WHAT IS THE PURPOSE OF MARRIAGE?
Most Marriage related questions pertain to What? How? Why? 

What - The ‘What?’ question focuses on definition, what is or is not marriage, what is or is not moral or right. 
How- The ‘How?’ question addresses resources needed to build or repair marriages. Both definition and resources are given attention in our society and in the church.
Why - The ‘Why?’ question, the purpose of marriage, is the generally the neglected question. And yet it is fundamental

· Why do people get married?  Think of different cultures, times, and peoples.
· Would you agree with this statement: “‘The purpose of marriage is personal to each couple’”  Why, or why not?
· What are the Biblical reasons for marriage?

· How would you explain to another God’s Purpose for marriage?

· What are the main reasons Christians have given for marriage throughout the ages?
Historical Perspectives – What are the main reasons Christians have given for marriage throughout the ages?


Procreational – The marrigage union usually leads to children

Relational - The couple’s relationship is beneficial to them and is a visible sign of the covenant between the Lord and his people

Public Good - The benefits of ordered and regulated sexual relationships in human society

Book of Church order: 59-6. Marriage is of a public nature. The welfare of civil society, the happiness of families, and the credit of Christianity, are deeply interested in it.
20th Century - “During the twentieth century both Protestant theology and western culture have asserted the primacy of the relational good and marginalized the blessing of children as central to the purpose of marriage.” (Ash)


Karl Barth sees in marriage a strong apologetic value, because marriage points beyond itself to the God-man relationship.  

Genesis 2:18-25

Song of Songs

covenant relationship of Yahweh with Israel, anticipating that of Christ and his Church; Ephesians 5.

Emphasis on Genesis 2:18 - ‘It is not good for the man to be alone’ 
Man is a social creature, made for relationship
The Relational Good focuses on the good inherent in the marriage relationship, irrespective of whether or not there are children. 
Current Perspectives - One of the main reasons cited today for marriage is for personal “fulfillment”

· What kinds of things are implied by “personal fulfillment”?
· Do you agree that “personal fulfillment” should be a primary goal of marriage? Explain.
“Indeed to adopt human flourishing (fulfillment) as a fundamental criterion in ethical analysis is to build on sand; the foundation is too soft. It will not do to ask what some human beings feel makes for their fulfilment; the answers would be muddied by culture, confused by personal histories and obscured by sin.”  (Christopher Ash)
Foundational Texts for the Reason for Marriage
When Jesus was asked ethical questions about marriage it was to Genesis 1 and 2 he turned (Mark 10:6, Matthew 19:4, quoting both Genesis 1:27 and Genesis 2:24).

· What do we learn or infer about God’s reason for marriage from these texts?

Mark 10:6

2 Some Pharisees came and tested him by asking, “Is it lawful for a man to divorce his wife?”

 3 “What did Moses command you?” he replied.

 4 They said, “Moses permitted a man to write a certificate of divorce and send her away.”

 5 “It was because your hearts were hard that Moses wrote you this law,” Jesus replied.

 6 “But at the beginning of creation God ‘made them male and female’.

 7 ‘For this reason a man will leave his father and mother and be united to his wife,

 8 and the two will become one flesh.’ So they are no longer two, but one.

 9 Therefore what God has joined together, let man not separate.”
Genesis 1

26 Then God said, “Let us make man in our image, in our likeness, and let them rule over the fish of the sea and the birds of the air, over the livestock, over all the earth, and over all the creatures that move along the ground.”

 27 So God created man in his own image, in the image of God he created him; male and female he created them.

 28 God blessed them and said to them, “Be fruitful and increase in number; fill the earth and subdue it. Rule over the fish of the sea and the birds of the air and over every living creature that moves on the ground.”

Genesis 2

15 The LORD God took the man and put him in the Garden of Eden to work it and take care of it.

18 The LORD God said, “It is not good for the man to be alone. I will make a helper suitable for him.”

22 Then the LORD God made a woman from the rib he had taken out of the man, and he brought her to the man.

 23 The man said, “This is now bone of my bones and flesh of my flesh; she shall be called ‘woman’, for she was taken out of man.”

24 For this reason a man will leave his father and mother and be united to his wife, and they will become one flesh.
Notes on Genesis 1-2  (Discuss these notes and perspectives)
The word ‘suitable for him’ (literally ‘as one opposite to him, as a counterpart to him’) suggests complementarity rather than identity.

The purpose of the man-woman match is not their mutual delight, wonderful though that is. It is that the woman should be just the helper the man needs, so that together they may serve and watch. 

Just as a kingdom divided against itself cannot stand, so the garden-tilling task will fail unless the helper and her man stand and work together.

Marriage ought therefore to be considered under the umbrella of the governing ethic of human responsibility (to the Creator) and human task (over the creation). The purpose of marriage is to serve the execution of this task in loving obedience to the Creator. Both the procreation and godly nurture of children and the faithfulness of the marriage relationship are together to serve this task. 

Merely couple-focussed marriage is both wrong and foolish. It is wrong because it promotes a selfish perception of sexual relations. ‘If you love those who love you, what credit is that to you?’ asks Jesus (Luke 6:32). Any relationship of mutual love, which looks only inwards in mutuality, fails this critical moral test. It is not a loving relationship unless its charity extends beyond the bounds of reciprocity. 

Perhaps we have in Ananias and Sapphira (Acts 5) a model of what today’s world might consider a ‘successful’, because intimate, marriage. So far as we can judge this couple are at one; it may be they communicate admirably, understand one another perfectly and share deep levels of agreement as regards their goals in life. And yet they come under terrible judgement. Intimacy is not a moral goal for marriage, for it may be intimacy in evil. 

But unbridled relational primacy is not only wrong; it is also foolish. The couple working at the project of coupledom for its own sake face the problem that introspection is stifling and self-destructive. Much might be said about the therapeutic impact of an outward-looking focus on dynamics such as anger and forgiveness. The idea of a couple ‘staying together for the sake of the children’ is sometimes ridiculed; rather it should be extended, so that a couple accept a strong moral obligation to stay together not just for the children (if any) but for the sake of neighbours and wider society. 

There is only a short step between marriage as coupledom and marriage as self-actualisation. And once the relationship is self-actualisation, all extrinsic motivation for faithfulness ‘for better or worse’ has evaporated. Indeed my motive for marrying will be the same as my motive in staying married or in ending a marriage; in each case my motive will be that I should become all that I can become as a person. ‘So in fact I have a moral obligation to divorce and seek a new mate if my original wife can no longer promote my growth and selfactualisation.’ 
Couple-focussed marriage is idolatry. When the relationship of the couple is considered as an end in itself it becomes an idol. 
 ‘With the private-public separation and the idealization of the home as a haven, I am afraid Christian families today often live for themselves. They think the church exists to serve them. They buy books that make spiritual disciplines important because they will strengthen the family, that tell them to go to church because going to church will make the family happier. But this gets it all backwards’. We end up making church, prayer, and the Christian life a means to the idolatrous end of strengthening family.” (Rodney Clapp; Families at the Crossroads)

WHAT IS A “MARRIAGE OF PURPOSE”?
Common Wedding Vow: Will you have this woman/man to be your wife/husband to live together according to God’s decree in the holy estate of marriage? Will you love her/him, comfort her/him, honour and keep her/him, in sickness and in health, and forsaking all others, faithfully keep to her/him alone, so long as you both shall live?

· Why is marriage considered a “holy estate”? 

· What does it mean to live together according to God’s decree?

In the history of Christian thought various purposes of marriage have been

suggested or argued, and these have been formulated in different ways. In each case the

reason for teaching them is that the particular couple entering marriage may, at least

approximately, align their own individual purposes with the purposes for which the Creator ordained marriage; they are pointers to the purposes inherent in ‘creation order’.
To glorify God

Westminster Shorter Catechism

Question. 1. What is the chief end of man?
Answer. Man's chief end is to glorify God, and to enjoy him for ever.
See commentary by Thomas Watson
· Why is it important to ask this question when we consider the Purpose of marriage (with a capital “P”)?

Discipleship – “Marriage is to be understood as one aspect of discipleship for those who are called to the married state…It is dangerously possible to speak of marriage as if it were a discipleship-free zone.” (Ash)
Matthew 28

18* Then Jesus came to them and said, “All authority in heaven and on earth has been given to me.

 19* Therefore go and make disciples of all nations, baptising them in the name of the Father and of the Son and of the Holy Spirit,

 20* and teaching them to obey everything I have commanded you. And surely I am with you always, to the very end of the age.”

2 Timothy 2: 2 And the things you have heard me say in the presence of many witnesses entrust to reliable men who will also be qualified to teach others.

Matthew 16

24* Then Jesus said to his disciples, “If anyone would come after me, he must deny himself and take up his cross and follow me.

 25* For whoever wants to save his life will lose it, but whoever loses his life for me will find it.

Most books on marriage are too needs-centred, too couple-centred and too feelings-centred; ought we not to be asking how we may serve God in our marriages? 

Perhaps the most important question that can be asked of any marriage is simply this: how much more does our spouse reflect the image and glory of God because of it? (Tim & Beth Brewer)
“For every son of Adam and daughter of Eve are born self-centered by nature, and perhaps nothing illuminates this fact better than the day-to-day reality of having to share one's most intimate space with another human being.”
Theological  (Reflect God-man covenant)- 
· How does our theology influence our marriages?
“What we believe to be true about God and his purposes in this world will not only affect our ultimate convictions about the "chief end of man," but also the way in which we seek to relate to others. Like it or not, our theology does matter--even in marriage!” (Tim & Beth Brewer)

The Bible gives to the marriage relationship a deep and uniquely theological significance. Marriage mirrors:

1. the God-man covenant relationship

2. the relationship of loving faithfulness between the LORD and his people Israel

3. the relationship between Christ and his Church. 

Colossians 3

9 Speak to one another with psalms, hymns and spiritual songs. Sing and make music in your heart to the Lord,
20 always giving thanks to God the Father for everything, in the name of our Lord Jesus Christ.
21 Submit to one another out of reverence for Christ.
22 Wives, submit to your husbands as to the Lord.
23 For the husband is the head of the wife as Christ is the head of the church, his body, of which he is the Saviour.
24 Now as the church submits to Christ, so also wives should submit to their husbands in everything.
25 Husbands, love your wives, just as Christ loved the church and gave himself up for her
26 to make her holy, cleansing her by the washing with water through the word,
27 and to present her to himself as a radiant church, without stain or wrinkle or any other blemish, but holy and blameless.
28 In this same way, husbands ought to love their wives as their own bodies. He who loves his wife loves himself.
29 After all, no-one ever hated his own body, but he feeds and cares for it, just as Christ does the church--
30 for we are members of his body.
31 “For this reason a man will leave his father and mother and be united to his wife, and the two will become one flesh.”
32 This is a profound mystery--but I am talking about Christ and the church.

33 However, each one of you also must love his wife as he loves himself, and the wife must respect her husband.
Practical Implications of Theology

Ephesians 5:21 1 Submit to one another out of reverence for Christ.

· What are the theological implications of Ephesians 5?

· What are the practical implications of Ephesians 5?
Practical implications - Mutual submission implies mutual service, as evidenced by the fact that the wife vows to honor and obey someone who has committed himself to laying down his life for her welfare. 
So, too, the husband vows to love unconditionally someone who has committed herself to following him. Apart from the obvious parallels to our faith in Christ, what could be more "practical" than a life-long relationship based upon mutual love and submission? In Christian marriage, the husband and wife are called to be, first and foremost, the servants of one another.

It may be that Christian responses to marriage breakdown have majored too much on trying to help people build and sustain relationships without giving them the outward-looking focus of serving God. In so doing we are buying unwittingly into the spirit of the age; we appear to accept much of the implicit relational primacy of our culture and just try to show our readers how to do it better than the world outside. Instead the whole paradigm needs to be challenged.

