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THEY SAY, “THEY ADVOCATE
A SHARED LIFE

IN A SHARED WORLD”
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INTRODUCTION1

An understanding of philosophical eras will help in more clearly
seeing the path of travel society is taking today. A lack of understand-
ing in philosophical eras leaves rational thinkers perplexed and
confused. Rational thinkers rely upon proper evidence and proper
reasoning, logic, by which they make assessments and arrive at
conclusions. We will briefly look at the Pre-Modern, Modern and Post-
Modern philosophical eras and their working parameters.

PRE-MODERN, MODERN
AND POST-MODERN PHILOSOPHICAL ERAS 

The Pre-Modern Era includes the ancient times, through the Dark
Ages, before transitioning into the Modern Era in the Age of Enlighten-
ment or the Renaissance Period. This era was characterized by religion
and superstition. The most important events of this period were the
gifts of the inspired Word of God, the Bible, and the institution of the
Lord’s one church. These will remain constant and true as long as the
earth remains and cause tremendous difficulty to all who exalt mankind
as the pinnacle of thought and practice. Man received from God,
through His Word, the proper basis of thinking in this period. In the
Pre-Modern period, evidence was necessary for proper, logical
conclusions derived from an inductive method of reasoning. The Bible
was looked upon as prime evidence in the process of enquiry due to its
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origin, and because it had been time-tested and proven to be true. I do
not mean that no other method of reasoning was used, or that all
philosophy looked to the Bible with the same intensity, but that the
long-standing conclusions of this period were thusly characterized.

The Modern Era of philosophy made a transition in philosophical
thought. This era started with the Renaissance and could not escape the
leaps in improvements in most areas of life, though viewed solely as
accomplishments of mankind alone. In essence, they were viewing the
trees and not able to discern the larger picture of the forest. They saw
themselves, but not God. Thus, philosophical reasoning of this era still
demanded evidence, but the Bible was not to be the origin of proper
evidence. The Bible was accused of being like the superstitions of man,
thus contrary to reason. The thoughts of mankind were desired as the
pinnacle of material to be used as evidence. The thinking of mankind
was exalted above the thoughts of God. Isaiah, an inspired, faithful
prophet of God said otherwise:

For my thoughts are not your thoughts, neither are your ways my
ways, saith the Lord. For as the heavens are higher than the
earth, so are my ways higher than your ways, and my thoughts
than your thoughts (Isa. 55:8-9).

We live in the Post-Modern Era today, and have been since the
1960s. It was in that decade of rebellion that God was pronounced and
heralded as dead. The transition of philosophical thought has now
moved into a new arena where evidence is not required and there are
multiple “truths.” It is permissible today to have multiple “truths” that
completely contradict each other and supposedly still remain “true.” In
essence, there is no “truth.” All thoughts of mankind become supreme
with this manner of reasoning. It is no wonder that sects of people
openly advocate the removal of the name of God from government
buildings and works, the idea of God from the classroom and the
exercise of God from daily life. Those who believe in God and accept
the Bible as His Word are looked upon with pity and disgust as
ignorant, weak fools. Attempts are made to marginalize them in
society. It is in this era of philosophical thought that we investigate our
topic, “They Advocate a Shared Life in a Shared World.”

THE RELATIONSHIP OF TERMS

There are other words and relationships that have a great bearing
on our understanding of the ideologies behind the topic being consid-
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ered. The terms “Humanism,” “Progressivism,” and “Rationalism”
should be considered for our study. Different philosophies drive the
languages of different topics. A distinction needs to be made in these
discussions so that a clear understanding is achieved. This principle is
followed by good debaters as they define the terms of their proposition
at the outset of a debate in order that a proper discussion can lead to a
certain conclusion. Good Bible teachers follow the same concept when
discussing Biblical themes like “grace,” which can mean different
things to different people. A relationship of these terms—“Humanism,”
“Progressivism,” and “Rationalism”—is set forward by advocates of
the ideology of “A Shared Life in a Shared World.”

As we note in the preamble to this site, we regard everything that
concerns politics in the perspective of the political philosophy
known as Progressivism. That choice isn’t accidental; it is,
rather, driven by the logic of the even more fundamental
philosophy known as Humanism.2

And again,

To be more specific, when we discuss politics and civic respon-
sibility, our point of view will be rooted in what is usually called
Progressivism; and when the issues are more philosophical, our
point of view will reflect the value system known as Humanism.3

Political and civic responsibility discussions include the ways a
government governs its people. Philosophical discussions consider the
fundamental nature of knowledge or belief systems. Progressivism
drives discussions regarding the manner in which a government
operates. Humanism drives discussions relative to what and how we
may know things. In a great general sense, Humanism drives progres-
sive thought as it is the fundamental position of what we know.
Humanism operates in a system of Rationalism.

“Rationalism” is the view that reason aided by observation
should serve preeminently as the ground of all of our convic-
tions. Outside of the context of philosophy, rationalism is
sometimes said to stand in opposition to romanticism, with its
preference for emotion over reason, and also in opposition to the
notion of “revelation” as an adequate ground for (usually
religious) beliefs. However, perhaps most of all, and most justly,
rationalism stands in contrast to authoritarianism, the view that
convictions should be grounded in respect for the views of the
powerful, influential, or charismatic.4
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It is obvious in these definitions that the Bible is not an option for
the origin of evidence. Science and the scientific method are the choice
of secular progressives for their evidence. It is provable that true
science and true Bible knowledge are always in agreement. For
instance we know the earth has a round like shape and is not flat,
though many people have believed in the flat earth doctrine. The Bible
stated this truth about the earth some seven hundred fifty years before
the birth of Jesus. It was back then that Isaiah revealed: “It is he [God]
that sitteth upon the circle of the earth, and the inhabitants thereof are
as grasshoppers” (Isa. 40:22, emphasis added). Therefore, the science
that secular progressives utilize must be different in some way. That
which is primarily held as “science” today is based upon hypotheses
and theories, no observable or demonstrable facts. Because of this,
following the Post-Modern pattern of thinking leads one to the concept
that there is a variety of “truths.” True science is viewed as being
impotent in the matter of discovering the origin of the universe while,
at the same time, the Big Bang Theory is held as “scientific fact.” This
“fact,” in yoke with the Evolutionary Theory (also held as “scientific
fact”), will be used to drive perceived solutions to global problems by
secular progressives. Progressive “truths” constantly change and their
solutions fail, but genuine truth is fundamental, static and dependable.
God’s Word is Truth (Jn. 17:17). God does not change (Jas. 1:17).
Therefore, His principles do not change, and they are dependable (Ps.
119:89-91).

BASIS AND GOALS

John Dewey and a group of Unitarian ministers wrote and signed
a document, in 1933, that listed 15 points of belief in which is found
the idea of “A Shared Life in a Shared World.” This document is The
Humanist Manifesto I. In this document, we see the transition of
thought directed away from the supposedly outdated idea of God and
religion toward the scientific method. Therefore, our public school
systems, under the same architect, John Dewey, have been the bully
pulpits for this ideology. In a short seventy-five years the ideas of
Humanism are in the minds of the majority.

The Fourteenth belief listed in Humanist Manifesto I reads:

FOURTEENTH: The humanists are firmly convinced that
existing acquisitive and profit-motivated society has shown itself
to be inadequate and that a radical change in methods, controls,
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and motives must be instituted. A socialized and cooperative
economic order must be established to the end that the equitable
distribution of the means of life be possible. The goal of
humanism is a free and universal society in which people
voluntarily and intelligently cooperate for the common good.
Humanists demand a shared life in a shared world (emphasis
added).5

Humanist Manifesto I was set forth as the beliefs of people who
exalted man’s thinking above God’s thinking, and it serves as the
theses of religious Humanism. Decades later, Humanist Manifesto II
was written to remove the language and even an implication that shows
Humanism is a religion. But removing the words does not change the
characteristic. Notice that this fourteenth belief is established upon a
conviction. Secular Progressives deny authoritarianism as an adequate
foundation for evidence in their system of Rationalism. Thus, the
inconsistencies can be easily seen. Radical change is called for, and that
only comes by radical methods. To make these radical changes,
Progressivism desires to move in long, slow, deliberate steps over a
long period of time and thereby be permitted to sidestep any resistance
that should arise. Failure is common when their changes are sought
quickly. Health reform in our own country would be an illustration of
this principle. Cooperation is a necessity and it is sought either by
rhetoric or by force through lack of a good choice. The goal starts to
emerge in the thought of economic distribution. This ideology is
couched in the words of noble aspiration, “for the common good.” We
hear the descriptive phrase today of “redistribution of wealth.” The last
statement ought to rattle the teeth through which these words escape.
This started not as a mere goal, but an outright demand—“A Shared
Life in a Shared World.” This is the belief of the Secular Humanists in
politics and civic responsibility. Remember, it is driven by Progressiv-
ism.

Belief fifteen continues the thought:

FIFTEENTH AND LAST: We assert that humanism will: (a)
affirm life rather than deny it; (b) seek to elicit the possibilities
of life, not flee from them; and (c) endeavor to establish the
conditions of a satisfactory life for all, not merely for the few.
By this positive morale and intention humanism will be guided,
and from this perspective and alignment the techniques and
efforts of humanism will flow.6
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Contrary to this assertion by Humanists, we know by experience and
observation that not everyone will equally work and achieve. Some will
not produce at all—some because they do not possess the physical
ability to do so and some by choice. This idea of the Secular Humanists
covers every person. It communicates that the wealth and possessions
of the worker will be redistributed to the person who has chosen not to
produce. Never Never Land fantasy seeking Humanists are looking to
achieve a fairyland society, some kind of a Utopia for all mankind, but
none exists and never will.

ONE WORLD GOVERNMENT

The elusive Utopia sought through the dictums of Humanist
Manifesto I, Humanist Manifesto II and the more recent Humanist
pronouncements necessitate a totalitarian state that socializes society
with a forced cooperation for the “common good.” A society where
people work for their own good and are philanthropic is not the society
sought by Humanist adherents. Today, we hear statements from our
own president affirming that no one nation can meet the present-day
problems facing mankind. We are told that all nations must come
together in one body to be successful in meeting these global chal-
lenges. As we consider the Humanist Manifestos, it will be plain to see
that Humanists are advocating a one world government.

Humanist Manifesto II is more aggressive than Humanist Manifesto
I in that the movement toward a one world utopian government has
become a driven ideology and not just a product of the evolution of
mankind. There are seventeen propositions in Humanist Manifesto II.
A look at propositions twelve through fourteen will demonstrate their
views on a one world government. They say:

Twelfth: We deplore the division of humankind on nationalistic
grounds. We have reached a turning point in human history
where the best option is to transcend the limits of national
sovereignty and to move toward the building of a world commu-
nity in which all sectors of the human family can participate.
Thus we look to the development of a system of world law and
a world order based upon transnational federal government. This
would appreciate cultural pluralism and diversity. It would not
exclude pride in national origins and accomplishments nor the
handling of regional problems on a regional basis. Human
progress, however, can no longer be achieved by focusing on
one section of the world, Western or Eastern, developed or
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underdeveloped. For the first time in human history, no part of
humankind can be isolated from any other. Each person’s future
is in some way linked to all. We thus reaffirm a commitment to
the building of world community, at the same time recognizing
that this commits us to some hard choices.7

The best option has been set forth as removing national sovereignty
and forming a one world community. Who is it that has made this
determination? People who adhere to these manifestos set them forth
to battle the wealthy elite. But, are those cultural elitists better qualified
to make and set forth such decisions for all the rest of us? This
statement is their goal, not necessarily the “best option.”

According to the Humanists, pride in national origins will not be
discouraged. However, under their plan it would not be long before
people cease to have pride in their national origin. This is so because
there would be no nations (plural); there would be only one. Can you
bring yourself to think or speak of the Region of America? Do we not
see the results of our wide-open borders to the South? Our cities, even
through the mid-sections of our country, are having major demographic
shifts because of those who are illegally entering our country. Yet, our
government refuses to even use the term “illegal” in describing them
but instead uses terms such as “undocumented immigrants.” This has
had a devastating effect on our economy, especially in times of
recession.  It is destructive. The truth is spoken in proposition number
twelve that this option, if taken, will commit “us to some hard choices.”

Even so, the Humanists continue:

Thirteenth: This world community must renounce the resort to
violence and force as a method of solving international disputes.
We believe in the peaceful adjudication of differences by
international courts and by the development of the arts of
negotiation and compromise. War is obsolete. So is the use of
nuclear, biological, and chemical weapons. It is a planetary
imperative to reduce the level of military expenditures and turn
these savings to peaceful and people-oriented uses.8

“War is obsolete.” This statement is parallel to the idea that we will
eradicate poverty on earth! It should be recalled that Jesus said: “For ye
have the poor with you always, and whensoever ye will ye may do
them good: but me ye have not always” (Mk. 14:7). Yet, the multiple
detrimental effects of this kind of thinking on the part of Humanists are
monumental. And, you can see which of our leaders adhere to this
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principle by their drawdown of our own military and its equipment.
When one leader draws down our military resources, the next one has
to rebuild at a heavy cost in dollars. If we are attacked, and if we are
caught unprepared, the costs—in more ways than one—will be
disastrous! Today, our president speaks of unilateral talks with anyone
and everyone. Do you really think the nations adhering to Islam would
be satisfied with a one world government, one where they would just
be participants? Do you really think that you would be better off with
a one world government where the Islamic adherents are in charge?
The military might of our country has been the salt of the earth in
keeping world domination by unscrupulous nations at bay. Someone
will have the power, because not everyone will lay down their arms. In
that sense, what we spend on our military is for “peaceful and people-
oriented uses.”

Incorporating the “fear factor” into the equation, Humanists insist:

Fourteenth: The world community must engage in cooperative
planning concerning the use of rapidly depleting resources. The
planet earth must be considered a single ecosystem. Ecological
damage, resource depletion, and excessive population growth
must be checked by international concord. The cultivation and
conservation of nature is a moral value, we should perceive
ourselves as integral to the sources of our being in nature. We
must free our world from needless pollution and waste, responsi-
bly guarding and creating wealth, both natural and human.
Exploitation of natural resources, uncurbed by social conscience,
must end.9

Have you linked the terms “cooperative planning” and “excessive
population growth” in this proposition? While the Humanists start out
stating that they are in favor of life, they here advocate abortion, which
is the taking of life. China has been open about their policies of limiting
families to a certain number of children. Have you considered the
penalties enforced when these laws are violated? God hates and forbids
the shedding of innocent blood, which definitely includes the shedding
of the blood of the innocents (Pro. 6:16-19)!

There is language in this fourteenth proposition that should bring
to memory the campaign rhetoric of our own recent presidential race.
It was repeatedly stated that our country uses 25 percent of the world’s
resources while we only constitute 6 percent of the world’s population.
This thought communicates the idea that we are guilty of being
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materially and socially irresponsible and that we should pay a penalty
for our humanitarian violation. This penalty will be in the form of
higher taxes and a stifling of our use of resources, which in turn will
cause reduced productivity. While some stand and applaud this result,
may we ask: “Who will provide the food and financial handouts to the
impoverished of the world when our productivity is stifled?”

It is a false idea to think that we expend all of our financial success
(due to our productivity and use of resource) only on ourselves. We
would have no national debt if we used the profits gained by our
productivity only on ourselves. Other nations might be better off as
well. Corruption abounds in many of the nations where we send our
financial aid. Most of our aid goes into the coffers of the corrupt
affluent in some of these nations. There is less incentive to provide for
yourself when someone else is providing for you. When the necessity
to provide for yourself becomes real, your desire to be productive
increases. I am not advocating that we help no one as a nation. We have
no objection to helping those who cannot help themselves. These
thoughts are presented to help us clearly see some of the dangers posed
by these Humanist propositions.

We should also take note of the present attempts to look to
international law for remedies in the court cases of our own sovereign
country. This is even being done by some United States Supreme Court
justices. Many have questioned what the International Court of Justice
has to do with deciding matters within the borders of the United States
of America. It is the drive of adherents to the principles of these
manifestos that is taking us down this path. Israel fully became a nation
when she received her national law at Sinai. We will cease to be a
nation when we relinquish our sovereignty by assenting to international
law in place of the United States Constitution. We will simply be the
American Region, i.e., that section of geography under the authority of
the one world government.

Corliss Lamont, a Humanist, offers the best summation of this
section, stating:

Humanism stands firm in its vision of the social good as
including the entire human race. As my fifth point in the
Humanist program phrases it, this philosophy “holds as its
highest goal the this-worldly happiness, freedom, and prog-
ress—economic, cultural, and ethical—of all humankind,
respective of nation, race or religion.” While the sincere Human-
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ists strive to the best of their ability to further the good of their
family, their local community—city, town or village—their state
and their nation, they are continually looking beyond their native
land to the world at large and thinking about the well-being of all
the peoples of the earth. According to Plutarch, Socrates said
that he was “not an Athenian or a Greek, but a citizen of the
world.” In the days of the American Revolution, Thomas Paine
stated: “All mankind are my brethren; to do good is my reli-
gion.” Later, in the Civil War era, William Lloyd Garrison
declared: “My country is the world; my countrymen are man-
kind.” These are all statements in the true Humanist spirit.10

UNIVERSAL CONTROL OVER ECONOMIC MATTERS

Adherents to the philosophy expressed in the Humanist Manifestos
have a desire broader than our own country. The realm of their
perceived utopia is the world. No doubt, many times you may have
heard the descriptions of how rich we are in America compared to the
poverty of the world. It is often said that the average standard of living
in the world of all human beings consists of a small shack with a dirt
floor, and that the average family wage is less than one thousand
dollars per year. I do not know if that is factually accurate, but I do
know that the standard of living in America is far above most other
countries. A redistribution of the wealth of the world—so that everyone
has essentially equal care and wealth—will definitely call for “hard
decisions,” and burdens to be borne, by the citizens of this country. Let
us look at proposition fifteen of the Humanist Manifesto II for a
glimpse of the economic requirements which will be necessary to bring
about its desire. It stresses:

Fifteenth: The problems of economic growth and development
can no longer be resolved by one nation alone; they are world-
wide in scope. It is the moral obligation of the developed nations
to provide—through an international authority that safeguards
human rights—massive technical, agricultural, medical, and
economic assistance, including birth control techniques, to the
developing portions of the globe. World poverty must cease.
Hence extreme disproportions in wealth, income, and economic
growth should be reduced on a worldwide basis.11

The United Nations is promoted by these manifestos as the
international authority through which “extreme disproportions in
wealth, income and economic growth should be reduced.”
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World planning for the welfare of all humankind is the highest
and broadest level of all. It becomes possible only with a
tremendous extension of international organization. A success-
fully functioning United Nations, with its many specialized
agencies, such as the Economic and Social Council, the Food
and Agriculture Organization, the World Health Organization,
and UNESCO, obviously entails some degree of global planning
and could lay the foundation for an integrated world economy
and political federation.12

That statement should cause great concern. What grand scale, truly
beneficial accomplishments can you note that should be credited to the
United Nations? The United States houses it and financially supports
it, but what benefit do we derive from it? Yet, under the Humanists’
dictums, the United Nations will have the authority to greatly reduce
our wealth, income and economic growth. One thing is certain, by this
design our economy will only greatly decline.

A valid argument is being set forth in our country that the federal
government is not capable of running corporations for a profit. This is
evidenced by the waste, cost inflation, ineffectiveness, poor results,
lack of productivity and corruption in government run programs. It is
always tempting to add more to a program than it was originally
designed and approved to accomplish. Then, it flounders for want of
funds to keep it going. Funds initially set aside for a particular program
may be looted to pay for another governmental need. When this
happens, cries are heard that the former program is on the verge of
bankruptcy. Our Social Security program grandly illustrates this. It
lacks funding today to last another decade, and our president is telling
us that our country is out of money now (2009). With all of this in
mind, expand the argument to include a world setting that makes the
United Nations the authority and arbiter of your wealth in the face of
all the world.

In this one proposition alone, you are attacked on two different
fronts with both having the same result—a loss of wealth and a lower
standard of living. First, you have the exportation of all resources that
the world lacks, i.e., “massive technical, agricultural, medical, and
economic assistance” that developing nations need. You might as well
throw in health care and education because they are necessary for
anyone to have a higher standard of living. Next, include the “reduction
of wealth, income and economic growth” to the equation. Inflation and
disaster are on the horizon when the government spends excessively
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and supplies its own funds simply by printing more money. It has been
rightly said by many that you cannot spend your way to prosperity. The
same is true regarding nations. When debt is accumulated, it takes
money out of the private sector. It is the private sector that produces the
jobs and goods which become our gross national product. Can you not
determine our economic future if we export our resources and wealth
to needy nations while, at the same time, we are reducing our economic
growth? It is not a desirable, much less pretty, picture.

More of the progressives’ economic thinking is found in the
statement:

Fourth, there is economic democracy, the right of every adult to
a useful job at a decent wage or salary, to general economic
security and opportunity, to an equitable share in the material
goods of this life, and to a proportionate voice in the conduct of
economic affairs. Economic democracy, as I define it, goes far
beyond freedom from want, since it does not mean merely
material security. Such security can be established on a rather
restricted minimum basis. Full economic democracy, however,
implies a higher and higher standard of living for the whole
population as the over-all wealth of a nation increases. While not
entailing equality of income, it does imply some surplus above
minimum security, so that individuals and families can enjoy the
cultural amenities and have an adequate chance for rest, recre-
ation, and travel.13

Can you imagine this being successful in America? Is it possible to
give every adult in America a useful job at a decent wage? What about
those who adamantly refuse to work? There are more excuses why
some people cannot (will not) work than there are jobs. Are they going
to be forced to cooperate (work), or just be borne at a higher economic
level by others while not working themselves? Is it possible to give
every adult general economic security and opportunity? It is, if we
provide cradle-to-grave social programs for all people, including those
who will not work. Of course, the standard of living will be so low that
a lot of economic security and opportunity will not be needed. Is it
possible to provide an equitable share in material goods to every adult?
Do you know what has caused our economic distress today? Yes, it was
the idea pushed by our governmental agencies and financial institutions
to extend loans to people so they could buy expensive houses—houses
they could not afford and could not pay for. Their thinking and policies
failed to make any advancement toward the utopian idea of everyone
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owning a good house in America. Seeing the disastrous failure in the
housing market, the question arises: “Where is that utopia wherein
every adult has a surplus above the minimum economic security that
affords enjoyment of cultural amenities and rest, recreation and travel?”
Someone will have to “go without” in order to provide a higher
standard of living for others. Will they cooperate?

Think of these same platitudes on a world stage. But, you say that
the former point was not looking at the world stage, only the national.
Well then, let us look at another statement:

Today, however, with our scientific techniques and machine
civilization, there is little excuse for not adequately controlling
Nature and making available to everyone a high standard of
living. In the tremendous potentialities of a modern technology
utilized on behalf of all humanity, Humanists can glimpse the
actualization of their forward-looking social program.14

Do not be confused, all humanity is the goal, and the Humanists’
“forward looking” social agenda is the vehicle by which they intend to
attain that goal. Now, consider one more time the degree to which your
standard of living will have to be depressed in order to raise the
standard of living for the multitudes of the poor. At the same time, keep
in mind that Jesus said that the poor will always be with us (Jn. 12:8).

The following two economic statements are true, clear and to the
point:

You cannot legislate the poor into freedom by legislating the
wealthy out of freedom. What one person receives without
working for, another person must work for without receiving.
The government cannot give to anybody anything that the
government does not first take from somebody else. When half
of the people get the idea that they do not have to work because
the other half is going to take care of them, and when the other
half gets the idea that it does no good to work because somebody
else is going to get what they work for, that my dear friend, is
about the end of any nation. You cannot multiply wealth by
dividing it.15

The second statement is:

Let me say a word here that may sound political.  I hope not,
because I believe it’s moral and biblical. You cannot legislate the
poor into freedom by legislating the industrious out of it.  You
don’t multiply wealth by dividing it.  Government cannot give
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anything to anybody that it doesn’t first take from somebody
else.

Whenever somebody receives something without working for it,
somebody else has to work for it without receiving.  The worst
thing that can happen to a nation is for half of the people to get
the idea they don’t have to work because somebody else will
work for them, and the other half to get the idea that it does no
good to work because they don’t get to enjoy the fruit of their
labor.16

Failure is the only descriptive term that is true when thinking of a one
world government and an economy which are supposed to care for
every human and provide him with a higher standard of living.

GOD AND GOVERNMENT

Due to a series of lessons I taught during the election cycle titled
“God and Government,” the year of 2009 has been very troublesome
for me personally. I was called a false teacher simply for teaching
lessons that had the words “God” and “Government” in the same
sentence. In addition to that, I was called a racist by a dear friend and
associate. Evidently for some, the historic nature of the presidential
race took precedence over the substance of what the democratic
candidate espoused for his platform. I was simply teaching on the
issues of abortion and homosexuality in an effort to remind brethren to
let God accompany them into the voting booth. I continue to be
troubled by those agitated by violating their own consciences in that
election cycle.

God and government must be mentioned together because God
created the institution of government. We speak of God and the church,
God and the home, God and His other institutions; therefore, why
should we not speak of God and the government? God has told us about
government and its role in our lives in the thirteenth chapter of
Romans. There, we learn that government prevents chaos by protecting
the good while punishing the evil (Rom. 13:3-4). We are told that we
are to be “subject” to “the powers that be” (v. 1). Christians should be
the best citizens of their government as it governs correctly. Christians
are loyal taxpayers because Christ instructed: “Render therefore unto
Caesar” what is required (v. 6; Mt. 22:21). God has not given us an
exhaustive list of a government’s functions, but we know that there are
limitations to government’s authority over us. We know this because
we are “to obey God rather than men” (i.e., government), if government
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requires of us that which is contrary to God and/or His will (Acts 5:26-
29).

I know that God has placed the responsibility for educating
children within the home (Eph. 6:4). He has also given to each of us the
individual responsibility to work and take care of our own and others
(Eph. 4:28; 2 Thess. 3:10; Mk. 14:7). The church and the government
may work in these areas, but the responsibility lies with you and me.
The idea that it is the government’s responsibility to provide for all our
needs from cradle-to-grave is nowhere supported in the Scriptures.
Thus, we should neither expect it nor make that the function of
government.

Rather we should pray for our leaders that they govern and make
decisions that are in keeping with God’s will (1 Tim. 2:1-2). We are to
support them in all things right, even financially (Rom. 13:6). We are
to obey them (Rom. 13:2). We most certainly expect the government
to protect us (Acts 21:21-25) and execute the evil (Rom. 13:4).

Having said that about government, we must emphasize that as
individuals we have our personal responsibilities. Among other things:
1) We should be wise in self-protection (Lk. 22:36-38), 2) We must
work (Eph. 4:28; 2 Thess. 3:10), 3) We must care for others (Eph. 4:28;
Mk. 14:7), and 4) We must stay out of crippling debt and be wise in our
guarantees of loans (Pro. 10:15; 17:18).

God rules in the kingdoms of men (Dan. 4:25). He allows all
manner of men to rule, however, He disallows them when He chooses.
God does not elect the right candidate through the voters every time. To
study the candidates (their voting records, their proposed policies and
agenda) and then to vote for those who are most closely aligned to the
principles set forth in the Bible is a responsibility that each of us has.

CONCLUSION

In studying for this presentation, I could not help but remember
God’s action at the Tower of Babel (Gen. 11:1-9). There was one world
government then. Mankind had only one language, and the one
governmental power on the earth resisted God. Thinking more highly
of themselves than they ought, men in this Bible narrative had the
fanciful idea that they were so great that they could build a tower
whereby they would just march right up into Heaven. Displeased with
their prideful arrogance, God confounded their language and “scattered
them abroad from thence upon the face of all the earth” (v. 8). Does
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anyone seriously think that God would approve of such a thing
happening the second time?

The very platform upon which Humanists stand, and proudly
present in their various manifestos, shows that they vainly exalt
mankind to unachievable heights of glory and accomplishment. And,
like those at Babel in Genesis 11:1-9, Humanists would have mankind
attempt to do things which we now know God has decreed impossible,
such as eradicating poverty from the earth. God does not change. God
resisted the people at Babel by confounding their languages so they
divided into a variety of kingdoms. It has been that way ever since,
without censure from God. He will also successfully resist any such
recreation of that event today.

We do share the world with others and all people everywhere
should care for our earthly home. God created this world to be home
while we are in the flesh, and He will maintain us in it (Acts 17:28)
until He gets ready to burn it up. The end will come when God sends
forth a shout (Jn. 5:28-29). God will then burn it up when we are
through with it (2 Pet. 3:10-12). We are also reminded that this world
is not our home. It is only temporary.

We also should share in each other’s lives. We must be interested
in other people so that we might teach them of God and point them to
Heaven by the Gospel of Jesus Christ. We should be observant and help
those who truly need our help, financial and otherwise. We know it is
beyond our grasp to eradicate poverty, but we can do what we can to
alleviate some suffering while bringing glory to God.

For ye have the poor with you always, and whensoever ye will
ye may do them good: but me ye have not always. She hath done
what she could: she is come aforehand to anoint my body to the
burying (Mk. 14:7-8).
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