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A domiciled, citizen o f  the Kingdom o f God, com 
missioned by the Lord and Savior, Jesus Christ, the 
King o f  kings and Lord o f lords, having sent this per
son to the United States to temporarily reside in one 
o f the several states as an "ambassador ...in behalf o f 
Christ"  to spread the good news o f the Kingdom o f 
God, cannot be subjected to alien and foreign juris
dictions that do not operate in conformance with the 
laws o f  the Kingdom o f God.



LAW OF NATURE

INTRODUCTION
liberty is an intangible which is taken for granted by most 

people. However, the exercise o f liberty is not an intangible 
but something we are able to accomplish. For example, 
moving between two points is an exercise o f liberty. If that 
movement is restricted or barred, we have no liberty. We learn 
from our youth that we are Americans and as Americans we 
have the right to life, liberty, and the pursuit o f happiness. Of 
course this was declared in the Declaration o f Independence 
as follows:

"WE hold these truths self-evident, that all men are 
created equal, that they are endowed by their Creator with 
certain unalienable Rights, that among these are Life, 
Liberty and the pursuit o f Happiness,..."
This declaration was repeated in part in the Constitution o f 

the United States as follows:
'We the People o f the United States, in order to form  a 

more perfect Union,..and secure the Blessings o f Liberty to 
ourselves and our Posterity, do ordain and establish this 
Constitution..."
Such declarations make it easier to understand that the war 

for independence in this country was a struggle for the recog
nition o f the authority o f the Divine Law over all man-made 
statutes. It was a struggle for affirmation o f the principle that 
our first allegiance is to a Higher Moral Law of our LORD and 
Saviour, Christ Jesus, and any other allegiance is secondary -- 
if at all.
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THE LAW OF LIBERTY
Our forefathers recognized that liberty was the paramount 

issue. Without liberty there can be allegiance to no authority 
other than the man-made laws of society. If government is the 
grantor o f liberty then government can arbitrarily determine 
how that liberty is exercised, to include the worship o f what 
God. They also recognized that liberty was a gift o f God and 
not man when they stated:

"The God who gave us life gave us liberty at the same 
time." — Thomas Jefferson

"Liberty is the gift o f God and cannot be annihilated."
- James Otis

"Liberty is a moral right, derived from the Legislator o f 
the Universe." — John Adams

"Just and true liberty, equal and impartial liberty in 
matters spiritual and temporal, is a thing that all men are 
clearly entitled to, by the eternal and immutable laws o f 
God and nature, as well as by the law o f Nations, and all 
well grounded municipal laws, which must have their 
foundation in the former." — Samuel Adams

"Liberty is right because Christ said so, and Christ was 
God." — Abraham Lincoln

"The condition upon which God hath given liberty to 
man is eternal vigilance." — J. P. Curran, from  a
speech in Dublin, July 10,1790

"God grants liberty only to those who love it, and are 
always ready to guard and defend it." — Daniel
Webster, from a speech in the Senate, June3,1834.
Liberty is not a gift o f  those who created the Constitution 

nor is it granted by any form of government. Liberty is a gift of 
God. Liberty is only found in the law o f the LORD and liberty 
must be sought for by man in the Word o f God. Scripture 
records:

"But whoso looketh into the perfect law of liberty, and 
continueth therein, he being not a forgetful hearer, but a 
doer o f the work, this man shall be blessed in his deed." 
James 1:25
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If we accept the fact that God is the sovereign lawgiver and 
His law is truth then certain things follow:

1. God imposes obligations upon man.
2. God prescribes a "rule o f conduct" for man.
3. God provides penalties for violations o f law.
4. God rewards the obedient.
The result o f this is that man is obligated to God and 

therefore subject to G od’s laws. Since no other person or 
government can protect man from the wrath o f God, it follows 
that no other person or government can require that which is 
contrary to the Word o f God.

The principle o f law in this matter is:
"It (the state) may not require anything forbidden by 

Christianity, but it may forbear to enact many things which 
Christianity requires." Blackstone’s Commentaries, Book 
I, p. 441, n. 3-

HISTORY OF CONSTUUTIONAL SOVEREIGNTY
Our forefathers acknowledged the supremacy o f G od’s law 

and attempted to provide every man with the right to follow 
God rather than man with the presentation of the Declaration 
o f Independence and adoption o f the Constitution o f the 
United States. The Constitution was their way o f giving every 
person the freedom o f liberty. It was their attempt to recognize 
that G od’s laws were sovereign and that they should be fol
lowed before man’s laws, unless man’s laws were in pursuance 
o f G od’s laws.

Early in our history men such as John Eliot espoused such 
doctrine. Eliot stated in The Christian Commonwealth, in 1659:

"It is the commandment o f the Lord, that a people 
should enter a Covenant with the Lord to become his 
people, even in their civil society, as well as in their Church- 
Society (a) Whereby they submit themselves to be ruled by 
the Lord in all things, receiving from him, both the platform 
o f their Government, and all their Laws; which they do, 
then Christ reigneth over them in all things, they being 
ruled by his Will, and by the Word o f his Mouth. Is. 33-22 
The Lord is our judge, the Lord is our Law-giver, the Lord 
is our King, he shall save us. "John Eliot, London, 1659.
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Noah Webster wrote:
"It is extremely important to our nation, in a political 

as well as religious view, that all possible authority and 
influence should be given to the scriptures; for these furnish 
the best principles o f civil liberty, and the most effectual 
support o f republican government.

"The moral principles and precepts contained in the 
scriptures, ought to form  the basis o f a ll our civil constitu
tions and laws."
John Q. Adams wrote:

'When our fathers abjured the name o f Britons, and 
’assumed among the nations o f the earth the separate and 
equal station to which the laws o f nature and o f nature’s 
God entitled them.

And:
"The highest glory o f the American Revolution was this:

It connected in one, indissoluble bond, the principles o f 
civil government with the principles o f Christianity."
In The Christian History o f the American Revolution, Verna 

M. Hall wrote the following:
"They announced themselves as reformers o f the in

stitutions o f civil society. They spoke o f the law o f nature, 
and in the name o f nature’s God; and by that sacred 
adjuration they pledged us, their children, to labor with 
united and concerted energy, from  the cradle to the grave, 
to purge the earth o f all slavery; to restore the race o f man 
to fu ll enjoyment o f those rights which the God o f nature 
had bestowed upon him at birth; to disenthrall bis limbs 
from  chains, to break the fetters from  his feet and the 
manacles from bis bands, and set him freefor the use o f all 
his physical powers fo r the improvement o f bis own condi
tion. " The Christian History o f the American Revolution,
Hall, Verna M., p. 615.
Some of our judicial leaders have also recognized this 

principle that G od’s law is supreme over man’s law. An as
sociate justice o f the U. S. Supreme Court, who served from 
1811 to 1845, quoted a preacher o f his day as follows:
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"I have but one Law-Book that I  shall pretend to recom
mend to your careful perusal, and that is the Holy Bible, 
which contains the Laws, Statutes, and Judgments, the 
Reports and Records o f the King o f Heaven: There you will 
fin d that GOD has given us, as we are told, rightJudgments, 
and true laws, good Statutes & Commandments. (Neh.
9:13) O then, Let all your private Counsel and all your 
publick Pleas, be such as agree with these Divine statutes. ” 
Commentaries on the Constitution o f the United States, 
Story, Joseph, p. 718, Sec. 1016.
Story was also professor o f law at Harvard College. As a 

member o f the Supreme Court he followed closely in the 
footsteps o f John Marshall. As the author o f a series o f legal 
works, he did much to shape American concepts o f common 
law.

PREACHERS OF THE REVOLUTION
Preachers o f those times were saying the same thing. Quot

ing a few o f them from a book entitled "Chaplains and Clergy 
o f the Revolution" written by J. T. Headley (see our Index of 
Publications), we offer the following:

J oh n  Tu ck er, 1771
"On the 29th o f May, 1771, John Tucker, o f the 1st 

Church o f Newbury, preached a sermon, taking bis text 
from  I  Peter, 2:13-16: ’Subm it yourselves to every ordinance 
o f man fo r the Lord’s sake, whether it be the king as 
supreme, ’&c. This sermon reveals the increased excitement 
in the Colonies, and shows what a more determined and 
sterner attitude the clergy had taken. While acknowledging 
that government is the work o f man, he declares it derives 
all its powers from God, and hence its enactments must be 
in accordance with bis will, and boldly asserts that ’the 
people as well as their rulers are the proper judges o f the 
civil constitution they are under and o f their own rights 
and principles. ’

"When he comes to apply the text in requiring submis
sion to rulers he enters into a fu ll consideration o f what 
kind o f submission is due. He says the duties o f ruled and 
ruler are reciprocal, and ’Unlimited submission is not due 
to government in a free state. There are certain boundaries 
beyond which submission can not be justly required, and
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should not be yielded. They have, ’ he says, ’an undoubted 
privilege to complain o f unconstitutional measures in 
government, and o f unlawful encroachments upon their 
rights, and may, while they do it with becoming decency, 
do it with that noble freedom and firmness which a sense 
o f wrong joined with the love o f liberty will inspire. ’

"Warming with bis subject he goesfarther, and declares 
that they not only have a right to complain, but that 
resistance may become a duty. He does not, he says, 
presume to draw the line in the present controversy where 
resistance should begin, but declares, ’Sirs, it is not neces
sary if  our constitutional rights and privileges should be 
demanded, we should readily yield to the unrighteous 
claim. Should we thus meanly resign them up, and take in 
exchange the chains o f slavery for ourselves and children, 
could we forgive ourselves? Would our unhappy posterity 
forgive us? Would we not deserve the punishment while we 
felt the gu ilt o f assassins, fo r having stabbed the vitals o f 
our country?’

Charles Turner, 1773
"In 1773 a, sermon was preached by Charles Turner 

from  Romans, XIII. 4, in which be meets the objection that 
ministers should not meddle in politics, and while he 
concedes its force in mere local matters, he boldly asserts 
that it is their duty to interfere where the liberties o f the 
land are assailed, not only for the sake o f their own 
posterity as well as that o f others, but because, ’when the 
civil rights o f a country receive a shock, it mayjustly render 
the ministers o f God deeply thoughtful for the safety o f 
sacred privileges - fo r  religious liberty is so blended with 
civil, that if one falls it is not to be expected that the other 
will continue.m

Gad Hitchcock, 1774
In the spring o f 1774, Gad Hitchcock took his sermon from 

Prov 29:2: "When the righteous are in authority the people 
rejoice, but when the wicked bear rule the people mourn."

"’Our danger is not visionary but real; our contention 
is not about trifles, but about liberty andproperty, and not 
ours only, but those o f posterity to the last generation.

"’I f I  am mistaken in supposing plans are formed and 
executing, subversive o f our natural and chartered rights
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and privileges, and incompatible with the very idea o f 
liberty, all America is mistaken with me. Our continued 
complaints, our repeated humble, but fruitless, unregarded 
petitions and remonstrances, and if I  be allowed the sacred 
allusion, ourgroanings that can not be uttered, are at once 
indications o f our sufferings, and thefeeling sense we have 
o f them. ’ Let the governor in bis chair o f state bear it, we 
not only mourn, but withgroanings that cannot be uttered, 
and all because the wicked rule. The castle can not shelter 
him from  that scorching thunderbolt. Families are divided, 
brother is arrayed against brother, friend against friend. 
Society is cut from  its moorings, and hate and consterna
tion reign on every side, and all because the wicked bear 
rule. King George may say the evils that produce this state 
o f things are imaginary, but I  tell you, and I  tell the tyrant 
to his face, it is because the wicked bear rule.

Samuel West, 1776
Samuel West, o f Dartmouth, in the election sermon o f 

1776, took for his text the first verse o f the 3d chapter o f Titus, 
"Put them in mind to be subject to principalities and powers, 
to obey magistrates, to be ready to every good  work."

'"Tyranny and arbitrary power are utterly inconsistent 
with and subversive o f the very design o f civil government, 
and all political law, consequently the authority o f a 
tyrant, is null and void.’He declared that God never gave 
any man the right to trample on the liberty o f bis creatures, 
and ’no number o f men can confer a right they do not 
possess, viz, to take away liberty. ’

"Does not every one know that the King and Parliament 
have assumed to tax us without our consent?

"Reason and equity require that no one be obliged to 
pay the tax that be has never consented to.

But if they have the right to take our property from  us 
without our consent, we must be wholly at their mercy for 
fo od  and raiment, and we know, by sad experience, that 
their tender mercies are cruel. But, because we are not 
willing to submit to such an unrighteous and cruel decree, 
though we modestly complained, and humbly petitioned 
fo r a redress o f grievances, instead o f bearing our com
plaints, and granting our requests, they have gone on to 
add iniquity to transgression, by making several cruel and 
unrighteous acts.

7



"It is an indispensable duty, my brethren, which we owe 
to God and our country, to rouse up and bestir ourselves; 
and being animated with a noble zeal for the sacred cause 
o f liberty, to defend our lives and fortunes to the shedding 
o f the last drop o f blood. The love o f our country, the tender 
affection that we have our wives and children, and the 
regard that we ought to have for unborn posterity - yea, 
every thing that is dear and sacred - do now loudly call on 
us to use our best indeavors to save our country. We must 
turn our plowshares into swords, and our pruning-hooks 
into spears, and learn the art o f self-defense against our 
enemies. To be careless and remiss, or to neglect the cause 
o f our country through the base motives o f avarice or 
self-interest, will expose us, not only to the resentments o f 
our fellow-creatures, but to the displeasure o f God Al
mighty. For to such base wretches, in such a time as this, 
we may apply, with the utmost propriety, the passage inJer. 
48:10: ’Cursed be he that doeth the work o f the Lord deceit
fully, and cursed be he that keepeth back bis sword from  
blood. ’ To save our country from the hands o f our oppres
sors ought to be dearer to us than our lives.”

NATURAL LAW DEFINED
An early book on the Common Law entitled "Colonial 

Common Law," by Reinsch, states:
"...the colonies were so impressed with the idea o f an 

overruling law o f nature that the laws o f God and so-called 
natural laws were regarded as the true law, and all tem
poral legislation was considered to be binding only in so 
fa r as it was an expression o f this natural law."
This principle was well stated by James Wilson, a signer o f 

the Declaration o f Independence, the foremost lawyer at the 
Constitutional Convention, and a man who was appointed to 
the Supreme Court by George Washington in 1789, as follows:

"Parliament may, unquestionably, be controlled by 
natural or revealed law, proceed in g from  divine 
authority."
From a decision by Judges Roane, Henry, and Tyler comes 

the following:
"The supposed omnipotence o f parliament...is an 

abominable insult upon the honor and good sense o f our
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country, as nothing is omnipotent as it relates to us, either 
religious or political, but God of Heaven..."
George Mason expressed the prevailing sentiment o f the 

colonists when he cited Coke, and argued that both people and 
judges are:

"...in conscience bound to disobey all enactments 
which contradict the laws o f nature and the laws o f God.

"The laws o f nature are the laws o f God, whose 
authority can be superseded by no power on earth. A legis
lature must not obstruct our obedience to Him from  whose 
punishment they cannot protect us. All human laws which 
contradict His laws we are in conscience bound to disobey." 
(Emphasis added)
Blackstone put it this way:

"Man, considered as a creature, must necessarily be 
subject to the laws o f his creator...The will o f bis maker is 
called the law o f nature...This law o f nature, being coeval 
with mankind, and dictated by God himself is, o f course, 
superior in obligation to any other. It is binding over all 
the globe, in all countries, and at all times; no human laws 
are o f any validity if contrary to this; and such o f them as 
are valid derive all o f theirforce and all o f their authority, 
mediately and immediately, from  this original...Upon 
these two foundations, the law o f nature and the law o f 
revelation, depend all human laws; that is to say, no 
human laws should be suffered to contradict these...nay, 
if any human law should allow or enjoin us to commit it, 
we are bound to transgress that human law, or else we 
offend both the natural and the divine."Blackstone’s Com
mentaries
The idea that all natural law came from God was not a novel 

or new idea which arose in the colonies:
"The law o f nature is so unalterable that it cannot be 

changed by God Himself. ” Hugo Grotius, De Jure belli ac 
pads, 1,1625

"The laws o f nature as justice, equity, modesty, mercy, 
and in sum, doing to others as we would be done to, o f 
themselves,...” Thomas Hobbs from Leviathan, XVII, 1651.
A writer in the 1800’s has this to say about the law o f nature:
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"Those rights to which every man is entitled equally, 
and ivhich depend on the law o f nature, unfettered by the 
restrictions o f mankind or a state o f civilized society." 
Patrick Colquhoun from  A Summary o f the Roman Civil 
Law, 1,1849
The Law o f Nature is further defined as:

”The divine will, or the dictate o f right reason...some
times used in contradistinction to positive law. ” (Bouvier’s 
Law Dictionary, 1914)
The divine will would be the will o f God, and that o f right 

reason would be that law passed in pursuance to G od’s will, 
both o f which are in contradistinction to the positive law of 
man (the legislature).

Again, our forefathers recognized the law o f God as being 
supreme and stated in the Declaration of Independence:

"When in the course o f human events, it becomes neces
sary fo r  one people to dissolve the political bands which 
have connected them with another, and to assume among 
the powers o f the earth, the separate and equal station to 
which the Laws o f Nature and o f Nature’s God entitles them, 
a decent respect to the opinions o f mankind requires that 
they should declare the causes which impel them to the 
separation."
At the end o f the document they appealed to the Divine 

Creator o f the Universe to judge their intentions by stating the 
following:

"WE, THEREFORE...appealing to the Supreme Judge of 
the Worldfor the rectitude o f our intentions, do,...solemnly 
publish and declare, That these United Colonies are, and 
o f Right ought to be FREE AND INDEPENDENT STATES;...”
It should be obvious that this country, The United States 

o f America, was founded upon the principle that:
"Our Constitution was made only fo r  a moral, 

religious people. It is wholly inadequate to the government 
o f any other. ” — John Adams
James Madison, in 1788, penned the following:
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"We have staked the future.... upon the capacity o f each 
and all o f us, to govern ourselves, to sustain ourselves, 
according to the Ten Commandments o f God. "
Based upon the principles articulated above:

"We ought to obey God rather than men.”Acts 5:29

APPLICATION OF LAW
Writers like Hobbes, Locke, and Rousseaau expressed the 

idea that government was formed by man to better preserve 
his life, liberty, and property, and to bring peace and a degree 
o f certainty to his enjoyment o f life, liberty and property.

It was generally accepted that no person could properly 
surrender to government his natural rights granted by God 
Almighty and that it was the purpose o f government to preserve 
these natural rights.

It is because some persons do not fulfill their natural duties 
that man gives government the authority to prohibit one per
son from committing a violation upon the lives, liberties, 
properties, or other property rights o f another. In giving up a 
part o f our natural rights to government, we take a risk that 
government may abuse that power.

Government was perceived to be an entity which prevented 
the selfish infringement by any one person or group o f persons 
upon those rights held equally by all and even:

"...if the President o f the United States interferes with 
your liberty unlawfully, you may resist by force, in proper 
cases, and always by suit in the courts; if a soldier or a 
magistrate arrests you without cause, or a commission 
seizes yourproperty, or a boardforbids your right to trade, 
you can disobey him or them without danger, and bring 
suit as if be were a private trespasser." (The American 
Constitution as it Protects Private Rights, Dr. Fredericjesup 
Stimson)
It was from logic such as the above that our Declaration of 

Independence, Constitution, and Bill o f Rights were penned.
In addition, whenever government exceeds the bounds of 

its authority, we have an obligation to arise to the occasion and 
put government in its proper role as protector - not provider. 
Yes, each and every citizen has the right and duty to watch over
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unci prevent abuses o f power by government. As stated in the 
Declaration o f Independence;

"That whenever any Form o f Government becomes 
destructive o f these ends, it is the Right o f the People to alter 
or abolish it, and institute new government, laying its 
foundation on such principles and organizing its powers 
in such form , as to them shall seem most likely to effect 
their Safety and Happiness."

WHAT HAVE THE COURTS SAID?
If our government was formed with the proposition in 

mind that there is a superior authority to man’s, the question 
now becomes; what have the courts said on the subject? The 
Supreme Court o f the United States has stated:

"...due process o f law must mean something more than 
the actual existing law o f the land, fo r otherwise it would 
be no restraint upon the legislative power." Hurtado v. 
California, 110 U.S. 517
The Court clearly recognized a higher authority than the 

mere written laws o f man. If due process "mean(s) something 
more than the actual existing law," what does it mean? There 
are only two authorities higher than the written laws of the 
legislature-man himself and G od’s laws. Therefore the Court 
recognizes that both man and God are superior to the written 
laws o f the legislature. They continue by stating:

"It is not every act, legislative in form, that is Law. Law 
is something more than the mere w ill exerted as an act o f 
power.”Hurtado v. California, supra.
Here they recognize that written law (statutes) is nothing 

more than the mere will o f power o f the state over the people. 
The will o f power can only mean the exercising o f power by 
the state or federal government by and through statutory 
legislation. The states have a police power that is used and 
abused, and that power is the will o f the state by and through 
the legislative body, not the will o f the people -  nor should it 
be. If this were not true, the will o f the people would be no 
greater than the will o f the legislature.

A simple will o f the majority is not freedom either, as that 
amounts to nothing more than democracy or mobocracy.
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When a country has degenerated to the point where one or 
more persons can control or require something of another 
person, then the people within that society are no longer free, 
and liberty exists in name only. Tyranny is no less tyranny when 
practiced by the majority as opposed to a ruling elite. During 
the time o f the French Revolution in 1848, Frederic Bastiat 
wrote "The Law," which describes the same situation as exists 
in America today, and he said:

"Men naturally rebel against the injustice o f which they 
are victims. Thus, when plunder is organized by law for the 
profit o f those who make the law, all the plundered classes 
try somehow to enter-by peaceful or revolutionary means- 
-into the making o f laws. According to their degree o f 
enlightenment, these plundered classes may propose one of 
two entirely different purposes when they attempt to attain 
politica l power: Either they may wish to stop lawful 
plunder, or they may wish to share in it.

"Woe to the nation when this latter purpose prevails 
among the mass victims o f lawful plunder when they, in 
turn, seize the power to make laws!” The Law, Bastiat, p. 11
Such a society then controls the people and determines 

what is the best for all, and if a person does not specifically 
perform as expected, he can expect to pay a penalty to the 
society. Such penal statutes are not the law, but are a theft o f 
rights. At that point in time such a society has a government of 
the government, by the government, and for the government. 
The individual rights o f man are totally controlled under the 
guise o f the public safety, health, and welfare, and there can 
be no inalienable rights from God in practice. However:

"It must be conceded that there are such rights in every 
free government beyond the control o f the state. A govern
ment which recognizes no such rights, which held the lives, 
the liberty, and the property o f its citizens subject at all 
times to the absolute disposition and unlimited control of 
even the most democratic depository o f power, is after all 
but a despotism. It is true it is a despotism o f the many, of 
the majority, if you choose to call it so, but it is none the 
less a despotism...The theory o f our governments, state and 
national, is opposed to the deposit o f unlimited powers 
anywhere." (Loan Assn v. Topeka, 22 U. S. 455)
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The Supreme Court recognizes that there "are such rights 
in every free government beyond the control o f the state." The 
question then becomes, if there are rights beyond the control 
o f the state, where d o they come from and who enforces those 
rights? Again, they would have to be referring to either man or 
God, for they are the only two entities above the power o f the 
state.

The above quote from the United States Supreme Court is 
similar to what was written by Hayek in his book "Road to 
Serfdom:"

"By giving tbe government unlimited powers, the most 
arbitrary rule can be made legal-, and in this way a 
dem ocracy may set up tbe most complete despotism im
aginable. ”
Justice Field, commenting on the 14th Amendment, stated:

"That amendment (I4tb) was intended to give practi
ced effect to die declaration o f1776 o f inalienable rights, 
rights which are the g ift o f tbe Creator, which the law does 
not confer, but only recognizes,..." Tbe Slaughter-house 
Cases, Dec. 1872

THE LAW TODAY
The nations o f Europe have always had a whole body of 

"privileged law" (called "administrative law") devised for the 
use o f government functionaries alone. In Germany, even 
before Hitler, this law stated:

"...if anybody injures you under pretense o f govern
ment authority, be be an emperor, an official, a soldier, or 
a mere policeman, you cannot resist and you cannot sue 
in tbe ordinary courts. They are above tbe law.” (The 
American Constitution, Stimson, 1923)
Isn’t this what we have in our country today? The fact o f the 

matter is that almost every agency o f government is administra
tive in nature and engrossed in administrative procedures 
rather than natural rights and the common law?

Almost every state legislature has exempted government 
agencies and employees from any civil liability for any wrongful 
acts as long as the act was committed in performance o f their 
job. Therefore agencies and employees operate within the law.
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That is every act, short o f murder, is excused by the release of 
civil liability by permission o f the legislature. It should be 
noted that governments who are not liable for their actions are 
normally called despotic.

Notwithstanding the above, most people today have sold, 
traded, or bartered their "liberty" for a license, permit, or have 
otherwise become wards o f the state?

WHAT IS THIS THING CALLED LIBERTY?
In the broadest sense o f the word, "LIBERTY" means the 

absolute faculty o f willing something, and the power o f doing 
what has been willed without any interference. Liberty is 
generally classified into a minimum of four categories:

1) Natural liberty,
2) Civil liberty,
3) Personal liberty, and
4) Political liberty.
Each one o f these liberties is defined below:

Natural Liberty
Natural liberty is defined as:

"Tbe right which nature gives to all mankind o f dispos
ing o f their persons and property after the manner they 
judge most consonant to their happiness, on condition o f 
their acting within the limits o f the law o f nature and so 
as to not interfere with an equal exercise o f the same rights 
by other men" Bouvier’s Law Dictionary, 1870, VOL II, p.
43
Webster defines natural liberty as:

"The power o f acting as one thinks fit, without any 
restraint or control, except from  the laws o f nature. It is a 
state o f exemption from tbe control o f others, and from  
positive laws and the institutions o f social life. ” W ebster’s 
Dictionary, 1828, Vol II, p. 6.
It is interesting to note that Webster also states "This liberty 

is abridged by the establishment o f government." It is true that 
the establishment o f government curtails some liberty but not 
all liberty, or are we to assume that our forefathers didn’t know 
the meaning o f liberty when they placed it within the Declara-
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tion o f Independence and the Constitution? I think not. The 
above legal definition spells out the restraint on natural liberty 
and that is; I can do anything which does not violate the equal 
right o f others. In other words my right to swing my fist stops 
just short of your nose. Once the fist comes into contact with 
the nose, a trespass o f rights occurs.

I have the right through natural liberty to build a house on 
my property but I do not have any right through natural liberty 
to build a house on your property. If you or others band 
together and tell me how and what I can build on my land then 
I have no right o f natural liberty. While such controls and laws 
are in effect today, I would suggest they violate the law of 
natural liberty.

Civil Liberty
Civil Liberty is defined as:

"the greatest amount o f absolute liberty which can in 
the nature o f things be equally possessed by every citizen 
in a state." Bouvier’s Law Dictionary, Vol, II, p. 42,1870
Webster defines civil liberty as:

"The liberty o f men in a state o f society, or natural 
liberty, so far only abridged and restrained, as is necessary 
and eocpedientfor the safety and interest o f the society, state 
or nation. A restraint o f natural liberty, not necessary or 
expedient fo r the public, is tyranny or oppression. Civil 
Liberty is the exemption from  the arbitrary will o f others, 
which exemption is secured by established laws, which 
restrain every man from  injuring or controlling others." 
Webster’s, supra.
Civil liberty would be the protection of the individual’s 

rights by society, which secures liberty by establishing laws to 
preserve and protect the rights o f the individual. An example 
o f this type o f protection would be if government passed a law 
stating: Every person has the right to swing their fist anywhere 
and any place they desire so long as they do not infringe upon 
the equal rights o f another, but if, in the exercise o f this natural 
right, any person shall strike or damage another person or the 
property o f any other person causing a damage, that person 
shall have committed a trespass which shall be punishable as 
the law prescribes.
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The same principle holds true in building a house. I have 
the natural right to build a house on my property and paint it 
any color I want. Obviously, this is subject to some restraint. 
For example, I cannot be allowed to discharge sewage on the 
open ground. However, if I am required to obtain a permit or 
restricted in any manner from building what I want on my 
property, then I have no civil liberty protecting my natural 
liberty.

Personal Liberty
Personal liberty is defined as:

"The power o f locomotion, o f changing situation, or 
removing one’s person to whatever place one’s inclination 
may direct, without imprisonment or restraint unless by 
due course o f law." Bouvier’s, supra.
W ebster’s states o f this liberty:

"A man enjoys liberty, when no physical force operates 
to restrain bis actions or volitions.” W ebster’s, supra
These are probably the greatest o f all liberties for it means 

that man has the complete freedom o f movement and the 
freedom from being restrained unless a damage is done to 
another.

In this regard, The individual has the right to travel 
anywhere they want, again subject to the restraint o f not 
trespassing upon the property o f another. The term "without 
imprisonment or restraint unless by due course o f law" refers 
to acts such as murder and theft which may cause a person’s 
liberty to be confined.

It should be obvious that this right o f liberty can be 
restricted to using one side o f the road and signs are needed 
to effectively regulate traffic. But what would happen to the 
right to travel if government required a permit before a person 
could travel between two points such as from California to 
Florida? Such procedures are in effect in some countries and 
hopefully we would agree that this is a denial o f personal 
liberty.

However, what if our right to personal liberty was not 
allowed unless we carried a driver’s license? Don’t be hasty in 
your judgment, think about it for a minute. If government
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required a specific permit when travelling from California to 
Florida, and if we were stopped by a policeman and he deter
mined that we did not have a valid permit to travel, our right 
to liberty would immediately cease as we would be jailed. 
Likewise with the driver’s license. If we were to travel from 
California to Florida and were stopped by a policeman, and if 
we could not produce a driver’s license, our liberty would 
immediately cease as we could be jailed. In addition, our 
automobile would probably be confiscated and impounded 
for which we would be expected to pay towing and storage 
charges. There is no difference between a specific permit to 
travel from California to Florida and a general permit to travel 
anywhere at will. The only difference is the degree to which 
travel is authorized.

Suppose we are half way to Florida and a policeman con
fiscates our permit? What happens to our right to travel? 
Suppose we are halfway to Florida and a policeman confiscates 
our driver’s license? What happens to our right to travel?

By the way, what are the qualifications to drive a tractor? 
NONE! Did you know that you can buy a farm tractor complete 
with stereo and air-conditioning and drive it from California to 
Florida and no driver’s license is required?

While the original purpose behind requiring a driver’s 
license may have been made with good  intentions, I would 
suggest it has become your "internal passport."

Political Liberty
Political liberty is the opportunity to effectually share in 

making and administering the laws. If you believe this right still 
exists in this country try originating a law. Better yet, the next 
time you see a policeman run a red light or make an illegal lane 
change without his lights flashing, attempt to have him cited 
for a violation of law\ - if you dare!

Other liberties
There are other liberties which we do not normally as

sociate as liberties. For example, we say we have the right to 
freedom o f the press when the proper term is "liberty o f the 
press." likewise the proper term is "liberty o f speech," not 
freedom o f speech, and "religious liberty," not religious 
freedom.
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It is also interesting that the United States Supreme Court 
at one time may have understood that taxation was only levied 
with consent and constituted tyranny when imposed by law. 
They stated:

'To lay, with one hand, the power o f the government 
on the property o f the citizen and with the other to bestow 
it upon favored individuals...is none the less a robbery 
because it is done under the form s o f law and is called 
taxation." (Loan Assn v. Topeka, 22 U.S. 455)
Taxation was not only considered improper without repre

sentation; it was a principle o f liberty that taxes could only be 
levied with the consent o f the taxpayer. It was a:

".. .principle that taxation shall only be with the consent 
o f the tax-payer, and fo r short periods only, and the ex
clusion o f property." Bouvier’s supra, p. 43
This principle o f liberty was to protect the confiscation of 

individual property. In this day and age no property is beyond 
the reach of state and federal taxing machines.

LIBERTY VS. EQUALITY
Never in history has any nation other than the United States 

o f America come so close to achieving the democratic ideal of 
"equal opportunity for all." However, there has been a shift in 
democratic ideals towards what was termed by Henry Grun- 
wald as: "equality o f result."

This theory holds that "natural inequalities o f  birth, 
strength, intelligence, an d  ability are inherently unfair," and 
that society is required to compensate for such inequalities. Of 
course, such a theory is in direct contradistinction to the 
American ideal called "LIBERTY.” Liberty, as explained earlier, 
was an ideal cherished above most other freedoms. The noted 
historian, Will Durant, once stated: "Leave men free, an d  their 
natural inequalities w ill m ultiply a lm ost geom etrically.”

If this society is to advance the theory of" equality o f  result," 
and put a stop to the growth o f inequality, liberty must be 
slowed and eventually stopped. This is true because there is 
only one way to enforce the theory o f "equality o f  result" and 
that is by and through the use o f despotic power, o f the 
majority perhaps, but a despotism nevertheless.
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There is a constant battle within a society between the 
haves and the have-nots. The haves always want more and the 
have-nots want that which belongs to the haves. In days gone 
by people traded or bartered their liberty for a period o f years 
to learn a trade and then they could become one of the haves. 
Many even bartered their liberty for life just to better themsel
ves and to feel secure.

In today’s society there is a mass exodus to forsake liberty 
for this concept o f "equality." Perhaps this stems from media 
constantly bombarding us with the inequalities and we feel a 
sense o f guilt and are disturbed. For example, many white 
people display a sense o f guilt just because their ancestors were 
involved in slavery. Perhaps if we were deprived of all liberties 
for a period o f time, we would hold the principle o f "Liberty" 
in more esteem.

Alexis De Tocqueville, over 100 years, ago described this 
phenomena o f society as follows:

"There is a manly and legitimate passion for equality 
that tends to elevate the little man to the rank o f the great.
But the human heart also nourishes a debased taste for 
equality that leads the weak to want to drag the strong 
down to their level and which induces men to prefer 
equality in servitude to inequality in freedom."
It has been stated that those who will not learn from history 

are doom ed to repeat it. Alas it appears that we have learned 
nothing from history. This nation was founded on the concept 
o f "LIBERTY" and we need to shout it from the rooftops that 
to gain "equality o f  result” will require us to give up our 
heritage o f LIBERTY.

CONCLUSION
Most people are too apathetic, too complacent, and too 

busy gathering straw to make bricks on the state plantations in 
order to buy their leeks and onions, to be concerned with their 
lot and the lot o f the nation. They sit around and wail, "Woe is 
me! Woe is me! Where is the Lord and Saviour Jesus Christ? 
When will He save me from my affliction?"

G od’s law is referred to in legal jargon as the Law o f Nature 
and it is this law o f God that is controlling on Christians. 
Remember it is a principle o f law that:
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"It (the state) may not require any thing forbidden by 
Christianity, but it may forbear to enact many things which 
Christianity requires. ” Blacks tone’s Commentaries, Book I, 
p. 441, n. 3-
Unfortunately we have abandoned the laws of God for the 

laws o f the state but God told us the consequence for practicing 
man’s law over His law when he said:

"If ye w ill fear the Eternal, and serve him, and obey his 
voice, and not rebel against the commandment o f the Lord, 
then shall both ye and also the king that reigneth over you 
continue follow ing the Eternal your God;

"But if ye w ill not obey the voice o f the LORD, then shall 
the band o f the LORD be against you, as it was against your 
fathers." 1 Samuel 12:14-15
The law o f nature is the controlling law of the universe, and 

if we as a society reject that law, then "...the hand of the LORD 
(will) be against you,..." In the words o f Watchman Nee:

"For the most part the Christians in this country are 
spineless, colorless, and passive individuals. They form  the 
bridge over which the world o f corruption, revolution, and 
hatred passes unhindered. They are killing our republican 
form  o f government, and even worse, are even failing to 
defend the liberties o f their own families."
They have yet to learn:

"If we are not governed by God, then we will be ruled 
by tyrants. ” — Wm. Penn, 1681
Put another way:

He who ignores the invisible hand o f God,will feel the 
iron fist o f Babylon.
What we need to remember is that there is a higher 

authority than man’s laws. We must not lose sight o f the fact 
that we must "obey God, not man." However, when we obey 
G od’s laws over man’s laws, there may be an earthly penalty to 
be paid for that obedience. Man’s laws, like the mark o f the 
Beast, must not be accepted when they violate G od’s laws, as 
the penalty may be eternal death.

It is a pagan principle that there is no moral law higher than 
the whim and will o f governing despots. However, in Christian
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society any law contrary to G od’s law, must not be obeyed least, 
"...the hand o f  the LORD be again st you,...”
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DIPLOMATIC IMMUNITY
Brief H istory o f  Law

There are two types o f law: the common law and the civil 
law. The common law is the law of rights and duties between 
and among people under which there must be a damage or a 
loss o f life, liberty, and/or property o f another person before 
an action can be brought in a court o f law. The civil law is also 
referred to as the Roman Civil Law and was basically the law of 
expediency or the king’s law. The common law was a Godly 
law which the citizens used to govern themselves, while the 
civil law was the king’s law which he used to regulate and 
control the military and trade, commerce, and industry.

When the first settlers came to this country they organized 
governments, and the statutes they wrote were based on 
Scripture. Under this system the people o f the Kingdom of 
God were governed by G od’s laws, and the courts in the 
settlements had jurisdiction over the people o f the Kingdom 
and the subject matter because the laws of the civil govern
ments were in harmony with the laws o f God.

However, as time marched on England imposed harsh laws 
on the colonies and the people that were foreign to the com
mon law and the laws of God. They expressed their anger at 
the King’s rule in this matter in the Declaration o f Inde
pendence by stating:

"He has refused bis Assent to Laws, the most wholesome 
and necessary for the public good.

"He has erected a Multitude of new Offices, and sent 
hither Swarms o f Officers to harass our People, and eat out 
our substance.

"He has combined with others to subject us to a Juris
diction foreign to our Constitution, and unacknowledged 
by our Laws; giving his Assent to their Acts o f pretended 
legislation:"
Our forefathers knew the dangers o f a strong central 

government and were very reluctant to organize one. How
ever, with the Constitution our forefathers envisioned the 
central government having no jurisdiction over the people and 
only a jurisdiction over imports and interstate commerce (com
merce between the states). The states were to have an ex-

23



elusive jurisdiction over the people o f the state and intrastate 
commerce (commerce within the states).

As the states grew government began more and more to 
regulate trade, commerce, and industry, and so they began to 
expand upon those laws which are the civil law jurisdictions of 
admiralty, maritime, and equity. Again this is the "Roman Civil 
Law" which is a law o f expediency. This law, when applied to 
the people, was the same law which they had considered a 
"Jurisdiction foreign to our Constitution," a jurisdiction which 
the people had fled Europe to escape and the same jurisdiction 
which they abhorred in the Declaration of Independence. 
However, they recognized that these forms o f law were very 
efficient when applied to the proper parties, that is, when it 
was restricted to trade, commerce, and industry.

As governments grew in size, they assumed more and more 
power over the people by taking the principles o f the civil law 
and applying those principles to the people. These civil law 
applications to the people were small in the beginning, but 
have evolved into the law of the United States and the several 
states until there is absolutely no distinction between the 
common law o f the people and the laws o f God vs. the laws of 
the United States and the several states. As a result the "Roman 
Civil Law" is now the law o f the land. The law that has survived 
is what was once called the law o f the "King’s prerogative," 
which in m odem  day terms is called the law o f "Public Policy."

Over a long period o f time, through legislative and judicial 
actions, the state has subjected the citizens o f the Kingdom of 
God to the laws o f the state, forcing more and more individuals 
to adhere to the state’s laws, until the majority o f people have 
become subjects o f the state. As a result, the practicing of 
G od’s law has been diminished to the point that few people 
follow His laws and the Kingdom o f God has become so small 
that it is no longer even recognized, and those who attempt to 
live by His laws are looked upon as kooks and a danger and 
threat to society.

Those o f us who consider ourselves to be in the kingdom 
o f God still consider ourselves as being in a common law 
jurisdiction, not one o f the king’s prerogative. What this 
creates is two groups o f people and countries within the same 
country sharing the same geography - one being the state and
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its subjects and the other being the Kingdom of God and its 
subjects. Notice that the citizenship o f the people are dif
ferent. Those people who have subjected themselves to the 
laws o f the states are citizens o f the state (wards o f the state) 
who worship their god -- the state (Baal). Those people who 
have subjected themselves to the laws o f the Kingdom o f God 
are citizens of the Kingdom of God, worshiping the true God 
which is demonstrated by their obedience unto Him (to His 
laws).

JURISDICTION
Jurisdiction is the power to hear an issue. Involved is 

jurisdiction over the person (In personam), the thing (In rem), 
the geography (city, county, state. United States), and the 
ability o f the court to affect a remedy.

Remember, ambassadors and public ministers are not sub
ject to the laws o f the states. Ambassadors are persons and 
they reside within a city, county, state, and the United States, 
and they drive automobiles not registered by the states. 
Neither d o  they pay property or income taxes.

GEOGRAPHY/SOVEREIGNTY
Geography

Geography is a matter o f sovereign power or dominion 
over the area within the court’s jurisdiction. Cities and coun
ties are extensions o f state governments, which all have 
geographical boundaries. The 50 states are part o f the United 
States and the United States is part o f the entire earth, which 
in turn is part o f a greater solar system, which is part o f the 
universe, etc. It is axiomatic that the cities are subject to the 
counties, which are subject to the states, which are subjects o f 
the federal government, and no entity can pass statutes that are 
in contravention to the laws and statutes o f a higher authority.

However, it has already been shown that an ambassador’s 
home and place o f work are considered a part o f the territory 
o f the sovereign he represents. If we are ambassadors in behalf 
o f Christ and represent the Kingdom o f God, then our homes 
and place o f work are territorial possessions o f the kingdom of 
God and therefore neither we nor the property are subject to
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the jurisdiction o f the state. This would also make real and 
personal property immune from taxation.

The Law o f the Creator
The United States is subject to a higher law and authority, 

that being the law o f the Almighty God. It is a basic principle 
o f law that what a creator creates it controls and regulates. The 
best example o f this is the relationship between a state and the 
subjects o f its creation - corporations. In this regard the 
United States Supreme Court has contrasted the difference 
between a corporation and an individual as follows:

"... we are o f the opinion that there is a clear distinction 
in this particular between an individual and a corpora
tion, and that the latter has no right to refuse to submit its 
books and papers for an examination at the suit o f the 
State. The individual may stand upon bis constitutional 
rights as a citizen. He is entitled to carry on his private 
business in his own way. His power to contract is un
limited. He owes no duty to the State or to his neighbors 
to divulge his business, or to open his doors to an inves
tigation, so far as it may tend to criminate him. He owes 
no such duty to the State, since he receives nothing there
from, beyond the protection o f bis life and property. His 
rights are such as existed by the law o f the land long 
antecedent to the organization o f the State, and can only 
be taken from him by due process o f law, and in accord
ance with the constitution. Among bis rights are a refusal 
to incriminate himself, and the immunity o f himself and 
his property from  arrest or seizure except under a warrant 
o f the law. He owes nothing to the public so long as he does 
not trespass upon their rights.

"Upon the other band, the corporation is a creature o f 
the State. It is presumed to be incorporated fo r the benefit 
o f the public. It receives certain special privileges and 
franchises, and holds them subject to the laws o f the State 
and the limitations o f its charter. Its rights to act as a 
corporation are only preserved to it so long as it obeys the 
laws o f its creation. There is a reserved right in the legisla
ture to investigate its contracts and find out whether it has 
exceeded its powers. It would be a strange anomaly to bold 
that a State, having chartered a corporation to make use o f 
certain franchises, cou ld not in the exercise o f its 
sovereignty inquire bow those franchises had been
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employed, and whether they had been abused, and demand 
the production o f the corporate books and papers for that 
purpose." Hale v. Henkel, 201 U.S. 43, 74-5-
In that quote lies the basis for the numerous distinctions 

between a natural individual, which should be called a 
FREEPERSON, and an artificial person which is called a cor
poration. From the above, a corporation (to include a non
profit church corporation) is a creature o f  the state, 
incorporated for the benefit o f the public, and subject to the 
laws o f the state. Since corporations and other artificial entities 
are creations o f the state - not God, they serve the benefits of 
the public -- not God, and are subject to the laws o f the state -- 
not the laws o f God.

However, in the case o f the universe, the earth, or more 
specifically the land within the United States - it all belongs to 
GOD!

"And the land shall not be sold in perpetuity; for the 
land is mine: fo r ye are strangers and sojourners with me."
Lev 25:23

The Sovereignty o f God
In the early history of the country the laws of the com

munities were the laws of God and the governments o f those 
communities were administrators o f the laws o f God. They 
were not lawmakers. In this capacity, those early governments 
were godly governments and the people voluntarily submitted 
themselves to that authority. However, the people could al
ways opt to leave the community and move to another com
munity.

Today things have immensely changed. Today the state 
has become a lawmaker and claims absolute sovereignty over 
the people. However, the true authority or Sovereign is God. 
W ebster’s Dictionary states o f God:

"GOD, n. 1. The Supreme Being; Jehovah; the eternal 
and infinite spirit; the creator, and the sovereign o f the 
universe." W ebster’s Dictionary, Isted, 1828, p. 93
Bible believers know that God is the Creator as His word 

states:
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"In the beginning God created the heaven and the 
earth." Genesis 1:1
Since God is the creator, God is also the Sovereign, which 

is defined as:
"Supreme in power;...God is the sovereign ruler o f the 

universe." Webster’s Dictionary, 1828, p. 76.
God is sovereign. God is our ruler and we simply exist 

within His dominion. It was God who created the heavens, the 
earth, and man, and all things are subject to His laws, statutes, 
commandments, and judgments.

In the book o f Daniel, Nebuchadnezzar, a heathen king 
who was approaching the end o f his days o f punishment for 
his evil deeds, lifted up his head and said:

"....Ipraised and honoured him that liveth forever; for 
his dominion is an everlasting dominion, and his kingdom 
from  generation to generation:....

"Now I Nebuchadnezzar praise and extol and honor the 
King o f the heaven; fo r all bis works are truth, and bis ways, 
judgement:....” Daniel4:34£7
The apostles made many references to the sovereignty and 

dominion o f God:
"For in him were all things created, in the heavens and 

upon the earth, things visible and things invisible, whether 
thrones or dominions orprincipalities or powers; all things 
have been created through him, and unto him." Col 1:16

"To him be glory and dominion forever and ever." 1 Pet
5:11

"Now unto him that is able to guard you from  stum
bling, and to set you before thepresence o f bis glory without 
blemish in exceeding joy.

'To the only wise God our savior, be glory and majesty, 
dominion and power, both now and ever. "Jude 25

"And to make all men see what is the dispensation o f 
the mystery which from all ages hath been hid in God who 
created all things." Eph: 3:9
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"And he made us to be a kingdom, to be priests unto 
his God and Father; to him be the glory and the dominion 
fo r ever and ever. Amen." Rev 1:6
Today, the true believer in the Word o f God wants to be 

under the dominion o f God while the states demand that the 
believer be in obedience to its authority. Thus the battle has 
raged since the days o f Moses, shall man serve God or the state 
(mammon)?

The State vs. the King as Ruler
Again, the state claims to be the rule maker and the king 

over the people and the geography. However, G od’s kingdom 
is here on earth and Jesus Christ is the sovereign ruler o f the 
kingdom o f God whether man likes it or not.

"And behold, thou sbalt conceive in thy womb, and 
bring forth a son and sbalt call his name JESUS.” (see Gal 
4:4)

"He shall be great, and shall be called the Son o f the 
Highest: and the LORD GOD shall give unto him the throne 
o f his father David.” (see Isa 9:6-7;Jer 33:15-17)

"And he shall reign over the House o f Jacob fo r ever; 
and o f his kingdom there shall be no end." Luke 1:31-33

"For the LORD is our judge, the LORD is our lawgiver, 
the LORD is our king; he will save us." Isa33:22 (see Psalms 
44:4)

"For unto us a child is bom,...Of the increase o f bis 
government and o f peace there shall be no end, upon the 
throne o f David, and upon his kingdom to establish it, and 
to uphold it with judgement and righteousness from hence
forth even forever." Isa 9:6-7

"He (God) hath remembered his covenant forever, the 
word which he commanded to a thousand generations.

"And confirmed the same unto Jacob fo r a law, and to 
Israel for an everlasting covenant." Psalm 105-8,10
Since dominion is the perfect and complete property and 

ownership o f a thing (Bouvier’s Law Dictionary, 1914, p. 924),
God has dominion over all things. His jurisdiction is absolute.
He is the highest authority.
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IN PERSONAM JURISDICTION
In personam jurisdiction would be an action brought to 

seek a remedy against the person in contradistinction to seek
ing a remedy against a specific thing. The state has an obvious 
jurisdiction over those persons o f the state subject to its juris
diction. It should be pointed out that there are two different 
types o f persons: 1) natural persons that walk, talk, and 
breathe, and 2) artificial persons which are a "paper ficta," "a 
paper fiction," or a creation on paper. Obviously artificial 
persons d o not walk, talk, or breathe. God is the creator of 
natural persons whereas the state is the creator o f artificial 
persons. Therefore it is easy to understand that what the state 
creates it can control and all "paper ficta" organizations, usually 
called corporations, are subject to the jurisdiction o f its creator 
- the state. likewise, what God has created is subject to His 
jurisdiction. That is, His commandments, laws, statutes, and 
judgements.

In researching Scripture to learn the applicability o f G od’s 
laws to state and federal laws, it appears that if a person obeys 
the laws o f God, then God is his LORD and Master. Even 
Daniel, who was a quasi-slave in Babylon, obeyed the laws of 
God ~ not the laws o f Babylon.

However, if you reject the laws o f God and obey laws other 
than G od’s laws, then whom ever’s laws you are obeying be
comes your lord and master for:

"Know ye not, that to whom ye yield yourselves ser
vants to obey, bis servants ye are whom ye obey; whether
o f sin unto death, or o f obedience unto righteousness?"
Rom 6:16
In this regard, if you believe G od’s laws are dead and the 

laws you must obey are the state’s laws, then your lord and 
master is the state. If you have declared the state to be your 
lord and master then you should obey all the laws o f your lord 
and master. However, if God is your LORD and Master, then 
you are a member o f His kingdom and you should obey His 
laws. It would follow that if you are a citizen o f the Kingdom 
of God then you should have diplomatic immunity from the 
laws o f the government wherein you reside.
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Am bassadors
An ambassador is a diplomatic agent o f the highest rank 

who represents the person and dignity o f his sovereign or the 
head o f the state, and as such the ambassador is entitled direct 
access to the sovereign or head o f the state wherein he has 
been sent.

It is Interesting to note that the United States accredited no 
one the rank o f ambassador until 1893, at which time they 
began establishing embassies on a reciprocal basis, the first 
such exchange being with Great Britain.

According to the "American Peoples Encyclopedia" o f1950:
"Diplomatic agents enjoy immunity from  the jurisdic

tion o f the foreign state in which they are stationed. The 
embassy or legation house and grounds are regarded as 
the territory o f the state which accredits the agent. The 
diplomat enjoys immunity from  taxes abroad, and from  
both civil and criminaljurisdiction.”
According to Bouvier’s Law Dictionary:

"The duties o f an ambassador are varied: be is the 
mouthpiece o f  communications from  his state to the 
foreign country; be must keep his government informed 
upon all questions o f interest to it; be must see to the 
protection o f citizens o f bis country residing in theforeign 
state;

"The person o f an ambassador is inviolable. He is 
exempt from  both the criminal and civiljurisdiction o f the 
country to which he is sent...Tbey cannot be arrested for 
debt, nor fo r violation o f the law, except in cases where it 
may be necessary to prevent them from  committing acts o f 
violence.

"By what is called the fiction o f ex-territoriality, the 
exemption o f an ambassador from  the jurisdiction o f the 
country in which be resides has been extended to his house 
and suite. His bouse cannot be entered by officers o f police, 
nor can bis servants be arrested by the ordinary writ or 
process.

"An ambassador’s children bom abroad retain the 
citizenship o f their father." Bouvier’s Law Dictionary, Vol 
1,1914, p. 185-6.
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In simple language, ambassadors and diplomats do not pay 
license fees for their vehicles within their country o f service or 
with the state wherein they reside. The host country provides 
these things as a matter o f duty and custom and the plates 
thereon display their immunity. Neither d o they pay parking 
or speeding tickets. Simply put, they are immune from the laws 
o f the several states and the United States, or, as a matter o f 
law, they are outside the jurisdiction of the United States and 
the several states as their place o f abode and work are con
sidered the territory o f the state (kingdom o f God) which they 
represent.

The courts have consistently ruled that ambassadors and 
other public ministers, while in the state to which they are sent, 
and members o f a marching army traveling through or sta
tioned in a friendly state, are not subject to the laws o f that 
state. Crawford v. Wilson, 4 Barb (N.Y.) 552; U. S v. Lafontaine, 
4 Cra. C.C. Fed Cases No. 15,550.

In the case o f G od’s kingdom and people, Christ made the 
sacrifice that we might all become ambassadors and ministers 
o f the kingdom o f God.

"But ye shall be named the priests o f the LORD: men 
shall call you the ministers o f our LORD:...." Isa 61:6

"Who delivered us out o f the power o f darkness, and 
translated us into the kingdom o f the Son o f his love;" Col 
1:13

'We are ambassadors therefore on behalf o f Christ, as 
though God were entreating by us:...." II Cor 5:20
Since we are ambassadors on behalf o f Christ we are 

working for the Sovereign o f the universe as:
"God is the sovereign good o f all who love and obey 

him." W ebster’s Dictionary, Vol II, 1828, p. 76. (See 
sovereign)
Every state in the world recognizes the principle o f im

munity for ambassadors. Immunity is defined as being exempt 
from performing duties which the law generally requires other 
citizens to perform. (See Bouvier’s Law Dictionary, 1914, p. 
1495.)
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As ambassadors for the Kingdom o f God to the United 
States, residing in one o f the several states, we ate immune 
from the laws o f foreign nations such as the United States and 
the several states. Therefore, the states have no in personam 
jurisdiction.

SUBJECT MATTER/THE LAW/THE THING
The state has its constitution and codified law  by which it 

rules those subject to its jurisdiction. likewise, die Kingdom 
o f God has its constitution (The Bible) which contains its laws 
and rules which are the commandments, statutes, and judg
ments o f God. The law is the thing that connects the Sovereign 
with his people. The state calls violations o f its laws crimes 
(infractions, misdemeanors, and felonies). However if we look 
at violations o f law from a scriptural point o f view, all violations 
o f the state’s laws are nothing more than sins against die state. 
When a person violates the law o f the state he is committing a 
sin for which there is a prescribed penalty (usually jail time 
and/or a fine). Obedience to the laws of the state is how the 
state determines whether or not a person is an effectual mem
ber o f the state (pillar o f the community).

likewise with the kingdom o f God. Scripture tells us that 
sin is transgression o f the law (1 John 3:4) and therefore 
without the law there can be no sin. Obedience to the laws of 
the kingdom is the measure used by God to determine a 
person’s faithfulness to His Word and therefore whether or not 
a person is a valued member o f the kingdom o f God. Those 
who obey God will be rewarded and those who disobey by 
being obedient to other gods (states/mammon) will receive 
judgement. The laws o f G od’s Kingdom must be obeyed or 
there is no kingdom o f God.

"Now therefore, if ye w ill obey my voice indeed, and 
keep my covenant, then ye shall be a peculiar treasure unto 
me above all people: fo r all the earth is mine:” Ex 19:5 (See 
also Deut 32:8; 1 Kings 8:53)

"And ye shall he unto me a kingdom o f priests, and an 
holy nation. These are the words which thou shall speak 
unto the children o f Israel." Ex 19:6 (See also 1 Pet 2:5,9;
Deut 7:6)
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Being obedient to His voice is being obedient to His com
mandments, laws, statutes, and judgements, which are part of 
the covenant made with the nation of Israel. There will be no 
"kingdom o f priests" in G od’s "holy nation" (kingdom) who 
obey the laws of another nation.

God has mandated that His chosen people follow and obey 
His Word, as the laws of the Kingdom are perfect and need not 
be added to, and the keeping o f them brings rewards. The 
Word (law) of God states:

"The law o f the LORD is perfect, converting the soul: the 
testimony o f the LORD is sure, making wise the simple.

"The statutes o f the LORD are right, rejoicing the heart: 
the commandment o f the LORD is pure, enlightening the 
eyes.

"The fear o f the LORD is clean, enduring forever: the 
judgments o f the LORD are true and righteous altogether.

"More to be desired are they than gold, yea, than much 
fin e gold: sweeter also than honey and the honeycomb.

"Moreover by them is thy servant warned: in keeping o f 
them is great reward." Psalms 19:7-11 (See also Psalms 
119:1-8. For the blessings and curses o f the law see Deut 28 
and Lev 26)

”,For not the hearers o f the law are ju st before God, but 
the doers o f the law shall be justified." Romans 2:12-13

"As for God bis way is perfect: the word (law) o f the 
LORD is tried-,..." Psalms 17:30
His Word has been tried or literally has stood the test o f 

time and has never failed those who have pleaded it, but only 
those who have His Word implanted in their heart are capable 
o f pleading it as:

"I w ill put my law in their inward parts, and in their 
heart will I unite it; and I  w ill be their God, and they shall 
be my people." Jer 31:33; Heb 8:8-10
The measure o f His p eop le’s love for Him is determined by 

the faithfulness o f his people in keeping His laws, and the 
Father o f the kingdom returns the love o f his faithful followers 
for:
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"Ifa man love me, he will keep my word: and my Father 
will love him, and we will come unto him, and make our 
abode with him." John 14:23

"If ye keep my commandments, ye shall abide in my 
love;” John 15:10
The only way His people know that the Father o f the 

kingdom knows them is in the keeping of His laws, and he who 
keeps not the laws is a liar and knows not the truth.

"And hereby do we know that we do know him, if we 
keep his commandments.

"He that saith, I  know him, and keepetb not his com
mandments, is a liar, and the truth is not in him." 1 John 
2:3-4

*

"By this we know that we love the children o f God, when 
we love God, and keep his commandments.

"For this is the love o f God, that we keep his command
ments: and his commandments are not grievous." 1 John 
5:2-3
The laws o f the kingdom o f God are not subject to change 

by mortal man as:
'Ye shall not add unto the word which I  command 

you,neither shall ye diminish it, that ye may keep the 
commandments o f the LORD your God which I  command 
you." Deut4:2
And,

"Wbat thing soever I  command you, that shall ye ob
serve to do: thou shalt not add thereto, nor diminish from  
it." Deut 12:32.
The Father o f the Kingdom has mandated we obey His law 

or the hand o f the Father will be against His people.
"If ye will fear the LORD, and serve him, and barken 

unto his voice, and not rebel against the commandments 
(law) o f the LORD, and both the king that reigneth over you 
be followers o f the LORD, well:

"But if ye will not harken unto the voice o f the LORD, 
but rebel against the commandments o f the LORD, then 
shall the hand o f the LORD be against you, as it was against 
yourfathers. ” 1 Sam 12:14-15
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A citizen and ambassador from the kingdom o f God can 
only obey those laws of his kingdom. This was well understood 
by our forefathers who expressed similar sentiments. George 
Mason expressed the prevailing sentiment o f the colonists 
when he cited Coke and argued that both the people and the 
judges are:

"...An conscience bound to disobey all enactments 
which contradict the laws o f nature and the laws o f God.

"The laws o f nature are the laws o f God, whose 
authority can be superseded by no power on earth. A 
legislature must not obstruct our obedience to Him from  
whose punishment they cannot protect us. All human laws 
which contradict His laws we are conscience bound to 
disobey."
(For a thorough discussion on the issue o f what is and is 

not law read the study entitled "Law vs. Grace, The Phoney 
Issue.")

Public Law 97-280 as Subject Matter
The foreign kingdom o f the United States recognized the 

sovereignty o f God by Public Law 97-280 (96 Statutes 1211), 
and through this Joint Resolution, Congress declared the Bible 
to be the Divine Word o f God and authorized and requested 
the President to proclaim 1983 as the "Year o f the Bible," which 
was approved on October 4,1982. Since public law recognizes 
the Word of God, it must acknowledge all things therein to 
include His laws, statutes, commandments, and judgments. It 
also logically follows that His people are subject to His Word 
and laws. The law reads as follows:

"Joint Resolution"
"Authorizing and requesting the President to proclaim  

1983 as the Year o f the Bible. ’
"Whereas the Bible, the Word o f God, has made a unique 

contribution in shaping the United States as a distinctive 
and blessed nation and people;

'Whereas deeply held religious convictions springing 
from  the Holy Scriptures led to the early settlement o f our 
Nation;

'Whereas the Biblical teachings inspired concepts o f 
civil government that are contained in our Declaration o f 
Independence and the Constitution o f the United States;
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"Whereas many o f our great national leaders - among 
them Presidents Washington, Jackson, Lincoln, and Wilson 
- paid tribute to the surpassing influence o f the Bible in our 
country’s development, as in the words o f PresidentJackson 
that the Bible is ’the rock on which our Republic rests;’

"Whereas the history o f our Nation clearly illustrates 
the value o f voluntarily applying the teachings o f the Scrip
tures in the lives o f individuals, families, and societies;

"Whereas this Nation now faces great challenges that 
will test this Nation as it has never been tested before; and 

,rWhereas That renewing our knowledge o f and faith in 
God through Holy Scripture can strengthen us as a nation 
and a people: Now, therefore, be it

"Resolved by the Senate and House o f Representatives 
o f the United States o f America in Congress assembled, That 
the President is authorized and requested to designate 1983 
as a national 'Year o f the Bible"  in recognition o f both the 
formative influence the Bible has been fo r our Nation, and 
our national need to study and apply the teachings o f the 
Holy Scriptures.

"Approved October 4,1982"
A public law is not just a simple declaration o f Congress. A 

Public Law is also more than a declaration o f public policy. A 
public law is a law that applies to the people generally o f a 
nation, in contradistinction to a private law which affects an 
individual or a specific group o f people. A public law is the law 
o f the land. By and through Public Law 97-280, Congress has, 
in effect, declared the Holy Bible to be the Divine Word o f God 
and in so doing have declared the Bible to be the Law o f the 
land for the people in the Kingdom o f God.

It would appear that the Congress o f the United States was 
acknowledging that there are persons who are subjects o f the 
Kingdom o f God and His written Word, and was attempting to 
make statutory provisions to protect them from unlawful 
regulation in order to preserve their religious beliefs.
The Distinction Between G od’s Law vs. the 

Foreign Law as Subject Matter
People have a choice to make. They can choose to obey 

God and His laws or they can choose to obey the state and its 
laws. If the choice is the state, then the state becomes their 
God whom they are duty bound to obey. The people who have
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chosen the Kingdom o f God are bound by the Law of the 
Almighty God as:

"Thou sbalt have none other god’s before me." Ex 20:3
"For the LORD is our judge, the LORD is our lawgiver, 

the LORD is our king;...." Isa 33-22 (Also see Psalms 44:4)
"No man can serve two masters: for either he will hate 

the one, and love the other; or else he w ill hold to the one 
and despise the other. Ye cannot serve God and Mammon. ”
Matt 6:24; Luke 16:13
The people o f the Kingdom o f God must resist oppressive 

laws and edicts o f foreign nations such as the United States and 
the several states for they are the laws o f man, and recognize 
that such resistance is not merely an act o f independence o f 
freemen struggling for their rights ~ but a struggle by G od’s 
children to obey the higher mandates o f their God. The 
principle that people o f the Kingdom of God must obey God 
in preference to the positive law of man was clearly stated by 
Peter and the apostles when they said:

"We ought to obey God rather than men." Acts 5:29
Since there are now two countries within a country, G od’s 

law has become a foreign law within the United States, and the 
courts must treat the people o f G od’s Kingdom as ambassadors 
or foreigners. The courts must recognize that there are 
citizens o f the Kingdom who are subject to the laws o f God, 
which laws are in direct contravention with some o f the laws 
o f the United States and the several states. This recognition is 
mandatory as it has been ruled that the United States courts 
must take judicial notice o f the laws o f every state (Breed v. R. 
Co. 35 Fed. 642), and they must do so without plea or proof 
(Lamar v. Micou, 114 U.S. 223).

It has also been ruled that a copy o f the authorized statute 
book is recognized as proof o f a foreign law (Mullen v. Morris, 
2 Pa. 85), or the construction o f said law may be proven by one 
familiar therewith (Bollinger v. Gallagher, 29 Atl. 751).

However, in the absence o f proof as to what the law o f a 
foreign state or country is, the court will presume that the law 
of the foreign state is that o f the law o f the forum (court) (19
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Harv. L.R. 401). Remember, rights not timely demanded are 
considered waived.

Therefore the people o f the Kingdom of God must plead 
the law o f the Kingdom and must demand that the court take 
judicial notice o f the Holy Word, which is the law o f the 
Kingdom. This is also necessary because the laws o f the two 
systems are different, and it has been ruled that unless the laws 
o f one country are fundamentally the same system that prevails 
in another, the laws of the former may not be applied (Kuenzi 
v. Elvers, 74 Am. Dec. 434). It follows that since the laws which 
prevail in the United States and the several states are not 
fundamentally the same as those o f the Kingdom, the laws of 
the former may not be applied to people who are citizens of 
the Kingdom o f God.

There is no general presumption that the laws o f one 
country are the same as the common law o f another country. 
In two common- law countries the law may be presumed to be 
the same, but the statute o f one would not be presumed to be 
the statute o f another (Cuba R. Co. v. Crosby, 222 U.S. 473).

An action for a tort committed in a foreign country will lie 
only when it is based upon an act which will be considered as 
tortious both in the place where committed and in the locus 
fori; in such case the law of the place where the tort was 
committed governs (Dewitt v. Buchannan, 54 Barb. 31).

Since the entire United States and the several states are 
governed by the civil law o f admiralty/equity, which does not 
even vaguely resemble the law o f God, the courts o f the several 
states and the United States have no jurisdiction over the 
people o f G od’s Kingdom.

ABILITY TO AFFECT A REMEDY
P lea d in g s

Since the courts o f the United States and the several states 
have no jurisdiction over ambassadors, they cannot affect a 
remedy. The servant o f Christ is a stranger, a sojourner, and 
an ambassador in the land o f the United States because the 
United States Government will not adhere to the precepts of 
God. The land belongs to God and God is the principle 
sovereign. The individual who is a subject o f the kingdom of 
God cannot adhere to the ordinances and statutes o f the cities,
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counties, and the state because those political entities have 
denied the laws of God.

G od’s kingdom and His people are a separate state within 
a state, and even the Constitution o f the United States provides 
that,

"...full faith and credit shall be given in each state to 
the public acts, records, and judicia l proceedings o f every 
other state." U. S. Const., Art IV, Sec 1.
Therefore, the courts o f the United States and the several 

states must take judicial notice o f the laws o f the Kingdom of 
God. As stated previously, in the early history of the United 
States the civil government had jurisdiction over the people of 
the kingdom because the laws were written and the courts 
organized on biblical principles. However, in the twentieth 
century the laws and the courts are based on the civil laws of 
man (the state), which are nothing more than the laws o f man, 
mammon, or antichrists. These specific performance laws of 
anti-christs cannot be applied to people o f the Kingdom of 
God, because if the people o f God change their law to the law 
o f man they would be switching their allegiance from God to 
a new god ~ the state.

The United States and the several states are bound to 
respect the independence o f every other sovereign power, and 
the courts o f one country will not sit in judgement on the acts 
o f the government o f another, done within its own territory. 
Underhill v. Hernandez, 168 U.S. 250.

Since the Kingdom of God and the United States and the 
several states share a common boundary, and both operate on 
different principles o f law, neither the United States or the 
several states may judge the acts done by any citizen o f the 
Kingdom o f God. The United States and the several states may 
hold their own subjects to their laws and statutes, but they 
cannot force their laws and statutes upon any citizen of the 
Kingdom o f God unless those laws, statutes, principles o f law, 
and forms o f procedure are identical with the laws o f God.

Whenever charges are brought against a citizen o f the 
Kingdom o f God, that citizen must immediately challenge the 
service o f process; that is, the form o f process, i.e., the citation, 
the summons, etc. When the alleged act or lack o f an act is not 
contained in the Word of God, jurisdiction is the main issue.
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Jurisdiction becomes a personal action, and cannot be ob
tained by service on a defendant outside the jurisdiction. 
Pennoyer v. Neff, 95 U.S. 714.

In addition, people o f the Kingdom may plead jurisdiction 
by a foreign answer, as a foreign answer is an answer not triable 
in the country where it is made. Bouvier’s Law Dictionary, 
1914, p. 1257. That is, a person may answer a charge in a 
country but the issues are not triable that country. For ex
ample, if a person was a citizen o f the United States and 
received notice to appear in a court in Canada over taxes when 
the person being summoned was never a resident o f nor 
conducted any business in Canada, he would file a foreign 
answer. The person may file an answer in Canada but the issue 
is not triable in Canada. likewise, a similar situation may exist 
for a resident o f one state being billed for taxes from another 
state.

Alleged acts or actions that are not found in the Word of 
God must be challenged by a demurrer, abatement, or motion 
to dismiss based upon citizenship and status, as the courts of 
the states have ruled:

"Where the citizenship o f the parties appears in the 
petition, defect o f jurisdiction on that ground may be made 
by demurrer, in the absence o f a general appearance. ” 
Meyer v. Herrera, 41 Fed Cases 65.
Therefore, objections to jurisdiction may be taken by a 

motion to dismiss (Collins v. Collins, 37 Pa. 387; Kinnaman v. 
Kinnaman, 71 Ind 417), and at the common law by a plea in 
abatement (Roberts v. Lewis, 144 U.S. 653).

In addition, the courts have the power to dismiss the action 
if pleaded properly as:

'Where the subject matter is not within the jurisdiction, 
the court may dismiss the proceedings o f its own motion.” 
Gormly v. McIntosh, 22 Barb (N.Y.) 271; Robertson v. State,
10 N.E. 582, 643-

A QUESTION OF JURISDICTION
A few years ago an individual had an opportunity to test this 

issue. He was "traveling" in Missouri when he was accosted by 
a local state trooper. When the officer got out o f his car, the 
patriot also got out o f his car, and his wife drove off with the
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automobile. At which time the following conversation took 
place:

Officer: "Where is that car going?"
Patriot, turning to see the automobile departing: "I don’t 

know, why don’t you ask it?"
Officer: "Let me see your driver’s license."
Patriot: "What probable cause do you have to suspect that 

I don’t have a driver’s license?"
Officer: "Everybody has to have a driver’s license, but if you 

don’t have a driver’s license, let me see some identification."
Patriot: "I don’t have any identification."
Officer: 'Well who are you?"
Patriot: "My name is Patriot Gordon and I am simply 

passing through Missouri on my way to Idaho."
Officer: "If you don’t have any identification, how do I 

know who you are?"
Patriot: "That’s simple, I just told you who I am. Besides, 

why have you stopped me?"
Officer: "I stopped you because you were speeding."
Patriot: "I am terribly sorry officer, I have diplomatic im

munity."
Officer: "Let me see your diplomat card."
Patriot: "The kingdom I am part o f does not issue diplomat 

cards."
Officer: "Come on, all diplomats are issued diplomat

cards."
Patriot: 'Well, I don’t have one."
Officer: 'What country are you from?"
Patriot: "I am a sojourner and stranger in this land from the 

Kingdom o f God."
Officer: "Ahh blinkedy blank blank" (unquotable words)
Needless to say, this individual was arrested and spent the 

next few days in jail. Nevertheless, this individual established 
a defense for that case based upon his religious beliefs. The 
issue became one o f jurisdiction.
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CONCLUSION
A domiciled citizen of the Kingdom of God, commissioned 

by the Lord and Savior, Jesus Christ, the King o f kings and Lord 
of lords, having sent this person to the United States to tem
porarily reside in one o f the several states as an "ambassador 
...in behalf o f Christ" to spread the good  news o f the Kingdom 
o f God, cannot be subjected to alien and foreign jurisdictions 
that d o not operate in conformance with the laws of the 
Kingdom of God.

Scripture tells us that God has made us to be a part o f His 
kingdom:

"And he made us to be a kingdom, to be priests unto 
his God and Father; to him be the glory and the dominion 
fo r ever and ever. Amen." Rev 1:6
If we are in His Kingdom, we, our families, and our posses

sions are His property and are embassy property. And in His 
kingdom, His laws are the law o f the land or the perfect law of 
liberty:

"But whoso looketh into the perfect law o f liberty, and 
continueth therein, be being not a forgetful bearer, but a 
doer o f the work, this man shall be blessed in his deed." 
James 1:25
Since God is perfect His laws are perfect, and the only laws 

we should abide by as:
"Blessed are the undefiled in the way, who walk in the 

law o f the LORD.
"Blessed are they that keep bis testimonies, and that 

seek him with the whole heart.
"They also do no iniquity: they walk in bis ways.
"Thou hast commanded us to keep thy precepts diligent

ly.
"O that my ways were directed to keep thy statutes!
"Then shall I  not be ashamed, when I have respect unto 

all thy commandments.
"I willpraise thee with uprightness o f heart, when I  shall 

have learned thy righteous judgments.
"I will keep thy statutes: O forsake me not utterly." Psa 

119:1-8
We, as believers in the Word o f God, must understand that:
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"...we are ambassadors for Christ, as though God did 
beseech you by us: we pray you in Christ’s stead, be ye 
reconciled to God." II Cor 5:20
While ambassadors are immune from taxation and civil and 

criminal jurisdictions of the state wherein they are stationed, 
they can be expelled. If we assume the prophets o f old were 
ambassadors in behalf o f Christ, then we should also under
stand that many o f them were killed.

However, being reconciled unto God we cannot be recon
ciled unto the Babylonian state as no man can serve two 
masters. We must serve one or the other, as we cannot serve 
both. Of course there may be a price to pay for being G od’s 
ambassador and obeying His law rather than the laws of 
Babylon. Christ Himself warned us that we would be hated for 
loving, obeying, and serving Him but:

"Blessed are ye, when men shall hate you, and when 
they shall separate you from  their company, and shall 
reproach you, and cast out your name as evil, fo r the Son 
o f m an’s sake." Luke 16:22

"If the world hate you, ye know that it hated me before 
it hated you.

"If ye were o f the world, the world would love his own: 
but because ye are not o f the world, but I  have chosen you 
out o f the world, therefore the world bateth you.

"Remember the word that I said unto you, The servant 
is not greater than his lord. If they have persecuted me, they 
will also persecute you; if they have kept my saying, they 
will keep yours also.” John 15:18-20
While many people think they are ready to receive the 

LORD, for the most part they are not as they have not com
pletely died in Christ. They are no more prepared to serve God 
than was James and John who at one time asked:

"...Master, we would that thou shouldest do fo r us 
whatsoever we shall desire.

"And be said unto them, What would ye that I  should 
do fo r you?

"They said unto him, Grant unto us that we may sit, 
one on thy right hand, and the other on thy left hand, in thy 
glory. "ButJesus said unto them, Ye know not what ye ask:
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can ye drink o f the cup that I  drink op  and be baptized with 
the baptism that I  am baptized with?

"And they said unto him, We can. AndJesus said unto 
them, Ye shall indeed drink o f the cup that I drink of; and 
with the baptism that I  am baptized withal shall ye be 
baptized:

"But to sit on my right hand and on my left hand is not 
mine to give; but it shall be given to them for whom it is 
prepared." Mark 10:35-40
James and John knew not what they had said. Christ had 

received the baptism of water and the Holy Spirit but the 
baptism he was referring to was the baptism o f the cross. The 
baptism of physically laying down His life. James and John 
were not ready at that time; however, Christ let them know that 
the time o f their baptism was to come. likewise, we are faced 
with the same situation as we face the power o f the Babylonian 
beast system, shall we choose the Babylonian state or serve as 
G od’s ambassador? Are we prepared to lay down our life for 
Christ as He laid it down for us? The choice is ours to make. 
As Joshua stated:

"Now therefore fear the LORD, and serve him in sin
cerity and in truth: and put away the gods which your 
fathers served on the other side o f the flood, and in Egypt; 
and serve ye the LORD.

"And if  it seem evil unto you to serve the LORD, choose 
you this day whom ye will serve; whether the gods which 
your fathers served that were on the other side o f the flood, 
or the gods o f the Amorites, in whose land ye dwell: but as 
fo r me and my bouse, we w ill serve the LORD." Joshua 
24:14-15
If we make the choice to follow Christ and be His ambas

sador then we have to face the test before us in the form o f the 
baptism of fire and death, and in so doing may we all persevere 
to the end as:

"And ye shall be bated o f all men for my name’s sake: 
but he that enduretb to the end shall be saved." Matthew 
10:22

WHAT CHOICE HAVE YOU MADE?
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