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Religious Freedom:  
A Biblical Principle & An American Ideal
Introduction:
· Christmas vacation is now “winter break.”  Easter vacation is now “spring break.”  The secularism religion has dominated America.

· The Supreme Court ruled in Stone vs. Graham (1980) that the Ten Commandments could not be posted in a public school because it was a religious symbol.  Justice David Souter underscored the liberal motivation of the justices was to lay the groundwork for “official religious neutrality.”

· Concerning the situation with the Alabama courthouse monument of the 10 Commandments, David Barton writes:  “The ACLU, Americans United for Separation of Church and State, and the Southern Poverty Law Center filed suit against the Ten Commandments display on behalf of three attorneys. And why did those attorneys want the monument removed? They alleged that they had been ‘personally offended’ by the monument and ‘as a result, suffered direct injury.’ A three-judge panel of the 11th Federal Circuit Court of Appeals agreed with them and prohibited the display.”  (“Ten Commandments Display”)
· There is also a movement to remove “under God” from the pledge of allegiance and the Christian aspect from the national anthem, “The Stars Spangled Banner.”

· In 1820, a French statesman named Alexis de Tocqueville visited America and was impressed with the positive role religion played in democracy.  (summarized by D. James Kennedy, A Nation at Risk, pp. 35-36)
· Both America and France had just gone through their own revolutions, but the results were quite different
· In France, the monarchy was overthrown and replaced with an atheistic government

· But Tocqueville observed in America that religion was the foundation of the moral fabric

· The moral values that he called “the habits of the heart” were founded on Christian principles

· In his book, Democracy in America, he cited that:  “In the United States, republicans value mores, respect beliefs, and recognize rights.  They hold the view that a nation must be moral, religious, and moderate all the more because it is free.”  (p. 395)

· “I do not know whether all Americans have a sincere faith in their religion, for who can know the human heart? – but I am certain that they hold it to be indispensable for the maintenance of republican institutions.  This opinion is not peculiar to a class of citizens or to a party, but it belongs to the whole rank of society.”  (p. 293)

· This Sunday morning of the Memorial Weekend, we will survey this foundational principle called “Religious Freedom” from the Scriptures and from the forming of our country and stress how it is important to maintain despite the efforts of secularists in our country to eliminate it.
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I.
The Christian Influences Of Early America
A.
Pilgrims
· The Pilgrims came to America on the Mayflower hoping to find religious freedom.

· The Pilgrims were separatists who viewed the Church of England as corrupt.  The Pilgrims sought to establish their own church aligned to the authority of the Scriptures.

· Since the Church of England would not let them start their own church, the pilgrims came to America via Holland for their religious freedom.

· They made biblical education a priority for their children with the aim of having the children read the Bible for themselves.  The King James Version (1611) was translated only 9 years before Pilgrims landed on Plymouth Rock (1620).
· The Pilgrims’ spiritual foundation was the recent Protestant Reformation’s fresh influence.  Luther’s Wittenberg Door protest was a hundred years earlier (1517) and John Calvin died only 50 years earlier in 1564.

B.
Puritans
· The Puritans believed that the Church of England was also immoral and worldly.  But instead of being separatists, they remained in the Church of England for the purpose of “purifying” it from within.

· The Puritans came to America to establish an official Church with biblical principles.

· Many Puritans expected to gain strength in America and take their “purer” form of the High Church back to England.

· Though the Pilgrims came to America first, they were later outnumbered by the Puritans were absorbed into the Puritan community.

C.
Calvinism
· Historian and Reformation expert D’Aubigne “Calvin was the founder of the greatest of republics.  The Pilgrims who left their country in the reign of James I, and landing on the barren soil of New England, founded populous and might colonies, were his sons, his direct and legitimate sons; and that American nation which we have seen growing so rapidly boasts as its father the humble Reformer on the shore of Lake Leman.”  (cited by John Eidsmoe, Christianity and the Constitution, p. 18)

The Calvinistic spiritual convictions of the Pilgrims and Puritans that impacted society were:

1.
The Priesthood Of Every Believer 

· the fact that only clergy were priests which was the Catholic belief)

· With every believer being a priest, every believer must be literate.  Thus, education was necessary to read the Bible.

· The College of William and Mary required a freshman to “read, write, converse, and debate in Greek” (Eidsmoe, p. 22)
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2.
The Authority Of Scripture

· The Bible was the law of God.

· God’s law was not only for the individual

· Whereas the Catholic view of authority was found in the Pope, the Protestant view (sola scriptura) places authority into the Word of God.  

· God’s Word is the law for individuals as well as the community.

· This is the reason why the Bible was foundational to the American government.

· Attorney John Whitehead describes:

“The first type of law is the fundamental law upon which the culture and society are established.  This fundamental law may be equated with the ‘higher law,’ which should be ‘the Laws of Nature and of Nature’s God.’  The higher law is clearly expressed in God’s revelation as ultimately found in the Bible.  In this the higher law has its sustenance.

“The second type of law, constitutional law, provides the form of civil government to protect the God-given rights of the people.  The people can base their institutions upon constitutional law, in conjunction with the higher or fundamental law.  Although the constitutional is undergirded by an absolute value system, it is not a source of ultimate values.”  (cited by LaHaye, p. 81)

· 17th century Europe operated on the principle of the sovereign right of kings.  Since the kings were appointed by God, the word of the king was law.

· Lex, Rex challenged this concept.

· Samuel Rutherford wrote Lex, Rex or the Law and the Prince in 1644.  He asserted that “the basic premise of government and therefore of law must be the Bible, the Word of God, rather than the word of any man.  All men, even the king, Rutherford argued, were under the law and not above it.  This religious concept was considered both heresy and treason and punishable as such.”  (John Whitehead, “Is America Christian?” in America: Christian or Secular, ed. by Herbert, p. 42)

· John Witherspoon brought the Lex, Rex concept into the writing of the Constitution.  As a Presbyterian minister, he was the only minister autographing the Declaration of Independence.

· Most of the 10 Commandments (Ex 20) were implemented in the Constitution. 

· John Quincy Adams gives tribute to the 10 Commandments:  “The law given from Sinai was a civil and municipal [code] as well as a moral and religious code. These are laws essential to the existence of men in society and most of which have been enacted by every nation which ever professed any code of laws.” … “Vain indeed would be the search among the writings of [secular history] . . . to find so broad, so complete and so solid a basis of morality as this decalogue lays down.” (cited by Kerby Anderson, “The Ten Commandments In America”)
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3.
Total Depravity Of Man
· Total depravity is the doctrine where man is so sinful that he is unable to please God and doing good.  

· This doctrine counters Humanism where man is good and the ultimate priority.

· Total depravity also countered a monarchical or dictatorial government where one man could not solely rule, because he is sinful.  But a government with “checks and balances” is necessary.  This would be evident in the drafting of the U.S. Constitution in 1787 where checks and balances were implemented to guard from sin in the government.
· The three independent branches of government (executive, legislative and judicial) guarded the country from the sinfulness of men trying to be totalitarian over others.

· “What does Calvinism, a theological system, have to do with constitutions and forms of government?  The answer is:  A great deal.  For Calvinism, like any theological system, encompasses both a world view and a view of human nature.  The way one views the world and human nature will determine one’s choice for effective government.  As James Madison asked in Federalist No. 51, ‘What is government itself but the greatest of all reflections on human nature?’”  (John Eidsmoe, Christianity and the Constitution, p. 19)
4.
Church And State As Institutions Of God
· Because of man’s sin, God instituted the State and the Church which God would use to deter sin and administer justice.

· But both the “church” and “state” had limited authority.

· “Limited Government” became the basis for the Constitution and the War of Independence (from England’s total government).

· The Puritans advocated a “Holy Commonwealth” which saturated believers into society.  The Pilgrims did as well (The Mayflower Compact”).

· The Holy Commonwealth viewed God as the ultimate Head of society.  The covenants of the church and government were blended.  

· Only church members could hold office in a Holy Commonwealth.  

· Nonmembers were able to live in the Holy Commonwealth as long as they obeyed the rules of society.  But they were not viewed as a participant in either covenant.

· “Puritans, like other Calvinists, believed in covenant theology and therefore held a covenant view of government, in which the government possessed only limited powers.  In colonial new England, congregational church government was common.  Township meetings usually took place in the church, and only members of the church were allowed to vote and hold office.”  (Eidsmoe, p. 28)

D.
Ivy League Schools
· Harvard (1636), Princeton (1748) and Yale (1701) were established to train ministers and missionaries.

· John Harvard donated his books and land so that “a literate clergy” can be educated.
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E.
The Great Awakening
· There were great spiritual revivals from 1738 to 1760.

· Jonathan Edwards, George Whitefield and John Wesley were the prominent revivalists.

· The Great Awakening contributed to the courage and independent spirit that led to the American Revolution.
II.
The Spiritual Foundation Of The Constitution
A.
The Christian Influence
· Tim LaHaye points out that of the fifty-five men who wrote and signed the U.S. Constitution in 1787:

· 29 Anglicans

· 16-18 Calvinists

· 2 Methodists

· 2 Lutherans

· 2 Roman Catholics

· 1 lapsed Quaker/sometimes Anglican

· 1 open Deist – Ben Franklin

· 3 others

(Faith of Our Founding Fathers, p. 30)
B.
Interpretive Debate

· David Barton writes in “A Tale Of Two Constitutions”:  “Probably the first exposure most citizens had to the two views came during the 2000 presidential debates. When asked what type of judges should be placed on the bench, candidate Bush responded: ‘I believe that the judges ought not to take the place of the legislative branch of government . . . and that they ought to look at the Constitution as sacred. . . . I don't believe in liberal, activist judges; I believe in strict constructionists.’ Candidate Gore countered, ‘The Constitution ought to be interpreted as a document that grows.’ Gore later stated, ‘I believe the Constitution is a living and breathing document. . . . We have interpreted our founding charter over the years, and found deeper meanings in it in light of the subsequent experience in American life.’ So, the two choices are . . . follow original intent, or construct a living constitution.”
“Proponents of a living constitution believe … we should live under a constitution that is alive and vibrant, reflecting today's values and beliefs … Under the living constitution approach, history and precedent are largely irrelevant; instead, unelected judges create policy to reflect modern needs through the constitution they themselves write. As explained by Chief Justice Charles Evans Hughes: ‘We are under a constitution, but the constitution is what the judges say it is.’”

· The literal interpreters hold that “We the people” mean the majority of the people.  While the “majority rules” is not perfect, it is better than the alternative that the living constitution proponents espouse – that the minority should rule the majority.
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· George Washington espouses the majority view:  “The fundamental principle of our Constitution . . . enjoins [requires] that the will of the majority shall prevail.”  (cited by Barton)

· Thomas Jefferson concurs:  “The will of the majority [is] the natural law of every society [and] is the only sure guardian of the rights of man. Perhaps even this may sometimes err. But its errors are honest, solitary and short-lived … Though the will of the majority is in all cases to prevail, that will to be rightful must be reasonable — the minority possess their equal rights which equal law must protect.”  (cited by Barton)
· Barton expresses the contrasting view:  “Living constitution judges, however, view the majority as inherently wicked and depraved — always seeking deliberately to violate the rights of the minority with only judges standing between the minority and total annihilation. Therefore, under this anti-majoritarian view, the greater the public support for a position, the more likely a living constitution judge is to strike it down.”  (ibid)
C.
The Separation Of Church And State
Matthew 22:21 21They said to Him, “Caesar’s.” And He said to them, “Render therefore to Caesar the things that are Caesar’s, and to God the things that are God’s.”

Mark 12:17 17And Jesus answered and said to them, “Render to Caesar the things that are Caesar’s, and to God the things that are God’s.” And they marveled at Him.
· The First Amendment:  Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof; or abridging the freedom of speech, or of the press; or the right of the people peaceably to assemble, and to petition the Government for a redress of grievances.
· Three Views On The Separation Of Church And State:

· Absolute Separation – This view sees the church and state are antagonistic to each other.  But biblically, the church and government must coexist and interrelate with each other.

· Hierarchy Model – When one institution is dominant over another, the advocates of the dominant position support this position, but the others don’t.

· Separate But Equal – Both institutions are established by God and requires obedience to God and participation in both institutions.

· Don Closson writes in “Church And State” a description of “Positive Neutrality:”  “The idea of positive neutrality begins with the assumption that both religious structures and the state possess a certain degree of sovereignty over their respective domains. Each possess certain rights and responsibilities and should be free to operate without interference from the other.  As the Dutch Protestant Abraham Kuyper stated it: ‘The sovereignty of the State and the sovereignty of the Church exist side by side, and they mutually limit each other.’”

(http://www.probe.org/faith-and-politics/government--public-policy/church-and-state.html)
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· Yet the government today has assumed a combination of the first two views, as seen in the 10 commandments cases and in the prayer in public schools.

· In 1947, The Supreme Court, in the Everson vs. the Board of Education, reused the phrase of “separation of church and state.”

· Justice Hugo Black:  “The First Amendment means at least this: neither a state nor the federal government can set up a church.  Neither can pass laws which aid one religion, aid all religions, or prefer one religions over another … No tax in any amount, large or small, can be levied to support any religious activities or institutions, whatever they might be called, or whatever form they may adopt to teach or practice religion.  Neither a state nor the federal government can, openly or secretly, participate in the affairs of any religious organizations or groups and vice versa.  In the words of Jefferson, the clause against establishment of religion by laws was intended to erect ‘a wall of separation between church and state.’ … The First Amendment has erected a wall between church and state.  The wall must be kept high and impregnable.  We could not approve the slightest breach.”

· David Barton cites :  “The ‘separation of church and state’ phrase which they invoked, and which has today become so familiar, was taken from an exchange of letters between President Thomas Jefferson and the Baptist Association of Danbury, Connecticut, shortly after Jefferson became President.”  (“The Separation Of Church And State”). 

· The Baptists were concerned about the government prohibiting the freedom of religion.

· Barton adds:  “In short, the inclusion of protection for the ‘free exercise of religion’ in the constitution suggested to the Danbury Baptists that the right of religious expression was government-given (thus alienable) rather than God-given (hence inalienable), and that therefore the government might someday attempt to regulate religious expression. This was a possibility to which they strenuously objected-unless, as they had explained, someone’s religious practice caused him to ‘work ill to his neighbor.’

“Jefferson understood their concern; it was also his own. In fact, he made numerous declarations about the constitutional inability of the federal government to regulate, restrict, or interfere with religious expression.”
· Thomas Jefferson responds to a congratulatory letter from the Danbury Baptist Association of Connecticut following his Presidential victory.  In response, Jefferson penned in January, 1802:  “Believing with you that religion is a matter which lies solely between man and his God, that he owes account to none other for his faith or his worship, that the legislative powers of government reach actions only, and not opinion, I contemplate with sovereign reverence that act of the whole American people which declared that their legislature should ‘make no law respecting an establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof,’ thus building a wall of separation between Church and State."  (cited by Closson, “Church and State”)
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· Jefferson responded:  (quotes from Barton, ibid)

· “[N]o power over the freedom of religion . . . [is] delegated to the United States by the Constitution.”  (Kentucky Resolution, 1798)
· “In matters of religion, I have considered that its free exercise is placed by the Constitution independent of the powers of the general [federal] government.” (Second Inaugural Address, 1805)
· “[O]ur excellent Constitution . . . has not placed our religious rights under the power of any public functionary.”  (Letter to the Methodist Episcopal Church, 1808)
· “I consider the government of the United States as interdicted [prohibited] by the Constitution from intermeddling with religious institutions . . . or exercises.”  (Letter to Samuel Millar, 1808)
III.
The Impact Of Secularism
A.
Secularism
· From Latin seculae – world, generation or age

· Mundus – world in the realm of space

· Seculum – world in the realm of time, present time

· The world must be understood in the perspective of the present time

· People live life in the moment without regard of consequence for the future

Definitions from:  Edmund P. Clowney, “Secularism And The Christian Mission,” Westminster Theological Journal, 21:1; Nov, 1958, p. 20)

· “Secularism is practical atheism”  (Leroy E. Loemker)

· “Secularism is the organization of life as if God did not exist”  (Loemker)
· “Secularism is a philosophy of life and a way of living which denies the Holy, the Ultimate, the Sacred; in more explicit terms, denies God”  (Reinhold Niebuhr)

B.
Secular Humanism & Atheism
· Secular Humanism is the philosophy of man being the center of all things.  It’s atheistic basis denies the existence of God and the supernatural creation of man.

· The European elite ruling class were mostly secularists.  They were highly educated in secular universities.

· The masses had less education.  Many of them received their philosophical education from churches – many of which were influenced by the teachings of Calvin & Luther.

· This conflict carried on across the Atlantic.

· Naturalism was a product of the Enlightenment.  This teaching of man evolving without a supernatural Creator influenced many of those highly educated and it found its way into their religion and government.

· Deism believes in a divine Creator, but not in any supernatural involvement.

· Several of the founding fathers were deist.
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C.
Liberal Education
· The educational institutions (e.g. Ivy Leagues universities), once founded to train ministers, conformed to the rationalism of the Enlightenment.  Rationalism led to theological liberalism.
· The first college chartered by Atheist was M.I.T. (Massachusetts Institute of Technology) in 1861.

· John Dewey, of Columbia University, emphasized “progressive education”

· “A humanist-controlled Supreme Court, which has consistently voted ever since 1962 to force the secularization of our schools by expelling prayer, the Bible, and anything else religious, has completed the secularization of public education.”  (LaHaye, Founding Fathers, p. 33)

D.
The Supreme Court
· Terry Eastland in “In Defense of Religious America” in America: Christian or Secular (p. 61) writes:  “In 1947 the Supreme Court, in Everson v. Board of Education of Ewing Township, said the First Amendment ‘requires the state to be neutral in its relations with groups of religious believers and non-believers.’  This new doctrine of neutrality not only would seem to forbid the establishment of a religions – as Madison would have had it – but also the establishment of religion in general over non-religion and thus irreligion.

“With its doctrine of neutrality, the Court has denied substantial public aid to elementary and secondary church-related schools.  And by striking down prayers and Bible readings and now even the posting of the Ten Commandments in the public school, it has acted according to an implicit doctrine that the public schools should be secular – and ‘value-free.’”

E.
The American Civil Liberties Union (ACLU)

David Barton (“Meet The ACLU”) summarized the ACLU positions on “Religious Expression Issues”
· The ACLU opposes:

Ø       Ten Commandments displays 
Ø       Use of government facilities by the Boy Scouts 
Ø       Religious symbols in public parks 
Ø       Prayers at military academies 
· At the federal level, the ACLU opposes:

Ø       Keeping “under God” in the Pledge of Allegiance 
Ø       Keeping the national motto (“In God We Trust”) on currency 
Ø       Faith-based programs 
Ø       The observance of religious holidays 
· At the state level, the ACLU opposes:

Ø       The mention of God in a state motto 
Ø       Prayers to open legislatures 
Ø       Moment-of-silence laws at schools 
Ø       Religious sales tax exemptions 
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Ø       Educational choice and vouchers 
Ø       Prayer in judicial arenas 
· At the local level, the ACLU opposes:

Ø       Character cities 
Ø       Mayor’s prayer breakfasts 
Ø       City council prayers 
Ø       School board prayers 
Ø       Nativity scenes 
Ø       Religious symbols in city seals 
Ø       Voluntary distribution of Gideon Bibles 
· In schools, the ACLU opposes:

Ø       Graduation prayers 
Ø       Athletic prayers 
Ø       Intelligent Design or any mention of creation or a Creator 
Ø       Prayers at school or at school events 
Ø       School choirs singing religious songs 
· Dr. Francis Schaeffer wrote:  “All roads from humanism lead to chaos.”  (The Christian Manifesto)

