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Publisher's Note

These articles, originally published in a churchgamne over 100
years ago, and gathered for the first time in béom, are still very
pertinent to the political climate of our day.

As A.T. Jones reviews the details that led to &ledf the nations
of the past, we see the same influences at wootkiinworld today,
and especially in America, the land that more thap other was
founded upon the principles of self-government.

Truly strong nations are built by people who livmgly, possess
self-control, work diligently at useful labor, aildve a deep love
for, and respect of all life. These attributesthee same ones taught
by the gospel of Christ, for "righteousness exaltsnation”
(Proverbs 14:34). Only as people can govern thkeeseare they
able to govern others.

Nations decay and fall when they depart from th@seciples, and
devote much of their effort to obtaining ease, maarlging in self-
pleasure, and hoarding riches, even at the expeh#®e poorer
nations. It then becomes a priority in such aamato police the
other nations, so that the hoarded riches (oftelers by unfair
business practices) are not put into danger.

We reap what we sow, and once a nation leavesousdation
principles and way of life, its fall is inevitabl@dhe lessons from
history presented here make this truth clear.
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The way out of this coming disaster is to returnthe living

principles of the gospel of Christ. When He retuiordy those who
have ingrained those principles into themselves vl part of His
unfailing kingdom. Self-government is true freedand "if the Son
shall make you free, you shall be free indeedhr(J@:36). The time
to learn self-government is now.
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Chapter 1
Eternal and Foundation Principles
Individuality

Government exists in the very nature of the extstenof intelligent
creatures. For, the very term "creature" implies @reator, and as
certain as any intelligent creature is, he owethéoCreator all that
he is. And, in recognition of this fact, he oweghe Creator honor
and devotion supreme. This, in turn, and in theuneabf things,
implies subjection and obedience on the part ofctleature; and is
the principle of government.

Each intelligent creature owes to the Creator aktthe is.
Accordingly, the first principle of government is,

"...You shall love the Lord your God with all yokeart, and with all
your soul, and with all your mind, and with all yostrength..."
(Mark 12:30)

This is pronounced by the Lord to be the first df the

commandments. It is not the first of all the comdraents because
it was the first one that was ever given; but syrimcause it exists
in the very nature and existence of every intefliggreature, and so
inheres in the nature of things as soon as a singgligent creature
exists. It is, therefore, the first of all the coamdments, simply



because it is but the expression of the inherelgattion in the first
relationship which can possibly exist between cneaind Creator.

It is the first in the nature, the circumstances] ¢éhe existence of
created intelligences. It is the first of all coomdanents in the
supreme and most absolute sense. It inheres innafbere and
relationship of the first intelligent creature, asteinds as complete
in the case of that one alone as though there well®ns; and
stands as complete in the case of each one inubteession of
future millions as in the case of the first inigdint creature, as he
stood absolutely alone in the universe.

No expansion, no multiplication, of the number b€ tcreatures
beyond the original one, can ever in any sensd kin@ scope or
meaning of that first of all commandments. It strabsolutely
alone and eternally complete, as the first oblagatiof every
intelligent creature that can ever be. And thisrrgtke truth
distinguishes individuality as an eternal principle

Equality

However, just as soon as a second intelligent areais given
existence, an additional relationship exists. Theraow not only
the primary and original relationship of each te @reator, for both
owe equally their existence to the Creator, but als additional and
secondary relationship of each to the other. Thegosdary
relationship is one of absolute equality. And ie S$ubjection and
devotion of each to the Creator, in the first of pbssible
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relationships, each of these honors the other.efbie, in the nature
of things, in the existence of two intelligent diegas, there inheres
the second governmental principle, mutuality ofta® subjects as
equals.

And this principle is expressed in the second of tie
commandments,

"...You shall love your neighbour as yourself." {idd2:31)

This is the second of all the commandments, follikeereason that
the first is the first of all the commandmentsexists and inheres in
the nature of things and of intelligences just asnsas a second
intelligent creature exists. And also, like thestijirthis is complete
and absolute the moment that two intelligent crestexist, and it
never can be expanded nor can it be modified bgxistence of the
universe full of other intelligent creatures.

Each, himself alone, in his own individuality, isnapletely subject
and devoted first of all to the Creator; becausklita he owes all.
And in this subjection and devotion to the Crediiat of all, each
honors every other intelligent creature as his e@sequally with
himself occupying his place in the design of thesdfor, and
responsible individually and only to the Creator fioe fulfillment

of that design. Therefore, out of respect to theathr, to his
neighbor, and to himself, he loves his neighboniasself. And this
second eternal truth, equally with the first digtirshes individuality
as an eternal principle.



True Self-Government

This is original government. It is also ultimatevgmment; because
these are first principles complete and absolutel, lBecause they
eternally inhere in the nature and relationships imklligent
creatures. And this government, which is at oncegimal and
ultimate, is simply self-government in reason andod. For it is
only the plainest, simplest dictate of reason tteg intelligent
creature should recognize that to the Creator hesaall; and that,
therefore, subjection and honor are the reasorthlde from him to
the Creator. It is likewise a simple dictate ofs@a that, since his
neighbor equally with himself owes all to the Cogatis neighbor
must be respected and honored in all this as heséifwould desire
to be respected and honored in it.

It is also the simple dictate of reason that, sithese have all been
created, and in their existence owe all to the ©reghis existence
with all its accompaniments in the exercise ofied and powers
should be ever held strictly in accordance withwhieand design of
the Creator; because it is still further the simgietate of reason
that the Creator could never have designed thaetsence, the
faculties, or the powers of any creature shouleéxecised contrary
to His will or outside of His design. Thereforeist the simplest,
plainest dictate of reason that this original alonate government,
which is self-government, is self-government un@ed, with God,
and in God. And this is truly the truest self-govaent.



God has created all intelligences absolutely fide. made man,
equally with other intelligences, to be moral. Ele®m of choice is
essential to morals. To have made an intelligemzble to choose
would have been to make it incapable of free doheréfore, He
made man, equally with other intelligences, freehoose; and He
ever respects that of which He is the Author, teedom of choice.
And when, in the exercise of this freedom of chpa intelligence
chooses that his existence, with its consequenttfas and powers,
shall be spent strictly subject to the will andnhitthe design of the
Creator, and so, indeed, with the Creator and enGheator, this is
In the truest sense strictly and truly self-goveenin

This truth is illustrated for us on both sidessEim heaven Lucifer,
the most exalted creature, standing in such a ha&fjiperfection

that he could unerringly pronounce upon perfectloa-perfect and
most exalted creature chose to exercise his exstewith its

faculties and powers, contrary to the will, andsmle the design of
God. The consegquence was that he instantly bechaenerince of

evil itself, the author of all the long train ofieand woe that is in
this world and that the universe will ever know.

Then to counteract this whole train of evil andédeem this world
from woe, the Son of God, by whom were all thingsated, became
man, was made flesh, and, as man, walked this éartbveal to

man the true way. And when this most exalted Ons thumbled

Himself and came to show the way. He came sayinGdd, His

Father,



"| am your servant; give me understanding, thatalyrknow your
testimonies." (Psalm 119:125)

"l delight to do your will, O my God: yes, your lai within my
heart." (Psalm 40:8)

"l can of my own self do nothing." (John 5:30)
"...the Father that dwells in me, he does the wbdehn 14:10)
"My doctrine is not mine, but his that sent medhid 7:16)

"...He gave me a commandment, what | should sag, vamat |
should speak." (John 12:49)

"For | came down from heaven, not to do my own \valit the will
of him that sent me." (John 6:38)

"My meat is to do the will of him that sent me, atwdfinish his
work." (John 4:34)

"...not my will, but thine, be done." (Luke 12:42)

This He did all of His own free, eternal choice.dAHe not only
showed the way, but He is eternally "the Way":

"... am the way..." (John 14.6)



Thus, original and ultimate government is self-gowneent, under
God, with God, and in God. And upon this earth, yomh

Christianity, as Christianity is in Christ, is fadirthis true self-
government, this original and ultimate government.



Chapter 2
Two Kinds of Government
Man's Choice is Evil

This earth was formed to be inhabited. When it hadn created,
God created man upon it and appointed him to hawairdon
(under God):

"And God said, Let us make man in our image, aftarlikeness:

and let them have dominion over the fish of the sea over the
fowl of the air, and over the cattle, and overthé earth, and over
every creeping thing that creeps upon the ear@ehésis 1:26)

The government of man himself was self-governmerteu God,
with God, and in God; and he was created thus nwane forever.
But he chose to abandon this and to take a coums&acy to the
will, and outside the design, of God. by this cledne fell under the
power of the chief opponent of all government, démel author of
anarchy. But to this usurper of the dominion of da&th and man,
God said,

"And | will put enmity between you and the womangdabetween
your seed and her seed..." (Genesis 3:15)
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Thus God broke up the absolutism of the dominiorbafan over
man; and opened the way for man to return to alems to God, and
SO to true government.

Of the first two sons of the first man, Abel chdbe way of true
government--self-government according to the vaitld within the
design, of God; Cain chose the way of Satan-- they wef
lawlessness, the way of anarchy. And in strict edaoce with the
principle of that way, and in manifestation of tinee spirit of the
originator of that way, and the hater of the pteiof government,
he killed his brother.

Two Classes

Another son was born who chose the way of true goreent-- self-
government according to the will and within theidasof God. This
man, Seth, was allowed to live, and he was succebdethers of
his way. Cain was also succeeded by others of hig. WWhe two

classes continued, and so did the controversy leetlee true and
false government upon the earth; between self-gorvent

according to the will and within the design of Gadl the one side;
and on the other the dominion of the evil ones awléssness
resulting in anarchy. The lawless elements muédlintil:

"The earth also was corrupt before God, and théheaas filled
with violence." (Genesis 6:11)
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This anarchy became so universal that it brouglanup self the

waters of the universal Flood, and so was quenchedl true

government--self-government according to the wit avithin the

design of God in the eight persons who, of alldhgh's inhabitants,
recognized it, in the ark which they had prepameds-preserved by
the waters of the same Flood that quenched thesopp@narchy.
Thus was man preserved alive upon the earth andatte was
perpetuated.

And so the second time the Creator started man thmearth, and
with  him the principle of true government--self-gonment

according to the will and within the design of G@&it in spite of

the demonstration of the fearful results of taking other way, it
was but a short time before that false way wasnaglaosen; again
the two classes were developed; and again theas@ngy arose and
continued between those who on the earth were ssdoto true

government, and those who were not.

Man in Place of God

This refusal to recognize true government, thisusaf of the
individual to hold himself subject to the will amdthin the design
of God, not only continued, but continued to inseaddolatry was
substituted for the recognition of God:

"...when they knew God, they glorified him not asdiGneither were
thankful;, but became vain in their imaginationsd @heir foolish
heart was darkened. Professing themselves to k& thisy became
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fools, And changed the glory of the incorruptibleddnto an image
made like to corruptible man, and to birds, and flmoted beasts,
and creeping things." (Romans 1:21-23)

And in just the degree in which the knowledge ofdGwas
disregarded, the absence of true government wasfestad, and
confusion and lawlessness prevailed.

And in the nature of things, amongst the idolatrarges, the
strongest prevailed.

And when the strong had prevailed they held thegsomhich in the
contest they had gained; and, in the true spirittlud false
government, having abandoned self-government acaprib the
will and within the purpose of God, they assertednohion over
others according to their own will, and in furtheca of their own
design.

And such is the origin of monarchy--the assertidnman in the
place of God--upon earth.

What Idols Are

And it is curious as well as important to noticevhidol atry aided
in this bad development.

First, they did know God, but they rejected Himeylthose not to
glorify him as God, nor to be thankful, nor everrégognize Him.
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Then idols were put in His place. But these idolsravbut the
creation of their own perverse imagination. Thdddeere only the
imagining of their own false conceptions, and sorewbut the
representations of themselves. And when they hathpse idols in
the place of God, the idols being but the repredemis of
themselves, it was perfectly easy and also peyfawditural and
logical that they should presently put themselvethe places of the
idols, as the agents of the idol and the execudbiss will which
from the beginning was but their own will cast foe occasion upon
the idol.

For, strictly and truly speaking, literally the ldwas nothing. All
that it could possibly be was what its creators amshipers
conceived it to be. This conception was altogetheir own. Then,
whatever will, character, or purpose, the idol dopbssibly have
was but the will, character, or purpose of the wi® made it or
worshiped it.

And the idol being helpless to execute this wilt@manifest either
character or purpose, it fell inevitably to the makr worshiper of
the idol, himself to make this manifest.

And since the idol had been put in the place of ,Godl since all
that the idol could ever possibly be was simply witamaker and
worshiper himself was, this was simply to put thenm the
worshiper of the idol, in the place of God.
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And when apostasy had reached this point, confusnohturbulence
had reached the point at which it was only the posfeforce that
could prevail; and the force which prevailed masgintained its
place and power by the assertion of dominion oveers according
to the will and purpose of the one man who exeitted

Thus arose monarchy in the world. In the naturehef case, the
monarch was in the place of God.

Facts of History

Nor is this mere theory; nor yet is it merely pBibphy. It is fact--

fact according to the records of the times in whitis bad

development occurred. For in the earliest recordshe race, in

totally and widely-separated places, such is tleerce In earliest
records in the plain of Shinar, the cradle of theerafter the Flood,
in every instance the ruler bears not the title kofg, but of

"viceroy" of the idol god, which is held to be tyuking. These

records reveal clearly that there had been a timenwhese same
people recognized God as the only King and theRuier.

These records also reveal the fact that these @dwaal not yet gone
so far in apostasy that the one in authority, the who exercised
rulership, could dare to assume positively the tif king. But the
idol which had been put in the place of God cowdnilade to bear
God's title of King and true Ruler; and then thennweho would
usurp the place and prerogative of God over men)dcdeftly
insinuate himself as viceroy, vicegerent, or stin&j of the idol
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god who, in the figment of men, still bore the digrand title of
king.

Such also is the record in earliest Assyria, iniestr Egypt, and
even among our own ancient Anglo-Saxon progenitdree

persistence of the principle is illustrated in domception of king in
our own English language; for among the Englishjeaist, the
kingly houses all claimed descent from the bloothefgods. Every
king was a son of Woden.

Thus, by these widely separated and independemtrd®cit is
demonstrated that the concept of kingship in thedm race was
originally recognized as belonging only to God. Atlis so
exclusively that when idols were put in the pladeGod (which
idols were themselves nothing, but were in factréfeection of the
maker of the idols), this title must abide exclaesy with the
figment, which stood in the place of God.

But as apostasy continued and the asserters odmmand power
over others became more bold, there came Nimredome, and the
first one, who was so bold as to take to himsalffrthe idols the
title and the prerogative of king, which by the mekof the idols
had been taken from God and placed upon the idataise of this
his impious boldness, the name of Nimrod signifiesbellion,
supercilious contempt," and is equivalent to "tkreamely impious
rebel.”
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This is not to say that there should be no goventsjanor is it to
say that there should be no monarchy on eartk.dnhly to say that
without such apostasy there never could have bemrarohy. But
when such apostasy had come, and con sequent dndeuland
violence prevailed, it was better that there shdnddeven monarchy
such as that of Nimrod, than that there should dgavernment at
all, but only anarchy. It were better that thereoudd be such
government as that of Nimrod or of Nero, than thate should be
none on earth. But apostasy must of necessity lpngaway from
true and original government--self-government w#od--before
there could be required such government as th&imiod or of
Nero.
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Chapter 3
The History of Government
The First Arbitrary Ruler among Men

Nimrod was the first "mighty one in the earth." tas the first one
of men to assert power and force, unrestrainedn upen; the first
man to assert the absolutism of authority over men.

This is evident from the fact, as we have seen,ttitse before him
had not the boldness to assume openly and decideellyitle and
prerogative of king, which they knew be longed, right, only to
God. this unwillingness to assume the title of kirand the
willingness to assert authority only as viceroytbé king, even
though their own idols were held to be the kingpvwes the
recognition of the restraint of a superior authgriand the
recognition of that authority above them to whidieyt were
responsible and under which they acted only astagericeroy.

But with Nimrod, all this was thrown off. He him§ekould be
supreme. He would recognize no superior. He alomgldvbe king.
The title and prerogatives of king should mergehim. And this
position was taken by him in view of the fact tha&fore this, the
title and prerogatives of king merged only in Godis was at once
and openly the putting of himself in the place obdG He was
assuming the title, the prerogatives, and the absauthority that
belonged only to God; which only God can exercisge i
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righteousness; and which can be exercised by mbnimma cruel,
wicked despotism.

And all this, which in principle lay in Nimrod's @imption of the
title of king, is demonstrated in his career. Rbgugh Babel was
the city in which, and over the people of which, began the
assertion of this absolute authority and power, lyetwas not
content with the assertion of this over Babel aland leaving it for
others to follow his example in their own partiguéties; but with
Babel he at once grasped by this his kingly autyori

"And the beginning of his kingdom was Babel, ancdh; and
Accad, and Calneh, in the land of Shinar." (Gen£8i40)

Thus he asserted his absolute dominion over théewdfdhe land of
Shinar. Nor was he content even with this. It was enough for
him to be king--supreme, unrestrained monarchleutnust extend
his authority to the farthest limits.

"Out of that land he went into Assyria, and builbh&veh, Rehoboth
Ir, Calah, and Resen between Nineveh and Calahs@éhe is the
great city)." (Genesis 10:11-12)

He was not content with a kingdom only; but he mespand

kingdom into empire, and so assert his authoritytie widest
possible limit, to be indeed supreme and absokgeyg/here.
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With the setting up of Nimrod's kingdom, the entamcient world
entered a new historical plane. The original traditwhich makes
that warrior the first man who wore a kingly crowmaints to a fact
more significant than the assumption of a new oerarof dress, of
even the conquest of a province. His reign intreduto the world a
new system of relations between the governor amgdverned.

The authority of former rulers had rested upontdétieng of kindred,

and the ascendancy of the chief was an image @npalrcontrol.
Nimrod, on the contrary, was a sovereign of teryit@and of men
just as far as they were its inhabitants, and peesve of personal
ties. Hitherto there had been tribes--enlarged lfamtsociety; now
there was a nation, a political community--the &tdthe political
and social history of the world henceforth are idett if not

divergent.

Distinction between Kingship and Imperialism

It is notable, as above remarked, that a pecutiaracteristic of this
impartial sovereignty was the assertion of it prilgaover territory,

and, accordingly, over people as they might be bithats of the
territory. Herein lies the essential distinctiontvieeen kingship and
imperialism.

Nimrod's bold example in assuming the title andqgative of king
in the place of God was promptly imitated everyvehdyut only as
king of a tribe, or associated tribes, or of a .city such an
association there was necessarily involved the acdd¢he consent or
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voice of the people of the tribe or city concernBdt when the
authority and power of king thus asserted over mmanity or a
city was extended over territory, without respextthe tribes or
peoples who might be inhabitants of the territ@yd was asserted
over these simply as a consequence of their beirginwthe
territorial limits claimed, this at a stroke sweptay all idea or
possibility of the people's having any choice oicedn the matter.
And that was but the assertion of the completesssipte
absolutism.

In the first there might be room for some lingeritfgpught of
limitation upon the monarchy, but in the latter] #his was
completely eliminated. This was absolutism complete

And even in this its ultimate phase, Nimrod's be@mple has been
diligently followed ever since. The history of tweorld, even the
history of government and of governments, is aohystonly of
kingdoms expanding into empires; kingships by tloécer of the
people, expanding into imperialism to the exclusball possibility
or thought of the voice of the people; limited matg expanding
into absolute monarchical despotism.

Kudar-Nanhandi, king of Elam, was the first onegeaxford to imitate
Nimrod's imperialism, though his success was srhlakh, king of
Ur, was the next to imitate Nimrod's imperialismgdahe succeeded
in establishing his imperial supremacy over the iH8abylonian
plain. The next one was another king of Elam, Kddgamer--the
Chedorlaomer mentioned in Genesis 14--who surpasesed his
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exemplar; for he succeeded in establishing his rrabpauthority not
only over the whole of the Mesopotamian plain, buéer all the
territory westward to the Mediterranean Sea, andost to the
border of Egypt, and kept it all in subjection faelve years.

And so has proceeded the course of imperialism fXomrod until
now. But having discovered the principle and esakanbharacter of
imperialism, the history and the practice of itlwie discussed in
other studies.
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Chapter 4
The Establishing of Imperialism

It took 1,700 years for imperialism to establiseit in a position of
recognized authority. While the heads of the trilmescollections of
tribes, were all ready to follow the example of Koah in assuming
the title and asserting the power of king; and e/hhe tribes, or
collection of tribes, were willing to recognizegtalaim of the king;
yet no tribe, no collection of tribes, nor any Kkingas willing for a
mo ment to consent to the claim of any one toitlee prerogat ives,
and power of king of kings--imperial absolutism.dAthis persistent
refusal on the part of both the kings and the petplsubmit to any
such power or authority as that of king of kingspkthe imitators of
Nimrod busy for 1,700 years.

The single Bible sentence touching Chedorlaomempire and
experience--

"Twelve years they served Chedorlaomer, and irthiveeenth year
they rebelled.” (Genesis 14:4)

--is the story of the peoples and kings, and isttpgerience of every
would-be king of kings, from Nimrod forward for D@ years. Each
would-be king of kings was compelled to conquer hiay to
imperial dominion; and, after having acquired iasncompelled to
exercise constant watchfulness and activity to taainhimself in
the power which he had gained, against the evelyreand
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persistent disposition of other kings and peopléreak the yoke
and enjoy their native freedom. He was also in @orisdanger of
being swept aside, and his empire possessed, by sthrar aspirant
to empire.

Egyptian Imitators

The most notable of the far-ancient imitators ofmkod and

Chedorlaomer, was King Thothmes llI, of Egypt. HEe geeded In
establishing his power over all the people ancefribnd nations of
the East as far eastward as to the borders of dn Iddeed, the
empire of Egypt was as truly universal in that @sywas that of
Alexander or Rome in their later days. This powaswnaintained,
and people were held in subjection, through thgneiof his three
immediate successors; but in the reign of the fouhte whole

structure went absolutely to pieces.

Every king and every tribe, however petty, brokes® from

Egyptian power and asserted the independence of taive

freedom; and it was not until the time of the thofithis king's
successors that imperial power was against gaigeldgypt. Then
Seti | succeeded in establishing the power of Egyeatr the same
extended territory as had Thothmes IllI; but at @&sath, revolt
occurred in Ethiopia, and Egypt's claim of empiraswdisputed by
the Hittites, the outcome of which dispute wasit ttie king of

Egypt was compelled to enter into a treaty with kineg of the

Hittites, recognizing that nation on an equalityhniEgypt.
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And no sooner had this king passed away than tlypttag empire
went finally to pieces before invading powers, whmunded
dynasties in all parts of the country, sacked amadhdxd the cities,

and compelled the Egyptian people "to bow the nieckings of
foreign rulers."”

An Empire of Peace and By Peace

The next universal empire after that of Egypt wias eémpire of
Israel under Solomon. The conquests and empireolmin®n were
no less extended than were those of Egypt; anéripgre of Israel
under Solomon was as truly universal in that dayvase those of
Egypt and Alexander in their respective days. Yet tonquests
accomplished, and the empire established, by Salomere

altogether by peace. And the power exerted in tkesguests and
the government of this empire was only the powethefpeace, the
wisdom, and the righteousness of God.

"And God gave Solomon wisdom and understanding exing

much, and largeness of heart, even as the sandstloat the sea
shore. And Solomon's wisdom excelled the wisdomalbfthe

children of the east country, and all the wisdomEglypt. For he
was wiser than all men...and his fame was in atlona round

about." (1 Kings 4:29-31)

"And all the kings of the earth sought the presesic€olomon, to
hear his wisdom, that God had put in his heartCljPonicles 9:23)

25



All these kings came to him, not as mere curiosaégkers; but to
recognize his supremacy and to do him honor in it.

"And they brought every man his present, vesselsiloér, and
vessels of gold, and raiment, harness, and sphoeses, and mules,
a rate year by year." (2 Chronicles 9:24)

The "presents" themselves were a recognition oeignty; and
their bringing them as "a rate" and "year by yestbws that they
were an annual tribute rendered to recognitiorhefdovereignty of
Solomon and of the empire of Israel, by "all thegsd of the earth."

It is true, as already stated, that this conquieall the kings was not
by force of arms, and the carnage of battle; y@ts none the less a
fact. For there is more power in the wisdom anditagusness of
God manifested through sincere hearts of men tmamlli the
governments, armies, and weapons of war that tbiddwan ever
know.

But this empire Solomon himself lost, by turningrfr the wisdom
and righteousness of God, and adopting the watisedfieathen. For
immediately, upon Solomon's turning to the waysha heathen,
adversaries arose on every hand; and the empileradl went the
way of all the empires that had been before it.

But in this universal conquest and empire estabdshy the peace,
the wisdom, and the righteousness of God, God dstradad to His
own people what He would have done for the worldHgm, if they
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had been loyal to Him in peace, wisdom, and rigideess, and had
not gone into idolatry and the evil ways of the thea, and then
rejected God and demanded a king "like all theomatl' And in this

God also gave witness to all the nations of théheafrwhat He was
ready, willing, and anxious to do in all the ealken in the great
apostasy that brought kingships, if only those &imguld recognize
Him and serve Him in holiness of heart.

The Subject of the Peoples

This peaceful empire of Israel under Solomon browghespite to
all the nations from the long succession of oppoesf the
despotic imitators of Nimrod. And this inspired thenew with a
love of freedom and government of their own choieis made it
harder for the despotic, world-conquering kingsAegyria to again
establish an empire of the Nimrod stripe.

Yet, in spite of all difficulties, the kings of Agsa In
straightforward succession for 400 years persisteasserted
imperial power, and nothing short of universal aoegt and empire.
And their work was as tedious as it was persisfentthere was not
a king who succeeded to the Assyrian throne who wab
compelled on his own part to conquer all that hissdpcessors had
conquered; and, in many instances, they were coatb& repeat
their conquests year by year throughout their wheilgn.

Shalmaneser I, whose reign was one of the longetste Assyrian
annals, made thirty-three campaigns in the thing-gears of his
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reign; and many of these were made into the samatges and
against the same peoples that his father had cosdjure his reign.
And the work of these two was only the repetitidnwinat their
predecessors had done, and was what their sucsesseare
compelled to do during all the following 300 yeatisrough the
reigns of Tiglath-Pileser, Shalmaneser, Sargonn&arerib, Esar-
Haddon, unto the pinnacle of Assyrian supremacyhe reign of
Assur-banipal. Then Assyria was broken down, amedkihgdom of
Babylon under Nabopolassar and Nebuchadnezzar wzended
into empire by the same means by which the perdigiewer of
former conquests had established the universalreropiAssyria.

And this perpetual hammering during the 400 yedr#\ssyrian

supremacy, which was immediately taken up and ooed by

Babylon, so broke the spirit of the peoples of #meth, that
practically there was no further attempt of thedqueered peoples to
throw off the incubus of imperialism. They subnuttéo the

inevitable, accepted imperial power as final, aeff imperialism

free to manifest itself fully in the world, and $tow what it could
do when it had its own way untrammeled and undesut
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Chapter 5
The Perpetuation of Imperialism

We have seen that by the time of the conquests thued
establishment of empire by Nabopolassar and Nelomgzaar, of
Babylon, the spirit of independence of the peopiad been so
completely broken down that the despotism of empad secured
undisputed sway. This was so effectually accomptisiy Babylon,
that the Scripture plainly defines it as

"...the hammer of the whole earth." (Jeremiah 50:23

And, yet, Babylon had only perpetuated the hammgewh the
peoples which Assyria, with but a brief intervagdhkept up for
more than a thousand years. And this perpetual mamng)
continued by Babylon, had effected at last what ah#itious of
every imperialist, since Nimrod had ever hoped;difent suffering
and submission of all peoples to one predominathtadasolute will.

This work of Babylon in perpetuating the destruetiwork of
Assyria in this respect, is forcibly told in thepegssive words of the
Scripture concerning their dealings with the pesple

"..first the king of Assyria has devoured him; alabkt this

Nebuchadrezzar king of Babylon has broken his htr{@sremiah
50:17)
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While Assyria, in its lust of empire, had fed ifseh the substance
of the peoples, Babylon completed the work by hreakheir bones
and sucking the very marrow. And though a singielof Assyria,
as Sennacherib, might compel the nations and peadplesuch
submission as that, like terror- stricken chickens,

"...there was none that moved the wing, or opeimednhouth, or
peeped.” (Isaiah 10:14)

Yet, when the direct assertion of personal powethag particular
king was passed, all people were prompt to stancaggn for
freedom and independence; but when Babylon, "tmentex of the
whole earth,” had laid upon the nations and peop&rscrushing
strokes, the subjection of all was complete, arartBubmission
final.

And now that the supremacy and absolutism of empag attained
iIn permanency, and the imperial spirit was absblufeee to

demonstrate what it could and would do when entivetrammeled
and undisputed, this was demonstrated to the dall, that in such
measure as to be a perpetual lesson to all petiyaieshould follow,
even to the world's end.

And in order that empire might be saved from whatwvould
certainly do if left to itself, God foretold to alby giving to
Nebuchadnezzar the first head of permanent emairgsion in a
notable dream. In this vision God showed to Nebdokazar that
his empire, though universal and so great, woulduxereeded by
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another, inferior; which would be succeeded by la@gt further
inferior; and that, in turn, by another, yet furtheferior, which
would go all to pieces; and then even the piecaddvoe dashed so
utterly to pieces that they would be

"...like the chaff of the summer threshing flooemd the wind
carried them away, that no place was found for th¢baniel 2:35)

But this could not be believed even from God, bg @rho stood as
the proud possessor of permanent, worldly, impgroaver; and he
undertook to disprove it by setting up againshé imperial idea.

God's Truth versus Human Ambition

To show the gradation and inferiority in the sustas of empires,
the Lord, in the vision, had presented the imagaaf composed of
metals of inferior gradations from head to foot tlead only being
of gold: this head of gold representing the empfrBabylon.

But Nebuchadnezzar could not accept, as correcy, surch

representation as that. accordingly, he, too, ptesea great image,
but all of gold from head to feet; thus excludingsaiggestion that
there should be even any succession of empiresh negs a
gradation of inferiority in succession. This greaage, all of gold,

was but the king's assertion that the golden gdrizis empire of
Babylon should continue forever.

31



And this embodiment of his idea, King Nebuchadnezza up; and
required, under the terrible penalty of a burniigry furnace, that
all the peoples, nations, and languages shoulgaitce

But amongst his subjects there were some servéaiite dlost High

God, who had studied, and who understood, the astto empire.
These being loyal to God, and, therefore, holding) ilea to be the
correct one, refused to accept the imperial iddaerdfore, they
were cast into the burning, fiery furnace, heatedthte highest
possible degree. But God preserved them, and tinee clrth

unscathed, and with not even the smell of fire upp@m. And thus
God not only vindicated their course as rightedus,continued the
truth of His idea of empire and changed the kimgisd and also his
idea of empire.

After this lesson, King Nebuchadnezzar was led ofl;Gout when

he had died the empire shortly demonstrated whatoitd and

would do; that is, sink itself in everlasting ruog intemperance. For
when the abundant tribute of all nations flowecamuninterrupted
stream into the one treasury of Babylon; and thempaent

submission of all nations and peoples had leftgbeernment in

complete idleness so far as military expeditionsewsmncerned; the
imperial classes thus having an endowment of b@ssdivealth and
abundance of idleness, intemperance of every sew @o such a
height that the empire sank in a night in the daimKascivious feast
of Belshazzar, which he made
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"...to a thousand of his lords, and drank wine b=tbhe thousand."
(Daniel 5:1)

And this perfection of ruin was accomplished inyotwenty-three
years from the death of Nebuchadnezzar.

The Medo-Persian Regions
In that night of drunken lasciviousness
"...was Belshazzar the king of the Chaldeans Sléaniel 5:30)

The mighty empire of Babylon sank, and the sucoessei empire
passed to the Medes and Persians.

The Medes and Persians were peoples who had grpvihrough

self-discipline and hardships of natural surrougdinand so, both
by circumstances and by choice, they were a stricgmperate
people. This temperance of the Persians, and tlne v it, was so
well known amongst the neighboring kingdoms, thdtew King

Coesus was contemplating war upon the Persians, abnkis

counselors dissuaded him with the observation:

"Thou art about, O king, to make war against mero wiear
leathern trousers, and have all their other garsnehtieather, and
who feed not on what they like, but on what they gat from a soil
that is sterile and unkindly; who do not indulgewme, but drink
water; who possess no figs nor anything else thgbod to eat."
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And the Medes and Persians knew of the intempearatgse of

Babylon that was surely working her undoing. Andytlunderstood
the situation so well that they calculated uponitiiemperance of
Babylon as a capital element in their plans for ieepg~or when

Cyprus, the leader of the Medo-Persian armies,eaded his troops
at the beginning of his expedition against Babylmsaid:

"Do you know the nature of the enemy you have tal dath?--
They are soft, effeminate, and enervated men; no¢rlsle to bear
either hunger or thirst; equally incapable of stagceither the peril
of war or the sight of danger; whereas, you thatimured from your
infancy to a sober and hard way of living--to ybsay, hunger and
thirst are but the sauce and the only sauce toyeails; fatigues are
your pleasure; danger your delight."

It is further said of the Persians that "the ordpd allowed either
the children or the young men, was bread, cresses,water; for
their design was to accustom them early to temperand sobriety.
Besides, they considered that a plain, frugal dwthout any

mixture of sauces or ragouts would strengthen dugy land lay such
a foundation of health as would enable them to enthe hardships
and fatigues of war, to a good old age."

And Herodotus declares that before their conquests

"the Persians possessed none of the luxuries ightkebf life."
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This is the people who succeeded to the world eampithe placed
of the idolatrous, luxurious, drunken, lascivioimperial power of
Babylon.

But when Medo-Persia had succeeded to the impaaddd-position
and power of Babylon, again empire demonstratedigely all that
absolute empire in permanency could do. the inldduaxperience
and lessons of both the principle and practiceeafpgerance were
forgotten. The principles and the experience ofpe@mance were all
swept away; and that which was a new order of thtegthem, the
untold wealth in the uninterrupted stream of trébfrom all peoples
and nations, governmental idleness by the subnmmigdiall na tions,
and the consequent intemperance, carried this eropir the same
course that Babylon had gone to ruin. Indeed, efmthhistory
records that

"to such a height was their luxury grown, that theguld have the
same magnificence and enjoy the same pleasureigllanéss in the
army as in the king's courts, so that in their wheskings marched
accompanied by their wives, their concubines, dnthair eunuchs.
Their silver and gold plate, and all their richrfitare was carried
after them in prodigious quantities; and, in shait,the equipage
and utensils so voluptuous a life requires... Thisxuty and

extravagance rose in time to such an excess aslitilé better than
downright madness."
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The Succession of Greece

And to this excess of intemperance the Persianrengaink, so had
Babylon before her. The Persian empire sank bedoaher new
people, accustomed to hardships, and though notstgotly
temperate as were the Medes and Persians in theofddlyeir
succession to empire, yet, so far more so than wherd’ersians at
their last, that they could be called a temperatspfe. For when the
Greeks first met the Persians at Marathon, andréeds well as
afterward, it is recorded of them that they were

"well disciplined troops under skilful and expered commanders;
soldiers accustomed to temperance, whose bodiesinged to toll
and labor, and rendered both robust and active mstiing and
other exercises practiced in that country."

But the glory of wealth and luxury of empire thainte to the
Greeks, immediately robbed them equally of theiw@o Their
mighty king, who won the world-empire before he \aisty-three,
perished as the result of a drunken bout; the empas broken to
pieces, was held in four parts, then in two, buingathe same
course of empire--vast wealth, abundance of id&nesnd
consequent intemperance--till

"...the transgressors are come to the full" (DaBi28),

and again empire, having demonstrated precisely albae empire
was and will do when it can have its own way inigpdted sway,
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perished; and in its place there came empire byhanmew people,
built up by hardships, self-discipline, and temper
Roman Dominion

For at the time when the Romans were rapidly stepp the very
height of world-empire, three ambassadors were Isgnhe senate
to the king of Egypt in his capitol. In their honitve king spread a
banguet of

"...all the variety of the most sumptuous fare.,Yeéy would touch
nothing more of it than was useful, and that in thast temperate
manner for the necessary support of nature, degpal the rest as
that which corrupted the mind as well as the baahygl bred vicious
humors in both."

Such was the moderation and temperance of the Romaihis

time. And hereby it was that they at length advdrtbeir State to so
great a height. In this height would they havd stintinued could
they have retained the same virtues. But when fheisperity and
the great wealth attained thereby, became the meccdkat they

degenerated into luxury and corruption of manniiesy drew decay
and ruin as fast upon them as they had beforeryietiod prosperity,
till at length they were undone by it. Being so oné, the empire of
the Romans sank in annihilating ruin as had thei@sbefore it.

Such is the repeatedly demonstrated course of empind thus it is
also repeatedly demonstrated that such is precaalyonly what
absolute empire in permanence can and will do.
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Chapter 6
Character of Earthly Monarchy

We have studied the principles, the origin, anddabkgential nature
of monarchy. Monarchy being the recognized systedln o
government, it was in essence the same everywhetrehere were
varieties of form which, in practice, made the ®$stve monarchies
different, and in some things peculiar.

Since, in its very inception, the assertion of miohg was the
assumption of the title and prerogatives of Golleitame necessary
for the monarch, in supporting this pretensiorsaparate himself as
far as possible from the people, and to surroumdséif with an
atmosphere of exclusiveness and pseudo-divinityd ameed,
personally, to assert divinity. This was the cag@ Wimrod; and in
this also he was imitated by the world-kings, asythlso imitated
him in the manifestation of the imperial spirit.

This is illustrated more fully in the kings of Egyjman in any other
ancient nation. The sun was held to be the gredt god in Egypt

the kings professed to be the very impersonatiothefsun-god.

They claimed identity with the sun-god, and mustalbldressed as
"sun-god." For instance, Thothmes lll, the foundethe Egyptian

empire, inscribes himself as

"Son of the Sun, Thothes Ill, Giver of Life, likeg Sun forever."
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And, again, "Giver of Life like the Sun eternal."

The governors must address the king of Egypt as "Hihg, my
Lord, my Sun-God,"

and say,

"At the feet of my Lord, my Sun-God, seven timesgesel prostate
myself."

In the records of Egypt, letter after letter fromvgrnors to the king
open with the words, for instance,

"To the king, my Lord, my Sun-God, | speak, eveRih- Adda, thy
servant; at the feet of my Lord, my Sun-God, sdimes seven do |
prostrate myself."

And again,

"To the great king, the king of the world, I, therngant of the mighty
Lord, to the king, my Lord; at the feet of my Loithe Sun-God,
seven times seven | prostrate myself."

As he was the "giver of life," the people were sag®d to receive
from him "the breath of their nostrils." As, forstance, on a certain
occasion it is recorded of the chiefs of a conqui@auntry, making

their submission,
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"Then the chiefs of that land came bringing the alistibute,
adoring the spirits of His Majesty, asking breaihtheir nostrils of
the greatness of His power and the importance sfHirits."

Being so great, he must be beheld by the massqfd¢bple afar off,
and was approachable only by the inner ones ofgthdation of
royal circles. For instance, when one of the kihgsl decided to
establish and build a temple, and wanted to cotweyen the royal
masons and the sacred sculptors his purpose, hedmughus:

"Then His Majesty ordered that orders should beemjito the
superintendent of the royal masons, who were with, land the
sacred sculptors."

Here are plainly no less than two, or possibly eéhrgradations
between the king and even the royal masons an@édaculptors.
What, then, must have been the distance betweenMidjesty" and
the daily toiling masses.

Not in every monarchical nation or world-empire the king stand
at this extreme of idolatrous "Majesty." But withniNod and the
kings of Egypt it was so; and with the kings of Yss it was hardly
less than so. For, eleven hundred years beforestChirglath-Pileser
|, of Assyria, published himself as

"the powerful king, the king of hosts who has nals, the king of
the four zones, the king of all kinglets, the kiofj lords, the
shepherd of princes, the king of kings, the exalpenphet....The
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faithful shepherd, proclaimed lord over kingletfie t supreme
governor whose weapons Assur has predestinated,fandhe
government of the four zones has proclaimed hiseranmever."

Two hundred years after this, another king of Assyroclaimed
himself

"Assur-natsir-pal, the powerful king, the king obdts, the king
unrivaled, the king of all the four regions of therld, the Sun-God
of multitudes of men...who has overcome all the titaales of
men...who has established empire over lands,..dbpreme
judge...who has established empire over all thelduamightiest
among the gods am I."

His son and immediate successor, Shalmaneser diglgmmed
himself,

"Shalmaneser, the king of the multitudes of memhhpriest of
Assur, the powerful king, the king of all the fowgions, the Sun-
God of the multitudes of mankind, who governs incalntries; the
son of Assur-natsir-pal, the supreme priest, etc.;

In Babylon and Later Empires

It does not appear that in the Babylon of Nebuchadar this self-
exalted "Majesty" was so boastingly proclaimed; that the spirit
of it was manifested there is shown by the scrgtum which king
Nebuchadnezzar openly and positively set up hia @gainst the
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known idea of the God of heaven. It is further mesied in the
instance in which, after king Nebuchadnezzar haapieted the
building of his great temples and his mighty work€Babylon, he
again set himself against the God of heaven ildaest,

"...Is not this great Babylon, that | have built the house of the
kingdom by the might of my power, and for the honafi my
majesty?" (Daniel 4:30)

But Nebuchadnezzar had an experience which huntogride
and annihilated his self-exaltation, and led hinngcognize the true
God in truth, and that

"...the most High rules in the kingdom of men, agdes it to
whomever he will." (Daniel 4:32)

But this was all forgotten by the successors ofudeladnezzar; and
blasphemous defiance of God reached its culmingtogt that last
night of Babylon when there appeared the mystigdis of a man's
hand over against the candle stick upon the plastie wall:

"God has numbered your kingdom, and finished ibuYare
weighed in the balances, and are found wantingah{€&l 5:26)

And in that night of blasphemous defiance of Godpyon sank
forever.
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There was in the kingdom of Babylon a feature tludtall the
empires of ancient or modern times, is peculianalto Babylon;
excepting only at the seat of the Babylon of modenes. The king
of Babylon required of the subject kings of his ldegmpire that
their thrones should be in Babylon, ranged with tiim@ne of the
king of Babylon, and in gradation according to tlegree of their
Importance on their own part, and their favor is $ight.

In the kings of the empire of the Medes and Pesstha pride and
idolatrous self-exaltation of "His Majesty" was duled in Darius
the Mede, and Cyrus the Persian, by their recagnitf the true
God and their submission to Him. And this self-éxtadn never did
rise in Persia to anything like the height it haichiaed in Babylon,
Assyria, Egypt, and Shinar.

But when in the imperial succession we come to Grewe find it

again in full measure. It was Philip of Macedon whofied Greece
and paved the way for Alexander's imperial sucoes#And both he
and his wife aspired to divinity. She was a baceaklian devotee,
and indulged in the ceremonies of magic and in¢amaAnd Philip

was in the very act of celebrating his own divintynen he was
slain by the hand of an assassin; for he was attbenent making a
grand and majestic entrance into the great and dwdwtheater,
having been preceded only shortly before by a @m®ioa of the
twelve great gods, and immediately after them tiaéus of Philip

himself as the thirteenth god.
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Coming from such a parentage as this on both sidissnot strange
that there should be manifested in their son, Aleea the Great,
that insatiable aspiration to be a god which charame=d his whole
public career.

The same thing was repeated in the monarch of é&x¢ world-

empire, that of Rome. For when the Roman empirachwhkvas

originally a government of the people, had fallena one-man
power, the very first one was declared by the i®gmatives of that
people to be no more Caius Julius a man, but Diulsis a god.
And they voted that a temple should be built fa worship of him,
and they named one of their party to be the pnasd should
conduct this worship. And then when they murder@u khey

continued the same thing to the man who succeedadirhthe

government and made permanent that world-monarchy.

Then when Rome fell and the barbarians of Germastgbéshed
their ten kingdoms upon her ruin, these all trattexigenealogy of
their kings to their one great ancestor, the godi&vio The kingly
houses all claimed descent from the blood of thdsgo

Beyond all this, upon the ruin of Rome and overrianarchies of
the barbarian invasions and their final settlemein¢ bishop of
Rome asserted kingship in the church and rose friaism in
ecclesiastical power. In this also there was caoeiih the old
usurpation of the place and power, the title arefq@atives of God,;
the same persistent idolatrous claim and assesfitime attributes of
divinity; and the same old self-exaltation. Onlyrdnébeyond all
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heights that ever were before, the pride and seaift&ion of
monarchy and imperialism was asserted above dlighalled God
or that is worshiped, declaring in the face of &wwed exclusive
know ledge of the supreme God, that "he is God":

"Who opposes and exalts himself above all thataieed God, or
that is worshipped; so that he as God sits in émpte of God,
shewing himself that he is God." (2 Thessaloniad$ 2

Such is the character and course of monarchy dh.esnd that the
exercise of governmental prerogative by such poagethis, from
Nimrod to Pius X., must be a persistent successfotespotisms,
was in the nature of things a certainty. And thegmbtism was so
persistent and steady that to attempt a story @forild be but a
constant repetition as steady as has been thisstory of the nature
of monarchy, and far more wearisome.
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Chapter 7
Self-government in Rome

By Nimrod and his imitators in Egypt, Assyria, Bany, Medo-
Persia, Grecia, and earliest Rome, monarchy anerialgm had
made themselves so obnoxious that mankind was ebetpltired
of them, and, as a consequence, the people of Rtmoe up and
took the lead in behalf of all the people of therldion repudiating
every principle of imperialism, monarchy, and Kkinigs and
asserted, in behalf of the world, the principlegofrfernment of the
people. They declared that the people were capatbipoverning
themselves; they needed no man set over them tonwhey must
be in subjection, do obeisance, and pay tribute.

The people of Rome did this in behalf of mankintley espoused
this principle for the good of themselves and thwM world. They

stood as the conservators of liberty for mankind] as the leaders
of the nations to the blessings of liberty and gogernment.

The principle of government of the people assebgdRome was
intended as the true and ultimate principle of gorent. But in
truth it fell far short of this, for, as we haveesethe true principle
of government is self-government un- der God, wibd, and in
God. But the principle of self-government announbgdrome was
that of self-government without God; self-governmaitogether of
self; self-government wholly on the human basis.
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Yet, though it was only this, and though it was gaort of the true
principle, the government of Rome was far bett@ntAny human
government that had been since the first apostaggalatry and
monarchy.

In the first ages of their government of the pepphe Romans
understood the true principle of temperance, wihiiehally is only
self-control. And they practiced accordingly, as wave seen
illustrated in the instance of the ambassadorfi¢oking of Egypt,
who, at the royal banquet of all Egyptian luxury atainties spread
in their honor, chose only the plainest of what wafre them, and
partook of this in the most frugal manner, refusatighe rest as that
which tended only to corrupt both mind and bodyd @ao breed
vicious humors in both. And because of adherenceth&se
principles, it is deservedly recorded of the Ronthias

"they possessed the faculty of self-government béyany people
of whom we have historical knowledge,"

with the sole exception of the Anglo-Saxons.
Degeneracy and the Cause

As a natural consequence, the government of Roree)gba
government of the people, was the freest and ths baman
government of all ancient times, so long as theyntamed the
principle of self-government, even only on the harbasis, but just
as soon as they failed in the government of tharaseko soon the
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Roman government failed; because, of all formsasegnment, that
form known as the government of the people or épeiblican form,
depends most vitally upon the integrity of the wndwal in
governing himself.

Because of faithfulness to principle, the governimeh Rome
prospered and grew into the mightiest nation ofaaltient times.
And so she could have continued had the Roman ggatlo were
truly the government, individually continued to gon themselves.

But the Roman people were not content to goverg ttdmselves.
They took it upon themselves to govern other peogha in this

they abandoned the principles of self-governmemtd Avhen the
other people, to whom the senate and people of R@derofessed
to extend the blessings of liberty and self-govexnitnchose to act
upon the principle, and assumed the prerogativegaserning

themselves, the Roman people, having announcduketavorlid and
having es poused, in behalf of the world, the ppilec of self-

government, government of the people, absolutdlysesl to allow

any of those people to govern themselves. The Ropwople,

committed to the principle of self-government, @ehit to other
people, and insisted upon governing them in spitthemselves,
upon the principle that

"they were not capable of self-government.”

The Roman people, who themselves were first godehyekings,
and who had cast off kings and repudiated kingshipd had

48



immediately established government of the peopl®nuphe

principle that they were entirely capable of gowegnthemselves,
asserted dominion over other peoples, and re fesed to allow

them to attempt to govern themselves, when thdser gteoples, as
the Roman people, and with the assistance of tmeaR@eople, had
cast off kings and repudiated kingships, upon Reme/n principle

of their capability to govern themselves.

When the Roman people had thus completely repuliiie last
essence of the principle of self-government, oregoment of the
people, she was lost; there was absolutely nothindpold her,
nothing to keep her from following the identicalucse of all the
imperial powers before her. For when Rome had sphest power
over other peoples, and repudiated her own estgnmireiple of
government in refusing that principle to them, thvas but to
espouse and assert the same old imperialistic iplen¢hat had
afflicted the world form Nimrod to her own day, awtiich she had
repudiated in espousing the principle of self-gowsent--
government of the people.

A Harvest of Greed and Corruption

When the Roman people collectively repudiated thein essential
principle of government, they lost from themselvedjvidually, the

benefits of the restraining power of that principfend when from
her many conquests, through their native habitsthoift and

economy in self-support, the first consequencestifgovernment,
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"money poured in upon them in rolling streams dfigo

the getting of money by any means, lawful or unldwbecame the
universal passion.

"Money was the one thought, from the highest senatthe poorest
wretch who sold his vote in the Comitia."

And, with the restraint of self-control annihilatedthe repudiation
of the principle of self-government, all this abande of wealth was
spent only in the indulgence of luxury of everydin

"Wealth poured in more and more, and luxury grewrano
unbounded. Palaces sprang up in the city, castlaea country,

villas at pleasant places by the sea, and parks fishponds, and

game-preserves, and gardens, and vast retinuesvainss."

All this indulgence of luxury inevitably resultec ia vast sea of
idleness, depravity, and debauchery. And that ggopbmmitted

originally to the principle of self-government inet world, and who
originally possessed the faculty of self-governmmetond all other
people of ancient times, became the most abandmnedery kind

of depravity and vice, and was sunken in intemperahe farthest
from any thought of self-government.

"No language can describe the state of that capiftal the civil
wars. The accumulation of power and wealth gawe tesuniversal
depravity. Law ceased to be of any value...Theatdabric was a
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festering mass of rottenness, the people had beagmo@ulace, the
aristocracy was demoniac, the city was a hell. Nme& that the
annals of human wickedness can show was left uepatpd. The
higher classes on all sides exhibited a total e&tin of moral

principle; the lower were practical atheists."

Past Reformation

So complete and so universal was the depravity ttiatfew who
retained any sober thought on the subject "desgyri
acknowledged that the system itself was utterly pae."

It was truly past cure, or even amelioration, framy earthly or
human source. And when the corruption had reachetl & depth of
depravity that from it men could con clude onlytthiahere were a
God, He must surely let loose His judgments and ieradl, just

then--instead of letting loose His judgments inihitating ruin, He

opened full and free the fountain of His love, and

"...gave his only begotten Son that whosoever bediein Him
should not perish, but have everlasting life." @3HL6)

Jesus, the Son of God, came into the Roman woaldwhs sunken
in iniquity and corruption. He came into that Romaorld which
was dominated by that people who were so utterysipe from
their own original espousal of the principle offsgdvernment. And
He came to reveal to that people and to all mankma true
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principle of self-government in very truth--selfsxgggnment under
God, with God, and in God.

And He did reveal it. He sent His apostles into tak world to
preach it

"...to every creature." (Mark 16:15)

And when one day one of His apostles stood facade with a
representative Roman who had sent for that apastiéear him
concerning the faith in Christ, that apostle, iregmhing to that
representative Roman the truth of the true faitGnist,

"...reasoned of righteousness, self-government, jaddment to
come." (Acts 24:25)

That apostle of Christ, talking to that represemégaRoman, to that
man who was a chief representative of that govemroaginally
founded upon the principle of self-government,fegh in the spirit
of truth the true principle of self-government. Thepresentative
Roman "trembled," as he saw not only how far stim@tpeople had
come in their original conception of the principlef self-
government, but how infin itely farther short thesople were now.

As that representative Roman saw the heavenly Ypeaa infinite

value of the true principle of self-government tssiin truth, and
that in all consistency he should espouse it, Aatltb do so meant
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the utter abandonment of all that Rome had bectmsewas also an
element in his trembling.

And though God so graciously sent, and Christ sallii brought,
and the apostles and early Christians so faithfpllgached to the
people of Rome the full reality and vital sub seand the essential
truth of the principle of government which the pkopf Rome had
originally espoused, yet, instead of readily recoigig it and gladly
accepting it, they absolutely repudiated it, andsgeuted to the
death the principle and all who espoused it.

But most deplorable of all was that there camepastasy,
"...afalling away," (2 Thessalonians 2:3)

even amongst those who espoused in the name o$tChis true
principle of self-government. These unfaithful oredso held the
principle only in the mere profession, and uponyatile human
basis. These also, instead of governing themsatatarally enough
manifested the ambition to govern others, assemntrtigis "a kind of
sovereignty for themselves," and even beyond thisy extended
their ambition to dominate the civil power. Theydsa

"Let the government, let the imperial power, esgotigee Christian
religion; let it ally itself with the church; let receive through the
church the true principle of government. Thus wilhttain to true
government indeed; and thus shall the kingdom af Gome."
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Their words were accepted. Their scheme was adoBtegolitical

means the empire was made "Christian." The naneefotims, and
the profession of Christianity were adopted aswhg to salvation,
and so became only a cloak to cover the originglity; so became
only the form of godliness, under which to increasgo more
ungodliness. Then and thus Ro man apostasy anditinigttained
its ultimate; and the di vine judgments of desiarcdid now fall in

annihilating ruin "upon this nominally Christianutbessentially
heathen world."

Wave after wave of a mighty flood of the barbariafighe north
swept out of existence the empire and people of d&otBelf-
government" on the human basis, "self-governmenttiout God,
had demonstrated itself a complete failure.
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Chapter 8
The Decline of Self-government in Rome

Last week we studied the principle of governmenthsf people,
self-government, as illustrated in the governmdnRome. In that
study we found that government of the people wasdgpractical,
and effectual, the best of all governments of arictemes, in all
respects--so long as the people really governeaigbkres. Of all
forms of government, that of government of the peapepends
most upon the integrity of the individual, upon theividual's
loyalty to the principle of governing himself. Akt as soon as the
individuals fail in governing themselves, governmehthe people
Is lost, and must be succeeded by some other form.

This subject, as illustrated in the history of Ronse worthy of

further study, especially in the United States,adonse the United
States was founded upon the principles of self-govent,

"government of the people, by the people, andHerneople."

And the study of government of the people, amotigsiery people
who possessed the faculty of self-government beydingeople of
whom we have historical knowledge, except onlyAhglo-Saxons,
must, in the nature of things, supply most valudessons for the
people of this nation, whose government was foundsd a
government of the people.

Government of the people must, in the nature aofgsi be the best
of all governments, when the people really goveantselves. Also,
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in the nature of things, government of the peoplstbe the worst
of all governments, when the people fail to govilemselves. For,
when the government is of the people, and the pefagito govern,
then there is practically no government; and thg aliernative that
then remains is either:

« anarchy - which is no government; or else

e despotism - a government of such a character th#t w
effectually govern a populace that will not govramselves.

It may be a despotism of the majority, it may baéeapotism of the
minority, it may be a despotism of a few, or ewan or three, or it
may be a despotism of only one; but whether ofntlagority, or the
minority, of only two or three, or of only one,nitust be, and it will
inevitably be, a despotism. And through all thesadgtions the
Roman Government of the people went in its degeyera

The first of all elements in self-government isfsmnial. The
exclusion of self-indulgence is temperance in hihgs. This we
find as a characteristic in the earliest governnwdrihe people of
Rome. The next vital element in self-governmensedf-support.
Self-support, equally with self-denial, is insegdea from self-
government. This also was a characteristic of thdiest Roman
Government of the people.

Individual industry and frugality, therefore, ardet essential
elements in any system of practical self-governmémid, as we
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have seen, the Roman people held in faithfulnesth lloese
essential elements of self-government. Their selfegnment was
the greatest success, in every respect, of all hugmwernments
before the rise of that only other government of tieople, the
republic of the United States.

In such a government of the people, a governmerdravieach
governs himself, the formal government easily bezowf that sort
which is acknowledged to be the best, and which been most
aptly described in the sentence,

"The best government is the one which does thé¢ ¢tgafrning."

In such a case, the formal government exists, suestercised solely
for protection of the individual in his rights ofd and property,
while the individual governs and supports himselid athe
government. For, upon the principle that governmesniof the
people, the formal government is a creation ofgéeple. It is but a
device, a piece of political machinery, framed a&d up by the
people, by which they would make themselves secoreghe
enjoyment of the inalienable rights which theymikssessed as men
capable of governing themselves, and exercising dapability in
the actual government of themselves.

So, with the system complete, it stands: individgalernment, and
collective protection. And since individual goveram, self-
government, involves self-support, the completéesysstands: self-
help and governmental protection.
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Assuming to Govern Other People

Such was the system of the Roman Government géebple at the
first, and by virtue of which it was the freest gavment, therefore
the best government, and by which it grew to be dheatest
government, then in the world.

But when that nation assumed the prerogative oegomg other
people than themselves, and, to do this, repudiateidself its own

original and vital principle; and when into theipaal treasury there
came from conquered provinces and plundered peoplagense

wealth in great, rolling streams of gold; and witie® more fortunate
individuals multiplied their wealth in boundless aseare, and the
positions, powers, and favors of the governmenievadsorbed by
these, as well as boundless luxury indulged by theren all this

passed steadily before the eyes of all, the inleMdteesult was that
the great mass of the less fortunate, the onef/ std@endent upon
their daily labor, and the poor --these followed #xample of the
rich and luxurious ones, and abandoned self-goventnand with

self-government abandoned self-help, and demandedrigmental

help. But when the government was a governmerntiepeople, the
demand by the people for governmental support waselyn the

advocacy of Socialism.

There was however at the first a condition, und®mrec of which
governmental support could be pleaded withoutfitappearing to
be socialistic. That condition was that the vasalieof the public
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treasury was not gathered from the people by taxabut came as
tribute and by plunder from conquered nations.

The plea and the campaign for governmental suppeas

successful; not at first in having money or eveav@ons given
direct to the people, but in the expenditure of gelic money for
the distribution of land to the people. Vast suneraevthus spent.
Then great numbers of people were, free of expanseemselves,
placed upon well-improved lands.

But this failed; because, when they were upon &amel,| they must
support themselves by their own efforts, and thag hll by far

followed the example of the rich and luxurious,tttieeir own work

on the lands that were given them would not sugply means
which they required to keep up the rate of livingiethh they must
maintain. And, living beyond their means, they imed debt, then
had to borrow from the rich to pay their debt; amdborrowing

what they must have, they mortgaged their claimmugpe land.

Accordingly, it was but a comparatively short tirbefore their
lands were all gone, and they were again clamoriog

governmental support. Then, in answer to these ailgnthe same
thing was done by the government again, and wighstime result
again. Then, again, the clamors arose; againsgdhrernment did
the same thing, with again the same result.
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The Failure of Socialism

When this had been followed in the same round séuvenes, it
became apparent to the public authority that suato@se was
practically useless. Also the beneficiaries werartilg tired of it,

because it did not relieve them from the necessdityork with their

hands in self-support. Therefore, the scheme wsodtinued.

But those who insisted upon governmental supparndt cease the
demands for governmental support. They next redqutret the
government should establish public granaries frdamckvthe people
should be supplied with grain at a merely nominains It was
argued that this would be in no wise different rmgiple from that
which had already been done in the supplying ofl.ldh could
hardly be more expensive, and being much more tdiveauld be
much less complicated. There were always plentyenfiagogues to
urge these claims of the populace, and so to hiénitselves to
popular favor and governmental place.

With the enthusiastic clapping of every pair of pband in Rome, a
law was secured which decreed that public granastesuld be
established in Rome, to be filled and maintainethatcost of the
State, and that from these the wheat should be teolithe poor
citizens at a merely nominal price. This was pcatly

governmental support of the populace, becausentheediate effect
was to gather into the city a mob of needy, unegwaovoters,
living on the charity of the State, to crowd thecas, and to clamor
at the elections, available, no doubt, immediatelgtrengthen the
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hands of the popular tribune, but certain, in toegl run, to sell
themselves to those who could bid highest for theices.

And each voter could sell his vote for a sum sidht to keep him
constantly well supplied with provisions form thabfic granaries.
Then, as the populace existed in practical idlgnés next thing
was that the State must supply games and spectacidisthe time
of the idle crowd sufficiently to prevent mischiesodesigns that
would threaten the government.

As before remarked, the open practice of Socialsmuld be
avoided, so long as the public treasury was sugphph@dh money
from conquered nations; but when all the nationsl Hmeen
conquered, and the supply was not sufficient, theras found that
the scheme was absolutely socialistic in pracasdn the beginning
it was in principle. For when the supply of moneythe public
treasury from conquered provinces proved insufficgidy public
devices and decrees the needed sums were simpgn tak
confiscation from those who had money.

Conflicts between Capital and Labor

But, while events were reaching this final pointther
accompanying and strictly logical in which had gaira permanent
hold upon the government, and, with this had cdmtieitterly away
from government of the people. In the progresshif socialistic
principle, there was a constant struggle betweenrith and the
poor, between capital and labor, between goverrathemtler and
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anarchy. When the rich, or capital, held the powiee, poor and
laboring classes were oppressed. When the pophé&ddhe power,
the rich were oppressed.

In this see-saw for the possession of power capiad the

advantage, because the senate was always on ¢éhefsidpital, and
the senate was always in existence, and, therafopgyssession of
power. Besides, owing to the fact that the elestiere annual, the
ascendancy of the people was but spasmodic aegie\When some
leader, who could carry the multitude with him, septhe people
would arise, and carry everything before them. Bdten the

particular occasion was passed, or the leadernfallee people
would drop back into the old, easy way. The elesiovere never
without riot, but the senate would gradually regalhits former

power, which it would use still more oppressivaiyévenge for the
checks which had been put upon it, and the insuh&h it had

received when the populace was in power.

Despotism

Thus, when the populace was in power, it was aatissp of the

majority; and when the senatorial party was in powewas a

despotism of the minority. Yet, it must in justibe observed that
the despotism of the senatorial party, the partgroperty, was not
SO0 great as was the despotism of the majority. iAndstice it must

also be admitted that the violence and excessegfiance of law
and order, of the populace, whether in power or, compelled

despotism on the part of the government.
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For instance: The senate absolutely abolishedréues-union; but
to this the senate was driven by the fact thatughothese unions
had been originally formed only for mutual benegfit in the times
which we are now considering they had become ngtht
political clubs, and had become so dangerous tpegotyp and even
to life, that, for the security of both propertyddife, it was essential
that they should be absolutely abolished.

And this but illustrates the truth that, though gwernment was a
despotism, whether the majority (the populaceherrinority (the

senatorial party) was in power; yet, the despotgnthe minority

was, in a degree, less heavy than was that of #jerity; for the

majority, possessing nothing, had no kind of regpec any

consideration, whatever, for the rights of propey that they

cared for was to get what they could. With the pape the chief
consideration was how to get more, and whatevenm#dsey could

employ for this purpose was to them perfectly prope

On the other hand, the senatorial party was prexemly the party
of property. Therefore, even their own instinctsselff-preservation
required of them that they should have respecthto rights of

property. And this principle also acted as a chatkhe temper and
despotism of that party. Yet, with this exceptitre minority could

no more be trusted than could the majority.
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Extra-constitutional Power

Finally the contention between these two partiegsabe so
continuous and so violent that, for the very existe of society,
there had to be created a power which would beegkcn both;
and, under the circumstances, upon the principlgoeernment of
the people, even extra-governmental.

Under the circumstances of the alternate despatisthe majority
and of the minority, it was essential that thereusth be organized a
power which should be constantly active, and sarixd the power
of the senate, and hold in check its despotic tecids, and also be
able to hold in check the despotic sway of the nigjo

Already it had appeared more than once that thigepday in the
veterans of the triumphant, but disbanded, armiasg; it was
impossible, at the first, to rule openly by the powf the army. And
since this feature must be shaded, the logic oftiuation was that
a coalition should in some way be formed, represgnthe
contending parties, with the understanding theoutld depend upon
the army for support. And the logic of the situatiwsas met by the
formation, B.C. 60, of

A Triumvirate,

representing both capital and labor, and includigarmy. Caesar
was the idol of the populace, and had the confidaerfcthe trades-
union, which, after having been abolished by theate were fully
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restored when, in the turn of the political whahe populace held
governmental power.

Crassus was the riches individual in the Roman dyoaind he
represented the combinations of capital, the fasroéthe taxes, and
the moneyed class, generally, who were not of dility.

Pompey, one of the mightiest leaders of her arithias Rome had
yet known, was the idol of the soldiers, who, tHougpt at the
moment organized in legions with arms in their |ndere,
nevertheless, a mighty political power; and, if essty should
demand, could be made, in a day, a mighty miligaoyer.

These three men, representing labor, capital, ded soldiery,
covenanted together that no proceedings shouldldeeal to take
place in the commonwealth without the consent ochea the three
contracting parties. United, they constituted a @oleyond all the
resources of the common wealth to cope with.

Thus the first triumvirate became an accomplistaed. fAnd, though
there were a few expiring struggles, the powehefRoman senate,
and also of the Roman people, was at that mometntally gone
forever. Government of the people had been uttesdgted, and
government was now merged in three individuals,hwine
controlling mind among the three, and that mindrthed of Julius
Caesatr.
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But the government did not long remain in this fo@nassus, in an
expedition against the Parthians, was slain, andgtead of the
triumvirate being preserved by the selection ofta@oin the place
of Crassus, the two that remained, separated, @ndrily question
and the contest was as to which of these two shalaide be the
government. The senate stood with Pompey, the popdupported
Caesar, the army was divided, the more powerful gapporting

Caesar. Civil war followed, in which Caesar was rgwdere

success ful. Pompey was defeated and slain, ansb€Camod alone
as head of the Roman world, himself alone the gowent. Not

only was

Government of the People Gone,

not only was government of the classes gone, ndy @ras
government of a few gone--all government was gond b
government by one.

The senate, seeing what had come, formed a coogpoaave the
republic in the destruction of the government by éissassination of
him who, by the direct logic of affairs, was alothe government.
For affairs had reached that point in the RomaneSidere a one-
man power was inevitable. And, though to avoid thes senate had
killed the one man who was that power, and thermae who, of all

the Roman na tion, was most capable of exercigiag gower, the

reality and permanency of a one-man power, andiyhaine worse

than he, was only the more hastened by the verymsnedich they

had employed for the purpose of preventing it.
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This they themselves realized, as soon as they evim the
dream in which they had done the desperate deegrdCexactly
defined the situation, and gave a perfect outlingn@® whole history
of the times, when, shortly after the time of tharder of Caesar, he
bitterly exclaimed:

"We have killed the king; but the kingdom is wit still.
We have taken away the tyrant; the tyranny survives

That tyranny survived in the breast of every mamRome; and the
only question was, which one should be the tyrarguch a degree
that he could dominate the tyranny of all the ather

This was very soon decided; for, immediately upos murder of
Caesar, a second triumvirate was formed--Mark Ayitdbaesar's
general of cavalry, who was at the head of hispgsod his was,
however, a mere shuffle on the part of the two qgpials, Antony
and Octavius, to gain time and get their bearidged as soon as
this was done, Lepidus was eliminated, and the goéstion and
contest was repeated as to which of these two imaumd be the one
man, who should be the Roman Government.

Again there was war; Octavius was successful;, Antowith
Cleopatra, committed suicide; and now, just thirteemd one-half
years after the murder of Caesar, again, and thige tin
permanency, one man was the Roman Government, hetdohe
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man a man who could not govern himself; and thatgoment a
furious and crushing despotism, only a single degeenoved from
sheer anarchy. And such it remained, with onlyhslemelioration,
until it sunk in annihilating ruin.
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Chapter 9
Ecclesiastical Government of Rome

When Rome perished every form of government andyed@vice as
to government had been tried, and had failed, @lldme; that one
form, that remaining device was government whoihthe church--
ecclesiastical government. The last stage of thmd&oGovernment
had been a government in which the church was dimtiéh the

State, in which the church worked hand in hand whth State, and
traded church support for State favors. But théeStaot the church;
the emperor, not the bishop; was the ruling power.

The bishops had promised to the imperial power, amen to

themselves, that that system should be the vergdkim of God

come on earth. But that bow of promise was mosglyudispelled

when it was found that ruin rode swiftly in venerient, and from
every direction. Yet, in the face of all this, thsshops would not
acknowledge themselves mistaken, except in theematttime and

order. They still insisted that they were righttaghe coming and
the reign of the kingdom and city of God; but thare must be a
cleansing and an over turning that would clearlyego the church
alone full and undisputed sway.

For this the church of Rome aspired and conspodeke to herself
the power and the dominion over the earth, and dstmate that the
perfection of government on earth was the churcliRofme. The
ruling power in this church was the bishopric oinfig and the only
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thing contemplated by Rome's prelates was thatrtevg order of
things, this new form of government in the worldpuM be, in

substance and vital principle, only the governmefht Rome

continued. Through Rome, cleansed by the divinegments,

ruined, revivified, and glorified by the divine gence, benediction
would come to bless the earth with perfect peadaisTwould

original Rome reach its true goal, and its origipalpose in the
world be truly fulfilled.

Leo the Great, Bishop of Rome (440-461), lived ardrcised his
bishopric in the very midst of the whirl of evetitsitt brought ruin to
the Roman Empire. And it was he who conceived amghesied
this grand future for the church of Rome. He dexlathat the
former Rome was but the promise of the latter Rothaf the
glories of the former were to be reproduced in GlathRome; that
Romulus and Remus were but the precursors of BatePaul, and
the successors of Romulus, therefore the precursdrsthe
successors of Peter, and that as the former Romeruiad the
world, so the latter, by the see of the holy bldd3eter, as head of
the world, would dominate the earth.

This conception was never lost by the Papacy. Aimmgny only
fifteen years afterward, the Roman Empire had selfitperished,
and only the Papacy survived the ruin and firmdhglace and
power in Rome, this conception was only the morengfly and
with the more certitude held and asserted.
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This conception was also intentionally and systerahly
developed. The Scriptures were industriously stidiand
ingeniously perverted to maintain it. By a pervapelication of the
Levitical system of the Old Testament, the autlycaind eternity of
the Roman priesthood was established; and by ms\aductions
from the New Testament, the authority and etemitiRome herself
was established.

First, taking the ground that she was the only tastinuation of
original Rome, upon that the Papacy took the grahatl wherever
the New Testament cited or referred to the autharit original

Rome, she was meant, because she was the onlyotntiauation of
original Rome. Accordingly, where the New Testamenjoins
submission to the powers that be, or obedienceotemgors, it
means the Papacy, because the only power and theavernors
that then were, were Roman.

Every passage was seized on where submission tpothers that
be is enjoined; every instance cited where obedidrad actually
been rendered to the imperial officials; speciapkasis being laid
on the sanction which Christ Himself had given wn dominion
by pacifying the world through Augustus, by beirarrbat the time
of the taxing, by paying tribute to Caesar, by sgyo Pilate: "You
could have no power at all against Me except itenggven you from
above." -Bryce

And since Christ had recognized the authority &dtej who was but
the representative of Rome, who should dare toegasd the
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authority of the Papacy, the true continuation radttauthority to
which even the Lord from heaven had submitted.

Sustained by Forgery

The power that was usurped by the church and h@epopon these
perversions of Scripture, was finally confirmed &yspecific and
downright forgery. This "most stupendous of all theedieval

forgeries" consisted of "The Imperial Edict of Dtpa," or "The

Donation of Constantine."

"Itself a portentous falsehood, it is the most ymeiachable evidence
of the thoughts and beliefs of the priesthood wifiamed it."

It proceeds to tell how that Constantine the Gieatjng been cured
of leprosy by the prayers of Sylvester, bishop ofrie, resolved, as
a reward of gratitude, that he would for sake Roanel, found a new
capital,

"lest the continuance of the secular governmentishoramp the
freedom of the spiritual.”

It declares that: "Constantine found Bishop Sylest one of the

monasteries on Mount Soracte, and, having mountadh a mule,

he took hold of his bridle rein, and, walking &étway, the emperor
conducted Sylvester to Rome, and placed him opabpal throne."

Then the forgery makes Constantine decree as fellow
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"We attribute to the see of Peter, all the digretly the glory, all the
authority, of the imperial power. Furthermore, weegto Sylvester
and to his successors our palace of the Lateranchwis
incontestably the finest palace on earth; we giwe dur crown, our
miter, our diadem, and all our imperial vestments; transfer to
him the imperial dignity. We bestow on the holy pfinn free gift
the city of Rome, and all the western cities inlyltalo cede
precedence to him, we divest ourselves to our aiyhover all
these provinces; and we withdraw from Rome, tranisfg the seat
of our empire to Byzantium, inasmuch as it is nodper that an
earthly emperor should preserve the least authesitgre God hath
established the head of His religion."

It was strictly in the exercise of this power, eieed by Leo the
Great, and systematized by his successors, th&tapacy exercised
the prerogative of restoring and re-establishirgg Roman Empire,
in the proclaiming and crowning of Charlemagne ap&ror, and

Augustus; and then of asserting supreme power ewvaperor,

empire, and all, and using this as the means bglwbkhe herself
would attain to this supreme height of worldly atidn and priestly

arrogance; where she herself would assure entioeherself all the
power and prerogative of that enormous assump#od, "arrayed
with sword and crown and scepter," in the sighthef assembled
multitude, would shout,

"There is no other Caesar, nor king, nor emperbantl, the
sovereign pontiff, and the successor of the apnstle
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One of the bases of her claim of right to rule wuwld was that she
was the sole embodiment on earth of the principfate Prince of
Peace, and that the bishop of Rome was the veggerent of the
person of the Prince of Peace, and, thereforewshgd assure the
reign of peace to the full extent of her recognidechinion. But the
fact proved that at every step of the way in hémnlaing to that

pinnacle of world power, and in maintaining hersbére, she kept
kingdoms and nations, and even all Europe, and rzeyan a

constant turmoil of war and anarchy.

And in order to save their own kingdoms from sheasarrchy, and to
preserve even society itself from annihilation bg tanarchism of
the Papacy, the heads of the nations of Europesdbelar powers,
were compelled to assemble in a general couna@kigpally

"for the reformation of the church in its head ameinbers:"

at which council they took her down from her hidirone of
universal supremacy, and seated her upon a steoiofmission and
subjection. In complete and horrible measure theagel been
demonstrated to all the world that the essencaePapacy and the
ultimate of her rule is only anarchy.

Such was the result to the nations of Europe, anBurope as a
whole, with respect to government itself. But tlealrdominion
claimed by the Papacy is of the heart and life-sbel--of man. As
essential to the proper demonstration of this daminshe claims
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that the temporal power of the world must be alisblusubject to

her will; that power she had surely gained, anduheersality of

her rule had been recognized, so that she had,drEe, and open
field to demonstrate exactly what she would do. Asdrespected
the temporal power, and even her own power in govent, the

result was only anarchy.

Speculation in Crime

And the result of her rule in her own peculiar ladf dominion
over the soul of man, demonstrated universallygndominion over
those who were become her own, and who acknowlddmaselves
her own--in this dominion, the res ult was in navdifferent from
that in the other. Her whole power to the full exteof her
recognized dominion was de voted to the seducind, even the
compelling, of mankind to sin. She actually spemdain human
corruption.

Pope John XXII, regularly listed, and set a tax njpthe sins of
men. The list of taxes drawn up by John XXII, agdd upon the
licentious practices of ecclesiastics, priests,shamd the laity; on
murder and other enormities, as well as lesserexiand breaches
of monastic rules and church requirements; is cefit to cover
almost every sin that mankind could commit. Yet, takse sins
were regularly taxed at a certain rate, down to shgyle "sou"
(cent), and even to the "denier." So that it ierétly true that no
inconsiderable portion of the revenues of the Papeere derived
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from a regularly assessed tax upon the sins of Méxll did the
abbot of Usperg exclaim:

"O Vatican, rejoice now, all treasuries are operthee; thou canst
draw in with full hands! Rejoice in the crimes dfet children of
men, since thy wealth depends on their abandonarahtniquity!
Urge on to debauchery, excite to rape, incest, @aencide; for, the
greater the crime, the more gold will it bring thé&ejoice thoul!
Shout forth songs of gladness! Now the human racibjected to
thy laws! Now you reign through depravity of morasd the
inundation of ignoble thoughts. The children of mean now
commit with impunity every crime, since they knolat thou wilt
absolve them for a little gold. Provided he britigge gold, let him
be soiled with blood and lust; thou wilt open thegdom of heaven
to debauchees, Sodomites, assassins, parricideat Wéh| say?
Thou wilt sell God Himself for gold."
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Chapter 10
Departure from True Principle, Part 1

When Rome had perished, every form of governmedtdegn tried
but one--the Papacy; for the Roman Government was st from
all that were before it.

"Then | would know the truth of the fourth beashigh was diverse
from all the others, exceeding dreadful, whosehteetre of iron,
and his nails of brass; which devoured, brake &tgs, and stamped
the residue with his feet; ... Thus he said, Thetfobeast shall be
the fourth kingdom upon earth, which shall be deefrom all
kingdoms, and shall devour the whole earth, and gkad it down,
and break it in pieces." (Daniel 7:19,23)

When the middle ages were past, every form, evah dhe, had
been tried; for the papal government was divese fall.

"And the ten horns out of this kingdom are ten kitigat shall arise:
and another shall rise after them; and he shatliberse from the
first..." (Daniel 7:24)

And that one not only failed, as had all befordiit proved itself a
greater curse than had all before it.

Except in Britain alone, the new nations that manthemselves
upon the ruin of the Roman Empire, being burdeneth \the
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incubus of the Papacy, never had fair chance teldpwgovernment
upon the basis of their own native, free principlest were borne
down, perverted, and corrupted by the influence poer of the
Papacy. The feudal system, the worst form of thangs established
in civil affairs, was nothing else than the systemthe Papal
Church, adapted and applied apart from the actaghmery of the
church.

In Britain every Roman influence was swept awayh®ethe Anglo-
Saxon, who made Britain England. A hundred ang fftars after
the Anglo-Saxons entered Britain, the Catholic €huwas also
planted there by the invasion of Augustine anddusompanying
monks; but the papal system never gained a footimlangland,
and was never recognized there except for the Ittbment when
King John surrendered himself and the kingdom t® plope as
supreme.

And even this act of recognition of the papal systomplete in
England, only the more swiftly and the more celjagxcluded it
forever. For that surrender by John of England lie Papacy
immediately drew forth the Magna Charta and itsgldrain of
resultant free institutions, of which the Constdat of the United
States was not by any means the least importaeia@went.

"A New Order of Things"

Through all these changes of all of these natidter ghe fall of
Rome, kingdoms were invariably the form of governtneand

78



kingdoms expanded into empire, though every kingadonempire
was in subjection to the Papacy. But when the Ara@rination
arose, kings and all principles of king ship weteeny repudiated;
the freedom, the right, and the capability of tlegle to govern
themselves was again asserted. And when goverrohéme people
was formally established in the adoption of the €iution of the
United States, it was in repudiation not only ohds and all
principles of kingship, but also of popes and alingples of
Papacy.

The State was established as a government of sedrgment
people; a government of the people, by the pecogie, for the
people. It was such a government separated and lneldhe
Constitution entirely apart from the church, omfrany connection
with the church, or any recognition of the chum@heven of religion
in the abstract.

The churches were left perfectly free to go thewnoway; to
organize and govern themselves, and conduct their af fairs as
they might choose.

The State held to itself the principle of utter agpion from any
Church or religion, and upon that principle woulohduct all the
affairs of the State.

These two bodies, the Church and the State, abluyngatural and
essential principle in totally distinct realms, opted each its
distinctive realm. And so in this new and finalioat the system of
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the church was a church without a pope, and thesysf State was
the State without a king; the Church and the Stateh absolutely
independent of the other, and each entirely segdfadm the other.

This was indeed "a new order of things," [inscoption the Great
Seal of the United States] and it was equally tbeect and the
divine order of things. And those who establishedhus did so
entirely out of respect to the divine order of tfen as to the
government of the church on earth. They did it olitrespect
entirely to the principles of "the Holy Author otioreligion," and
"upon the principles upon which the Gospel wag fmopagated,
and the reformation from popery carried on."

And so they established this new nation upon nugimiciples for the
State, that it should be a light and a guide tatadl nations in the
way of individual liberty and of free and happy govment; and
also upon the right principles for the Church legvher free in her
own realm to be joined only to her own true Lo Him alone as
her true head and guide, that she should be intteetght of the
world.

Thus, at last, was attained the form of perfectrdaigovernment.
And all that was needed in order that this natioou$d forever lead
the world was that the people composing the nasioould hold
themselves in practice, in strict allegiance to gmmciples upon
which the nation was founded. And while this was&lahis nation
was distinctly the leading nation of the world;ttig the nation was
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truly leading the world toward right principles, ay from the
corrupt and the corrupting influence of the Papacy.

But in the latest years these principles have rm@nbadhered to
either by the Church or by the State in this natibhne churches,
combining their strength and influence, have soughtunite
themselves to the State; and in direct violatioringf fundamental
principles of the Reformation and of Christianityhas sought "by
force to enter into the office of another,"” to sfar worldly
government, and "to prescribe laws to the magssttatiching the
form of the State."

On the other hand, the people of the State havee®t loyal to the
principles of the State in the United States. Thedamental
principle of State in this government is governmeithe people--
self-government: the government deriving its justwvprs form the
consent of the governed. The people have not asedirio govern
themselves; and the government has repudiated moeat by the
consent of the governed, and has espoused govetrnmyethe
consent of "some of the governed," which, in pplei is merely
government of the few, and in logic and in practipeesently,
government by one, or a one-man power.

And with fundamental principles and original praetiof this nation
abandoned on the part of both the Church and tue St is literally

impossible that there can be any other result thanthere shall be
here repeated the history of that other degengmmternment of the
people which developed the one-man power in thed®o8tate; and
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that other apostate church which developed thenwse-power in
the church, dominating the world.

And today this nation has gone so far in this dioe¢ and the

inevitable course further is so clearly definedtthll that anyone
needs to do to understand the subject even inldistanerely to be

acquainted with the history as it actually occurirethat degenerate
Roman Government of the people, and of that aposthtirch,

which drew life and supremacy from the destrucaod ruin of that

degenerate government of the people.

Not Self-Governing

Today, in the United States, the people are noelagsverning
people. They do not govern themselves either imapei or public
life. Intemperance, absence of self-governmentnufividual life,
possesses and absolutely controls the individdal df the vast
majority of the people of the United States, andcoastantly
increasing at a fearful rate.

In the business or commercial life of the peopl¢hef United States
the people do not govern themselves. They are atebplgoverned
either by the trusts or by the unions, or by both.

In the field of labor and employment, the peopl¢hef United States
of all people, do not govern themselves. Almost Whdhey are
governed as to their employment, their wages, damibst in their
very buying and selling, by the trades-union.
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In political life the people of the United States dot govern
themselves, and the government is not of the pedple people are
governed by "the party" and "the machine," and é¢ha&s turn, are
controlled by the political "bosses."

History Repeats Itself

Here is the same old desperate struggle betweataicapd labor;
here also is the same old longing and graspinggémernmental
support, which, under whatever pretense it mayriged is merely
socialism. And, indeed, here it is advocated asabsm direct and
by name.

And just as the advocacy of governmental supporanmeonly
socialism, so also the advocacy or socialism meahsanarchy. In
some instances here it is advocated under the wimighving title
of "Christian socialism." And in the advocacy ofntall its phases,
the words of Christ are readily grasped and endstisally rung in
as an expression of the principles of socialism.

There are, however, a number of serious consid&stwhich
absolutely preclude this socialism from ever beingany sense
Christianity. One is that the words and principt&s Christ are
absolutely meaningless in the mouths, the planshemevices, of
those who do not believe at all in Jesus; and ¢lweungh there be
some believers in Jesus who are mistakenly advaratcialism,
yet, the overwhelming mass of those who advocatéalkem are
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those who have no regard for the truth, or thénfaut the principles
of Christ.

And this fact alone absolutely vitiates all poddipiof any virtue

ever accruing to socialism from the words or pphes of Jesus,
though they be quoted and advocated in every spaedion every
page. The defect is not in the words or the priesipf Jesus; the
defect is in the people who quote these words aitiples and

urge them for a wrong purpose.

It is the same old story of Sinai: there God gave &ivn divine
truths in words spoken direct from heaven. The [geagopted them
and declared that,

"...All that the Lord has spoken we will do..." {@&ius 19:8)

But the people adopted them in the wrong way, amrdwrong
purposes:

"For finding fault with them, he saith, Behold, tdays come, saith
the Lord, when | will make a new covenant with timuse of Israel
and with the house of Judah: Not according to thegant that |
made with their fathers in the day when | took theynthe hand to
lead them out of the land of Egypt..." (Hebrews )8

"...which my covenant they break..." (Jeremiah 3}.:3
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The fault was not on the part of the Lord, nor was the words or
the principles announced in the covenant on His plae fault was
in the people. They went about it to do some gitmag themselves
and make a great change and reform in the world.

They failed, as all others must fail, who attemptuse the divine
principles without supreme guidance and contrahefdivine Spirit

through the divine and abiding faith of Christ ds,2he Saviour and
Sanctifier of the soul.

They failed, as all others must fail, who attengptuse the divine
principles for worldly or selfish purposes, for anther than divine
purposes, according to the divine will, under tbpreme guidance
and control of the divine Spirit.
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Chapter 11
Departure from True Principle, Part 2

It is true that the people of the earliest churdiought their
belongings and put them into a common fund, and

"And all that believed were together, and had laihds common."
(Acts 2:44)

And this is cited by the advocates of socialismhastrue example,
and assurance that socialism is the true orderowrergment and
society on earth. But in this deduction in behdlfsocialism, the
most important elements, indeed the strictly vaments, are all
left out.

It is true that at that time the church had alhgfsiin common, and
no one said that aught that he had was his own.tl&aitwas the
church, not the State, nor society, as such; aneh# the church
iImmediately after Pentecost, when

"...were all filled with the Holy Ghost." (Acts 4t 3

And not all who cite this in advocacy of socialisre thus filled
with the Holy Ghost.

Another item in that action of the early churchihat the matter of
having all things common was altogether and abslyiutoluntary
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on the part of every one of those who were in ihilé/in the
socialism proposed, it is intended to con duct &ipal campaign,
and get a majority vote, and then have this mgaaeimpel by force
all to have all things common. But the thing canvarebe
accomplished by force, nor by any political or awther worldly
scheme.

Another vital element, which in this socialism gsmored, is that the
Holy Spirit reigned so completely there that thogeo were the
leaders had, by that divine Spirit, the facultydetecting those who
would use the system for merely selfish purpossgha means of
sponging, while in the system of socialism, as aowocated for the
United States, this power is entirely lacking. Amdthout that
element, every scheme of having all things commubnswrely fall;
for it is perfectly certain that there never can digen perfect
assurances that amongst these advocates of socthkse are, and
ever will be, absolutely none actuated by the nestivthat
characterized Ananias and Sapphira.

These items demonstrate that no scheme of havihghiags
common, whether it be distinct socialism or what mdether in the
church or in the world, ever can be true, or exar be successful;
into which all composing it do not enter individiyalof their own
free choice; in which all who compose it are ndirety free from
selfishness; in which everyone in it is not filidh the Holy Ghost,
as the consequence of having personal faith insJE$uist as the
Saviour from sin; in which all are not absolutelybgect to the
control and guidance of the Holy Spirit; and in @eththe Holy Spirit
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does not preside to such a degree as absolutelguéod the
community from all selfishness and all hypocrisy.

Nevertheless, there can be no doubt that this keistaystem of
socialism will continue to be advocated; and wilér be advocated
as "Christian" socialism. It is also scarcely to dmubted that, at
least to some extent, the scheme will be made teféecn
governmental affairs. But to whatever degree thagttshall be
made effective, it will prove itself only that much an element in
the hastening of the anarchy, which is the onlyidogf the
socialistic proposition from the beginning.

Government of the people, both in the individu& land in the
public life, is so far gone that, in every phasetiud public life,
government is of a few.

The contest between capital and labor has reacpdiné where it is

truly a contest as to which shall control the formgavernmental

machinery to the disadvantage of the other. Thigest is as certain
to grow as that day and night continue. And againg, confusion
and uncertainty will only the more grow, and expats of

government will certainly have to be resorted to masans of
balancing issues and pre serving order. And, ardtes that things
have been going lately, it will be but a little \ehbefore

88



A Triumvirate

will be the surest expedient of the balancing sties. For at the
point at which things almost stand today, the chigpresentative of
capital, and the chief representative of labor, #redchief political
manager of whatever national party should be ingroly agreeing
together, could decree that nothing should be damethe
commonwealth without the consent of each of theghand such a
triumvirate would form a power as complete and Inelyany other
combinations to resist, as was that of the triuateirof Pompey,
Crassus, and Caesar.

And while events have reached this pass, and atdé&stening to a
crisis, of which some such expedient can be thg ealvation,--

while all this is occurrent on the part of the 8tathe religious
power (and that the power of the Papacy, flattened favored by
apostate Protestantism) is striding at even greaee to position of
supremacy at Washington, and, from this, the suacgnof the

world.

For, of all the elements that are working todayexalt the Papacy
once more to world supremacy, there are none senpotone so
sure, and none so rapid, as the influence of theetlrbtates. And
with that supremacy there comes also the persecuwind the
anarchy that are the inevitable accompanimentsdisputed papal
power. But this time, thank the Lord,
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Her Reign Will Be Short,

for the Scriptures point out that the period alldweer in this thing
Is the shortest of all the prophetic periods nargdnspiration--
"one hour" (Revelation 17:12). Her power over tiggloms of the
earth is received for but "one hour," and in "ooam her judgment
comes (Revelation 18:10). In "one hour" all her Meand glory
vanish.

And then that mighty angel takes up a stone likgeat millstone,
and throws it into the sea, saying:

"So shall Babylon, the great city, be violently diweown, never
more to be seen. No more shall the music of harparstrels, flute
players, or trumpeters be heard in you; no mord sing worker,

skilled in any art, be found in you; no more sltia# sound of the
mill be heard in you; no more shall the light dhenp shine in you;
no more shall the voices of bridegroom and bridénéard in you.
Your merchants were the great men of the earthalfdhe nations
were deceived by your magical charms. Yes, andemwas to be
found the blood of the prophets and of Christ'sppeoand of all
who have been put to death upon earth." (ReveldioRl-24; 20th
Century Version)

And then there will be heard that loud voice ofraaf throng in
heaven, saying:
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"...Praise the Lord! To our God belongs salvatgiory, and power,
For true and just are His judgments. For He pags#ginent on the
great prostitute, who was corrupting the earth éwylitentiousness,
and He took vengeance upon her for the blood ofsEigants. And
again the voices cried, Praise the Lord!" (Reverafi9:1-3)

Then when the earth shall have been cleansed wehfrbm on
high, He who sits on the throne, says,

"...Behold, | make all things new... and, ...ltdsne..." (Revelation
21:5-6)

Then comes the kingdom of God indeed, in all i@ube, glory, and
power,

"And the kingdom and dominion, and the greatnesh®tkingdom
under the whole heaven, shall be given to the peopthe saints of
the most High, whose kingdom is an everlasting ¢org, and all
dominions shall serve and obey Him. But the saoftthe most
High shall take the kingdom, and possess the kimgdlar ever,
even for ever and ever." (Daniel 7:27,18)

Note: After the foregoing article was written, tlAenerican Bar
Association held its annual session for 1903; dredreport of its
committee on trusts contains the remarkable fotemfaa one- man
power, of how near it may be, and what it can bemihcomes:
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"The modern combination's primary object is to cointrade and
commerce in plain articles of production and suibttia more or
less perfect monopoly in place of a more or lese frompetition. It
changes entirely the basic principle of commenmédtion between
man and man, and if they are to continue to groavaavelop in the
future, as in the past, will render necessary nmpbrtant changes
on the principles of our commercial laws.

"Combination as an economic force, is fast commtpke the place
of competition. The producers are combining, thengportation
companies are containing, trades-union are comiginworkmen, as
well as employers, are combining; everything se@mie coming
into some form of combination, and everybody sedmde a
combiner. The competition that still remains istfdsappearing.
Workmen are refusing to compete for jobs. Laboronsi are
enlarging the spheres of their activity and extegdheir operations.

"The union of the employers is still stronger andrenfar-reaching
than the union of workmen. We are now having comioms of
combinations. The United States Steel Corporasaam ¢combination
of a dozen theretofore competing producers, whas$ieéves were
combinations of still other producers, and these,turn, often
combinations of still others. To have them back&r beginning is
like discovering all the multitude of sources tigatto make up the
volume of the swollen Mississippi.

"The ambition of the shipping trust, perhaps the greject of the
great American combiner, has been to control &lghips that sail
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the ocean. A hundred years ago there were hardlystwps owned
by the same individual or corporation, and evety ffears ago there
was scarcely a ship owner, individual or corporatithat owned a
half dozen ships.

"No one knows but that within the next ten yeaggeater man than
J. P. Morgan will arise, who will combine into oasganization all
the industries of the land, so that the workman wldks for wages
can find but one possible employer, and the pusrhakwares can
find but one possible seller. The steps towardftineation of one
universal industrial corporation, which shall crowdt all other
corporations and assume to itself all the industakthe land have
already been more than half taken. It is not sddayo from now to
that end, as we had to go to reach the presenttmond

And when that point shall have been reached, teatewill bring
the sure fulfilment of these verses:

"And he causes all, both small and great, rich paodr, free and
bond, to receive a mark in their right hand, ortheir foreheads:
And that no man might buy or sell, save he thatthadmark, or the
name of the beast, or the number of his name." dR&on 13:16-
17)

So true is it that the best view of the signs @&f times is presented
in the daily march of events.
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Chapter 12
The End of Earthly Human Government

We have now reviewed the history of governmentamnthe We have
seen that every kind of government has been taed, in every
instance has developed unbearable despot ism toward and
blasphemous assumption toward God.

In every instance also the government has failetdfalen to ruin--
except the ones now existing on earth; and themended and
considered upon the identical principles of theskiciv have
perished, must inevitably and shortly perish.

And this the more shortly and more certainly by fhet that,
whereas in every instance in former ages, when rgavents had
reached the breaking point, there were new pedplesrise and
perpetuate government in their places; now theeea@solutely no
new peoples anywhere on earth to take the placabesk, and
perpetuate government when the ones now existiral $iave
reached the inevitable breaking point, as haveeadtire them.

And this consideration alone makes it certain thdten the
governments now existing do reach that inevitalskaking point,
the only result that there can be, will be the akcending of all
earthly human government.
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And that this inevitable breaking point is todayw@ear, and is
hastening greatly in the experience of the pregentrnments of
earth, is plain.

This very consideration is perplexing the worldigers today. And
there can be no other end to these things thaenteof all earthly
human government.

But that will not be the end of government, than& tord! It will
not be the end of even earthly government. It Wil only, as
expressed, the end of earthly human governmentGedrlives, and
He is Governor amongst the nations. And when thiatsccomes,
which is now imminent, He will take to Himself H®wn great
power, and will reign.

Sin has almost finished its course upon earth;stiiation of the
problem of iniquity is in its last stage; and, @ety,

"And in the days of these kings shall the God oivesm set up a
kingdom, which shall never be destroyed: and thgdom shall not
be left to other people, but it shall break in pe@nd consume all
these kingdoms, and it shall stand for ever." (Ba2i44)

The universal failure of all earthly human govermmis no proof at
all of the failure of all government; for in thisstory of government
on the earth, we have seen that the universal czfude failure of
government has been
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The Failure of Individual Self-government

We have also found that the universal cause of félere of
individual self-government has been the attem@e#ftgovernment
without God, and the universal and inevitable falwf every
attempt at self-government without God lies simpiythe fact of
sin. It was sin in the first place that originated/ such attempt; and
it is sin which, ever since, has frustrated and evier frustrate every
such attempt.

Sin has enslaved every soul on earth. There is pawein to
enslave and to reign over man, and even againstibis impelling
him to wrong. And man, being thus enslaved to s r@igned over
in power by sin, simply cannot possibly truly gavdrimself. The
power of sin must be broken and the enslaved aateed, before
it is possible for him truly to govern himself.

And the power of sin can be broken. The enslavediveacan be
freed. For Jesus Christ, the Lord, has met botlasaits author on
their own territory, and in the very citadel of thewn kingdom, has
conquered and has completely broken their powes, dwenly
triumphed over them; and leads in His triumphaaintevery soul
who chooses this only true way of freedom.

And this whole story of the impossibility of humaelf-government,
except by the breaking of the power and the reifysim by and
through Christ Jesus, the Lord, is told in a sinukssage and few
words in the Scriptures. And here is the story:.
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"For we know that the law is spiritual: but | anrma, sold under
sin. For that which | do | allow not: for what | wial, that do | not;
but what | hate, that do I. If then | do that whickvould not, |

consent unto the law that it is good. Now theis m® more | that do
it, but sin that dwells in me. For | know that irentthat is, in my
flesh,) dwells no good thing: for to will is presemth me; but how
to perform that which is good | find not. For theog that | would |

do not: but the evil which | would not, that | ddow if | do that |

would not, it is no more | that do it, but sin tliltells in me. | find

then a law, that, when | would do good, evil isgam@ with me. For
| delight in the law of God after the inward marutB see another
law in my members, warring against the law of mynaniand

bringing me into captivity to the law of sin whichin my members.
O wretched man that | am! who shall deliver me fribr@a body of
this death? | thank God through Jesus Christ oud.Lb (Romans
7:14-25)

"There is therefore now no condemnation to themcivhare in
Christ Jesus, who walk not after the flesh, buerathe Spirit. For
the law of the Spirit of life in Christ Jesus haada me free from
the law of sin and death."” (Romans 8:1-2)

And this free man, the Christian free in Christefin God, which is

the place and the way of the only true freedomyasmg self-
government with God, and in God, is
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The Manifestation on Earth of True Government

And that true government is not human; it is divineman; for
divinity is the only source of true self-governmenhe only person
in the universe who, of Himself, can in all thingsly and perfectly
govern Himself, is God. Self-government, therefasein truth but
an attribute of God.

Therefore, divinity is the only source of self-gawament; and it is
Impossible for any creature in the universe to govemself except
as he is allied to divinity; except as he is madeggker of the divine
nature. And he who is made partaker of the divia¢umre has
escaped the corruption that is in the world, andeissered unto the
glorious liberty of the children of God.

And this is Christianity. This is the way, the traad living way,
revealed by Christ in human flesh. And in this deshuman way,
every human soul can walk in the manifestationhaf principles
and the glory of true government, which is trud-gelvernment.

And this manifestation of true government--the tgoxvernment of
self--is greater than is the government of all Kimgps and empire,
and he who truly exercises it is greater than ialj& and emperors
that ever were on earth.

"...He that rules his spirit [is better] than hettltakes a city."
(Proverbs 16:32)
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Accordingly, this power of true government--selfirgonment-- is
truly kingly power. Being from the divinity, it cddibe nothing else.
And He who came into the world to make manifeshiman flesh
this true government, which is true self-governmeide, when
challenged on the point with the words,

"Are you a king then?" (John 18:37)
royally answered:

"You say that | am a king. To this end was | bamg for this cause
came | into the world, that | should bear withesdouthe truth.
Every one that is of the truth hears my voice. h@®8:37)

And He who was born to the end, and who came mdontorld for
this cause, that He should be King, He

"..loved us, and washed us from our sins in hish dvood."
(Revelation 1:5)

Every Christian is, therefore, by creation, andbgadivine right, a

king. The ambition that has so manifested itselaihages to be
king, has never been in itself a false or a wrontpiion. The

ambition itself has been true and right; it is tbeurse, the

manifestation, and the aims of that ambition tleatehbeen false and
wrong.
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As we have seen in this whole study of governmdhg

manifestation and aims of the ambition of man anhet® be a king
have been invariably to gain power and dominiorr @¢kers, and to
govern and exercise authority upon others; and deein and
exercise authority upon others; while the true aimfiand aim to
be king is to gain dominion, over self, and to govand exercise
authority upon self.

Jesus, the True King

has made this distinction plain in the following nd® to His
disciples:

"You know that the princes of the Gentiles exerdseninion over
them, and they that are great exercise authoripnupem. But it
shall not be so among you: but whosoever will lEagamong you,
let him be your minister; And whosoever will be ehamong you,
let him be your servant: Even as the Son of manecant to be
ministered unto, but to minister, and to give his b ransom for
many." (Matthew 20:25-28)

Worldly, false kingship is always government of exth and the
service of others. With worldly, false kingship &ways the
ambition to conquer all nations, that they may sdim; while with
the Christian, true kingship, the ambition is aleagnd only to
surrender himself to all nations that he may sé#neen.
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And it is the simple philosophy of Christian kingshhat Christ is

the greatest of all kings, yea, the very King afdd. Because He
surrendered far more, to serve far more, than ahgroin the

universe possibly could. And since true kingshipisurrender self
to all, that he may serve all; in the manner ohgisi he who

surrenders most to serve most, is the greatest king

And since Christ made the greatest possible suerend
surrendering Himself, and He did it for the gregpssible number,
that He might serve absolutely all; it is but tHaim philosophy of
Christian kingship that He is in very truth the aesst of all kings,
the very King of kings. And all who in Him, in Godnd with God,
surrender themselves to all, that they may senveaad true kings;
and are of His kingdom.

The Coming Kingdom

And this is the kingdom, this is the governmentahhiupon earth,
shall presently succeed all earthly human govertsnemd which
shall stand forever; simply because it is the diyn true
government. For in reference to the successiorl eahly human

governments, it was declared long ago by the diSpiit that

"But the saints of the most High shall take thegkimm, and possess
the kingdom for ever, even for ever and ever." (Blart18)

and
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"And the kingdom and dominion, and the greatnesh®fkingdom
under the whole heaven, shall be given to the peopthe saints of
the most High, whose kingdom is an everlasting ¢org, and all
dominions shall serve and obey him." (Daniel 7:27)

"And there shall be no more curse: but the thrdn@axl and of the
Lamb shall be in it; and his servants shall sei® And they shall
see his face; and his name shall be in their fa@fheAnd there
shall be no night there; and they need no candigher light of the
sun; for the Lord God gives them light: and theglkteign for ever
and ever." (Revelation 22:3-5)

They serve and they reign. They serve Him, theyesé#im in
serving others, and they reign over themselves. suxth alone is
true government, whether in heaven or on earth. Bexhuse it is
true, such government abides eternally.

And such is Christianity in the truth of it. AndterHim, Christ, the
Author and Finisher of Christianity--

"Unto him that loved us, and washed us from ous smhis own
blood, and has made us kings and priests unto Gadtiia Father; to
him be glory and dominion for ever and ever. AmgRevelation
1:5-6)

And let all the people forever say, "Amen and arhen.
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