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ABSTRACT

The aim of the study was to assess the effectsvafggin church on the Christians’ economic statuselected
urban Pentecostal churches in Nakuru town, Nakwun€. The objectives of the study were; to detaemwhether giving
in church is mandatory in Pentecostal churchesahkuxu Town, to establish if Christians should gaceording to their
capacities in Pentecostal churches in Nakuru Tdwrgssess the amount of money given per month bist@ms in
Pentecostal Churches in Nakuru Town. The researfolceised on Ninian Smart’'s dimensions of religiohiles putting
emphasis on the practical and ritual dimension ettgeriential and emotional dimension, the ethégal legal dimension.
The practical and ritual dimension focused on whambers of a religion did as part of that religidhe target population
included church members and leaders of Pentecostathes in Nakuru town. The study used simple sandampling
and a total number of 311 respondents were sampledquestionnaire was used as the only instruntérite study. The
study found out that Christians should give acaaydio one’s capacity as opposed to the stated angpuen by some
churches. The study asserted that the urban Petébochurches lay more emphasis on giving than mintusl
nourishment. The study recommended the followinguig couples should be advised properly on issegarding the
issue of marriage, this is because the divorce aateng the church members was high. Churches shonheé up with
ways of encouraging giving in church other thanrceéor blessings. There is need for churches ttuneithe spiritual life
of Christians as majority of the respondents fedt they had focused on material possession A sthdyld be carried out

on the effect of church financial auditing and dmi€tian giving.
KEYWORDS: Religious Giving, Prosperity Gospel, Offering, e, Offerings, Blessings
1. INTRODUCTION

Giving entails monetary or material gifts Chrisgaoffer in church. There are many ways in whichi§ltams’
wish to show appreciation to God but above allytbpt to do it by giving. In the Old Testament, pkoused to offer
mostly through animal sacrifices and plant prodogtin the New Testament, giving is basically imnfoof money and
sometimes other materials. Christians are alsoasgupto give tithes which is a tenth of the monihlyomes whether
money or produce. However, things are slowly chaggh society as giving is being done more throegkh and
preachers are emphasizing that Christians ougliveomore in order to get more blessings and laallenges in life. This
has led to many churches especially Pentecostaiclohsl coming up whose motive is sometimes quedilena
(Oduke 2013).
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Pentecostalism emerged in the earl}f 28ntury among radical adherents of the Holinessévteent which was
energized by revivalism and expectation for the iment Second Coming of Christ. Believing that thegre living in the
end times, they expected God to spiritually renbes €Christian church thereby bringing to pass trstoration of the
world. The key beliefs of Pentecostalism includézifie healing, Spiritual gifts, Visions, Speakingtongues, Prophecy,
Latter rain, Baptism with the Holy Spirit and Finéxd work (Macchia 2006).

In Kenya, many Pentecostal churches have mushroesmetially in urban areas. Their emphasis isghartg,
especially tithing is a sure way of getting onesis-spiritual breakthrough. This breakthrough dobk in form of
healing, finance, marital success, promotion inviieekplace and other favours from God. Biblicalses, such as Malachi
2, are elaborately expounded to build the casdifforbreakthroughs. They believe that the Calvaagkage not only
included salvation but also included the prospeaitg inheritance of our hands and feet. They beltbat Christians are
supposed to be partakers of Calvary blessings elayyof their lives because they are the childieGad. Such money
centered messages have propelled majority of thenu€hristians who are always in such of moneyito ¢hurches that
preach prosperity gospel. It was on this backgrabadl the study found it relevant to take an assess of the effects of
giving in church on the believer's faith: a caseselected urban Pentecostal churches in Nakuru,tdlakuru county,

Kenya
1.1 The Concept of Church Offerings

Rushdoony (2006) refers the tithe a tax. It isdhénely commanded way for Christians to blesswweld and
take control of it. While many may view tithing desgalistic, Rushdoony (2006) sees it as the outimgriof the
requirement of loving God. He likens the lack ahitig to a husband saying that he loves his faimiliy not supporting
them. Rushdoony (2006) utilizes Malachi 3 for evicke and says that a failure to pay tithes resnolthé curse given in
Malachi 3:10. When people neglect tithing, God Wilfill what he said in Malachi which is similao tthe results of the
fall in Genesis 3: "Failure to tithe aggravates degelops the curse. Therefore, tithing is extrgnmaportant, so much so
that governments are required to punish those whood tithe (as was the case in early America) wel@r, obedience to

this law will result in national and personal presty.

Rushdoony (2006) says that the tithe, God's tas, gien to the Levites, that is, "to all whose wixko further
God's requirement of instruction (Deut. 33: 10) #me ministry if compassion to Christians begirtitioe obediently, then
Christianity will be able to start and support athes, schools, hospitals, missions organizationsingtry of justice, and
relief agencies for the poor. Since people havesisagnty over their own tithes, they can decidechhnstitutions are
truly serving God and, therefore supp@uod'swork. In fact, Powell and Rushdoony (2006) say,isla silly and self-

serving modernism which leads some clergymen tistitisat thestorehouseés the church.

It was a tithe-barn." Rushdoony (2006) discussedtlinee Mosaic tithes. He said that sometimes #hatital
Tithe would be less than ten percent: if a mandiaten sheep, the tenth one (as he counted themljwo toward the
tithe; he did not tithe part of a sheep. Powell &uhdoony (2003) conclude that this tithe beldieg§od and therefore
not to the church or to the giver. It can be givaly to godly causes. The Festival Tithe (or teeond tithe) was kept by

the person tithing to be used at the three anmstivals: the Passover.
1.2 Statement of the Problem

Biblical giving, here also called religious givigvoluntary and as one is able to give, for Gogetoa cheerful
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giver (2 Corinthians 9:6-8). This is the oughtnesgarding biblical giving. However, fake miraclesdaprosperity gospel
is flourishing in Kenya, with many forms of unbitdil giving. According to Kibaara (2013), when ttegherds go astray,
the flocks are bound to suffer (Daily Nation, N@013). Kibaara (2013) further pointed out that ifBally abusive
groups routinely use guilt, fear and intimidatiandontrol their members. They might base their s&isnon a biblical
verse, which they support by interpreting it in ammer that resonates with the congregation.” Thedgng poverty has
made many desperate and depressed especially théengv@oor. Thus prosperity gospel came with pr@sisf peace,
riches and freedom from poverty. The more prospeitaching, the more poverty, the more crime, tfeee giving
because the rich preachers get richer and thegieenrs get poorer for giving more but receivingsldsence more poverty.
The research was aimed at getting to know the $giBmu of some people who feel that these churtlaee gone ahead to
be commercial whereby presentation of the Biblinaksage was either as a commaodity for sale forrrabg@in or as an

object of investment for personal aggrandizemehis $tudy sought to address this gap in religioastice.
1.3 Key Questions which Guided the Study Were

* Is giving in church mandatory in Pentecostal Chescim Nakuru Town?

* How much do Christians give in church per montRPéntecostal Churches in Nakuru Town?
1.4 Theoretical Framework

In this study, the researcher focused on Ninian r8sndimensions of religion while putting emphasis the
practical and ritual dimension, the experientiatl @motional dimension, the ethical and legal dir@msGod has
prescribed laws on giving as the only legitimatd aighteous judge. The practical and ritual din@emgocused on what
members of a religion did as part of that religibtust religions have a specific way in which thes, pray, the way they
handle matters of discipline among other regulatidrhe experiential and emotional dimension lodkataat experience
goes on inside a person when facing religious #ietsv When a person participates in religious eigpee, they feel some
form of holiness. When one feels some sort of emegs from inside he or she tends to move closardacred supreme

being with the hope of getting a wish fulfilled. @&ians were also likened to those who are in rifesthme help.

The above discussed dimension closely linked tackdoconsequential dimension whereby there is &bef
getting positive consequences from a religious B&pee. Christians have put all their faith angstrin church leaders as
they consider them to be the mediators between thadntheir God. They follow what these leaders aay sometimes
they seek advice from them when they felt challendgut this has taken a different dimension agji@lis leaders have
started to exploit these innocent Christians inrtame of religion. Christians know that God willhatheir problems and
therefore they do whatever religious leaders sag,vehat these leaders say is that they need toggimerously in order to

receive. They even go ahead to quote strong vénamsthe Bible which Christians strongly believe in
2. LITERATURE REVIEW

Willard (2013) observes that “The Sunday worshipvises are key opportunities to share generosibyies,
teach giving, build trust, cast vision and buildat®nships with people. Asking people to becomregeus and give to
ministry is a ministry in itself. However, it wagcessary for this research to look at the secopettie which seeks to
establish if Christians should give according teirtrcapabilities. Willard’s idea is similar to Dur&im’s definition of

religion where he said, “Religion is a unified gystof beliefs and practices relative to sacredgsithings set aside and
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forbidden.” He focused on the importance of thecemt of the sacred and its relevance to the welfdrthe entire
community. Religious beliefs are thus symbolic egsions of social realities, without those realitigserving as
foundation, religious beliefs would have no meaniMgny have disputed this reductionist attitudguarg that religion is
more than expressing these social realities. Peoble particular religion have a way of praying, daoof dressing,
asceticism, possession which is more in Pentecobtaiches among other practical aspects (Hanegr2@®D). Further
Smart’s experiential and emotional dimension whiehards the subjective, emotional side of relighma what goes on
inside the person is very important in religionnagst religions act on what one feels and belieVés. ethical and legal
dimension is also relevant as it focuses on whapisd and bad in religion and the laws which ard&oobserved by
adherents of a particular religion. In general Smadeologies fit what religion regards and therefhis thoughts will be
a pillar in this research. (Smart 2000)

According to Kibaara (2013), when the shepherdsgfoay, the flocks are bound to suffer (Daily Nafidlov.
2013). Kibaara (2013) further pointed out thatitBpally abusive groups routinely use guilt, femmd intimidation to
control their members. They might base their sestama biblical verse, which they support by inteting it in a manner
that resonates with the congregation (Page 12)¢ grinding poverty has made many desperate anckstgnt especially
the working poor. Thus prosperity gospel came wgtbmises of peace, riches and freedom from povdite more
prosperity preaching, the more poverty, the momaeyrthe more giving because the rich preachersigietr and the poor
givers get poorer for giving more but receivingslesence more poverty (Oduke, 2013). The reseaashaiwned at getting
to know the speculation of some people who feet thase churches have gone ahead to be commerbiiely
presentation of the Biblical message was either esmmodity for sale for material gain or as areobpf investment for

personal aggrandizement. More emphasis is putvanggmore in order to get deliverance.

Suffice it to say that severe criticisms have cdneen many individuals and groups within Pentecaostal
Numerous sources could be listed in this regard.ifstance, Horn (1989), writing as a Pentecostakblf, describes the
historical development of the Faith Movement arsdrélation to the Pentecostal Movement in Fism rags to riches
Interestingly enough, some of the main reasonshiibreach between classical Pentecostals andehlink evangelists
(including those who later became prominent in Hath movement) revolved around the claims of thangelists

regarding financial prosperity, claims which weogipled with their extraordinary fundraising methddsrn 1989).

Horn (1989) further convincingly shows how the Hieglevangelists laid the foundation for the lataithf
message and how this message relates to questiamedical help, doubt and those who do not recdigaling, to
teachings on the new birth, realized eschatologlythe doctrine of prosperity itself. He thus asseshe developments in
the broader Pentecostal movement from an antiditaand anti-prosperity theology to the theologl the Faith
movement. Miller and Yamamori (2007) fully acknoddge that the expression of Pentecostalism descrisedhe

exploitation of poor and desperately ill people.

Miller & Yamamori (2007) in their study offer exameg of individuals and groups who have benefitedhore
than one way from their commitments to Christ amfirtancial stability, and how have experienced apvmobility. The
above authors use the term “progressive Pentesbstalthis regard for people and churches that hastdve social
ministries and who take money matters very serjoubheir investigation found out that there werepe who were
undoubtedly healed in Prosperity Gospel churchdshand consistent testimonies of others who wergsbklk financially as

a result of their faithful tithing.
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The Apostle Paul describe giving in church in diéfat ways; he calls i®gia in 1° Corinthians 16.1 meaning a
collection a man was required to pay to cover egpsrfor a need that may arise from time to time regrioelievers.
According to Martin (1990) Paul calls the churclvigg as Charis (1 Corinthians, 8:4) a gift freely given from the
overflow of love from a person’s heart. Paul cdiscribesliakonia(2™ Corinthians 8:4) as the money that acts as service
to places where Christian service is needed buihimited to go because of life demands. Eulageans bounty and is
the money given grudgingly as an unavoidable dugjtourgia was the generous and voluntary giving of the eit& of
Athens from their own pocket. Paul in Acts 25:1ifrte giving in church aBrosphorathat is an offering and a sacrifice
offered to brothers in need in the name of Jeswumt{] 1990). Giving in church is thus evident e tbible and it was

practiced by both Jewish in the Old Testament amty €hristian believers.
3. METHODOLOGY

This study used a descriptive survey design insgrifgive correlation design because the reseamhsriooking
for a relationship between the independent variablké dependent variable. The descriptive Correlatiethod helps the
researcher to determine if two or more variables agsociated with one another but not necessamyying that this
relationship is also a cause (Fraenkel, 1993). fBEsearcher used the descriptive correlation wad tsdook for the

relationship between giving in church and belieViish.

4. DISCUSSION OF FINDINGS
4.1 Giving in Church should be MANDATORY
As indicated in figure 4.1 below, majority of thespondents (48.89%) strongly agreed while 26.6%% ajreed
that giving is mandatory in church. Five percenthef respondents were not sure while 6.88% disdgird 12.56%
strongly disagreed that giving is mandatory in chuiT he fact that majority of the respondents adjtbat giving is

mandatory is a factor that has contribute to threectt mushrooming of the Pentecostal churches imyKe

giving is mandatory

M stronly disagree
m disagree
MW agree

strongly agree

not sure

Figure 4.1: Showing Giving to be Made Mandatory inChurch
4.2 Giving in Monetary Terms

As shown in figure 4.2 above majority of respondesirongly disagreed to a large extent (60%) tlnhg

should not be in monetary form, 20% of the respatsialso agreed that money is not the only forrgiwihg in church.
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The findings also concurs with Old Testament adtene the Israelites gave whatever each owned hfiset who had

jewels they gave and to those who had farm produckanimals they also gave all acceptable befweeyes of God

(Wigere, 2005).

However, 13.33% strongly agreed that giving shobid strictly based on monetary terms, 6.66% of the

respondents were of the same opinion. They sugi#isi in the modern urban churches it was effediivuse money as

it is easily portable and less cumbersome as caedparfarm products or animals. Church leaders ited that it would

be inconvenient for churches to accept giving'® Iflarm produce and animals as most of the churdiesiot have

adequate store for this products. Some churches wkeup shelters using tents which were broughingafter the

church service.

Giving in Monetary Terms
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Figure 4.2: Showing whether should Giving be in Moatary Terms

4.3 Giving in Church to Get Blessings

In relation to giving in church to get blessingsjonidy of the respondents (42.22%) strongly agried they will

give in order to get blessings from God, also 1% 5fjreed on the same note. However, 33.33% stralighgreed while
15.56% disagreed on the notion of giving to gessileg. This finding concurred with Jones and Woaltfer (2011) who

cited that purposive giving in search was wrongaose God is not pleased by the money we give lihttive actions we

do to believer and non-believers
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Figure 4.3: Showing Whether Participants Give to GeBlessings
4.4 Modern Churches Emphasize More on Giving Than Spitual Nourishment

As shown in figure 4.4 below, it is not surprisitigit majority of the respondents (62.22%) stroraglyeed and
17.78% agreed that modern churches emphasize moggvimg than spiritual nourishment. This findingncurs with
Brown (2011) who asserts that the traditional bailedy in the church has died and Christians spenaverage of 2 hours
on a Sunday to hear the word of God. However, £8.88 the respondents disagreed while 6.67% of #spandents
strongly disagreed too. They cited that the chteelchings had been modified to meet the contempoeds of most of
the Christians. This argument is further suppoltgdelecast Joyce Meyer who in a podcast messagteams Christians
living in poverty because it is a sign of havingddaith in God (Brown, 2011). The essence of das@ian lifestyle is the
spiritual connection with God and Christ; howesenme Pentecostal churches seem to contradictehées.b
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Figure 4.4: Showing Church Emphasize More on givinghan Spiritual Nourishment
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5. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

Majority of the respondents (48.89%) strongly agreehile 26.67% also agreed that giving is mandaiary
church. Five percent of the respondents were netwhile 6.88% disagreed and 12.56% strongly dessdjthat giving is
mandatory in church. The fact that also majoritytloé respondents agreed that they gave in churdetdlessing
enhances mandatory giving in Pentecostal churahé&kakuru town. However the study found from therchuinancial

records that majority of the Christians were powers.

Majority of the respondents (77.27%) agreed thaisithns should give according to one’s capacify36% also
agreed on the same issue. This finding was suppbntehe respondents who agreed strongly that gigimould not be
restricted to monetary value. Although the pastegamon influenced 11.91% of the respondents te tiie larger group
59.32% were motivated to give because of biblieasons. This called for intense bible reading whieh majority of

Christians do not do.

Most churches (65.86%) received 10,000-50,000 atharches received 1,000-10,000 (16.8%), less 1ha®d0
(10%) and above 50,000 (7.34%). This is an indicttat Christians were giving money in urban Pepdéad churches to
sustain the church and its activities. The studgdaevith a lot of concern that majority of the attumembers did not give
as required comparing the amount of money and dlaysscale of the church members. The fact thgonitya of the
respondents (62.22%) cited that churches emphasipee on giving than spiritual nourishment seeradwtribute to poor

giving’s in church.

Conclusively, the study found that giving on thesibaof searching for blessings is a major factoom@gnthe
Pentecostal churches. Conclusively, the respondesststed that preachers were not allowed to asifierings in church

but rather allow Christian intrinsic motivation jel Christians to give in church.
5.1 Recommendations
The study came up with the following recommendation

* Young couples should be advised properly on isseigarding the issue of marriage, this is becausalitorce

rate among the church members was high.

» Christians should be allowed to give that whichytbee valuable in the eyes of God as opposed tmthmetary

restricts

e Christians should be more educated on issues riegagd/ing as majority believed that sole purpo$giving is

for blessings

e There is need for churches to nurture the spirilifmlof Christians as majority of the respondeiets that they

had focused on material possession
5.2 Significance of Findings

The study findings may benefit all members of tleiesty especially preachers, church members and non
members in order to stop any victimization agaprsichers and restore confidence among memberdiribirgs of this

study enlightened the society on the significantgiwing in church as a Christian practice as oo the preachers’
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demands. The Christians should be made aware thiagglepends on one’s capacities and willingness reot from
pressure of preachers. The leaders of these clubgdtame aware that their believers may lose itmutbem if they show

any form of materialism
5.3 Areas for Further Research
The researcher proposes that further researchdgsbeuone in the following areas:

» Asimilar study should be carried out on causedivifrce among young Christian couples

» Scholars may study the impact of televangelismparitsal growth of Christians.

» Astudy should be carried out on the effect of chudinancial auditing and on Christian giving
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