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Doctrines of Civil Government 
Session #4

 The Christian State (Christian Nationalism)
Welcome back to the Biblical doctrines of civil government.  In this session, I would like to continue the discussion I began in the last session regarding the State being called to be “One Nation under God.”  The State must decide for, and declare for, God’s truth.  There is to be a separation of church and state, as far as institutional authority, but there is never to be a separation of God and State.

Back in 1985, a group of Reform churches held a conference at Geneva Christian College called “Consultation on the Biblical Role of Government.”  Four major positions within the Reform community were identified: 

1. Principled Pluralism
2. Christian America
3. Theonomy,
4. National Confessionalism 

From that conference, a book titled God and Politics – Four Views on the Reformation of Civil Government was published.   Identifying these four positions is crucial for distinguishing between the Biblical role of government versus the secular view of government.  This secular view has subtly crept into the church.  In this, we must answer the question, which position does the Bible itself teach, rather than which position appears more equitable, more workable, or more popular.

Principled Pluralism is the position that the duty of the state is to be religiously neutral. The state is not to declare itself to be Christian, or Muslim, or Hindu, but secular (non-religious, godless).  All religions, hence, all ideologies, are to be given an equal footing, and the laws of the land are to be determined by majority rule.  The “principles” in Principled Pluralism are determined by the will of the people, and may the best ideology win.  Currently, this position appears to be the most widely accepted in America, and this is the secular state model for government.  However, this view certainly flies in the face of everything we read in Scripture about the role of government.   In Romans 13, the state is called to be a minister of God, but in Principled Pluralism, that role cannot be acknowledged or practiced.
The Christian America position holds that the government should pass laws consistent with Christian values.   This view is most popular with the conservative Christian community, whereas the Principled Pluralism position is favored by secularists and left-leaning professing Christendom.

The third position is Theonomy, often called Reconstructionism or Dominionism.  This is also the belief that a nation should be Christian, but with the additional conviction that a nation must follow the judicial case law given in the Mosaic law.  It is believed that these Old Testament laws were also given to Gentile nations.  In a future session, we will look further into the details of this position when we discuss the laws of the land.
The fourth position is National Confessionalism. It includes everything in the Christian American position, with the additional conviction that a nation must declare in its documents that it is a Christian nation and that the Bible is its guide.  National Confessionalism contends that the United States will never be able to implement Christian America as long as we have a constitution that is secular and pluralistic.  The social influence of Christianity in culture is insufficient if the legal system does not support, or even at times prohibit, the Christian faith as the basis for the moral law.  The ideology of pluralism and the separation of church and state have now made it almost impossible for Christian moral values to be considered in the public sphere.
The National Confession position best represents the position of the Reformers and the Puritans who settled America.  During the Reformation, all European governments took this position as a given.    The idea of a humanistic, secular state is a 20th-century invention coming out of an atheistic worldview.
Now in our day, the idea of a Christian state frightens people because secularists have misrepresented the Christian state as some sort of oppressive theocracy.  This was the ideology and intent of the HBO series The Handmaid's Tale.  However, God's mandate for governments isn’t like that at all.  The Gentile state is to follow the general moral laws of God given to all mankind and reiterated in the 10 commandments, such as laws concerning marriage, gender, sexual behavior, and property rights.  It doesn’t matter if you are Jewish, Hindu, Muslim, or an atheist; if you are living in a Christian State, you would be subject to the general moral law of God.  Most people, regardless of their religion, generally agree with these principles because these are the moral laws of God written on every man’s conscience (See Romans 2:14-15).   A Christian state does not force everyone to be Christian or attend a state church.  It does not legislate the disciplines of the church, but state legislators do look to God and the Scriptures as the foundation for the social and economic laws of the land.

However, in a secular state, law is a function of human desire and/or power.  If the people want sexual liberation, the erasure of marriage and gender, the Marxist outlawing of property rights, licentiousness, and drunkenness, legislators will have to oblige, because the ruling principle in a secular state is that there is no such thing as the higher law of God.  The law is whatever people want the law to be.  The foundation of ethics becomes personal freedom and the advancement of the state.

Even though people have a bent toward sin, in practice, most would rather live in a state under God, for God has given to every man a conscience, a sense of justice, and survival instincts. Over time, citizens may forget the importance of God’s law and take the blessing of a Christian foundation for granted, but reality and self-preservation will move them back to the law of nature and nature’s God.  As the old saying goes, “A leftist is someone who believes he can pull out the roots and still have the flower.”  When the wealth built up by the moral capital of Christianity disappears, the prodigal son may come to his senses.
The only people who would have a problem with a God-centered, Christian state would be secular ideologues – those who have a well-developed animus against God and His moral law.   As we read in 1 Timothy, 
Realizing the fact that law is not made for a righteous person, but for those who are lawless and rebellious, for the ungodly and sinners, for the unholy and profane, for those who kill their fathers or mothers, for murderers and immoral men and homosexuals and kidnappers and liars and perjurers, and whatever else is contrary to sound teaching. (1 Timothy 1:9–10)  

Let us begin with some Biblical texts that show the state's role in governing according to God’s moral law.  The Biblical record of the kings of Israel has shaped the Christian understanding of the role of government.  The good kings always restored the moral law of God, casting out the pagan gods and their practices.  Consider King Josiah, the greatest and most righteous king in Israel’s history. 
Josiah removed all the abominations from all the lands belonging to the sons of Israel and made all who were present in Israel to serve the Lord their God. Throughout his lifetime, they did not turn from following the Lord God of their fathers. (2 Chronicles 34:33)   

Before him, there was no king like him who turned to the LORD with all his heart and with all his soul and with all his might, according to all the law of Moses; nor did any like him arise after him. (2 Kings 23:25)
One of the most notable abominations Josiah removed was the child sacrifice of Baal worship.

He also defiled Topheth, which is in the valley of the son of Hinnom, that no man might make his son or his daughter pass through the fire for Molech. (2 Kings 23:10) 
The Biblical books of First & Second Kings and First & Second Chronicles give a historical record of the reign of each King in both Southern and Northern Israel.  The success of each administration was judged not on economic or military success but on whether the king followed the moral law of God.   Of the 23 kings in Southern Israel, only 4 were righteous, 5 served God but not with a full heart, 14 were evil.  In Northern Israel, all the kings were evil.  The standard of judgment was how well the king led the people in following Jehovah, which, in practice, meant enforcing God's moral law.
One might claim that this is in the Old Testament and therefore doesn’t apply to today.  The division of the covenants does not erase the fact that the Old Testament example has had a profound impact on the Christian community.  It is indisputable that the State has some role in supporting and enforcing God’s moral law. Religion cannot be entirely separated from the administration of the state.  Every State operates on higher metaphysical values.  If God’s values don’t rule, Satan’s values will fill the vacuum, but there will always be spiritual values.
For example, King Ahab and Jezebel promoted the ideology of Baal worship in Northern Israel.  This was the legalization of sexual immorality and child sacrifice, the ancient form of abortion.  They did so because they believed in the values represented by the god Baal.  Baal was the Canaanite name for God.  It professed to be true religion, but God was redefined.  Many Israelites were even deceived into believing that Baal was the same God as Jehovah.

It will come about in that day,” declares the Lord, “That you will call Me Ishi and will no longer call Me Baali. (Hosea 2:16) 

So the king consulted, and made two golden calves, and he said to them, “It is too much for you to go up to Jerusalem; behold your gods, O Israel, that brought you up from the land of Egypt.” (1 Kings 12:28)  

Notice in the case of Ahab and Jezebel, the state, as always, chose a religion, a worldview, an ideology, and those values determined the moral law of the land.  Ancient people weren’t stupid.  They understood that each pagan god represented and espoused a different form of morality and governance.  They were more honest and aware than many modern American intellectuals who naively claim the state can be religiously and ideologically neutral.
All Nations Choose a Religion
America also has chosen a state religion.  We speak of the “American values” embodied in our Constitution.   America has a de facto, cultural, civil religion – a particular belief about sin, accountability, and human rights.  Yes, it is eroding, but America does have a theology, or rather a civil religion, and it is unwise to hide it under the naïve claim of pluralism.  Americans have historically believed that there are some ideologies, such as Communism, Nazism, or Islamic Sharia, that do not belong in America.  All civil religion, all state ideologies, are religious in nature.  They are based on “gods.” They are based on metaphysical values.  There is no such thing as the separation of God and State.
The current crisis in America is that we have departed from our Christian civil religion, even to the point of the intelligentsia claiming it is unimportant, divisive, and should not even exist. Instead, America should be a secular and pluralistic state, or worse, America should be remade on the foundation of a Marxist civil religion.
A Biblical parallel to this crisis would be Solomon’s apostasy.  Solomon abandoned Israel’s exclusive Jehovah civil religion by building pagan temples for all his wives and foreign alliances.  He was instituting and promoting a pluralistic state.   
Solomon did what was evil in the sight of the Lord, and did not follow the Lord fully, as David his father had done. Then Solomon built a high place for Chemosh the detestable idol of Moab, on the mountain which is east of Jerusalem, and for Molech the detestable idol of the sons of Ammon. Thus, also he did for all his foreign wives, who burned incense and sacrificed to their gods. (1 Kings 11:6–8)
The likely reason behind Solomon’s policy was a desire to turn Jerusalem into a cosmopolitan, pluralistic, international center.  To be liked by, and to woo, the surrounding nations.  But God expects the state to declare for the truth – the true God, Yahweh Elohim, and His moral code, not the ideologies and practices of Satanic substitutes.   Psalm 33:12 states, “Blessed is the nation whose God is the LORD (Yahweh).”  A nation is to choose for Yahweh, not Baal, not Moloch, not Chemosh, but Yahweh.  And this means the nation choosing the law of Yahweh, which is in effect the Christian civil religion. 
Political philosophers will provide many arguments for the alleged virtues of a secular, pluralistic state that rules for man, not for God, but in the end, such a state is cursed.  There is a God and a truth that men must come to acknowledge; otherwise, there is ruin.  
The wicked will return to Sheol, even all the nations who forget God. (Psalm 9:17)
Regarding applying the role of Old Testament Kings to governments today, as in ancient Israel, there is still a separation between the Institution of the State and the institution of the Church.  The Kings of Israel were not to invade the role of the priesthood, as in the case of the curse that came upon King Uzziah for usurping the office of high priest (2 Chronicles 26:18).   Nevertheless, the kings of Israel still had a role in supporting God’s moral teaching and the true faith. 
An example in America would be Congress commissioning the printing of Bibles in 1782.   In 1611, King James commissioned theologians to create an English version of the Bible.  State support for the Christian faith is Biblical, just as the government ought to support God’s moral teaching on the family, gender, property rights, marriage, child rearing, the protection of life, etc.  The State should prohibit Satan worship, and even the promotion of certain godless moral/political ideologies such as Marxism.   This is not being unfair or undemocratic.  Error is error, and truth is truth.  Only those who hold to moral relativism reject such absolute social moral values.  In their unbelief, they view truth as indeterminable.

I am sure this audience knows that the First Amendment of the Constitution, “Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of religion,” means that the state is not to create a state-run church.  It was never meant to mean, as it is now interpreted to mean by secularists, that the Federal Government can’t be Christian or can’t impose any Biblical morality.   Here is a case where the writers of our Constitution should have been more careful and better anticipated any future misinterpretation of what they wrote. 

John Calvin, in his treatise on civil Government, explains the role of the state in religion:
“The duty of magistrates, its nature, as described by the word of God, and the things in which it consists, I will here indicate in passing. That it extends to both tablets of the law.”  (John Calvin, Institutes of the Christian Religion, Book 4, chapter 20, Section  9) 
Calvin explains that the state must not only address the man-to-man relationship (the second half of the decalogue), but also the man-to-God relationship (the first half of the decalogue).  The first commands establish the source of truth and morals – you shall have no other gods before me.   The second part of the law is based on the first four commands. Calvin’s point is that the magistrates (the state) can’t merely operate on the last six commandments and ignore the first four.   As Thomas Jefferson explained in the Declaration of Independence, the state is to be guided by the law of nature and nature’s God.

 Calvin goes on to write 
“Thus, all have confessed that no polity [no government] can be successfully established unless piety be its first care, and that those laws are absurd which disregard the rights of God and consult only for men.”  

“. . . Christian princes and magistrates may be ashamed of their heartlessness, if they make (religion) not their care. We have already shown that this office is specially assigned them by God, and indeed it is right that they exert themselves in asserting and defending the honor of God, whose vicegerents they are, and by whose favor they rule. Hence, in Scripture, holy kings are especially praised for restoring the worship of God when corrupted or overthrown, or for taking care that religion flourished under them in purity and safety.” 

(John Calvin, Institutes of the Christian Religion, Book 4, chapter 20, Section  9) 

In the Enlightenment (1700s), there was an overreaction against this Biblical teaching due to misunderstandings and abuses of the doctrine.  As in the case of Mary the 1st of England (Bloody Mary - 1553-1558), who insisted that everyone in England be Roman Catholic upon the penalty of death. When the Protestant Queen Elizabeth came to the throne (1558 to 1603), she supported the Anglican Church, but she persecuted the Puritans who wouldn’t conform to its liturgy.

Both rulers were confident that they were taking care that the right religion flourished. But being Biblically illiterate, they were overstepping God’s role for the state.  Scriptural teaching holds that the state is to rule in accordance with the general moral law of God, but not to interfere with the role of the church or to create a state-run church.  It is workable in practice, but misapplication by false religious teachers has been the pretext for unbelievers justifying the secular state model. 
A hierarchical chart is helpful to explain the false view of the relationship between Church and State.  A common error is to put the state above the church, as in the case of Henry the 8th making himself the head of the church.  
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A similar error is to place the Church above the State.
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The true hierarchy is that God is over both the state and the church as separate institutions.  Each answering to God.
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Just because magistrates may mistake their role in supporting religion doesn’t mean that the state is to be without fidelity to God.  For example, the wicked king Manasseh was certainly wrong in his state support of Baal worship, but that does not mean the righteous king Josiah shouldn’t direct Israel’s morals toward the true God.  Manasseh’s false state religion does not mean there should be no state religion.
In early America, some political philosophers overreacted to the state’s improper involvement in religion.  Given the religious abuses so often seen in Europe, they naively concluded that the better state of affairs would be for the state to be completely neutral toward religion and Christian values.  
One prime example would be Roger Williams, who founded Rhode Island.  Although a professing Baptist, he taught a libertarian, secular view of government. And, following Williams’ philosophy, it was the Danbury Baptist Association in Rhode Island that, in 1801, wrote to Thomas Jefferson objecting to the government’s involvement in religion. Thomas Jefferson responded with the famous statement that secularists use today to justify a separation of the state from Christian morality.  Jefferson wrote, “There is a wall of separation between the state and the church.”
For new Christians, the letter from the Danbury Association may sound harmless, but it clearly espouses an anti-historic Christianity, a secular view of Government.

The Association wrote to Jefferson, That Religion is at all times and places a matter between God and Individuals – that no man aught to suffer in name, person or effects on account of his religious opinions – that the legitimate Power of civil Government extends no further than to punish the man who works ill to his neighbour.   
The Danbury Association taught that the only duty of government is man-to-man: the last six commandments.  This is the error that John Calvin explained in his treatise on Civil Government. It is the “as long as you don’t hurt anyone else” philosophy of governance.  In this, all moral values become a matter of one’s own religious/ideological opinions, and that will eventually lead to Sodom and Gomorrah.  If we carefully consider what the Scriptures demand of Government, we understand this libertarian view of government is not only unbiblical, but after two centuries, the church has learned practically what happens when the state becomes godless.  When the state claims complete neutrality, the devil will always fill the vacuum created.  

This libertarian, secular view of government still prevails in certain religious groups.  In 1936, a group of Baptists formed The Baptist Joint Committee on Religious Liberty.  The title sounds good, but its goal was to promote the philosophy of the secular, non-Christian state.  The Baptist Joint Committee has since joined with Leftist groups such as The Freedom from Religion Foundation and The Congressional Free Thought Caucus to lobby against Christian law in government.  The Baptist Joint Committee states on its website that they are working to dismantle Christian nationalism.  
On its face, the separation of the state from religion sounds reasonable. Christians understand that the state should not intrude too much into religion.  However, the political ideology is deceiving.  Notice where this ideology leads.  The Baptist Joint Committee supports abortion, gay marriage, and LGBTQ.  Because, for the Committee, for the government to be against those practices would be the government’s establishment of religion.  The Committee believes that the American way is for everyone to choose their own moral lifestyle.  The Baptist Joint Committee was even opposed to Jack Phillips’ liberty, arguing that the government should force Phillips to bake a cake for a homosexual wedding. 
It is crucial that the Christian community comes to understand the immoral outcomes of a secular state ideology. The root error is godlessness – that personal liberty (moral license) is the highest ethic, which trumps the general law of God for mankind 

Now I am not picking on Baptist.  We all know there are conservative Baptists and liberal Baptists, the same as with all denominations. I share this example to show how this deceptive error of the secular state practically works its way into the Church. We need to be aware that many religious groups, in their departure from Scripture, have used worldly reasoning to deny the Biblical role of the state, and hence, these religious groups have contributed to the moral downfall of America 

Many professing evangelical Christians object to Christian nationalism because they have been sold an unbiblical caricature of Christian nationalism.   They will say, “I don’t believe in Christian nationalism.”  But then you ask them, “So you want pagan globalism?”   Of course, they then say they don’t want that!  Instead, they assert that they want the government to be neutral.  And in this, they have fallen for the myth, or lie, of neutrality – that the government can actually be neutral in its religion, the source of its law, and its transcendent values.
Jesus said Matthew 12:30, “He who is not with Me is against Me; and he who does not gather with Me scatters.”  There are only two kingdoms – God's or Satan’s.  There is no sitting on the fence.
One area in which we clearly see the myth of neutrality is in public education.  Well-meaning people say we can’t have the Bible and Christianity taught in public schools.  But as soon as the Bible is prohibited, secular humanism becomes the default religion in the schools, and Christianity is prohibited and persecuted.  A gag order is put on Christianity, as in Acts 4:18, “You shall not speak or teach at all in the name of Jesus.”  As in education, the same thing happens in government.  Neutrality by default produces godlessness.
A common argument is that neutrality would be a better state of affairs because of the danger of a teacher or legislator misusing the Bible.   Presented with this scenario, the public is led to conclude that we should outlaw the Bible in the schools and in the state.  But if you think about it for a minute, you can easily see the moral and logical fallacies.  It is the outlawing truth because of a fear of error.  That is like saying, good King Josiah shouldn’t have enacted righteous laws because another king might come along and enact unrighteous laws.  Christianity is not to be outlawed to prevent someone from teaching a false religion. Should we outlaw God’s authority because the devil claims authority?  How about believing that Christianity is right and false religions are not?  

The lie of neutrality not only leads the nation toward godless immorality but also binds the state's hands, preventing it from fulfilling its Romans 13:4 responsibility to be an avenger against those who do evil. Indeed, the state may make mistakes in implementing God’s law, but we should never outlaw the truth because of error; we fix the error and go on.
Satan wants to use the institution of Government to promote his immoral/godless agenda, and he uses clever, deceptive lies about the role of Government to accomplish this objective.  The secular state model has deceived the majority of the American public, and even many conservative Christian statesmen.
Here is how I have seen it play out in the legislature.  The Christian politician gets into office (or even the nominal Christian politician), but he withdraws from voting according to his conscience, or legislating according to God’s moral law, because he has been convinced by the spirit of the age that the state is to be secular and pluralistic.  Giving people moral freedom is considered just governance, and all laws must be based solely on human utilitarianism, not the law of nature and nature’s God.  Additionally, the Christian politician may also believe he is not supposed to impose his religious morals on others. As in the motto, “you can’t legislate morality.”  But all laws, even laws against murder, are legislating morality.   The bottom line is that with this secular, pluralistic view of government, the Christian politicians naively go along with the godless state agenda.
Like a trampled spring and a polluted well is a righteous man who gives way before the wicked. (Proverbs 25:26)

I have taken two sessions to cover this issue of the Christian state – the nation being under God.  In this session, I have gone a little long, but this subject is of extreme importance. This is a key truth in this series because it relates to the authority and Kingship of Jesus Christ, which, at the end of this age, is a key confession of the church.
May Jesus Christ Reign.
Discussion Questions for Session #4 – The Christian State
Part 1 (0 – 11:17)
1.  Define the four positions on the Biblical role of government and discuss their errors and/or merits
1. Principled Pluralism

2. Christian America

3. Theonomy

4. National Confessionalism 

2. Give examples of how the truth of the Christian State has been misrepresented so that the public fears a Christian state.

3. Explain how a properly framed Christian state would be good for all citizens.

4. Explain the example of moral/religious governance in the record of the Old Testament kings.
5. Explain the political/moral ideology operating under the title of Baal

6. Explain why it is impossible for the state to be religiously/morally neutral

Part 2 (11:17 – 28:20)
7. Explain America’s default civil religion and the current opposition to it.

8.  How and why did Solomon turn Israel into a pluralistic state?  What was God’s response?
9.   Give examples of how the state can support Biblical, Christian morality without taking upon itself the role of the church

10.  Discuss the true meaning of the First Amendment, “Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of religion or prohibiting the free exercise thereof.”
11.  Explain how the misinterpretation of the First Amendment has come to mean the state cannot legislate for any morality if it is based on religion, even the law of nature and Nature’s God.  And explain how all laws must now be based on human freedom and utilitarianism
12. Explain why John Calvin underscored the truth that the state must legislate for both tables of the law
13.  Explain the theological error of Roger Williams and the Danbury Association.
14.  Discuss the theological error promulgated by The Baptist Joint Committee on Religious Liberty.  Discuss the false justifications many religious people give for libertarianism and the secular state model.
15.  Discuss how even Christian politicians are paralyzed from passing moral law and opposing immoral law due to a false theology about the role of government.

16.  How has the myth of neutrality and the rejection of the Christian state become a Satanic justification to turn America into Sodom?
Additional Studies and Questions:

(1) The case of Polygamy 
Historically, polygamy has been outlawed in America, such as in the Morrill Anti-Bigamy Act (1862) and the Edmunds Anti-Polygamy Act of 1882.  In the Supreme Court Case, Reynolds v. United States (1878), the court ruled that the religious freedom argument cannot be used to overturn polygamy laws. Unfortunately, the legal justification for the outlawing of polygamy was the Christian moral consensus of the public at that time, rather than any specific text of Scripture.  But at least the courts acknowledged that America was to hold to Christian values, and there is a higher moral authority than the personal freedom of the individual. 
In 2012, a federal judge decriminalized bigamy among consenting adults, but a federal appeals court soon overturned it. In 2017, the Utah State legislature then passed legislation "re-criminalized" polygamy, but in 2020, another bill was passed to remove all penalties for polygamy.

Discuss how the secular, pluralistic state model is now allowing for polygamy and many other deviant behaviors, and how the Christian state model kept America from becoming Sodom.
(2) The DEP vs the Ocean Grove Association
Ocean Grove was founded as a Christian camp community in the 19th century.   In 2023, the New Jersey Department of Environmental Protection sued Ocean Grove because the beaches were closed on Sunday morning.  In effect, lifeguards are not provided.  Does the state have the duty before God to promote Sunday worship by enacting Blue Laws?   Does the state have the duty before God to regulate marriage since it is given in Genesis as a universal law for all mankind?  The consensus of Christian theologians throughout history has been, yes.

(3) One of the deceptive techniques used by those who oppose Christ is to separate religion from ideology.   Whereas the teaching of secular humanism in public schools is acceptable, and the government legislating according to secular humanism is legal, because it is not considered religion.  Religion is defined as any system of belief that references a divine being.  Therefore, by this clever tactic, God and his moral law have been outlawed, and secular humanism has become the exclusive, well-funded, state religion.   Discuss how everything is religious and how the Biblical writers were correct in expecting the state to operate according to a true belief in God.

