Ben Robertson
Assessment 2

Q: Is it either possible (or desirable) to exclude religious belief from political discourse?
In this essay I will discuss the positives and negatives of a church and state separation; interpretation of the bible and the outcomes that brings and influence the church has over government. After a foundation has been laid, I will look at a few examples of each point and then bring it to a conclusion.
To begin,  church and state is the joining of religious beliefs and governing of a state, as the name suggests. Church and state bring positives and negatives, some more detrimental than others. The positives can include: a morally righteous government, for example, the bible preaches values such as generosity, courage, love and respect. Having that as a basis for a governing body gives confidence that decisions will be made with all of these values in mind. Another positive is the communal aspect that religion brings; to most religious people if they find someone of the same religion they feel a kinship with them and a certain trust forms. If members of the public can trust their government it makes the process more stream-lined.
Now the negatives, having religion involved with government decisions is a form of bias; it is not always best for religion to take precedence over other ways of making decisions. For example, the scripture Leviticus 18:22 sates: “You shall not lie with a man as with a woman; it is an abomination” to condemn homosexuality is, of course, wrong and the importance of this quote is that it contradicts itself with other scripture, that is: Peter 2:17 “show proper respect to everyone, love the family of believers, fear God, honour the emperor.” Finding this contradiction shows that the bible can not be used as a moral basis for government. However, it is not only sexuality that is deemed wrong, but other human rights are also questioned. Abortion can be seen as wrong by some Christians; Gender roles can also be seen as misogynistic, for example: Colossians 3:18 “Wives, submit to your husbands, as is fitting in the Lord”. Another negative of church and state is the communal trust religion brings. As it was stated as a positive before, it can be detrimental. The faith people put into their government just because of their religion can lead to people being incompetent in their jobs or they can take advantage of the public’s unquestioning faith. In the American elections for presidency, Christianity has always been an important factor, the problem with this is that religion can be used as a tool just to find more votes. For example, in the last presidential election between Joe Biden and Donald Trump, Trump attacked Biden’s faith by saying  “ He's against God, he’s against guns, he’s against energy, our kind of energy.” This statement shows that religion is seen as the same as political views and is used to influence voters. This enforces the point that religion isn’t actually a held belief but a tool, the problem being is that religion is still held in high regard so it is a tool that has to be used for it is to valuable to leave alone.
However, the bible itself isn’t to blame for the interpretation is just as important. The bible can be vague at times so it is up to readers to find the meaning, this can lead to dire consequences or, on some occasions, a positive outcome. An example of the bible’s vagueness can be found in Genesis 9:5-6: “For your lifeblood I will surely require a reckoning; of every beast I will require it and of man; of every man’s brother I will require the life of man. Whoever sheds the blood of man, by man shall his blood be shed; for God made man in his own image.” I found this passage on a website that lists pro-life bible verses, the author of the website states “Leaving no doubt about the value in which we have in our God’s eye, we know that if we are created in God’s image we are called to give life and defend life, just as he does.” Whilst I agree with the author that this passage does show the value the God has given life, I disagree that this shows that abortion is wrong. To me this passage enforces the idea the Leviticus 24:19-21 states "And a man who injures his countryman – as he has done, so it shall be done to him [namely,] fracture under/for fracture, eye under/for eye, tooth under/for tooth. Just as another person has received injury from him, so it will be given to him." This shows how the bible can be interpreted differently, the interpretation itself was similar yet just a small difference has changed its’ meaning, however, finding the positive and negative outcome is not so obvious to all of us, hence the prevalent argument of pro-life and pro-choice.
 To show the point in a more obvious way would be by looking at the Nazi party and their ideology towards Christianity. The Nazi party, beginning to take power in 1930, started to reform Germany in their image.  With that reformation came religion, Christianity and Judaism mainly, with the anti-Semitic views becoming more popular led to a change in the Christian faith as well. In 1932 the German Christian Faith Movement was organised; it’s aim was to create the image that Christianity was an Aryan religion that was at war with Judaism. In July 1933, protestant churches merged to create the German Evangelical Church, In September Ludwig Müller became leader of the church, taking the title of Reichsbischof (“Reich bishop”). Müller himself was an Avid and early supporter of Hitler and was known to openly express anti-Semitic views so being put in charge of the now most popular church in Germany lead to more reinforcement for the growing hatred for the Jewish people. This is then amplified with the introduction of the Nürnberg laws in 1935, which forced practicing Christians who were now defined as Jews. 4 years later the institute for Study and Eradication of Jewish Influence on German Religious life, becoming an integral way to spread propaganda. This is obviously a wrong and incorrect use of the Christian faith for it has been interpreted to fit the ideals of xenophobia. However, during the same time and tyranny of nazi party, Christianity was used and interpreted in a positive light. This example is Dietrich Bonhoeffer and the confessing church. Bonhoeffer was opposed to the Nazification of the church and in retaliation he took many steps to show the ways the Nazis were not truly Christian. One of these ways was and Essay he wrote titled “The Church and the Jewish question” the essay argued that the NSDAP(Nazi) party was an illegitimate form of government, leading him to call it out on Christian grounds. The essay made three points: firstly, the church was called to the question the injustice; secondly, the church had an obligation to stand up to the injustice even though they weren’t Christian. Lastly, the church might be called to “put a spoke on the wheel” to bring said injustice to an end. This example shows that religion has been used in completely means. The nazi party using it as an excuse for horrific crimes, obviously negative. Bonhoeffer used the same religion to fight oppression and injustice, obviously positive. 
In conclusion, I believe religious beliefs should stay out of political discourse; firstly because it is a personal view and any ruling body should not have any bias whatsoever and secondly is the fact that religion can, unfortunately, be used as a tool; either to bolster your own image or used for darker means. However, I only believe this because it is simply down to the use of religion; religion itself is not a problem, the problem is how it is used. 


[endnoteRef:1] [1:  Church and state (https://vittana.org/11-pros-and-cons-of-separation-of-church-and-state)
Presidential election (https://www.theguardian.com/us-news/2020/aug/07/donald-trump-claims-joe-biden-against-god)
Pro-life interpretation (https://www.ncregister.com/blog/top-10-pro-life-bible-verses)
Christianity in Nazi Germany (https://www.ushmm.org/collections/bibliography/christianity-and-the-holocaust)
Bonhoeffer(https://encyclopedia.ushmm.org/content/en/article/dietrich-bonhoeffer)
] 
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