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(€4 illustrious day for all Amer-
A icans and a memorable day
for us.” So declared Rajan
Zed, a Hindu priest from Nevada, after
being invited to open the July 12,2007
session of the United States Senate with
a Hindu prayer—a prayer that he indi-
cated would rely heavily on Hindu scrip-
tures, the Rig Veda, the Upanishads, and
the Bhagavad-Gita (Burchfiel, 2007).
Wearing the saffron robes synonymous
with Hindu priests, Zed sprinkled on the
Senate podium some “Ganga jal”—water
from the Ganges River considered holy
by Hindus (Haniffa, 2007)—and then
uttered the following prayer:
May we meditate on the transcenden-
tal glory of the Deity Supreme, who is
inside the heart of the Earth, inside the
life of the skyand inside the soul of the
heaven. May He stimulate and illumi-
nate our minds. Lead us from the un-
real to real, from darkness to light,and
from death to immortality. May we be
protected together. May we be nour-
ished together. May we work together
with great vigor. May our study be en-
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HINDU PRAYER IN CONGRESS

Dave Miller, Ph.D.

lightening. May no obstacle arise be-

tween us. May the Senators strive con-

stantly to serve the welfare of the world,
performing their duties with the wel-
fare of others always in mind, because

by devotion to selfless work one at-

tains the supreme goal of life. May they

work carefully and wisely, guided by
compassion, and without thought for
themselves. United your resolve, unit-

ed your hearts, may your spirits be at

one, that you may long dwell in unity

and concord. Peace, peace, peace be

unto all (see Brown, 2007).

The architects of American civiliza-
tion would be aghast. To give credence or
credibility to pantheistic religion (“God”
inside the Earth, sky, etc.), that advocates
beliefin thousands of “gods” while reject-
ing the one true God of the Bible, would
be unthinkable in America in 1776. It
was equally unthinkable for most Amer-
icans until the last 40-50 years. The po-
litically correct climate now enshroud-
ing America literally is suffocating the
moral and religious sensibilities of soci-

Varanasi, the City of Shiva, one of the holiest cities in India, where Hindu
pilgrims come for prayer and worship on the Ganges River

on the heels of the election of a Muslim
to the U.S. House of Representatives as
well as the first atheist in Congress (see
Miller, 2006; Miller, 2007).

It was on June 28, 1787, in the Consti-
tutional Convention in Philadelphia, that
one of the least religious of the Found-
ers, Benjamin Franklin, then in his 80s,
rose to his feet and made the proposal
that Congress open their sessions with
prayer. Yet, on that occasion, the God,
the religion, and the sacred Scriptures
that Franklin had in mind were certain-
ly not the gods, religion, and scripture of
Hinduism. Here was his proposal in his
own words [NOTE: Lest the reader miss
the fact that Franklin’s speech is thor-
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Sri Venkateswara Swami Hindu Temple of Greater Chicago (Aurora, lllinois)

oughly saturated with allusions to the
one true God and the Bible, such refer-
ences are noted in bold and direct bibli-
cal citations are bracketed]:

In thissituation of this Assembly, grop-
ing as it were in the dark to find po-
litical truth, and scarce able to distin-
guish it when presented to us, how has
ithappened, Sir, that we have not hith-
erto once thought of humbly applying

to the Father of lights [James 1:17],
to illuminate our understanding? In
the beginning of the contest with Brit-
ain, when we were sensible of danger,
we had daily prayer in this room for
divine protection. Our prayers, Sir,
were heard and they were graciously
answered. And have we now forgot-
ten that powerful friend? Or, do we
imagine we no longer need his assis-
tance? I have lived, Sir, a long time,
and the longer I live, the more con-
vincing proofs [Acts 1:3] I'see of this

truth—that God governs in the af-
fairs of men [Daniel 4:17]. And if a
sparrow cannot fall to the ground
without his notice [Matthew 10:29],
is it probable that an empire can rise
without his aid? We have been assured,
Sir, in the Sacred Writings, that “ex-
ceptthe Lord build the House, they
labor in vain that build it” [Psalm
127:1]. I firmly believe this; and I also
believe that without his concurring
aid we shall succeed in this political
building no better than the Builders
of Babel [Genesis 11]: We shall be di-
vided by our partiallocal interests; our
projects will be confounded, and we
ourselves shall becomeareproachand
bye word down to futureages [Psalm
44:13-14; Jeremiah 24:9]. I therefore
beg leave to move—that henceforth
prayers imploring the assistance of
Heaven, and its blessing on our de-
liberations, be held in this Assembly

every morning before we proceed to
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business, and that one or more of the
clergy of this city be requested to of-
ficiate in that service (1787, emp. and
bracketed material added).
Founders like Franklin would not have
dignified pagan religion that constitutes
a blatant insult to the God of the Uni-

verse—the One Whom they ardently im-

plored to guide and protect them. Nei-
ther would they have accepted the idea
that “sacred writings” include the Hin-
du Vedas.

For sure, the Founders of America de-
sired religious freedom. Technically, by

“religious freedom” they meant that all
Protestant denominations should have

the right to pursue their own interpre-
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tation of the Bible and to worship the
God and Christ of the Bible according
to their own consciences without gov-
ernmental interference. As one of the
Fathers of American Jurisprudence, Jo-

seph Story, explained:
The real object of the [first] amend-

ment was, not to countenance, much
less to advance Mahometanism, or
Judaism, or infidelity, by prostrating
Christianity; but to exclude all ri-
valry among Christian sects, and
to prevent any national ecclesias-
tical establishment, which should
give toan hierarchy the exclusive pa-
tronage of the national government
(1833, Vol. 3,Bk. 3, Ch. 44, Sec. 1871,
emp.added). [NOTE: See the wording
proposed by the “Father of the Bill of
Rights,” George Mason, in Rowland,
1964, pp. 13-15.]

Nevertheless, the Founders were perfect-

ly willing to extend the right of religious
freedom to those who did not share the

Protestant brand of the Christian reli-

gion. They opposed all religious persecu-
tion for the simple reason that Christian

people love their fellowman and do not

mistreat others (Matthew 7:12).
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Krishna, Lord of India, eighth avatar or
reincarnation of the god Vishnu, whom
legend says may have had 16,000 wives

But make no mistake: the Founders
believed in the God of the Bible, and the
vast majority of them believed in the va-
lidity of the Christian religion to the ex-
clusion of all other gods and religions
(see Miller, 2007). They would not have
countenanced giving non-Christian re-
ligions any sort of public endorsement
or favorable encouragement. This fact is
demonstrated easily by their innumera-
ble forthright declarations regarding the
essentiality of Christianity as the founda-
tion on which the Republic was founded
(see Miller,2005a; Miller, 2005b). It also
is seen in the occasional explicit repudi-
ation of such non-Christian religions as
Islam, Buddhism, and Hinduism. Hin-
dus typically were styled “hindoos,” “pa-
gans,” “heathens,” and “idolaters.”

For example, consider the remarks of
John Jay, a brilliant Founder with along
and distinguished career in the forma-
tion and shaping of American civiliza-
tion from the beginning. He not only
was a member of the Continental Con-
gress from 1774-1776, servingas its Pres-
ident from 1778-1779, but he also helped
to frame the New York State Constitu-
tion and then served as the Chief Justice
of the New York Supreme Court. He co-
authored the Federalist Papers, was ap-
pointed as the first Chief Justice of the
U.S. Supreme Court by George Wash-
ington (1789-1795), served as Governor
of New York (1795-1801), and was the
vice-president (1816-1821) and then sec-
ond president (1821-1827) of the Ameri-
can Bible Society. At the annual meeting
of the American Bible Society on May 9,
1822, Jay commented on the almost uni-

versal view of Americans at the time rel-
ative to non-Christian religions:

Although an immense heathen pop-
ulation in India was under the do-
minion, control, and influence of a
Christian nation, yet it was deemed
better policy to leave them in blind-
ness than torisk incurring the incon-
veniences which might result from au-
thorizing or encouragingattempts to
relieve them from it. This policy has
at length met with the neglect it de-
served. The Gospel has been intro-
duced into India, under the auspices
of the British government; and vari-
ous meansare co-operating to advance
its progress, and hasten the time when
the King of saints will emancipate
thatpeople from the domination of
the prince of darkness (1890, 4:484,
emp. added).

Jay obviously viewed the non-Christian
religions of India as “heathen” and the
work of Satan (“the prince of darkness”
being an allusion to the Devil [cf. Luke
22:53; Acts 26:18; 2 Corinthians 11:14;
Ephesians 2:2]).

Where did the Founders get theirideas
regarding polytheism, paganism,and idol-
atry? Their assessment of Hinduism was
in complete harmony with the Bible’s
own declarations:

Those who make an image, all of

them are useless, and their precious

things shall not profit; they are their
own witnesses; they neither see nor
know, that they may be ashamed. Who
would formagod or mold animage
that profits him nothing? Surely all
his companions would be ashamed;
and the workmen, they are mere men.
Let them all be gathered together, let
them stand up; yet they shall fear, they
shall be ashamed together. The black-
smith with the tongs works one in the
coals, fashions it with hammers, and
works it with the strength of his arms.

Even so, he is hungry, and his strength

fails; he drinks no water and is faint.

The craftsman stretches out his rule, he

marks one out with chalk; he fashions

itwitha plane, he marksit out with the

The four-headed Brahma, Hindu god of Creation

Worshipers praying to Krishna in the Palace of Gold

ofaman, according to the beauty of a

man, that it may remain in the house.
He cuts down cedars for himself, and

takes the cypress and the oak; he se-
cures it for himselfamong the trees of
the forest. He plants a pine, and the

rain nourishes it. Then it shall be fora
man to burn, for he will take some of
it and warm himself; yes, he kindles

itand bakesbread; indeed, he makes

agodand worships it; he makesita

carved image, and falls down to it.
He burns half of it in the fire; with

thishalfhe eats meat; he roastsaroast,
and is satisfied. He even warms him-
self and says, “Ah! I am warm, I have

seen the fire.” And the rest of it he

makesintoagod, his carved image.
He falls down before it and wor-
ships it, prays to it and says, “Deliver
me, for you are my god!” They do not
know nor understand.... A deceived

heart has turned him aside (Isaiah

44:9-20, emp. added).

What profit is the image, that its

maker should carve it, the molded

image, a teacher of lies that the maker
of its mold should trust in it, to make

mute idols? Woe to him who says to

wood, “Awake!” To silent stone, “Arise!

It shall teach!” Behold, it is overlaid

with gold and silver, yet in it there

is no breath atall. But the Lord is in

Hisholy temple. Letall the earth keep

silence before Him (Habakkuk 2:18-
20, emp. added).

Their idols are silver and gold, the

work of men’s hands. They have

mouths, but they do not speak; eyes

they have, but they do not see; they
have ears, but they do not hear; nos-
es they have, but they do not smell;

they have hands, but they do not han-
dle; feet they have, but they do not

walk; nor do they mutter through their
throat. Those who make them are

like them; so is everyone who trustsin

them (Psalm 115:4-8, emp. added).
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Every metal smith is put to shame by

the carved image; for his molded image

is falsehood, and there is no breath in

them. They are futile, awork of errors;

in the time of their punishment they

shall perish (Jeremiah 51:17-18).

The attitude of the Founders toward
Hindus may be seen in their attitude to-
ward the Native American tribal groups
that populated the North American con-
tinent at the time. Like Hindus, the In-
dians believed in many deities. In a let-
ter dated May 2, 1788, addressed to a
Moravian preacher named John Ettwein,
George Washington applauded the ef-
forts of a Christian organization whose
stated mission efforts were for the pur-
pose of “propagating the Gospel among
the heathen™

So far as I am capable of judging, the

principles upon which the society is

founded and the rules laid down for

The many-handed Indian deity—Durga

culated to promote so laudable and
arduous an undertaking, and you
will permit me to add thatifan event
solongand so earnestly desired as that
of converting the Indians to Christi-
anityand consequently to civilization,
can be effected, the Society of Bethle-
hem bids fair to bear a very consider-
able partin it (emp. added).
The exclusivity of Christianity also was
made clear by General Washington dur-
ing the Revolutionary War when he de-
livered a speech to the Delaware Indian
Chiefs on May 12, 1779:
You do well to wish to learn our arts
and ways of life, and above all, the
religion of Jesus Christ. These will
make you a greater and happier peo-
ple than you are. Congress will do ev-
ery thingthey can toassist you in this
wise intention; and to tie the knot of
friendship and union so fast, that noth-

ingshall ever be able to loose it (15:55,

emp. added).

Another example of the Founders view
of non-Christian religion is the discus-
sion that took place on the floor of the
North Carolina State Convention that
met to debate ratification of the feder-
al Constitution. On Wednesday, July 30,
1788, Henry Abbot (a minister) artic-
ulated serious concerns entertained by
some of the delegates. They were uncon-
vinced that the Constitution provided
the same guarantees as the state consti-
tution for citizens to practice Christi-
anity according to their own interpre-
tation of the Bible without interference
from the federal government. They also
were concerned that the absence of fixed
religious test oaths might eventually be
misconstrued to allow people who em-
braced false religions or even atheism to
make encroachments:

Some are afraid, Mr. Chairman, that,

should the Constitution be received,

they would be deprived of the privi-
lege of worshipping God according

to their consciences, which would be

taking from them a benefit they enjoy

under the present constitution. They
wish toknow if their religious and civil
liberties be secured under this system,

or whether the general government

may not make laws infringing their

religious liberties.... The exclusion of
religious tests is by many thought dan-
gerous and impolitic. They suppose
that if there be no religious test re-
quired, pagans, deists, and Maho-
metans might obtain officesamong

us, and that the senators and rep-

resentatives might all be pagans....

I would be glad [if] some gentleman

would endeavor to obviate these objec-

tions, in order to satisfy the religious

partof the society (Elliot, 1836,4:191-

192, emp. added).

To their thinking, Hindus were includ-
ed under the label “pagans.”

A response to Abbot was offered by
James Iredell, who, since the Revolution,
had served the state of North Caroli-
na both as a judge on the state Superi-
or Court as well as state attorney gener-
al, and was soon to be appointed to the
U.S. Supreme Court by George Wash-
ington: “Mr. Chairman, nothingis more
desirable than to remove the scruples of
any gentleman on this interesting sub-
ject. Those concerning religion are enti-
tled to particular respect” (Elliot, 4:192).
He proceeded to explain at length that
the establishment of one Christian sect
above another always has led to perse-
cution and war—as evidenced in Cath-
olic countries as well as by the Church of

Astatue of the elephant god Ganesha
at an Indian wedding

England, from which they only recently
had extricated themselves. Consequent-
ly, the restriction placed on Congress in
the federal Constitution would prevent
the government from interfering with
the free practice of the Christian reli-
gion. He then remarked:

But it is objected that the people of
America may, perhaps, choose rep-
resentatives who have no religion
atall, and that pagans and Maho-
metans may be admitted into offic-
es. Buthow isit possible to exclude any
set of men, without taking away that
principle of religious freedom which
we ourselves so warmly contend for?
This is the foundation on which perse-
cution has been raised in every part of
the world. The people in power were al-
ways right, and every body else wrong.
If you admit the least difference, the
door to persecution is opened. Nor
would it answer the purpose, for the
worst part of the excluded sects would
comply with the test, and the best men
only be kept out of our counsels (EI-

liot, 4:494, emp. added).

The Hindu festival ofThuiEusum at

the Batu Caves in Kuala Lumpur
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RESOURCES—FEATURE ARTICLE

Finding (lebo-Garsekim

Kyle Butt, M.A.

Critics of the Bible attack every facet of its cred-
ibility. These critics claim that the books were not
written at the time they profess to have been writ-
ten, that the men whose names the booksbearare
not the actual writers, and that the biblical char-
actersare mental fabrications of the authors. Such
criticism, however, isimpossible to maintain ratio-
nallyand honestly in the face of the vast amount
of evidence that verifies the validity and authen-
ticity of the 66 books of the Bible. Archacologi-
cal findings provide oneline of evidence that con-
tinues to add credence to the biblical text. Tab-
lets, seals, papyri, pottery, and a host of other an-
cient artifacts have surfaced that document the
lives of characters mentioned in the Bible. These
finds often show that the biblical texts under dis-
cussion were written at the time they claim to
have been written, and that the biblical charac-
ters were historic and real.

One such archacological find recently came
to light. In 1920, the British Museum acquired
a small stone tablet about two inches wide and
one inch high. This stone tablet wentinto alarge
cache of tablets with ancient cuneiform writ-
ingon them. Since few people have the skill and
knowledge to translate cuneiform, the tablet sat
untranslated in the British Museum for about
cight decades. Recently, however, Dr. Michael
Jursa of the University of Vienna, one of the few
people who can read cunciform, translated the
small stone tablet (Alberge, 2007).

The information on the tablet is nothing in-
herently spectacular. The tablet is dated to 595
B.C. and simply states that a Babylonian official
named Nebo-Sarsekim dedicated a large gift of
gold to the temple of Esangila in Babylon (Reyn-
olds, 2007). While this inscription is unremark-
able by itself, it provides an exciting link to the
biblical text.

In Jeremiah 39, the prophet described Baby-
lonian King Nebuchadnezzar’s successful attack
on thecity of Jerusalem. Jeremiah wrote that Ne-
buchadnezzar penetrated the walls of Jerusalem
in the 11" year of King Zedekiah, which corre-
sponds to 587 B.C. Upon infiltrating the walls,
Nebuchadnezzar and several of his Babylonian
princes sat at the Middle Gate. One of the princ-
eslisted as sitting with Nebuchadnezzar was Sar-
sechim (Jeremiah 39:3). The name “Sarsechim” is
recognized as the same name as Nebo-Sarsekim.
Thus, the small stone tablet mentions a Babylo-
nian official alivein 595 B.C.andless than 10 years
later Jeremiah mentioned an official by the same
name. One member of the British Museum’s staff,
Dr. Irving Finkel, who works in the Department
of the Middle East, said: “A mundane commer-

cial transaction takes its place as a primary wit-
ness to one of the turning points in Old Testa-
ment history. This is a tablet that deserves to be
famous” (as quoted in Alberge, 2007).

Skepticsalready have begun toattack the find.
They suggest that the Nebo-Sarsekim on the tab-
let could be a different Sarsekim from the one
mentioned by Jeremiah. While thereisalways the
possibility that they are not the same person, the
circumstantial evidence linking the two names
establishes a strong case that the names refer to
the same person. They both mention a Babylo-
nian official, during the reign of Nebuchadnez-
zar, inatime frame that would be expected if the
same person isunder discussion. In fact, besides a
few “ultra-skeptics,” the find seems to be accept-
ed by the majority of scholars as extrabiblical ev-
idence for the existence of the official mentioned
in Jeremiah 39:3.

Concerning the significance of the find, Dr.
Finkel stated: “If Nebo-Sarsekim existed, which
other lesser figures in the Old Testament exist-
ed? A throwaway detail in the Old Testament
turns out to be accurate and true. I think that it
means that the whole of the narrative [of Jeremi-
ah] takes on a new kind of power” (as quoted in
Reynolds, 2007).

The biblical documents have more than ar-
chaeological evidence to commend them. Their
internal consistency, unity, predictive prophe-
cy, and scientific accuracy combine to produce
an irrefutable case for the Bible’s divine inspira-
tion. Archacological finds such as the tablet in-
scription, do, however, add cumulative weight
to the overall case for the Bible’s factual accura-
cy. As renowned archacologist Nelson Glueck
observed: “It may be stated categorically that no
archacological discovery has ever controverted a
Biblical reference. Scores of archacological find-
ings have been made which conform in clear out-
line or exactdetail historical statements in the Bi-

ble” (1959, p. 31).
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OUESTION

What caused God?

Everyone knows the Christian’s re-

A sponse s to this question: God is eter-

nal; Hehad no cause. Although athe-

ists may think that this answer is a cop-outand un-

scientific, both observation and Revelation declare
otherwise.

From what we observe in nature, matter and en-
ergy are neither created nor destroyed. Scientists re-
fer to this factas the First Law of Thermodynamics.
Evolutionists allege that the Universe began with
the explosion of a ball of matter 13.6 billion years
ago, yet they never have provided areasonable expla-
nation for the cause of the “original” ball of matter.
Anattemptwas made recentlyin the April 28,2007
issue of New Scientist magazine titled “The Begin-
ning: What Triggered the Big Bang.” Notice, how-
ever, the last line of the article: “[T]he quest to un-
derstand the origin of the universe seems destined
to continue until we can answer a dcepcr question:
why is there anythingatallinstead of nothing?”
(194[2601]:33, emp. added). The fact is, a logical,
naturalistic explanation for the origin of the “orig-
inal” ball of matter that supposedly led to the Uni-
verse does not exist. It cannot exist so long as the

In the July 16, 2007 issuc of Newsweck, Lisa
Miller informed readers about a new and differ-
ent parentingbook, titled Parenting Beyond Belief.
Edited by Dale McGowan, this volume “aims to
help folks who are raising their kids without reli-
gion deal with the sticky questions that come up
about Santa Claus and heaven, and it raises more
serious concerns about how to bring up ethical,
confident, non-believing kids in a culture satu-
rated with talk about God” (Miller, 2007, p. 10).
According to McGowan’s Web site, Parenting Be-
yond Belief “is the first comprehensive parent-
ing book by a major publisher on raising chil-
dren without religion” (2007). McGowan add-
ed: “We hope it isn’t the last” (2007).

Included in Parenting Beyond Belief is dis-
cussion about a new summer camp for children
of atheists. Camp Quest: The Secular Summer
Camp, which operates in six different locations
in North America, claims to be “the first resi-
dential summer camp in the history of the Unit-
ed States for the children of Atheists, Freethink-
ers, Humanists, Brights, or whatever other terms
might be applied to those who hold to a natural-
istic, not supernatural world view” (Camp Quest,
n.d., emp. added).

It seems as if atheists are more determined
than ever to indoctrinate children with godless
materials and ideologies. In the end, Dale Mc-
Gowan’s hope of secing more atheistic materials
for families ultimately fails to provide reasonable,
not to mention comforting, answers to life’s big-
I§(=.st questions. Imagine the child who ponders

is origin for the first time: “Mom, why are we

& ANSWER

First Law of Thermodynamics is true (i.e., matter
and energy cannot create itself).

Since the physical Universe exists, and yetit could
not have created itself, then the Universe is either
eternal or something/someone outside of the Uni-
verse must have created it. Relatively few scientists
propose that the Universe is eternal. In fact, there
would be no pointin attempting to explain the “be-
ginning” of the Universe if they believed it always
existed. What’s more, the Second Law of Thermo-
dynamics, which states that matter and energy be-
come less usable over time, has led scientists to con-
clude that the Universe has not always existed.

If matter is not eternal, however, and it cannot
create itself, then the onlylogical conclusion is that
something/someone outside of nature (i.c., super-
natural) caused the Universe and everythingin it.
Christians call this Someone, “the everlasting God,
the Lord, the Creator of the ends of the earth” (Isa-
iah 40:28).

Eric Lyons
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here?” “Ricky,” mom replies, “we’re here because,
by chance, billions of years ago a tiny ball of mat-
ter exploded. Eventually Earth was formed, life
emerged from lifeless matter, and millions of years
later humans evolved from lower animals.” “So
we're here by accident?” Ricky asks. “That’s one
way of looking at it,” says his mother. Parenting
Beyond Belief and Camp Quest no doubt help
atheistic parents explain origins and ultimate
destinations to their children in a more creative
way. However, the bottom line is, children will
learn that life ultimately is meaningless because
their existence is accidental and there is no life
beyond death.

The key to an abundant life, both in the pres-
ent and in the afterlife, is found only through
Christ Jesus (John 10:10). May God help us to
teach our children this truth, as well as reach
out to those reared by atheists, who may never
have heard the answers that Jesus and His Word
can provide.

Eric Lyons
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Observe that Iredell conceded that in
order for the Constitution to guarantee
Christians the right to worship God ac-
cording to their own conscience, non-
Christians inevitably would be permit-
ted the same constitutional protection.
Indeed, as previously noted, the Found-
ers never would have countenanced the
persecution of atheists or those who es-
poused non-Christian religion. Are we
to assume from this observation, howev-
er, that the Founders held non-Christian
religions, like Hinduism, in high regard,
or that they encouraged non-Christian
religions in the public sector, or that they
sanctioned all religions as equally authen-
tic and credible? Absolutely not! As Ire-
dell further explained:
Butitisnevertobe supposed that the
people of America will trust their
dearest rights to persons who have
no religion at all, or a religion ma-
terially different from their own.
It would be happy for mankind if re-
ligion was permitted to take its own
course, and maintain itself by the ex-
cellence of its own doctrines. The di-
vine Author of our religion never
wished for its support by worldly au-
thority. Has he notsaid that the gates
ofhell shall not prevailagainstit? It
made much greater progress for itself,
than when supported by the greatest
authority upon earth (Elliot, 4:194,
emp. added).
Iredell reasoned that leaving the Cozn-
stitution non-specific with regard to re-
ligion would prevent religious persecu-
tion. Further, tolerating non-Christian
religions would not endanger the Found-
ers’ assumption that Christianity would

remain the worldview and moral frame-
work that undergirds the nation. Why?

Because he felt confident that Americans

never would endanger their dearest rights

by voting non-Christians (whether athe-
ists, Muslims, or Hindus) into govern-
ment. Inviting a Hindu to offer prayer
in Congress is a step in that very direc-
tion. And did you notice Iredell’s allu-
sion to “the divine Author of our reli-
gion”? What Author and what religion

do you suppose he intended? He quot-
ed that Author in his very next sentence:

“Has he not said that the gates of hell shall

not prevail against it?” Those words are

the words of Jesus Christ as recorded in

Matthew 16:18. The Author to Whom

he referred was Christ, and Christ is the

author of only one religion: Christiani-
ty—not Hinduism.

Iredell next discoursed on the essenti-
ality of an oath to be taken by those who
wish to serve in the government. He in-
sisted that this oath should contain two
critical components: beliefin a Supreme
Being and belief in a future state of re-
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wards and punishments. He even cited a
legal case in England that occurred some
40 years earlier, pertaining to:

aperson who was admitted to take an
oath according to the rites of his own
country, though he was a heathen.
He was an East Indian, who had a
great suitin chancery, and his answer
upon oath to a bill filed against him
was absolutely necessary. Not believ-
ing cither in the Old or New Testa-
ment, he could not be sworn in the ac-
customed manner, but was sworn ac-
cordingto the form of the Gentoo re-
ligion, which he professed, by touch-
ingthe foot ofa priest. Itappeared that,
according to the tenets of this religion,
its members believed in a Supreme Be-
ing, and in a future state of rewards
and punishments. It was according-
ly held by the judges, upon great con-
sideration, that the oath ought to be
received; they considering that it was
probable those of that religion were
equally bound in conscience by an
oath according to their form of swear-
ing, as they themselves were by one of
theirs; and thatit would be areproach
to the justice of the country, if a man,
merely because he was of a different re-
ligion from their own, should be de-
nied redress of an injury he had sus-
tained. Ever since thisgreat case, it has
been universally considered that, in
administering an oath, it is only nec-
essary to inquire if the person who is
to take it, believes in a Supreme Being,
and in a future state of rewards and
punishments. If he does, the oath is
to be administered according to that
form which it is supposed will bind
his conscience most. It is, however,
necessary that such a belief should
be entertained, because otherwise
there would be nothing to bind his
conscience that could be relied on;
since there are many cases where the
terror of punishment in this world for
perjury could not be dreaded (Elliot,
4:197-198, emp. added).
“Gentoo,” a corruption of the Portuguese
term gentio meaning “heathen” or “gen-
tile,” was coined by Europeans to refer

to the idol-worshipping peoples of India,
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and to distinguish Hindus from Muslims

(see Mish, 1986, p. 512; John, n.d.). Ob-
serve that Iredell was notadvocating the

equal acceptance of Hinduism. He sim-
ply offered the only means by which an

essential, though non-Christian, witness

can serve in a court case. Yet even those

remarksare couched in the context of the

difhiculties posed by those who come to

Americabut refuse to embrace the Chris-
tian worldview—since our entire justice

system depends on a beliefin the God of
the Bible as well as heaven and hell. [Ob-
serve that neither of these two prerequi-
sites to speaking in court was deemed a

violation of the freedom of religion clause

of the Constitution.)

The next to speak was the Governor
of North Carolina—Samuel Johnston.
Eight years earlier he had served asa mem-
ber of the Continental Congress. He, too,
was astonished that some were concerned
that the Constitution provided insufh-
cient guarantee of the priority and free
exercise of Protestant religion to the ex-
clusion of competing religions:

I read the Constitution over and over,

but could not see one cause of appre-

hension or jealousy on this subject.

When I heard there were apprehen-

sions that the pope of Rome could

be the President of the United States,

I was greatly astonished. It might as

wellbe said that the kingof England or

France, or the Grand Turk [a Muslim—

DM], could be chosen to that office. It

would have been as good an argument.

It appears to me that it would have

been dangerous, if Congress could

intermeddle with the subject of reli-
gion. True religion is derived from
amuch higher source than human
laws. When any attempt is made, by
any government, to restrain men’s con-
sciences, no good consequence can
possibly follow (Elliot, 4:198, emp.
added).

Observe that the governor argued that

the odds of a non-Protestant getting into

office were so infinitesimal as to merit
little concern. Also, being the one true
religion and having the backing of God
Himself, Christianity can fend for itself
without the “restraint” of human gov-
ernment. But then the governor offered
arather chilling prediction:

It is apprehended that Jews, Maho-

metans, pagans, &c., may be elected

to high offices under the government

of the United States. Those who are

Mahometans, orany otherswhoare

not professors of the Christian reli-

gion, can never be elected to the of-
fice of President, or other high of-
fice, but in one of two cases. First,

if the people of America lay aside

the Christian religion altogether,

it may happen. Should this unfor-

tunately take place, the people will

choose such men as think as they do
themselves. Another case is, ifany per-
sons of such descriptions should, not-
withstanding their religion, acquire

the confidence and esteem of the peo-

ple of Americaby their good conduct

and practice of virtue, they may be
chosen. I leave it to gentlemen’s can-
dor to judge what probability there

is of the people’s choosing men of dif-

ferent sentiments from themselves (EI-

liot, 4:198-199, emp. added).

Does the Constitution allow Americans

to elect to political office, or invite to con-
duct prayer in Congress, people who do

not profess the Christian religion? Yes,
it does. Would Americans ever actually

do that? The Founders’ prediction: very

unlikely and highly improbable. Butifit

ever were to happen—it would be most

unfortunate! Indeed, invitinga Hindu

to lead Congress in prayer is equally un-
fortunate.

Governor Johnston then explained
that, though each of the 13 states was
populated heavily by professors of one or
more of the various Protestant denomi-
nations, “there is no cause of fear that
any one religion shall be exclusively es-

tablished” (Elliot, 4:199)—further testi-
mony to the fact that the single religion
of the United States was almost entire-
ly Christian (in the form of Protestant
sects) to the exclusion of atheism and
world religions such as Hinduism. But
David Caldwell (also a minister) rose
and reiterated the lingering concern that
danger might arise:
In the first place, he said, there wasan
invitation for Jews and pagans of ev-
erykind to come amongus. Atsome
future period, said he, this might en-
danger the character of the United
States. Moreover, even those who do
not regard religion, acknowledge that
the Christian religion is best calcu-
lated, ofall religions, to make good
members of society, on account of
its morality. I think, then, added he,
that, in a political view, those gentle-
men who formed this Constitution
should not have given this invitation
toJewsand heathens. All those who
haveanyreligionareagainst the em-
igration of those people from the
eastern hemisphere (Elliot, 4:199,
emp. added).
In other words, Jews, pagans, and people
from the eastern hemisphere (which cer-
tainly includes Hindus) would constitute
a threat to the religious and moral foun-
dation on which America was founded.
They were right. After all, Hinduism is
thoroughgoing pantheism. Orthodox
Hindus are adamant that the nurture of
cows lies at the core of Hindu dharma (a
Sanskrit term that refers to the “right way
of living” or the “correct understanding
of nature”). The cow is aghanya—that
which may not be slaughtered. While not
necessarily worshipped as a god, Hindu
scriptures, nevertheless, extol the cow as
sacred (e.g., Rig veda viii, 102,15-16; vi,
28,1-8). World renowned Hindu Mahat-
ma Gandhi insisted:
Cow protection is the gift of Hindu-
ism to the world.... I would not kill
a human being to protect a cow, as I
will not kill a cow to save a human
life, be it ever so precious. My reli-
gion teaches me that I should by per-
sonal conductinstill into the minds of
those who might hold different views
the conviction that cow-killing is a
sin and that, therefore, it ought to
be abandoned (as quoted in “Sacred
Cow...,” 2004, emp. added).
The Founders did not share such outland-
ish notions. They believed the evidence
for the existence of the one true God
of the Bible and the truthfulness of the
Christian religion was decisive.
M. Spencer rose to reaffirm the same
two reassurances asserted by Governor
Johnston:
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The sacred cow of India

It is feared...that persons of bad prin-
ciples, deists, atheists, &c., may come
into this country; and thereis nothing

to restrain them from being eligible to

offices. He asked if it was reasonable

to suppose that the people would

choose menwithoutregarding their

characters.... Butin this case, as there
isnotareligious test required, it leaves
religion on the solid foundation of
itsowninherentvalidity, withoutany
connection with temporal authority

(Elliot, 4:200, emp. added).

Again, the delegates were concerned about

the nation remaining firmly Christian
in its overall thrust, but they realized
they could not force everyone to take a
religious oath without creating conflict.
Therefore, (1) they relied on the good
sense of the American people to refrain
from appointing to political office any
who do not possess Christian character,
and (2) they assumed Christianity could
demonstrate its own credibility and su-
periority without any help from human
government.

Governor Johnston brought the dis-
cussion to a close with an amicable sum-
mary of the mutual sentiments of the
delegates, as reported in the following
words:

He admitted a possibility of Jews, pa-

gans, &c., emigrating to the United

States; yet, he said, they could not be

in proportion to the emigration of

Christians who should come from

other countries; that, in all probabil-

ity, the children even of such people
would be Christians; and that this,
with the rapid population of the Unit-

ed States, theirzeal for religion, and

love of liberty, would, he trusted, add

to the progress of the Christian re-

ligionamong us (Elliot, 4:200, emp.

added).
The Founders were walking a tightrope.
On one hand, they did not want to be co-
ercive in the matter of religion. They did
notwant to cram Christianity down any-
one’s throat. They wanted America free
of religious persecution. On the other
hand, they understood that the truth-
fulness and superiority of the Christian
religion was the essential platform on

which America’s political institutions
were poised. So they assuaged their fears
by consoling themselves with the thought
that the American people would forever
have the good sense to retain Christian-
ity as the central religion of the nation,
and that they would refrain from invit-
inginto their national councils and halls
of government anyone who did not share
those religious and moral convictions.
These early Americans surely would be
incredulous, bewildered, and disgust-
ed if they were here to witness a Hindu
on the floor of the U.S. Senate chant-
ing a Hindu prayer to gods “which by
nature are no gods,” “the work of men’s
hands—wood and stone” (Galatians 4:8;
2 Kings 19:18). “Let all be put to shame
who serve carved images, who boast of

idols” (Psalm 97:7).
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Perhaps more than ever before in American history,
young people find themselves in an environment that is
increasingly hostile to their development of proper moral
sensibilities. With evolution, humanism, and secularism
dominating public schools from kindergarten to college,
many children have little encouragement to cultivate
Christian morality. Conscientious parents can do their best,
but it would be nigh unto impossible to shield children from
every possible influence.

From television, cinema, | FESsma
magazines, and books,
to friends, teachers, and

MORALITY TRACTS FOR CHILDREN

Onceagain, A.P.isworking feverishly to fill these crucial
services. Our kids” Morality Tracts Series has just been
released. This series targets young people in the 10- to 12-
year-old range. Consider the 12 subjects these tracts address:
Bragging, Homosexuality, How We Treat Others, Jealousy,
Lying, Obeying Your Parents, Our Words, Pornography, Sex
Before Marriage, Stealing, What Goes into Your Body, and
What Goes into Your Mind. As usual, our team of talented
writers has done a marvelous job of handling
some rather sensitive topics in a delicate and
mature fashion.

May I encourage you to take advantage of

acquaintances, youngpeople

. this outstanding resource

encounter a hOSt OfSOLll‘CCS

that potentially introduce
spiritually destructive ideas
into their minds.

Inaddition to monitoring
and supervising our children’s contact with these
subversive, worldly influences, it is imperative
that parents and grandparents provide the young
people in their lives with spiritually enriching, faith-building
materials. Think of the many gifts that we typically give our
children and grandchildren. How many of those gifts are
frivolous, fleshly baubles that do nothing to nourish the
human spiritand “perish with using”? Since Satan is working
24 hours a day to capture our young people, how dedicated
and diligent ought we to be in our efforts to train, nurture,
and inoculate children with the information necessary to
prepare them for eternity?

for children? Let us assist
them in donning “the
whole armor of God, that
[they] may be able to stand
against the wiles of the
devil. Forwe do notwrestle
against flesh and blood,
but against principalities,
against powers, against the rulers of the darkness of this
age, against spiritual hosts of wickedness in the heavenly
places” (Ephesians 6:11-13).

Dave Miller

See the Center Spread
for More Details
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