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meeting on the subject of tithing administration. 
Sixteen were in attendance. 

Dennis Pyle presented a paper analyzing the 
present third tithe system (or lack of it!). He 
pointed out that we have gone some 30,000 dollars 
over our budget for July in dispensing third tithe 
help. The cost of medical expenses - and even 
such things as hairdos and piano lessons - have 
taken chunks out of the third tithe fund. Some 
widows have actually committed themselves to 
purchases first and then have requested third tithe 
to help meet the payments later! 

Herman Hoeh summarized the discussion and 
pointed out that we have risen above the question 
of whether tithing was a Levitical law since tithing 
was already an on-going practice when incorpo­
rated in the law as God's method of support of the 
Levites. 

C. Wayne Cole then addressed the question of 
what topics need to be considered in future doctri­
nal meetings - with the emphasis put on input 
from the entire ministry. 

Seventeen members of the doctrinal committee 
met Tuesday, September 10 to discuss the prepa­
ration of a "white paper" on tithing to be sent to 
the field ministry. So far, eight papers have been 
prepared which (subject to further editing) will be 
included in the research paper. The subjects 
include Tithing Before Moses; Numbers 18; Tith­
ing and Malachi; Matthew 23:23; I Cor. 9; The 
Law of Hebrews 7; Tithing in Christendom. 

Further material will be included from Garner 
Ted Armstrong based on comments made in a 
plenary session last month. 

A summary will be added of the general under­
standing of the doctrine as it presently stands. 

No further meetings are planned on tithing at 
present. However, the committee will be consid­
ering other subjects after the Feast of Tabernacles 
such as the old and new covenants, makeup, 
church government, etc. Most members of the 
committee are editing final papers and preparing 
for t he coming feast days, so there will be some 
slowing down of doctrinal meetings. However, it is 
planned to have the white paper on tithing com­
pleted before the Feast. 
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Editor's Note: This issue's responses to questions 
about marriage and divorce were prepared by the 
Theological Research Department under the 
direction of Charles V. Dorothy, and in coopera­
tion with Herman L. Hoeh and Clint C. Zimmer­
man. We recognize the difficulty of responding to 
general or hypothetical questions regarding mar­
riage and!or divorce. Consequently your contin­
uing questions and comments will be appreciated. 

a. When two unconverted people marry and both 

later come into the Church, when are they bound? Is it 

the date of their baptism? Or When? 

A. The Bible is clear that for unconverted individ­
uals it is the lawful ceremony of the wedding day 
which makes a marriage legally binding. The com­
summation of the marriage, of course, occurs later. 
In this world cut off from Him, God constituted 
the authority of the state to regulate marriage, 
which authority God has delegated. Otherwise, the 
sexual union prior to conversion would always be 
fornication which is absurd. 

The Scripture says: "Let every soul be subject 
unto the higher powers. For there is no power but 
of God: the powers that be are ordained of God. 
Whoever therefore resisteth the power, resisteth 
the ordinance of God" (Rom. 13:1-2). 

After conversion, the marriage is certainly 
blessed by the new knowledge of the meaning and 
purpose of godly marriage and the presence of God 
- but the marriage was bound long before -
when both took each other as husband and wife. 

God and Paul regarded civil marriages, entered 
into according to the laws of whatever time and 
place, as legally bound. So civilly contracted mar­
riages which take place before conversion and! or 
baptism are recognized by God as legally bound. 

The marriage is bound when the two people, 
before witnesses, officially take each other as hus­
band and wife in accordance with the laws and 
customs of whatever state or society they dwell in. 

The consummation of the marriage is not what 
binds. If the ceremony had not already bound the 
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pair, it would be illegal for them to begin to live 
sexually together! (However, if a marriage were 
entered into and never consummated, man's legal 
authority from God would no doubt be easily per­
suaded to dissolve such a contract.) 

The same principles apply to a common law 
union. Human jurisdictions differ in their recogni­
tion of common law union, and all legalities 
should be met since God has allowed the State to 
regulate such matters. God recognizes the States' 
determination in these cases when the uncon­
verted parties involved agree to be husband and 
wife. 

Q. Are weddings performed by the Church of God 
more binding than those performed in the world? Or 
is it the holy character of godly matrimony that differs 
50 greatly? 

A. There is no Bible indication that the validity 
(or binding quality ) of a marriage has anything to 
do with who legally performs the ceremony, 
whether ministers, priests, justices of the peace, 
ship captains, etc. A marriage is a marriage. Why? 
Because it is based, not alone on the officiator at a 
wedding, but on the agreement and covenant 
(Mal. 2:14) of two eligible people - converted or 
not - to take each other as man and wife. But 
who, knowing the tru t h , would want to go to the 
world for a civil ceremony when God's Church is 
authorized by Jesus Himself to perform a cere­
mony that is appropriately called holy matrimony 
and bound in heaven by God Himself who is a 
party t o the ceremony. 

Furthermore, there is an important element of 
our ceremony, which Mr. H . W. Armstrong has 
emphasized : the real, vital and dynamic blessing 
which we ask for the couple. As Mr. Armstrong 
has pointed out, we do not have to ask that bless­
ing, but who - other than the ministers of God -
has the authority to call on this divine help which 
may spare the young couple the hardships or even 
breakup? 

Q. What does "pleased to dwell with" mean in 
I Corinthians 7: 12, 13? 

A. The simple intent of the apostle Paul's regu­
lation was that the unconverted partner of a 
Corinthian Church member was "pleased" if he or 
she did remain. (Beyond this, there may have been 
cases where one wished with all his heart he had 
never married the mate he had, but because of 
special circumstances simply could not leave, who 
certainly was not pleased to dwell with his mate.) 

Ii .. 

Obviously one might be pleased at one time and 
later cease to be. Paul put no time limit on the 
situation. Why? Because Church regulations in 
administering God's law had no control over an 
unconverted person. If, much later, such a one 
wanted to leave, he or she would leave. Remember 
God is a realist. 

In fact, it is most likely that an unconverted 
mate of a newly converted Church member would 
not even know for some time whether or not he or 
she was pleased with the new situation, or whether 
something vital to him or her had vanished at the 
conversion of the mate. Problems with the mate's 
observation or practice of the Christian religion 
might not arise all at once. It would not have been 
logical of God or of Paul to require an immediate, 
binding, irrevocable decision of an unconverted 
mate, with the prospect of later arising valid rea­
sons (valid to the unconverted member) for chang­
ing his or her mind. 

Whether the mate is converted or unconverted, 
a Christian has no option from God to take upon 
himself or herself to cause a desertion or divorce 
(except for pomeia) . It is only when the uncon­
verted committed porneia or has already deserted, 
or has inflicted gross physical abuse on the other, 
that a converted mate has a warrant from Christ 
and from God to formally (legally ) break the mar­
riage tie which, in point of fact, has already 
occurred. 

Q . Is divorce among the unconverted a sin? 

A. God holds even unconverted couples and indi­
viduals accountable. It is a sin to divorce (except 
for pomeia). The unconverted bring on themselves 
automatic psychological and perhaps physical 
penalties if they sin. When they repent (or become 
converted if they never were before), God forgives 
the spiritual sin, though He does not necessarily 
remove its physical side effects, which may mean 
they still have to live with problems they created 
for themselves. The legality of the former mar­
riage contract is in the hands of the State, and if 
the State severed the union it is severed. 

Q. What if a divorce is obtained by a person who was 
supposedly converted but who later leaves the 
Church? Is it valid? 

A. It is sin. The sin must be truly repented of. But 
a legal divorce is a valid divorce. The marriage 
contract is broken and destroyed. The courts of 
the land have authority from God to act in these 
areas and to formally dissolve a marriage. 




