I say, ‘Let each man have his own wife, but am merely conceding that you may marry.” (MAYBE!)  Or, he may mean, “I concede that you may resume your former sexual relations, but I do not say that you must.” (NOT!).  Or, he may be saying, “You should not rob one another of your rights, but I will make this concession to the ascetics among you: If husband and wife both wish, they may agree not to have sex for a short time, in order to give themselves without distraction to prayer.  But note that this is a concession, not a command, and if you do practice abstinence in this way it must be for a limited time, and with a view to returning to each other.  You need not practice abstinence for your time in prayer if you do not wish to, nor should you if you don’t both agree to!” (YES!)

� Temporary abstention for a spiritual purpose is advised in the Old Testament Eccles 3:5; Joel 2:16; Zech 12:12-14, but it is an exception for certain circumstances, not a rule for all circumstances.

� He calls it “Hitlerism within the microcosm of relationship.”

� The gift Paul references is a gift given by the Holy Spirit, just like all spiritual gifts.  Celibate life requires a special gift from God, but so also does marriage.

� One person expresses his obedience to God within marriage, another outside of marriage.

�  Some have even suggested that his wife left him when he became a Christian, or that he even left her when he became a Christian.  We can be certain that he didn’t leave his unbelieving wife (cf. 1 Cor 7!).  All theories as to Paul having been married are pure speculation.

� Given his personal preference for the single life, it would  have been easy for him to cave in to the pro-celibacy faction and insist that all people become as he was.  Given his “pro-marriage” upbringing in Judaism and the lures of easy sex in Corinth, it might have been equally tempting for him to issue a wholesale condemnation of the proponents of celibacy as legalistic, opposed to the goodness of God’s creation and placing an impossible burden on fellow-Christians’ shoulders.  But he takes neither of these tacks.  Instead, he charts a centrist course, recognizing the strengths and weaknesses of both sides.

� To vow perpetual celibacy, without certainty of having received the necessary “gift” is to court disaster.  As one commentator has written, “Forcing it on the clergy prevents good men from taking Orders and causes weak men to break their vow.”  Neither Paul nor any other biblical writer would justify an across the board requirement for singleness for any Christian group.  When Martin Luther broke away from the established church of his day, one of the first things he did was to marry a nun and begin to raise a large and happy family!

� Matthew 19:11-12 might easily have given rise to the idea that marriage was to be discouraged.  “But He said to them, ‘Not all men can accept this statement, but only those to whom it has been given.  For there are eunuchs who were born that way from their mother’s womb; and there are eunuchs who were made eunuchs by men; and there are also eunuchs who made themselves eunuchs for the sake of the kingdom of heaven. He who is able to accept this, let him accept it.’” 
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