Study Guide For State Nullification Of Obamacare: A Response To The New England Journal Of Medicine

Suggested Essay Points And Topics For Students 

On Nullification
Part Ten

TEACHERS’ VERSION
1.)
Inform the reader of what the first thing is which Christians must consider in determining whether or not to support Nullification.
Summary Discussion:
The first thing to consider is whether an idea such as Limited Nullification is even lawful to begin with.

See, Part Ten, Section VII.C, pg. 1.

2.)
Inform the reader of how it would be possible for someone to tarnish a Nullification effort.
Summary Discussion:
A Nullification effort could be tarnished by an improper attitude even in the absence of any issue as to whether Nullification is legal.

See, Part Ten, Section VII.C, pg. 1.

3.)
Inform the reader of what the Christian should do if he or she concludes that the form of government itself which we have, in which the people are the ultimate source of authority, is the wrong form of government.
Summary Discussion:
Even if a Christian were to conclude that the proper Godly form of government is one other than one in which the people are the ultimate source of authority, this would not change the fact that this system of government which we have is in fact the system of government into which God has caused us to be born; and thus, we are obligated to submit to the form of government we have, even to the point of participating in the overall body politic which constitutes “Caesar”, provided that this is done in God’s order.

See, Part Ten, Section VII.C, pg. 2.

4.)
Inform the reader of how it is that participation in Limited Nullification constitutes civil obedience rather than civil disobedience.
Summary Discussion:
Since all American citizens who can vote are ultimately in charge of the government, they each have the duty to ensure that the government does not become a runaway train, and have the duty to take corrective action should it happen to become a runaway train, just as an earthly king would have a duty to his realm to stop government officials beneath him from doing unlawful acts. Limited Nullification is a lawful way for them to fulfill those duties. As such, it is civil obedience to engage in Limited Nullification, not civil disobedience. An issue of civil disobedience in the context of Limited Nullification would arise if and only if Limited Nullification were illegal.

See, Part Ten, Section VII.C, pg. 3.

5.
Inform the reader of how refusal to participate in any form of corrective action against illegal government could conflict with a Christian’s duty to submit to earthly authority.
Summary Discussion:
Since all American citizens who can vote are, under our Constitution, the ultimate source of government authority, then one must at least consider the possibility that all such persons (Christian and non-Christian alike) have a duty to stop and correct illegal government action, and the possibility that refusing to take at least some corrective action would constitute rebellion against God.

See, Part Ten, Section VII.C, pp. 3-4.

6.)
Inform the reader of the inherent contradiction between the idea that Nullification would clog federal courts and the idea that Nullification is just silly, and will amount to nothing.
Summary Discussion:
If Nullification will amount to nothing, it would be difficult for Nullification to clog any court system. If, however, Nullification will in fact clog the courts, it could only be because so many people, and so many states, had deemed it necessary to take corrective action against what they consider to be illegal government action. 

(Furthermore, in any event, either the federal law will be found to be unconstitutional (which would mean that Nullification had not in fact amounted to nothing), or the people of the various states will be fully up to speed to enact swiftly a constitutional amendment to prohibit any further such federal laws (in which case again, Nullification will not have amounted to nothing).)

See, Part Ten, Section VIII.A, pp. 4-5.

7.)
Inform the reader of the inherent contradiction in the argument that it is a certainty that in Constitutional Law, there are no right or wrong answers.
Summary Discussion:
Those who claim that in Constitutional Law there are no right or wrong answers will take the position that under the Constitution, they themselves are right, and that those who disagree with them are wrong. But in order for them to be right and for others to be wrong, it has to be the case that there are right and wrong answers in Constitutional Law. Such persons would truly face a quandary if, someday, the Supreme Court were to contradict the meaning of its holding in Marbury v. Madison, and were to announce that in Constitutional Law, there are right and wrong answers.

See, Part Ten, Section VIII.A, pp. 5-6.

8.)
Inform the reader of the source of the idea that in Constitutional Law, there are no right or wrong answers.
Summary Discussion:
The idea that in Constitutional Law there are no right or wrong answers stems from the position of a secularist cult, now long enthroned in American law and politics, that in matters of morality and religion, there are no right or wrong answers. And many Christians, being unaware of this spiritual dimension of the issue, unwittingly go along with the position of the secularists.

See, Part Ten, Section VIII.A.1, pp. 6-7.

9.)
Inform the reader of the inherent contradiction between what the secularists think of themselves in terms of the separation of church and state on the one hand, and the position they take on matters of Constitutional Law on the other hand.
Summary Discussion:
The secularists think that they are different from those who recognize that in Constitutional Law, as in matters of morality and religion, there are right and wrong answers, because the secularists think that in taking the position which they do, they supposedly uphold the separation of church and state as it is envisioned by the American Civil Liberties Union. However, what they do not realize is that, in taking the position which they do on Constitutional Law, they do in fact take their position on morality and religion and interject it into politics and law.

See, Part Ten, Section VIII.A.1, pp. 7-8.

10.)
Inform the reader what it will be necessary to respond with to those who claim that in Constitutional Law there are no right or wrong answers.
Summary Discussion:
Be prepared to answer with the facts, law, and history, with what the Supreme Court said about itself and the Constitution in Marbury v. Madison, with a Biblical perspective on law and government, and with the logic of the matter.

Be prepared also to answer with your deeds, which must reflect the fact that you know and understand the truth.

See, Part Ten, Section VIII.A.1.a, pp. 8-9.

11.)
Inform the reader as to what we must do if we are to reestablish the role of “We the People” in the American constitutional scheme of things.
Summary Discussion:
We must start acting like we truly believe that “We the People” are the ultimate source of government authority. In the context of Limited Nullification, we could form a bulwark against an unlawful, overreaching federal government, and we could serve the American body politic by alerting state and federal lawmakers as to what amendments (if any) we might wish to have added to our Constitution, that document of government and law which, above all others, is truly our very own.

See, Part Ten, Section VIII.A.1.a, pp. 9-10.
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