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I. VIEWS ON RELIGION AND POLITICS 
A. CHRIST AGAINST CULTURE (POWI) 

1. The main idea is that religion (the Church) really is TOTALLY OPPOSED TO and should be kept 
TOTALLY SEPARATE FROM political life and political power. 

2. Pessimistic Other-Worldly Idealism 
3. Historic Relevance 

a. Essenes 
b. Tertullian 
c. Menno Simons and Anabaptists 

4. Contemporary Relevance 
a. Anabaptist 
b. Cal Thomas, John MacArthur 
c. Home-school movement 

B. CHRIST OF CULTURE (TWR, TWI) 

1. The main idea is that religion (or the Church) really COMES UNDER and should SUBMIT TO and TAKE 
DIRECTIONS FROM political life and political power. 

2. Philosophically, this view is categorized as: This-Worldly Realism, which in some cases evolves into 
This-Worldly Idealism 

3. Historic Relevance 
a. Sadducees and Herodians 
b. Gnostic “Christians” (2md 3rd c) 
c. Peter Abelard (12th c) 

4. Contemporary Relevance 
a. Liberal Protestants today 
b. Hillary Clinton, Ted Kennedy 

C. CHRIST ABOVE CULTURE (OOWI) 

1.  The main idea is that religion (or the Church) really should TAKE OVER and CONTROL political life 
and political power. 

2. Philosophically, this view is categorized as: Optimistic Other-Worldly Idealism 
3. Historic Relevance 

a. Theocracy of Ancient Israel 
b. Zealots 
c. Catholics, Anglicans, Thomas Aquinas, Pope Gregory the Great, Henry VIII 
d. Holy Roman Empire, Crusades, Mohammed 

4. Contemporary Relevance 
a. Theonomists (Christian Reconstructionists) 
b. Modern Muslim world, Saudi Arabia, Osama Bin Laden 

D. CHRIST AND CULTURE IN PARADOX (PMR) 

1. The main idea is that religion (or the Church) really should do nothing more that TOLERATE and 
COOPERATE WITH political life and political power. 

2. Philosophically, this view is categorized as: Pessimistic Moral Realism 
3. Historic Relevance 

a. Martin Luther’s “Two Kingdoms” 
b. Dutch Theologian Herman Dooyeweerd, and Dutch political philosopher Abraham Kuyper 

(“sphere sovereignty”) 
4. Contemporary Relevance 

a. Most Lutherans today 
b. Martin Marty, Charles Colson 

E. CHRIST THE TRANSFORMER OF CULTURE (ORM) 

1. The main idea is that religion (or the Church) really should be ACTIVELY ENGAGE and WHERE 
POSSIBLE SEEK TO IMPROVE politics and political life. 

2. Philosophically, this view is categorized as: Optimistic Moral Realism 
3. Historic Relevance 
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a. Pharisees 
b. Augustine and Calvin 

4. Contemporary 
a. Reformed theologians, Presbyterians, great many Baptists 
b. James Dobson, Richard Land, Paige Patterson, Richard John Neuhaus, Pat Robertson, and Jerry 

Falwell 

II. BIBLICAL PERSPECTIVES ON GOVERNMENT 
A.  POLITICAL BACKGROUND OF THE NEW TESTAMENT 

1. THE HASMONEANS 
a. Century before Jesus, Jewish revolt threw off Greek rule. Period of Jewish independence where 

nation ruled by dynasty of priest-kings called Hasmoneans 
b. Revolt led by Judas, son of Matthais (“Maccabeus”) 
c. Hasmonean priest-kings characterized by worldly ambition, violence, luxury 

i. First John Hyrcanus (134-104 BC) 
ii. Succeeded by Aristobulus (104-103 BC) 
iii. Succeeded by Alexander Jannaeus (103-76 BC), married wicked Salome Alexandra 

• Restored territory of Israel about what it covered under David. 
iv. Succeeded by Salome Alexandra (Civil Ruler, 76 BC), and Hyrcanus II (High 

Priesthood) 
v. Civil war between Hyrcanus II (High Priest), and younger brother Aristobulus II, 

d. Rome conquered region in 63 BC.  
2. THE HEROD KINGS (Herod the Great and His Sons) and the Herodians 

a. Rome defeats Hasmoneans, delegate rule to ethnic non-jew Antipater (63-43 BC). 
Idumean/Edomite. Governor of Idumea under Hasmoneans. Shrewd politician. When took charge 
of whole region, made Phasael (1st son) governor of Judea, and Herod (second son) governor of 
Galilee. 

b. Antipater murdered 43 BC, 6 years strife. Herod partners with Anthony to suppress uprisings in 
region.  

c. Parthians invade Palestine. Herod flees to Rome, him and Anthony restore rule over region. Herod 
becomes vassal King over Palestine. Ruled 40-4 BC. 

i. “King OVER the Jews” never accepted as “King OF the Jews” 
d. Dies, rule divided between three sons: Archelaus, Herod Antipas, Herod Philip II. 
e. Archelaus succeeded ruling Judea by Roman governor/procurator Pilate. 
f. Herod Agrippa I (AD 37-44), son of Herod, unifies rule of Palestine. Rule then given to Roman 

Governors.  
g. “Herodians” were an aristocratic class, both Jews and non-Jews, who were connected with the 

government of the Herod kings 
3. SADDUCEES (“Christ of Culture”) 

a. The Sadducees were an economically privileged political party made up of aristocratic Jews who 
arose under Hasmonean rule. Claimed to be descendants of Zadok (who was high priest under 
King David). 

b. Followed policy of accommodation and collaboration. Majority ruling party in Sanhedrin during 
Jesus’ life. 

c. Made considerable profit through control of temple (special temple currency).  
4. PHARISEES (“Christ the Transformer of Culture”) 

a. The Pharisees were pious Jews who reacted against Hasmonean corruption but had stayed engaged 
with public life (religious & political). 

b. Strong opposition led to political compromise, guaranteed seats in Sanhedrin as minority party. 
c. Sought to influence political leadership with emphasis staying true to God’s law.  
d. During Jesus time, Pharisee party force for moral reform within political system.  

5. ESSENES OF QUMRAN (“Christ Against Culture”) 
a. The Essenes were pious Jews who protested Hasmonean presumption of religious titles and 

authority and their worldly ways. 
b. Withdrew from public life, created their own religiously pure community in desert. Strategy was 

to separate from corrupt leadership and wait for God to vindicate “Sons of Light”.  
c. Characterized by separatism.  

6. ZEALOTS (“Christ Above Culture”) 
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a. Zealots started as a group of Pharisees who could not accept the rule of God’s people by pagan 

Romans. Historians are not sure exactly when the movement began, but it likely started in A.D. 6 
when Judas the Galilean led a Jewish revolt against Roman rule that was sparked by refusing to 
pay taxes to Caesar. 

b. According to the Zealots, paying tribute to pagan rulers was treason to God—Israel’s only true 
king 

c. They pursued a theocratic vision: God is only true ruler, and only Godly people are qualified to 
rule over God’s people. Restore Jewish Independence under True Jewish King 

B. THE LIFE AND TEACHING OF JESUS IN RELATION TO CIVIL GOVERNMENT 
1. JESUS POLITICAL POSTURE 

a. Announcing “kingdom of God is at hand”.  
b. Paradox: Not a political program dependent on human political decisions. Not limited to secret 

sovereignty of souls. 
c. Jesus demanded repentance, and submission to his governing authority of: 

i. Cities (Chorazin, Bethsaida) (Mt 11:20-24) 
ii. Entire generations (Mt 12:38-42) 
iii. Nations (Mt 25:32) 
iv. Individuals 

d. God’s reign not merely political, but includes political rule.  
e. Announced and confirmed he was Messiah. Heir apparent.  
f. Accepts title King of Jews, King of Israel. 
g. Jesus refused to take political action to claim title. Withdrew when supporters tried to make him 

king (Jn 6:15). 
h.  Jesus was aware he had been given “all authority in heaven and on earth” and possessed it fully 

and immediately (not as something in the future). But . . . he refused to use force to challenge or 
defend himself against existing civil authorities (Gethsemane arrest, Mt 26: 47-54) 

i. His enforcement of political aspects of the kingdom of God (the judgment of kings) is future; it 
will begin when human history ends (Rev 19:11-21) 

2. JESUS’ TEACHING ON THE STATE 
a. Accepted civil institutions of law and justice. 
b. Accepted right of state, even pagan rulers, to legislate, levy taxes, enforce compliance (Mt 22:21). 
c. Told Pilate God is the true source of political authority. Morally accountable to God (Jn 19:11) 
d. Expected clashes between the public dimensions of the kingdom of God and the political 

kingdoms of this world and taught his followers to be prepared to die rather than compromise their 
principles or allow the state to preempt the primacy of their allegiance to God. 

e. Chose to die rather then compromise his mission.  
f. Clearly rejects political approach of Zealots 

i. LABOR: Did not counsel resistance to impressed labor (Mt 5:41) 
ii. TAXES: Advised paying taxes to Caesar (Mt 22:15-22) 
iii. FORCE: Refused disciples urging to use deadly force (Lk 9:54-56). 

g. Affirm State’s need to rely on responsible use of deadly force: 
i. Prudence demonstrated by king calculating probability of success with army in battle (Lk 

14:31-32) 
ii. Did not condemn Roman Centurion’s profession (Lk 7:9).  

C. THE LIFE AND TEACHING OF PAUL IN RELATION TO CIVIL GOVERNMENT (RO 13:1-7) 
1. POLITICAL BACKGROUND 

a. Recent trouble between believers and unbelievers within Jewish community. Roman government 
intervened.  

b. Emperor Claudius (AD 41–54), expels all Jews from Rome, AD 50, because rioting over 
Chrestus (Christ). Jewish Christians probably attacked (like Acts). Aquila & Priscilla example 
(Rm 16:3-5, Ac 18:1-2). Nero becomes emperor, allowed to return (AD 54) 

2. LINGERING QUESTIONS 
a. Q1: What is the right attitude for Christians to have toward civil government controlled by 

unbelievers? 
b. Q2: What are the political implications of confessing “Jesus is Lord”? 

3. WHAT PAUL TEACHES—CHRISTIAN ACCEPTANCE OF HUMAN GOVERNMENT 
a. Main Points 

i. That Christians can and must accept, obey, and respect civil government, whether 
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political rulers are Christian or not.  

ii. That Christians should not to seek to live independent of civil authority. 
b. Not addressing limits of human authority, prophetic criticism, democracy, etc. 
c. Christians charged (Rm 13:1-7) 

i. To submit to the governing authorities (v. 1) 
ii. To not rebel (v. 2) 
iii. To do good to win the approval of authorities (v. 3) 
iv. To pay taxes (vv. 6-7) 
v. To give all that is expected of a good citizen (v. 7).  

• Revenue 
• Respect 
• Honor 

d. Be law-abiding citizens not only . . . 
i. Because of likely human consequences (negative, v 3, 5, positive v 3) 
ii. For the sake of Christian moral conscience (v. 5) 

e. Christian conscience requires submitting pagan rulers because: 
i. There is no civil authority except from God (v. 1) 
ii. The authorities that exist have been established by God (v. 1) 
iii. This also means that a person in civil authority: 

• God’s servant to do good (v 4) 
• Agent of God’s wrath to punish wrongdoing (v 4) 

iv. It also means that rebelling against existing governing authority is rebellion against 
something God has appointed (v. 2) 

• Rebellion refers to some sort of active effort to overthrow the existing 
government 

4. PUTTING PAUL’S TEACHING ON GOVERNMENT INTO CONTEXT 
a. Does not mean totally uncritical acceptance of human government. 
b. Rm 13:1-7, 1 Tm 2:1-5 in context Paul’s total ministry. 
c. Paul understood: 

i. That civil government by human beings is only temporary 
ii. Civil government by human beings can be disastrously wrong 
iii. That civil government by human beings is an unreliable source justice 
iv. That the authority of human beings in positions of civil government is limited by the 

higher authority of God’s rule over all things 
• Taught that the Christian’s ultimate/true citizenship is in heaven (Phil 3:20). 

Chose martyrdom over worshipping the emperor.  
5. SPECIFIC PRINCIPLES OF GOOD GOVERNMENT  (RM 13:1-7) 

a. Underlying assumptions in God’s revelation through Paul: 
i. Politics has a transcendent frame of reference. 
ii. Human government has a fixed moral purpose. 

b. Specific principles of Good Government, Rm 13:1-7 
i. Human governing authority is derived authority.  Not autonomous & ultimate (v. 1) 
ii. Human government should be effective. Servants expected to serve well.  

c. Human government should restrain evil (v. 3) 
i. Able to discern evil. 
ii. Willing to oppose evil. 
iii. Sufficient courage to confront evil. 
iv. Take actions necessary to succeed. 
v. Have fortitude to remain opposed.  

d. Human government should (to some degree) promote the positive achievement good. (v. 3, v. 4) 
i. Right doing recognized & commended (v. 3) 
ii. Good of society served (v. 4) 

e. Human government is given responsible use of deadly force (v. 4).  
f. Human government should not be distracted by impossible dreams of utopia (assumed v. 1 & 4, 

government needed agent of justice throughout history) 
g. Human government should uphold retributive justice. (Agent of wrath to punish wrongdoer, v. 4) 
h. Human government has a right to support through taxation. (v. 6) 

6. SPECIFIC PRINCIPLES OF GOOD GOVERNMENT (1 TM 2:1-5) 
a. Human government should promote conditions of peace (v. 2) 
b. Human government should promote conditions under which the Church can fulfill its moral 



 7 
(cultural) and spiritual (evangelistic) mandates (vv. 2-4) 

7. Problems Arising from Rm 13:1-7 
a. Q1: All authorities? Tyrants? 

i. AUGUSTINE: Every government. 
ii. AQUINAS: Laws contrary to morality not real laws. 
iii. THOMAS MUNZER: Only Christian Government established by God. 
iv. CALVIN/LUTHER: Governing office to be honored. 

b. Q2: Criticism? Civil disobedience? Unjust rulers? Support rebellion? 
i. AUGUSTINE: X never destroy/replace existing gov. 
ii. AQUINAS: X can oppose governing authorities under certain conditions. 
iii. LUTHER/CALVIN: Moral criticism allowed. Rebellion not.  

• Lower magistrates proper duty resist and correct any evil done by higher.  
iv. BONHEOFFER: X may never rebel, extreme circumstances unique actions may be taken by 

individuals contrary to general rule.  
v. HODGE: Civil disobedience permitted, rebellion not. Object vs. Extend Christian 

obligation. 
c. Q3: Honor tyrants? 

i. CALVIN: Honor comes from obligation to esteem governing office held by ruler. 

III. MODELS OF CHURCH STATE INTERACTION 
A. THE DAVIDIC MODEL 

1.  
2. Examples 

a. Theocracy of Israel 
b. Theonomists (some) 
c. Radical Islam 

2
  A. The Davidic Model:
                                                                                      GOD

                                                                                                      PROPHET KING PRIEST

                                                                            THE PEOPLE OF GOD (& RESIDENT ALIENS)

      Historic Examples of the Davidic Model:        1. Theocracy of Israel        2. Theonomists (some)        3. Radical Islam
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B. CONSTANTINIAN MODEL 

1.  
2. Examples 

a. Emperor Constantine 
b. King Henry VIII & English Monarchy 
c. Moderate Islam 

C. THE CATHOLIC MODEL 

1.  
2. Examples 

a. Holy Roman Empire 
b. Pope Gregory the Great 
c. Thomas Munzer 
d. The Massachusetts Bay Colony 

3
 B. The Constantinian Model:
                                                                            GOD

                                                                          STATE

                                                                        CHURCH

                                                                                         BELIEVERS UNBELIEVERS

      Historic Examples of the Constantinian Model:        1. Emperor Constantine        2. King Henry VIII & English monarchy ever since        3. Moderate Islam

4
 C. The Catholic Model:
                                                 GOD

                                                                                                  CHURCH STATE

                                                                                        BELIEVERS UNBELIEVERS
      Historic Examples of the Catholic Model:        1. The Holy Roman Empire        2. Pope Gregory the Great        3. Thomas Munzer        4. The Massachusetts Bay Colony
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D. THE ANABAPTIST MODEL (POST-MUNZER) 

1.  
2. Examples 

a. Mennonites 
b. Amish 
c. Cal Thomas   
d. Americans United for Separation of Church and State 
e. James Dunn and the Baptist Joint Committee 

E. THE LUTHERAN MODEL: 

1.  
2. Examples 

a. Two kingdoms of Luther. 
b. Martin Marty 
c. Church Colson 

T7620: CHRISTIAN ETHICS & THE STATE Daniel R. HeimbachSoutheastern Baptist Theological SeminaryLECTURE 13PrayerMODELS OF CHURCH-STATE INTERACTION (cont)I. Introduction (cont) D. The Anabaptist Model: (after Thomas Munzer)
                                                                                                                                             GOD

                                                                                      CHURCH STATE

                                                                                      BELIEVERS UNBELIEVERS
      Historic Examples of the Anabaptist Model:        1. The Mennonites        2. The Amish        3. Cal Thomas        4. Americans United for the Separation of Church and State        5. James Dunn and the Baptist Joint Committee

2
 E. The Lutheran Model:
                                                                                 GOD

                                                                                                  CHURCH STATE

                                                                    (not really     necessary)

                                                                                      BELIEVERS UNBELIEVERS                                                                      (to set an example)
      Historic Examples of the Lutheran Model:        1. Two kingdoms of Martin Luther        2. Martin Marty        3. Chuck Colson (in his book, Kingdoms in Conflict)
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F. THE REFORMED MODEL: 

1.  
2. Examples 

a. Calvin’s Geneva 
b. The Puritans 
c. Most American Colonies 
d. 1776-1950 USA 
e. Schaeffer, Dobson, Os Guinness, Neuhaus, Christian Coalition, FRC, ACLJ 
f. Richard Land, SBC ERLC 

G. THE TRIUMPHANT SECULARIST MODEL 

1.  
2. Examples 

a. The French Revolution 
b. Communist countries (USSR, Cuba) 
c. Direction of USA heading today. 
d. ACLU 

IV. THEOLOGICAL PRINCIPLES OF GOD ON GOVERNMENT (REFORMED 
TRADITION) 

1. The Bible is the final and authority for all areas of life, including politics and government. 
2. All morality (including morality in politics) comes from God, not from men 
3. Human nature is fallen and we cannot perfect ourselves by any means 
4. Salvation (reconciliation with God resulting in moral/spiritual transformation) cannot be achieved through 

3
 F. The Reformed Model:
                                                                                  GOD

                                                                       (moral advice and                                                                       prophetic criticism)                                                                                                CHURCH STATE

                                                                                     BELIEVERS UNBELIEVERS                                                                        (moral influence)
      Historic Examples of the Reformed Model:        1. Calvin’s Geneva        2. The Puritans        3. Most of the American colonies        4. 1776–1950 USA        5. Francis Schaeffer, Harold O. J. Brown, James Dobson, James Skillen, Os Guinness, RichardJohn Neuhaus, Pat Robertson, the Christian Coalition, the Traditional Values Coalition, theFamily Research Council, the American Center for Law and Justice (ACLJ)        6. Richard Land, Will Dodson, and the SBC Ethics and Religious Liberty Commission (ERLC)

4
 G. The Triumphant Secularist Model:
                                                                               STATE

                                                                                GOD

                                      CHURCH

                                                                                    BELIEVERS UNBELIEVERS
      Historic Examples of the Triumphant Secularist Model:        1. The French Revolution        2. Communist countries like the former USSR & Cuba        3. The direction the USA is heading today        4. The American Civil Liberties Union (ACLU)
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politics. 

5. The moral purpose of human government is to uphold justice 
a. Maintaining civil order 
b. Providing civil defense 
c. Punishing civil law breakers 
d. Making sure other social institutions (marriage, family, education, work, economics) free to 

operate within assigned spheres (to serve purposes of God).  
6. Christians have both a moral/cultural mandate as well as a spiritual/evangelistic mandate to pursue in this 

world.  
a. The Christian spiritual (evangelistic) mandate applies only to their role as members of the church 
b. But the Christian moral (cultural) mandate applies to their role as members of society—as citizens, 

politicians, or government officials—as well as to their role as members of the church 
7. All human government is under the moral rule of Jesus Christ 
8. All human freedom on earth is under God and responsible to God 

a. Responsible freedom = Strong nations 
b. Autonomous freedom = Nations weak 

9. Society cannot (and never will) be perfected by human effort through politics 
10. All Christians, not just a select few, are responsible to have a moral influence on politics 
11. Politics and religion are inseparable, because religion and morality are inseparable 

V. THE CRISES OF MORAL AUTHORITY IN AMERICA 
A. WHAT IS AT STAKE: SURVIVAL OF THE PUBLIC SQUARE 

1. Survival of common life in America. The question is whether and how a common life in the United States 
can be sustained 

2. At stake is whether we can maintain a sense of common legitimacy that includes:  
a. General agreement on common goals 
b. General respect for governing authority 

3. Ability to sustain a common life requires two things: 
a. General agreement on essential elements of the common good 
b. General acceptance of efforts to achieve the common good 

4. This, in turn, can only be achieved by a shared vision of purpose and meaning that transcends institutions 
of government. Matter of religious faith.  

5. Outline of the Guinness analysis in The American Hour: 
a. Overall Subject — America is facing a crisis of cultural authority Which really is a crisis of moral 

authority. Which really is a crisis of faith  
b. Part One — Weakening faiths led to a crisis for American of national identity  
c. Part Two — War between weakening faiths has led to a crisis in American public philosophy 
d. Part Three — Now America has to address a crisis of republican character, and there are four 

possible futures each determined by a different view (or approach) to the role of faith in American 
public life 

B. WEAKENING FAITHS: CRISIS OF AMERICAN NATIONAL IDENTITY 
1. THE 1950S: THE “GOLDEN” FIFTIES 

a. Present crisis cultural authority began in 1950s.  Nurtured seeds of future social revolution. Strong 
sense of social stability, moral legitimacy, economic prosperity. 

b. Seeds of social revolution sown: 
i. Institutional racism 
ii. Moral hollowness 
iii. Religious life was shallow and insincere 

2. THE 1960S: THE SEISMIC SIXTIES 
a. Sharp break 50s-60s. Collapse of ideological consensus of 1950s, shaking of traditional American 

cultural/moral consensus/foundations. 
b. Why revolution erupted 

i. New realities collided with liberal illusions at height of their power.  
ii. New international power, prosperity, materialism, national self interest, weakening 

commitment to morality, etc place intolerable burden on traditional perception American 
identity, purpose, moral legitimacy. 

c. Negative Consequences 
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i. Sense of social stability severely shaken 
ii. Sense of moral legitimacy virtually destroyed 

3. THE 1970S: THE SECOND-THOUGHT SEVENTIES 
a. Hinge decade between militant liberalism of 60s, militant conservatism of 80s. Time to rethink 

explosive 60s. 
b. Counter-culture looked like a failure. 

i. However free sex, drugs, anti-bigness, tendency politicize issues taken root. 
ii. Greater influence romanticism 
iii. Modernity entered American mainstream 

c. More shakings traditional foundations 
i. American economic power (OPEC 73 issue) 
ii. American sense of moral legitimacy (Watergate 73 issue, Abortion 73 issue) 

d. Shocked Christians to action, away from Separatism 
4. THE 1980S: THE EMPTY EIGHTIES (“SHALLOW”) 

a. Highly activist age like sixties. Conservative counterrevolution.  
i. Renew regard for sustaining role faith in American life 
ii. Counter and stop crisis of cultural and moral authority itself 

b. Positives 
i. Won the Cold War 
ii. Renewed Pride in America 
iii. Re-energized Economy 
iv. Reduced Government size 

c. Efforts to restore and strengthen the moral order of society proved too narrow 
5. THE 1990S: THE SHOWDOWN YEARS OF THE CULTURAL AUTHORITY 

C. WARRING FAITHS: THE CRISIS OF AMERICAN PUBLIC PHILOSOPHY 
1. CURRENT STATE OF THE UNION 

a. The 1st part of America’s time of moral testing has to do with a crisis of national identity 
b. But a 2nd and (deeper) part of America’s time of moral testing is a crisis of public philosophy 
c. Public life in America has turned into a moral/cultural battle ground 

2. HARD QUESTIONS FOR SECULARISTS 
a. Are secularists prepared to be candid and consistent in putting both secularism in general and 

secular humanism in particular on the table along with modern society’s many faith, world views, 
and life stances? 

b. Are secularists as self-critical as they profess about their own means and ends in pursuit of 
religious liberty and in particular about their use of the doctrine of “strict separationism”? 

c. Are secularists as committed to common civility as they are to preaching ideals of a civil society? 
d. Are secularists aware of how much they too rely on stereotyping and simplistic categories and 

how inconsistent many of their objections are to the influence of religion on public policy? 
3. HARD QUESTIONS FOR EVANGELICALS 

a. Are evangelical activists unreservedly committed, not only to their own interests and ideals, but 
also to a common vision of the common good? 

b. Are evangelical activists truly committed to religious liberty for all or only for themselves? 
c. Do evangelical activists fully appreciate the problems created by talk of restoring the past? 
d. Are evangelical activists opposed to the pluralism of democratic society, or are they simply 

opposed to certain possible side effects, such as relativism? 
e. Can evangelical activists be self-critical about the relationship of their ends and means? 
f. Can evangelical activists participate enterprisingly in public life or are they determined to play the 

role of victim and to portray themselves as a persecuted minority in need of special rights, 
concessions and entitlements guaranteed by the state? 

VI. THEONOMY 
A. History 

1. Began in the 1960’s in Reformed circles—though proponents claim it is from Calvin. Substantial influence 
among Presbyterian splinter groups and independent Baptists. Main voices have been from the Orthodox 
Presbyterian church. 
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B. Figures 
1. R. J. Rushdooney (The Institutes of Biblical Law) 
2. Gary North, The Sinai Strategy: Economics and the Ten Commandments 
3. Greg Bahnsen, Theonomy in Christian Ethics 
4. Terry Randal 

C. Key Terms 
1. “God-law” 
2. “Christian Reconstructionism” 
3. “Post-millennialism” 

D. Description 
1. Holds Christians are responsible to conform civil government to the law of God revealed in the Bible.  

VII. NATIONAL CONFESSIONALISM 
A. History 

1. Israel in the Old Testament had a special covenantal relationship with God by which God held them 
accountable and blessed them according to their faithfulness. 

2. Towns in Puritan New England (in the 1600’s) typically adopted covenants committing themselves to 
honor Christ in order to gain his blessing.  

B. Figures 
1. The Pilgrim Fathers (Mayflower Compact) 
2. Puritan Settlers of Massachusetts (Charter of the Massachusetts Bay Colony) 
3. William Penn 
4. Charles Hodge & A. A. Hodge 
5. William Strong 
6. William Edgar 

C. Key Terms 
1. “National covenant” 
2. “Kingship of Jesus” 
3. “No King but Jesus” 

D. Features 
1. Holds that God blesses nations that pledge to honor and obey him. 
2. Holds that God wants all nations to have a covenantal relationship with him like ancient Israel 

VIII. CHRISTIAN AMERICA 
1.  
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IX. PRINCIPLES PLURALISM 

X. FOUR VIEWS ON RELIGIOUS LIBERTY 

XI. CHURCH & STATE IN KARL BARTH 

XII. THE MANHATTAN DECLARATION: A CALL TO CHRISTIAN 
CONSCIENCE 

XIII. THE MOUNT VERNON STATEMENT 

XIV. THE ERLC LEGISLATIVE AGENDA FOR 2010 

XV. MILITARY CHAPLAINS IN THE CROSSFIRE 

XVI. “DON’T ASK DON’T TELL” POLICY 
 
Bible Verse 
 
2 Sam 23:1-4 
 
(1) These are the last words of David: 
 
“The oracle of David son of Jesse, 
the oracle of the man exalted by the Most High, 
the man anointed by the God of Jacob, 
Israel’s singer of songs: 
 
(2) “The Spirit of the LORD spoke through me; 
 his word was on my tongue. 
The God of Israel spoke, 
 The Rock of Israel said to me: 
 
‘When one rules over men in righteousness, 
when he rules in the fear of God, 
he is like the light of morning, 
like the brightness after rain that brings the grass from the earth.  
 
These are the last words of David: 
“the oracle of David son of Jesse, 
the oracle of the man exalted by the Most High, 
the man anointed by the God of Jacob, 
Israel’s singer of songs: 
 
‘The Spirit of the LORD spoke through me; 
 his word was on my tongue. 
The God of Israel spoke 
 The Rock of Israel said to me: 
 
‘When one rules over men in righteousness 
When he rules in the fear of God 
He is like the light of morning at sunrise on a cloudless morning 
 
These are the last words of  


