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HOLLYWOOD 
AND THE 

BIG THREE 
The ReShaping of American Culture and Cars. 

In 1965 President Lyndon Baines Johnson 
signed into law a Bill creating the National En
dowment of the Arts. By creating the NEA 
President Johnson and the Congress hoped 
through tax subsidies to enhance and to extend 
opportunies for all Americans to participate in 
shaping American culture. 

By the 1980's the American people came to the 
realization that the NEA had become a veritable 
cesspool of special interests promoting a 
sub-culture of homosexual pornography, 
anti-Christian bigotry, and just plain "bad art." 
Towards the latter part of the 1980's and early 
1990's, as opposition to the NEA grew in Con
gress, it appeared that the NEA might not sur
vive into the 21st century. 

With the election of Bill Clinton, the NEA has 
not only survived, but appears to have been re
vived with significant bipartisan support. Only 
15 Senators, 11 Republicans and 4 Democrats, 
supported Jesse Helms' amendment to kill fund
ing for the NEA. Representative Phil Crane 
could only muster 103 votes in the House for his 
motion to terminate the agency. 

Efforts in both houses of Congress to reduce 

substantially NEA's funding were similarly de
feated. And to top it off, Hollywood actress Jane 
Alexander, Clinton's nominee to head the embat
tled agency sailed through the Senate without de
bate and without a dissenting vote. 

The future of continued federal subsidies of the 
arts has not looked so bright since the time of 
Johnson's Great Society. 

Meanwhile, as Alexander wowed the Senate 
Labor and Human Resources Committee with in
spiring anecdotes of how the arts transformed her 
life, the Clinton administration and the chief ex
ecutives of General Motors Corp., Ford Motor 
Co., and Chrysler Corp. announced a new part
nership of government and industry for research 
and development. 

Designed to produce the car of tomorrow, Vice 
President Al Gore predicted that this historic and 
unprecedented union of government and the Big 
Three would position the United States auto in-
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dustry as the "principal force" in the global car the use of tax revenues to support the arts and 
market in the next century. private business' research and development? 

The reaction of the American business commu- As for the arts, Thomas Jefferson proclaimed 
nity to this infusion of tax revenues waxed opti- in the great preamble to his 1786 Act for Estab
mistic. From the U. S. Chamber of Commerce lishing Religious Freedom in Virginia: That to 
to the National Association of Manufacturers has compel a man to furnish contributions of money 
come a chorus of endorsements. The president for the propagation of opinions which he disbe
of the Chamber welcomed government subsidies lieves is sinful and tyrannical.... According to 
as "a step forward:" It makes sense for the gov- Jefferson, "the opinions of men are not the object 
ernment to work with industry to advance the of civil government, nor under its jurisdiction." 

public go:xJ. 1hat to compel a num to .fUrnish contributions What is art but the 
Does 1t make sense? of money for the propagation of opinions expression of the opin-

Does government sub- .L •. L he ..3:ftb z· . . ,.,;., and ty . . -1 ion of the artist? To re-
'd f . d try d f WulCu w.:J. e lt!Ves lS Sl1!J.... ra:nJUCcu,. . th 1 s1 y o m us an o qurre e peop e to pay 

the arts "advance the for any such expression 
public good?" Or does 7homas Jefferson - 1786 with money forceably 
it advance the selfish interests of those who re- extracted from them was anathema to Jefferson 
ceive the subsidy at the expense of the rest of us? and, therefore, forbidden in principle. 

William Safire, for one, has raised such ques- Did Jefferson's view prevail at the national 
tions. Writing in his nationally syndicated col- level as well? The 8th Clause of the 8th Section 
umn in early October, Satire reminded his reader of Article I of the United States Constitution lim
of "Synfuels, the cockamamie Carter-era solution ited Congressional power "to promote the pro
to high oil prices .... After a decade of taxpayer gress of science and the useful arts" to the "se
losses in the billions, Synfuels was folded be- curing, for limited times, to authors and inven
cause the free market brought down prices with tors, the exclusive right to their respective writ-
no government help." ings and discoveries." 

As for the NEA, with Hollywood actress Jane Early efforts to influence Congress to promote 
Alexander at the helm, can we expect the ad- science and culture with tax subsidies failed. In 
vancement of the public good? Michael Medved his 1803 edition of Blackstone's Commmentaries, 
in his book, Hollywood Vs. America has pro- St. George Tucker claimed that these could not 
vided ample documentation that culture Holly- have succeeded without violating Clause 8, Sec
wood-style is on a collision course with all that is tion 8, Article I because that provision declared 
good in America. only one permissible "mode" for giving encour-

J udging Alexander on the basis of her public agement to the sciences and the useful arts. I 
statements to Congress in 1990, not on the pab- Blacksone's Commentaries App. 266-67. 
lum dished out at her confirmation hearings, she Thus, for years Congress promoted science and 
fits into the polluted Hollywood mainstream. As culture by making available to all Americans 
the Media Research Center reported in the Sep- equal opportunity to secure exclusive rights to 
tember 1993 issue of TV etc., back in 1990 Alex- their inventions and creations through patents and 
ander endorsed support for the obscene because: copyrights. A system of patents and copyrights 
The family of art ... produces ugly babies as well was contemplated by America's founders to be 
as beautiful ones, but we have to embrace all of conducive to the "public good" which, as James 
that family, and we cannot throw any baby out Madison pointed out in Federalist Number 43, 
with the dirty water. "fully coincides ... with the claims of individu-

But should one's objection to government sub- als" who have a right to their own literary works 
sidies for big business and Hollywood-art rest on and inventions at common law. 
the empirically-verified failures of past policies While efforts were made to use the spending 
alone? Or is there not a principled objection to power under the General Welfare Clause in the 



The Forecast- November 15, 1993 

First Clause of the 8th Section of Article I, to 
subsidize businesses and other special interests, 
such efforts were neither systematic nor success
ful until the Roosevelt New Deal. 

Prior to the Roosevelt revolution America's 
Presidents generally held the line against such 
subsidies. One of them was Democratic Presi
dent Grover Cleveland who, in 1893, vetoed a 
bill providing funds from tax revenues for rivers 
and harbors with the warning that such "direct 
and especial favors" would promote "a vicious 
paternalism" leading the people to expect from 
their government paternal care. 

According to Cleveland, the mission of the 
federal government was to enforce "exact justice 
and equality," not to distribute favors. Welch, 
The Presidencies of Grover Cleveland 14 (1988). 

Cleveland's view of the role of government co
incides with the Biblical principles in Romans 
Chapter 13. In verses 3 and 4 the duty of the 
civil ruler is clearly stated: To commend those 
who do good and to punish those who do evil. 
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By commending good, the state encourages and 
rewards those who choose to do good. It may 
not, however, force people through its taxing or 
other powers to do good. It may only impose 
sanctions against someone after he has chosen to 
do evil. 

This Biblical view was embraced by America's 
founders in the Declaration of Independence 
when they embraced as the purpose of govern
ment "to secure" the God-given rights of life, lib
erty, and the pursuit of happiness. 

When a government begins to use its taxing 
power to subsidize private enterprise, whether it 
be culture or cars, then it oversteps its limited ju
risdiction and intrudes upon areas of life that the 
Creator intended to be left to the individual, the 
family, the church, or other private entities. 

The federal government's forays into culture 
and cars will fail because they transgress God's 
civil covenant principles, as well as the American 
covenant commitment written in the United 
States Constitution. D 

USA+ NAFTA -- UNNA 
On November 17, 1993, the House of Repre

sentatives is scheduled to vote on the North 
American Free Trade Agreement (NAFT A for 
short). This vote will be the first real test in the 
Clinton effort to establish a free trade zone for 
the United States, Canada, Mexico and poten
tially other nations in the Western hemisphere. 

While the public debate on NAFT A has been 
vigorous, it has primarily focused on economic 
issues. Opponents have stressed the risk of 
American workers' losing their jobs, especially 
to Mexico. Proponents have claimed that what
ever job losses in the short run, increased trade 
with Mexico will create more jobs in the U.S. 
through greater demand for U.S. goods in Mex
Ico. 

Because the immediate prospect is loss of jobs 
in the short run, labor unions have exerted great 
pressure on the Democratic members of the 
House to oppose NAFTA. On October 25, the 

Wall Street Journal reported that the Clinton ad
ministration faced the prospect of as many as 
two-thirds of the Democratic members of the 
House poised to vote no. 

Desperate for support the Clinton administra
tion has turned to House Republicans whose dep
uty leader, Newt Gingrich, is delighted to help -
for a price: Loss of revenues from the phase-out 
of tariff revenues from trade with Canada and 
Mexico cannot be made up through increases in 
taxes and customs fees, but primarily through 
cuts from federal benefit programs. 

As of October 25, the Clinton administration 
apparently had succumbed to the Republican de
mands not to increase taxes and fees. It remains 
to be seen whether the administration will agree 
to the desired cuts, although U.S. trade represe~
tative, Mickey Kantor, told the press after a 
meeting with Gingrich at the White House that 
he was confident that "we can work this out to 
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everyone's satisfaction." Treaties: '1he Ratification Process 
Why has NAFf A become so important for 

Clinton even to consider the possible cuts pro- According to Article IT, Section 2, Paragraph 2 
posed by the conservative House Republicans of the United States Constitution, the President 
who fought him so hard over his deficit reduction has the power, "by and with the advice and con
package? After all, during the campaign for the sent of the Senate, to make treaties, provided two 
presidency it was Bush, not Clinton, who gave thirds of the senators present concur .... " Under 
NAFf A his unqualified endorsement. this provision, the House of Representatives has 

The answer is this: NAFf A is not designed no role to play in the ratification process by 
just to b~g the "(I')he importance of ••• NAFI'A. as a whole far which a treaty be-
~orth ~encan na- exceeds the sum of its parts ••. NAFI'A. warrants comes "the supreme 
nons mto a free scrutiny because of its precedent for ... internation- law of the land." 
trade zone as part of al;,~~ .~ ... __ . , ..~_ ,ft4-l.,. .-..1- , See Federalist Num-

. te ti nal -...Min OJ nmc:nca S cwme.,t"" ageuuu... be 75 new m rna 0 Bello & Holmer "7he NAFI'A.: Its Overarching r · 
economic order, but By submitting 
to bring them one bnplications. • 27 International Lawyer 601 (1993) NAFfA to both 

step closer tQ a new international legal and politi- houses of Congress, the President avoids having 
cal order. to secure a two-thirds vote in the Senate, needing 

In order to understand this point one must set only a bare majority. While he must also secure 
aside concerns about the economic implications a majority vote in the House, approval by a rna
of NAFf A and examine the nature of NAFf A jority in both houses will not serve the purpose of 
and the legislative process through which it must the two-thirds requirement in the Senate. 
pass to become the law of the land. That requirement was placed into the Constitu-

NAFTA: A Treaty 

Because NAFf A is an agreement negotiated 
by heads of sovereign nations creating relation
ships of reciprocal rights and obligations, it is by 
its nature and according to international law a 
treaty. 4 Encyclopedia of the American Constitu
tion 1910 (Levy, ed., 1986) 

The NAFf A agreement is packed with sub
stantive rules and with an administrative struc
ture that may have a profound impact on ordi
nary commerical relations in the United States. 
Commercial disputes between parties from the 
signatory nations may be subject to final arbitra
tion by international administrative panels, not 
domestic courts. States may be required to aban
don their traditional roles of regulating the bank
ing and insurance industries and licensing serv
ices and professionals in order to afford Mexi
cans and Canadians equal opportunities to com
pete in the markets. Environmental and con
sumer protection legislation may be put in jeop
ardy to facilitate trade in the North American 
continent. Eckes, Chronicles 5-6 (May 1993). 

tion, in part, to protect the political independence 
of the States in the federal system. The Senate, 
not the House, is structured so that each state, no 
matter how small, has equal representation. Fed
eral Farmer No. 11 (1788), reprinted in 4 The 
Founders' Constitution 41 (Kurland, ed., 1987) 

Treaties submit subjects, primarily governed 
domestically, to international law and politics. 
Because treaties often touch domestic subjects 
within the jurisdiction of the states, such as in
heritance of property, the treaty ratification proc
ess was designed to require more than a bare ma
jority of the senators for ratification. 

NAFf A is no exception. For example, border 
states like Texas and California may reap imme
diate benefits from opening up free trade with 
Mexico, whereas rust belt states such as lllinois, 
Ohio, and Michigan may be faced with increased 
burdens on their unemployment and other welfare 
programs resulting from the displacement of 
manufacturing plants to the South and to Mexico. 

The two-thirds vote requirement in the Senate 
for ratification would offer greater protection to 
states adversely affected than would a bare ma
jority requirement in both houses. 
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Commerce: 1he Legislative Process tion, the Senate and the House may then choose 
not to enforce the treaty terms that the Senate 

By submitting NAFT A initially to both houses found objectionable. 
of Congress for approval, the President has not 
only by-passed Article II, Section 2, but he has Foreign Affairs: Presidential Discretion 
thwarted the normal legislative process by which 
foreign commerce is to be regulated. Finally, .the process chosen by the President 

While a treaty may become law without going will also compromise the office of the President 
through the bicameral As to treaties of commerce... they abnost in the conduct of far
and present~ent pr~- always involve in them legislative powers, eign affairs. If NAFTA 
ess as proVIded for m inte7:fere with the laws and internal police of the were submitted to the 
Article I, Section 7, country. and operate immediately on persons and Senate for ratification 
~aragraph 2, ~?st trea- property.... 1 do not see that any commercial and, then, to Congress 
ties are not self -exe regulations can be made in treaties... therefore. 1 for the enactment of 
cuting." That is,. they ilffer, that the true construction is, that the enabling le~slation, the 
carry no domestically president and senate shall mo1ce treaties; but all treaty remams separate 
enforceable sanctions commercial treaties shall be subject to be from the enabling legis-
without enabling legis- co'lfirmed by the legislature. lation. Thus, the treaty 
lation which would re- Federal Farmer. No. 11 (1788) continues to be subject 
quire approval of both to the President's unilat-
the House and the Sen- eral authority to con-
ate as well as the signature of the President. Fos- duct foreign policy (short of declaring war). 
ter v. Neilson, 27 U.S. (2 Pet.) 253 (1829). It is generally agreed that the President has the 

Surely, no treaty concluded between nations power to suspend, or even terminate, a treaty 
that concerns the commercial activities of private without the advice and consent of the Senate. 
parties who are citizens of each of the contract- Nowak, Rotunda, and Young, Constitutional Law 
ing nations could possibly bind those parties un- 204-05 (3d Ed. 1986). If the President exercises 
less the rules of the treaty become the regulations this power, then the enabling legislation would be 
governing those parties in their commercial rela- of no effect. 
tionships. Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 confers Such would not be the case with NAFT A. If 
upon Congress the power to "regulate commerce NAFTA is ratified by Congress, it will become 
with foreign nations." The President and the organic domestic law. Neither the substantive 
Senate cannot by way of a treaty dispossess the regulations nor the dispute resolution process 
House of its role in making those regulations. provided for by the agreement could be sus
Federal Farmer No. 11, supra. pended, much less repudiated, by the President 

Involving the House in the ratification process acting in response to the breakdown of relations 
does not preserve Congress' plenary authority to between the United States and one of the signa
regulate commerce with foreign nations. The tory nations. 
ratification process demands that the House and In summary, the process chosen by the Presi
Senate must accept NAFT A in toto or not at all. dent for the ratification of NAFT A is one 
Any significant modifications will break down whereby the North American free trade zone be
the delicate balance of power that was necessary comes the first step in creating the "United Na
to bring such disparate economies and cultures as tions of North America" (UNNA, for short). 
Mexico and the United States into agreement. Such a new international political and legal order 

If the constitutional process in Article II is fol- would be in derogation of the sovereign power of 
lowed, the Senate may concur with the President the people of the United States and contrary to 
even though it may have reservations. When it the Constitutional processes limiting the powers 
comes time to enact the crucial enabling legisla- of the people's representatives. 0 
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THE BUL OF RIGHTS: 
THE TEXT 

The first Ten Amendments to the United States 
Constitution, popularly known as The Bill of 
Rights, has become the world's hallmark of lib
erty. Yet, as a charter of liberty, most Ameri
cans have little understanding of its various pro
visions. Too often we are content to leave that 
to the experts, especially the lawyers. 

But the Bill of Rights, like all of law, is too 
important to leave to lawyers. Somehow most of 
us know that, but believe that the subject is too 
complex to master, particularly when told that 
one has to read a passel of court opinions in or
der to really know our rights. 

The purpose of this introduction and following 
series is to provide a primer on the Bill of Rights 
without bogging the reader down with a bunch of 
court precedents. 

My goal is not to give a professional working 
knowledge of the guarantees, but to illumine the 
fundamental principles as written in the constitu
tion, itself. After all, Article VI of the Constitu
tion states: " This Constitution... shall be the su
preme law of the land .... " Court opinions, 
however relevant and helpful, are not to be sub
stituted for the constitutional text. 

The entire text of the Bill of Rights appears on 
an insert in this issue of the Forecast so that the 
reader may read the original language. In this 
day of language overload one is struck first by 
the brevity of the text: Only 468 words total, 
ranging from a mere 12 in Article vm (the 8th 
Amendment) to a maximum of 117 in Article V 
(the 5th Amendment). 

The Bill was not produced with remarkable 
foresight that one day America would be plagued 
by a generation of non-readers spoiled by televi
sion. No, the Bill is brief primarily because its 
framers had something definite in mind when 
they wrote it. 

For example, the word, "religion," and the 
phrase, "the freedom of speech," did not occur 
for the first time in Article I (the 1st Amend
ment). As for the word, religion, it had ap-
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peared 15 years earlier in the 1776 Virginia Bill 
of Rights and was defined as those duties "which 
we owe to our Creator... {which} can be directed 
only by reason and conviction, not by force or 
violence .... " 

Today, courts and legal scholars act as if the 
word, religion, is undefinable, so one looks in 
vain for a definition in the key court opinions 
applying the two religion clauses in Article I. 

By ignoring the plain language of the text and 
its historic antecedents, the courts have 
proceeded to rob the American people of their 
God-given rights. See Titus, "Religious 
Freedom: The War Between Two Faiths," 
1984-85 Journal of Christian Jurisprudence 
111-138. 

"The freedom of speech" had been guaranteed 
members of the English Parliament in the 1689 
English Bill of Rights. While that phrase was not 
defined in the document, the historical events that 
occasioned it was the king's use of executive 
power to destroy his political enemies by 
prosecuting them for seditious libel or stirring up 
sedition. Sources of Our Liberties 233-35, 247 
(R. Perry, ed., 1978). 

Today, courts and legal scholars have 
substituted phrases such as "free speech" and 
"free expression" for "the freedom of speech," 
and, thereby, have extended constitutional 
protection beyond the textual language to such 
activities as pornography. See Titus, "The 
United States Supreme Court and Obscenity: 
Reversed and Remanded," in Pornography: 
Solutions Through Law (C. Clancy, ed., 1985). 

The founders did not choose language with 
any expectation that the words they used would 
be open-ended categories into which courts and 
lawyers could shove whatever suited their 
political or legal philosophies. 

"James Madison of Virginia, a strong 
supporter of the Constitution,... took the 
lead in introducing and supporting the Bill 
of Rights in the First Congress." 

Scources of Our Liberties p. 421 
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To the contrary, almost all of the operative documentary history be made available in a sin
words and phrases in the Bill of Rights were gle volume. As a result the American Bar Foun
carefully selected from pre-existing documents dation, under the inspired editorship of Richard 
which either defined the word more specifically Perry, compiled a book of the major original 
or which reflected well-known events that had in- sources and published them in a book entitled 
spired earlier foundational documents. Sources of Our Liberties. 

Some of those expressions, like "due process In his introduction to the 1215 Magna Carta, 
of law" in Article 5, stretched as far back as Perry laid the foundation for America's legacy of 
1354 when the English Parliament declared: freedom with the following paragraph: 

That no man ... shall be put out of land or tene- The liberties of the American citizen depend 
ment, nor taken nor imprisoned, nor disinherited, upon the existence of established and known rules 
nor put to death, without ... due process of law. of law limiting the authority and discretion of 

Others, like "free exercise" of religion in Arti- men wielding the power of government. Magna 
cle I were of more recent vintage, dating back Carta announced the rule of law.... It is this 
only 15 years to the 1776 Virginia Bill of Rights characteristic which has provided ... the founda
which provided that "all men are equally entitled tion on which has come to rest the entire struc-
to the free exercise of religion .... " ture of Anglo-American constitutional liberties. 

It is true that some language appeared for the What sets the 1791 Bill of Rights apart from its 
first time in the Bill 7he Lord's Prayer has 56 words; the 23d Psalm has predecessors is its 
of Rights. For ex- 118 words; Lincoln's Gettysburg Address has 226; e~onomy ?f expres-
ample, no the Ten Comnumdments has 296 words; and the Slo~ and 1ts. d:~-
pre-eXIst.Ing docu- .,.., '•ed ~-.. D rtment ,I'Ag . ltu de cation of Junsdic-

t tam. ed th vnJ,I ..:~.wes epa q, ncu re on r t.I' Th twm' men con e . . on. ose 
phrase prohibiting setting the pnce o(Cabbage~ has 15,629 words. features have been 
any "law respecting McAlvany lnteUzgence Advisor(June 1993) lost to a modem 
an establishment of religion." But the principle world inundated with a glut of bureaucratic regu
in that maxim is unmistakably linked to Jeffer- lations of an increasingly totalitarian state. 
son's famous Statute for Establishing Religious This predicament, however, is not without 
Freedom enacted in Virginia in 1786. Titus, precedent. Jesus Christ chastised the lawyers of 
"No Taxation or Subsidization: Two Indispensi- his day for having placed upon the people "bur
ble Principles of Freedom of Religion," 22 Cum- dens grievous to be borne" (Luke 11:46). The 
berland Law Review 505, 506-507 (1992-93). intricate and innumerable regulations governing 

The Bill of Rights of 1791, then, marked the the keeping of the sabbath (See, e.g. Mark 2:27) 
culmination, not the beginning, of an historical triggered in Jesus a response calling the people 
drama for freedom. Not only was it preceded by back again and again to the simple, but straight
the Magna Carta, but but by a host of other Eng- forward, decalogue given to Moses. 
lish documents dating from 1215 and extending So it should be likewise in America. We 
to the English Bill of Rights of 1689. should return to the simple and straightforward 

Moreover, the Bill of Rights was preceded by language of our nation's founding documents. 
a number of American documents beginning with Because of the importance placed today on the 
the colonial charters of the early 17th century Bill of Rights, it seems appropriate to begin with 
and continuing with the 1776 Declaration of In- that document. 
dependence and the State constitutions that pre- In the next issue I will set forth the jurisdic-
ceded the United States Constitution. tional structure of the Bill of Rights. That struc-

As part of its contribution to the bicentennial ture, together with the specific textual expres
celebration of America's birth as a nation, the sions, must first be understood before one can 
Committee on American Citizenship of the comprehend each of the individual protections 
American Bar Association recommended that this found in the Amendments, themselves. D 
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LIVING BY FAITH: GOD'S PLAN 
(Part 4 of a 4-part series.) 

The most difficult part of living by faith is to 
discover God's plan for the working out of His 
principles and for the fulfillment of His prom
Ises. 

Once we discover God's relevant principles 
and we receive His promises, we want results. 
After all, doesn't Numbers 23:19 say that "God 
is not a man that he should lie; neither the son of 
man that he should repent: hath he said, and shall 
he not do it? or hath he spoken, and shall he not 
make it good?" 

It doesn't take long for us to discover that God 
is in no hurry to meet our demands. The root of 
our difficulty lies not in our natural impatience, 
but in our ignorance of God's plan. 

While the prophet Isaiah reminds us that God's 
thoughts and ways are higher than ours (Is. 
55:8-9), we should not conclude that God's 
thoughts and ways are so out of reach that we 
cannot discover them. God wants us to be inti
mately involved in His strategy for proving His 
principles and fu1filling His promises. 

In Galatians 3 Paul reminds us that what God 
begins by faith, He intends to bring to pass 
through a faith plan. To illustrate his point Paul 
takes the reader back to Abraham. 

First, Paul recollects that Abraham began in 
faith believing that God would fulfill His promise 
that Abraham, though childless and getting on in 
years, would be the father of many nations (Gal. 
3:6-8). 

Then Paul states that this promise of God can
not come to pass by "the works of the law" for 
the works of the law are, by definition, "under 

the curse" (Gal.3:10). 
In Galatians 4:21-31, Paul illustrates this point 

by contrasting the curse of Ishmael and the 
blessing of Isaac. While both children were sired 
by Abraham, one was conceived "after the flesh" 
and the other "by promise"(Gal.4:22-23). 

Why was Isaac the son of promise, not 
Ishmael? Could not either have been the rightful 
heir of all of Abraham's earthly goods? But 
God's plan was not just to give Abraham and 
Sarah an heir of their earthly goods, or 
descendants who would reign over nations on 
earth. Rather, God planned an heir entitled to an 
eternal inheritance, including rule in the kingdom 
of God. 

In order to fulfill this promise, God's plan for 
Abraham and Sarah was not to be parents of a 
child born by natural means, but by the Spirit 
(Gal. 4:29). 

How could they have possibly known that? 
Simply by paying attention to the plan that God 
gave them in the first place. 

Paul makes this point in Galatians 3:16 when 
he recalls that God said that He would fulfil His 
promise through Abraham and his "seed," not 
seeds. 

If God planned for Abraham to be the father of 
many nations, and that those nations be earthly 
kingdoms, then God's plan would not have 
included just one son, but many, and many sons' 
sons for many generations to come. 

Had Abraham and Sarah paid attention to the 
plan of God as well as to His promise, they 
would not have brought forth Ishmael, but only 
Isaac. So must we be careful to seek God's plan 
in our lives if we desire to live by faith.D 
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THE FIRST TEN AMENDMENTS 
TO THE U.S. CONSTITUTION 
December 15, 1791 

ARZ: I Congress shall pass no law respecting an establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free ex
ercise thereof; or abridging the freedom of speech, or of the press; or the right of the people peace
ably to assemble, and to petition the government for a redress of grievances. 
ARZ: 0 A well regulated militia being necessary to the security of a free State, the right of the peo
ple to keep and bear arms shall not be infringed. 
ARZ: m No soldier shall, in time of peace, be quartered in any house without the consent of the 
owner; nor in time of war, but in a manner to be prescribed by law. 
ARX W The right of the people to be secure in their persons, houses, papers, and effects, against 
unreasonable searches and seizures, shall not be violated; and no warrants shall issue, but upon prob
able cause, supported by oath or affirmation, and particularly describing the place to be searched, 

and the persons or things to be seized. 
ART. V No person shall be held to answer for a 
capital or otherwise infamous crime, unless on a 
presentment or indictment of a grand jury, except 
in cases arising in the land or naval forces, or in 
the militia, when in actual service, in time of war 
or public danger; nor shall any person be subject 
for the same offence to be twice put in jeopardy 
of life or limb; nor shall be compelled, in any 
criminal case, to be a witness against himself; nor 
be deprived of life, liberty, or property, without 
due process of law; nor shall private property be 
taken for public use without just compensation. 
ART. VI In all criminal prosecutions the accused 
shall enjoy the right to a speedy and public trial, 
by an impartial jury of the State and the district 

James Madison wherein the crime shall have been committed, 
which district shall have been previously ascer-

L-~~~~--~--~~~--~~~------~ 
tained by law, and to be informed of the nature and the cause of the accusation; to be confronted with 
the witnesses against him; to have compulsory process for obtaining witnesses in his favour; and to 
have the assistance of counsel for his defence. 
ARZ: VII In suits at common law, where the value in controversy shall exceed twenty dollars, the 
right of trial by jury shall be preserved; and no fact tried by a jury shall be otherwise re-examined in 
any court of the United States than according to the common law. 
ARZ: VIII Excessive bail shall not be required, nor excessive fines imposed, nor cruel and unusual 
punishments inflicted. 
ARZ: IX The enumeration in the Constitution of certain rights, shall not be construed to deny or dis
parage others retained by the people. 
ARZ: X The powers not delegated to the United States by the Constitution, nor prohibited by it to the 
States, are reserved to the States respectively or to the people. 
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