
“God Forbids Fornication, But
Webster’s  Definition  Is
Limited.  Other  Sex  Okay
Then?”
[Editor’s Note: Probe received a lengthy, technical question
regarding this topic which quoted the Merriam Webster online
dictionary (www.m-w.com). The definitions of the related terms
were unnecessarily graphic, but the gist of the question was
this:]

Having read your Q & A section regarding sexuality and your
article How Far Is Too Far?, I would appreciate your valued
opinion in my response to this article. What is the boundary
of  illicit  (premarital)  sexual  activity?  Does  it  include
orgasms  without  direct  interaction  of  the  couple’s  sexual
organs,  which  is  basically  the  dictionary  definition  of
intercourse? Can one engage in sexually pleasurable activities
without crossing the line to fornication?

Thanks for the question. Well, the explanation you gave is
certainly  creative.  You  obviously  spent  plenty  of  time
deliberating  your  argument  and  giving  an  inductive
explanation. But I do notice some moral gaps that need to be
addressed.

First, Merriam-Webster’s dictionary is not a repository of
God’s  holy  standards.  A  dictionary  can  only  give  a  brief
technical definition of a word. We define right and wrong
according to what the Bible says, not the limited definitions
crafted by men.

There is no loophole by which we escape the standard of God. A
dictionary has a scientifically sterile definition; the Bible
is much more expansive. The dictionary focuses what happens
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physically for fornication to occur; the Bible focuses on what
happens in the heart for fornication to occur.

Jesus gave us our highest standard of sexual sin in Matthew
5:28 when he said, “But I tell you that anyone who looks at a
woman lustfully has already committed adultery with her in his
heart.” For Jesus, it was not just about the physical act of
sin; it was the mental and spiritual act of sin. The Lord’s
standard of sexual immorality focused on the person’s heart
and their intent.

In reading your argument, it appears quite obvious that what
you described is a sexual act by merely examining the result.
The end game of sexual activity is sexual gratification. In
the eyes of God, how you get there is less important than
arriving at a place of sin. The touching of one another’s
genitals while kissing heavily until there is a sexual climax
is a sexual act. It is obvious that you are describing the
touching of a sexual organ, stimulating it for pleasure, and
having  a  sexual  release.  That  description  is  a  classical
physical definition of sex.

In  your  hypothetical  description,  you  stated  there  was
prolonged and pronounced kissing. I will borrow from the logic
of our previous article you cited:

Scripture says, “It is good for a man not to touch a woman”
(1 Cor. 7:1). One of the meanings for the Greek word for
“touch” means “to press against in such a way as to kindle or
catch on fire.” So another way to translate this verse would
be, “It is good for a man not to touch a woman so that they
become sexually aroused.”

I can guarantee that a person’s thoughts will not be pure in
those moments of kissing and touching.

What is also obvious from your description is the intent of
the act itself. You looked up the dictionary’s definition of



sex, and then devised activities that have the same sexual
pleasure  of  sex  while  avoiding  the  technical  aspects  of
intercourse. The intentionality of the act is what separates
two similar actions from one that is acceptable versus one
that  is  sinful.  For  example,  touching  your
boyfriend’s/girlfriend’s  genitals  would  be  sin  because  the
touching is for sexual pleasure. By contrast, a nurse touching
someone’s genitals for a checkup is not sin because of the
intent (medicinal analysis).

As believers, we are to honor God; not gratify our fleshly
desires. When we try to rationalize questionable actions, we
are not abiding by the Spirit of God. We are to control
ourselves in a way that is holy and honorable (1 Thessalonians
4:3-8). If we ever have doubts as to what is godly or not, we
can ask ourselves this question: If Jesus were standing here,
would he approve of my actions? The answer to that question
will lead us to an answer that upholds God’s Word, His Will,
and our integrity.

I hope that answers your question.

Nathan Townsie
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