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UMMARY
of the maın cChallenges such commitment—the

Patrick Miller’s excellent lıttle book discusses the impli- ECONOMIC <(010 and the g0d of political order. Miller then
catıons of the first commandment for Our ıınderstand- S0CS discuss the Dositive implications of the first
Ing of the relationship hbetween politics and religion. He commandment, ‚o0king In Darticular at Deuteronomy’'s
examınes the axıomatıc importance of his call undi- expansion of his law IC OCUSES IOve for and fear
VI devotion the Lord and then BOCS examıne of the L ord

ZUSAMMENFASSUNG WE der Hauptherausforderungen solch eıner Hingabe
der ökonomische ‚CaOtt* und der : COtt: der politi-

Patrick Millers hervorragendes Buch diskutiert die ImMp- schen Ordnung Danach diskutiert Miller die positiven
ikationen des ersten Gebots für Verständnis der Implikationen des erstien o indem ich heson-
Beziehung zwischen 'olitik und Religion. Fr untersucht ders die Ausdehnung dieses In Deuteronomiıum
die axiomatische Wichtigkeit dieses Rufs ZUr ungeteilten ansieht, die sich auf die Liebe COl und die Furcht
evolon des errn und untersucht darauf aufbauend (jottes fokussiert.

RESUME
reclament ’allegeance humaine le dieu Aconomie eTt

Patrick Miller OUS$S livre excellent petit OUVFase dans le dieu ordre politique. Miller aborde ensulte 1es impli-
catıons DOositives du premter commandement, s’Inte-leque!l traıte des implications du premier commande-

mentTt rapport I9 politique et Ia religion. Essant Darticulierement developpement de celite 10
cel appe! UNE devotion Sdl15 artage dans e Deuteronome, termes d’amour et de craıinte

eigneur. Puls considere deux iıdoles CONCUrrentes QqU! du eigneur.

Four Moaodels of Church-State Relatıons
Introduction he relatıonshıp between church and has

The argument of thıs 15 that the Chrıistian always Gen dıfAcult question, NOLT least S1nNce the
church has rıght place in the publıc SYUAaALC, Reformatıon, wıth the fragmentatıon of the hrıs-
TIhe ArgumecNnt 15 2s@ partıcular theologıcal t1an church Into LLUIMMECTOUS denomiınatıons, Ü}

understandıng of the relatıonshıp between church gregations, fellowships;„ cults and STOUDS., In
and AaN! 15 ıllustrated hıstorically by the S1tUA- the HIStOrY of the Chrıstian church, however, there
t10n of the Church of Scotland ar10u0s problems have essentially Gen four VIEeEWS held concerning
W1 be addressed concernıng the establıiıshment Aı the relatıonshıp between church aAM STAaTte Fırst,
Maılıntenance of thıs relatıonshıp between church the 1e6W that the hould control the church;
and and SOINC conclusıions drawn for UuSs 4A5 second, the VIEW that the church should control the
Furopeans. - thırd the 16 W that there cshould be SCDaArA-
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t10N of hurch aM> and fourth, the 1eW that hat rght W as 10 WIıpe| out.!
church An should be 1n SOMNIC mutually-bınd- Henry wanted Reformatıion 1ın hıch SMa
ıng relatıonshıp. Let us examıne each of these 1ın changes WEeEIC made the theology an lıturgy of
Qrn the church, the maın change being that the kıng

&. State controls Church N das recognızed AS head, ‚ dupreme Governor’, of
the church Under Edward VL however, the Ref-he est WaV ıllustrate thıs OT MO 15 DV Ormatıon WAaSs carrıed ftorward 1n much TMNOTC DOS-usıng the example of the C'hurch of England. Both ıtıve WdV, wıth sıgnıfıcant theologıcal advances, but

England AN! Scotland WEeETITC partıally controlled DY
foreign PDOWCIS AT the beginnıng of the sixteenth

all of that W d lost when Mary, daughter of Henry
aM Catherine of agon, Carmnec the throne AN!

CCNTULY, England DV Spaın and Scotland by France. reinstituted the papal SUPICMACY., When finallyAar10uUs allıances WTG tormed because of these rela- Elı7zabeth Caı 9 the Reformatıion W dS$
tionshı1ps, (DA of the IMNOST sıgnıfıcant ofwhıich Was
the marrıage of thur, Prince of Wales Cather-

establıshed permancent basıs. Ihe Elızabethan
Settlement of 1559 establıshed Protestantism 1nIMS of Aragon, the daughter of Ferdiınand and Isa- kEngland but AS the Purıtans WCIC PrOteSL, thatbella of Spaın Sadly, the marrıage lasted less than Reformation W asSs incomplete in comparısonYCaAr 2461 Catherine WAS eft Ww1dow. Henry 111

wanted INALL Y hıs brother’s W1dow an EVENTU-
what had CCn achieved 1n GermanYy 1n Swiıtzer-
and 2081 ın France. (One mMatter, however, W 4S NOTally persuaded Pope Juliıus 11 permit thıs. Gr 1n doubt In 1559 the papal SUPIFEMAC W asSs COIMN-

W as consıderable opposıtıon thıs marrıage, pletely overthrown and W as replaced IC agalnOT least from the Archbıshop of Canterbury but
Henry ahead Ihe faılure produce male

wıth the Royal SUPICMACY,
TIhe S1ıtuatıon establıshed 1ın 1559 S: 1ın almostO1r led Henry ask the Pope annul the I11ar- CVCLY reSPECT, precıisely AS ıt 15 today. The monarchrage, belatedly appearıng 21CCCPt the Archbish- has SUPICMAC Vr the Church of England aM allOp’'S opınıon that 1T had LICVCT truly een Jegal

marrıage ın the first place. Ihe Pope refused, iın legıslatıon related the Church MUST Ar royal
approval. ven wıth the establishment of CONSstI1-

pPart AL least because of the iınfÄiuence upbON hım of tiıonal monarchyY, the sıtuatiıon remaıns that thekmperor Charles N Catherine’s nephew. In 1529 controls the Church wıth the monarch 4S theHenry called parlıament AN: SsSet about the Ref- Supreme Giovernor of the Church Ihe Church ofOrmatıon of the Church, hıs maın objective being kngland CANNOT change ItSs constitution wıthoutthat He AN! NOLT the FODE, would be the head of Act of Parlıament Anı Its bıshops AN! otherthe Church of England, thus guaranteeıng the eaders ALE appomnted by the monarch, basedChurch’s complıcıty in hıs ıntended dıvorce. In recommendatıions from the Crown Appomtments1531 Henry torced the cClergy 8CCCPt thıs pOSI1- Commıi1ss10n, whıich r CPOI"ES dırectly the Priımetıon an from that pomt the Church of England Mınıster. In practice, of COUISC, 4S dıstinct fromhas HCNVGT. been able make decısıons for ıtself
wıthout roval approval. Parlıament endorsed thıs

Act of Parlıament, the Church of England eNJOVS
Jarge degree of NOMY an INalı y of the COI-AN! also passed other sıgnıfıcant Acts, including stiıtutional procedures ATE I1T formal than Mate-

OC which prevented appeals Rome. Fienry dıd r1al.
NOLT find It CAS Y force through these changes an
there W as consıderable opposıtıon but ultımately 11. Church controls State
he made 8CCCPt:IIICC of the Acts of the “Reforma- Durıng much of the medieval per10d, the iNncreas-t10N Parliament . AS  N 1T W d called ST of loyalty ıng of the Catholıc Church MeEeANT that thethe Crown. Innes COMMECNIS, Church ften had sıgnıfıcant ınfÄuence VEr [110O11-

hıs Submıissıon of the clergy W as A real AT archs and STales Indeed, tor consıderable peri0ds,of surrender. Ihere LIECVCT had been, iındeed, the OILY Roman Empıre W ds$S largely under the
ALLV practical of promulgatıng constıitu- contro| of the Fope: (Ine example of the WAYV 1n
t10NSs 1C could overrıde the Ordınary law. whıch the Pope. trıed control natıon STAatLEes 15
Dbut short of that the Church had claımed aM found 1n the later Reformation per10d.exercısed the rıght of enforcıng her spırıtual OTr Ihe Act of Uniformıity, passed 1ın 1559; wherebyquası-spirıtual legıslatıon wıthout submitting 1T all CIt1Zzens WEIC recognNIıse the onarch 4S

the approbatıon of aV temporal authority. Supreme Governor of the Church of England, W dS
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NOLT unıversally accepted. Many Catholıcs refused We aV ecn unıted concerning the SCDaAra-
change theır alleg1ance trom the Pope the t10N that chall take place from the evıl aAM the

Queen AN! theır refüusal led theır being called wıickedness which the devıl has planted in the
“Recusants’. Iheyv demanded the reedom W Ol - world, sımply iın (Ha6: that have fellow-
shıp in the old WaYyS 21 rejected the Prayer O0OK shıp wıth t(Hein. an do NOT LUN wıth them 1 the
whıch had en iımposed hıs led persecution confusıon of theır abomiinatıiıons. So 1T IS: S1NCE
AaN! CMEN martyrdom tor INa V, Indeed, 1T W d NOTLT all whe AA NOT entered Into the obedience

of faıth AN! avVe NOLT unıted themselves wıthuntıl the passıng of the Catholı1c Emancıpatıon Act
1n 1320 that MOSLT of the antı-Catholıic legıslatıon G0od that thev 111 do Hıs will, ATC

W ds finally lıfted. It 1S, of COUISC, st11] the GCASE: today abomiıinatıon before God, therefore nothıng else
that Roman Catholı1Cc CANNOLT be the onarch of Ca really 111 STOW CT spring torth from them
the Uniıited Kıngdom. than abominable thıngs. NoOow there 15 nothıng

hıs whole persecution W dS$ compounded when else in the world AN! al creation than good
Mary Queen of Scots, 1n 1568, eft Scotland AN! evil, belıeving aM unbehevıng, darkness aM
Hed England where che had SOTILIC claım the lıght, the world an those who AI come | OUuUT

Englısh throne. Many of the Recusants S\qd Mary of the world, temple AN! ıdols Chriıst a
A the OLLC estore the papal SUPTICINACY An Belıal, aAM wıll Aave p'.ll't wıth the other.®
Catholı1Cc worshıp AN! lıturgy 2881 supported her
claıms the throne. hıs led A revolt, which

{Ihıs could be interpreted 4S meanıng sımply that
Christians MNMStE NOLT A fellowshıp wıth unbelıev-

Ccgan 1n the north of England in 1569 2887 which 15 but the implicatıons for separatıon trom
W d brutally suppressed. gOVCI'I'III]CI'H ATC spelled Hr ın Artıicle “ne

What 15 of ınterest us 1n thıs PrEesCNL AT Sword”’, where ATC told that Chrıstians ought
NMICHT,; however, 15 the of the Pope NOLT AS magıstrates, the followıng beingthese Cciırcumstances. In TaCt. he issued RBull called part of that ar gument:Regnans ın Excelsıs ın whiıch he excommunıcated
QUueen Elızabeth, deposed her from the throne AN! Lastly, OLK Call SCC 1n the followıng DOINtS that

It ICS NOLT befit Chrıistian be magıstrate:declared that OINC of her subjects henceforth wed the rule of the OVErNMECNL 15 accordıng theher Al YV allegiance. Clearly, tHeEn: the DODC belıeved
that the church could eXerCIsSE contro|l natıon flesh, that of the Christians accordıng the
STATES and that the rulers of natıOons MUST be subject spırıt. Theır houses AaN! dwellıng remaın in thıs

Rome. hıs 1e6W that the church chould control WOTr. that of the Christians 15 1ın heaven. Iheır
cıtızenshıp 15 1n thıs world, that of the Chrıiıstiansthe 15 less evident today, although the fact that

the atıcan 15 independent MUST be consıd- 15 1ın heaven (Phil 5:20) Ihe WCaDONS of theır
battle AN! wartfare ATC carnal An only agalnstered symptom of thıs viewpoıint. the tlesh. but the WCAaDONS of Chrıistians d1C SP1-

111, Separatıon of Church and State rıtual, agaınst the fortificatıon of the devıl 'Ihe
At the Reformatıon, 4A5 ell AS the magıster1al worldly e armed wıth steel A 1ron, but Chrıs-
Reformers there WEIC, of COUISC, other eaders t1ans ATC armed wıth the of God, wıth

truth, rıghteousness, D  9 faıth salvatıon, anıand factıons. 'Ihe MOST sıgnıfıcant of these W 4A45 the
wıth the Word of God In SUMM AS Chrıst OUTrAnabaptıst MOVEMENT hıs ‘5 COMPTIS-

Ing Man y iındıyvıduals an STOUDS, chared SOTMNC Head 15 mınded, also IMS be mınded the
members of the body of Chrıst through Hım  ‘5COINTMMON VIEWS, NOT least concernıng the relatıon

that there be dıyısıon 1n the body  7, throughbetween church aAM They argued for the SCD
aratıon of church aAM Further, it W as argued whıich 1T would be destroyved. Since then Chrıst
that Chrıiıstians chould AVC iınvolvement in the 15 4S 15 wrıtten of Hım Hıs members

also be the SaAIMNC, that Hıs body MaV remaınIhıs W as spelled UL later 1n of d refusal
ole An unıfned for S Z advancement anıOC CT partıcıpate 1n al Yy polıtical SYS'EC m and

refusal ar A1LILIS 0)8!| behalf of the State upbuldıng. For ALLV kıngdom whıch 15 dıvıded
wıthın ıtself 111 be destroyed 12:25)0In the maın Anabaptıst confess10n, he Confes-

SI0n of Schleitheim, drawn DY Miıchael Sattler 1in slıghtly measured STATfeMENT 15 be
152% there 15 StroNg emphasıs separatiıon.“ tound 1n the 19653 Mennonıiıte VLE, Statement f
Ihere A1C SCVCIN artıcles 1ın the contessıion AN! Artiı- ar where read in Artıcle “We belıeve that

the 15 ordaıned of God LO maılıntaın order 1ncle 15 ()I1 “Separation’:
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SOCICIIY, and that Chrıstians should honor rulers be CAaALhe be SCCH AS the protector of the taıth
subject authorities W1ENESS the an (even DV violence) Church membershıp Was 110
tor governments Sımılarlv. the 1995 Men- longer voluntary. 1SS1ıON efforts primarıly
101 Contession of Faıth where the 15 dırected toward people outsıde the CINDILC en
spelled OUuUtT much MOTC detaıl especılally Artı- "OW. places where Christianity 15 longercle “1he Church’s Relatıon Government aM the relıg10N the OVvernmeNt 15 often SCCI
docıety the defender of relıgıon aAN! the church 15

he church 15 the spırıtual socı1al an polıtı- expected SLIPPOIT OVCErNMECNL polıcıes
cal body that 1CS alleg1ance 10d alone We belıeve that Chrıst 15 Lord Vr all of ıfe

CIHHZEeNns of God’s kıngdom LrUST 111 the Church AN! dAdIC and often compet-
of ‚0d’s love for OUr defense Ihe church INg STIErLUCLUFrEeSs VyEILS for OUrTr loyalty. We under-

knows geographical boundarıes aM needs stand that OVErNMECNLIS CAdlil PICSCIVC order and
violence tor 1TS ProtecCckLoN Ihe onlv Chriıs- that OW ! honor people 111 government

L1an NAatLıOon 15 the church of Jesus Chriıst made But Ur “tear belongs God alone (1 Det
of people from CVCLYV trıbe an natıon called / When the demands of the OVeErNMENT

1UNESss God’s glorYy. conflıct wıth the demands of Christ Christians
In the church SOVCININS author1- ATC obey God rather than an V human author-

1168 of the world aVEe een instıtuted DYy God J  Ity (Acts 29)
tor mamta1mng order SOCI1IETIES Such SOV-

and other human INSTEICULILO AS SCITV-
Although the Var1ıO0Qus churches hıch Call

theır ANCESILY Anabaptısm ATC relatıvely few
ANTS of GOod A called E Justly aAM provıde
order But ıke all such INSTICEULLONS NAatLıOnNs tend tOday,utor the SCP.’:II'&UOH of Church AaN!

State ATC much IMNOTC COIMMNMON Jargely because ofdemand total alleg1ance They then become the adoption of thıs bDy the govemment ofıdolatrous aAMı rebellious aQalINST the wıll of God the USA Relıgion INaYy NOT be taught the Stateven AT 1CS best, SOVErNMECNL CANNOT ACT COIM- schools an ALLY CAPICSS1ON of Christianıty 15pletely accordıng, the USTICE of God because torbidden ederal bulldıngs 1CNESss the FEGENT
NatlON, CXCCPt the church, confesses OChrıist? CasSCc where tormer Alabama Chıef Justice Royrule AS ICS foundatıon. Moore W 4S forced LEILLIOVC hıs of theAs Chrıstians ATIC I'CSPCCt those 111 TIen Commandments trom hısauthorıity AaN! DraV tor all people includıng It clear that the foundıng athers ofthose OVeErNMECNT that they also INAYy be saved Ameriıca NOT Z thıs SCCN1ATIO mınd Iheıranı COLNNC the knowledge of the truth We

COI followıng the CAPDPCI1ICNCC of the DPıl-
INAaYy partıcıpate OVErTNMCNET other NSTICU-

of SOCICLV only WaVYS that do NOT violate SM Fathers aM the New England Purıtans W as

PI'CVCI'It OVeErNMECNT interference the rel1ıg10Usthe love aM holıiness taught DV Christ AN! do ıfe of the people Ihey WEeTC concerned a4VvOo1d
NOT COMPDIOMUIS OUT Jloyalty Chrıst We WICL- the they had eft England whereby thethe NatıOons Dy being that CICV ()I1 hall””
hıch demonstrates the WdV of Chrıst We also church W AsSs controlled DY the a Christians

NOT free reform the AIr accordıng1tNESsSs Dy being ambassadors for Chrıiıst callıng Scripture AS they interpreted 1L It W das certamly NOTthe NAatıOns (and ]] PCISONS AN! instıtutiONs)
TMOVC toward ıustiCcEe, p  ® and COMDASSION for theır iNntentLIıON that choaols cshould be prohıbited

from holdıng Er VIGCES of worshıp teachıng chiıl-all people. In domg, seek the welfare of dren about Godthe CILYV whıch GOod has SCNT us More recently, however Chrıiıstians A begunIn the COMMCNTALV whıch CCOMDANICS thıs neht back ASAINST the INCICASINS rel1g10Usconfession, the 15 clarıhed further attıtude whıch has eecn tostered DYy Supreme
Before the fourth NTUY. about the Lime of the Court inter pretanons of the Constitution Ihe Rev
Roman CIMNMPCIOK Constantıne MOST Chrıistians Ir D James Kennedy, PCA Mınıster ırn Florıda 15

thought of themselves A Natıon made headıng Aall Organıs atıOoN called TIThe Center for
of both Jewısh An Gentile belıevers lıving Reclaıming AÄAmeriıica whıiıch 15 workıng OVerturn

the Natıons ver strangcr S them the atheıst1ic INTEC rPr [4218(0)8 of the Constıitution
( Det 11 Heb 11 When (hrıs- (One example of the work of the Center(
LAaANITV became the relıg10n the CINPCIOL the eKCENt decısıon of the Nınth ( urcut Court of
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Appcals that the Pledge of Allegiance “One Natıon laratıon of Independence.
Under God’ 15 violatıon of the US Constıitution No what the OUTCOME of these CUrrTeNTt
because IT constıitutes “establıshment of relıg1007. battles INAaYy be 1T O€Ss SCCI1 that the decısıon
Ihe Center has 11OW amassed Just chort of qu ın princıple Opt for model whıch for the
ter of miıllıon sıgnatorıes protest thıs Matter, separatıon of church S< for whatever good
whıch 15 110 in the hands of the Supreme Court FCasOIN, W dS5 bound ead Mal y of the dıifAcul-

Dr Kennedy 15 NOT alone ın hıs efforts. Ihe Rev t1es currently eing encountered. Ihe New kng
Dr DPeter L libackK. Presbyterian mınıster AN lIand Purıtans MaYy NS intended DICSCIVC theır
theologıan, has Sset “Ihe Provıdence Oorum reedom worshıp wıthout interference but
he 1ssıon of the Forum, ınter alıa, 15 C theır posıtıon W 45 NOLT el grounded theologıically
instıll an promote udeo-Chrıistıan worldview 4N NOLT ell worded legally. In the hands of those
wıthın COUT culture.” Dr 1 ıllback has also wrıtten wh: A1LC antagonıst1c bıblıcal Christianıity 1T W as

short book rel1g10Us lıberty whiıch SI.IPPOITS the almost iınevıtable that 1t ould be sed mMargın-
arguments presented DYy the Forum .19 Yet another alıse aAMn ısolate Chrıistianıty AN! LTEINOVE 1t from
Chrıstian organısatıon whıch eX1IStS campa1gn the publıc SQUATC.,
the church and 1SSUE, 15 the “Allıance Defense
Fund’ .1} In OLlC of theır pamphlets, they explaın 1V. Church and State iın Relationship

The tourth model of church-state relatıonshıpsomething of the hIStOrYy of the church/state COIM-

for relatiıonshıp 1n hıch there 1S mutual
TIThe term “separatıon of church AN! state” W dS5 recognıtıon AaN! responsıbilıty. hıs has taken ar1ı-

OUS ftorms VCT the centurıes. he classıc example 15PSF sed by IThomas Jefferson 1n letter the
Danbury Baptısts 1n 180L1, when he responded the relatıonshıp between church and AS estab-

theır CEOHECLIAS about ınvolvement 1n lIıshed DYy Constantıne. When in 224A)) Constan-
rehıgıon. Jefferson’s letter had nothıng Sa V tine became SUPICHIC (aesar WT both halves of the
about lımıtıng publıc rel1g10Us eXpress10N, but Roman Empıre, he moved faırly quickly CHSUEG

dealt wıth government”s ınterference in the publıc unıted church ın unıted CMPIKE: He W as instru-
eXpression of faıth .1< mental 1n seekıng nng theologiıcal harmonYy

the ser10usly dıyıded church DYy inst1gatıng aınIt W dsS Supreme Court Justice Hugo
Black who YSt inserted the FErn “separatıon of chaırıng the Councıl of Nıcaea. More sıgnıfıcantly,

however, he moved Chrıstianıse the empıre,church aAMn state” 1NTO Amerıcan Jurisprudence in
hıs maJorıty Opınıon of Everson 0A1ı of Educa- effectively creating what NO call “Chrısten-
H0N He Fırst Amendment dom  2 19 In S1VINg freedom, protection AN! reCOSN-
has erected ll between church AaN! Ihe t10N the church, Constantıne oreatly advanced ItSs
wall MUST be kept hıgh aM impregnable. We standıng aMı made 1Ss1ıoNnN aAM evangelısm much

safer AN! easier. By declarıng, the empıre becould NOL ADPDIOVC the slıghtest breach.”
Ihe Fıirst Amendment STATES “Congress chall Christian, however, he taced problems. Fırst,

the risk of nomiınalısm; ARAT second, the creation ofmake Iaw respecting establıshment of rel1-
10N; prohibiting the free everc1ıse thereof; somewhat unstable relatıonshıp between church
abrıdging the treedom of specech, the D  7 an whiıch W dAS always 1n danger Grg-
OT the rıght of the people peaceably - rnfyıng 1Into model (JLIE CH: model above.
Die: and petition the OVvVernmeNt tor redress Another understandıng of how church an

could be in relatıonshıp W d tormulated DYy Martınof grievances.” No mentıon 15 made of “Wall
between church AN! state. ”1 Luther DYy 11NCAaAaills of hıs “*"Wwo kıngdoms’ doctrine . !©
If take all of the argu  S of these VAarlous hıs argumecnt reCOSNISES that there 15 both 'kıng-

dom of God’ A 'kıngdom of the world’ FachOrganısat1ons together, IT would SCCI1 that the WAY
1n which the Supreme Court has interpreted the has PULrDOSC under God but those

be achıeved separately.US Constitution 15 OUTt of SI'.CP wıth what these
STOUDS belıeve be the S intent of those wh. hus dıd Luther sımultanecously vindıcate Cıvıl
orıginally ftramed IT Ome Chrıstian aWVECrIS aVE rule 4S A Chrıstian work agaınst the Anabaptıst

rejection of IT an repudıate the dırect iınterfe-ecnN specıfic 2A1 have argued that the 1:

FreENT Sıtuatıon NASs OMNIC about because of A aılure TGTIEE of secular authorıtv wıth, ON behalf
read the 75 Constitution in the lıght of the T IPC O: Chrıstian reedom... "TThe key 1 uther’s
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independent AD SE WAas hıs insıght that Y Barttles wriıtes,
Chrıistian EXIStS 1ın both realms aM 15 subject Ihroughout thıs the c1ıvıl SOVEIN-both regımes, that hıs ınward dıspos1it10ns MECNT, there ATC S1840 ONg echoes of the SENECa
and outward act1ons ATC structured DV thıs dual Commentary.... Unquestionably Calvın 15 UE
membershıp. reworkıng ftrom thıs 8l evangelıcal Christian
Luther’s posıt1on, however, W AS somewhat Vantage pomnt the whole classıcal teachıng

the monarch *}unstable, both theologıically AN! polıticaliy, largely
because of 11S insıstence the separatıon of Ihe MOST strıkıng feature of the sect10on C1vıl]
POWCTIS, although he st1l! maıntaıned that both OVErINMECNL GGE HS the STACUSs of the magıstrate
ATC ordaıned of God Its instabılıty 15 underlıned AS the 11C who Justice Aa rules Vr the
Dy the fact that the Anabaptısts, 45 WC aVe SCCH people. Calvın SaVS that those who hold thıs office
developed IT 1ın such WaV 4A5 for SCDAra- ‘have mandate ftrom God, havıng Gn iınvested
t10N between the ıngdoms, whereas Melanchthon wıth dıyıne authorıtYy, an ATC. wholly (G0d’s Cdeveloped IT in such WaV that It became vVC sentat1ıves, ın MANNCTTC, actıng AS hıs VICEDEFENLS. -sımılar the Anglıcan VIEW, A later developed DYy He ZOCS SpCa 1n quıite elevated„ sayıngHooker that the work of the magıstrate 15 'holy M1NI1S-

try>23 an concludes that NO OC ought doubt
alvın’s Views Church an! State that C1ıvıl authorıty 15 callınge, NOT only holy aM

lawful before God, but also the MOST sacred and DyJohn Calvın took ] uther’s notion of the °*two far the MOST honourable ofal callıngs 1ın the whole
kıngdoms’ but developed IT dıfferently. He agrecd ıte of mortal men. 4 Later he 1Ns1ısts that those
that church and WEIC both establıshed by God who hold the ofhice of magıstrate aVve Jurisdic-but he dıd NOLT wıth 1 uther’s WaYV of defin- t1on bestowed DYy God’” that they ATC be g_ng the relatiıonship. Calvın wanted 1NS1IsSt that nısed 4S “minısters AF representat1ıves of God’ and
the “*wo kıngdoms’ wed dutıies AN! responsıbilı- that L10-OIL1C cshould 'regard magıstrates only 4S
tıes ONC another and that OC of those W asSs the LECCSSALV kınd of evil’.2>
state’s duty reCOSNISE, ProtecCt 2887uthe Ihe posıtıon spelled OULT DF in the 1536 edıtıon
lıberty of the church Calyvın establıshed, then, of the Institutes dırected Calvın’s actı1ons 1n rela-
LIOTEC reined version of MO four, ONC 1N which t10N the C1ıvıl rulers durıng hıs YrSt residency in
the relatıonshıp between church an W aS Geneva. It W asSs after hıs banıshment from Geneva,
LLIOTC clearly establıshed 4S A much INOTEC however, that hıs thought beg1ins and
solıd theologıcal foundatıon. hıs WAas the pOSsI1- deepen, AS represented DYy later edıtions rthe Instı-
tion whıch W dS$ establıshed 1n prelımınary WdY DY I has Gcen arguecd that the aılure of hıs TSt
Calvın 1ın Geneva an [LLLOTC sıgnıfıcantly DYy Knox per10d ın Geneva, NOT least because of the relatıon-
1n Scotland. shıp between the Reformed church AN! the CıtyIhe remaınder of thıs 111 CONSsISt 1n anl authorities, led hım turther thought. More Par-exposıtıon and defence of thıs partıcular 1eW of ticularly, 1T has en argued that the time he
church AN! MY argumenNt 15 that thıs model in Strasbourg wıth Martın Bucer W ds ımportant
provıdes the real an PrOpCI basıs for publıc the- kev turther development:;“®
ology, tor the Chrıstian Church’s rıght place 1n In the final edıtıon of the Instıtutes, Calvın’s
the publıc SQUaTC, teachıng thıs subject continues CERTTe around

In the Airst edıtıon of the Institutes, Calvın sSCT OUuTt hıs understandıng of the “**Wwo kıngdoms’, although
hıs Dasıc position. ® Ihere onlvy SIX chapters the section O reedom became separated
1n that 1536 edıtıon an IT W3AasSs In the last chapter from the secti1on ON C1ıvıl OVErNMECNL hıs
that Calvın dealt wıth 1SSUES of church An STAate 1$ how he CADICSSCS the argument:
he chapter COVETS °Chrıstian Freedom, Eiccles1i- Therefore: lest thıs stumblıng-blockastıcal Power, AaAn Polıtical Admıinıstration’.?” It 15 ALLV let usSs observe that 1n INan OVEINMECNLT 15
the thırd section of thıs chapter which deals wıth twofold: the ONC spırıtual, DV which the CONSCI-
the NatLure and functions of cıvıl SOVerment. “ it 15 15 traıned pIety and dıyıne worship; the
interesting that Calvın, wh. had or1ıgınally other C1VIl,; DV whiıch the iındıyıdual 15 instructed
studıed Jlaw, held SOMNC of the VIEWS expressed 1n those dutıies whıiıch, 4S ıNn Cıtızens,1n thıs chapter before becoming theologıan. As AIC bold DEMOFTI -& o these L[WO forms ATC
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commonly gıven the NOT inappropriate LLa Ccs of condemned AN! burned 1n effieY, Knox The
spırıtual An temporal Jurısdıction. Now, these Apbpellatıon from the Sentence Pronounced by the Bısh-

AS E dıivided tHEM. AT always be 0PS an Clergy. Addressed the Nobhilıty and Estates of
viewed apart ftrom each other When the OHE 15 Scotland.° What Knox SaVS er about magıstrates
consıdered, cshould call off OUTr mınds, A echoes vC closely what aVe already SCC1I] ın
NOT allow them thınk of the other. For there Calvın, wıth the added insıstence that 1It W 4S the
eXIStS ın Ianl kınd of worlds, VCT IC dutvy of lesser magıstrates ODPDOSC the rule of

theır super10rs, ıf these acted CONTtr arVv 0d’s lawdıfferent kıngs AN! dıfferent laws Cal preside. /
In the final chapter of the final edıtiıon of the (Dy implıcatıon thıs iıncluded sovereigns).““ Knox’s

Institutes, Calvın underlınes and expands uDON posıtion W d$ also spelled OUT through hıs ınvolve-
MENT 1n wrıting both The SCOEFS Confessun aM thewhat he had sa1ıd in 153628 (hvıl SOVET! NMECNL 15 Fırst Book of Discipline. Ihe underlyıng ar gumentvıtal AaN! 15 ordaıned by God for the well ordering

of SOCIELY. Ihe magıstrates RE appointed by God of the Appellation, AN! of these other documents,
and ATC be obeyed, CVEN sınful 1168 Ihey CC

conhfirms that Knox’s general posıtion the rela-
t1onshıp between Church aM State 15 the SAdILIC ASCIsE dıyıne authorıty AN! theır authorıty extends that of Calvın.both tables of the law. They MUST punısh evıildoers It W das John Knoxw’s SUCCCSSOL,; Andrew Melvılle,and thıs iıncludes the rıght ear the sword.

Calvın’s developed understandıng of the rela- who turther developed AN! rehined the posıtıon
artıculated and defended by Calvın AN! KNOX. Hıstıon between church an has GEn wıdely posıtıon W as spelled OUuUT AN! became famous ininfuentıal. Indeed: 1T has eCen argued that the VCc ENCOUNTETr wıth Kıng James of Scotland.®®establiıshment of democracy Call be dırectly traced

the iınfÄuence of Calvın’s polıtıcal thought.“” In Melvılle 15 sa1ıd GE grasped James’ sleeve, called
hım “G0d’s sıllıe vassal’ an told hım that there

the 19th Calvın’s VIEWS WCIC taken A WEIC kıngs AN! kıngdoms 1n Scotland, 1n
developed Dy the notable Dutch Calvınıst Abraham OC of whıch (Christ’s kıngdom) James W 45 NOt
Kuyper (  s  )30 In Curn, Kuyper infÄuenced 2137
other leadın 1C5 lıke Herman Dooyeweerd kıng, NOTr Lord, L1LOT head ut member

Melvılle’s attıtude the kıng an hıs VIEWS
(1894-1977).*' In the 20th AN! 0)8!| Into church AaN! led much conflict an Melvılle
the ZISt: Calvın’s VIEWS church AN! aVe W a5S5 finally imprisoned 1n the lower of1London for
continued be discussed aın analysed, NOT least
DV those in the *reconstructionNIst” OTLr theonomıc

f1ve It Wd>S nevertheless, thıs FWO kıngdoms’
school|.°® VIEW, 4S clarıfed DYy Melville, which became the TCC-

ognısed legal posıtion 1in Scotland, being known 4A5
It Wd>S however, 1n Scotland, under the dırec- the “establıshment princıple”.t10N of John KnoxX, that MO of church/state When the General Assembly of the Church of

relatıonshıp W dS$ developed whıch MOST closely tol- Scotland adopted the Westmanster Confession of Faıthlowed Calvın’s polıtical theology. 1n 1647, 1T made specıfic mentıo0on, 1ın the Adopting
Act, ofthe second artıcle ofchapter (on Synods
and Councıls), whıich JAaVC magıstrates the rıghtChurch aın State in Reformed

Scotland call synods. Ihe Assembly argued that °the Assem-
DLy understandeth SOTLIC parts of the second artıcle

Ihe Reformatıon ın Scotland, unlıke that 1ın Eng- of the thırty-one chapter only f kKırks NOLT settled,
land, W as A Reformatıon from the bottom constituted 1n pomt of government)”.*® hat 15
rather than the LOP OoOWN As have already SCCHI1, Sa V, IT could understand why countrıes whıch dıd
the Reformatıon in England (at least in ıts earlıest NOT 2VE established Reformed church mıght
phase under Henry VII) W dS ımposed UDON the requiıre such artıcle 1T W 45 NOT LICCCSSAL Y 1n
people Dy the monarch tor hıs WI)1 he Scotland!>” It 15 also interesting that when the TES-
people of cotlan: however, fought tfor Reforma- byterian Church 1n the USA 1n 1fSs Adopting Act of
t10N untıl the monarch, VerY reluctantlvy, DaAVC in 1729 atırmed the Westmunster Confessuon of Faıth,
theır demands ET W d$S 110 question of the 188{08} It specıfically dısavowed sect10ons of chapters N (Of
arch being the head (Or CVEn SUDICIC governor) Chrıistian Lıberty and LibertYy of Conscıence) and
of the Church. John KnNOX, 1ın hıs VAarlı0Qus wrıtiıngs, VX111 (Of the Ohivıl Magıstrate) because of IfSs pOSI1-
spelled OULT the Calvınıstic version of the “*Wwo kıng- t10N (J11 the separatıon of church and StEte.  4U
OMS model For example, 1n 1558 havıng Gcn It W d5 NOT untıl the re-establishment Of Presbyte-

EuroJTh Al 17



A  . MCGOGIOWAN

ranısm ın Scotland 1n 1690, after of struggle 15 regarde; A the SUDTEMEC COUTE of the Church
agalnst ımpose ePISCOPACY, that Act Several AYO, there Was strıkıng example of
of Parlıament W as passed affırmıng the decısıon the effect of thıs in the notable C A of Church of
adopt the Westmuinster Confession of Faıth hıs Scotland mınıster wh. W d5 removed from hıs pOS1-
W as the AÄct Ratıfyıng the Confession of Faıth, nd t10n. Belıeving that the Church had acted wrongly,Settling the Presbyterian Church Government. Inter- the miınıster sought judıcıal FeEVIEW of the eC1-
estingly, although that Act guaranteed the contınu- S10N 1n the cıvıl courts. %° Ihıs WAS turned OWN
iIng establishment of the Church of Scotland, SOIMNC the grounds of the Church of Scotland’s STAtCUs iın
< interpreted IT AS being ‘Erastian. namely, that relatıon the State Dr MacLean N  „ "“SInce
the Church’s rıght independence an spırıtual the 1921 Act recognısed the pre-existing pOWC ISreedom from the State W3AS granted Dy the State, of the Church AS iınherent and uncreated DYy DParlıa-rather than being anl iınherent rnoht:” MCn JE ALLY human authority, the Court of SessionDurıng the polıtical, theologıcal and eccles1as-
tical debates surroundıng the Dıisruption ın the

dısclaımed Jurisdıction. *°
hıs sıtuatıon leaves the Church of Scotland 1ınnıneteenth3 the whole question of estab- unıque sıtuation, iın of modern church/stateIıshment became crucı1al| 1Ssue. 4# (n the OIIC hand, relatıons. It 15 NOLT controlled DY the, AS 15 thethe Fece Church of Scotland whıch W as formed in

158543 OUuUTt of the Dıisruption continued hold
Church of England; 1t O€es NOL ıtself seeck CO
tro| the 1L1LOT P A authorıty beyond thethe establıshment princıple, CVCIN whıle leavıng the sphere of 1fs OW lıtfe An MINISTTY, A4AS the Romanestablıshment tor Ca4sOnsS of spırıtual reedom. (n

the other hand, when the VE Church wanted Catholıc Church has sometımes attempted; aAM

Joıin wıth the Uniıted Presbyterians AT the Lurn of ıf 15 OT separated from the AS 1ın the SOTINC-
what unhappy sıtuatıon ın the USA In short, thethe CCNLUTFYV, thıs princıple became somethıng of Church of Scotland 15 1ın sıtuation where Its COIN-stumblıng block Later stıll, durıng the YTST thırty stitutional posıtıon affords IT entire control VCTrVCArS of the twentieth„ time of UNDTIECE-

dented reunı10N of the Varıo0ous churches, thıs debate Its OW doctrine, worshıp, OVCErNMECNT an dısc1-
plıne, together wıth the protection of thei yeLrVCT the establıshment princıple WAaSs crucı1al wıthout aV interference DYy the of thıs 1Sthe successful completion of the negotlations for

unıcn.* Fınally, however: built the TWO kıngdoms’ theologıcal premise:
Ihe 197 settlement of the Church ofScotland’s

that both church an AT establıshed DYy God,
ATC answerable God an OW! duties AN! ICSDON-constitution made possıble the negotlatiıon of sibıilıtıes ONC another.the 1929 unıon wıth the Uniıted TE Church.

The settlement WASs expressed 1n the Artıicles In the per10d S$1Nce the Reformatıon, AL least

Declaratory prepare DYy the Eistablished Church SINCE the Act o 1690 when Presbyterianism W AS

between 1914 an 1919 ın number of drafts re-establıshed thıs relatıonshıp between Church
AN! State, the establıshment princıple, has workedAaN! IT W ds effected Dy the VC brief Church of

Scotland Act 1921 whiıich the Articles WEeTC vell It 1$ interesting OTtfe that MOST of the
appended.“ Presbyterian denomınatıons ın Scotland (wıth the

notable exception of the Uniıited TeeC Church ofAs Dr MarJorıe MacLean has demonstrated, Scotland) also advocate the establıshment PriInNC1-thıs placed,
the Church of Scotland in C constitutional

ple, havıng wıthdrawn from the Church of
Scotland Naturally, the establishment princıple 15

sıtuation, DYy recoverıng the Melvıllıan version maıntaıned DY careful balance of5 such
of the theory of kıngdoms, eXpressing 4S the appoıntment of °Lord Hıgh Commıis-
It in the modern state-Iıke language of spheres s1i0ner” Dy the Queen the General Assemblyv. TIhe
and realms, an leavıng the Jegal ımplıcatıons General Assembly welcomes the ord Hıgh CoOom:of It unfold 1n due COUTSC TIhe chıef of those missiOENer an hıs (usually including severa]ımplıcatıons W as the recognıtion that the Act cabınet mınısters an Scottish FExecutive M1N1S-represented the first breach in the sovere1gnty of ters’): It also instructs commıttee wrıte 'loyalthe Unıited Kıngdom parlıament. letter” the monarch, conveyıng the greetings and
(Ine aSPECL of thıs “*TWOo kıngdoms’ sıtuation 15 est wıshes of the Assembly but AL the SaJ'mınıc tIMme:that there 15 110 appecal the C1ıvıl COUFTS from the IT afırms IfSs independence from monarchıcal

interference.General Assembly ofthe Church ofScotland, whıch
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Modern Problems cıfic denomınatıon called the Church of Scotland,
Ihe Church of Scotland faces AT least ftour prob- chould AaVE rghts aM privileges 1n natıon where

Chrıistians attending worshıp ATIC 1n small albeıtlems in seekıng maılntaın the establiıshment
signıfıcant) miınorıty? Professor Davıd Fergusson,princıple an Its un1ıque position in relatıon the
of the School of Dıvınıty ın the Universıity of Edın-British Ihe first of these the inter-
burgh, has recently addressed thıs issue.*/ After A11ld-pretation a function of the 1921 ACE, whıch SUup

po ITS AaN! maılntaıns the establıshment princıple. lysıng the Reformatıional for the tradıtional
Scottish 1e6W of church AaN! AN! havıng notedDr MäcLean: ın her dıssertation, that there

A certaın weaknesses 1n the Act which leave it the dramatıc changes whiıch 4VE taken place in
Ccıvıl sOC1ety S1INCEe the Reformatıon, he concludes,OPpCH misınterpretation ultımate collapse. She

In the ESTGTN CONLEXT of dechrıstianızatıon,descr1ibes the weaknesses thus,
where O€Ss thıs leave us” It 15 time OS-First, the intrinsıcally Hawed of the 1971
1SC that models of establishment derıved fromAct AaN! the WaAY It has ern applıed 1n subse-
early modern Geneva and Scotland A beCourt of Session act1ons ımply that the
abandoned. We Cal longer 4SSUMNIC LLOTL aspırestate’s ‘grant‘ of spirıtual independence 15 NOLT
towards cCO-extensive membershıp of church AaN!final 2881 uncondiıtıional, that the reedom of
cıvıl SOCIELY, aM shıftıng of establısh-the Church 15 contingent Its OW) EeNaV-

1OUr, GF that Itfs constıtutional posıtion 15 IMOTEC MICHE 1ın estern kurope confirm thıs. In thıs
ımıted respecCk, the secularızatıon thesıs whıchPreCcarı0us than It lıkes belhieve. Second, the
reCOSNISES the differentiatiıon of c1ıvıl aM rel1ı-sovere1gnty 1n the c1ıvıl sphere 15 NOT sımple O)8

monolıthıc, but fragmented, developıng AT 100 spheres MUST be accepted. Ihe separatıon
of the „ the market CCONOIN V, AN! sc1eNCEcomplex. spirıtual Jurisdiction that depends

what 15 effectıvely wıth that trom the iınfAuence of rel1g10U0s instıtutions 15
unden1ıuable feature of modernıtYy. Yet; thıs entaıls15 Jonger the only relevant secular authorıty neıither the decline of relıg10n L11OT Its confine-15 A eroding Jurisdıiction that has ANSWECTIS

SOIL1IC of the modern quest1ons being asked of It MENT prıvate CT sectarıan sphere.*
1 hırd. the CONTEMPOFAFY ashıon fOor iındıvıdual hıs miıght inıtially SCCI1 ıke counsel of despaıir.

G1iven the MNSINS tıde of pluralısm AN! the modernhuman rıghts O€Ss NOT yet o1VvE priviıleges the
Church because 1T would A dıfficulty ASSETT- secular mentalıty, MUST sımply o1VvE the
ıng ItSs legal COITIPCtCI]CC be treated A bearer theology of the °*tWwo kıngdoms”. hıs 1S, however,
of rıghts. Ihe undenıu1able lıttle spheres ofhuman NOLT Fergusson’s last word the subject. Insteae.
sovere1gnty produced 1ın thıs model provıde F he reinterpret certaın key afırmatıons in

the tradıtıonal Reformed VIEW, namely, the ImMpor-partners 1n the co-ordınation of authorıty aM
legal respons1bilıty. FAaneG® of the „ the fact that publıc Servıce 15 A

he 1921 settlement SUFVIVES, T: least in callıng from God, that Christians A1LC called upDON
theory, but IT has lost the foundatıon of the be iınvolved AS salt aMn lıght 1n the transtorma-
understandıng of Church-state relatıons (I1I1 t10N of socılety an! OIl Towards these ends, he
whıch IT W as built calls fOr,
Dr MacLiean then SECTS OULT establısh HE the maıntenance of dıstinct Chrıstian subcul-

‘theological, Jegal an constitutional foundatıons’ ure that MUureures AaAn CqU1pPS iındıyıduals tor
tor the 2 Ist Among other suggest10Ns, she authentic servıce AL tiıme of increasıng moral

fragmentatıon and confusıon. Whıle there Maythat eed ME  S theologıcal understand-
ıng of freedom, eed make certaın changes longer be all Organıc unıty between church

the Artıicles Declaratory and eed specıfy AN! secular SOCIELY, the Reformed V1ISION of
LNOTC precıisely what legislatıon W as repealed when socı1al transformatıon an critical support tor the
Parlıament adopted the 1027 Act kven wıth these 1$ st1l] relevant. It continues tfer A adly

needed perspective 1n ICS ıntent make INMONchanges, che 15 NOLT confident that the Church of
Scotland (  - maılntaın ICS constitutional posIit1on. &IN 1n search of pOsıt1ve socı1al contrıbution,

he second problem COMNCGTIHS the pluralıstic ın A hopeful though sober V1IS1ION of polıtical POS-
and multi-ethnıc culture which 110 eX1StS 1n SCOt- sıbılıtıes, In the afırmatıon of publıc SEIVICE AaN!
land, partıcularly In the cıtles. How 15 ıt possıble 1n the dignıty of polıtıcal ofhice whıch, though

frequently demeaned. remaılns oift and callıngmaılntaın that Chrıistianıty, tar less the Very SPC
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of God. * publıc 1SSUES and wıll in aV Cn probably Cal
embarrassment!Ihe thırd and related problem the

interpretation and ımplementatıon of the Uro- In the artıcle demonstrate that
PCall Unıi0on Charter Human ghts Cre 15 thıs 1e6W 15 of relatıvely TeCcenNnt:t or1g1n an stands
danger that thıs 111 change the sıtuation V1S-A-VIS ın marked the posıtıon adopted ın the
the Church of cotlan: SINCe It could be argued Church of Scotland ftrom the time of the Reforma-
that AalLVy Iımıtatıon of the sovere1gnty of the in t10N onwards. It OS SCCIN IX however, that
favour of STOUD of Chrıistians (albeıt the natıonal, ATC 1ın danger of throwıng AWAV thıs heritage, NOT
establıshed Church) 15 dıscrımınatory 2AN amag- least because of 19NOraNCE. Most members (perhaps
ıng the human rıghts of those wh. ATC neıither CVCN mınısters) 1n the Church of Scotland
Christians 11OT Presbyterians. It 15 interesting would struggle artıculate the precıise relatiıonship
speculate 0)8i what attıtude would aV eecn taken between church and Many would happılythe ogan CdSC reterred above, had IT en dıspense wıth It rather than seeıng IT AS iınspıredreferred the European Court of Human Rıghts. pıece of theology! Indeed, INalı y would consıder
(One encouragıng S1gn 1ın thıs mMatter, however, 15 the whole ar gument be somewhat AFrCAaNC, of
the 1CASSUTAaINICES which WCIC given of mınor interest hıstor1ans perhaps ut of real
seN107r churchmen from of Scottish denom - interest CONSCQUCNCE for the ırk to aY.inat1ıons when they MeTLt wıth Judges from the
kuropean Court of Human Rıghts 1n Strasbourg, Conclusion1n 2001 They told that Just 4S ındıyvıduals had
rıghts, LOO dıd bodies (such 4S churches) AaN! IT Where then do WC trom here? It
W as NOT the intention of the interfere 1n that MUST establısh whether NOLT the doctrine
1SSUES relatıng the churches. of the °"WO kıngdoms’, 4A5 spelled OUufT success1ıvely

Ihe tourth problem aAMn perhaps ultımately the Dy Calvın, Knox 2881 Melville, 15 the est WdY
MOST SeEr10US, concerns the Church of Scotland’s understand and interpret Scripture. 158 1t 1S, then
OW) self-ıdentification. hıs 1e6W of Church AaN! MUST continue ArZUC tor such model, CVCN 1n
State whıch has en outlıned above AN! whiıch has the face of secular world whıch rejJects OUrTr PIFCSUD-
een establıshed in Scotland for almost 45() e  $ posı1t10Ns. After all. there 15 CVCLIY LTCASON believe
15 neıther properly understood NOr valued DYy MOST that KNOxX held hıs posıtıon church an
of the members of the ırk Wrıiting SOMIC time durıng the tiıme when Mary Queen of Scots
AYO in Lafe Work,; the monthly magazıne of the W d reignıng 1n Scotland and the Catholıc Queen
Church of Scotland. addressed the changıng SIFU- Mary W dS$5 reignıng ın England. He understood hıs
at10n 1n COQOUT understandıng ofChristianıity AS publıc objectives GV when they MUST A seemed quıte
relıgı0n. Let from that artıcle: ımpossıble. If somethıng 15 soundly based bıblıcally

W asSs lıstenıng the radıo few days AZO AN! ıN theologically then MUST se«c PUut IT Into
heard makıng Sarcastıc An deroga- practice, whatever stands agaınst us

Furthermore, IT that MUST o0kCO remarks about the Priıme Mınıster. Was It
aTt thıs MaAaitfe ın kuropean CONtEXtT It 15 clearbecause of ]E5 w polıtıcal dec1ısıon he had made,

OT perhaps because of SOMNC aılure 1ın ImMpor- that the natıon TAatfes whiıch make the Uuro-
PCaN Unıi0on 111 have future whıch 15 much LLLIOTCFANft MmMatiter of state” No, 1t WAaS because he had

dared mention hıs faıth and hıs relatıonshıp integrated, C VCA ıf NOT fully unıted. What 111 be
wıth God “We 1ıke OUr relıg10n be kept prı the relatıonshıp between the Fkuropean UnıLi1on AaN!

1n thıs country' the trumpeted an the Christian church? Dıscussions leadıng the
make It VCLY clear that polıtıcıans 1L1CW constıtution tor the kuropean Union, ınclud-

ıng the debate AS whether 08 NOLT there cshould(and C else) should keep theır rel1ıg10Us
VIEWS themselves and should NOT bring them be AL1LV mentıon of God,; point the dıffhculties.

We allow these quest10ns begg1ing;into publıc lıtfe hıs 1S A faırly COINMON opınıon
today, HC whıch regards relıgıon AS MmMarfter of WC discuss them and reach OUrTr WI) conclu-
personal devotion, d prıvate commUunNnı0N bet- S10NS before seekıng infÄiuence others CIOSS the
WCCN A ındıyıdual and GOod Ihose who take contıinent.
thıs VIeEW that Ne’s  2 taıth should IIC VerTr be hıs has sought PrESCHL theological CdSC

spoken of publıchy, SINCE It has 110 bearıng (J)I1 ıN Al hıstorical example SUpPpOrt A partıcular
EuroJTh 0
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understandıng of the relatıonshıp between church 18 Iranslate and annotated by Ford Lewiıs Battles
and A4AS the basıs tfor publıc theology, that 1S ranı pı1ds Ekerdmans,

19 Ibıd, 1 76ff.for the rıght of the Chrıistian church speak AN!
Ibıd, 207$.be heard ın the publıc SYUaTC, If (EjECL the pl*WOoO kıngdoms’ model of church/state relations, Ibıd, ıx

2 Ibıd, 209whıich W ds establıshed wıthın Reformed theology 23 Ibıd, 210
aAM has CN evidenced DY the sıtuatıon hıstorıcally Ibıd, 209
1n Scotland, then whereın lıes the theologıcal basıs 25 Ibıd, 270
tor OUur publıc theology? What rıght do AaNe (YDonovan and (YDDonovan From Ire-
speak the nNat1ONs, from the rıght which NEUS LO Grotms, 665

Institutes /19/1515 bestowed upON us Dy the OC wh. created both
Inıstitutes 4/20church and natıons, aM whom both ATC ANSWEECTI -

able? ouglas CHV The Emergence of ıberty In the
Modern World. The Influence Calyın 1VDE G(0V-We ought NOT be fighting for small place 1in ernments from the 16th hrough 18t) Centurıes Phıl-the publıc SQUaTC, 1t 15 UrTS Dy rıght. lıpsburg: Presbyterian Reformed,

Kuyper Lectures Calypınısm ranı p1ds
OTtes Eerdmans, See especıally chapter three ( ' Al-

ViINısmMm and Polıitics’.
VANMENV and the Englısh Reformatıon (Edınburgh: 31 Herman Dooyeweerd New Crıtugue of Theoretical

ar 1T hought Vol 1-1V (Ontarıo: Paıde1a PTIess, 1975);Ihe copyright the Englısh versi1on of the Sch- Herman Dooyeweerd Roots of Western Culture; Pagan,eıtheim lext 15 held by Herald Press, cott  S, Secular and Chrıstian Options ( Ioronto: edge Pub-
It 15 Iso avaılable ON the veb at http:// lıshıng Company,members.1quest.net/—)swartz/schleitheim/ 32 SC for example, K Rushdoony The Institutes ofIdem

Idem
1011CA Law (Nutley, NJ Presbyterian Reformed,

Bahnsen 1 heonomy In Chrıstian Ethics.
http://www.bibleviews.com/BriefSEhtml Expanded 11107 wıth Replıes LO Cirıitics (Phillıpsburg:http://www.mennolınk.org/doc/cof/art.23.htm] Presbyterian Reformed, 1984; Bahnsen No
ıdem. Other ANAANV (Iler, Instıitute for Chrıstian
http://www.reclaımamerı1ca.org/ Economıics, 1991 n D
http / WWW.proviıdenceforum.or 33 ELECTE: Wrıtings of John NONX. Pucblic Ebnstles, TreatısesCN < M \OLD ON m* Proclaım 10erty (Bryn Mawr, Ihe Provıdence and Expositions LO the Year 1559 (Dallas: Presbyterian
Forum, 2001 Herıutage Publications, 4 /1:52)

14 http [ WWW.telladf.org Ibıd, 488,489
http://www.telladf.org 25 It INaYy be, however, that Knovw’s cONstant references

13 The u about Separatıon 0  UNC and State the WaYV in C God governed srael, leave
grateful Mr Robert annada, ftormer hım 1able the C arge of sCcEC. establısh

Chaırman of the Oar of Reformed Theological theocracYy. Ihıs charge W as also a1d agalnst Calvın
Semiıinary 1n Jackson, Missı1ıssıppl, for thıs insıght. but IMaV be successfully rebutted: SCC

15 For ar gumcnt ın favour of the notıion of Chrıs- Calvın’s T hought Economi1c and Socıal Issues and the
tendom SCC Olıver (YlDDonovan The Desıre the Relationship of UVCH and State Artıcles Calvyın
'aAtıons: 1SCOVErING the Roots of Polıtical 1T heology anı Calyınısm vol. 11 (New OrK London Gar-
(Cambrıidge: Cambrıidge University PTeSss. and Publıshing,
For crit1que of ()’Donovan'’s posıtıon CC raıg LES Burleigh UG 1StOry of COLLAN
Bartholomew, Jonathan Chaplın, Sonmg London: ON Universıity PTess: 204-
and Wolters Royal Priesthood? The (J/se 205
of the Ethically and Polıtically: Dialogue wıth Ibıd, 204

38Olıper ()’Donovan Scripture Hermeneutıics ser1es 1gon Duncan H ‘"Owniung Ihe Confessi0on: Sub-
ranı Rapıds: Zondervan, scrıption In the Scottish Presbyterian Iradıtion’ iın
For ALl exposıtion of 1uther’s posıtı1on, ogether Davıd all (EC) The Practice of Confessional Sıih-
wıth EXTTrAC! TOM 1 uther’s wrıtiıngs, SCC Olıver scrıption (Lanham, M Universıity Press ofAmerıca,
(YDonovan and Joan Lockwood (YIDonovan 8i
From Irenaeus LO Grotius: Sourcebook In Chrıistian 30 In the Contessional STAfemMECNT SC the iınfÄuence
Polıtical Thought Grand p1ds kerdmans, of Samuel Rutherford whose Tex Rex hugely
581-608 influentiaal, NOT least ın relatıon ArSumcCNLtSs
Ibıd, 5872-583 the legitimacy of the executıon of Charles
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George Knıght “Subscription the Westminster of Scotland 192] (Edınburgh: ar
Contfession of Faıth nd Catechisms’ M MurrayRebuilding the In Presbyterian Reun-
Cit:, 121 102 In COLLAaN. Q0)9- ] Q729 (Edınburgh: cottısh Aca-

4 1 grateful the Rev Dr MarJorıe acLean, demic Fress,.
Ibıd, 104Depute Princıipal er‘! of the General Assemblvy

of the Church of cotland, for makıng avaılable 45 ogan V. Presbytery of Dumbarton 1993 SLI
the relevant chapters of her Ph DD dıssertation,

OT least the sect1on 1n whıich che quotes thıs ArguUu- acLeaNn. 123
IMECNT from AI op MacLean Ihe Crown Davıd Fergusson, "Chüurch, State, and 1V: Socıiety
Rıghts of the Redeemer: OrMeE Approach LO SOV- ın the Reformed Iradıtion" iın allace M Alston $r
EVEeLGNTY the atıonal Church In the DUst Century Miıchael er (eds.); Reformed 1 heology: Identity
(PhD Thesıs, Universıity of Edınburgh, 107 and Ecumenicıty (Grand Rapıds: kerdmans,

4.) Ibıd, chapter 111-.125
43 Ibıd, chapters and See also Murray VEE- 45 Ibıd, 125

dom LO Reform. The Articles eclaratory” NUVC Ibıd, FRZAUSG

The Sıgnificance of Salvatıon:
Study of Salvatıon Language in the Pastoral Epistles

Paternoster 1011CA: Monographs

George M Wıeland

Ihe language and ıdeas of salvatıon pervade the three Pastoral pistles. hıs Study offers close
examınatıon of theır soter10log1ical STATEMECNTS In al three etters the idea of salvatıon 1S ftound play

vital paraenet1ic role, Dbut a Iso exhıbıts dıstinctive soterlological emphases. Ihe results challenge
ONM ONMN aSSUMpt10NS about the Pastoral pıstles AS COLDUS.

eorge Wieland 1S Lecturer 1n New Testament AL Carey Baptıst College and Auckland Unıiversity,
New Zealand.
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