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LESSON 2

Note 1:
In brother Hiscox' day marriage, and the ceremony to secure it and the
legalities of it, was quite different than it is today in America.
In the United States, the legalities of marriage concerning who is party
to the contract has drifted far from what it was historically in this
country. Brother Hiscox states that (in his day) the contract is between a
man and a woman. However, today any wedding performed with governmental
sanction makes it a three way contract, with the government being the senior
party. The man and woman can break their contract but the contract with the
government is indissoluble.
Thus today (the year 2010) a regular marriage by marriage license issued
from the State gives the state lifetime control over the parties and also
control over the issue of the marriage. This includes the physical property
acquired in the marriage and also includes the children that issue from the
marriage, and this control by the government continues even after the
marriage is dissolved.
The man and woman have no control over the other in any way once the
marriage is dissolved; but the governmental control continues for the rest
of their lives. That is why the judges can decide who gets what property
should the marriage be dissolved and that includes the children.
Today, many people in the United States prefer a Covenant Marriage which
does not include the government as a third party. Thus the marriage becomes
solely an agreement between the two to become one, which is a biblical
precept, and does not include secular government nor does it seek approval
from the government for their union in the state of matrimony. Marriage was
instituted by God and given from Him to mankind. Governmental intrusion
into Marriage is an unbiblical act that is resisted on religious grounds by
those preferring a biblical Covenant of Marriage before God; and they do not
seek, nor should they seek, any approval but His.
Many State governments want Covenant marriages to be registered. This is
not recommended because doing so, once again, invites government involvement
in the marriage.
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Note 1:
Each minister must make up his own mind concerning performing marriage ceremonies where
alcohol is to be consumed. He must follow the dictates of his conscience in this matter. His
convictions need to be formed beforehand and then adhered to unwaiveringly.
However, one must consider the fact that God prohibits alcohol consumption (Hab 2:15-17) and
declares there is a curse upon those that give it to their neighbor to make them drunken. So why
would a minister ask God to bless a gathering that is breaking His prohibition against drunkenness.
God also gives an explanation in His Word of the sin and sickness that follows those who drink.
(Prov 23:29-35) So why would a minister ask God to bless a gathering that promotes the sickness
and sin that He plainly teaches overtakes those who drink?
Would God want a man and a woman to join in a union that began in alcohol and debauchery?
Would He bless such a union? If the root is rotten then so is the vine. And if the vine of marriage
be rooted in the rottenness of drunkenness then the marriage will be one of rotten drunkenness.
Therefore, it would seem prudent, and biblical, for the minister to stipulate beforehand that he
will only perform a marriage ceremony at the wedding if there is no alcohol allowed at the
ceremony. He must form his conviction beforehand and not let any thought of fee or possible
persuasion by friends or family or any thought of possibly gaining members for his church from
the group at the wedding, nor any other persuasion or temptation, sway him against that conviction.
If he makes up his mind and forms his conviction and does not allow himself to be swayed for
any reason, then the parties to be married will be able to decide ahead of time whether they want
him to perform the ceremony or not according to his requirement of no alcohol at the wedding
ceremony. And he should state this requirement at the very outset. They are the ones that sought
out a man of God to perform a religious ceremony. Therefore, they should understand and respect
the religious convictions of the man of God when he explains his biblical convictions to them.
And lastly, they should remember that they asked him to perform the ceremony. He did not ask
them. Therefore, they should bow to his requirement which is stated at the very outset of the
negotiations.
If they cannot go along with this requirement then they are free to seek out someone else to
perform the ceremony and no hardship is placed on them because the stipulation was presented at
the very outset of their planning for a minister to perform the wedding.
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