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KINGDOM ECONOMICS 

 
 
There is a great deal of confusion (and conflict) around the question of whether the 
principle of tithing is applicable to us today as beneficiaries of the New Covenant. 
The confusion causes many to throw their hands up in the air and plead ignorance, 
“I’ll just give as the Lord leads me!” Others question the motives of anyone who 
brings up the issue but a vital matter is at stake: the advance of God’s Kingdom. 
 
Every Kingdom has three primary legs upon which it stands: 
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Without a relationship base, a sense of legacy and responsibility, a kingdom 
deteriorates to tyranny. If a ruler feels no responsibility to leave an 
inheritance for his family, his rule will become excessive and exploitive, and 
will last only one generation (to the relief of his oppressed citizens!). 
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Without an authority base, a sense of order and accountability, a kingdom 
reverts to anarchy. If a ruler has no genuine governmental clout, he becomes 
a figure-head without teeth, able only to watch lawlessness spread and with 
it, his kingdom burn. 
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Without an economic base, a sense of generosity and stewardship, a kingdom 
suffers poverty. If a ruler has no economic resource, even a strong authority 
and relationship base will deliver little in terms of promise and potential; the 
kingdom can only exist, clutching at what could be. 

 
Although we consider the first two legs in another article1, this third leg – an 
Economic Base – is crucial for our discussion here present. Without a clear 
revelation of God’s Kingdom economics His church will be impoverished, unable 
to resource its mandate to disciple the nations.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
1See our article called, “The King & His Kingdom”. 
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Much of the genuine confusion around the question of tithing (certainly some 
confusion arises out of a stingy spirit) is captured in these questions: “Isn’t the tithe 
an Old Covenant Law? Doesn’t the New Covenant replace the law of the tithe with 
the grace of giving?” These are good questions but the answer to both of them, in 
my opinion, is: No. The tithe is not just an Old Testament Law and the New 
Testament does not replace the tithe with giving. Let us diagnose the root of these 
misunderstandings. 
 

(1) Too often the Old Covenant as a whole is incorrectly equated with the Mosaic 
Law given specifically at Mount Sinai. However, the Old Covenant is not 
limited to the Mosaic Law; rather it consists of (at least) two clear epochs of 
God’s unfolding  redemption plan:  
 

One is the Abrahamic Covenant, a covenant started with Adam (Genesis 1:26-
28) but confirmed through Abraham; hence the word “Abrahamic” (Genesis 
12:1ff). This was a covenant of faith containing the original promises of God 
towards mankind; thus Abraham is called the father of the faith (Romans 
4:16). The principle of the tithe was initiated in this covenant, and thus (as we 
will see) is applicable to all people at all times. 
 

A second is the Mosaic Covenant, a covenant initiated through Moses; hence 
the word “Mosaic” (Exodus 19:1ff). This was a covenant of law revealing our 
inability as a fallen people to inherit the promises of God and thus our need for 
a Saviour. The principle of the tithe was upheld in this covenant; just like all 
the other absolute principles of God, such as the prohibition against murder. In 
the Mosaic Law the tithe was then used with specific relevance to the 
geopolitical nation of Israel (as we will see below). 

 
(2) Too often the New Covenant is viewed as an entirely separate covenant to the 

Old Covenant, and it is wrongly assumed that the tithe is done away with, 
replaced by giving. 

 

In Jesus Christ, the �ew Covenant fulfils the Old Covenant (Matthew 5:17-
20). After the promises of God were revealed through the Abrahamic 
Covenant, God revealed our need for His intervention through the Mosaic 
Covenant. Without His intervention, the blessing of God would never be ours. 
The New Covenant, then made possible through the intervention of Jesus 
Christ, is a covenant of grace which fulfils or completes the redemptive plan 
of God. In other words, the New Covenant does not do away with the Old 
Covenant, it builds on it.  
 

Therefore in attempting to interpret God’s absolute principles we ought not to 
start on the premise: God’s commands initiated through the Old Covenant are 
not applicable unless the New Covenant specifically endorses it. Rather we 
begin with the premise: God’s commands initiated through the Abrahamic 
Covenant are applicable unless the �ew Covenant specifically changes it.  
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I think it is a mistake to do away with any principle of Scripture unless the 
New Testament specifically teaches this; as is the case with the dietary 
restrictions, implied in the Abrahamic Covenant and taught in the Mosaic 
Covenant. Looking back we can see that most of the ancient dietary laws were 
related to health concerns or aimed to avoid confusion with primal occult 
practices. Through numerous passages the New Testament authors remove 
these restrictions; giving permission to us to eat freed from dietary laws (but 
not without wisdom as far as our health is concerned!). 
 
The question we should ask is: $%�
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()� The answer is: “No, it does not do 
away with the principle of tithe and it, in my opinion, does – albeit indirectly 
– endorse the principle of tithing”. 
 
The Old Testament – perhaps unwisely termed – was the Bible Jesus and the 
early church read. While we have the tremendous blessing of the New 
Testament today, we need to defer to the Old Testament the reverence and 
awe of Scripture and not assume the principles revealed therein are nullified 
unless specifically done so in the New. Generally speaking, in the issue of 
financial giving, the New Testament addresses the heart; the Old Testament 
revealed the principles. 
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It ought to be noted that I have stressed the principle of the tithe which, to me, is a 
night and day distinction from the legalism of the tithe. The guilt and bondage 
many have come under from the legalism of the tithe is a tragedy and has had the 
effect of horribly muddying the waters on this principle. For the record, $�������
���� �
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������,��-)  (Galatians 3:13, 14). Failure to apply the principle of the 
tithe does not illicit the curse of God anymore than failure to “go the extra mile” 
(Matthew 5:41) or failing to prefer another (Romans 12:10) or failing to exercise 
patience (Colossians 3:12, 13). Applying the principle of the tithe, like these and 
many other principles, is an issue of wise discipleship not an attempt to earn God’s 
favour (or avoid His condemnation). 
 
In considering the principle of the tithe – in contrast to the legalism of the tithe – 
many may find it helpful initially to see the tithe as a consistent and definitive 
contribution rather than a prescribed amount. Personally, I have no problem with 
seeing ten percent as a minimum guiding base-line but understand that others, 
wrestling through this, may find it easier to start with viewing it as a regular and 
intentional amount regardless of what the percentage may be. 
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The key way that we distinguish Biblical principles from the laws that were specific 
to the nation of ancient Israel is the rule of consistency. God’s absolute principles – 
His revealed truth which is applicable to all people at all times – is that which is 
revealed consistently throughout Scripture, specifically through all three epochs of 
God’s redemption plan: the Abrahamic Covenant, the Mosaic Covenant and the New 
Covenant. 
 
For example: Is the command to respect the sanctity and dignity of human life, by 
forbidding hatred, an absolute principle of God applicable to all people at all times, 
or was the sixth command’s expression of it – .��� ������ ���� 
������ ���!
�)  
(Exodus 20:13) – only specific to ancient Israel as they established a geopolitical 
nation in Canaan? While the answer to this is obvious, how do we answer this 
Biblically? We answer it with the rule of consistency. 
 
God condemned Cain for his murder of Abel early in the Abrahamic Covenant 
(Genesis 4:8-12), revealing His heart and will on the matter. Certainly, He then 
upheld this truth in the Mosaic Law by making it one of the Ten Commandments. 
Incidentally, we should expect an absolute principle of God to be included in the 
Mosaic Law, which was an exhaustive account of God’s Law both absolute (to all) 
and specific (to Israel). 
 
Finally, Jesus upheld this principle in the New Covenant; in fact, He deepened it. 
Jesus said that if we so much as entertain hatred in our heart toward another we are 
guilty of murder (Matthew 5:21-26). The New Testament thus made the principle 
clearer and more emphatic in this case. It is important to note that the New Covenant 
of grace does not make things easier; rather, it often deepens God’s truth. The 
Mosaic Law concerned itself with outward performance to an external code; the New 
Covenant pierces our hearts with an internal depth of reality, enabled by His all 
sufficient grace (2 Corinthians 3:2-6). 
 
Biblically we know that the principle forbidding hatred is an absolute standard 
binding on Cain, on ancient Israel and us today due to the rule of consistency; it is 
consistently revealed throughout all three epochs of God’s unfolding redemption 
plan. The same is true of other principles such as honouring one’s parents, nurturing 
a lust-free heart, stewarding our time or gifts well and being an interdependent part 
of a spiritual community.  
 
 
�������
���������������
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With this same skill, let us examine tithing. Tithing did not originate with the Mosaic 
Law but was revealed over 430 years before Mount Sinai (Galatians 3:17). Abraham, 
in beginning to understand God’s revealed truth, initiated the principle of tithing as 
an act of worship by bringing a tithe to Melchizedek, King and Priest of Salem 
(Genesis 14:18-20) – an Old Testament type of Christ (see Hebrews 7:1-3). 
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Thus, the principle of tithing was revealed to us through Abraham’s expression of 
worship, and then upheld by the patriarchs after him, such as Jacob (Genesis 28:20-
22). For clarity then: tithing originated in the Abrahamic Covenant. (I will leave it 
to those who stress the importance of the law-of-first-mention – especially in the 
Book of Genesis, the book of origins – to further emphasize this point).   
 
Tithing was then upheld in the Mosaic Covenant, and was actually made more 
specific to suit the demands of setting up the geopolitical nation of Israel. For 
example, the Israelites actually had three tithes, not one, to administrate.  
 
�
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First-Fruit, 2.5% 1  Given to the Priests (Aaronites), a  Num.18:12-18; Deut. 26:1-11 
     smaller group senior to the Levites.  Neh. 10:35-39 
 
 

First Tithe, 10%  Given to the Levites.   Num. 18:21-32; Deut. 26:12-15 
          Neh. 10:35-39 
 
 

Second Tithe, 10% Given into the celebratory worship life  Deut. 14:22-27 2 
of the community and the three annual  
festivals. God’s people knew how to 
host, feast and celebrate!  

 
 

Third Tithe, 10%   This was the 2nd tithe given to the poor  Deut. 14:28, 29 
in the 3rd year (the God-designed social  
arm of their society). 

 
 

Offerings             Various offerings were then required  Lev. Chapters 1-5. 
over and above the tithe as acts and  
expressions of worship. 

�
Let us look at how this worked out for a Hebrew living under the Mosaic Law. If he 
earned $100.00 per month, he would have tithed as follows: 

 

First Fruit  $  2.50 [2.5% x $100.00] 

First Tithe  $  9.75 [10% x ($100.00 – $2.50)] 

Second Tithe  $  8.78   [10% x ($100.00 – $2.50 – $9.75)] 

   $21.03  
This was 21.03% of their income before the required offerings! 

�
Here is a thought: God’s people, under the Mosaic Law, understood stewardship and 
willingly gave to God over 25% of their income in tithes and offerings; yet so many 
of God’s people, in the New Covenant, fight God over 10% of their income! 
 

1 This 2.5% is derived from rabbinic tradition. After years and years of calculating and receiving the first-fruit in 
terms livestock and crops, when money became the more accepted medium of exchange, they determined that 
the first-fruit was the equivalent of 2.5%. 
 
2 Some have misinterpreted Deuteronomy 14:22-27, which taught the Israelites to set aside the second tithe for 
their celebratory feasting, as a teaching on the tithe as a whole. While the second tithe was for feasting, the first 
was not. God warned them against eating the first-fruit and first tithe which was $����� ��� ��
� ���!)� (see 
Deuteronomy 26:13-15; Leviticus 27:30). 
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Other points about the way the Mosaic Law used the principle of the tithe: 
 

� Question: Why were the tithes seen as annual contributions? 
 

Answer: As we, in general, work today from the basis of a monthly income or 
salary, the farming community of Israel worked from the basis of an annual 
harvest or trade of livestock.  

 
 

� Question: What did God mean when He talks of $��
�����!��
���3���
��
����'�
������")� in Deuteronomy 26:12? 
 

Answer: Some mistake this passage as the third tithe for the poor taught in 
Deuteronomy 14:28, 29. However, the 26th Chapter in Deuteronomy gave the 
Israelites instructions on how to set up the economic system when they arrived 
in the Promised Land (see v. 1). The principle of the first-fruit was to be 
initiated in the first year as they began their farming (vv. 1-11) and the principle 
of the first tithe was to begin in the third year (vv. 12-15); giving the new 
farmers time to develop their harvests. 

 
 

� Question: The Mosaic Law was applicable to livestock and grain. Did God 
accept money as a medium of exchange, and thus suitable for tithes and 
offerings? 
 

Answer: Yes, as money became a more regular medium of exchange in the 
ancient world, God provided the liberty to use money in their tithes and 
offerings from as early as Deuteronomy 14:24, 25. 

 

� Question: Did the Levites have to tithe? 
 

Answer: Yes; remember that the first tithe was given to the Levites. God then 
required them to tithe on these receipts (Numbers 18:26; Nehemiah 10:38).  

 
We can certainly learn a great deal about God’s heart in the way He administrated 
the geopolitical nation of Israel and His concern for the poor. It can and should affect 
our thinking regarding our responsibility to our country (and taxation), to the poor, 
and even investing a portion of our finances into hospitality and celebrating as a 
spiritual family.  
 
Yet while this direct application of the various tithes (and offerings) was specific 
and binding to ancient Israel alone, sadly, too many then throw the proverbial “baby 
out with the bath water.” In failing to understand that the Mosaic Law used the 
principle of the tithe in a way specific to ancient Israel, in throwing out the specific 
application given to Israel, they throw out the tithe principle along with it! In other 
words, while the Mosaic application of the three-fold tithes is not applicable to us 
today, the blessing and wisdom of the principle of the tithe is. 
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Finally, tithing was then confirmed in the �ew Covenant. At least four references 
to tithing exist in the New Testament writings. 
 
/41 ��
������
!�
�!���
�
����'�5
����6���
�'� (Matthew 23:23).�

 

Jesus rebuked the religious leaders of His day: $��
� ��� ���7� �
��+
�� ��!�
������

�7� ����
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�8� 9��� ���� ���� ����
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���!��
�
����!�
'������ These you ought to have done, without leaving the others undone) . 
 

While the leaders maintained religious attention to externals like tithing, they 
neglected the heart of God. In His rebuke, Jesus called on them to embrace 
God’s heart, $&������� �
�	��"� ��
� ���
��� ��!��
 ;)� specifically in this case, 
tithing. While Jesus did call them to continue with the specific application of the 
Mosaic Law in this case; tithing on small seeds and plants (as this application 
was applicable to them as Israelites), He never changed the principle of tithing.  
 

If ever there was an opportunity for Jesus to alter the New Covenant 
understanding of tithing it was here. While He used such opportunities to 
radically alter the Mosaic application of the Sabbath Law (Luke 6:1-11)1 and 
turn the dietary prohibitions on its head (Mark 7:14-23 c. Romans 14:14), He 
did not alter the tithing principle. Rather Jesus clearly endorsed tithing, both the 
principle (for all) and the application (for them as Israelites).   

 
/<1 ������"��"��������
�!��"
����'��
�'=��"��
����
��� (Luke 18:9-14).�

�

Jesus warned of the dangers of self-righteousness in teaching a parable in which 
a Pharisee gained twisted delight in his faithfulness to fasting and tithing. In so 
doing, Jesus again taught us to avoid turning God’s principles into self-
congratulating religious works (see also Matthew 6:1-18). However, Jesus 
certainly did not use this parable to do away with tithing anymore than He 
intended to do away with fasting.  
�

/>1 ������
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'
����� (1 Corinthians 9:11-14).�
 

Paul wrote to the Corinthians: $�'�&
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Paul specifically alludes to the Mosaic Law’s application of the first fruit and 
first tithe in this passage – $����
�&��� ������
�� ��
� ����� ����"�)� and $����
�
&����
�	
������
������)  (see for example, Numbers 18:8-31).  
 

1 The principle of the Sabbath was originated by God Himself in the Abrahamic Covenant and was then upheld 
in the Mosaic Covenant, where it again took on a specific application for ancient Israel. It is upheld in the New 
Covenant, but Jesus emptied it of the Mosaic application, turning it rather into a quality of life and rest in Him 
(see Romans 14:5, 6; Hebrews 4:1-10). 
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While certainly not advocating a return to the three-fold tithe specific to Israel 
or reverting to awful clergy and laity distinctions, Paul was clarifying his 
$��"��)  to be remunerated from the principle of the tithe. While he initially 
chose to forgo this right with the Corinthians, due to their immaturity, he now 
appeals to them to realign with this principle (vv. 14, 15 c. 2 Corinthians 8:1-24; 
9:1-15; 11:8, 9). 
 

Here he states that $the Lord commanded� ����� ����
�&��� ��
�
�� ��
� "���
��
�����!� ��	
� '���� ��
� "���
�)  where those who $��
�
�� ��
� "���
�)� include 
those who are recognised as ‘apostolic workers’ like Paul (Ephesians 4:11) and, 
it seems, elders who serve in a role over and above their simple church 
community (1 Timothy 5:17). To $��	
� '���� ��
� "���
�)� refers to being 
financially compensated, at least to some degree, for the investment of time 
involved since “��
���+���
�����&�������'�����&�"
�)  (1 Timothy 5:18).  
 

Again the context of Paul’s teaching is not specifically the tithe; it is an 
explanation of his own selflessness in contrast to the false apostles who were 
defrauding the church (1 Corinthians 9:1ff). That Paul chose not to exercise this 
“right” in the Corinthians’ case was an example of his self-denial. My family 
and I have also had the privilege of not exercising this “right” in the discharge 
of our apostolic responsibilities from time to time and it is indeed a pleasure to 
be able to do this. But this does not mean Paul did this in every case (see 
Philippians 4:11-20) and does certainly not nullify the principle. His selflessness 
is admirable (and we can learn from his wisdom and example) but it was an 
exception to the principle or in his own words, what $��
����!�
�����!
!) . 
 

This speaks to me of just how well the application of the tithe was upheld; Paul 
could refer to it by way of example only because it was an understood principle 
in the early church.  

 
/@1 ��
����
�����

�����
�����
���'���
��
&���	
����� (Hebrews 7:1-19).�

 

The goal of the writer of the book of Hebrews was to reveal the superiority of 
the New Covenant over the Mosaic Covenant; and in Chapter 7 he reveals the 
superiority of the New Covenant economic system over the Mosaic Law. He 
points out that tithing originated in the Abrahamic Covenant when Abraham 
tithed to Melchizedek (Genesis 14:18-20) – a type of Christ (Hebrews 7:1-3) – 
highlighting the rule of consistency.  
 

He shows that the superiority of the New Covenant economic system over the 
Mosaic Law lies in one crucial point: in the Mosaic Covenant, God’s people 
were obliged by Law to bring their tithe to a priest – a man – to fulfil a national 
duty; to maintain their nation. However, in the New Covenant, we worshipfully 
bring our tithe to our High Priest – Jesus, the Lord of the harvest – to advance 
His Kingdom and bring His blessing to every nation. Sounds like a better 
covenant to me! 
 



_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
To Tithe, or Not to Tithe? © Craig Kirkby 2006, All rights reserved   Page 9 

This in no way means to imply that Moses’ administrative system was “bad”. 
Not at all, it was brilliant – in so far as running a geopolitical nation was 
concerned. But to spearhead Jesus’ Great Commission to every nation on the 
planet, the New Covenant’s economy is better. 
 

Referring to the Mosaic Law, he writes, $����
�&��� ��
� �'� ��
� ����� �'� �
	��
(stress on “sons” meaning “of man”) #� ��	
� �� 
�����!�
��� ��� �


�	
�
����
��'������
��
���
��

��!��"������
���&� (stress on obligation and duty) #�
6
�
� ������� �
�� �


�	
�� ����
�� (in the Mosaic Law)7�+��� ��
�
� (now in the 
New Covenant) �
� (Melchizedek, a type of Christ, v. 3) �


�	
�� ��
�7� �'�
&���� ��� ��� &���
��
!� ����� �
� ��	
�� (Melchizedek received the tithe from 
Abraham in faith, and thus when we tithe in faith in the New Covenant, Jesus 
Himself receives it as worship))� (Hebrews 7:5-8; parenthesis added). 
 

Admittedly, the writer of Hebrews could have explained this more easily had he 
not been so caught up with Hebraic word pictures and phraseology. But of 
course his audience were Jewish believers who understood these things so well. 
Nevertheless his point is crystal: the New Covenant economic base is vastly 
superior to the Mosaic Law; not because it does away with the principle of the 
tithe, but because we now, like Abraham, bring our tithe, in faith, to Christ. 
And thus in Christ, we now align with the spiritual purpose that God had 
intended to release through the original revelation of this principle in the 
Abrahamic Covenant of promise. 
 

The principle of tithing was initiated in the Abrahamic Covenant, upheld in the 
Mosaic Law and then confirmed in the New Covenant. Hence, in my opinion, the 
tithe is a valid principle; applicable to all people at all times; vital to the economic 
integrity of the Kingdom of God. 
 
 
��
���"��
����'����
�

�����
In the previous edition of this article I made a footnote comment on the argument of 
silence; that is, the idea that since the New Testament appears brief or silent on the 
subject of the tithe, it is assumed that tithing was done away with. In this new 
edition, I feel it important to be more thorough on this issue. 
 

Personally, I think that the four references to the principle of tithing are more than 
sufficient to endorse it. Although brief on the issue, the New Testament is in fact not 
silent on it. However, the clincher for me lies in one’s reverence for the Scriptures; 
embracing the premise that God’s principles initiated through the Abrahamic 
Covenant are applicable unless the �ew Covenant specifically changes it. Which 
as stated before; it does not. 
 

Actually, it seems to me, the brevity of commentary on the tithe in the New 
Testament speaks more to its acceptance and practice in the early church than 
otherwise. Consider these two issues. 
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First, in most of the New Testament churches, a strong core of converted Jewish 
believers flourished. In fact, only two churches planted by Paul were not started 
directly off the back of his strategic plan to start in Jewish synagogues (Acts 13:14; 
14:1; 16:13; 17:1, 10, 17; 18:4; 19:8). A principle and pragmatic understanding of 
the tithe, along with other strong Hebrew values, existed at the core of the New 
Testament church. In fact, it seems that the early church in Gentile nations benefited 
from a number of the strengths of believing Jews. And like today, through good 
discipleship, core values are imparted by a kind of “relational osmosis”. 
 
Second, the purpose of the apostolic writings themselves was primarily two-fold: 
revealing and clarifying apostolic doctrine on the one hand and correcting problems, 
misunderstandings and imbalances on the other hand. That they did not address the 
topic of tithing implies, to me, just how well embraced tithing was – this seems to 
have been one area of consistent strength among the early churches. Another 
example of this is the strong Jewish value of family derived from the Old Testament. 
We have just two very brief references to the vital role of parenting in the epistles 
(Ephesians 6:4; Colossians 3:21). Does the lack of commentary here mean the early 
church ditched the principles related to family? Of course not! Again the lack of 
commentary in this case speaks more to its acceptance than not. 
 
Imagine for a moment if the new Gentile converts did not embrace the principle of 
godly parenting or tithing. It would have undoubtedly been an area of controversy, 
demanding an overdose of commentary on these issues similar to the frequent 
discussions on the dietary laws of the Mosaic Law. The fact that there was no 
controversy around the tithe indicates, to me, how well the principle was upheld. The 
only area of giving the early church needed revelation on was the new focus on 
apostolic offerings; thus this is the focus of the New Testament teachings on 
Kingdom economics. 
 
“But what about the decision at the council of Jerusalem in Acts 15?” some ask. 
Having discussed Gentile inclusion in God’s saving plan, the councils’ verdict was 
simple: $9��� ��� �

�
!� "��!� ��� ��
�6����A�����7� ��!� ��� ��7� ��� ���� ����� ���� ���
"�
��
�� +��!
�� ����� ��
�
� �


������ ����"�:� ����� �� �� �+������ '���� ����"��
�''
�
!� ��� �!���7� '���� +���!7� '���� ����"�� �����"�
! 7� ��!� '���� �
B����
����������)  (vv. 28, 29). “There is no mention of tithing here?” 
 
The Jerusalem council discussed what was essential for salvation not what 
discipleship principles were important for Kingdom living. And their conclusion was 
simple: the Gentiles were to renounce idolatry before experiencing salvation. The 
$�


������ ����"�)� listed in Acts 15:29 were all related directly, or by association, 
to the rampant pagan idolatry present in the first century. The council decided that 
salvation was not possible until a clear and decisive break was made from pagan 
worship. The same is true today; this is the issue essential to salvation, positively 
expressed in Jesus’ commandment to love the Lord with all one’s heart, soul and 
body (Matthew 22:37). 
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We should not expect the council to fuss with the principle of the tithe here any more 
than we would expect them to include other Kingdom principles – even things as 
important as forgiving others, servant-hood, gentleness, authority, etc. etc. – that we 
are to learn in discipleship. Thus again it is helpful to stress that tithing is a principle, 
where we learn to steward our finances according to God’s economics, not an 
essential to salvation. Tithing is a principle-issue not a salvation-issue and is 
therefore not part of the discussion at the council of Jerusalem. 
 
Can you imagine if we applied the same argument about silence on the tithe here in 
Acts 15:29 to the absence of any mention of the second command to “love your 
neighbour as yourself”? Of course we don’t expect the council’s silence on loving 
one’s neighbour in the list of $�


����������"�)� to mean they abandoned it1. I don’t 
mean to be silly; I only mean to stress that the issue in Jerusalem was salvation not 
discipleship.  
 
Allow me to make one more comment here. Those who argue against the tithe 
because it was not included here in the Jerusalem council don’t divorce the 
prohibition against eating $+���!)� from the issue of idolatry. In this they correctly 
understand the issue under the scope was salvation; in making an argument against 
the tithe from this account, they fail to be consistent. (Otherwise “rare” and 
“medium” would not be options when ordering that steak you enjoy! Not too many 
people like a “well done” burnt offering.)   
 
 
�����
��������'���
�����
���
��'�������"�#�
In the Mosaic Law, the principle of the tithe was directed inwards towards the 
upkeep of the sacrificial system, including the Levitical priesthood, and to – through 
the second and third tithe – finance ancient Israel’s tax system. 
 
In contrast; in the New Testament, the principle of the tithe is directed outwards 
towards apostolic (missional), Kingdom advance; including supporting apostolic 
workers given towards this end. 
 
Since the early church thrived building-free and salary-free, much of the New 
Testament instructions are apostolic directives; that is, they encourage consistent 
giving – the tithe principle – towards apostolic vision. As we detangle ourselves 
from a maintenance-driven institutional construct of church, we must also recapture 
the power of Kingdom economics. 
 
Just as the Mosaic Law provided a community structure and economic foundation 
for the nation of Israel so the New Covenant provides likewise for God’s spiritual 
nation, the church.  
 

1 Some stress that there were two issues here concerning salvation not one: idolatry and sexual immorality. 
Certainly sexual immorality was a “big issue” in pagan first century. And yes, sexual immorality does top the 
list of sins mentioned in several New Testament passages. However, I would still link the mention of sexual 
immorality in the decision at the Jerusalem council to the practice of idolatry. Idolatry was the core issue and 
sexual immorality was associated with most pagan worship practices.  
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As we have seen, Paul certainly taught with this premise assumed: $%�� ���� ����
?��&� ����� ����
�&��� ������
�� ��
� ����� ����"�� 
��� �' � ��
� ����"�� �'� ��
� �
���
7�
��!� ����
� &��� �
�	
� ��� ��
� ������ �����?
� �'� ��
� �'' 
���"�� �'� ��
� �����()� (1 
Corinthians 9:13 c. Numbers 18:8-31). He viewed the principle of the tithe – again, 
consistent giving towards apostolic vision – as the basis of God’s economic 
foundation in the community structure of His New Covenant people. Every 
kingdom requires an economic foundation and God’s Kingdom economy is based 
on the tithe principle. 
 
In fact, Paul spoke of his $��"��)  to financial support: $�'�&
���	
���&������������
����"��'������7���������"�
�������"��'�&
��
������� ����
���������"�(��'����
�����
�
�����?
����'������ right��	
�����7���
�&
�����
	
�����
)  (1 Corinthians 9:11, 12). 
 
Paul made this statement sandwiched between three reasons why he could claim this 
right, including the above reference to how the Old Testament priests were 
remunerated (vv. 6-13). While he was certainly not advocating a return to the Old 
Testament priesthood; he freely pointed out an important principle: $�'� &
� ��	
�
��&�� ���������� ����"�� '��� ���7� ��� ��� �� "�
��� ����"� �'� &
� �
��� ����� ���
�����
����"�()   
 
Those who sow $���������� ����"�)� are to be $���
������)� remunerated; as he also 
stressed to the Galatian believers: $�
�� ����&��� ��� ���"��� ��
�&��!� ����
� ��� ����
"��!�����"��&��������&����
�
�
�)� (Galatians 6:6). 
 
But didn’t Paul say that he gave up this right?  
 
Yes, he did so initially. In his letter to the Corinthians, he reminded the church that 
he refused to exercise this right when he first brought the Gospel to them (1 
Corinthians 9:15). However, while he chose to initially forsake this right in the 
Corinthian situation it was an exception not the rule. In fact, he was forced to do so 
due to their immaturity and then, through both letters to the Corinthians, he brought 
up the issue in order to urge the Corinthian believers to mature in their 
understanding of financial giving. While he initially passed over it, he was now 
reminding them of his right. In short, it was time to grow up. 
 
In his second letter to the Corinthians, Paul spent two chapters concerning giving (2 
Corinthians 8:1-24; 9:1-15) and then explained again how he had $��++
!)  mature 
churches to serve them at first: $�� robbed� ���
�� 
���
�
�7� ��?��"� &�"
�� '����
��
�� ��� ������
�� ��� ���� #� '��� &���� �� ��
?
!� ��
� +�
 ���
�� &��� 
��
� '����
C�

!�����������
!)  (2 Corinthians 11:8, 9). 
 
So even though Paul occasionally laid down this right someone still paid; either he 
did or those who gave financially from another source did. Paul had to make tents at 
times (Acts 18:3; 20:34); on other occasions, he $��++
!)  mature churches.  
 
By stressing that he leant on $���
�� 
���
�
�)  Paul provoked the Corinthian 
believers to mature in their understanding of Biblical compensation. Their 



_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
To Tithe, or Not to Tithe? © Craig Kirkby 2006, All rights reserved   Page 13 

immaturity had placed too much responsibility on him and on $���
�� 
���
�
� ,)  
alleviating them from their Biblical responsibility.  
 
They had enjoyed an extended free ‘lunch’ while others were overextended. Paul 
appealed here to the Corinthian believers to, like the Philippians in Macedonia, 
partner with him; that is, to $����
�&��������
��

����"�"�	��"���!��


�	��")� (to 
use his words in Philippians 4:15). 
 
While every apostolic worker would be wise to consider “tent-making” options – so 
that they too can forgo this right when necessary – this is not an obligation to strive 
under. Paul explained emphatically: $��
� ���!� 
�����!
!� ����� ����
� &���
��
�
�� ��
� D���
�� �����!� ��	
� '���� ��
� D���
�)� (1 Corinthians 9:14). This 
$��"��)� – which should certainly not spur an attitude of entitlement – is centred on, 
one, an apostolic worker’s faith in God’s ability to provide and, two, the hope that 
God’s people grow in an understanding of generosity and stewardship. 
 
While an apostolic worker’s desire to serve “no strings attached” may seem to be a 
noble intention, it is not a Biblical one. There ought to be “strings” attached; that is, 
God has established this checks-and-balances equation where the giver and receiver 
are humbled and accountable in the grace of God. Mutual relationships are God’s 
self-selecting, testing ground in this regard. This keeps us all humble and 
interdependent. 
 
Isn’t there potential for abuse? 
 
For sure! But Scripture gives no “air-tight” system that we can strap over this issue 
and nail down. In fact, that would only play to a Pharisee-spirit and tempt our 
controlling, micro-managing desires. That it gives space begets the need for 
righteous government; first, as both giver and receiver rule over their own ungodly 
motives, and second, as each is accountable one to the other. And this includes valid 
administrative processes for integrity sake.  
 
So who ‘qualifies’ for this right?  
 
Good question. It seems to include... 
 

�  Equipping gift ministries (1 Corinthians 9:7-14) 
 

Although very different from financing a pastoral, institutional system; 
equipping gifts, or apostolic workers, who operate in a pioneering, itinerant 
capacity ‘qualify’ for this $��"��) . 

 

�  Elders – in certain circumstances (1 Timothy 5:17, 18) 
 

In contrast to the pioneering role of an apostolic worker, elders are resident 
$����")  local church communities (1 Peter 5:2). While again, this is very 
different from the “old school” eldership paradigm, parent-elders who labour in 
$&��!���!�!�
����
)� are also to be remunerated.  
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It seems this refers to elders who have a sphere of influence beyond just a 
simple/organic church but who, along with their responsibility there, serve into 
the context of a number of simple church communities in a local area. Certainly 
the network of simple churches in the city of Ephesus would have been 
extensive by the time Paul sent Timothy there and seems that some elders were 
asked to serve beyond their simple church families. It, no doubt, also includes 
Ephesians 4:11 equipping gifts who are more resident in their service of a local 
fellowship/network of simple church communities. 
 
Those who fall into these categories have to die to their own pride; die to the 
reality that living by faith does require that we live off the generosity of others. 
Personally, I certainly don’t want to be a burden to anyone and would prefer to 
serve “no strings attached”. But until I die to this, I will impoverish myself and 
others who God intends to connect apostolically through, among other ways, 
financially provisioning the apostolic vision. Again, $��
� ���!� 
�����!
!�
���������
�&�����
�
����
�D���
�������!���	
�'����� �
�D���
�) . 

 
What about the poor? 
 
The subject of the poor is an important subject but beyond the scope of this article3. 
Suffice to say here that our responsibility as God’s people to properly look after the 
poor is a consistent principle throughout the Scriptures. Thus an essential part of the 
apostolic mission is not just “out there” to the nations but “right here” to the needy 
in our missional sphere of influence and the needs in our simple church community.  
 
What’s the difference between this and an institutional construct of church?  
 
At least two things: expectations and compulsion. 
 
First, there are no expectations: no one is on a salary-roll; nobody is “creating” work 
to fill a day that justifies a guaranteed cheque at month end.  
 
Second, there is no compulsion: there is no whipping station to manipulate and 
compel people to give towards the “vision”. While there is no harm in reminding 
people of the value of giving and, from time to time, clarifying the administrative 
procedures involved, this is usually done by those not on the receiving end and is 
not a scripted “offering time” drive. 
 
Ideally an apostolic worker, for example, should not speak on his own behalf. While 
there may be times that he has to, this is where team can and should support him. 

 

 

 
 

3 See our article called, “Jesus, The Politician”. 
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So what should a simple/organic church give to? 
 
Simple church communities should consider giving in a two-fold way. (I’ve chosen 
to be practical here, drawing from personal experience, in the hope that this is 
helpful to the reader and jogs some thought). 
 

1. Through spontaneous Spirit-led giving to the needy in their missional sphere 
of influence and to needs that arise in their spiritual family (1 Timothy 5:3-16; 
James 1:26, 27; 2:14-17).  

 

Besides sensitively bringing up a request on behalf of another and asking 
people to consider giving, simple churches would do well to have a “common 
purse”. Someone, usually the regular host of the regular meeting, could oversee 
this cash box and people can contribute to it as led to.  
 

When needs arise, the church family can pray and decide whether drawing 
from it to assist is in the Lord’s will. This seems to be the idea behind Paul’s 
instructions to Timothy (1 Timothy 5:3-16). Also agreeing that the host draw 
an amount from the “common purse” to defray the costs of hosting is another 
good idea to think through. 
 

Having said this, it is also important to mention that this does not mean that the 
church is a charity that dishes out money to all and sundry. Paul urged Timothy 
to discern those who were genuinely marginalised in Ephesus (1 Timothy 5:3, 4, 
9, 11). In fact, a good rule of thumb is that handing out money is never the 
answer. Providing necessities, paying for repairs or helping to settle debts, for 
example, as part of a discipleship process is far better. 

 
2. Through consistent Spirit-led giving to the apostolic team and vision to whom 

they are aligned (2 Corinthians 8:1-24; 9:1-15; Philippians 4:10-20).  
 

There are various ways this can be done. Let me offer some suggestions. 
 

First, individuals can ask the Father if He desires them to sow financially into a 
specific apostolic worker or into the apostolic team as a whole. Or simple 
church communities can talk and pray into whether they feel led to do this.  
 

Second, this could be a once off “love gift” every now and again or it could be 
a monthly contribution over a period of time. The individual or simple church 
could give anonymously or speak to the apostolic worker in question and 
discuss their intentions.  
 

This is not so difficult as some may imagine. In fact, it can be done with much 
grace and warmth. Paul was well in the know as churches walked with him in 
this. Usually, the two things that should be talked through is, one, whether or 
not the apostolic worker should confirm receipt of the money to the giver (if it 
is deposited straight into his account) and, two, the period of time that the 
arrangement will last for (if it is a monthly contribution).  
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Committing to a 3, 6 or 12 month period is not only helpful to the apostolic 
worker but gives the giver(s) a non-emotive way to graciously stop the 
arrangement. Should the giver(s) choose to continue the arrangement for 
another period of time, it is there prerogative in God; that the apostolic worker 
expects them to conclude at said date means that there is no awkwardness 
when they do. 
 

We have found it helpful for a bank account to be set up on behalf of an 
apostolic team so that such monies can be administrated well. Should 
individuals or simple churches desire to give directly to a specific apostolic 
worker, they of course have the freedom to do so; but where possible, the bank 
account can be used integrally. Paul urged that we $���	�!
� ,���� ����"�-�
�������+�
7���������������
���"����'���
����!7�+��� ����������
���"����'��
�)�
(2 Corinthians 8:20). 
 
 

��
��
����+
���!�"�	��"�# �
 
First, worship. 
 

Throughout both Old and New Testaments, giving is first and foremost a matter of 
worship 1.  Even the oft quoted passage on tithing from Malachi is not principally 
about monetary matters; it’s about worship. God calls His people to return to Him, 
and then points out a specific area in which they have not surrendered to Him; 
namely their finances. The context of this passage is defined by this call from God: 
$EReturn to Me7���!���&�����
�����������7F��������
����!��'������ ��E�����������!7�
E���&����&���������&
��
����(F#��������
����!��''
� ��"�F)� (Malachi 3:7, 8). 
 

God made it clear that the purpose of tithing was that we would $�
���� ��� '
��� ��
�
���!�����D�!���&���)� (Deuteronomy 14:232). The New Living Translation reads, 
$��
�������
��'�������"��������
�
��������&�������' 
�����
����!������D�!) . The 
principle of tithing acknowledges that God is first in our life, an attitude of worship.  
 

In teaching on apostolic giving, Paul stressed that our giving is first and foremost 
about worship. He refers to the example of the Macedonian churches, saying, $��
��
'����� gave themselves to the Lord7� ��!� ��
�� ��� ��� +�� ��
� &���� �'� D�!)� (2 
Corinthians 8:5). 
 

1 Sadly, today, when the word “worship” is used, too many immediately assume we mean musical “praise and 
worship”. Praise is one expression of worship; but the word “worship” is, of course, far more comprehensive. In 
essence, worship refers to a surrendered life, a heart willingly given to Him and lovingly committed to obey 
Him. Certainly worship, then, is expressed in praise, service and giving. It is very sobering that Jesus identified 
money as the number one enemy that would compete for our allegiance to God: $��� ��
� 
��� �
�	
� �&��
����
��� #� .��� 
������ �
�	
� D�!� ��!� ������)  (Matthew 6:24). The principle of the tithe is God’s 
designed antidote against materialism! 
 
2 Some might ask why we use passages from the Mosaic Law. The answer: simply, because they reveal God’s 
intention behind the principle. Remember we are not bound to Israel’s specific application of the tithe, but we 
learn much behind God’s heart as He motivated the principle of tithing. We must be careful not to miss the 
revelation of God by cutting out the Mosaic Law entirely … we have plenty to learn from it. It is after all, an 
essential part of the Bible Jesus read! 
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Second, purpose. 
 
Paul wrote: $�
�&�����&��+�����'�����&����������
���+�����'���� ��A���
��
�
����
�
"�	
�����
�������
����������
���7�����"��!"��"����� ��'��


�����G�'���D�!���	
����

�

�'���"�	
�)� (2 Corinthians 9:6, 7). 
  
First, we’re to $��&�+�����'����)  with a generosity of spirit. Second, we’re to sow 
purposefully not $"��!"��"�������'��


�����) ; that is, not from a stingy attitude or 
under compulsion. Both spontaneous and consistent giving should be deliberate, 
thoughtful and Spirit-led. 
 
 
����������!��"�
B����
# �
 
The Bible reveals how the early church grasped their responsibility in this regard, 
and the churches in the province of Macedonia1 – especially the church at Philippi – 
laid hold of this better than most. In his letter to the Philippian church, Paul 
expresses his gratitude to them: 
 

$��&�����������������?��&����������������
�+
"����� "��'���
�D���
�7�&�
����
!
����
!� '����C�

!����7� no church shared with me concerning giving and 
receiving but you only��9���
	
�������
�������
�������
�����!���

���!��" ����
for my necessities��������������

?���
�"�'�7�+������

?���
� '������� ����+���!��
��� ����� �

������ ��!

!� �� ��	
� ���� ��!� �+���!�� �� �� � '���7� ��	��"� �


�	
!�
'���� �������!����� ��
� ����"�� �
��� '���� ���7� a sweet-smelling aroma, an 
acceptable sacrifice, well pleasing to God�� ��!� my God shall supply all your 
need��

��!��"����6�����
�
�����"�����+���������5
���)� (Philippians 4:15-19) 
 

Notice several principles from this fourth chapter of Philippians: 
 
First, the Philippian believers $����
!)  in the apostolic vision through $"�	��"�
��!� �


�	��")� (v. 15); they understood that through their generosity they 
participated in the global mandate personified in Paul’s apostolic work. This 
principle is captured powerfully in Paul’s exhortation to the Galatian churches: 
$�
�� ���� &��� ��� ���"��� ��
� &��!� ����
� ��� ���� "��!� � ���"�� &���� ���� &���
�
�
�
�)� (Galatians 6:6).  
 
This is more than just relieving one’s conscience or paying off any obligation to be 
personally involved. The Philippians’ apostolic giving was a Kingdom investment 
(v. 17); through their giving they were partners with Paul in God’s apostolic 
vision. For this reason, Paul began his letter to them thanking them $'��� ��
���
'
���&����� ��� ��
� D���
�)� (Philippians 1:6). This is more than a sentimental 
cliché; rather, it is a covenant expression of Kingdom partnership. 
 
 

1 Macedonia was a province consisting of, among others, these cities: Philippi, Berea and   Thessalonica. 



_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
To Tithe, or Not to Tithe? © Craig Kirkby 2006, All rights reserved   Page 18 

Second, the Philippians’ apostolic offerings met Paul’s $�


�����
�)� (v. 16); their 
financial support helped to underwrite Paul’s personal budget, relieving him of 
placing any burden on the new works he was planting. For example, Paul was 
able to stay mobile through the cities of Thessalonica, Berea and Athens; he was 
able to minister in the marketplace of a city more freely – even $!����)  – because 
of the apostolic offerings he received from the Philippian believers (Acts 17:1-17). 
 
Even when he got to Corinth and had to, at first, lean on his tent-making trade 
(Acts 18:1-3), Timothy and Silas returned from Macedonia bringing further 
financial support (including finances, this time, from the church in Thessalonica; 
see 1 Thessalonians 3:6-9), which released him from tent-making so that he could 
$!
	��
�����
�'�
B
����	
��������
�
���")� (Acts 18:5, NIV).   
 
Thirdly, Paul described their generosity in giving apostolic offerings as worship to 
God: $�� �&

�=��
����"� �����7� ��� �


���+�
� ��
��'�

7�& 
��� ��
����"� ���D�!)�
(v. 18). Sowing into apostolic vision is a �ew Testament act of worship! In other 
words, their giving was first an act of worship to God; secondly, it met a practical 
need: releasing apostolic people to advance His Kingdom (2 Corinthians 8:5).  
 
Finally, Paul’s confidence in God’s provision for the Philippian church was 
directly tied to their faithful sowing into apostolic vision: $��!� ��� D�!� ������
������� ���� ����� �

!� �

��!��"� ��� 6��� ��
�
�� ��� "�� ��� +�� ������� 5
���)�
(Philippians 4:19).  
 
 
������
��=��?��"�&������ �#�
 
The word “tent-making” is loosely used in various circles and it is a topic that has 
fostered some ignorant assumptions. Of course the phrase stems from Paul’s tent-
making trade (Acts 18:2, 3). Generally there are two wrong views concerning tent-
making, and we briefly critique them here. 
 
(1) Tent-making is not a step into fulltime, paid ministry. 
 

In some circles the phrase “fulltime ministry” is used to describe someone who 
goes onto the staff of a church or ministry and thus draws their full income or 
salary from this source. This terminology tends to play to the clergy/laity divide 
failing to appreciate that every Christ-follower is in “fulltime ministry” 
regardless of their vocation. 

 
In this case, tent-making then refers to the short term need to develop an income 
base with the ultimate intention of finally “going on staff” or being completely 
supported by “the ministry;” at which point, there is no longer the need to 
“make tents”. While we are certainly not against the need to “give up” a 
marketplace vocation because the demand and responsibility of a given ministry 
requires this, this is not what Paul did in making tents. 
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(2) Tent-making is not a permanent source of income required in place of being 
fully compensated by a church or ministry budget. 

 
On the opposite side of this fence sit those who are against the notion that 
people should be remunerated for ministry. This is a growing thought among 
many in response to the clear abuses that have taken place in our day. In this 
case, tent-making refers to the permanent, income-generating source from 
which people can then minister “no strings attached”. 
 
Through this article I trust it is clear that it biblical for people to be compensated 
for ministry; for example, Paul explained that he had the Biblical right to do so 
(1 Corinthians 9:1-14). Also, he then stopped making tents in Corinth when 
financial support from the established churches in Macedonia arrived (Acts 
18:5; 1 Thessalonians 3:6-9). Later, in writing to Timothy, he specifically 
instructed Timothy to compensate various people for ministry (1 Timothy 5:17, 
18). Thus, and to the point of this article, Paul clearly did not make tents as his 
sole source of income. 

 
 
������
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Tent-making never became Paul’s only source of revenue nor was it an interim step 
towards a permanent salary. Rather, Paul made tents – a vital and distinguished 
occupation in his day – simply when he needed to. This happened… 
 
(1) Initially, with suspicions surrounding his past and his dramatic conversion, 

Paul had to draw on his tent-making skills to survive.  
 

After his conversion, Paul spent three years in Arabia (Galatians 1:18). Having 
forsaken his path as a Pharisee, Paul would have had to haven fallen back on 
his previously learnt trade as a tent-maker (or perhaps, he learnt it in Arabia).  
But as his influence grew among the church, Paul could begin to enjoy the 
benefit of the believers’ generosity. As he began to understand and then teach 
concerning apostolic giving, he was relieved from depending on his tent-
making trade as his only source of income. 
 

(2) Tactfully, whenever Paul had to lean on his tent-making trade, he used it to 
demonstrate that God was His Source and to teach others to live to give. 
 

It seems that when his financial support dried up, Paul graciously picked up his 
tent-making trade as He trusted in the Lord as His Source and Sustainer. In 
doing so, he used the opportunity to impart this foundational value, teaching 
others to live selflessly in such a way as to be channels of God’s provision to 
others (Acts 20:33-35).  
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(3) Circumstantially, whenever Paul’s motives could be questioned, especially 
with new works or problematic situations, Paul preferred to deny his “right” 
to be remunerated to avoid losing objectivity in the minds of those concerned. 

 

Herein lies the first advantage to having a tent-making option that generates an 
income. When Paul needed to fall back on his tent-making trade to prevent 
being a burden to a new work or from compromising his efforts, he could do so. 
Secondly, tent-making gives us a door of influence into the market place 
community. Paul’s relationship with Aquila and Priscilla certainly was 
strengthened if not initiated due to their common involvement in making tents 
(Acts 18:2, 3). Thirdly, tent-making can provide a degree of integrity required in 
the increasingly business-oriented society we live in today.  
 

Finally, tent-making removes the “budget-ceiling” from apostolic people, 
releasing their income-generating potential. In an apostolic team, it is a viable 
option for team members to have other income-generating alternatives to 
supplement the compensation they receive from serving on team. Old school 
thought may see this as a distraction, but this is a new day as we return to 
Biblical, apostolic team ministry. We must ruthlessly remove “sacred and 
secular” divides to see an advance of God’s Kingdom in all venues of society. 
 

To be clear then, Paul’s income base was first the generosity of believers – 
including the principle of the tithe (apostolic giving) – and when necessary he fell 
back on his tent-making trade to supplement his income. Thus tent-making was a 
crucial weapon in his apostolic arsenal, a viable option in his apostolic economics. 
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First, manipulation. 
 

Tithing is not just sadly used to manipulate people to give; it is also tragically used 
by people in an attempt to manipulate God. Giving financially is not a pay-off to 
purchase God’s blessing. 
 

The passage in Malachi is often used to try to “twist God’s arm”. The statement God 
made – $��!� ���� C
� ��&� ��� ����)� (Malachi 3:10) – is often misused. I have 
personally heard people say things like: “I’ve tried tithing … didn’t work for me!”, 
“I tried tithing and saw no results” or “God promised to deliver … but failed to do so 
when I tithed”. When we “try tithing” we must remember God has the right to “try 
us”! God has never promised to endorse or bless selfish motives. He is not a Slot 
Machine in the Sky obliged to indulge our whims. 
 

Tithing is not something we try; it is a lifestyle of worship we embrace, knowing that 
through our loving partnership with Him we contribute to the integrity and prosperity 
of the Kingdom’s advance. Of course, this will mean that we deny our selfish 
tendencies and resist the temptation to use God’s Word, in this case on tithing, to try 
to guarantee ourselves (or others) a “pay-out,” or the false illusion of “instant debt-
relief” or “problem-free financing”. 
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Only greed justifies a lifestyle that prevents us from consistent, definitive giving. 
Tithing puts God first, and yes, it starts the debt deliverance process. It starts the 
deliverance from debt by, in putting God first, forcing us to rethink our budget and 
to start living within our means! 
 

Second, accuracy. 
 

When God revealed this principle, He chose the word $����
)� which means “one 
tenth” – not “one twentieth” or “one percent” or “whatever you feel led to give”. He 
did not intend to be wishy-washy. He intended to be specific1. God is certainly not 
legalistic but He is accurate. And to be honest, if God was not specific in the issue of 
finances, it would raise questions in my mind. Mathematics and accounting is, after 
all, His genius not mans! 
 

The tithe $��� ��
� ���!F��� ��� ��� ����� ��� ��
� ���!)� (Leviticus 27:30). The phrase 
$����� ��� ��
� ���!)� means the tithe “belongs to God”. Yes, everything we have 
belongs to God; in fact, we belong to Him (1 Corinthians 6:19, 20). �ow, as His 
child, we are entrusted with a stewardship; we are to steward all we have for Him. 
As part of this stewardship, we acknowledge His Lordship by honouring Him with 
the tithe principle. 
 

Many rightly challenge the false notion that can arise when we say that the tithe 
belongs to God. To conclude that this means that only ten percent belongs to God 
and everything else belongs to us would certainly be a tragic and erroneous 
conclusion. Everything we are and have belongs to God for sure. What I find 
exasperating is that some of the people who champion 100% given-ness to God then 
quibble over 10%. Personally I struggle to understand that logic. 
 

As mentioned earlier in this article, in considering the principle of the tithe – in 
contrast to the legalism of the tithe – you may find it helpful to see the tithe as a 
consistent and definitive contribution rather than a prescribed amount. While I’m 
comfortable with seeing ten percent as a minimum guiding base-line, you may find it 
easier to start with viewing it as a regular and intentional amount regardless of what 
the percentage may be. 
 

I understand the heart behind those who choose to drop the word “tithe” in an 
attempt to avoid the confusion that exists and teach outrageous, extravagant giving 
instead. But I feel this still dodges the issue. God said, “one tenth,” why should we 
look for ways around using the word He gave us?  
 

I’m convinced that one reason why God defined the tithe – a consistent and 
definitive amount – is that it is a significant portion of our income, an amount that 
costs us where it matters. David made it clear that the heart of true worship involves 
sacrifice: $��&��������#��''
��+������''
���"��&���������&��
� �
������
�������")�
(1 Chronicles 21:24). Giving from our excess, willy-nilly, costs us nothing. But it 
does cost us, whether we earn less than minimum wage or “six figures,” to bring our 
first 10% to God. 
 

1 The best example is, of course, God’s self-revelation of Himself as the three-in-one-God. He does not reveal 
Himself in approximates but with specifics; in fact, He is absolutely specific in this revelation leaving no place 
for ambiguity. 
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I suggest one of two ways to start applying the principle of the tithe if a person does 
not yet do so and desires to … 
 

(1) Immediately implement it in faith. 
 

Once we understand God’s heart behind this vital principle in His economy, we 
should review our budget, make the necessary adjustments, and do it! We 
should bring the tithe to God in faith as an act of worship, revelling in our new 
found privilege of acknowledging Him as our Source and Sustainer, knowing 
that we now partner with God in the advance of His Kingdom purpose. 
 

(2) (If you are new in your faith or in debt) Start with a smaller amount and 
graduate your giving over a period of time. 
 

There will be those who criticise me for making an alternative suggestion. But 
having seen new believers brought into bondage through legalistic teachings on 
the tithe and having worked with people in serious debt over many years; I 
believe that another valid (sometimes wiser) way requires starting with a 
smaller percentage amount and increasing this percentage over time (depending 
on the circumstances and debt involved). We draw this from a principle we 
learn in God’s strategy to set-up the nation in Canaan. 
 

When His people took up residence in the Promised Land, God told them to 
immediately implement the first-fruit principle, 2.5% (Deuteronomy 26:1-11). 
But He only required that they start the first tithe principle from year three, 
giving the new farmers’ time to develop their lands (Deuteronomy 26:12-15).  
I, therefore, recommend that someone in serious debt – and therefore, one who 
lacks the faith to implement the tithe immediately (and who needs the time to 
review their budget and any unhealthy handling of money) – should start with a 
smaller percentage amount.  
 

If we took this principle literally, the person would increase their contribution to 
10% in three months (the Israelites equivalent of three years). More realistically 
a period of six to twelve months is helpful1. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
1 It is worth noting here that there is wisdom in working towards a goal, which can be readjusted along the way, 
otherwise people tend to give up in their quest to align with God’s economic base. I also suggest that the person 
seek wise counsel during this time so that they can identify any unhealthy spending patterns which may have 
caused the debt in the first place. 
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It goes without saying that each church community needs to establish a valid 
administrative process regarding finances. Several concerns are sometimes raised 
when it comes to finances that are administered by the leadership of a church 
community. Let’s spotlight two such concerns. 
 

���

�������4:� “I can’t trust the leadership with my money”. 
 

If a person cannot trust their spiritual oversight to be faithful with their money, 
how can they trust them to be faithful with their soul! I personally think that 
there are only two responses to this fear. Either the person concerned ought to 
check their own heart and realign themselves with the principle of the tithe or he 
should find a community that he can entrust his soul and finances to.  
 

���

�������<:� “I’m not being fed at my church”. 
 

To this concern, I suggest the person again first check his heart. Honestly, this 
concern smacks of self-interest. Even the most simple sharing of God’s Word, 
or fellowship group, can change your life if your heart is humble and teachable. 
However, if they are convinced their heart is right before God, they should then 
ask where the Father is setting them into spiritual family were they are 
nourished and accountable in Him. But again … this is not a concern one can 
use to justify neglecting the principle of the tithe. 

 
My counsel is usually this: continue to apply the principle of the tithe in the 
apostolic community you are part of until you have resolved these kinds of 
concerns. If you find yourself in transition, seeking where it is that God is adding 
you, consider putting your tithes aside until you do find the community into which 
God is knitting you. In this case, you could then anonymously bring the 
accumulated amount into your new community having found where you belong. 
 
 

���
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�������# �
 
The early church exploded into vibrant life on Pentecost day and continued to gain 
momentum through the first century blazing a path of love through heathen lands 
and pagan strongholds, overcoming overwhelming opposition and impossible odds. 
Several factors were key to focus and release this tidal wave of God’s Spirit: the 
priesthood of all believers, sign and wonders, the courage of early church leaders, 
the doctrinal purity of Jesus’ sacrifice, resurrection, ascension and second coming 
and of course, the blood of the martyrs.  
 
It is fact without question that these components were essential to the advance of 
God’s Kingdom through the first two centuries. And it is also fact without question 
that the loss of these factors slammed the brakes on the church’s progress into the 
third and fourth century. These subjects are well researched and understood … and 
should without question … continue to be entrenched in our Kingdom-seeking 
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hearts. But one issue is not so well researched or understood. In fact some would 
even be troubled that we add it to so holy a list as one that includes the priesthood 
of all believers, doctrinal purity and the blood of the martyrs. 
 
The oft neglected component is the financing of the Gospel. This oversight is no 
doubt the consequence of either our lack of courage to address this issue or from 
our reaction to those who abuse the “prosperity gospel”. However, Kingdom 
financing was a vital piece of the good news puzzle. 
 
 From the glorious birth of the church at Pentecost the generous heart of God was 
released through His people as they $&
�
��'���
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!)� (Acts 4:32-35). 
 
Many wonder just what the point behind this extravagant Spirit-led outpouring of 
generosity was. Jerusalem’s population was around 30,000 people in A.D. 30, but 
would swell to ten times that number during the three annual festivals (Passover, 
Pentecost and Tabernacles) as Jews came from far and wide to enjoy these national 
celebrations in the holy city. On the day of the Pentecostal outpouring 3,000 people 
encountered the saving grace of God (Acts 2:41), and a little over a week later this 
number had exploded to $�+����'�	
��������!)� men (Acts 4:4); counting women 
and children, anywhere between 15,000 to 20,000 people! Most of this number 
would have been non-residents to Jerusalem, delaying their return home to Gentile 
nations so intoxicating was God’s Presence alive in their midst.  
 
Outrageous displays of generosity and hospitality were heart responses to the 
obvious need to home and feed over-populated Jerusalem. Thus this Spirit-
prompted release of generosity was the Lord’s answer to both the immediate need 
in Jerusalem and to fulfil His longer term intention: to send this new priesthood – 
one and all – back to their homes and nations carrying the fire of His Spirit and 
the generosity of His heart. This outpouring of finances hosted the Jerusalem 
revival and then financed an apostolic invasion of the known world from Jerusalem 
and into the first few centuries. 
 
Sadly as the fourth century dawned, the disillusioned church (battered through 
centuries of martyrdom) was gobbled up by Roman Emperor Constantine who sealed 
the growing misuse of Kingdom financing. With the reallocation of finances to build 
cathedrals, staff the clergy and support politics, the loss of this component of 
Kingdom economics – along with the disappearance of the other vital components 
outlined above – caused the church to begin its long slide into the darkest of ages. 
This article has sought to catch afresh the generous heart of God and to recapture the 
vital principles associated with Kingdom financing. 
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It is more than likely that, if you are reading this article, you may well live in the top 
20% income bracket of the world’s population. We are thus, in comparison, a 
privileged people. Rather than compare ourselves with the individual wealth of those 
in Hollywood, we should live as channels of God’s resources to enable the spiritual 
communities God has placed us in to be all He intends, and to provide an answer to 
the immediate needs around us – with wisdom and generosity. 
 
If we are going to see God’s Kingdom mandate (Matthew 28:18-20) fulfilled through 
the vessel of His choosing, the church (Matthew 16:18,19), we – His people – need to 
catch a fresh revelation of the centrality of His Lordship and the principle of the tithe 
as the Kingdom’s economic base.  
 
Let us – you and me – be of this calibre and persuasion! 
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