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Title:  The Separation of State and Church (DD-26)

Purpose: To motivate hearers to embrace the baptistic distinctive of the separation of the state and church.

Introduction
In our studies of biblical doctrines, we have already considered the Orthodox, Calvinistic, Convenantal, and Puritan distinctives.  Now we move to consider the last doctrinal distinctives.

UNIT 5:  THE BAPTISTIC DISTINCTIVES
· Many people think that the Baptist is a denomination. But it is not. Although some churches that are baptistic have in later years formed denominations, and yet the Baptist is not really a denomination. It is a set of beliefs that have to do particularly with the local church and local church practice. And the Baptist distinctives includes 5 areas: 1) The Separation between Church and State 2) Autonomy of the Local Church 3) The Rule of Elders in the Church 4) Regenerate Membership in the Church 5) The Symbolic Ordinances of the Local Church – Baptism and the Lord Supper
SECTION 1:  THE SEPARATION OF CHURCH AND STATE
· The question about the relationship of the church and state has been a matter of controversy since early church history.  What is the relationship between the state and the church? There are basically 3 positions.
Trans: 
The first position is that....

I.

THE CHURCH IS ABOVE THE STATE IN AUTHORITY
A.
The Meaning of this View: What does it mean?

1. For the church to be above the state means that the state derives its authority from the church and, therefore, it is subordinate to the church in authority. 

2. Practically speaking, this would mean that the church has the right to ordain or depose kings and rulers, to support or overthrow civil governments. If the rulers refuse to obey the church, then the church has the right depose of them as rulers. Moreover, the church has the authority to use the state to promote and advance her cause.
B.
The Development of this View: How did this view develop in history?

1. This position, in its seed form, was first propounded by Augustine (355-420) in his book “The City of God”. 

2. And this view took concrete expression when Leo III crowned Charlemagne as Emperor of the Holy Roman Empire.  Quote: “The pope, by voluntarily conferring the imperial crown upon Charles, might claim that the empire was his gift, and that the right of crowning implied the right of discrowning. And this right was exercised by popes at a later period, who wielded the secular as well as the spiritual sword and absolved nations of their oath of allegiance….This is the mediaeval hierarchical theory, which derives all power from God through Peter as the head of the church. Gregory VII compared the church to the sun, the state to the moon who derives her light from the sun. The popes will always maintain the principle of the absolute supremacy of the church over the state, and support or oppose a government—whether it be an empire or a kingdom or a republic—according to the degree of its subserviency to the interests of the hierarchy (church).”
3.
This position is graphically illustrated in the story of King Henry IV and Pope Gregory VII.  Directly violating the Pope’s decree not to appoint lay people into the church’s office, the Pope excommunicated King Henry and deposed him of his throne, even commanding the people no longer to be subject to him. In a council held in Rome, a decree was written, “Strong in this faith, for the honor and defense of thy Church, on behalf of Almighty God, Father, Son, and Holy Ghost, by virtue of thy power and authority I deprive Henry son of the emperor Henry [Henry III], who has opposed thy Church with unheard-of insolence, of the government of the whole kingdom of Germany and Italy.  I release all Christians from the oath which they have made to him or that they shall make to him. I forbid anyone to obey him as king.”

4.
And this view was later codified in the 4th Lateran Council (1215). Quote: “Let the secular powers, whatever offices they might hold, be induced and admonished, and, if need be, compelled by ecclesiastical censure, - that as they desire to be accounted faithful, they should, for the defense of the faith, publicly set forth an oath, that , to the utmost of their power, they will strive to exterminate from the lands under their jurisdiction all heretics that shall be denounced by the Church...... But if any temporal lord, being required and admonished by the Church, shall neglect to cleanse his lands of this heretical filth, let him be bound with the chain of excommunication by the Metropolitan and the other co-provincial bishops.  And if he shall scorn to make satisfaction w/in a year, let this be signified to the Supreme Pontiff, that thenceforth he may declare his vassals absolved from their allegiance to him, and may expose his land to be occupied by the Catholics, who, having exterminated the heretics, may w/o contradiction possess it, and preserve it in purity of faith.”

5.
This position led to the cruel Spanish Inquisition where countless godly men and women were tortured and put to death for refusing to embrace certain teachings of the Roman Church.

6.
This official position of the Roman Catholic Church has never been repelled. The Roman church cannot enforce it now, and, therefore, it has been relegated to the background, but this is still the official position of the Roman Catholic Church
C.
A Critique of this View: Is it biblical to view the church as above the state in authority? NO.

1.
Because it is from God, and not the church, that the state derives its authority. 

a.
Rom 13:1(READ) - The language is clearly absolute - “there is no authority except from God”.  This is true whatever form of government it might be - a monarchy or democracy, dictatorial or democratic, hostile or friendly to Christianity. It is God in providence who establishes civil authorities apart from the agency of the church.

b.
Thus, you will never find the Apostles ordaining or deposing of kings or rulers. That’s not the church’s prerogative. That is God’s prerogative which He carries out in His providential rule over all human beings.
2.
Furthermore, all Christians are commanded by God to be subject to all civil authorities.

a.
Romans 13:1-7 (READ) - Revolting against civil authorities is a sin against God. And those who do it will be punished by God. And remember that the government spoken of here is the pagan Roman Empire.. It was the empire that committed the greatest crime ever committed on earth- crucified the Lord of glory.  And the king, at this time Paul wrote, was Nero; and he was not a godly king. He was a wicked and ungodly king. But still, Paul commands all X’ians to be subject to civil authorities because, God in providence has established that kingdom for the relative good of its citizens and inhabitants.

b.
And this includes even the Apostles. Matthew 26:51-52 (READ).  Even an apostle had no right to resist authority. They must never revolt against authority.

c.
This does not mean that even if the civil authorities are to tell us to do something against word of God, we are to obey them. No. In cases like that we must obey God rather than men (Acts 5:29). However, Christian must remain subject to civil authorities and should never revolt against civil authorities.

3.
Moreover, the nature of the church’s God-given tasks precludes the employment of the state’s authority and power.

a.
John 18:36-37 (READ) - The nature of Christ’s redemptive kingdom is distinct from that of the world’s. Therefore, His subjects do not use what the kingdoms of the world use to propagate or defend their cause. 

b.
2Cor 10:3-6 (READ)- The weapons the church uses to fight her war is not like the weapons the kingdoms of this world uses. The weapon she uses is the declaration of the truth under blessing of God’s Spirit. 

c.
Eph 6:10-13, 14-20 (READ)- That’s the kind of war the church is engage in.

d.
Thus for the church to employ the state’s authority and power to do her God-given task is to violate her unique identity.
D.
So this view that the state is subordinate to the church does not fit the biblical witness. It is contrary to the biblical witness. 

Trans:
But then there is another position with regard to the relationship of the church and state; and that is...

II.

THE STATE IS ABOVE THE CHURCH IN AUTHORITY
A.
The Meaning: And what does that mean?   

1.
For the state to be above the state means that the state exercise control and rule even the internal affairs of the church, and that the church has no authority of her own except what the state has entrusted to her. In other words, the church has absolutely no authority of its own except what is given to her by the state. And if the state has the right to delegate that authority, then it has also the right to withdraw that authority. 

2.
Quote: “ ...the general government  of the visible Church is part of the one function of dominion entrusted to the state; that the office-bearers in the Christian society, as such, are merely instructors, or preachers of the Word, without any such right to rule, except what they derive from the civil magistrates; and that ecclesiastical censure, and more especially excommunication, is a civil punishment, which the magistrate may employ the office-bearers of the Church to inflict, but which owes its force to civil authorities alone.”

3. 
This view of the relation of state and church is what is called as Erastianism.
B.
The Development of this View: How did this view develop in history?

1. 
This position, in its seed form, started way back during the time of Constantine. Quote: “Constantine had granted the Church freedom of religion and many favors.  In turn he demanded that the Church should allow him to have a good deal to say about its affairs.” Since Constantine became the church’s greatest benefactor, given the church vast tracts of land and building its places of worship, he also decided to become the church’s ruler. Thus Constantine called for meetings of church’s leaders to decide matters having to do with the church and presided over them.  

2.
Then later, this position became an institution in Anglican England. King Henry VIII, angry that the Pope, for vested and political reasons, did not grant him permission to annul his marriage with his barren wife, had parliament pass a law which decreed that the king “justly and rightfully is and ought to be the supreme head of the Church of England.” Henry still remained a Roman Catholic at heart, he still regarded Luther as a heretic, but he, the king of England, also arrogated to himself the position as the supreme head of the church. Thus the church became subject to the state in everything. 
C.
A Critique of this View: Is it biblical to view the state as above the church in authority? NO.

1.
Because Christ, and not any civil magistrate, is the head of the church. Eph 5:22-24; Col 1:18 (READ). The head of the church is not the pope, but neither is it the king. Christ is the head of the church. He is the supreme ruler of the church.
2.
Furthermore, the structure of authority in the church universal precludes the involvement of the state in the internal affairs of the church. 


a.
1Cor 12:27-28 (READ) “Now you are Christ’s body, and individually members of it. And God has appointed in the church, first apostles, second prophets, third teachers (pastors-teachers)…”  In the hierarchy of the church, there is no mention of civil authorities. And although now there are no more living apostles and prophets, the true churches of Christ are still ruled by Christ through the apostolic and prophetic teachings preserved, comprehended, and universally publish for the churches in the NT.

b.
Eph 4:11-16 (READ). Note there that the description of the hierarchy in the church universal is basically the same as 1Cor 12.The only difference here is the addition of “evangelists” – who were like Timothy and Philip were closely associated with the apostles and were extensions and representatives of the apostles. And although now there are no more living apostles, prophets, and evangelists who were apostolic delegates, the true churches of Christ are still ruled by Christ through the apostolic and prophetic teachings preserved, comprehended, and universally publish for the churches in the NT.
c.
So clear from this is the state has no business interfering with the internal affairs of the church. For the state to do that is to go beyond here God-given authority and mandate. 

· This is true in the choice of church’s officers. Acts 6:1-5 (READ)- The state had not involvement in this business. And that is still true now. 

· This is true also in the case of church disciple. Mat 18:15-18.  The church as a whole decides in the matter of excommunication -  not the state. And whatever the church decides, that is according to Christ’s teachings, is binding, not just on earth, but also in heaven. 

· 1Cor 6:1-8. The state, which is largely composed of unbelievers, should never be involved with personal conflicts in the church. Let the church’s court decide the matter.

· This is true also in deciding matters of belief and practice in the church. The counsel in Jerusalem did not have the civil magistrates presiding over the issue about whether Gentiles should be circumcise as a condition of their becoming a part of the new Israel of God - the church. The Apostles were there and the elders of Jerusalem but not civil magistrates. Acts 16:4 (READ).
d.
We no longer have now living Apostles and prophets. But we still have their teachings preserved to us in the Scriptures. And therefore, the structure of the church universal now is still the same. Eph. 2:19-20.

3.
Besides, to say that the state is above the church is to bring the politics of the state into the church – and that will definitely corrupt and destroy the church. Church’s history eloquently testifies to this sad reality. 
D.
So this view that the state is above the church in authority is clearly contrary to the teachings of Scriptures. 
Trans:  So in terms of the relationship between the state and church, we are left with only one alternative.
III.

THE SEPARATION OF THE CHURCH AND STATE
A.
The Meaning of this View: And what does that mean?

1. This means that the church and the state have a distinct and separate sphere of authority and function, delegated to them by God; each being directly answerable to Him. The church does not derive her authority from the state; nor state from the church. Both stand in equal footing before God. 

2. Moreover, this means that the church and state have distinct God-given authorities and functions. The state must not try to do the work that God has given to the church, nor should the church try to do the work that God has given the state.  
B.
The Development of this View: How did this view develop in history? 

1.
This view clearly originates from Christ Himself and stated succinctly when He said in Mt 22:21 “Then render to Caesar the things that are Caesar’s, and to God the things that are God’s.” The two are distinct and separate. 

2.
The Apostles of Christ also clearly perpetuated the practice as clear from the Epistles of the NT and Acts of the Apostles.

3.
However, during the time of Constantine (4th AD) things radically changed. The church and state were married together. And the medieval synthesis of church and state led to confusion and the struggle between the state and church for supremacy. 

4.
Luther, at the beginnings of the Reformation propounded a view of the separation of state and church. But he found the implementation of it as virtually impossible. Also the rise of the radical Anabaptist and the peasants revolve also pushed Luther towards the superiority of the state over the church. Quote: “Luther himself changed his opinion on this subject, and was in some measure driven to a change by the disturbances and heresies which sprang up around him, and threatened disorder and anarchy. The victory over the peasants greatly increased the power of the princes. The Lutheran Reformers banded the work of re-organization largely over to them, and thus unwittingly introduced a caesaropapacy; that is, such a union of church and state as makes the head of the state also the supreme ruler in the church. It is just the opposite of the hierarchical principle of the Roman Church, which tries to rule the state.”

5.
However, Calvin, on the basis of his study of Scriptures, was the first theologian who clearly and consistently articulated the principle of separation of the church and state in his “Institutes”. Quote: “In theory, Calvin made a clearer distinction between the spiritual and secular powers than was usual in his age, when both were inextricably interwoven and confused. He compares the Church to the soul, the State to the body. The one has to do with the spiritual and eternal welfare of man, the other with the affairs of this present, transitory life.f683 Each is independent and sovereign in its own sphere. He was opposed to any interference of the civil government with the internal affairs and discipline of the Church. He was displeased with the servile condition of the clergy in Germany and in Bern, and often complained (even on his death-bed) of the interference of Bern with the Church in Geneva. But he was equally opposed to a clerical control of civil and political affairs, and confined the Church to the spiritual sword. He never held a civil office. The ministers were not eligible to the magistracy and the Councils.”
6.
Calvin, however, was not very clear in terms of the practical outworking and implementation of the principle. And the reason lies in his somewhat defective view of the function of the state that when beyond its God-given limits. For Calvin it is still the function of the state to established true religion in the land. And this problem was illustrated in his approval of the state’s decision to execute Servetus on the ground on heresy.

7.
And following the footsteps of Calvin, the Old Presbyterians held to the principle of separation of church and state, but where not consistent with how to work out and implement that principle. And their confusion, like Calvin, lies in their failure to understand the function of the state. WCF:23.3: “ The civil magistrate may not assume to himself the administration of the Word and sacraments, or the power of the keys of the kingdom of heaven: yet he hath authority, and it is his duty, to take order, that unity and peace be preserved in the church, that the truth of God be kept pure and entire, that all blasphemes and heresies be suppressed, all corruptions and abuses in worship and discipline prevented or reformed, and all the ordinances of God duly settled, administered, and observed. For the better effecting whereof, he hath power to call synods, to be present at them, and to provide that whatsoever is transacted in them be according to the mind of God.” So although the principle of separation is clear; and yet the leaven of Erastinism is still present. 

8.
But what Calvin did not consistently and fully worked out, the Baptist forefathers did. Thus the framers of the 1689, who used mainly the Westminster as their guide, dropped WCF:23.3. Later Presbyterians in American also dropped that paragraph from their confession because of Baptist influence. The Baptists did not only see clearly that the church and state stood in equal footing before God. But they also were able to clearly define the distinction of the role of the church and state. The role of the state has to do with God’s common grace and the role of the church has to do with God’s saving grace. In other words, the role of the church is the salvation and transformation of sinners through the ministry of God’s word. The role of the state has to do with maintaining order, justice, and peace in the land; and not the establishment of true religion in the land.  Thus the state, although under God, is no longer to be identified with any particular church. It is to allow full liberty as far as it is consistent with justice and public peace.  
C.
An Objection to this View “But what about the OC theocracy? The state was identified with the belief of Jehovah and it did have power to enforce the religious belief concerning Jehovah? ” 
1.
We are not living under the OC but the NC theocracy where Christ is our King. And the OC theocracy is intended to foreshadow the realities of the NC theocracy in the church and not in the state. 

2.
Therefore, the things we can learn from the OC theocracy is applicable only to the church and not to the state. 
D.
The Importance of Holding to this View: “But is it really that important that we hold to this doctrinal distinctive? 

1. Yes. Because failure to hold or be clear about this issue will lead to confusion, chaos, and even unbiblical religious persecution.
2.
The Roman Catholic Church was guilty of murdering so many true Christians by using the state to punish there suppose heresy. But we must not think that only the Roman Catholic Church is guilty of religious persecution. It was Because of unclear view of the separation of state and church, and particularly the precise nature of the function of the state and church, that some of the Reformers were also guilty of approving (and even instigating) religious persecution against people of other religions or persuasions. And that is wrong. The function of the state under God is common grace. The function of the church under God is saving grace.
3.
Besides, do we really want Ceasar to interfere or be involved with the internal matters of the church? Politics will destroy the church.

Conclusion:  Therefore, let us hold fast to this doctrinal distinctive of the separation of church and state. And let us implement it, proclaim it, and defend it.

