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 <Slide #1> Our Scripture reading from Matthews Gospel comes only 3½ chapters 
ahead of the Jewish establishment coming together and plotting Jesus’ death. 

 So, this is late in Jesus ministry – safe to say, they had seen a lot of what Jesus 
was about, and indeed if you read what Jesus had to say about them in the up to 
chapter 26, you will quickly understand that Jesus was never going to be one 
they could embrace – popular opinion or no 

 So, they turned to the only tools they had left – political manipulation, ahead of 
brutal murderous force 

 But in Chapter 22 we are presented with a question which is of great interest to 
us today. <Slide #2> 

❖ Matthew 22:16b–17 (NKJV) 16b …saying, “Teacher, we know that You are true, 
and teach the way of God in truth; nor do You care about anyone, for You do not 
regard the person of men. 17 Tell us, therefore, what do You think? Is it lawful to 
pay taxes to Caesar, or not?”  

 You teach God well, but who wins in the power competition?  How does your 
God, and the state fit together? 

 How does that work?  The making & enforcement of laws, and the deference to 
the divine? 

 Now without going into the intricate analysis of this Scripture, the purpose of the 
questioners is to discredit Jesus 

 Either by painting Him either as a traitor to Jewish heritage; or as a rebel against 
Rome.  It was a diabolically exquisite polarity – and they thought they had Him. 

 Who wins?  Who has the upper hand?  God or Government? <Slide #3> 
❖ Matthew 22:20–21 (NKJV) 20 And He said to them, “Whose image and 
inscription is this?” 21 They said to Him, “Caesar’s.” And He said to them, “Render 
therefore to Caesar the things that are Caesar’s, and to God the things that are 
God’s.”  

 Jesus does something unexpected – he holds both together. 

 (lit. translation) Give Back to Caesar, the coin that’s his; Give Back to God, the 
Life that’s His.  “Both / And” 

 This is the question I want to wrestle with this morning… how do we form our 
ideas and expectations when it comes to matters of Spirituality; <Slide #4> when 
it comes to the Church and the State 

 The question has bothered humanity for a long time.  How can that work?  
People want to choose, yet our Creator believes it needs to work together 

 We see it in the ministry of Samuel (1 Samuel 8) coming out of the time of the 
Judges who guided the people in God’s ways, the people of Israel approached 
the old man and said “Give us a king to judge us like all the other nations have1” 

 Samuel didn’t think that was a good idea at all, and God agreed with him, but 
allowed it 

 And from that time on the Kings of Israel (& Judah) had a monarchy.  And right 
alongside it, prophets who challenged, guided and (sometimes apart from the 
King & priesthood) shaped the life of the nation 

 (eg:  David & Nathan; Ahab and Elijah; Amaziah and Amos; Zedekiah and 
Jeremiah) 

 If we slip through to 312AD, the Emperor Constantine saw a sign, “In this sign 
you will conquer”, <Slide #5> the sign was “Chi-Rho” which he took to mean that 

                                                           
1 Tyndale House Publishers. (2013). Holy Bible: New Living Translation (1 Sa 8:5). Carol Stream, IL: Tyndale 

House Publishers. 
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uniting his empire under One God (Christ) would lead to the loyalty and 
prosperity of its people. 

 So, the Christian church was ‘appropriated’ by the “Rome” of the time, and (it was 
supposed) that ‘the church’ and ‘the state’ were effectively the same thing – 
operating with the authority of God. 

 Well with the corruption of human hearts, that proved to be a spiritually dubious 
alliance, many unspeakable atrocities through the centuries, being commissioned 
in the name of God. 

 There was this guy named <Slide #6> Martin (I am smiling!) Luther, a Doctor of 
theology, composer, priest and monk, in the Holy Roman Church, who in 1517 
questioned some of the practises of the church – upon his plain reading of the 
bible - and in 1517 nailed his 95 theses to the door of a Wittenburg church, as a 
subject for academic debate. 

 Long story short he questioned, biblically, the ability of the Roman Church to sell 
“indulgences”, the forgiveness of sins for money.  At the time this was a major 
source of income, and part of the economics of both church and state 

 Later, His refusal to renounce all of his writings at the demand of Pope Leo X in 
1520 and the Holy Roman Emperor Charles V …in 1521 resulted in 
his excommunication by the Pope and condemnation as an outlaw by 
the Emperor.2    (note well: politics and religion - link) 

 Thus the Protestant Reformation was born (in Europe, Lutheranism). 

 By 1530 in England Henry the VIII, whose application to the pope to annul his 
marriage to Catherine of Aragon had been rejected by the pope, lead to the 
rejection of Rome and the formation of the church of England – with Henry 
himself as its head, and riding the wave of the turmoil following Protestant 
reformation on the continent 

 Constituent documents… 39 Articles of religion & conformity to the Book of 
Common prayer    (Politics and religion again) 

 But if you are going to reform the errors of the Holy Roman Church, how far do 
you go? 

 The opportunity presented itself for change, and (inevitably, I suppose) there 
would be those who felt things were going too far; and those who didn’t think the 
reformation of Romish practise out of the C of E, went far enough 

 The later were seen in a nebulous group broadly known as the “Puritans”, a term 
embracing a number parties who held opinions about the degree to which change 
should mark the English church 

 What right did an ecclesiastical body like the C of E, have to stipulate the form of 
Worship, the vestments of the Clergy; the reception and refusal of Communion or 
Baptism; the form of the making of the sign of the cross? 

 What was the place of the Holy Spirit in guiding and shaping conscience on 
matters of morality or other spiritual import? 

 Did the C of E have spiritual capacity to excommunicate, persecute or eject those 
who dissented from their rule? 

 A number of groups emerged through these years pursuing a number of 
agenda’s, ideals of how things should be established:- groups emerging from this 
time include the Congregationalists; Presbyterians; Quakers; Bretheren; New 
England Puritans;  …and the Baptists. 

                                                           
2 https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Martin_Luther 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Pope_Leo_X
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Charles_V,_Holy_Roman_Emperor
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Excommunication
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Pope
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Outlaw
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Maximilian_I,_Holy_Roman_Emperor


Sermon Page 3 28 October 17 

 <Slide #7> John Smyth has been described by historians as the first to establish an 
“identifiable” Baptist church of modern times.  He did so in 1609, in Holland, after facing 
sanctions and persecution from the English crown.  One of his main reasons for founding 
the Baptist church was to separate it from the Church of England, which was under the 
direct authority of the king and magistrates.  (he also had positions on Infant 

Baptism & other doctrinal staples) 
 Smyth and his partner, <Frame #2> Thomas Helwys, were staunch supporters of 

religious freedom and decried the stranglehold the magistrates in England had upon 
religious practices.   

 After a parting of ways in 1611, Helwys returned to England and established a church in 
Spitalfield.3 

 In England, the king was not only head of the government but also of the Church of 
England. Helwys insisted that the king had no authority over the spiritual dimensions of 
life. He sent to the king a copy of a book he had written, adding a handwritten 
statement, “The king is a mortal man, not God.” 

 King James placed Helwys in prison, where he died in 1616 because he would not 
abandon his convictions. 

 In the hurley burley of the 17th century, as the throne was tossed between 
protestant and catholic sympathetic regents, in 1662 the Act of Uniformity was 
passed  to re-establish the dominance of the Church of England & its practises, 
and moved to exclude offending from all public office, civil service  or university 
degrees, as “Non-conformists”, what would become later known as “Free 
churches” 

 The reaction to all this centralising control was perhaps most distinctly seen in 
America where the fledgling colonies, loathing the system they had left, almost 
created the same reactionary systems 

 However things eventually settled down and the US established very clear 
constitutional guidelines about freedom of religion and church state separation. 

 Australian Baptists were planted however more from the English Baptist stock 

 However, our own colonial past has sculpted our cultural approach to the 
appropriate place of church in society 

 We are at this moment facing close examination of the Christian Churches’ place 
& voice in Australian society. 

 In the face of opposition, we might be tempted to withdraw, disengage in public 
life, and leave the wretched heathen to whatever end 

 And when we look into the teachings Jesus we see Him speaking of the church 
being salt, bringing light; being yeast, all these good things into a space in society 
that is far less for the absence of such things 

 What might this mean?  Do I desire that Australia be a place that exemplifies 
Godly standards & righteous conduct in its affairs?  Yes. 

 Would I lend my strength to advancing Gods purposes in the country I live in, and 
voicing my opposition when I observe things that are contrary?  Yes, of course. 

 Would I seek to prosecute (with personal or civil menaces) those agenda’s on 
those who are unwilling to receive them?  No.  Jesus left those who would not 
follow, to their own ends.4 

                                                           
3 http://northhavenchurch.net/keeping-church-and-state-separate-theological-response  
4 Luke 8:37; 9:54-56; Matthew 15:13-4 
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 Freedom of conscious – Religious institutions must remain free to practice their faith, but faith cannot 

be allowed to cause harm to innocent citizens.  The state should not be allowed to dictate the religious 
conscience of the church, but must also act for the best interest of the overall citizenship.  Religious 
institutions must maintain the right to believe as their consciences dictate, even if they are deemed wrong by 
a majority of citizens.  The religious institution does not have the right to force belief upon the overall 
citizenship5 

 The Baptist belief in religious freedom and its corollary, the separation of the 
institutions of church and state, come from the Baptist commitment to the authority 
of the Bible & the understanding of the work of the Holy Spirit on the human heart 

 The term “state” refers to governments. The Bible indicates that governments are 
ordained by God to provide law and order (Romans 13:1-5). Government leaders are to 
act for the benefit of the citizens (1 Peter 2:13-14). Baptists and other Christians are to 
honour and pray for government officials (1 Timothy 2:1-3; 1 Peter 2:17), pay taxes 
(Matthew 22:17-22; Romans 13:6-7) and obey the government except when obedience 
would be clearly contrary to God’s will (Acts 4:19-20; 5:29). Historically, Baptists have 
affirmed their loyalty to the state. 

 The term “church” refers to religious organizations. For Baptists, this includes both 
local congregations and various entities established for religious purposes, such as 
associations, conventions, schools and institutions for ministry…  

 Ideally, the relation of church and state is mutually beneficial. For example, the state is 
to provide order and safety; these are useful to the church in carrying out its mission 
(Acts 13-16). And the church contributes to a positive social order by helping to develop 
law-abiding, hard-working, honest citizens (Ephesians 4:24-32; 1 Peter 2:11-17). 

 Baptists contend that this mutual benefit works best when the institutions of church and 
state are separate and when neither seeks to control the other. The state is not to 
dictate doctrine, worship style, organization, membership or personnel for leadership to 
the church. The church is not to seek the power or the financial support of the state for 
spiritual ends.6  Nor to seek to coerce the State to compel people, where they 

chose to neglect or pursue other forms of religious observance. 
 <Slide #8> Jesus said 
❖ Matthew 22:21 (NKJV) 21 …He said to them, “Render therefore to Caesar the 
things that are Caesar’s, and to God the things that are God’s.”  

 We owe to this world “the things that are ‘Caesars” – to respond with 
thanksgiving for the Good things we enjoy in our society 

 But we also owe to God our very selves; and so we give back to Him the things of 
His own:- to cast our vote in good & Godly conscience; to Speak to the purpose 
of God, and give voice to His Word in the right time and season; to act as men 
and women of compassion and justice, as Christ would have us do in the 
communities we live in; and to do so being always ready to “give account of the 
Hope we have within us”7 

 There is a newspaper article being circulated, written by Peter Kelly for “The 
Australian” Highlighting some areas of concern when it comes to the 
constitutional protection of Religious Liberties, in this country – which do not 
seem to have come to light until recent days.  I do believe we should pray into 
this matter, that we can continue to serve God 

 Prayer is a far more potent energy than panic, in the Kingdom of God. 

                                                           
5 http://northhavenchurch.net/keeping-church-and-state-separate-theological-response 
6 https://www.baptistdistinctives.org/resources/articles/baptists-separation-of-church-and-state/  
7 1 Peter 3:15 
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