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What Voting Under an Unchristian
Constitution Involves.

“They have set up kings, but not by me;
they have made princes, and 1 knew it
not” (Hos. 8-4). In this Scripture, Israel
is charged with the attempt to administer
civil government without God. We bring
down this Scripture to 1920, and insist
that we are attempting to administer the
government of the United States without
God: Under such conditions many Chris-
tians refuse to exercise the right of fran-
chise because:—

'First: Voting involves accepting a Con-
s’tftution which does not recognize the
King of Heaven and of earth, the Lord of
the Universe of God.

One.of three position may be maintain-
ed, First: That authority resides in the
ruler—Thx_s was the theory of the perse-
cutors—King Charles and King James, Sec-
pnq: That authority resides in the pe'ople
‘I‘lns is the theory of our Republic, Third"
That authority comes from Almighty God,
[his is the teaching of Scripture. A cre-.
ated being is not a source, but a recipient.
He 1s not to command, but to obey. He 1s
not 1r_1dependent, but subordinate. The
state i1s a moral perscn; subordinate, not
supreme. '

In holding to the “second,” we have
adopted a constitution in harmony with
such view. In the preamble, if any place
such recognition of God would be found’
But there is no reference to God in the
preamble of the Constitution of the
United States. It reads: "We, the people
of the United States, in order to form a
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more perfect union, establish justice, en-
sure domestic tranquillity, provide for the
common defense, promote the general wel-
fare and secure the blessings of liberty to
ourselves and our posterity, do ordain and
establish this Constitution for the United
States of America.”

In this there is no reference, near or re-
mote, to Almighty God.

The body of the Constitution is equally
silent as to the authority and overruling
power of the Great King of heaven and of
earth. He is dealt with as if He was not
God, and the Lord of this nation.

That this interpretation of the Consti-
tution is just is made clear by a treaty
made with Tripoli, dated January 3, 1797,
which reads: The Government of the
United States of America is not in any
sense founded on the Christian religion,
and has itself no character of enmity
against the laws, religion or tranquillity
of Mussulmans.” (See United States Re-
vised Statutes, Ed. of 1875, p. 756.) Though
this treaty is not now in force, yet it
shows the interpretation put upon the
Constitution by leading men at that time.

‘When President Jeferson refused to ap-
point days of fasting and thanksgiving, he
did so on the ground, as stated in a letter,
1808: "I consider the Government of the
United States as interdicted by the Con-
stitution from intermeddling with religi-
ous institutions, their doctrines, discipline
or exercises.”

That eminent journalist, Horace Gree-
ley, in the issue of the “Tribune,” March
7, 1865, said: “Almighty God is not the
‘source of all authority and power’ in our
Government; the people of the United
States are such source.”
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Not many students of the Constitution
will attempt to resist the interpretation
which affirms that God and His authority
are not recognized. To fail to acknowledge
Him must be construed as rejection.

The Constitution of the Confederate
States was much like our national Consti-
tution, except in this one vital matter, it
did not recognize the overruling authority
of the United States. This our government
declared 1o be rebellion, and put it down.
Not to acknowledge the authority of Al-
mighty God over us as a nation is a far
more serious nmratter. “They have set up
iur}gs, but not by me; they have made
prices, and T knew it not.” That God will
put down the rebellion in His dominions
is without doubt,

The Christian citizen is confronted by
these two: First:—The Lord Jesus Christ
has revealed Himself as “The XKing of
k}ngs and Lord of lords,” and commanded
“in all thy ways acknowledge Him.” Sec-
ond:-The Constitution of our country re-
fuses to acknowledge Christ as Lord. What
is difty? Some believe that they cannot
conscientiously participate in the affairs
Qf the Government, and reluctantly, but
in duty to the nation's rightful Ruler, de-
cline to give allegiancé by oath. This is
the least they can do in fidelity to the
Prince of the kings of the earth. But they
steadfastly protest against this curtail-
me_znt'of their political privileges by this
rejection of the authority of God in the
nation. Political rights are divine, and to
plaFe their exercise upon conditions to

which the Christian cannot subscribe is
unlawful and unjust.

second: Because to vote, one must swear
that the People are the supreme authority
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in this Nation. We have refused to say
that God reigns; and to make our rejec-
tion of Him the more complete, we require
all who vote to swear that the Peoples
will takes precedence over the law And
i3 made by the voter, or by his represent-
ative in office.

In despotisms, the will of one man is
supreme. Experience has made the demon-
stration complete that no man is fit to be
rrusted with irresponsible power. Enlight-
ened statesmanship has rejected the the-
ory of “The divine right of kings.” But is
the goal of liberty reached when you pass
on to the second, viz.: The people are su-

preme? True, this is Dbetter, as life 1n
the United States is better than life in
Turkey. But should even one hundred

millions of people be trusted with irre-
sponsible power? Is there not danger of
the many, as well as of the individual
ruler, becoming despotic? There is danger.
\We go further, and affirm that thirty mil-
lions of people, our own flesh and blood,
were despotic, and less than sixty-five
years ago held in bondage four millions
of slaves. By commandment of the People,
mails are carried and post-offices kepl
open on the Lord’s Day. Who gave the
People permission”to issue such command
in the domains of Almighty God, and des-
potically execute it, to the disfranchisc-
ment of men who fear Him? The Govern-
ment discriminates against the God-fear-
ing citizen, and will admit into the ser-
vice of the post-ofiice department, as post-
masters, those only who will swear that
they will violate the Fourth Command-
ment and open the office certain hours on
the holy day. This is unfair, as it is a sin
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against God! It discriminates against the
religion of Jesus Christ, and viciously cuts
into His-law. It puts a premium on ir-
religion.

Where is the trouble? Where does the
source of the difficuity lie? It is in the
theory of our Government. In attempting
to separate Church and State, we have
clothed ‘“we, the people,” with irresponsi-
ble power, and they have already shutout
the conscientious Christian from the post-
office department by prescribing an oath
wlhich is directly, clearly and specifically
antagonistic to the Fourth Commandment.
Many lines of business are already legal-
ized on the Sabbath day and Amusements.

Exalting the will of the people to bhe
supreme law is demoralizing, vicious, de-
structive. It is, in our nation, already
subverting liberty and protecting some of
the worst evils known to modern civiliza-
tion. It will lead to national decay and
death. We would be guilty of lack of true
patriotism, as well as fidelity to the truth
of God, did we not cry out against 1t.
“And it shall:be, when he sitteth upon the
throne of His kingdom, that he shall write
him a copy of this law in a book, * * *
and he shall read therein all the days of
his life, that he may learn to fear the
Lord his God, to keep™ all the words of
these statutes, to do them.” (Deut. xvii-
18, 19.) And if the ruler, and through
him, the nation, refuses to be governed
by divine law, two things are certain as
the rising of to-morrow's sun—First, the
government, not making the law of God
supreme, cannot maintain itself against
encroaching wickedness. Second, for the
havoc which wickedness makes, God will
hotd the rulers, and the nation, respon-
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sible. In this nation, we are demonstra-
ting the “first”; and the “second,” if we
do not repent, will come quickly. “And
the Lord said unto Moses, Take all the
heads of the people and hang them up
before the Lord against the sun, that the
fierce anger of the Lord may be turned
away from Israel.” (Numbers xxv-4.)

If rulers knew, when they “establish in-
iquity by law,” or countenance wrong,
‘they would be hanged up before the
Lord,” Many now in office would run to
cover; there would be more solemn con-
sideration in accepting office; more con-
scientious effort to execute law, To sit in
God’s seat as a ruler, and then usurp the
reins of government to crucify His law,
is a proceeding, on the part of the ruler,
and of the nation, fraught with most dis-
astrous results. “The Lord shall have them
in derision. Then shall He speak unto
them in His wrath, and vex them in His
sore displeasure.” (Ps. ii-4, 5.)

More still, the Constitution not only ex-
alts the will of the people as supreme, but
it requires the candidate to swear, as he
is inducted into office, that the supreme
Iaw of the land is the will of the people;
as, also, he must swear that he will uphoid
laws which directly contradict the law of
God. Article VI, second paragraph, says:
“This Constitution, and the laws of the
United States which shall be made in pur-
suance thereof; and all treaties made, or
which shall be made, under the authority
of the United States, shall be the supreme
law of the land.” When you make cath to
the Constitution, you swear that the law
which requires the mails to be carried,
and the post-offices to be open on the
Sabbath; or anything the majority decrees;
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shall be the supreme law of the land. How
can the Christian admit the principle,
much Iess swear to it, in its practical ap-
plication? It is believed that the Chris-
tian, toyal to Christ and to His righteous
law, cannot make such oath. If he does,
hc becomes particeps criminis in wicked-
ness which is fostered and protectd by
this Government. “Come ocut of her, my
people, that ve be not partakers of her
sins. and that vye receive not of her
plagues.”

Are not the principles of civil govern-
ment laid down in the Word of God? Is
it not true that God's Law is supreme in
national affairs? “And it shall be when
he sitteth upon the throne of his kingdom
that he shall write him a copy of this law
in a book out of that which is before the
priests the Levites: and it shall be with
him, and he shall read therein, all the
days of his life; that he may lcarn to fear
the Lord his God, to keep all the words of
this law and these statutes, to do them.”
No people, will long enjoy national pros-
perity who enthrone the will of the people
as sipreme. Such a nation will, more and
more, curtail the liberties of God-fearing
citizens by making laws which discrimin-
ate against them: shutting them out, by
reason of their fidelity to the law of God,
from participating in the honors and re-
sponsibilities of office.

Third: To vole, you must swear that
God’s qualifications for office shall be set
aside and rejected.

That the Scriptures require religious
qualifications in the officer is certain.
“Moreover, thou shalt provide out of all
the people able men, such as fear God,
men of ftruth, hating covetousness, and
place such over them, to be rulers of thou-

sands, and rulers of hundreds, rulers of
fifties, and rulers of tens.” (Exodus xviii-
31.) “The God of Israel said, the Rock of
Israel spake to me, He that ruleth over
men must be just, ruling in the fear of
God.” (2 Samuel xxiii-3.) “For rulers are

. not a terror to good works, but to the evil.

# % ¥ For he is the minister of God.”
(ﬂRomans Xiii-3, 4.) These Scriptures suf-
iice to teach that moral qualifications are
requlrpd in the office-bearer. The fear of
God is especially insisted upon. When
our Constitution expressly states that “No
religious test shall ever be required as a
qualification to any office or public trust
under the United States,” the God-fearing
citizen must stop and consider. Can he
swear to that clause when God says there
shall be religious test? How can he swear
to that clause unless he denies his Lord?
He who is Prince of the kings of the earth,
the author of civil government, has laid
down qualifications, and men are not at
liberty to set them aside.

But we have dared to set aside this spe-
cific command; and, in the face of Al-
mighty God, we have put in our Consti-
tution, Article VI, this: “No religious test
shall ever be required as a qualification
to any office or public trust under the
United States.”

God says there shall be religious test for
office. Our nation says there shall not he.
The issue is squarely joined, with fAat re-
fusal to obey.

A test for the meaning of this clause of
the Constitution is at hand. When Wil-
liam H. Taft was nominated for President
of the United States, it was everywhere
published, and, so far as known, nowhere
denied, that Mr. Taft was a Unitarian;
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that he denied the deity of the Son of
God, that His blood was shed as a sac-
rifice for sin. Mr. Taft was elected, not-
withstanding his rejection of our Lord.
who is Divine, and to whom has heesn
¢iven all power in heaven and in earth.
The wrong was naticnal and inconceivably
great. A ruler was in office who not only
would not “Kiss the Son” (Ps. 2-12), bLut
who withstood Him to His face, answering,
“He is not the Son of God!”

Also, Presiden Roosevelt, in open letter,
uttered sarcastic condemnation of the cit-
izen who would presume to judge of a
candidate's qualifications by examining his
Profession of Faith; and, with deep ex-
coriation, informed Christian people that
the Constitution asks not whether a can-
didate be Protestant, Catholic, Unitarian,
Tew, or Infidel; and that. with his beliefls,
the Constitution has not a whit to do.

In President Taft's election; and in Pres-
ident Roosevelt's semi-official utterance,
we haver authoritative interpretation of
the clause—"No religious test shall ever be
required as a qualification to any office or
public trust unde the United States.” We
sce what the clause means. Knowing what
it means, the Chistian is asked to accept
it. He is asked to set his disapproval on
the Scripture—"Such as fear God;” and to
swear that this Scripture shall not be ap-
plied. Can the Christian muke such Oath?
Can he swear that God's command shall
not be obeyed in the government of the
United States? Will he answer with Phar-
aoh, “Who is the Lord that I should obey

His voice?” Gathering on our little ant-.

hill, shall we pass edicts agai_nst heaven,
and set limits to the authority and do-
main of the Ahnighty? “Have ye mot
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known? have ye not heard? hath it not

been told you from the beginning? have
ye not understood from the foundations
of the earth? It is He that sitteth upon
the circle of the earth, and the inhabi-
tants thereof are as grasshoppers; that
stretched out the heavens as a curtain
and speadeth them out as a tent to dwell
im; that bringeth the prices to nothing;
he inaketh the judges of the earth as van-
ity.” {Is. 40:21, 23.] Nebuchadnezzar tried
to rule out God, and he was driven from
men, to eat grass as oxen, till he knew
that the Most High ruleth in the kingdom
of men. “He hath on his vesture, and on
the thigh, a name written, King of kings,
and Lord of lords.” “Be wise now, there-
fore, O ye kings, be instructed, ye judges
of the earth. Serve the Lord with fear,
and rejoice with trembling. Kiss the Son,
lest he be angry, and ye perish from the
way, when his wrath is kindled but a
little,” (Ps. 2:10-12.)

We feel justly aggrieved at the Consti-
tution of the United States. Our objec-
tions to it are based on the broad princi-
ples of right, and they are bedded deep in
the Word of God. We cannot swear that
“We, the people,” are supreme in this na-
tion; for God says we are not. We cannot
swear that man’s law takes precedence
over the law of God; for God says it does
not. We cannot swear that there shall he
“no religious test as a qualification (or of-
fice,” for God says there shall be. We can-
not swear that laws ordering mails to be
carried on the Sabbath, shall be executed,
for God says they shall not be.

The Constitution should be amended in
some such way as this: “In the name of
God, Amen! We, the people of the United

Ix




States, acknowledging the authority of Al-
mighty God, and the Lord Jesus Christ as
the Ruler of nations; bowing to His law
as supreme, and accepting the true Chris-
tian religion, do ordain, etc., etc.” % *
Then the Christian can answer allegiance
and not deny his King.

It is objected that a refusal to vote on
the part of Christians would leave the
Government in control of the worst ele-
ment. A Dutch cavalry officer sent with
his regiment to execute a certain work,
was remonstrated with at a certain point
in the undertaking that if he proceeded
further, blood would be shed. His reply
was befitting a soldier: "My business is to
obey orders, not troubling myself about
consequences.” The Christian 1n “obeying
divine orders" can safely trust affairs to
a God who has never abdicated His throne
or His prerogatives as King, and who,
strange as it may secm to you, is able to
administer the affairs of the  world with-
out your help.
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