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PRAISE FOR HOW WOULD JESUS VOTE?

“Darrell Bock, one of the most respected biblical scholars alive, offers gospel-informed counsel on overcoming the gridlock we see all around us. In an era of cable TV shouting matches and social media wars, we should listen to this wisdom.”

—Russell Moore, president of the Ethics & Religious Liberty Commission, Southern Baptist Convention

“Dr. Bock does not simply call us to think outside the box, but to think outside our bias—to rethink what we believe and why, to engage in genuine dialogue with mutual respect, and to work toward a greater common good for both believer and unbeliever like.”

—Chip Ingram, teaching pastor of Living on the Edge and author of Culture Shock

“I am totally undone by this book! It is challenging, engaging, and convicting. When I served in government, my thinking was political—it was far from concern for human flourishing and common good. Who considers that in today’s political environment? No one. This book calls us all to reflect on our political thinking in light of biblical values. How Would Jesus Vote? is the blueprint for those who want to see serious change in this country, from politicians to those who influence them. This is an excellent work!”

—Dorothy Burton, president and CEO of Christians in Public Service, Inc., and former chief of staff to the Dallas County Judge

“We’ve had more than enough focus on the things that drive us apart. Darrell Bock offers a thoughtful and biblically grounded summary of the principles and practices that can bring Christians together—with each other and also with their unbelieving neighbors. He doesn’t try to lay down the one right answer to each issue. Instead, he shows that, while there are hard choices and we will often disagree, there is a broad social consensus defined by stewardship, goodwill, and accountability, within which we can have our debates as fellow citizens who love each other. If you don’t know how Jesus would vote, you’ll want to read this book; if you think you do know how Jesus would vote, you definitely need to read this book!”

—Greg Forster, director of the Oikonomia Network, Trinity International University

“The ethical question ‘What would Jesus do?’ now becomes ‘What does Jesus want me to do, here and now, in the complex modern world in which I live?’ Thankfully, the Bible provides real guidance in answering this question. Yet little of that guidance comes from simple proof texts; rather, it comes through the sort of biblical engagement Darrell Bock offers in this book. Bock does not aim to give quick answers to every question—not possible!—but he does provide a model for wrestling with the issues in the light of God’s Word—a model that Christians will increasingly need in the years ahead. This is a much-needed attempt to think ‘Christianly’ about the moral and political dilemmas of our day.”

—Duane Litfin, president emeritus, Wheaton College

“Navigating the radically altered American culture in a way that is consistent with Scripture and honoring to Christ is a major challenge. Like wanderers in the darkest of nights, we long for someone to shed light on our puzzling journey. Thankfully, Darrell Bock has brought the light of Scripture to help us find our way. This is a must-read for any of us who desire to be effective for Christ in an increasingly hostile environment.”

—Joseph Stowell, president, Cornerstone University

“How Would Jesus Vote? is a bold book that refuses to consign our faith in a living God to a privatized piety. As a refreshing alternative, Darrell Bock encourages us with a vision for a Christian political engagement that would be a blessing to all of our neighbors. Bock’s faithful engagement of some of the most complex, fraught issues of our time offers a path from endless political gridlock to seeking the peace and prosperity of the nation and communities where God has planted us. Oh, that we would grab hold of this vision and let it guide us in the days ahead! I recommend this book for all who want to honor God in their whole lives, including their politics.”

—Michael Wear, founder of Public Square Strategies LLC and former White House Staff

“In How Would Jesus Vote? Bock calls for a calm, reasoned conversation regarding ‘hot-button’ issues, based on two essential foundations of the United States government—reason and humble faith. Bock challenges a number of the sacred cows of modern conservative thought without abandoning a truly conservative and thoroughly biblical approach. On issue after issue—including immigration, sexuality, health care, gun control, and even the size of government—Dr. Bock challenges readers to engage vigorously but respectfully, keeping to the issues and avoiding personal attack. His call for a balance of conviction and compromise is one Christ-followers of every political persuasion would do well to heed, and one designed to move us toward that ideal advocated by our founding fathers—the common good.”

—Don Hawkins, DMin, former president of Southeastern Bible College, president of Encouragement Communications, and director, The Worship Channel

“The best professors do not tell us what to think. They teach us how to think and to think well. Dr. Darrell Bock is such an instructor in the classroom and in life. His newest book, How Would Jesus Vote?, combines biblical thinking with the scholarship of a distinguished professor and precise thinker. If you aim to represent Christ in your voting as well as your living, How Would Jesus Vote? is an invaluable resource. If you are looking for biblical thinking and sound reasoning to help you navigate changing times and politics, I highly recommend Dr. Darrell Bock as a trusted guide and biblical voice.”

—John S. Dickerson, author of The Great Evangelical Recession and I Am Strong

“Renowned New Testament scholar Darrell Bock presents his biblical perspective on contemporary politics, encouraging readers to approach it with humble faith. He engages a range of complex issues in a manner that will promote biblical reflection and dialogue. This book offers an important reminder that the ultimate goal of our political activity—like all aspects of our lives—should be loving God and neighbor.”

—Amy E. Black, professor of Political Science, Wheaton College

“In How Would Jesus Vote? biblical scholar Darrell Bock offers a valuable discussion for thoughtful Christians of how holy scripture informs the values we bring to the public sphere. Often drawing on the findings of current research in the natural and social sciences, Bock provides an attractive model of how we are to seriously follow Jesus’ command to love our neighbor. As a Christian economist, I particularly find helpful Bock’s presentation of the complexity of biblical teaching on wealth and poverty. He rightly identifies the goodness of material creation while highlighting the link between greed and idolatry and the dominant scriptural emphasis on the wise stewardship of our resources in caring for and empowering the poor. Without downplaying the importance of convictions, Bock seeks not to provide his readers with precise answers but to challenge them to inquire of themselves whether or not they are asking the right questions. He encourages us to employ grace and fairness in political discourse in the face of the limited knowledge we must each rely on as creatures in a fallen world. I strongly recommend this book for Christians interested in how to bring a reasoned, discerning and informed voice of mutual regard and accountability in dialogue with our neighbors who share the image of God with us.”

—Edd Noell, professor of Economics and Business, Westmont College

“At a time when Christians increasingly feel like strangers in a strange land, what is needed is a primer on how to engage difficult social matters in the public square. Darrell Bock reminds readers of the fundamental biblical principles and virtues that should inform Christian opinions on a wide range of pressing topics. This book is wisdom for constructive Christian civil discourse in a rapidly changing social landscape.”

—M. Daniel Carroll-Rodas, Blanchard Professor of Old Testament, Wheaton Graduate School and College

“Professor Darrell Bock’s timely book covers all the major political issues and controversies of today. Dr. Bock acknowledges early in the book that he is a theologian, not a lawyer or legislator. Yet, he engages American culture as few do and models how all of us, lawyers, legislators, voters, and citizens of all stripes should be thinking and interacting with those with whom we disagree. Much of the discussion in Christian circles involves interpreting biblical texts through the eyes of political presuppositions rather than understanding the biblical text and applying it to the political dialogue. Dr. Bock’s book is a corrective to this method of understanding the text, and encourages us to think ‘Christianly’ about the political issues that are at the center of so much public discourse today. For those who might not be part of a faith community, Dr. Bock provides a broader reflection that does not fit neatly on the conservative/liberal/progressive scale and yet provides the foundation for thoughtful dialogue that is sorely needed today.”

—Hon. Rollin A. Van Broekhoven, JD, LLM, DPhil, DLitt, DPS, LLD; chancellor, Oxford Graduate School; visiting scholar, University of Oxford Centre for Socio-Legal Studies; fellow, American Friends of Oxford House; retired US federal judge

“This book encourages us to consider, or reconsider, the fundamental character of Christian witness in American culture today. It is well argued and has the potential to spark much-needed discussions and lively conversations. It could not be more timely.”

—Michael Cromartie, vice president, Ethics and Public Policy Center in Washington DC


            
                Thank you for downloading this Simon & Schuster ebook.

                

                Get a FREE ebook when you join our mailing list. Plus, get updates on new releases, deals, recommended reads, and more from Simon & Schuster. Click below to sign up and see terms and conditions.

            

            
            	CLICK HERE TO SIGN UP

            

            
               Already a subscriber? Provide your email again so we can register this ebook and send you more of what you like to read. You will continue to receive exclusive offers in your inbox.

            

    

[image: Images]




[image: Images]



AMERICA’S PROBLEM isn’t too much religion, or too little of it. It’s bad religion: the slow-motion collapse of traditional Christianity and the rise of a variety of destructive pseudo-Christianities in its place. . . . The secular mistake has been to assume that every theology tends inevitably toward the same follies and fanaticisms, and to imagine that a truly postreligious culture is even possible, let alone desirable. The religious mistake has been to fret over the threat posed by explicitly anti-Christian forces, while ignoring or minimizing the influence that the apostles of pseudo-Christianity exercise over the American soul. Along the way both sides [secular antagonists and religious conservatives] have embraced a wildly simplified vision of our culture in which the children of light contend with the children of darkness, and every inch of ground is claimed by absolute truth or despicable error.

—ROSS DOUTHAT, NEW YORK TIMES COLUMNIST, BAD RELIGION: HOW WE BECAME A NATION OF HERETICS



INTRODUCTION




Beyond Gridlock

GRIDLOCK. WHEN I hear this word, I often think of traffic. Crawling along at escalator pace with 500,000 of my closest friends is the epitome of dysfunction. A car is designed to get us from A to B, but being stuck in traffic is the opposite of movement and progress.

Today the word gridlock brings something else to mind. It describes the dysfunction of our government. Polls tell us that people are discouraged with politicians’ inability to govern well. It makes no difference if a Democrat or a Republican is in the White House. Heroes and villains simply change locations. Each side utilizes the same tactics to discredit the views of the other. Neither group sees merit on the other side of the table. Both sides think only morons or traitors would propose what they oppose. Little takes place. Nothing changes. Gridlock.1

Just as a car has a specific design—getting us from A to B—our government, too, is designed for a purpose: legislating how a diverse community can live together as neighbors. Yet our government has failed miserably in doing this. Watching the news, we see that our government is stuck, going almost nowhere. Everyone is frustrated, and each side always blames the other. Every group is engaged in a culture war for all the stakes. All stand for country and the flag. The opposition has nothing of value to offer. The result is an OK Corral–style standoff.

But might the fault be ours collectively?

Politicians on both sides of the aisle and religious leaders of all stripes invoke Jesus or the Bible to appeal to the Judeo-Christian roots of our culture. It is a way of arguing that God is on our side: There is nothing to discuss. My side is right. But life is complex and so are the ways Scripture and Jesus engage life.

This book is an attempt to present the values of Jesus and Scripture in a way that challenges cherry-picking on complex issues of policy. It’s about biblical values, government, and our neighbors. We’ll discuss questions such as: What did Jesus say about how we live well in a society as diverse as ours? What can and should we expect of our government? Why are politicians who proclaim Jesus and Judeo-Christian values so gridlocked? How can Bible-believing elected officials “love their neighbors” as they govern with nonbelievers? How do biblical and human values impact our pursuit of love, justice, power sharing, equality, prosperity, and peace? Is there a way out of this gridlock?

In our pursuit of answers to these questions, we’ll also consider the history of the tensions that drive our discourse and the flaws in how we conduct this social and political discourse. Based both on the Bible and on reason, we’ll make a case for the validity of virtue, spirituality, and religion as we approach our mutual, corporate task—pursuit of the common good in a diverse society. We’ll look at the values—many of them biblical—that each side brings forward on an array of issues. We’ll ask secularists to consider the impact of a valueless society or a society where everyone picks what is right in his or her eyes. We’ll look at ways to avoid tribalism and seek approaches to working out our conflicting desires and claims—without vilifying those who think differently. We’ll also take a hard look at a category many Christian and non-Christian thinkers believe is central to the conversation: the common good. We’ll consider how to find and define it and what to do when people hold little in common and debate the definition of good.

Even though the book’s title is How Would Jesus Vote? I need to make the point that we don’t even know if Jesus would vote. His life on this earth did not explicitly intersect politics at all—except that he told his disciples to pay taxes. He did draw attention to all people’s responsibility to the Creator God, a clear challenge to the idea that the emperor was a god, but little of what he said focused directly on Roman government. And I also need to make the point that I certainly don’t presume to know how Jesus would vote if he did step into a voting booth. But we can know the principles he taught that relate to how we are to interact with others. If these principles were lived out when dividing issues were discussed, then we might be able to avoid the gridlock that has brought our nation’s governing process to a standstill. It’s what we can know from Scripture and from Jesus that we bring to this discussion in hopes of learning to love our neighbors throughout the political process. It is in this sense that we ask the question, How would Jesus vote?

This book begins with an introduction to the principles our country was founded on, then moves to two “Starting Points” chapters that lay the foundation we’ll need before we begin talking about the issues that divide us. After this groundwork has been laid, the remaining chapters will examine some of the most contentious political topics of our time in the light of Scripture and the teachings of Jesus. Our end goal is not to land rigidly on a specific position, but to arrive at a different kind of conversation—a conversation where differences are heard and respect is shared. Living with and loving our neighbor means being able to disagree yet dialogue well. It means discovering a route out of gridlock and finding a way to govern more effectively in a world of conflicting ideas, flawed people, and competing ideologies.

If the possibility of another way intrigues you as it does me, then I invite you to keep reading.


OF ALL the dispositions and habits which lead to political prosperity, religion and morality are indispensable supports. In vain would that man claim the tribute of patriotism, who should labor to subvert these great pillars of human happiness, these firmest props of the duties of men and citizens. The mere politician, equally with the pious man, ought to respect and to cherish them.

—GEORGE WASHINGTON, FIRST PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES, FAREWELL ADDRESS, SEPTEMBER 19, 1796
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How It All Began

The Principles That Built America

OUR FOUNDING Father George Washington did what good fathers often do—he passed on fatherly words of wisdom to the children he cared for, our nation’s citizens. As he refused a third term as president, George Washington gave a farewell address to his beloved country and urged them to continue on the path he had started them on.

REASON AND HUMBLE FAITH

The bulk of this book will deal with some of the most polarizing political issues that face our nation. But before we launch into that discussion, we must lay some essential groundwork. Michael Novak, in On Two Wings, documents how the Founding Fathers launched this nation into flight on two wings, reason and humble faith—a humble faith rooted in Judeo-Christian revelation.1 Here, “humble faith” means a faith that believes and trusts in God, but also a faith that recognizes the value of others—as they may help me see things I have missed. Humble faith also means that I don’t rely on my instincts, which can be selfish, but that I be open to challenge that pushes me toward a sense of duty to others.

Michael Novak shows, through a series of citations, that many of our Founding Fathers held to the concepts of reason and humble faith in one form or another. He argues persuasively that much of recent history has forgotten the wing of humble faith, leaving our understanding of history and ourselves out of balance. After all, who can fly with only one wing? This unbalanced approach focuses on the influence of the Enlightenment and reason while ignoring religion, or faith—thus marginalizing the role of religion and treating it as irrelevant. As Novak puts it, revelation and reason have been and can be allies. Religious concern, properly modulated, can help us gain balance in the contentious debates over how we treat one another.

But if religion, morality, and virtue inform how a people function together in a healthy way, how do we avoid the historical misuse of religion and the conflict it brings? It was this very misuse in Europe that led to the Thirty Years’ War and the Hundred Years’ War. The abuse of religion is the reason the pilgrims came to America to launch an important social experiment, namely setting up a state that lacked a state religion and that had religious liberty—a new idea for a new world.2 Religious liberty was created with the intent of having not freedom from religion, but freedom of religion. The public square was meant to encourage reflection and even religious discourse. People were free to worship or not worship. It was a society that was designed to be diverse, function together, and yet pursue virtue and the common good.

Our founders included orthodox believers, like John Witherspoon, as well as Unitarians who did not believe in miracles, like Thomas Jefferson. An array of leaders, diverse in their beliefs, worked together to form a more perfect union and seek a public common good. This dissimilar group of leaders led to a diversity that worked—even though opposing beliefs were hotly debated. John Witherspoon and Thomas Jefferson were able to sit at a table and design a government that could work for each of them, as different as they were. Have we lost that ability? They preserved public space for each side and called that space religious liberty as part of a representative government with shared power and checks and balances. This preserved space juxtaposed those who believed in providence with those concerned about excessive religious influence. Both could make their case and negotiate in public space without threat of reprisal. Steven Smith called this working cohesion around religious liberty “the American Settlement.” Both sides learned how to coexist and did so effectively until legal decisions of the 1950s and ’60s broke the détente that had previously existed, leading us straight into the culture wars.3

How did our Founding Fathers do it? In part, they were able to work together because they understood that a healthy society must not only elevate freedom but also pursue virtue, or moral excellence. They also understood that a state that tries to control a person’s conscience pulls in the direction of tyranny and despotism. And they understood that divided power was the best kind of power and that it provided protection from abuse by the power people, and especially by a majority of people.

The essential components of virtue, freedom, power, and conscience live in tension with one another. Life is messy and so is governing the mixed bag of minds and souls that populate our world. In such a mix of views, how can we live well together? How can we heed Washington’s advice that political prosperity requires religion and morality? How can we work together when we think so differently from our neighbor?

SCRIPTURE AND THE ORIGINS OF THE UNITED STATES

At the time our Constitution was written, the goal for government was relatively modest. It was written at a time of competing views across a spectrum—from orthodox Christians to deists, from those who held to states’ rights to those who wanted centralized federal power. How could a nation function in such diversity? The goal was to form a “more perfect union.” A failed Articles of Confederation led to a redo of the core document of the nation. Out of failure came a success.

The new document began with this sentence, “We the People of the United States, in order to form a more perfect Union, establish justice, insure domestic tranquility, provide for the common defense, promote the general welfare, and secure the blessings of liberty to ourselves and our posterity, do ordain and establish this Constitution for the United States of America.” The Bill of Rights made it clear that the nation was not created to be a strict theocracy. Separation of church and state was a reaction against theocracy, an Enlightenment protection against the kind of religious war that had wracked Europe. Justice, peace, defense, general welfare, and the pursuit of liberty were the reasons for forming a government.

Statements in the Declaration of Independence and Constitution that referred to the Creator and divinely provided rights also indicated the intention of preserving a place—protected from state encroachment—for religion, spirituality, informed public policy, and corporate virtue. The Declaration said people “are endowed by the Creator with certain unalienable rights” and appealed to the “Supreme Judge of the world” to examine the “rectitude of our intentions,” as it listed its reasons to declare America independent from England. To this was added the crucial Bill of Rights—including separation of church and state. It was the Federalist answer to anti-Federalist objections to the Constitution, protecting individual rights from the possibility of a return to an overwhelming government, even a possibility for a government without a king. The Bill of Rights secured passage of that new and revolutionary Constitution. In elevating the individual and his or her rights, conscience was king, but God was also invoked.4 Government policy would be negotiated, but freedoms would be protected from a government that could overwhelm.


SCRIPTURE DOES NOT INFORM GOVERNMENTAL STRUCTURES


As we think about our government in relationship to Scripture, we need to address two biblical structures that do not dictate our government’s structure.

First, we consider Israel. Israel was created to be a theocracy. There was only one Israel, and there’s no indication in Scripture that earthly governments are to be modeled after Israel. Even as we apply biblical values to our country, Scripture does not tell us to apply the structures of ancient Israel to the structures of the United States.

Second, the biblical structure of the church does not dictate a Christian’s place in public space that is America. In fact, the presence of the church complicates this relationship. The church is not even a nation, as Israel was. It is a commonwealth of heaven existing among and across the nations, interpenetrating a variety of political nations with a community dedicated to honoring and serving God.

The church is sacred space present within and distinct from the public space of a nation. Those who attach themselves to the church choose to enter into that sacred space alongside their presence in public space. They do so in part because people who enter sacred space choose to live differently than people in public space.

What is more, the American government chose a route that placed a limit on what religion can do in government. That choice helped to set up the difference between public space and sacred space. Religious values could inform discussion, but religious structures would not be mandated. So reflecting on biblical values does not inform or underwrite our specific governmental structure. Rather, Scripture informs our interpersonal and community values and asks how they attach to the issues at hand. State versus federal rights, as well as many other issues of the specific logistics of policy, are not directly addressed in Scripture. So when we look through a biblical lens, discussion of structures does not inform the intersection of policy and values.


SCRIPTURE DOES INFORM HOW WE LIVE TOGETHER


As we look at scriptural teachings on getting along, we will understand why the Bible has had such a profound influence on Western culture. If we really desire to know what Jesus wants for our country, we will look at what Scripture says about mutual regard and accountability to a reality greater than ourselves. Jesus exhorts us to relate to one another out of commandments that call us to love God and our neighbor.

Those who know God in the context of forgiveness have the capacity to forgive others in a way that is distinct from the normal way the world works. In Matthew 5:43–47 and Luke 6:27–38, Jesus calls those who respond to him to love their enemies and live in a way that is distinct from how those in the world often react. This capability changes how the church should respond to political realities. It also pictures a fresh way for how people relate to one another.

Scripture paints a realistic picture of human failure as well as hope for a more perfect world. It points to a way through human limitations, a way supplied by a humble regard of God’s grace, by a concern to live with a virtue that honors God and others, and by a desire to serve the community we are in so people of diverse backgrounds can flourish.

Serve Whatever Community You Are In

A wonderful example of this core value of serving whatever community we are in is found in Jeremiah 29:7. This verse is part of a letter the prophet wrote as people from Israel were being exiled to Babylon. These Israelites were headed into life as a minority. They were headed to live in a place full of evil. Still the prophet urged them to pursue their normal lives. The key verse gives a somewhat surprising instruction for how to survive as a minority in an environment that might also prove to be hostile to its values: “Seek the welfare of the city I have deported you to. Pray to the LORD on its behalf, for when it has prosperity you will prosper.” (HCSB) Similar to the call in Genesis 1 for humanity to reflect God and care well for the creation, so here Jeremiah calls on the faithful to be faithful in seeking and laboring for the benefit of the city where they exist as exiles. The previous verses had them building homes, planting gardens, and creating new marriages and families. They were called upon to multiply in their new home and to contribute to the community there. This verse sets forth that even when one is a stranger in a foreign land, even a hostile land, the best policy is to contribute to the welfare of the place you live.

Effective versus Ineffective Living

So how do we examine the values that Jesus and Scripture ask us to consider? Scripture portrays success and failure in terms of effective and ineffective living before God and others. It challenges our imagination and heart with a call to moral excellence, or virtue, and with examples of success and failure in its application. It shows a world in pain and projects a world of potential. By precept, priorities, and practice, it calls us to live and relate the present and conflicting elements of life in a fallen, imperfect world in a way that leads to a life lived in conformity to God’s character. It examines the interaction between love, justice, peace, wisdom, foolishness, allegiance, idolatry, service, selfishness, accountability, responsibility, productiveness, poverty, wealth, power, impotence, and waste, just to name a few of the values it describes and examines.

Built for Relationship

Scripture says that from the beginning, our world was built for relationships. As a trinity, God himself is a self-related being; and by making us in his image, he designed us not only as stewards of the creation but as beings called to relate well to one another. As God-believers, our faith absolutely must inform how we relate to one another—specifically, when we disagree with one another’s politics.

None of this may make sense to a secularist, but this ethic inherently connects us to our fellow humans with a mutual concern and responsibility for one another. Our selfish choices and imbalanced allegiances are disruptive to wholesome relationships. We all fail at relationships, but the goal is to reach for the world as it could be.

Much of Scripture discusses the to and fro of relationship tensions and conflicts. The account of Jesus calls us to sacrifice rather than play for power. His personal sacrifice bore the consequences of our failures so that we could be changed—so that a character of honoring God and loving others could be wrought in each of us. Jesus also said that all the commandments of God are summarized in two simple ideas: loving God completely and loving your neighbor as yourself. This outward versus inward focus and its call to care about others runs counter to many individualistic or tribal trends in our current culture. This otherworldly outward focus might just set the stage for a way forward.

ON GOVERNMENT AS A SOCIAL CONTRACT

Jesus spoke often about how we are to love and care for one another. Our government has somewhat implemented this teaching in that it is a social contract regarding how we come together and live as a union. James Madison, in appealing for the creation of a Bill of Rights to the proposed Constitution, said it this way: “First, that there be prefixed to the constitution a declaration that all power is originally vested in, and consequently derived from the people. That government is instituted, and ought to be exercised for the benefit of the people, which consists in the enjoyment of life and liberty, with the right of acquiring and using property, and generally of pursuing happiness and safety.”5 Our Constitution is about corporate self-government in which all possess core rights simply because we were created with a dignity we received from our Creator. In sum, when we live under this social contract, every citizen has a right to be at the table, to participate in, and be protected by the union the people have formed.

The refusal to create a state religion proclaimed that diversity is a given. This right extended even to those who did not hold to the existence of a Creator. Even though disbelief in God undercut one of the foundations for establishing a sense of virtue and morality, it was affirmed that this union would tolerate such a range of diversity. So how do we have a union with such diversity? How do we hold our social contract together so it remains sustainable? How do we avoid a descent into tribalism, where each special interest looks out only for itself?

THE DIVISION OF POWER

Diversity can lead either to chaos or opportunity. Holding a social contract together in a diverse world is no easy task. In fact, it is a decidedly uneasy one. Sides form and special interest groups fund the efforts to persuade. The temptation to treat anyone with an opposing view as a demagogue is great. Add to that a system where freedom and liberty are the driving traits, and power can be acquired in a way that tilts toward a majority. Then the contract can go anywhere majority passion or choice leads, overriding the freedoms of the minority. The only check in this environment is a recognition and respect for the rights of others as well as my own. In a social contract, trusting people to consider the freedoms of everyone assumes the best of humanity.

Yet this government was formed with the crucial realization that people are not always at their best. In fact, the normal tendency of humans is to think only of themselves and their own self-interest. This very realistic core understanding about people led the framers of our government to divide power so it would never be too concentrated, where concern for the minority was protected. That doctrine was called the separation of powers. The executive, legislative, and judiciary branches were set up to operate with divided power. The system became known as checks and balances.

Human Nature to Be Selfish

Our forefathers had fought a revolution to free themselves from a king, who held most of the power. And they knew that humans are prone to be selfish, abuse power, and do what is not best—a truth taught clearly in Scripture. John Adams says it this way in his A Defense of the Constitutions of Government of the United States of America:

But the nature of mankind is one thing, and the reason of mankind another; and the first has the same relation to the last as the whole to the part. The passions and appetites are part of the human nature as well as reason and moral sense. In the institution of government it must be remembered that, although reason ought always to govern individuals, it certainly never did since the Fall, and never will til the Millennium; and human nature must be taken as it is, as it has been, and will be.

In a sermon before the House of Representatives of Massachusetts on October 5, 1780, the New England reverend Samuel Cooper also noted the importance of virtue and the risk of being governed by the people. He told the legislators:

Virtue is the Spirit of a republic; for where all power is derived from the people, all depends on their good disposition. If they are impious, factious and selfish; if they are abandoned to idleness, dissipation, luxury, and extravagance; if they are lost to the fear of God, and the love of country, all is lost.

Human Capacity to Rise Above

On the other side of the human ledger stood a belief in a common grace, the capacity of people to rise above their selfishness and do what is right. Paul spoke of this common grace in Romans 2:14–16 when he said that Gentiles had a law within themselves even though they did not have the Law of Sinai. This law was written on their hearts and was a reflection of a sensitive conscience and the ability to think beyond ourselves. It is from this place—knowing that we are all created in God’s image—that we can begin the pursuit of the common good, not only as a goal of good governing but also as a necessity for a functioning diverse society.
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