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PART NINE

Section VII. Rendering Unto Caesar
A. The Scriptural Basics Regarding Christian Submission To Earthly Authority
I have saved this part until now not because it is the least important element. Rather, I have saved this part precisely because it is the most important element, the one which ties all the other parts together. 

Jesus told us plainly to render unto Caesar the things which are Caesar’s (Matt. 22:21), and to pay our taxes, even though He knew that the authorities who would receive the tax would eventually take part in crucifying Him. (Matt. 17:24-27). He also told Pilate that Pilate would have no authority over Him were it not given from above (John 19:11). The Apostle Paul added that all earthly authority is from God, and that we are to submit to it (Rom. 13:1; Tit. 3:1). The Apostle Peter made this emphatically clear (I Pet. 2:13-15). 

B. Applying Scripture In The Context Of American Citizenship
What, then, are Christians to do when faced with a federal law which they are convinced violates the U.S. Constitution?

Attorney John Whitehead, the founder of the Rutherford Institute, addresses the topic of a Christian’s relationship to government in his insightful and revealing book, The Second American Revolution.
 Though the topic of Nullification is not mentioned therein, that book provides the guidance one would need to address this topic. The reader of this piece is referred to that book for a full reading of it. Likewise highly recommended is The Truth Project series of DVDs offered by Focus On The Family.
 Suffice it to say for the moment that the author of this essay shall attempt to respond in the following manner to the question of what Christians are to do when faced with a federal law which they are convinced violates the U.S. Constitution.

1. Finding Caesar
First, who is “Caesar” in the constitutional framework within the United States? Is it the President? The Congress? The Supreme Court?

No, it is none of these. For as mentioned previously, even the Supreme Court has recognized, in its most fundamental case in constitutional law, that the Court itself is beneath the Constitution.

Is it the Constitution, then, which is Caesar? No, but that is getting close. Look once again at the opening words of the Constitution: “We the People”.

Can it possibly be that “We the People” of the United States are Caesar? Well, to answer that question, let us ask, Who is sovereign?

Sovereignty means to have one’s authority from within, rather than having it granted from some higher, outside source. It means to be the one who ultimately determines what the basic framework of order, law, and government shall be. It means to be the one who can rule over all the authorities which were created in furtherance of administering that framework, and to have the authority to speak such lesser authorities out of existence, if one pleases to do so.
 Thus, if we can determine who it is that is sovereign, we can pretty much know who “Caesar” is.

So, who has that power of sovereignty in the United States? Well, as to the individual states, the governments thereof arise by the act of the people in creating and ratifying the state constitutions which bring the state governments into existence. The people of each state hold the power, through various different mechanisms, to scrap their state constitutions and adopt a new one, as the people of the State of Illinois did in 1970; they can even thereby completely abolish their state government, if they should see fit to do so, and replace it with a new one. 
 The states, meanwhile, have no ultimate power to prevent this.

As to the federal government in its present form, as was pointed out at the beginning of this series, the federal government was created by the people through the ratification of the Constitution in the various states. And the people retain a mechanism within the Constitution of repealing the Constitution and abolishing the federal government altogether, if they should wish. As was also noted, the federal government has no authority to prevent this.

2. Submission To The Law By Those In Authority
How can it be that the people are Caesar, though? one might ask. How could Christians submit unto government authority if they themselves are Caesar? The answer to that lies in the fact that simply because a person may be king, or Caesar, etc., does not, in and of itself, immunize that person from being subject to the law. Granted, many a despotic tyrant has been subject to no one (or has tried to be so, at least). But it is in fact possible, in essence, to be king, and yet be subject to law. Throughout history, many a king was subject to the law of his own realm. For instance, the enemies of the prophet Daniel tricked King Darius into signing a decree which would have led to Daniel’s death in the lions’ den, had not God intervened, even though King Darius loved Daniel dearly; but under Persian law, King Darius could do nothing to stop Daniel from being thrown into the lions’ den (Dan. 6:4-8). Many other earthly kings have equally been subject to the law of their own realm.

Furthermore, let us consider what would have been the case if King Agrippa had become a Christian.
 Would he have suddenly become private citizen Agrippa? Would he no longer be King Agrippa? Or how about Caesar Nero himself, to whom the Apostle Paul had appealed his case? We can readily surmise, I should think, that upon appearing before Caesar, Paul probably preached the Gospel as boldly as he had done before King Agrippa. If Caesar had become a Christian, would he have no longer been Caesar Nero? Would he have become private citizen Nero instead?

Of course not. King Agrippa would have remained King Agrippa if he had become a Christian. He would not have become private citizen Agrippa. The same holds true for Caesar Nero.

Now, how would the Scriptural admonitions to render unto Caesar, and to submit to those in authority, have applied to these two individuals if in fact that had become Christians? Well, before God, it would have been their duty to carry out the functions of their offices in Godly fashion. Each of their respective realms had a mechanism for establishing laws and a system of justice, and it would have been incumbent upon them to participate in these mechanisms for establishing laws and justice, and for doing the various other things for which governments are founded. 

3. The Two Main Things For Christians To Know About Their Dual Role In American Government
How does one render unto Caesar, then? How does one submit to those who are in authority within that scheme of things? If the Christian would know how to do these things, the Christian must bear in mind two things, then:

a.)
Since every American citizen who is eligible to vote has a role to play in the body politic which constitutes Caesar, any such American citizen (including, of course, any such Christian American citizen) shares in the duties of being Caesar. 

Those duties include being faithful in the position in which God has placed you as being part of what constitutes Caesar. You must exercise the same diligence in carrying out the office of Caesar as any earthly Caesar or king has ever had in carrying out the duties of his office, in the eyes of God. And this entails taking that authority which has been given to you, given to you by God, and it means exercising that authority as God would have any Caesar or king exercise it. It also means that you may not rightfully neglect that duty. And it means that you may not rightfully refuse to fulfill that duty, as well. 

It furthermore means that you may not rightfully be ignorant of it, either, or to let others presume to take away from you that part of the role in being Caesar which God has decided He wants you to have. You are responsible before God for the stewardship of that office which you have of being part of Caesar, and for exercising your role in doing so in Godly fear of what it would mean to have failed, without excuse or justification, to have exercised that office fully, and in a Godly way.

Likewise, fear of what men will say about you if you are bold for the Truth is no more appropriate when fulfilling one’s earthly responsibilities than it is with respect to fulfilling one’s Heavenly responsibilities.
 Consider, for instance, what Patrick Henry said near the opening of his famed “Give me Liberty, or give me death” speech. That speech was given before a convention of the Colony of Virginia which was called for the purpose of considering whether the colonists should arm themselves for possible battle against the army of King George III.
 It was given, in fact, less than four weeks before the opening shots of the Revolution.
 Mr. Henry said,

This is no time for ceremony. The question before the House is one of awful moment to this country. For my own part, I consider it as nothing less than a question of freedom or slavery; and in proportion to the magnitude of the subject ought to be the freedom of the debate. It is only in this way that we can hope to arrive at truth, and fulfill the great responsibility which we hold to God and our country. Should I keep back my opinions at such a time, through fear of giving offense, I should consider myself as guilty of treason towards my country, and of an act of disloyalty toward the Majesty of Heaven, which I revere above all earthly kings.

Let me put it this way. Let us imagine that all of the officers of a king’s government---the administrators, the judges, and the legislators---were to come in to see the king one day and tell him that from now on, in order to submit to government authority as the Bible says, he must do as they tell him to do, not the other way around. This earthly king then believes them. They furthermore tell him that he is not to get involved in running the kingdom any longer, other than just to ratify what they themselves decide to do, and he believes that, too. As a consequence, his kingdom goes into ruin. Who is responsible for this calamity in the realm? Is not the king himself at least one of the ones responsible for this? And how will this earthly king give a good account of himself before God if he goes along with this, if his kingdom should happen to unravel as a result of this during his reign?

That is the dreadful scenario which “We the People” face today. We may not realize it, but behavior just like the behavior of this foolish king is precisely what we slump into when we allow the officers of government---whether they are governors and presidents, legislators, or judges---to tell us what we must accept from them, when it is in fact the case that what they themselves have declared for us (as supposedly being our own law) did not, in fact, even come from us in the first place, and came to us instead as a creation of their own minds. If we refuse to take the action of a true king, and if we refuse to exercise our authority as such, just as the foolish king described above did, then how shall we give a good account of ourselves before God, especially if, as a consequence of our ignorance, our foolishness, or our refusal to get involved, we find that the blessings of this entire, incredible gift of self-government which God has given us then goes to the dogs?

We may not see the awful results of such inaction on our part right away. But if we do not see it, then surely our children will. In that light, consider what famed Revolutionary War pamphleteer Thomas Paine said about one colonist who chose not to get involved:

I once felt all that kind of anger, which a man ought to feel, against the mean principles that are held by the Tories: a noted one, who kept a tavern at Amboy, was standing at his door, with as pretty a child in his hand, about eight or nine years old, as I ever saw, and after speaking his mind as freely as he thought was prudent, finished with this unfatherly expression, “Well! give me peace in my day.”

Not a man lives on the continent but fully believes that a separation must some time or other finally take place, and a generous parent should have said, "If there must be trouble, let it be in my day, that my child may have peace;" and this single reflection, well applied, is sufficient to awaken every man to duty.

b.)
The second thing which an American Christian must bear in mind is that just as many an earthly King has submitted to the law of his own realm, so also must you submit to the earthly authority of the United States, and of your own state. This is manifest in two ways:

i.)
Most obviously, obey the law. Pay your taxes, etc.

ii.)
More subtly, with respect to those statements made above about our participating in the body politic that constitutes Caesar, those statements do also pertain to a form of submission, in and of themselves, to our form of government. 

Consider what John Adams, our second president, had to say,

Our Constitution was made only for a moral and religious people. It is wholly inadequate to the government of any other.

In other words, as John Adams and Patrick Henry both recognized, our form of government needs the help of Godly people. Without them, it won’t work. So, if you would act in a Godly manner, and submit to the law of the realm, then know and understand that our Constitution needs you, and your input, in order to work. And act accordingly. Render, therefore, your service to our law and to the people by giving your input into the development of the law of this land, for this is the manner in which our system of government was designed to operate, and so that you may be a blessing to our government and to the law, and to the people themselves, and so that furthermore, you may be salt in a corrupt world, and that you also may be part of a shining city set on a hill.
 This is a true form of submission, then, to earthly authority, the kind of submission that any earthly king should give to the law of his own realm. For his Godly service to the law of the realm in performing the duties of king is both his exercise of his dominion as king, and, at the same time, it is also his own personal submission to the law of the realm as well, by giving the realm his good service.

Thus, just as many an ancient king had a dual role to play regarding his own authority, so also, with respect to one’s relationship to Caesar, today’s American Christian has a dual role to play: submitting to the law of the realm, yet at the same time, taking the role of actively participating in that body politic which does in fact, ultimately, determine what that law of the realm shall be.
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