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Ye can discern the face of the sky; but can
ye not discern the signs of the times?
Matthew 16:3
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STONEWALLING AMERICA

The press has
already erected a
stone wall of
protection around
thegayand
lesbian rights
movement just as
it has done for the
abortion rights
movement.

STONEWALL 25- BIRTH "leather and chains" was no
OFTHEGAYCIVILRIGHTS coincidence. It was designed
to legitimate even the most
MOVEMENT.
On June 28, 1969, New bizarre behavior among hoYork police raided a gay bar, mosexuals as represented by
a riot erupted and a revolu- Wynn Miller in the so-called
tion was born.
"Gay Games," held all that
So read the June 24-26 week in the Big Apple.
weekend edition of USA To- Miller, a 50-year old ice
day, as "The Nation's News- skater, the Times reported
paper'' joined other members "came out of retirement to
of the national press to cele- compete in men's figure skatbrate the 25th anniversazy of ing:"
..Miller, who wears a nose
Stonewall.
The June 26 Sunday New ring and has pierced nipples,
took the ice wearing leather
York Times editorialized:
The gay rights movement and chains.
"Why should we have to
began in earnest 25 years
ago, when police raided hide something that is so
Stonewall Inn, a cross-dress- much a part of our lives?" The
ers' bar in Greenwich Vil- Times reported Miller to have
lage. The raid led to a small said. But even the Times edibut fierce riot - prominently torial admitted that "Gay
featuring men in drag - fol- moderates and conservalowed by three days of civil tives... seem to feel a constant
disobedience in the streets.... obligation to divorce themThe cross-dressers who selves from gay flamboysparked the Stonewall event ance.... "
remain an issue in the gay
And for good reason If
rights struggle today. There- the American people were
ligious right uses them to fan told how homosexuals, espefear and hatred in the Ameri- cially males, have sex, they
would not follow the Times'
can mainstream....
But the measure of a just lead for protection of "gays
society is not how it treats and lesbians" from discrimipeople who dress in business nation.
STONEWALL - to build or
clothes. A just society must
offer the same protections to enclose an area with a stone
men in leather and chains as wall. Webster's Third Interto those who wear Brooks national Dictionary.
The press has already
Brothers suits.
The Times' reference to erected a stone wall of protec-

tion around the gay and lesbian rights movement just as
it has done for the abortion
rights movement. The TV
networks, for example, have
censored all pro-life efforts to
depict even a first trimester
abortion They have determined not to allow the American people to see what really
happens to an unborn baby
aborted in the womb of his
mother, lest reality interfere
with the abortion rights
agenda.
Likewise, the TV networks and mainline press
have systematically censored
efforts to portray or describe
the common sexual practices
of male homosexuals. And
they have continuously
camoflauged the serious adverse health consequences attending oral and anal sex.
This is especially evident in
the media coverage of the
AIDS epidemic, which over-
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whelmingly features heartrending stories of babies and
others who have innocently
contacted the disease.
This stone wall of protection is now being mised to
new heights. In addition to
hiding the reality of the homosexual's sexual perversions
from public view, the media is
helping to sanitize them. And
businesses are courting the
homosexual market, as if it
were just like any other consumer group in America.
DCEA,aSwedishfurniture
chain, recently sponsored the
first general television ad featuring an identifiable homosexual male couple. AT&T
has published a brochure featuring same-sex couples talking to each other long
distance, making a pitch for
leadership in brand image
among "gays."
"BEYOND
STONEWALL," was the headline
given to Bruce Bawer's stocy
in the New Republic, reprinted in the Commentacy
section of the June 19,1994,
Sunday edition of the Virginian-Pilot. Bawer's message,
fromhisnewbook,A Place At
The Table: The Gay Individual in American Society, is
that second-generation gay
activists should concentrate
on "getting straight Americans" used to having open homosexuality as an integral
part of society.
To accomplish this, Bawer
extolled the IKEA ads on TV
which depict "a middle-class
gay couple in a furniture commercial." So he urged his fellow "gay activists" to behave
themselves - refmining from
taking off their pants or their
bras for a Gay Pride Day pamde -in order to show America that homosexuals are just
folks.
Bawer's message is being

taken seriously. This year,
New York City's Gay pamde,
celebmting Stonewall25, was
split in two: An authorized
one, including Republican
Mayor Rudolph W. Giuliani,
dominated by the "respectabies," and an unauthorized
one led by a "Queen," including "topless women and a few
men ru!ffiing naked up Fifth
Avenue." New York Times
A1, B2 (June 27, 1994).
The Washington Post reported that the new strategy

(June 27, 1994).
Still, the marshals of the
authorized pamde could not
keep from its mnks the North
American Man/Boy Love Association (NAMBLA). They
failed because their opposition to such sexual activity is
solely pragmatic. Hidden
from view, NAMBLA posed
no threat to the new image of
respectablity now being cultivated by the homosexual
rights movement and their
friends in the press and in the

In a recent essay, syndicated columnist Mona Charen
surveyed what is happening in
public schools in the nation's
capital:
According to the Washington Post, bisexuality and homosexuality have become the
'in ' thing among the high
school and the junior high
school set. They sport pink
ribbons, kiss members of the
same sex in the hallways ('to
see what people will say') and
tell reporters that 'Everyone
one is bisexual, if you ask
me. "' AFA Journa/11 (July
1994).
Charen attributed such rematks to a youthful desire to
be "trendy or rebellious." But
she also pointed out that sex is
not, as some have claimed, an
"innate, immutable characteristic" fixed at birth, but a
matter of choice, "influenced
by emotion, age, experience,
and yes, culture."
Where are the creators of
culture, responsible for this
turn of events? Oftentimes,
they are identified as the filmmakers in Hollywood or the
music producers in New
business world.
York. But who influences
"Judge not according to them? The professors in the
appeamnce, but judge right- academy. Most of them are
eous judgment," Jesus warned immovably supportive of the
his Jewish audience in first so-called gay and lesbian
century Jerusalem (John rights movement; and some
7:24). Andsoitistodayaswe are even willing to prostitute
approach the twenty -frrst cen- themselves to support it.
A case in point is Martha
tuty. The American people
must not succumb to the im- Nussbaum, Brown University
age-makers. But that task Professor of Philosophy,
will not be an easy one, for Classics, and Comparative
there is another kind of stone Litemture, and recently Visitwall, this one in the schools of ing Professor at Chicago Law
School.
the nation.
In a battle of the experts in
STONE WALL- an immov- the courts of Colomdo over
able block or obstruction esp. Amendment 2 - a constituin politics or public affairs. tional amendment mtified by

In addition to hiding
the reality ofthe homosexual's sexual perversions from public view,
the media is helping to
sanitize them .... The
American people must
not succumb to the image-makers.
succeeded as thousands of homosexuals joined the official
parade "as ordinary people .. .look[ing] like most other
people roaming through Central Park in baseball caps,
sneakers, and running outfits."
The alternative parade siphoned off the bizarre who
targeted arch-enemy New
York Cardinal JohnJ. O'Connor with a "whistling and
shouting protest" followed by
"naked men and barebreasted women dancing and
chanting: 'The cardinal wears
a dress. She really is a mess."'
The Washington Post A8

Webster's Third International
Dictionary.
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the people to prohibit the enactment of civil rights laws
protecting gays, lesbians, and
bisexuals - Professor Nussbaum filed an affidavit denying "that Greek public
morality or any great Greek
philosopher ever made ...adverse normative judgments"
about homosexuals, except
for male prostitutes. G.
Bradley, "In the Case of
Martha Nussbaum," First
Things 11, 13 (June/July
1994).
Notre Dame Law Professor Gerard V. Bradley has
documented that Professor
Nussbaum supported her position, in part, by totally misrepresenting the meaning of a
word used by Plato in reference to homosexuality in
Laws 636c. In this passage,
Plato "rejects homosexual behavior as 'unnatural' ..., describes it as an 'enormity' or
'crime', and explains that it
derives from being enslaved
to pleasure." /d. at 13.
In her court affidavit, however, Nussbaum claimed that
the Greek word translated as
"'enormity" was "outside the
range of reasonable scholarly
opinion." There was not even
a "nuance" of wrongdoing,
she claimed, in the word
translated as "enormity" or
"crime." But, as Bradley
pointed out, Nussbaum conveniently left out the "plainly
pejomtive" definitions of the
Greek wold at issue. And she,
Bmdley proved, used "a long
out-of-date dictionary" no
longer considered authoritative by scholars, including
Nussbaum herself. /d. at 1314.
Bradley likened Nussbaum's presentation to the
Colomdo court to that of historian James Mohr who
signed off on a pro-abortion
legal brief submitted to the
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United States Supreme Court
in the 1989 Webster case,
even though "at critical
points" the brief made claims
that contmdicted Mohr's own
book on the history of abortion in America.
When challenged, Mohr
stood by his book, but "defended his endorsement of the
briers arguments:"
He signed the brief. he

of politics. If the homosexual
rights groups have their way
in the courts, however, the
stone wall erected in the
schools will be extended into
the political debate over the
place of homosexuals in the
civil laws outlawing discrimination.

STONEWALL-Brit. toobstruct (the passage ofa legis-

The reason why Nussbaum and Mohr get
away with such intellectual chicanery is that
they have taken the ''politically correct" position on homosexual
rights and abortion.
said, as a 'citizen 'concerned
to protect the legal right to an
abortion, not as a 'scholar'
whose goal was to present an
accurate account of the historical facts. Id at 11.
The reason why Nussbaum
and Mohr get away with such
intellectual chicanery is that
they have taken the "politically correct" position on homosexual rights and abortion.
Academics who hold opposite
views and express them
openly, or who dare to give
court testimony in support of
pro-life and anti-homosexual
views, face social ostmcism
and loss of tenure, promotion,
and other economic beneflts.
The monolithic attitude
that prevails in the academy
has not yet reached the world

/alive bill} in Parliament, esp.
by excessive and prolonged
debate; a filibuster. Webster's Encyclopedic Unabridged Dictionary.
In 1972 the city council of
Ann Arbor, Michigan, enacted the flrst civil rights ordinance protecting people from
discrimination on account of
sexual orientation. Today
"eight states and scores of cities and counties offer such
safeguards." And, on Thursday, June 23, 1994, civil
rights and labor leaders joined
forces to support the addition
of sexual orientation to the
federal civil rights law. USA
Today 4A (June 24-26, 1994).
In the meantime, opponents of such efforts to equate

sexual orientation with race
and sex have launched a counterattack. In 1992, they succeeded in passing an
amendment to the Colorado
State constitution prohibiting
the state and local legislative
bodies from enacting such
legislation.
In 1993, the people of Cincinnati followed the people of
Colomdo. They approved by
a vote of 62% to 38% an
amendment to the city charter
taking from the city council
any authority to grant "gays,
lesbians, or bisexuals" civil
rights status.
Other initiatives similar to
the one in Colorado are being
proposed in seven additional
states: Oregon, Washington,
Arizona, Missouri, Michigan,
Maine and Florida.
These efforts, even if successful at the polls, are headed
for the courts. Already the
Colorado Supreme Court has
held that the constitutional
amendment in that state denied to homosexuals their
"fundamental right to participate equally in the political
process," because the amendment deprived the state legislature and city councils in
Colorado from granting civil
rights status to them. Evansv.
Romer, 854 P. 2d 1270 (Colo.
1993).
A federal district judge, relying heavily on the Colorado
case, has granted a preliminary injunction against the enforcement of the charter
amendment in the city of Cincinnati. That case has now
been tried and is awaiting the
judge's decision whether the
preliminary injunction will be
made permanent.
What the homosexual
rights groups hope to do in
these court challenges is to
build a constitutional stonewall to thwart the people's
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right to constitute their government officials with whatever power they see fit to give
to them. Ostensibly, they
claim that each interest group
in society should have the
same right to get its political
agenda enacted into law as
any other such group.
But they do not mean what
they say. For they are quick
to pounce on any effort to oppose homosexual rights if that
opposition rests upon any religious precept, invoking the
constitutional barrier separating church and state. So they
would deny their opponents
the right to oppose civil rights
for homosexuals, even as they
claim constitutional protection for the right to obtain
such civil rights for themselves.
But hypocrisy is not the
only issue here. The central
questions are whether the
American nation is a government of the people, by the
people, and for the people,
and whether the people still
have the original right to limit
the powers of their representatives by a superior pammount law in a written
constitution or charter.
The American Declamtion
of Independence, the nation's
charter, affirmed that it is the
people who have the authority
to constitute and reconstitute
a nation and its civil government:
... (G)overnments are instituted among men, deriving
their just powers from the
consent of the governed; that
whenever anyform ofgovernment becomes destructive
of... [the] ends ffor which it
has been instituted], it is the
right ofthe people to alter or
to abolish it, and to institute a
new government, laying its
foundation on such principles, and organizing its pow-
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ers in such form, as to them
shall seem most likely to effect
their safety and happiness.
Sources ofOur Liberties 319
(R.Peny,ed.,Rev.Ed.l978).
See also Titus, "The Declamtion, the Constitution, and the
Laws of Nature and Nature's
God" in The Laws of Nature
and ofNature 's God: The Ultimate Law 35, 38-40 (Plymouth Rock Found. 1992).
In Colorado and in the city
of Cincinnati, the people de-

county commissioners, and
city councils.
For example, any group
that supports civil enforcement of the church tithe cannot enact that policy into law,
even if it could muster a majority of its representatives to
vote in its favor. Such a law
would violate the superior
paramount law of the First
Amendment banning any establishment of religion.
America's governments

Moreover, the American people
have always limited by a superior paramount law the authority of their representatives. In
doing so they have ''fenced out"
certain groups from getting
their policies enacted into law
by Congress, state legislatures,
county commissioners, and city
councils.
cided that their representatives should not have the
power to grant civil rights
status to homosexuals. Because all political power emanates from the people as a
whole, no group has any right
to claim that the people have
denied them of any "right to
participate" in the political
process. Such a right cannot,
by definition, exist.
Moreover, the People in
America have always limited
by a superior pammount law
the authority of their representatives. In doing so they
have "fenced out" certain
groups from getting their policies enacted into law by Congress, state legislatures,

are not democracies where the
majority of the people or the
people's representatives always rule. Nor are they egalitarian polities where every
group has an equal right to
persuade the people's representatives to adopt that
group's policy agenda.
Rather, America's governments are republics, governed
by the rule of law, enforcible
as the superiorpammount law
when the legal rule is written
in a constitution or charter
document which created the
form of civil government and
granted it authority. Marbury
v. Madison, 5 U.S. (1 Cranch)
137 (1803).
The "right to participate

equally in the political process," as claimed by the homosexual movement and their
judicial patrons, is yet another
stonewall, in this case a judicial filibuster, depriving the
people of their most fundamental right, the right to be
governed "for the common
benefit, protection, and security of the people, nation, or
community." Constitution of
Virginia, Bill of Rights, Section 3 in Sources of Our Liberties 311 (Rev. Ed. 1978)._
In Colorado and in Cincinnati, the people concluded
that, by granting civil rights
status to homosexuals, their
representatives were · not ruling for the common benefit,
protection and security of the
state and city. So they did
what America's founders did.
They altered the form of government.
If the Colorado Supreme
Court decision denying the
people that right is upheld,
and if the fedemljudge in Cincinnati rules likewise and is
upheld, then it is time for the
people to act upon the same
principle as the people of Virginia acted in 1776:
... (O)f all the various
modes and forms of government, that is best which is capable of producing the
greatest degree of happiness
and safety, and is most effictually secured against the
danger ofmaladministration;
and that, when any government shall be found inadequate or contrary to these
purposes, a majority of the
community hath the indubitable, inalienable, and indefoasible right to reform, alter, or
abolish it, in such manner as
shall be judged most conducive to the public weal. /d.
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THE ESTABLISHMENT CLAUSE:
EDUCATION
Since Everson v. Board of ious opinions" was rooted in
Education, 330 U. S. 1 the proposition that the state

What is tax-supported public education, but state
intrusion into the
field ofopinion,
with power to determine what
ideas will be
taught andfor
what purposes.

(1947), the United States Supreme Court has assumed that
the Establishment Clause
does not prohibit the civil
government from establishing a system of public
education.
Since the 1960's, the Court
has insisted, however, that the
Establishment Clause requires that the state-supported
school system be purged of all
religious purposes and activities. Edwards v. Aguillard,
482 U. S. 578 (1987).
All of these rulings rest
upon the proposition that the
Establishment Clause prohibits state support of the propagation of "religious opinions
and beliefs," but not "secular
opinions and beliefs." Stone
v. Graham, 449 U. S. 39
(1980).
This proposition, in turn,
rests upon the 1947 Everson
opinion, in which Justice
Hugo Black concluded that
the Establishment Clause,
like the 1786 Virginia Statute
Establishing Religious Freedom, banned state tax support
of the church and of religious
activities in general.
It is true that the opemtive
section of that 1786 statute
denied to the state the power
to interfere with the affairs of
the chUICh or to support the
propagation of religious opinions. But that prohibition did
not rest upon a principle that
distinguished "opinions in
matters of religion" from
"opinions in physics or geometry."
To the contrary, the ban on
state interference with "relig-

had no jurisdiction whatsoever in the realm of opinion
generally.
Jefferson put the fundamental principle this way:
... (f)o sujfor the civil magistrate to intrude his powers
into the field of opinion, and
to restrain the profession or
propagation ofprinciples, on
supposition of their ill tendency, is a dangerous fallacy,
which at once destroys all religious liberty, because he being of course judge of that
tendency, will make his opinions the rule ofjudgment, and
approve or condemn the sentiments ofothers only as they
shall square with or differ
from his own ....

What is tax-supported
public education, but state intrusion into the field of opinion, with power to detennine
what ideas will be taught and
for what purposes. Even the
Supreme Court has acknowledged that state public
schools are:
vehicles for "inculcating
fundamental values necessary to the maintenance of a
democratic political system. "
Board of Education v. Pico,

457 u.s. 853,864 (1982).
To setve this purpose, the
Court has expressed:

full agreement... that local
school boards must be permitted "to establish and apply
their curriculum in such a
way as to transmit community
values" and that "there is a
legitimate and substantial
community interest in promoting respect for authority
and traditional values be they

social, moral, or political. "
!d.
In order to "inculcate fundamental values" a school
board must decide what those
fundamental values are and
devise a progmm whereby
those values are impressed
upon each student. To "inculcate" means to indoctrinate, to
fix in the mind. Titus, "Public
School Chaplains: Constitutional Solution to the School
Pmyer Controversy," 1 Regent L. Rev. 19,29 (1991).
In order to "tmnsmit community values," a school
board must again decide what
those community values are
and devise a program
whereby those values are conveyed. To "tmnsmit" means
to pass on by inheritance, to
hand down ld. at30.
In order to "promot[e] respect for... tmditional values,"
a school board must decide
what those tmditional values
are and devise a program
whereby those values are furthered or encouraged. To
"promote" means to cultivate,
feed, or foster. !d.
Jefferson's statute, the
vety one cited by the Supreme
Court in Everson, condemned
these vety practices as destructive of "religious liberty," because, given the
power to educate the citizenty, the civil ruler will inevitably "make his opinions
the rule ofjudgment" and "approve or condemn" other
opinions "only as they shall
square with or differ from his
own"
Therefore, Jefferson denied to the civil ruler alljurisdiction in the arena of
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opinion, leaving that arena to
the people unimpeded by civil
law:
... (F)ruth is great and will
prevail if left to herself, that
she is the proper, and sufficient antagonist to error, and
has nothing to fear from the
conflict, unless by human interposition disarmed of her
natural weapons, free argument and debate, errors ceasing to be dangerous when it is
permitted freely to contradict
them ....
The only power the civil
ruler had, Jefferson contended, was to protect the
community "when principles
break out into overt acts
against peace and good order," not to intrude upon "the
field of opinion" so as to prevent such acts from occurring.
Not only did Jefferson's
principle deny to the state aaw
jurisdiction to teach its citizeruy, but it denied to the state
the power to tax to support
any general education program He stated this part of
the principle succinctly:
That to compel a man to
furnish contributions of
money for the propagation of
opinions which he disbelieves, is sinful and tyrannical.. ..
What are taxes raised to
support a public school system but foiCed contributions
of money to support the
propagation of opinions. In
Jefferson's time, the education of the citizeruy was in the
hands of the family and the
church. The chuiCh had relied on the power of the state
to enfoiCe the tithe in order to
support its teaching, as well as
its worship, ministry. See,
e.g., Constitution of Massachusetts, Declaration of
Rights, Art. lli in Sources of
Our Liberties 374 (R. Perry,
ed., Rev. Ed. 1978) and see
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generally Titus, "Education, supporting the propagation of
Caesar's or God's: A Consti- beliefs of all kinds.
tutional Question of JurisdiJefferson put the foundacation," 1982 J. of Christian tional proposition this way:
Well aware that Almighty
Juris. 101, 130-142.
Jefferson's principle de- God hath created the mind
nied that the civil ruler had free; that all attempts to influarw such authority. Indeed, ence it by temporal punishhe went so far as to deny to the ments or burthens, or by civil
state the power to exact the incapacitations, tend only to
tithe, even if the person taxed beget habits of hypocrisy or
had the choice of giving his meanness, and are a departithe to the church of his ture from the plan ofthe Holy
choice. Titus, "School Author of our religion, who,
Choice," The Forecast 3-4 being Lord both of body and

Thomas Jefferson
yet
not to propa(Dec. 1, 1993).
Jefferson's opposition was gate it by coercions on either,
not based on the notion that as was in his Almighty power
the state could not enforce the to do ....
If God, Himself, who has
tithe because it was being
used to support the propaga- all power and authority, has
tion of "religious opinions." chosen not to use foiCe to imRather, it was because he had pose the true religion upon
concluded that man's mind mankind, Jefferson observed,
had been created to be "free" how dare men "assume doand free it must remain from minion over the faith of oth"all attempts to influence it by ers, setting up their own
temporal...burthens," includ- opinions and modes of thinking taxes for the purpose of ing as the only true and infal-

lible."
That they have done so,
Jefferson claimed, was based
upon "the impious presumption of legislators and rulers,
civil as well as ecclesiastical,
who, being themselves but
fallible and uninspired men ..
established and maintained
false religions over the greatest part of the world, and
through all time .... "
Religion, to Jefferson,
meant the entire realm of
opinion, not just the subjects
of salvation, redemption, and
other religious matters. His
world was not divided into the
"religious" and the "secular,"
as is the case with twentieth
century men. See Titus,
"Education, Caesar's or
God's: A Constitutional
Question of Jurisdiction,"
1982J. ofChristianJuris., supra, at 142-163.
This was so because Jefferson, like all of America's
founders, acknowledged that
God was the Creator of the
universe and all mankind and,
as the Creator, had laid out a
regime oflaw governing all of
his creatures. Titus, God,
Man and Law: The Biblical
Principles 41 (lost. of Basic
Life Principles 1994).
This meant that America's
founders sought to discover
God's law in oider to bring
civil law into conformity with
it Thus, the meaning of religion and the right to freedom of
religion arose first in relation
to God and God's law.
Thus, Section 16 of the
1776 Bill of Rights of the Virginia Constitution defmed religion as "the duty which we
owe to our Creator" and freedom of religion as those duties which, by nature, can only
be enforced by "reason and
conviction, not by force or
violence." These defmitions
would not have been possible
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if Virginia's statesmen did not

hold to a Biblical world view
which acknowledges the
realm of the Holy Spirit (John
16:8) and the realm of the
civil ruler (Rom. 13 :4).
Jefferson concluded that
one of the duties that lay outside the realm of the civil ruler
was the responsibility to believe and to profess "truth."
From this, he concluded that
God created the mind free
from all civil jurisdiction He
did not confme that liberty to
just those matters of the mind
that some civil ruler might label "religious."
But Jefferson's creation
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world view is not the one now
held by the Supreme Court.
Rather, the justices, liberal
and conservative, live in a
world defined by the Darwinian revolution, not by the
Book of Genesis. Consequently, they do not recognize
God as the Author of law.
Rather, they assume that laws
are either made by men or imposed upon them by an impersonal force in nature. Titus,
"Religious Freedom: The
War Between Two Faiths,"
1984-85 Journal of Christian
Juris. lll, ll9-130.

Having no foundation for
drawing a jurisdictional dis-

tinction between duties owed
exclusively to God and duties
also owed to a civil ruler, the
Court has carved out its own
division between the "religious" and the "secular." ln
doing so, the Court has deprived the American people
of their true legacy offreedom
of religion by putting the constitutional stamp of approval
on state-financed and administered secular education,
thereby enabling the civil
government to dominate
men's minds.
Even the 19th century
pragmatist, John Stuart Mill,
warned that an education sys-

AN ACT FOR ESTABLISHING RELIGIOUS
FREEDOM, PASSED IN THE ASSEMBLY OF VIRGINIA IN THE BEGINNING OF THE YEAR 1786

tern dominated by the state
is a mere contrivance for
molding people to be exactly
like one another; and as the
mold in which it casts them is
that which pleases the predominant power in the government - whether this be a
monarch, a priesthood, an aristocracy, or the majority of
the existing generation - in
proportion as it is efficient
and successful, it establishes
a despotism over the mind,
leading by natural tendency
to one over the body. J.S.
Mill, On Liberty 129 (Liberal
Arts Press 1956).

... (l)t is honorable for
us to have produced
the first legislature
who had the courage
to declare that the
reason ofman may
be trusted with the
formation ofhis own
..
opznzons.

Well aware that Almighty God hath created the mind free; that all attempts to
influence it by temporal punishments or burthens, or by civil incapacitations, tend
only to beget habits of hypocrisy and meanness, and are a departure from the plan
of the Holy Author of our religion, who, being Lord of both body and mind, yet
chose not to propagate it by coercions on either, as was in his Almighty power to
do;
that the impious presumption of legislators and rulers, civil as well as ecclesiastical, who, being themselves but fallible and uninspired men, have assumed
dominion over the faiths of others, setting up their own opinions and modes of
thinking as the only true and infallible, and as such endeavoring to impose them
on others, hath established and maintained false religions over the greatest part
of the world, and through all time;
that to compel a man to furnish contributions of money for the propagation of
opinions which he disbelieves, is sinful and tyrannical; that even the forcing of
him to support this or that teacher of his own religious persuasion, is depriving
him of the comfortable liberty of giving his contributions to the particular pastor
whose morals he would make his pattern, and whose powers he feels most
persuasive to righteousness, and is withdrawing from the ministry those temporal
rewards, which, proceeding from an approbation of their personal conduct, are
an additional incitement to earnest and unremitting labors for the instruction of
mankind; that our civil rights have no dependence on our religious opinions, more
than on our opinions in physics and geometry; ...
that to suffer the civil magistrate to intrude his powers into the field of opinion, and to restrain the profession or propagation
of principles, on supposition of their ill tendency, is a dangerous fallacy, which at once destroys all religious liberty, because he
being of course a judge of that tendency, will make his opinions the rule of judgment, and approve or condenm the sentiments
of others only as they shall square with or differ from his own;
that it is time enough for the rightful purposes of civil government for its officers to interfere when principles break out into
overt acts against peace and good order;
and finally, that truth is great and will prevail if left to herself, that she is the proper and sufficient antagonist to error, and has
nothing to fear from the conflict, unless by human inte1p0sition disarmed of her natural weapons, free argument and debate,
errors ceasing to be dangerous when it is permitted freely to contradict them....

Thomas Jefferson
writing to James
Madison
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A HIGH PLACE
The Lord will be a refuge
for the oppressed, a refuge in
times oftrouble. Ps. 9:9

Whenever I see the word,
refuge, I think of a hiding
place like a cave or other covered shelter. But in this passage of scripture, the word
means a "high place," like a
cliff or other lofty or inaccessible place.
But if this refuge is so lofty
as to be inaccessible, how can
one get to it? The Psalmist
says, however, that this high
place is available to anyone
who is oppressed, to anyone
who is in trouble. What could
that place be, but the very
Word of God.
Jesus said, "If ye continue
(or abide) in my word,
then...ye shall know the truth
and the truth shall make you
free" John 8:31-32). If a believer abides in the Word
when oppression or similar
trouble comes, he knows, first
of all, that he is in a place of
protection
For Romans 8:28 says "we
know that all things work together for good to them that

love God, to them who are
called according to his purpose." And Isaiah 54:17
promises that "no weapon
formed against thee shall
prosper; and every tongue that
shall arise against thee in
judgment thou shalt condemn. This is the heritage of
the servants of the Lord, and
their righteousness is of me,
saith the Lord."
Second, he knows that he
is in a place of provision.
Philippians 4:13 says: "I can
do all things through Christ
which strengtheneth me."
Philippians 4: 19 promises
that "my God shall supply all
your need according to his
riches in glory by Christ Jesus." And Luke 1:37 reminds
us: "For with God nothing
shall be impossible." Finally,
Mark 9:23-24 reassures that
"all things are possible to him
that believeth," even help to
overcome one's unbelief.
Third, the one in trouble
finds a place of godly perspective. While he may not
be able to see the end of his
troubles, or even figure out
how they began, God knows.
For He is the "Alpha and

Omega, the begiruring and the 15:58 commands us to be
end, the first and the last" "steadfast, immovable, alRev. 22:13).
ways abounding in the work
Not only does God know, of the Lord, for as much as ye
but He has everything under know that your labor is not in
control. For "all things were vain in the Lord."
created by Him and for Him
And Jeremiah - the weepand He is before all things and ing prophet - attests that God
by Him all things consist" not only has work for us to do,
(Col. 1:16(b)-17. AllHeasks but plans:
is that we lay before him our
For I know the plans I have
hopes, our desires - and, if for you, declares the Lord,
they are of the Lord, we have plans to prosper you and not
the assurance that Habakkuk to harm you, plans to give you
had:
hope and a future. Jer. 29:11
For the vision is yetfor an
appointed time, but in the end
it shall speak, and not lie:
though it tarry wait for it; because it will surely come, it
will not tarry... but the just
shall live byfaith. Hab. 2:3-4.
Ah. The just shall live by

faith - by the substance of our
hope in Christ and by the evidence of things JJDSeen (Heb.
11:1 ). This refuge of our Lord
brings us finally, in times of
trouble and of oppression, to
a place of productivity.
If we live by faith, we are
free to continue to bear fruit
for the kingdom of God, even
as we pass through trials and
tribulations. I Corinthians

(NIV).

Finally, we are confident
that God will reveal those
plans to us for Isaiah has foretold that
though the Lord give you
the bread of adversity, and
the water ofajjliction... thine
ears shall hear a word behind
thee, saying, This is the way,
walk ye in it, when ye turn to
the right hand and when ye
turn to the left. Is. 30: 20-21.

"The steps of a good man,"
praise God, "are ordered by
the Lord; and he delighteth in
his way. Though he fall, he
shall not be utterly cast down:
for the Lord upholdeth him
with his hand" (Ps. 37:23-24).
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