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[bookmark: _Toc513111021]Source
D James Kennedy on Politics
http://www.djameskennedy.com/resource-finder?query=politics&filter%5B0%5D=%5B%5D&filter%5B1%5D=%5B%5D&filter%5B2%5D=%5B%5D
Watch a video of a sermon and read a brief supplemental document in prep for class

[bookmark: _Toc513111022]Week 1: Government Restrictions
Celinda will present what restrictions the government has placed on Christians. 
[bookmark: _Toc513111023]Week 2: William Wilberforce: A True Christian Statesman
Scripture: Psalm 127:1; 1 John 5:14; Psalm 5:3; Esther 4:13-14; Luke 7:1-10
URL: http://www.djameskennedy.com/full-view-sermon/djk20539z-william-wilberforce-a-true-christian-statesman
[bookmark: _Toc513111024]Overview
Wilberforce was the great model of a Christian in politics applying biblical principles to his politics. RESEARCH WILBERFORCE ON YOUR OWN.
[bookmark: _Toc513111025]Week 3: Christian Citizenship
Scripture:  Matthew 22:15-22   
URL: http://www.djameskennedy.com/full-view-sermon/djk18838a-christian-citizenship
[bookmark: _Toc513111026]Overview
Christians and their responsibilities in the Kingdom of God and the kingdom of this world. 

Matthew 22:15-22 New American Standard Bible (NASB)
15 Then the Pharisees went and plotted together how they might trap Him in what He said. 16 And they *sent their disciples to Him, along with the Herodians, saying, “Teacher, we know that You are truthful and teach the way of God in truth, and defer to no one; for You are not partial to any. 17 Tell us then, what do You think? Is it lawful to give a poll-tax to Caesar, or not?” 18 But Jesus perceived their malice, and said, “Why are you testing Me, you hypocrites? 19 Show Me the coin used for the poll-tax.” And they brought Him a denarius. 20 And He *said to them, “Whose likeness and inscription is this?” 21 They *said to Him, “Caesar’s.” Then He *said to them, “Then render to Caesar the things that are Caesar’s; and to God the things that are God’s.” 22 And hearing this, they were amazed, and leaving Him, they went away.

Double responsibility

Uniqueness of US
Began with Godly men coming for freedom of worship, to advance the Kingdom of Jesus Christ.
de Tocqueville - great because we were good – 1830
· Alexis de Tocqueville (29 July 1805 – 16 April 1859) was a French diplomat, political scientist and historian. He was best known for his works Democracy in America (appearing in two volumes, 1835 and 1840)

Now - 
· nation filled with dangers (highways wi drunkards, slums, out at night, war, in womb) abortion. 
· More babies killed than in all wars we ever fought.
· Land of pornography
· Sexual immorality, homosexuality
· 39 pandemic STDs
· Drugs pandemic - Jack Flash
· Crime is at all time high - need to lock doors - growing up in Windsor
· Education - US is now one of more illiterate nations of industrial world. Tragic teachings

What happened
· All the "bad groups"?
· Dr. Frankenstein’s monster - came from him; he made it.
· Blame must be laid at doorstep of the Church - 
· failed to be involved 
· retreated
· allowed it to grow up through media, courts, education
· Wreaked carnage of today
· We have failed as citizens.
· Privatization of religion
· We left these things for unbelievers to take over
· The role of laymen and the role of preachers. How involved should we be?
· What about when taking a stand impacts our career and our family? Can't afford to be involved. What if this were George Washington?
· Are we interested in personal peace and happiness. Cloaked short-sited view. Shaffer called it false Christianity.
· What's the difference between a politician (what's in it for me?) and a patriot (what good will it do for the country?).
· 18.5 Christians aren't even registered to vote. Half of those registered do not vote.

What can we do?
· Changes made by people. People can change it back. Importance of the Supreme Court.
· Pray regularly for those in power.
· All Christians should register and vote. It's been in our power to change everything we complain and grumble about.
· Voting is a duty commanded by God.
· We need to be informed.
· Run for office.
· Paul- I can do all things through Christ.
· Where were you when America lost its freedoms?
· Fulfill our role as Christian citizens.

Preliminary Questions:
1. How is the story of Frankenstein like the story of the United States?
2. What's the difference between a politician and a patriot?
3. How would you describe the state of America today?
4. What would you like it to be?
5. Is that change possible?
6. What would we need to do to make it happen?


http://www.djameskennedy.com/full-view-sermon/djk18838a-christian-citizenship

https://www.cnn.com/2018/06/04/politics/masterpiece-colorado-gay-marriage-cake-supreme-court/index.html
http://www.foxnews.com/politics/2018/06/04/supreme-court-sides-with-colorado-baker-who-refused-to-make-wedding-cake-for-same-sex-couple.html

http://fox59.com/2018/06/05/brownsburg-teacher-says-transgender-name-policy-goes-against-his-religious-beliefs-fights-for-job/
https://www.indystar.com/story/news/education/2018/06/05/transgender-student-policy-prompts-dispute-between-brownsburg-teacher-school/670265002/


[bookmark: _Toc513111027]Week 4: The Bible And Politics
Scripture: Psalm 9:17  
URL: http://www.djameskennedy.com/full-view-devotions/the-bible-and-politics
[bookmark: _Toc513111028]Overview
Until about fifty years ago, legislators tried to create laws based on Biblical principles. Nowadays, whenever someone proposes legislation that might defend a Christian cause, naysayers often oppose it, arguing that no one can impose his or her values on others. Yet every time our legislators pass a law, they impose somebody’s morality on someone else. And these days, legislators often allow secular humanism to be that morality. By its own definition, as stated in the Humanist Manifesto of 1933, secular humanism is a “religion,” and people who believe in it want to make it the religion of the future, replacing all others. Secular humanism denies that God exists and that any being, other than ourselves, can save us. It replaces God’s Ten Commandments with human ideas of ethics and morality. To achieve its agenda, secular humanism has declared a full-scale war on Christianity, its battleground being the schools, the legislatures, and the courts of our land.

 Secular humanists would have us believe that our founding fathers did not form America on Christian principles. But our founding fathers gave their lives to establish a Christian government, and we should do our best to keep it so. In 1828, Supreme Court Justice Joseph Story wrote his opinion of the First Amendment. He said its intent was not to approve or advance Mohammedanism or Judaism or unbelief, but to prevent the government from establishing one Christian denomination as more important than others. We need to do what we can to keep our nation on its original path by voting for Christian leaders and making sure they pass legislation based on Biblical principles.

 Do you keep up with critical issues in our society? Have you registered to vote, and do you regularly hit the polls on election days, casting your votes based on Biblical truths? As you do these things, you can make a difference in our country. And today please pray for all those in leadership positions: our president, congressmen and congresswomen, governors, and state and local officials. Ask God to give them wisdom as they create laws for us to live by. 


"It is the duty of nations as well as of men to own their dependence upon the overruling power of God." 
—ABRAHAM LINCOLN
[bookmark: _Toc513111029]Week 5: The Christian View Of Politics
Scripture: Ephesians 1:22  
URL: http://www.djameskennedy.com/full-view-devotions/the-christian-view-of-politics
[bookmark: _Toc513111030]Overview
Have you ever wondered if you should always obey the laws of our government? This is an important question because the government influences almost every aspect of our lives. To help us answer this question, the Bible delineates a few principles.
1. Principle number one:  The Triune God is sovereign over the whole universe. He is sovereign over every area of life, not just the Church. This includes the government.
2. Principle number two:  The ultimate source of authority is not in the government or in the people; it’s in God. God has set government in place to enact and execute the laws He has given us in His Word—the moral laws of God, which He has written on our hearts. The authority of the government comes from God, and the government must answer to God.
3. Principle number three:  The government has limited authority and power. The government does not encompass all things. We have other spheres that influence our lives: family, church, education, art, and science. Each of these spheres has its own authority and responsibility, and we must work out our lives freely in the various spheres in which we live. This means that if anyone in any sphere of activity oversteps his or her authority, the Christian has the obligation to disobey. If the government commands the Christian to do something contrary to the clear teaching of God’s Word, then the Christian must obey God and not humans. For example, some governments have forbidden Christians to pray, worship God, and witness. Clearly, these governments have created laws contrary to God’s commandments.

Are you willing to stand up for God’s laws when they conflict with those of your government? Ask God to give you wisdom as a citizen and the courage to obey His Word despite any governmental opposition. 

"It is no more possible for man to build a political state without the help of God than it was for the builders of Babel." 
—BENJAMIN FRANKLIN

Thoughts:
Art vs Service
Renting to gay business men.

What is meant by separation of church and state? What implications does that have today? After the Revolutionary War, states faced the need to set up their own governments. Most leaders felt a Christian population was required for good government. Men like Patrick Henry wanted the new Virginia government to impose a tax that would be distributed to all teachers of the Christian religion. This bill would have passed had Baptists not taken the stand that a separation of church and state was required. This idea was so important to them that Baptist John Leland had a “secret” meeting with James Madison. Baptists would not support the Constitution unless there was an amendment guaranteeing separation of church and state. Without Baptist support, Madison would not be sent to the Constitution Convention from Virginia. If Virginia had not voted to accept the Constitution, other states would have followed suit. And the United States would have never have been.


[bookmark: _Toc513111031]Week 6: More Christians Are Needed in Politics
Scripture: Proverbs 29:2  When the righteous increase, the people rejoice,
But when a wicked man rules, people groan.

URL: http://www.djameskennedy.com/full-view-devotions/20171105-more-christians-are-needed-in-politics

What political topic would you like to discuss? (In the news: Children separated from parents.)
[bookmark: _Toc513111032]Overview
Slowly but surely, more and more we see that Christians are beginning to take their proper place in every sphere of life in our society. You may recall that one of the most important founders of this country was John Jay, and he said, “Providence has given to our people the choice of their rulers, and it is the duty as well as the privilege and interest of our Christian Nation to select and prefer Christians for their rulers.”

Now who was this John Jay? Was he some sort of extremist? He was the first Chief Justice of the first Supreme Court, appointed by the first President of the United States, George Washington. He also wrote some of the Federalist Papers.

Well now, what he said we ought to do is being done. At one point, not too long ago, only five members of the House of Representatives could be found who were evangelical Christians. Most of them were probably nominal. But that number went up a decade later to 100, and then up to 125. Lord-willing, evangelicals in the political realm will be even more visible in the years to come.

So often we hear that no one should impose their morality on anyone, but the reality is that someone’s morality is always being legislated. It is not a question of “if,” but of “what” and of “whose.”
Dear Lord, You have said we should not put our trust in princes. Even the best of them can let us down. Help us to trust You alone. Meanwhile, we do pray that You would raise up more godly leaders. Help Your church to regain its role as salt and light in society…  

"BY GOD’S STRENGTH, THE CHURCH CAN BE THE CONSCIENCE OF THE NATION. "

Proverbs 10:11 (NASB) The mouth of the righteous is a fountain of life, But the mouth of the wicked conceals violence.
Proverbs 11:10 (NASB) When it goes well with the righteous, the city rejoices, And when the wicked perish, there is joyful shouting.
Proverbs 28:28 (NASB) When the wicked rise, men hide themselves; But when they perish, the righteous increase.


[image: ]


John Jay (December 12, 1745 – May 17, 1829)[1] was an American statesman, Patriot, diplomat, one of the Founding Fathers of the United States, negotiator and signatory of the Treaty of Paris of 1783, second Governor of New York, and the first Chief Justice of the United States (1789–1795). He directed U.S. foreign policy for much of the 1780s and was an important leader of the Federalist Party after the ratification of the United States Constitution in 1788.

Jay was born into a wealthy family of merchants and New York City government officials of Dutch descent. He became a lawyer and joined the New York Committee of Correspondence, organizing opposition to British policies in the time preceding the American Revolution. Jay was elected to the Second Continental Congress, and served as President of the Congress. From 1779 to 1782, Jay served as the ambassador to Spain; he persuaded Spain to provide financial aid to the fledgling United States. He also served as a negotiator of the Treaty of Paris, in which Britain recognized American independence. Following the end of the war, Jay served as Secretary of Foreign Affairs, directing United States foreign policy under the Articles of Confederation government. He also served as the first Secretary of State on an interim basis.

A proponent of strong, centralized government, Jay worked to ratify the United States Constitution in New York in 1788. He was a co-author of The Federalist Papers along with Alexander Hamilton and James Madison, and wrote five of the 85 essays. After the establishment of the new federal government, Jay was appointed by President George Washington the first Chief Justice of the United States, serving from 1789 to 1795. The Jay Court experienced a light workload, deciding just four cases over six years. In 1794, while serving as Chief Justice, Jay negotiated the highly controversial Jay Treaty with Britain. Jay received a handful of electoral votes in three of the first four presidential elections, but never undertook a serious bid for the presidency.

Jay served as the Governor of New York from 1795 to 1801. Long an opponent of slavery, he helped enact a law that provided for the gradual emancipation of slaves, and the institution of slavery was abolished in New York in Jay's lifetime. In the waning days of President John Adams's administration, Jay was confirmed by the Senate for another term as Chief Justice, but he declined the position and retired to his farm in Westchester County, New York.


[bookmark: _Toc513111033]Week 7: Statesmen vs. Politicians
Scripture: Mark 9:35 -  Sitting down, Jesus called the Twelve and said, “Anyone who wants to be first must be the very last, and the servant of all.”

URL: http://www.djameskennedy.com/full-view-devotions/20170821-statesmen-vs-politicians
[bookmark: _Toc513111034]Overview
When we consider how our fiscal policies in this country are borrowing from the future at such alarming rates, it should not surprise us if our children’s children rise up to curse us. We are saddling them with an unpayable debt. (http://www.usdebtclock.org/)

Somebody said well, “It is because of our own greed that we have become ungovernable.”  We cannot balance the budget of this nation now. Why?  Because politicians are scared that they will be voted out of office if they do not pander to the greed of the people. Now, this is not a popular thing to say. But, my friends, somebody has to say it.

This country is going to be destroyed by the twin evils of public greed and a false philanthropy on the part of politicians who are simply buying their reelection by taking money from one group and giving it to another.

The government is instituted for the purpose of administering justice. If you want to know what the government is supposed to do, read the 13th chapter of Romans where God explains what the purpose of government is. And that purpose is justice, not philanthropy. There is a great need for philanthropy and for benevolence but it should come from the private sector where it produces positive results and not from the government sector where it produces chaos and will inevitably bring this nation to destruction. Pray that God would raise up more statesmen who serve the people and instead of politicians who serve themselves.

Lord of the nations, we pray for godly leaders. We pray for public servants, who run for office to serve the people and promote justice and protection. We repent of our national greed and ask for Your help to turn our nation around…

"BY GOD’S STRENGTH, THOSE WHO GOVERN US CAN BE PUBLIC SERVANTS."

Thoughts on the devotional?
The “twin evils”: public greed and false philanthropy.
· What is meant by public greed and how might we be guilty of it?
· What is meant by false philanthropy?
· How does the government demonstrate philanthropy?
· Do you agree with Kennedy that philanthropy should come from the private sector?
From Romans 13 can you see how Kennedy says the purpose of government is justice?

Let’s look a little bit at our government: Executive, Legislative, and Judicial branches of government. Why are Supreme Court Justice appointments so important?


https://www.nytimes.com/2018/06/27/us/politics/trump-supreme-court-legacy.html
Anthony Kennedy’s Exit May Echo for Generations

By Charlie Savage

    June 27, 2018

WASHINGTON — President Trump’s time in office has been tumultuous, his term dogged by the special counsel investigation, his major legislative achievements few and his political prospects clouded by the chances of a Democratic Party midterm wave.

But no matter what else happens in the Trump presidency, the retirement of Justice Anthony M. Kennedy, the Supreme Court’s swing voter, set up Mr. Trump to cement a lasting legacy. Given a second Supreme Court vacancy to fill, he appears likely to go down in American history as an unusually influential president.

As the first Republican president to get his judicial nominees confirmed by a simple majority vote, thanks to the abolition of the Senate filibuster rule, Mr. Trump has already broken records in appointing young and highly conservative appellate judges. Now, Mr. Trump can create a new majority bloc on the Supreme Court — one that is far more consistently conservative, and one that can impose its influence over American life long after his presidency ends on issues as diverse as the environment and labor or abortion and civil rights. (As for procedure, then-majority leader Reid (D-Nev.) went nuclear in November 2013 when he abolished the filibuster for presidential appointees and judicial nominees (below the Supreme Court). He did it to pack the D.C. Circuit Court of Appeals with liberals. The nation’s liberal chorus cheered. “Elections are supposed to have consequences,” read one typical commentary. “It was time to push the button.” Boom.

My beef with Reid was not what he did but how he did it. The filibuster has grown in use and power over the decades to the point of dysfunction. Everything needed 60 votes. This is relatively new and nowhere to be found in the Constitution.)

If Mr. Trump secures that prospect, he will fulfill the deal that he struck during the 2016 campaign with traditional and movement conservatives who were skeptical of his politics and hesitant about supporting his candidacy. They feared he would pick an idiosyncratic nominee, like a celebrity lawyer he saw on television, rather than an authentic conservative.

But Mr. Trump shored up Republican turnout in the election by promising to select Supreme Court nominations from a list of conservative judges. It was shaped by his top legal adviser, Donald F. McGahn II, now the White House counsel, who worked with advisers like Leonard Leo, the executive vice president of the Federalist Society, the conservative legal movement network. Court-focused voters helped deliver Mr. Trump’s narrow victory over Hillary Clinton, exit polls showed.

Mr. Trump picked from his list to fulfill his first vacancy last year, choosing Neil M. Gorsuch to replace Justice Antonin Scalia, a staunch conservative. Since then, debates among conservatives about his unruly presidency have been characterized by a joking shorthand for what traditional Republicans got in return: “But Gorsuch.” In November, the White House quietly issued a revised version of the list in case another vacancy arose.

It is filled with young and conservative appeals court judges — including runners-up from the last vacancy’s short list, like Thomas M. Hardiman, Raymond Kethledge, William H. Pryor Jr. and Amul Thapar; Brett Kavanaugh, an appeals court judge Mr. Trump added to his options in November; and several women, including Amy Coney Barrett and Joan L. Larsen, both newly minted appeals court judges appointed by Mr. Trump.

Conservative legal advocates fervently hope Mr. Trump sticks with his vow to pick one of those nominees or someone similar to complete a historic remaking of the judiciary.

“This is a second opportunity for President Trump to fulfill what is, to me, his most important campaign promise — that he would put justices on the court who would be faithful to the Constitution, fair, and impartial,” said Carrie Severino of the Judicial Crisis Network, which advocates on behalf of confirming conservative judges.

“Justice Gorsuch was an example of that,” she added. “And this is why the American people gave him the presidency in the first place, if you look at the data.”

Liberal legal advocates see the stakes as similarly huge, but view Mr. Trump’s good fortune in a decidedly more negative light. Nan Aron, the president of the liberal Alliance for Justice, said that Justice Gorsuch’s record on the court makes clear that putting another justice in his mold into Justice Kennedy’s seat represents a drastic threat.

“The danger is that the Supreme Court, at the behest of this president, will favor the wealthy and powerful and extremist groups at the expense of everyone else — not just for President Trump’s term, but for decades to come,” she said.

The prospects for the nominee’s confirmation will most likely come down to how a handful of moderate senators will vote. Senators Susan Collins of Maine and Lisa Murkowski of Alaska, both Republicans who support abortion rights, are considered key votes in a narrowly divided Senate, as are Senators Joe Donnelly of Indiana, Heidi Heitkamp of North Dakota and Joe Manchin III of West Virginia, all Democrats up for re-election in states that Mr. Trump won.

While conservatives expressed quiet confidence, liberals vowed to fight. On top of perennial issues like whether abortion will remain legal and available, several took note of other issues at play, including the Affordable Care Act and the Trump administration’s recent indication that it will try to use the courts to dismantle the law’s popular protections for people with pre-existing conditions.

“There is tremendous energy, not limited to the progressive community, over this,” said Marge Baker, the executive vice president of the liberal People for the American Way. “People get that this is about undoing precedent and advancing the interests of corporations and the wealthy and privileged, not all of us as Americans.”

“There is going to be a huge fight over this,” she warned. “We cannot let Trump have this court for generations to come.”

Adding to the court a pick from Mr. Trump’s list creates the “prospect of a conservative majority over a long period of time,” even if Mr. Trump loses to a Democrat in 2020 who could restock the court’s liberal minority, said Edward Whelan, a conservative legal commentator and the president of the Ethics and Public Policy Center.

But Mr. Whelan said he was optimistic that the fight over the new vacancy would help Republicans maintain control of the Senate in the midterm elections by keeping the courts as a primary topic of political conversation in the coming months. Securing the Republican Senate majority could allow Mr. Trump to create an even more enduring achievement if a liberal justice’s seat opened, perhaps for health reasons, in the second half of his term, Mr. Whelan said. The president could then add another right-wing justice to the court.

“The conservative debate between ‘Never Trumpers’ and Trump supporters will be going on for a long time and will depend on a lot of things that happen over the next two years,” Mr. Whelan said. “But I think we see that judicial nominations unite conservatives in a way that so many other issues don’t.”

	John Roberts
	27-Jan-55
	George W. Bush
	78–22
	50
	63

	Anthony Kennedy
	23-Jul-36
	Ronald Reagan
	97–0
	51
	81

	Clarence Thomas
	23-Jun-48
	George H. W. Bush
	52–48
	43
	70

	Ruth Bader Ginsburg
	15-Mar-33
	Bill Clinton
	96–3
	60
	85

	Stephen Breyer
	15-Aug-38
	Bill Clinton
	87–9
	55
	79

	Samuel Alito
	1-Apr-50
	George W. Bush
	58–42
	55
	68

	Sonia Sotomayor
	25-Jun-54
	Barack Obama
	68–31
	55
	64

	Elena Kagan
	28-Apr-60
	
	63–37
	50
	58

	Neil Gorsuch
	29-Aug-67
	Donald Trump
	54–45
	49
	50
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