


What Voting Under an Unchristian 

Constitution Involves. 
"'l'hey have set up  kings, but  not by me; 

they have made princes, and I knew it  
not'' (Hos. 8-4). In this Scripture, Israel 
1s charged with the at tempt to administer 
civil government without God. W e  bring 
down this Scripture to 1920, and insist 
that we a r e  at tempting to administer the 
go\.ernment of the United States without 
God. Under such conditions many Chris- 
tians refuse to exercise the right of fran- 
chise because:- 

First:  Voting involves nccepting a Con- 
stitution which does not recognize t h e  
King of Heaven and of earth, t h e  Lord of 
the  Universe of God. 

One of three position may be maintain- 
ed. Flrst: Tha t  authority resides i n  the  
ruler-This was t h e  theory of t h e  perse- 
cutors-Klng Charles and King James, Sec- 
ond: That 2-uthority resides in  the  people. 
'This is the theory of our  Republic. Third.  
'That authority comes from Almighty God. 
Tfiis is the teaching of Scripture. A cre- 
ated being is not a source, but  arecipient .  
Ile is not to command, bu t  t o  obey. He 1s 
not independent, but  subordinate. The  
s tate  is a ~ n o r a l  perscn; subordinate, not 
suprenle. 

In holding to the "second," we have 
arlopted a constitution in harmony with 
such view. In the preamble, if any place, 
s11cl1 recognition of God would be found. 
But there is no reference to God in the 
prearnblc of the Constitution of the 
IJnited States. I t  reads: "Ifre, the people 
of the United States, In order to form a 
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more perfect union. establish justice, en- 
sure  domestic tranquillity, pro\.ide for t111: 
common defense, promote the  gener;<l \vel- 
fare and secure the blessings of lil~el-ty to 
oursclvcs and our  posterity, do orclnin ?.I><( 

establish this Constitution for the U~litetl  
Slates of An~erica." 
I n  this there is no  reference, near o r  re- 
mote, to  Aln~igh ty  God. 

The body of Lhe Constitution is cqu:tlly 
silent as to the authority and o \ v e r r ~ ~ l i ~ ~ ~  
ponrer of the Great King of llen\ren ant1 of  
earth. I le  is dealt w i th  as i f  Hc was not 
Cod, and the Lord of this nation. 

T l ~ a t  this interpretation of the Consti- 
tution is just is msde clear by a trc!nt), 
made nrith Tripoli, dated January 3 ,  17~17, 

\\.hicIi reads: "The Government of Ihc 
United States of Atnerica is not in any 
sense fountled on the Christian religiotl. 
and has itsclf no character of enmity 
against the laws, religion o r  tranquil lit\^ 
of %Iussulmans." (See United States Re- 
vised Statutes, Ed, of 1875, p. 756.) Though 
this treaty is not now in force, yct i t  
shows the interpretation put upon the 
Constitution by leading men a t  that time. 

When President JeR'erson refusecl to ap- 
point days of fast ing and thanlrsgiving, hc 
did so on :he grouncl, as stated in a letter,  
rSo8: "I consitler t h e  Government of t h c  
United States as interdicted by the Con- 
stitution from intermeddling with rcligi- 
011s institutions. their doctrines, discipline 
or  exercises." 

Tha t  eminent journalist, I-Ioracc Grcc-  
Icy, in the issue of thc "Tribune," hfat'ch 
7 ,  1865, said: "Almighty God is not thc 
'source of all aulhority and power' In oil!- 
Government; the  people nT the  Uniletl 
States a re  such source." 
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Not many students of the Constitution 
w i l l  at tempt io resist rhe interpretation 
which :ifiirms that God and His aut1iorit)r 
are  not recognized. T o  fail to acknowledge 
I-lim must be construed as rejection. 

The Constitution of the Confederate 
Stales was niuch like our  national Consti- 
tution, except in  this one vital matler ,  i t  
d i d  not recognize the  overruling authori ty  
of the United States. This  our  g o v e r ~ l ~ n e n l  
c!ccl;~rsd ro be rebellion, and put  it  down. 
Nor to acknolvledge the authority of Al- 
mighty God over us as a nation is a fa r  
1n(31-e serious nraLLer. "Thc): have set 11p 
Icings, but  not by me; they have made 
~)rit:es, and I knew it  not." Tha t  God \\-ill 
puL down the rebellion in His dominions 
is withoul  doubt. 

The Christian citizen is confronted by 
these two: First:-The Lord Jesus Chrisl 
has revealed HimselF as  "The King of 
kings and Lord of lords," and commanded 
"in all thy ways ackno\vIedge I-lin~." Sec- 
ond:-The Constitution of our  country rc- 
fuses to acli~lowledge Christ as Lord. W h a t  
is ddty? Some believe that  they cannot  
conscizntiously participate in Lhe affairs 
of the Government, and reluctantly, b u t  
in du ty  to the nation's r ig l~ t fu l  Ruler ,  de- 
cline to give allegiance by oath. This is 
the Ieast they can d o  in fidelity to the  
Prince of Lhe Icings of the  earth. Rut they 
steadfastly protest against this curtail- 
rnent of their  political privileges by this 
rejecLion of t h e  authori ty  of God in the  
nation. Political r ights  a r e  divine, and t o  
place their  exercise upon conditions t o  
which the  Christian cannot  subscribe is  
unlawful and unjust. 

5econtl: Because to vote, one must swear 
that  t h e  People are  the  supreme authori ty  
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in {his Nation. \Ye l;a\.e refused to $3). 
[hat  God reigns; and to make our  rcjdc- 
liox o i  I-lim the more complete, we rcquir~.  
a11 who vote to sixrear that the People's 
\\.ill tnltes precsdence over the la\\. ~ n t l  
i i  made by t.he \.oter, or by his represenl- 
ative in oiTice. 

111 rlespotisms, the \trill of one man is 
supreme. Esperiencc has made the tlemon- 
s t~ . ;~ t ion  co~ilplete  thal  110 man is tit to bc 
~1.ustet1 wilh irresponsible power. Enliplrl- 
cne1.1 statesmanship has rejected the the- 
ury of "The divine right gf kings." Etit is 
the goal of liberty reachcd \vlien you pass 
o n  to the secontl, viz.: The pcople nre s u -  
preme? True,  this is better,  as life i n  
the United States is bctter ~ h a n  lice i l r  
* .  1 urlcey. Rut should e\.en onc h~~ncirci l  
millions of people be trusted with irre- 
sponsible l~owcr?  Is there not d a ~ r g c r  01' 
the many, as well as of the individual 
ruler, becoming despotic? There is danger. 
\Ve go fur ther ,  and affirm that  thirty  nil- 
lions of peopIe, our  own Resh and blootl. 
mere despotic, ancl less than s ix ty- fv~:  
years ago held in bondage f o r ~ r  millions 
uf slaves. By c o ~ n ~ n a n t l ~ n e l ~ t  of Lhe Pcoplc.. 
mails are  carried ancl post-offices kc111 
open on the Lord's Day. Wlro gave thr: 
People permission-to issue such command 
in the domains of Alliiighty God, and dcs- 
potically esecute i t ,  to the d i s f r ~ ~ n c h i s c -  
ment of  rnen who fear Rim? The Govern- 
ment  discriminates against the God-fzar- 
ing citizen, and will admit  into the ser- 
\vice of the post-office dcpartmcnt ,  as po5~- 
masters, those only \vho will swear that 
they will violate tlie Four th  Comn1ancl- 
ment and open tlrc office certain hours on 
tlie l~o ly  day. This is unfair, as it is a s i i ~  
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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. 

\&'here is the trouble? Where  does the 
source of the difficulty lie? I t  is in the 
theory of our G o v e r n ~ l ~ e n t .  In at tempting 
to separate Church and State ,  we h a r e  
clothed "we, the  people," with irresponsi- 
ble power, and they have already shu t  out  
l t ~ e  conscientious Christian from the posi- 
ofiice department  by prescr i l~ing a n  oath 
\vlrich is directly. clearly and specifically 
;t~?tagonistic to tlie Four th  Commandment. 
hlany lines of business are already legal- 
izcd 011 the Sabbath day and Amusements. 

Exalting the will of the people to he 
sul)reme law is demoralizing, vicious, de- 
structi\le. I t  is, in  our  nation, already 
subverting l iber ty and protect ing some of 
the worst evils known to rncrdern civiliza- 
tiori. I t  \\*ill lead to national decay and 
cieaih. W e  \ v o ~ ~ l d  be guilty of Iack of t rue 
pa.triotis~n, as well as fidelity to the t ru th  
o f  God, tlid we not c r y  ou t  against ~ t .  
"And i t  sliall,be, when lie s i t t e th  upon thc 
throne of His kingdom, that  he shall wri te  
him a copy of this law i n  a book, * * * 
ant-1 he sElall rend therein all the days of 
his life, tha t  he may learn to fear the 
Lord his God, to keep- all the words of 3. 
tllesl? statutes, to do them." (Deut. svi i -  
18, 19.) And if the ruler,  ancl through 
hiln, the nation, refuses to be governed 
I>y divine law, two things a r e  certain as  ,. 
the rising of to-nlorrow's sun-First, the  '. 
government, not  making the  law of God 
supreme, cannot maintain itself against 
encroaching wickedness. Second, for  t h e  
havoc which wickedness makes, God will 
hold thc rulers, and the nation, respon- 
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sible. I n  this nation, we are  demonstrx- 
t ing the "first"; and the "second," ~f \\.c 
do not repent, will conle q u ~ c k l y .  "Ancl 
the Lord said unto hloses, Take all the 
heads of the people and  hang them u:) 
before the Lord against tlie sun, that the 
fierce anger  of t h e  Lord map bc turned 
away from IsraeI." (Numbers xxv-4.) 

I I  rulcrs knew, when they "establish in- 
iquity by law." o r  countenance wrong. 
"they would be hanged up  before the  
Lord," Many now in office would run  to 
cover; there would be more soiemn con- 

i sidcration in accepting office; more con- 

'$ 
scientious effort to exccute lam. To  s ~ t  in 
God's seat as a ruler,  and then usurp the 
relns of government to crucify His la\\,, 
is a proceeding, on the par t  of tho ruler. 
and of tlie nation, f raught  with most dis- 
astrous results. "The Lorcl shall have thcm 
in derision. Then shall I-Ie speak unto 
tli,cm in His wrath, ancl vex them in MIS 
sore displeasure." (Ps. ii-q, 5.) 

More still, the Constitution not only ex-  
a l ts  the will of the pcoplc as supreme, but 
i t  requires the  candidate to  swear, as hc 
is inducted into office, tha t  the  supreme 
l a ~ v  of t h e  land is the will of t h e  people; 
as, also, he must s\vear that  he will upholtl 
laws mhiclr directly contradict the Iaw of 
God. Article VI., second paragraph, says 
"This Constitution, ancl the laws of the 
Unlted States which shall be made in pur- 
suance thereof; and  all treaties made, or 
w h ~ c h  shall be made, under t h e  author it^ 
of the United States, sllalI be the supreme 
law of the land." W h e n  you mnke oa th  to 
the  Constitution, you swear that  the law 
which requires t h e  mails to be carried, 
and t h e  post-offices to  be open on t h e  
Sabbath;  o r  anything the majority decrees; 
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stla11 be  the  supreme lam- of the  land. How 
can  the  Christian admit  t h e  principle, 
much less swear to it, in i ts  practical ap- 
plication? It  is believed that  the Chris- 
tian, loyal to Christ and to Hi; righteous 
Ialv, cannot make such ozrth. If he does, 
hc becomes particeps criminis in  wicked- 
ness which is fostered and protectd by 
ill15 Government. "Con~e out '  of her, nly 
peol~le, that  ye be not partalcels of her 
srns. and tha t  yc receive not of her 
plagues." 

Are not the p r inc~ples  of civil go:-em- 
nlent laid tlowil in the Word  of God? Is 
~t not t rue tha t  God" Law is supreme i n  
rlat~onal aBairs3 "And it shall be \vlien 
he .itteth upon the  throne of his lringdom 
t l 1 : ~ t  11e shall wrlte him a copy of this law- 
In a book out  of  that  which is before the 
priests the  Levites: and it shall bc with 
him, and he  shall read therein, all  the 
clays of his life; that  he may lcarn to fear 
the  Lord his God, to keep all tho worcls of  
this law and these statutes, to do thenl." 
No people will tong enjoy national pros- 
perity w h s  enthrone thc will of the people 
as sdprenle. Such a llatior~ arill, more and 
mors, curtai l  the liberties of God-fearing 
citizens by making laws which d i sc r im~n-  
a le  against them; shut t ing then1 out,  by 
reason of their  fidelity to the law of God, 
fionl participating in the honors and re- 
sl,onslbillties of office. 

Third:  T o  vole, you must swear that  
God's qualificatior~s for oifice shall be set  
aside and rejected. 

T h a t  the Scriptures require religious 
qualifications in the officer is cer-tairk. 
"Moreovel-, thou shalt provide out of all 
the  people able men, such as  fear God, 
Inen of t ru th ,  hat ing coveto~~sness ,  anrl 
place such over them, to be rulers of thou- 
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sands, and rulers of hundreds, rulers ,,f 
riitGs, and rulers of tens." (Exodus xviil- 
;I.) "The God of Israel said, the Rock of 
Israel spake to me, Hc that  rnleth over 
Inen  nus st be just, rul ing in the  fenr o l  
God." ( 2  Samuel xxiii-3.) "For rulers ;Ire 
not a terror LO good works, but  to the evil 
* * * For  he  is the  minister of God." 
(Romans siii-;, 4.) These Scriptures suf- 
5ce to teach that  moral qualificatiolls are  
required in the office-bearer. The fenr o l  
God is especially insisted upon. When 
o u r  Constitution expressly states that  "No 
religious test shall ever bc  required as :1 
qualification to any office o r  public trust 
under the United States," the God-fParing 
citizen must slop and consider. Can he 
swcar to that  clause when God says there 
shall be religious test? llom can he sxvcal- 
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 a r e  not  a t  
l iberty to  set them aside. 

But we have clared to  cet aside this ?pe- 
cific command; and, in the  face of Al- 
mighty God, wc have put  in our  Consti- 
tution, Aiticle VI., this: "No religious test 
shall ever be  required as a qualification 
t o  any  office o r  public t rust  under  t h e  
United States." 

God says there sllnll be religious test for 
oi'l'ice. Our nation says there shall uot be. 
The  issue is squarely joined, with flat re- 
f ~ ~ s a l  to obey. 
-4 test for the  meaning of this clause of 

tlie Constitution is a t  hand. W h e n  Wil-  
liam H. Taft  was nominated for President 
of the Unitcd States, i t  was everywhere 
pnbl~shed,  and,  so f a r  as  known, nowhere 
clel~icd, that  Mr. T a f t  was a Unitarian; 
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illat he  denied t h e  deity of t h e  Son oC 
God, t h a t  His blood lvas shed as a sac- 
riiice for sin. Mr. Taf t  \\-as elected, not- 
~r.itf1standing his rejection of our  Lord. 
who is- Divine, and  to whom h x  been 
giipen all power i n  heaven and  i n  ear th.  
T h e  wrong was national and  inconceivably 
great .  A ruler  was in  office who not  only 
would not  "Kiss t h e  Son" (Ps. 2 - 1 2 ) ,  F u t  
urho withstood Him to His face, answering, 
"1-le is not  t h e  Son of God!" 

Also, Presiden Roosevelt, in  open let ter .  
utterecl sarcastic conde~llnat ion of the  cit- 
izen nrho W O U ~ C I  presunle to judge of  n 
candidate's qualifications by  examining his 
13roression of F a i t h ;  and. ~ v i t h  deep es- 
corintion, informed Chris t ian people tha?  
the  Const i t~r t ion asks not whether  n can- 
clitlate Ile Protestant ,  Catholic, Unitari:ln. 
Jcw, o r  Infidel; and tha t .  with his beliefs, 
the  C o n s t i t ~ ~ t i o n  has  not a whit  to  do. 

In Prcsidcnt  Taft 's election; and in Pres- 
ident Roosevelt's semi-official ut terance,  
\ve havei authori ta t ive interpretat ion of 
the clause-"No religious test shall ever  be 
~-cc, i~ired as a qualification to any office or 
public t rust  unde  t h e  United States." W e  
sce what  the clause means. ICnowingmhat 
it  Incans, the  Chistian is asked to accept 
i t .  1-le is asked to set his clisapprol~al on 
tlie Scripture--"Such a s  fea r  God;'' and  to 
smear tha t  this Scripture ~ 1 ~ ~ 1 1  not be  ap- 
plied. Can t h e  Chris t ian mike such Oath?  
Can he swcar t h a t  God's command sl~illl  
not be  obeyed in t h e  government  of the  
United States? \\rill he  answer with Phar -  
aoh, "Who is the  Lord t h a t  I should 0 1 ) ~ ~  

voice?" Gather ing  on our  l i t t l e  a n t -  
hill, shall we pass edicts agaillst heaven. 
and set li lnits to thc authori ty  and  do- 
main of  the  Attnighty? "Have y e  not  
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known? have y e  not  heard? h a t h  i t  not 
been told You f r o m  the beginning? have 
Ye not  understood from the foundatiolls 
of the  e a r t h ?  I t  is  He tha t  s i t te th tlpon 
the  circle of  the  ear th,  and  the inI3aI)i- 
tants  thereof  a r e  as grasshoppers; tllnr 
s t retched ou t  the heavens as a curtain,  
and  speadeth them o u t  as a tent  to dnrcll 
In; t h a t  br ingeth the  prices to n o t h ~ n g ,  
he  maketh t h e  judges of the ea r th  as van- 
~t) . ."  (1s - IO:ZI ,  23.) Nebuchadnezzar tried 
to rule  out  God, and  he XKLS driven from 
men, to  ea t  grass as oxen, till h e  knexv 
tha t  t h e  Most High ruleth i n  the  kingdom 
of men. "He ha th  on his vesture,  and  on 
the  thigh, a name wri t ten,  Icing of king;, 
and Lord of lords." "Be wise now. there-  
fore, 0 ye  kings, be  instructed,  y e  judges 
of  the ear th.  Serve the  Lord with fear-, 
and rejoice wi th  trembling. Kiss t h e  Son, 
lest lie be  angry,  and ye perish from the 
\\lay, whcn  his  w r a t h  is kindled b u t  a 
little." (Ps. 2:ro-12.) 

We feel justly aggrieved a t  t h e  Consti- 
tution of t h e  United States. O u r  objec- 
tions to it  a re  based on the  broad princi- 
ples of r ight ,  and they a r e  bedded deep In 
the  Word  of God. \Ye cannot  swear that  
"We, the people," a r e  suprcme In this na- 
tion; for God says we a r e  not.  W e  cannot  
swear t h a t  man's law takes preccdcnce 
over t h e  l aw of God;  for God says i t  docs 
not.  We cannot  swear tha t  there shall he 
"no religious test as  a qualification Tor of- 
fice," fo r  God says there shal l  be. 'iVe can- 
not  swear t h a t  laws ordering mails to  Ile 
c;lrried on t h e  Sabbath,  shall b e  executerl; 
fo r  God says t h e y  shall not be. 

The Constitution shoul? b e  amended ill 
some such way as  this: In  the  nallle of 
 GO^, Amen! W e ,  t h e  people of  the  United 
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