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When it comes to religious freedom in modern America, the message is loud and clear, “it’s ok to believe in God just don’t mention him.”  Today, many people believe their rights are infringed upon when the Christian God is used anywhere other than church. This is because the idea of separation of church and state has been taken out of context for several years.
Firstly in order to understand any legal implications or possible ramifications of private citizen’s rights, it is very important to understand what church and state mean. This is the only way, clearly, to know what is being defined and how these terms are being improperly strewn about for an alternative agenda. The Merriam-Webster definition describes church as, a building for public and especially Christian worship; the clergy or officialdom of a religious body; a body or organization of religious believers; the whole body of Christians. (Merriam-Webster)  However, the Biblical definition for church, taken from Easton’s Bible Dictionary reads, in the New Testament church is derived from the translation of the Greek word ecclesia, synonymous with the Hebrew word kahal (of the Old Testament), both words simply mean an assembly. From these two dialects it is the only character of which can be known any connection in which the word is found, in other words, its use in context. The Hebrew and Greek make no obvious example of the word church being used for a place of meeting or of worship it is during the post-apostolic times, or the time roughly after the death of the apostles (each died at different times) it received this meaning. (Easton’s) Also, no translation of the word church derived from the Bible indicates the population of a country united in the same profession, (The "Church of England”) 
Where the word church is concerned one can already see its origins hold a significantly different meaning than what the word is used for and considered in this century. The word state, on the other hand, bears many definitions since it can be used as a noun or a verb. In regards to this particular topic, Separation of Church and State, the Merriam-Webster dictionary implies the word “state” is one of the constituent units of a nation having a federal government (the 50 states); The United States of America. It is also important to understand that “state” is a legal term, and for something as controversial as Separation of Church and Sate, should not be disregarded in its significance as to why use of the word, or in what context it is being used can be overlooked. Law.com defines state as: the federal or state government and any of its departments, agencies or components (such as a city, county or board); any of the 50 states comprising the United States; a nation's government. The Farlex Free Dictionary for legal terms also says, in a more limited sense, the word “state” expresses merely the positive or actual organization of the legislative, or judicial powers; thus the actual government of the state is designated by the name of the state; hence the expression, the state has passed such a law, or prohibited such an act. State also means the section of territory occupied by a state, as the state of Pennsylvania.

Understanding the terminology is the first step into understanding the degeneration of the verbiage used today that was once very clear to the forefathers of America long ago. Today much of what was said or done then is misunderstood and/or blatantly taken out of context or in fact, used incorrectly within a context for the purpose of arguing and validating a point and one can only surmise that it stands to infiltrate an overall agenda of eliminated God from society altogether.

One can clearly see this in the misunderstanding of the law of the land and where it is derived from.  Written law did not just come into existence. Written law was not just thought up one day by men with good conscience and clairvoyance of what Americans would need in order to be good citizens and good men. Many of these laws set forth have been acclimated from the Bible (Exodus chapters 20 through 23). These passages of the Bible are where God gives Moses the 10 Commandments. If one is unfamiliar with this passage, it is all right. One can become familiar with them by reading of them in the news. Yes, these very same commandments were in the news not long ago because, for a time, they were a monument in the state building in Alabama. This monument was created to depict the moral foundation of law in America, and of course, there are excerpts from the text of the 10 Commandments. The monument also has quotes from the Declaration of Independence or the "Laws of Nature and of Nature's God" as well as our National Motto "In God We Trust" and the Pledge of Allegiance, "One Nation under God, Indivisible, With Liberty and Justice for All" and lastly the Judiciary Act of 1789 "So Help Me God."
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Sadly, should one want to view this monument it was removed from the state building following a lawsuit, early morning November 14, 2003 because an U.S. District Judge, Myron Thompson ruled the monument violated the U.S. Constitution's principle of separation of religion and government. (CNN.com) Interestingly, he did not use the definition “separation of church and state” specifically as this is a non-doctrinal term concerning America and religious involvement in government which will be discussed later. According to Rev. Barry Lynn, executive director of Americans United for Separation of Church and State, he and his followers believe this was "a tremendous victory for the rule of law and respect for religious diversity." (CNN.com) 


Yet, it is interesting to note the very idea, what the forefathers had in mind exactly where religion is concerned as well as where the idea of separation of church and state even came from. To begin, all one would have to do is to pick up a history book and see plainly many of the founding fathers were associated with God and held strong Christian beliefs. James Madison, the fourth president of the United States said, "It is impossible for the man of pious reflection not to perceive in it [the Constitution] a finger of that Almighty hand which has been so frequently and signally extended to our relief in the critical stages of the revolution." (The Federalist, No. 37) John Adams also stated, “Our constitution was made only for a moral and religious people. It is wholly inadequate to the government of any other." (Howe) And lastly, in his own book entitled, In Love With Eloquence, Thomas Jefferson wrote, “God, who gave us life, gave us liberty. Can the liberties of a nation be secure when we have removed a conviction that these liberties are a gift of God?" 

Furthermore a law dictionary adapted to the Constitution and Laws of the United States written by a man named John Bouvier, published in 1856 reads, “God is derived from the Saxon god, good; the source of all good; the Supreme Being; Every man is presumed to believe in God, and he who opposes a witness on the ground of his unbelief is bound to prove it. Interestingly this dictionary goes on to say by Article 1, of Amendments to the Constitution of the United States, it is provided that "Congress shall make no laws respecting an establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof." The dictionary explains, in the United States, every one is allowed to worship God according to the dictates of his own conscience. In other words the amendment of the constitution was meant to keep the government from hindering worship, it was never meant to pull worship out of government or any other public establishment.

So to put everything into perspective, the nation as a whole must consider the very first issue which is whether or not a state or a territory or constituent of the United States or federal government, could even exist without religion, or at least the Biblical doctrine and principals they were founded on; it has been the moral backbone of how a state (territory or constituent of the United States or federal government), makes its laws. Secondly, the doctrine of the United States Constitution is very clear in what it prohibits. The Constitution states, “Congress will make no law respecting the establishment of religion,” but no where is there any mention or indication of separation of church and state in regards to religion being prohibited from government or any public establishment.
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This information brings us into the very heat of a popular debate. Clearly Separation of church and state is not a constitutional doctrine but it is rather a controversial issue. The very idea originated from a letter that Thomas Jefferson wrote in response to an honor he had received from the Danbury Baptists in 1802. In his letter Jefferson states, “Believing with you that religion is a matter which lies solely between man and his God, that he owes account to none other for his faith or his worship, that the legislative powers of government reach actions only, and not opinions, I contemplate with sovereign reverence that act of the whole American people which declared that their legislature would "make no law respecting an establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof," thus building a wall of separation between Church and State.” (Jefferson) 
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Jefferson’s reasoning for this letter is very simple. To begin with, in the letter to Jefferson, the Danbury Baptists were concerned over the verbiage of the first amendment. They wanted clarity of the statement "free exercise of religion," for in their opinion, this statement precludes to the idea that religious expression was government-given making it an alienable (absent a restriction in the owner's right) ( Farlex) rather than a God-given right (inalienable). Their main concern was the government was attempting to regulate religious expression. 

Not only this letter to the Danbury Baptists, there are several other of Jefferson’s writings by his own hand which prove he and our forefathers had no intention of permitting the government to limit, restrict, regulate, or interfere with public religious practices. One would have to fill several pages to show that the founding fathers, including Jefferson understood the First Amendment was created to stop the federal establishment of a national denomination. He made this very clear in a letter he sent to a fellow-signer of the Declaration of Independence, Benjamin Rush. 

In this letter Jefferson writes, “the clause of the Constitution which, while it secured the freedom of the press, covered also the freedom of religion, had given to the clergy a very favorite hope of obtaining an establishment of a particular form of Christianity through the United States; and as every sect believes its own form the true one, every one perhaps hoped for his own, but especially the Episcopalians and Congregationalists. The returning good sense of our country threatens abortion to their hopes and they believe that any portion of power confided to me will be exerted in opposition to their schemes. And they believe rightly.” (Jefferson) 

Again, one must delve deeper to see what it was Jefferson means when he uses the phrase “natural rights.” In his latter to the Danbury Baptists he stated, “… building a wall of separation between Church and State. Adhering to this expression of the supreme will of the nation in behalf of the rights of conscience, I shall see with sincere satisfaction the progress of those sentiments which tend to restore to man all his natural rights, convinced he has no natural right in opposition to his social duties.” (Jefferson) So what are natural rights? What is Jefferson speaking of when he states, “that which the Books of the Law and the Gospel do contain?" "Natural rights" include what God guaranteed to man in the Scriptures. How can we know this? It is very simple; Jefferson recognized God’s sovereignty as well as God as his creator.

So how has this controversy been able to be taken so far when the evidence is stark naked in front of us? Well, the answer is quite simple. Today when arguing this issue in court, most courts (and people) do not acknowledge this letter or any other dissertation, on the whole. When the issue is brought about it is not Jefferson’s reaction to an inquiry the nation pin points but rather they focus in on one little phrase.


An earlier court (there have only been two before it) published Jefferson's entire letter. The court concluded, “Coming as this does from an acknowledged leader of the advocates of the measure, it [Jefferson's letter] may be accepted almost as an authoritative declaration of the scope and effect of the Amendment thus secured. Congress was deprived of all legislative power over mere [religious] opinion, but was left free to reach actions which were in violation of social duties or subversive of good order.” (JUSTIA.com) That Court went on to briefly sum up Jefferson's intent for "separation of church and state" which was “the rightful purposes of civil government are for its officers to interfere when principles break out into overt acts against peace and good order. In th[is] … is found the true distinction between what properly belongs to the church and what to the State.” (JUSTIA.com, Reynolds at 163). 


So how can the government uphold good order? Very simply, rather than government interfering with public religious practices, they uphold good order by preventing such things as human sacrifice, polygamy, bigamy, having a concubine, incest, infanticide, parricide, avocation and promotion of immorality and so forth. Furthermore it is ignorant to believe national doctrines and governmental responsibilities stem from a person’s personal letters! To flip the coin, even if Jefferson’s letter could be used to invocate national doctrine, one would still have to examine all of his writings and statements. In other words, these eight words not Constitutional but also the words alone can not decide the point of fact of the issue of whether or not God should be allowed in public establishments as well as government.

Although many people, whether politicians or everyday citizens, would have one believe the fore fathers did not intend for God to be a part of government, or school, or public events is an insult to the fathers of this nation. It isn’t as if this is a new question in the hearts of man. The fore fathers considered often the idea whether or not America could survive if she lost faith. They questioned the ramifications, if America and stopped believing and erased God from existence. 


Jefferson stated, “And can the liberties of a nation be thought secure if we have lost the only firm basis, a conviction in the minds of the people that these liberties are the gift of God? That they are not to be violated but with His wrath?”  (Jefferson)  Perhaps those who fight against the very idea of religious freedom should go back to the beginning, the origination of rules and laws. In doing so, one would discover in order to erase God from America would mean erasing everything the country has been founded on and starting over. The big question is how does one start from nothing?
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