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Excerpted from Chapter 14--What Does the Scientific Evidence Prove?

Integrity without knowledge is weak and useless, and knowledge without integrity is dangerous and dreadful.
Samuel Johnson

Christians, unfortunately, believe that science is an enemy. There is good reason, since most who use the word science have completely abandoned Johnsons demand that integrity go hand in hand with knowledge, replacing truth with selective evidence which supports preconceived conclusions. Christians should not develop either an antagonism toward true science or ignore the very real contributions of true science. Neither should true scientists ignore the very real foundation of science in Christianity. Dennis Prager, anthropologist and historian, laments the unthinking reliance on pseudo-science in todays society.

In much of the West, the well-educated have been taught to believe they can know nothing and they can draw no independent conclusions about truth, unless they cite a study and experts have affirmed it. Studies show is to the modern secular college graduate what Scripture says is to the religious fundamentalist.

In everyday life, probably the greatest area of conflict between Christianity and those who misuse the word science is moral relativism. This came about because of the dishonest use of the word relativity. The theories of relativity (special and general) neither support nor have any reference to moral relativism. The similarity in the sound of the words is simply a propaganda technique. Neither do the moral absolutes of the Word of God belittle true science. However, since the established religion of Secular Humanism teaches just the opposite, the following list of scientific facts can help us understand that true science can only be explained by the world as described in the Bible.
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Preface: Disestablishmentarianism

… When they knew God, they glorified him not as God, neither were thankful; but became vain in their imaginations, and their foolish heart was darkened. Professing themselves to be wise, they became fools…
Romans 1:21, 22

The most religious people on earth are those who claim not to have any religion. Dogmatic, intolerant, and bigoted, they refuse to allow anyone to so much as speak their opposition. Yet these same people demand political power and tax support. The mildest opposition, such as the mere mention of Intelligent Design (not God), has blacklisted tenured professors. Just two parents in a middle school in Texas made the national news by objecting to Gideon Bibles placed, without comment, on a table outside the school office.1 Such people dishonestly claim that they are not religious and religion is a group of mythologies. The truth is that they are the ones promoting mythology. In every aspect of life they promote this mythology with unproven dogmatic assertions under the guise of Science vocabulary. After hijacking the word Science, they use the courts to elevate their misuse of the term to an established religion.

Science is the study of the world around us, the use of the experimental method and the improvement of our lives through the application of technology. It is divided into various academic disciplines such as Chemistry, Physics, Mathematics and Biology. However, what the federal courts, the Academic community and the mainstream Western media mean by science is uniformitarianism. It is the cosmological foundation of the religion of Secular Humanism. Since the fathers fell asleep, all things continue as they were from the beginning of the creation (II Peter 3:4). This concise description of Uniformitarianism clearly shows that it is completely and entirely a religious belief in antiscientific myths.

Secular Humanists use words which have been in the English language for hundreds of years but give them new meanings. However, there is no new thing under the sun (Ecclesiastes 1:9, KJV). The words believe, faith and trust are all historic judicial terms and they also form the foundation of the true scientific method. What Secular Humanists promote as their version of the scientific method consists of preconceptions, presuppositions and assumptions. It is the opposite of an open mind.

A true open mind is founded in belief, faith and trust. The historic meaning of believe is to perceive or understand with the mind and then make an informed decision.2 The most basic use of the word believe which the average American would understand is that of a juror in court. Which witness do you believe? Which piece of evidence is believable? A synonym would be the word credible. When we believe something or someone and then act on that belief, that is faith. The active part of belief is faith. The passive part of belief is trust. Suppose your brother says that he will drive you to the doctor. If you believe him, then you understand what he says and you make a decision to get ready. If you get in the vehicle with him, that is faith. You act on your belief. When you sit in the vehicle as he drives, that is trust, a passive reliance on what you have proven true. You trust in his driving skills. You trust in the vehicle. You trust the roads, etc. Everything we do is a combination of belief, faith or trust. By restoring their historic definitions, belief, faith and trust re-emerge as the clear language of true experimental science. These terms were deliberately segregated from science to deceive people into believing Secular Humanism.

Liberals, Secular Humanists and materialists, however, use the word belief as a synonym for a philosophical position, just an opinion. Faith and trust to them are metaphysical words which mean different things to different people. And this is just the tip of an enormous iceberg. Secular Humanists have redefined hundreds of words to support their religion, such as sin, judgment and anthropology. A conversation with them can be very difficult since they use historical English words but mean something entirely different.

The traditional role of religion is to place priesthood as intermediary between God and man. The traditional role of an establishment of religion places the government in that intermediary role between God and man. In the Middle Ages the Roman Catholic Church put itself between man and God, as other religions have in the past. Johann Tetzel, a professional pardoner, sold indulgences representing forgiveness for sins in Germany. Indulgences were based on the storehouse of good works believed to exist because of the sacrifice of Christ and the good deeds and prayers of past saints. Tetzel was said to promise that, As soon as a coin in the coffer rings, a soul from purgatory springs.3

Selling indulgences was the final act of many which brought on the Reformation. People wouldnt have bought them if they hadnt believed the Catholic Church alone could placate God on their behalf. Martin Luther convinced the princes of Germany that they did not need to send their money to Rome because they could go to God directly. Rome sent armies to collect the money. Even Modern Roman Catholics who do not believe that their church today claims to stand between them and God have to admit that the medieval Roman Catholic Church did.

The combined power of Church and State restricted personal worship, scientific study and access to historical truth. Today Secular Humanism has done the same by removing foundational truths from education. It excludes study and discovery that contradicts uniformitarianism. It rewrites history to undermine morality and freedom of expression.

The union between the medieval Romanist church and the state came to an end in two ways. In Southern Europe during the Renaissance, art, architecture, literature, and learning opened up to all men, not just those who were part of the church and state system. The Renaissance left the power intact, however. In Northern Europe, the Reformation abolished the need for a church like Rome through the great affirmations of the Reformation: The Scriptures are the absolute authority; Justification is by faith alone apart from works; and every believer is his own priest with direct access to God. The Reformation made a special priesthood class unnecessary because men could pray directly to God and read His Word on their own.

The medieval Roman Catholic Church kept the Scriptures almost exclusively in Latin to prevent ordinary people from studying them, forcing people to come to the priest. The priest would not only tell them what the Scriptures said, but he also mingled that with the churchs interpretation. In order for ordinary people who did not know Latin to read the Bible for themselves, the Scriptures had to be translated into the language of the ordinary people. Translation work by Reformers was essential to enable ordinary men to read the Scriptures for themselves, even though it was punishable by death under the Church-State system. The Renaissance and the Reformation worked together in the development of moveable type to make printing and distribution of translations of the Scriptures easier. Renaissance scholars revived interest in studying forgotten manuscripts and making translations into the vernacular. Erasmuss Greek New Testament provided a basis for more accurate translations of the Scriptures.

The Medieval Romanist Church-State system took away freedom by forcing man to rely on and accept its teachings. The Renaissance and the Reformation restored freedom by returning art, science, and all forms of learning to ordinary people. In particular the people were able to worship God as the Scriptures taught, without Church-State control. Modern western culture, and American culture in particular, was founded on this religious freedom. American culture is more Christian than European cultures, but neither of these cultures can survive if the foundation of religious freedom is destroyed.

It is this Christian foundation of religious freedom which is the real target of Secular Humanists. These Secular Humanists have taken outrageous liberties in their unrelenting quest to replace religious freedom with their established religion of Secular Humanism, which they incorrectly call science or Natural Law. Their major tool is the US court system. Sympathetic US courts have consistently supported Secular Humanism by using every possible opportunity to replace the word religion with the ancient concept of Natural Law. However, since Natural Law has been used so many different ways, the courts had to standardize the term Natural Law. Their version of Natural Law goes back to Platos Republic. Though Plato never used the phrase natural law in his Republic, translator Benjamin Jowetts notes state that, Plato among the Greeks, like Bacon among the moderns, was the first who conceived a method of knowledge… 4 Platos Republic is at least the foundation of modern Natural Law, if not the detailed finished product. Together with Aristotle, Plato is supposed by secularists to have laid the foundation for learning and development of the Sciences. This is really is essence of Natural Law.

Jowett goes on to say that Plato provided for a means to spread his method of acquiring knowledge. In the ideal State which is constructed by Socrates, the first care of the rulers is to be education.4 Jowett makes it clear that Socrates meant to impart much more than mere academic knowledge, just as Natural Law means to teach more than mere Science. Socrates promoted the conception of a higher State, in which no man calls anything his own, and in which there is neither marrying nor giving in marriage, and kings are philosophers and philosophers are kings; and there is another and higher education, intellectual as well as moral and religious, of science as well as of art, and not of youth only but of the whole of life.4

Many know that Plato in his Republic based his state on a philosopher/king. Few, however, are aware that he believed in communism and free love and that these two natural principles were to be foundational principles of the state.

Though the preceding condensation by Benjamin Jowett is an excellent job, as you can read for yourself, the actual words of Socrates, as quoted by Plato, are much longer and more difficult to understand. None of them will have anything specially his or her own. … Their legislator, having selected the men, will now select the women and give them to them [the legislator gives selected women to selected men]… they must live in common houses and meet at common meals … they will be together … And so they will be drawn by a necessity of their natures to have intercourse with each other… … Until philosophers are kings, or the kings and princes … have the spirit and power of philosophy, and political greatness and wisdom meet in one … cities will never have rest from their evils.5

The philosopher/king, according to Socrates, was to lay these foundational ideas through education. Though he did not use the phrase establishment of religion, Plato clearly advocated an established religion. It was to be put in place by a philosopher/king through education based on a state where no man calls anything his own and where there is neither marrying nor giving in marriage. Though this education would begin with children, it would continue throughout a persons entire life. This is the Natural Law which the US Court system has imposed.

The US needs to disestablish its Establishment of Religion and reestablish religious freedom. In the 1800s churches which tried to break away from the Church of England were called disestablishmentarians. The people who fought against the disestablishment of those churches within the Church of England in the 1800s were called Antidisestablishmentarians. Today, the mainstream media, liberal politicians, the academic community, the liberal courts and all others who file lawsuits, blacklist, fire, refuse to hire, tax, legislate against, libel, slander and do whatever is necessary to maintain their positions of privilege and power are modern Antidisestablishmentarians.

____________________

1 (No author) Parents Fuming as Texas Schools Let Gideons Provide Bibles to Students, Tuesday, May 19, 2009, Fox News.com. A spokeswoman for the school district said that a number of materials are made available to students this way, including newspapers, camp brochures and tutoring pamphlets. College and military recruitment information is available all year long. The Gideon Bibles were made available for just one day. We have to handle this request in the same manner as other requests to distribute non-school literature  in a view-point neutral manner, Shana Wortham, director of communications for the district, wrote in an e-mail to FoxNews.com.

2 Alexander Hamilton, in an 1802 letter to James Bayard. I have carefully examined the evidences of the Christian religion, and if I was sitting as a juror upon its authenticity I would un-hesitatingly give my verdict in its favor. I can prove its truth as clearly as any proposition ever submitted to the mind of man.

3 Philip Schaff, History of the Christian Church, Volume 7, The Reformation, Charles Scribners Sons, 1910.

4 Plato, The Republic (c. 360 B.C.), translated by Benjamin Jowett over a period of 30 years until his death in 1893, completed posthumously by Lewis Campbell. (Introductory material (in double quotes) and paraphrases of Platos ideas (in single quotes) were written by Jowett.)

5 Plato, The Republic, Book Five Dialogue excerpts among Socrates, Adeimantus, Glaucon and Thrasymachus have been placed in parentheses within Jowetts introductory material.







Introduction

Facts are stubborn things; and whatever may be our wishes, our inclinations, or the dictates of our passion, they cannot alter the state of facts and evidence.1
John Adams

Sometime in the early twentieth century, Secular Humanist indoctrination convinced almost everyone in the United States that an establishment of religion in the first phrase of the first amendment of the United States Constitution is vague and can mean just about anything. The state of the facts and evidence, as John Adams so eloquently put it, is the exact opposite.

Section One of this work documents what the founders meant by the phrase an establishment of religion. The Founding Fathers made as clear a statement as the English language permitted. The Constitution of the United States is founded on English law and to a lesser extent, various European laws, especially German and Dutch. In each of these countries, an Establishment of Religion was the collection of taxes to support education, welfare and public worship. The various governments appointed the teachers, welfare workers and pastors and expected these people to support the government in turn.

The original state constitutions not only permitted, but openly encouraged establishments of religion, especially in the areas of welfare and education. The foundation of the US Constitution is the fact that federal government was to have no control whatsoever in these areas. Their concept of a separation of Church and State was the exact opposite of what the courts have rammed down our throats for the past hundred years. The church should have the right to pray and teach without any federal intervention whatsoever. Judges should have the right to post any Scriptures they want. The courts should have no authority whatsoever to comment. Removing a state judge from office for posting the Ten Commandments is not merely an Establishment of Religion. It is the Inquisition.

Section Two documents the foundations of Secular Humanism and how it grew to become Americas Establishment of Religion. The words Secular Humanism come from various groups in the 1950s. The phrase Secular Humanist is found in court documents to describe this set of beliefs. Secular Humanism is as old as civilization, but the primary foundation of twenty first century Secular Humanism is Platos Republic. In America, Secular Humanism can be said to have originated with Thomas Paine. Secular Humanism has specific beliefs which are written down in various manifestos. Like Christianity, Islam and Judaism, Secular Humanism has many variations. Though Secular Humanists do not like the term, the most accurate words to describe these variants are sects or denominations. Like Christians, Muslims and Jews, many Secular Humanist denominations do not get along with one another. Therefore, we have attempted to point out the beliefs which have the greatest agreement.

Section Three defines science, since Secular Humanists claim that science separates them from all other religions. Since true science is founded in the belief, faith and trust of the Bible, all of these words are defined carefully and in detail. In the Bible, belief, faith and trust are legal terms. Believe means to examine the evidence and come to a reasoned conclusion. Action taken on that belief is faith. Trust is the passive version of faith.

The Scientific Method is the biblical version of belief, faith and trust applied to the material world which God created for us. In the Bible, the Scientific Method recognizes that God is the creator, that we are required to be responsible managers of the material world God has given us, and that there is a final judgment after death which will include how well we managed the gifts God allowed us to use.

Our book concludes with Section Four, the results of having Secular Humanism as an Establishment of Religion. With the exception of Americas founding documents and the ancient documents such as Plato, Plutarch and Genesis, hundreds of other quotes could easily be substituted for the quotes that appear here. There is nothing new or unique in this book. It is a combination of what used to be common knowledge in America before Secular Humanism took over and destroyed the education system and current events. If we were to start over today, we would pull different stories from the daily news. Though the individual stories would be different, the points would be the same. There is nothing new under the sun (Ecclesiastes 1:9). Or to state the same thing another way, the more things change, the more they stay the same.

Americas Established Religion is Secular Humanism. This work is dedicated to exposing, defining and disestablishing it.

____________________

1 John Adams, Argument in defence of the [English] soldiers in the Boston Massacre trial, December 1770.

2 Alabamas Judicial Ethics Panel removed Chief Justice Roy Moore from office Thursday for defying a Federal judges order to move a ten commandments monument from the State Supreme Court building. Friday, November 14, 2003. Posted 6:56 AM Eastern time. CNN.com







Section One: What Is an Establishment of Religion?


1. Why Go to The American Wilderness?

Blessed are they which are persecuted for righteousness sake. Blessed are ye, when men shall say all manner of evil against you falsely, for my sake. Rejoice, great is your reward in heaven.
Matthew 5:10-12 KJV

If you were born in the Middle Ages, you would be locked into a rigid class system with little hope of escape. If you were a Gypsy or a Jew, you would have little or no chance of owning land or even obtaining a job. If you were a minor noble, you would live where you were born, with the same job your father had. You might even be given a chance for an education. Most of all, you would be thankful you werent a serf. At least you would have clothes.

A serf was lower than a slave. A slave was at least valuable property. A serf was considered part of the land. A serf was never educated, had various cruel nobles lording over him during his very brief life. His only real hope was a life after this one.

The Medieval European Church, however, forced everyone to come to it to find out what the Bible said. The only Bible available was handwritten and in Latin. The average Medieval European Church did not even have a Latin translation. The few churches with a Latin Bible had the massive book chained to the front of the church. It really did not matter, since only the clergy could read it anyway.

Only the Established Religion could properly interpret the Scriptures and the Established Religion took every measure possible to retain their position of power and prestige. This restricted access to God. The Established Religion put itself between God and man. At the height of her power, the Roman Pope Innocent III even interdicted England, telling every man, woman and child in England that they could not speak to God unless their king, King John, submitted to Rome.

Almost two hundred years later, one poor English parson, John Wycliffe, recovering from a near-fatal illness and realizing how short life could be, changed that by translating the Bible into the language of his people. His translation of the Bible into English from Latin brought the wrath of the established church of England down on him.

[When]... Wickliffe ... set about ... the translation ... he published a tract, wherein he showed the necessity of it. The zeal of the bishops to suppress the Scriptures greatly promoted its sale, and they who were not able to purchase copies, procured transcripts of particular Gospels or Epistles. Afterward, ... it was a common practice to fasten about the neck of the condemned heretic [before burning him at the stake] such of these scraps of Scripture as were found in his possession, which generally shared his fate.1

Oxford Professor John Wycliffe was called the morning star of the Reformation. Wycliffe impressed even a devout Catholic like Geoffrey Chaucer. In The Canterbury Tales, Chaucer based his Poor Parson character on Wycliffe, contrasting him with the fat and flourishing members of the Church who thrived on what Wycliffe condemned. Chaucer was not afraid to point out the flaws and hypocrisy of the Church using people like the Pardoner, the Prioress and the Friar. The following is a modern English version of Chaucers prologue description of the Poor Parson.

There was a good man of religion, too,
A country parson, poor, I warrant you;
But rich he was in holy thought and work.
He was a learned man also, a clerk,
Who Christs own gospel truly sought to preach;
Devoutly his parishioners would he teach.
...
There is nowhere a better priest, I trow.
He had no thirst for pomp or reverence,
Nor made himself a special, spiced conscience,
But Christs own lore, and His apostles twelve
He taught, but first he followed it himself.2

Wycliffes basic translation of the Bible from the Latin Vulgate was completed. He went home to be with his Lord in heaven before he could be burned at the stake. Although Rome, the established church of the time, was restrained in his lifetime from harming him, the Church could not let his bones rest in peace. On October 8, 1427, on order of the Council of Constance (the same Council that burned John Hus at the stake), Wycliffes body was exhumed, his bones burned, and the ashes strewn on the River Swift.

They burnt his bones to ashes and cast them into the Swift, a neighboring brook running hard by. Thus the brook conveyed his ashes into the Avon, the Avon into the Severn, the Severn into the narrow seas and they into the main ocean. And so the ashes of Wyclif are symbolic of his doctrine, which is now spread throughout the world.3

Foxe also gives an account of William Tyndale, an Englishman living in Antwerp during the reign of the English King Henry VIII 150 years later. He was the first man to translate the Bible into English from the original Greek and Hebrew.

... The English clergy (... should have been the guides ...) [but instead tried] to drive the people from the knowledge of the Scripture, which neither they would translate themselves, nor yet abide it to be translated of others; ... that the world being kept still in darkness, they might [control] the ... people through ... false doctrine, to satisfy their ambition [to be] above king and emperor.

[Tyndale] was condemned by ... the emperors decree, ... at Augsburg. ... He was ... consumed with fire, at the town of Vilvorde, A.D. 1536; crying ... Lord! Open the king of Englands eyes.

During the time of his imprisonment ... he converted, it is said, his keeper, the keepers daughter, and others of his household.1

Later the English Queen Mary Tudor (reigned 1553-1558), daughter of Henry VIII, known as Bloody Mary, executed everyone in positions of leadership who refused to convert to Roman Catholicism. By the grace of God, she only reigned five years. However, during this brief reign, about three hundred were burned at the stake and thousands imprisoned.

This is the world into which William Bradford was born. His diary, Of Plymouth Plantation, written c. AD 1630, encompasses the whole of his experiences with the pilgrims: their resolution, their preparations, and their journey and early settlement years. It continues the thread of Foxes chronicles and echoes his account of persecutions that forced the faithful to flee England. It includes the deadly enemies of contention and discord within the churches of the Reformation.

... He [Satan] then began another kind of war ... contention and ... discord and bitter enmity amongst the ... reformed ... When he could not prevail ... against the principal doctrines ... he bent his force against the holy discipline and outward regiment ... by which those holy doctrines should be conserved [among the] people of God.

... Besides those worthy martyrs ... burned in Queen Marys days ... 800 ... became several congregations at Wesel, Frankfort, Basel, Emden, Markpurge, Strasburg and Geneva, etc. Those at Frankfort began that bitter war ... about the ceremonies and service book, and other popish and antichristian stuff... Which the better part sought, according to the purity of the gospel, to ... abandon. ... The other part ... for their own ... advancements, sought ... to ... defend.

The one side labored to have the right worship of God and discipline of Christ ... without the mixture of mens inventions; ... ruled by the laws of Gods Word, ... by those officers of Pastors, Teachers and Elders ... according to the Scriptures. The other party, ... endeavored to have the episcopal dignity ... with all those courts, canons and ceremonies, ... with ... revenues ... [which] upheld their antichristian greatness and enabled them ... to persecute the poor servants of God. ... Neither the honor of God, the common persecution, nor the meditation of Mr. Calvin ... could prevail with those thus episcopally minded; ... to charge ... their chief opposers with rebellion and high treason against the Emperor....

... Many of them being preferred to bishoprics and other promotions [when returning under Elizabeth] ... that inveterate hatred against the holy discipline of Christ in His church hath continued ... incensing the Queen and State against it [the more biblically-based system of reform] ... as dangerous for the commonwealth; ... it was most needful that the fundamental points of religion should be preached ... to win the weak and ignorant they might retain divers harmless ceremonies.4

Under the 1559 Act of Uniformity, it was a crime to miss a Sunday church service or a holy day in an Established Church. Only the Church of England provided formal education or welfare to the poor. This was so important to the English monarchy that Queen Elizabeths successor, James VI of Scotland, when he ascended the English throne in 1603 and became James I, said, No Bishop, no King. The fines might seem small to us, but to these extremely poor Englishmen, paying these often meant going hungry. Failure to pay the fine meant imprisonment. The fines increased and imprisonment lengthened for conducting unofficial services. Two pastors of the English Separatists, Henry Barrowe and John Greenwood, were executed by Queen Elizabeth for sedition in 1593.

Her successor, James I, intensified persecution of Separatists. One Separatist congregation fled to Amsterdam because, as William Bradford later wrote in Of Plymouth Plantation:

But after these things they could not long continue in any peaceable condition, but were hunted & persecuted on every side, so as their former afflictions were but as flea-bitings in comparison of these which now came upon them. For some were taken & clapt up in prison, others had their houses besett & watcht night and day, & hardly escaped their hands; and ye most were faine to flie & leave their howses & habitations, and the means of their livelehood.4

Remember, that their former afflictions which now seemed as flea-bitings in comparison of these which now came upon them saw two of their pastors executed.

The Separatists had problems from the beginning in Amsterdam, but two of the most important reasons for leaving for the New World were the well-founded fears both of the loss of their children to worldliness and also fear for their future safety. The Dutch had passed new laws somewhat like the English Acts of Uniformity. There were physical assaults such as the stoning of James Chilton and his daughter just before the family left for New World. In 1619, James Chilton (aged 63) and his oldest daughter Isabella were caught in the middle of an anti-Arminian riot in Leiden. When the rioters learned of their beliefs, they were considered fair targets for violence. Chilton was hit in the head with a stone, requiring the services of the town surgeon Jacob Hey.1 But their greatest concern was potential war with Spain when a Dutch treaty would expire in 1621.

Though a few English Separatists prospered in Amsterdam, most were unable to find work. The Pilgrims gladly accepted the risks in sailing to the New World for freedom of religion.

In 1620 a small ship named the Mayflower brought these believers to Cape Cod, Massachusetts. Even though many died that winter, more Separatists, or Pilgrims, came. The reason for this journey is highly censored by the 20th Century American Establishment of Religion. Teachers might be permitted to mention that these English Separatists came to America for religious freedom. But Americas Established Church will not permit anyone to say what religious freedom meant to the pilgrims.5

These pilgrims were not a group of wild-eyed fanatics, as many claim.6 One of the major charges against them of being irresponsible was the time of year they left. William Brewster, one of their members, had written numerous pamphlets condemning the Church of England, and the Dutch government had made arrangements to hand him over to the English authorities. If they had waited until the following spring, William Brewster would certainly have been handed over to the English authorities and executed. The travelers did, however, wait until they thought the hurricane season had ended. It is also possible that they misunderstood the climate difference at Plymouth since it was the same latitude they came from. They might not have known about the much harsher weather. It is also possible that they were blown off course. If they had followed their charter, they would have landed further south. Their preparations for the voyage can be seen in the possessions of one man who died during the voyage. His belongings were inventoried for division and included 13 pairs of boots and 13 pairs of shoes. These people were prepared for an extended period living in primitive conditions. They brought a boat called a shallope for exploring and for transporting goods. The supplies they brought even included manufactured goods sufficient to repair the Mayflower when it was damaged in the unseasonable storm at sea.

Another common misunderstanding is the Mayflower itself. She was registered as a boat of 180 tunnes. Tunnes, however, are not tons (2000 lbs). A tunne was a 256-gallon wine cask. The total weight was slightly more than one ton but each cask took up considerably more space than sacks of similar weight. The ship was definitely larger than modern models depict it. It could have been as much as one-third larger. The Mayflower made regular runs from England to the Netherlands and the pilgrims were probably already familiar with it. Sailors of that time designated ships as sweet and sour. A sweet ship was relatively clean and free from disease. Sour ships were looked upon as unsafe to sail on. Because the Mayflower was normally a wine ship it was considered sweet. The spillage of wine actually had a certain cleansing effect because of the antiseptic properties of the alcohol.

Complaints are often made against the ships crew as well. Many sources say the ships chief officer was only a master and therefore not as qualified as a true captain would have been. At that time, however, the term Captain was used only for officers of the British navy. The title Master is the only correct title for what we would think of as a Captain of a commercial ship. The Master of the Mayflower is sometimes portrayed as inexperienced for sailing at this time. A man of the same name, however, and probably the same man, is recorded as designing a ship for royal navy. The storm at sea was unusual for that time of year and was probably a hurricane. The Mayflower would have sunk if a crew as inexperienced as some claim had manned it. Also, relationships between the seamen and the Separatists were friendly. Upon arrival, the Separatists used their boat to help re-supply the Mayflower with fresh water for the return voyage. The length of time recorded for the Atlantic crossing meant that the Mayflower was a fast ship for that time period.

Only two animals, dogs which were to aid with hunting in the new world, were carried along. One separatist lamented that their new home would have been a paradise indeed if they had been able to bring livestock, but they were unable to bring cattle because of the number of passengers. As it was, conditions were so crowded single men had to sleep on the shallope on deck.7

These are not actions or equipment of fanatics but well-prepared well-thought-out actions of desperate but realistic people. One of their leaders throughout this time, William Bradford wrote of their experiences in his Of Plymouth Plantation. It is now known as their official log as well as his diary.

... They were encountered many times with cross winds, and met with many fierce storms, ... and her upper works made very leaky; and one of the main beams in the mid ships was bowed and cracked, ... and rather to return then to cast themselves into a desperate and inevitable peril. ... The master and others affirmed they knew the ship to be strong and firm under water; and for the buckling of the main beam, there was a great iron screw the passengers brought out of Holland, which would raise the beam into his place... So they committed themselves to the will of God, and resolved to proceed. In sundry of these storms the winds were so fierce, and the seas so high, as they could not bear a knot of sail ... in a mighty storm, a lusty young man (called John Howland)... was ... thrown into the sea; but it pleased God that he caught hold ... till he was hauled up ... with a boat hook ... yet he lived many years after, and became a profitable member both in church and commonwealth. In all this voyage there died but one of the passengers ... After long beating at sea they fell with that land which is called Cape Cod; ... they got into the Cape-harbor where they rid in safety.

Being thus arrived in a good harbor, and brought safe to land, they fell upon their knees and blessed the God of Heaven who had brought them over the fast and furious ocean, and delivered them from all the perils and miseries thereof, again to set their feet on the firm and stable earth, their proper element.4

Freedom of religion meant far more to them than it does to us today. It included the ability to earn a living without being turned away from a job because of what they believed. They could keep what little food they had instead of watching the government take it from them. The government could neither take their children from them nor forcibly indoctrinate them against their parents beliefs. The government would no longer have the power to confiscate their property because they believed the Bible. They would be able to protect themselves from physical assault without being charged with a crime. They would be able to band together to protect themselves from outside enemies. No one would be able to seize their title, rank, or livelihoods because of their beliefs.

These fears of the English government were valid. The Established Church of England was given the power of enforcement, but its methods of doing so violated already existing laws, laws which went back to the Magna Carta.

In the first place we grant to God and confirm by this our present charter for ourselves and our heirs in perpetuity that the English Church is to be free and to have all its rights fully and its liberties entirely.8

Signed by King John of England, this opening to the Magna Carta originally meant that the English Church would be free from the English Crown in perpetuity, that is, forever. King John would no longer appoint his own Archbishop of Canterbury and make the English Church an arm of the English government. The pope in Rome sided with the English Church, which was Roman Catholic in name at that time, though many of its churches, such as those in Ireland, were among the most biblical in the world.

Innocent III interdicted England and forced King John into relinquishing his control over the English Church. These Acts of Uniformity actually helped to split England. The first group included those who opposed the Crowns control of the Church and remained loyal to Rome. Though there is no consensus of belief from this time period, this seems to be the smallest group because anyone who favored Rome usually left the country. The Spanish attempted to invade England to force Catholicism on them and the average Englishman viewed anyone who supported Rome as a traitor.

Second were people loyal to the English Church. The vast majority of Englishmen fell into this group. These Englishmen supporting the English Church fell into two groups, those who more or less wanted things left alone and those who wanted to continue to reform or purify the English Church. These people who wanted continued reform were also known as Puritans.

The third and last group was known as Separatists. Like those who supported Rome, they were just a small group. They believed that the English Church was too corrupt to salvage, so they separated from it and formed their own congregations. They would have passed into obscurity, except for the fact that they sailed to the New World and became Americans.

John Winthrop, governor of the Massachusetts Bay Colony, was not a Separatist, but a Puritan. He set out for the New World, intending to help establish a colony founded as an establishment of the Church of England, yet far enough away from the conflicts in England that his fellow Puritans could indeed attempt to purify the church that already existed. Founder of the Colony of Massachusetts Bay, John Winthrop was a preacher first and a skilled statesman next. The main founding document of his colony is a sermon, A Model of Christian Charity, written as he crossed the Atlantic.

Thus stands the cause between God and us. We are entered into covenant ... The Lord hath given us leave to draw our own articles. ... We have hereupon besought Him of favor and blessing. Now if the Lord shall ... bring us in peace to the place ... He ratified this covenant and sealed our commission, and will expect a strict performance ... but if we shall neglect the observation ... and, dissembling with our God, ... the Lord will surely break out in wrath against us ... and make us know the price of the breach of such a covenant.

Now the only way to avoid this shipwreck, ... is to follow the counsel of Micah, to do justly, to love mercy, to walk humbly with our God. For this end, we must be knit together, in this work, as one man. ... We must be willing to abridge ourselves of our superfluities, for the supply of others necessities. We must uphold a familiar commerce together in all meekness, gentleness, patience and liberality. We must ... make others conditions our own; rejoice together, mourn together, labor and suffer together, ... as members of the same body. So shall we keep the unity of the spirit in the bond of peace. The Lord will be our God, and delight to dwell among us, as His own people, and will command a blessing upon us in all our ways, so that we shall see much more of His wisdom, power, goodness and truth, than formerly we have been acquainted with. ... He shall make us a praise and glory that men shall say of succeeding plantations, may the Lord make it like that of New England. For we must consider that we shall be as a city upon a hill. The eyes of all people are upon us. So that if we shall deal falsely with our God ... we shall be made a story and a by-word through the world. We shall open the mouths of enemies to speak evil of the ways of God ... We shall shame ... Gods worthy servants,... their prayers [will] be turned into curses ... till we be consumed out of the good land whither we are going.

... Beloved, there is now set before us life and death, good and evil, ... love the Lord our God, and to love one another, to walk in his ways and to keep his Commandments and ... our Covenant with Him, that we may live and be multiplied, and that the Lord our God may bless us ... But if our hearts shall turn away, ... it is propounded unto us this day, we shall surely perish…

Therefore let us choose life,
that we and our seed may live,
by obeying His voice and cleaving to Him,
for He is our life and our prosperity.9

The phrase A City On a Hill, has been used to describe America as a whole as a model of liberty and justice. Yet the phrase originates in Scripture and application is made here to the founding of Massachusetts Bay Colony. This seems an odd founding document, yet John Winthrop used A Model of Christian Charity to establish the government of the Massachusetts Bay Colony. Dont dismiss it as a mere sermon. It explains that the colonists could make any conditions of government they wished, draw their own articles. God in turn would hear their prayers and give them safety and success on one condition. The Puritans had to fulfill what they had promised, what every man in his right mind would pray his government would do. … To do justly, to love mercy, to walk humbly with our God.

If they strayed from that path, consequences would surely follow. … 

For we must consider that we shall be as a city upon a hill. The eyes of all people are upon us. So that if we shall deal falsely with our God in this work we have undertaken, and so cause Him to withdraw His present help from us, we shall be made a story and a by-word through the world.9 

Consider that the eyes of all the world were on America at the time of its forming, and that many still believe America should be the best and brightest nation on Earth. But we have not kept our covenant, the founding principles. By allowing Secular Humanism to overrun true faith, we must fear the withdrawal of Gods help. Has it already happened?

Roger Williams originally came to the New World to serve in the pastorate in Massachusetts but decided to found his own colony after contending with various congregations over the issue of worldliness in the church. He was a preacher and founder of the colony of Rhode Island. He befriended the Indians and tried to treat them humanely, protecting them from forced conversion and paying them for their lands. He believed civil authorities should have no power over churches, an unpopular view in the established church. His beliefs were Calvinistic and often associated with Baptists.

First the faithful labors of many Witnesses of Jesus Christ, ... proving, that the ... Jews ... and the Church of the Christians ... were both separate from the world; ... when they have opened a gap in the ... wall of Separation between the Garden of the Church and the Wilderness of the world, God ... broke down the wall itself, removed the Candlestick, and made his Garden a Wilderness, ... if he will ever please to restore his Garden and Paradise again, it must ... be walled in peculiarly unto Himself from the world, and that all ... saved out of the world are to be transplanted out ... and added unto His Church or Garden.10

This is the origin of Thomas Jeffersons wall of separation principle. Roger Williams warned the church against breaking a hole through Gods surrounding wall and polluting itself by worldly compromise. God had created the wall to protect the church, to help it thrive in the garden He had prepared. When the church violated His protection, God withdrew it and left the church to be overwhelmed by the world. Jefferson envisioned the government as protecting the church and helping it to thrive, not walling it off. Ironically, the wall has once again been penetrated by the churchs worldliness. Believers have invited humanism into their churches and now Secular Humanism is free to wall true belief off from the protection of government and starve it to death. Roger Williams also said:

The civil state is bound before God to take off that ... yoke of soul oppression, and to proclaim ... liberty ... to choose and maintain what worship and ministry their ... consciences are persuaded of; ... to preserve the common freedom and peace; ... most suiting with the piety and Christianity of the Holy Testament of Christ Jesus.

The civil state is ... to provide ... for the security of all ... consciences, in their respective ... worshipings... and that civil peace ... be maintained among the chief opposers and dissenters.10

Roger Williams believed the state had only two legitimate functions with regard to religious or soul liberty. It must remove any restrictions against that freedom, and it must provide protection for that liberty. These were the two ideas in the minds of the framers when they set up the federal government. Remove restrictions, provide protection. Nothing else.

This dream of Roger Williams was impossible in England. But it had more than one root in the New World. The Englishman William Penn was given land in the new world by the English Crown to pay off old world debts. As a wealthy proprietor of the province of Pennsylvania, William Penn was believed to be immune from persecution. However, William Penn was a Quaker, against the wishes of his family and class. He was put on trial while still in England. This trial gave good cause to all who were not part of Englands Established Religion to fear and dread the intolerance of England toward religions not part of the Establishment. The following lengthy excerpts from Penns personal transcript of that trial show the state of British justice at the time of the settlement of the new world. Please compare this trial to the excerpts from American trials in section two and those in Appendix One, Court Cases. Also note the oath the jurors were sworn to and the irony of the later behavior of the court in light of its wording.

The Form of the OATH.
You shall well and truly Try, and true
Deliverance make betwixt our Sovereign
Lord the King, and the Prisoners at the Bar, according to your Evidence.
So help you God.

That William Penn, Gent. and William Mead, late of London, ... with divers other Persons to the Jurors unknown, to the Number of 300, the 14th Day of August, in the 22d Year of the King, about Eleven of the Clock in the Forenoon, the same Day, with Force and Arms, ... in the Street called Gracechurch-Street, unlawfully and tumultuously did Assemble and Congregate themselves together … did take upon himself to Preach and Speak, ... unto the aforesaid William Mead, and other Persons there, ... by Reason whereof a great Concourse and Tumult of People ... did remain and continue, in contempt of the said Lord the King, and of his Law, to the great Disturbance of his Peace; to the great Terror and Disturbance of many of his Liege People and Subjects....

What say you, William Penn and William Mead, are you Guilty, as you stand indicted, in Manner and Form, as aforesaid, or Not Guilty?11

William Penn and William Mead were charged with conspiracy to use force of arms to create a disturbance of the peace. The authorities closed his church and he was forced to deliver his sermon outside the building in the street. The accusation was read aloud and Penn compelled to plead guilty or not guilty. It was a lengthy charge and he asked for a copy, but was denied this until he had pleaded. He asked for reassurance that pleading before reading the charge would not result in any denial of rights.

COURT. No Advantage shall be taken against you; you shall have Liberty; you shall be heard.

PEN. Then I plead Not guilty ... We confess our selves to be so far from recanting, or declining to vindicate the Assembling of our selves to Preach, Pray, or Worship the Eternal, Holy, Just God, that we declare to all the World, that we do believe it to be our indispensable Duty, to meet incessantly upon so good an Account; nor shall all the Powers upon Earth be able to divert us from reverencing and adoring our God who made it.

BROWN. You are not here for worshipping God, but for breaking the Law; you do yourselves a great deal of Wrong in going on in that Discourse.

PEN. I affirm I have broken no Law, nor am I guilty of the Indictment that is laid to my Charge; and to the End the Bench, the Jury, and my self, with these that hear us, ... I desire you would let me know by what Law it is you prosecute me, … Shall I plead to an Indictment that hath no Foundation in Law? ... Why should you decline to produce that Law, since it will be impossible for the Jury to ... bring in their Verdict, who have not the Law produced, by which they should measure the Truth of this Indictment, and [my] Guilt ...?

REC. You are a sawcy Fellow, speak to the Indictment.

[Sidenote: Obser. At this time several upon the Bench urged hard upon the Prisoner to bear him down.] (Men grabbed him and forced him, possibly onto his knees, possibly flat on the floor.)

PEN. ... It is my place to speak to Matter of Law; I am arraignd a Prisoner; my Liberty, ... is now concerned:

You are many Mouths and Ears against me... I say again, unless you shew me, and the People, the Law you ground your Indictment upon, I shall take it for granted your Proceedings are meerly Arbitrary.

REC. Upon the Common Law.

PEN. Where is that Common Law? … Must I therefore be taken away because I plead for the Fundamental Laws of _England_? However, this I leave upon your Consciences, who are of the Jury (and my sole Judges) that if these Ancient Fundamental Laws, which relate to Liberty and Property, and (are not limited to particular Persuasions in Matters of Religion) must not be indispensably maintained and observed.11

The court refuses to quote a specific law, claiming that many years of oral tradition must be studied, and states that it is impossible to pull out the one charge. Penn argues that it is not common law if it is so difficult to come up with. He is accused of wasting the courts time, ordered to plead, and he is finally placed in bail-dock, some form of imprisonment out of sight of the proceedings. Mead protests this and is sent to join Penn. The jury is charged to render a verdict.

MEAD. Are these according to the Rights and Privileges of Englishmen, that we should not be heard, but turned into the Bale-dock, for making our Defence, and the Jury to have their Charge given them in our Absence; I say these are barbarous and unjust Proceedings.

REC. Take them away into the Hole: To hear them talk all Night, as they would, that I think doth not become the Honour of the Court, and I think you (i. e. the Jury) your selves would be tired out, and not have Patience to hear them.

OBSER. The Jury were commanded up to agree upon their Verdict, the Prisoners remaining in the stinking Hole.11

Eventually the jurors agree to a verdict for William Penn of Guilty of speaking in Gracechurch, and not guilty for Mead, which the court calls no verdict at all. They are sent back repeatedly, threatened, insulted, but still return the same verdict.

REC. Gentlemen, you shall not be dismist till we have a Verdict, that the Court will accept; and you shall be lockd up, without Meat, Drink, Fire, and Tobacco; you shall not think thus to abuse the Court; we will have a Verdict, by the help of God, or you shall starve for it.

OBSER. The Court swore several Persons, to keep the Jury all Night without Meat, Drink, Fire, or any other Accommodation; they had not so much as a Chamberpot, tho desired.11

Violent threats of punishment, including nose-cutting and chaining to the floor were made against the jury and Penn many times while this verdict held. One official wished they had the power of the Spanish Inquisition to torture the jurors into obedience. The jury was imprisoned without food or facilities a second night but did not give in to the coercion. In fact, since Mead could not be proven to the jurys satisfaction to have been at the meeting, he was found not guilty. This acquitted Penn as well, since it was a charge of conspiracy. The court proceeded to fine Mead, Penn and each of the jury members for contempt and to jail them until the fines were paid.

Note that William Penn points out that the tumult or disturbance they were charged with did not begin until armed officers were sent to break up the meeting. Even the witnesses, who testified to seeing the officers about to arrest Penn, admitted that there was so much noise and commotion they could not hear what Penn was saying or even see whether Mead was actually present. Clearly the English government had no intention of living up to its promises of freedom of speech or the rule of law for Englishmen, even in England. Penn was given his land grant in the New World as settlement of a debt the king owed to his family. Ironically the Kings court, which denied Penn justice at his trial, helped furnish the means for his establishment of freedom of religion in the colonies.

While the English struggled with the attempt to shake off the corruptions of Roman Catholicism and the persecutions of its own government, the European Continent was going through the full-blown Reformation. Martin Luther wanted to remain in Church of Rome, but was thrown out of it. Luther, however, did not back down. He continued to preach against Rome and won the support of some the German princes. This support cost Rome a great deal of tax money; so much that Rome incited a war against the German princes who supported Martin Luther and what he taught. Rome started the war because these German princes stopped sending the tithes they collected (a tax) to Rome. Instead, they used the money to support local German schools and welfare agencies. The Schmalkaldic League, an alliance of German princes, forced the Roman Catholics to sign the Peace of Augsburg in 1555. Under the terms of this peace, the German princes were allowed to have their own Establishment of Religion in their own province or state (cuius regio, eius religio). The German people were allowed to move to a state which had an Establishment of Religion the same as the one they practiced. All still had to support the Establishment of Religion where they lived. The Peace of Augsburg only included Roman Catholicism and Lutheranism.

Ninety-three years later, the Peace of Westphalia was signed in 1648 to end the Thirty Years War. The Peace of Westphalia expanded the permissible religions to include Calvinism and permitted, in some circumstances, other religious practices besides the Established Religion. But even after the Peace of Westphalia, everyone still had to pay taxes to the Established Religion where they lived. These two peace treaties, the Peace of Augsburg and the Peace of Westphalia both define and form the basis of the modern state and an Establishment of Religion. An Establishment of Religion was defined as the state appointing the members of the Establishment of Religion, at least the upper members, and collecting taxes to pay for it. In return, the Establishment of Religion was to support the state through its sermons and to provide education and welfare.

Both Germans (Anabaptists and Mennonites) and French (Huguenots) were left out of the two peace agreements. To avoid severe persecution, they migrated to America in great numbers. These people, as well as the English Separatists, lived with an Establishment of Religion every day. The Establishment of Religion was a branch of the local government which collected taxes, provided poorly paid clergy, places to worship, education and welfare.

Members of Established Churches also came to America in large numbers. So many Puritans came (as with the Massachusetts Bay Colony) that historians call their movement to the New World the great migration. Roman Catholics also came, though in smaller numbers. The English Separatists, however, left the written document which we call the Mayflower Compact. These Separatists, better known to us as Pilgrims, made the greatest impact on the first two amendments to the U.S. Constitution. The Puritans, Roman Catholics and members of the Established Church of England all made their contributions. But the severely persecuted Anabaptists, Mennonites, Huguenots and Pilgrims laid the real foundation for Americas religious freedom. It is therefore easy to understand how the Separatists and the others who came to America, by the time they came to form their own government, were anxious to create a system where the Establishment of Religion would no longer be able to enslave them.

____________________
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2. What Do Americas Founding Documents Really Say?

First. The right of conscience shall be held inviolable and neither the legislative, executive nor judicial powers of the United States, shall have the authority to alter, abrogate or infringe any part of the constitution of the several states which provide for the preservation of liberty in matters of religion.1
Pennsylvania delegation dissent to the Constitution 

Though the Pilgrims came to North America to escape this tyranny, almost two hundred years later their descendants had to fight this same war again. Before freedom was secure or even certain, Samuel Adams kept records for the Committees of Correspondence. These men felt the need to set down what they intended to secure for their future in straightforward terms.

The Rights of the Colonists The Report of the Committee of Correspondence to the Boston Town Meeting, Nov. 20, 1772

I. Natural Rights of the Colonists as Men.

Among the natural rights of the Colonists are these: First, a right to life; Secondly, to liberty; Thirdly, to property; together with the right to support and defend them in the best manner they can. These are evident branches of, rather than deductions from, the duty of self-preservation, commonly called the first law of nature.

All men have a right to remain in a state of nature... and in case of intolerable oppression, civil or religious, to leave the society... and enter into another. …

Every natural right not expressly given up, or, from the nature of a social compact, necessarily ceded, remains.

All positive and civil laws should conform, as far as possible, to the law of natural reason and equity.

As neither reason requires nor religion permits the contrary, every man living in or out of a state of civil society has a right peaceably ... to worship God according to the dictates of his conscience.

Just and true liberty, equal and impartial liberty, in matters spiritual and temporal, ... all men are clearly entitled to [it] by the eternal and immutable laws of God and nature, as well as by the law of nations and all well-grounded municipal laws....

In regard to religion, mutual toleration ... is what all good ... minds in all ages have ever practised, and ... inculcated on mankind. ... This spirit of toleration, ... consistent with ... civil society, is the chief ... mark of the Church. Insomuch that Mr. Locke has ... proved, ... that such toleration ... extend to all whose doctrines are not subversive of society. The only sects ... to be... excluded ... are those ... subversive of the civil government.... Roman Catholics ... [teach] that princes excommunicated may be deposed, and ... heretics may be destroyed without mercy; ... recognizing the Pope ... in subversion of government ... into the states under whose protection they enjoy life, liberty, and property ... leading directly to the worst anarchy and confusion, civil discord, war, and bloodshed.

The natural liberty of man, by entering into society, is abridged ... only as is necessary for the ... best good of the whole.

In the state of nature every man is, under God, judge ... of his own rights and of the injuries done him. By entering into society he agrees to an arbiter ... but he ... [does not] renounce his original right....

... He should ... pay his just quota for the support of government, the law, and the constitution; ... to furnish indifferent and impartial judges ... whether civil, ecclesiastical, marine, or military.

The natural liberty of man is to be free from any superior power on earth, and not to be under the will or legislative authority of man, but only to have the law of nature for his rule.

… It [is not] in the power of one, or any number of men, ... entering into society, to renounce their essential natural rights, or the means of preserving those rights; when the grand end of civil government, from the very nature of it ... is for the support, protection, and defence of those very rights; the principal of which, ... are Life, Liberty, and Property. If men, through fear, fraud, or mistake, should in terms renounce ... natural right, the eternal law of reason ... would absolutely vacate such renunciation. The right to freedom being the gift of God Almighty, it is not in the power of man to ... voluntarily become a slave.

II. The Rights of the Colonists as Christians.

... Best understood by ... carefully studying the institutes of the great Law Giver and Head of the Christian Church, ... found clearly written ... in the New Testament.
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