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The History You Were Never Taught 
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SESSION THREE 
 

THESIS:  The Founders did not think of themselves as revolutionaries, they thought of 

themselves as preservationists and restorers.  King George III abdicated his 

authority and removed himself from his position of leadership over the colonies 

before the colonies declared their independence.  Furthermore, it was King 

George III who rebelled against the lawful order of God and man.  The 

Declaration of Independence was written to explain, among other things, how the 

act of creating the United States of America was not a violation of Romans 13.  

The influence of Christianity was so widespread in the colonies that there never 

could have been a revolution unless people were persuaded that this course of 

action was theologically and biblically justified.   

 

REVIEW: On December 22, 1775, at the behest of the King, Parliament passed the 

Prohibitory Act.  In effect, this was an act of severance.  In their book,                             

The Revolution Myth, Gene Fisher and Glen Chambers give this summary:   
 

Many members of Parliament recognized the Prohibitory Act as a 
final, severing act.  In December, after unsuccessfully opposing 
the Act, David Hartley attempted to have the House of Commons 
adjourned in order to consolidate opposition to it.  Following the 
denial of his request, he expressed his hopes that opposition to 
the Act by some members of the Parliament would “remain as a 
memorial, that some of us, at least, lament this final separation 
[emphasis added] of America with an affectionate regret.” After 
the Prohibitory Act, Parliament passed no other significant acts 
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regarding the American colonies, further evidencing Parliament’s 
recognition of the Prohibitory Act as a final separation.  (The vote 
on the Act was 192 to 64 in the House of Commons and 78 to 19 
in the House of Lords.  Eight peers protested).  In spite of 
eloquent protests, the Act became law on December 22, 1775, 
marking the real independence day for the former British 
colonists in America.  Parliament and the King cast out the 
thirteen colonies from the British Empire. (pp. 43-44) 

 
 

  
 

 If I had been a member of the Second Continental Congress whose job was to cast a vote, 

either yea or nay, I might have written a letter like this one to my wife.  The date is July 1st, 

1776.  The next day, July 2nd, is the day the actual vote will be taken.  An informal poll on 

July 1st indicates that only nine of the thirteen colonies (as represented by their delegates) 

are ready to vote yes. 

 

 

                   July 1st, 1776 

My Dearest Rebekah, 

 The last month has been momentous.  On June 7th, the distinguished Richard Henry 

Lee of Virginia submitted a formal resolution to Congress that the colonies officially break 

with Great Britain and announce our independence.  Here is his resolution:   

Resolved, That these United Colonies are, and of right ought 
to be, free and independent States; that they are absolved 
from all allegiance to the British Crown; and that all political 
connection between them and the State of Great Britain is, 
and ought to be, totally dissolved.   
 

 It is still difficult to believe that we have arrived at this place, but Mr. Lee’s resolution 

is not the result of hasty thinking or careless overreaction.  As you know, we have spent the 

last twelve years asking that our rights as English subjects be honored and that the British 
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Constitution, which has developed since the days of Magna Carta, be brought to bear 

against the illegal actions of Parliament.  For the longest time we have believed that King 

George III was not fully aware of what Parliament, and the officials who do Parliament’s 

bidding, was attempting to do.  None of our founding charters included Parliament and they 

never had authority to regulate our affairs.  We have exhausted every appeal to the 

constitution, to the law, to our rights, and, finally, to the King himself.  What are we to do 

when those in authority commit themselves to a path of lawlessness?  To what, or to whom, 

shall we turn?   

 We appointed a committee of five men to write a document which will explain the 

reasons for approving Mr. Lee’s resolution.  They are Thomas Jefferson of Virginia, 

Benjamin Franklin of Pennsylvania, Roger Sherman of Connecticut, John Adams of 

Massachusetts, and Robert Livingston of New York.  While some members of Congress will 

probably vote nay, the momentum is strongly in favor of independence.  All of us have seen 

a draft of the declaration and I believe it is the perfect summary of what is already being 

said by multitudes of concerned people throughout the colonies.  It is the very thing that you 

and I have discussed many times and what we have heard preached in our beloved church.  

Namely, that there is a law that is higher than British law.  Of course, our quarrel is not with 

British law as historically practiced.  But Parliament and the King’s willingness to subvert 

and disfigure the law means that we no longer have recourse to appeal to the law and to our 

rights as English subjects.  Our course of action is now based upon our unalienable rights, 

the ones that are inherent within us by the will of God.  His law is unchanging and no human 

law which usurps God’s law is binding upon us.  He is the Supreme Judge of the world, and 

He knows our intentions.  We submit ourselves to the protection of Divine Providence.   

 We also realize that the nations of the world will need to be satisfied that our 

existence as a nation is legitimate.  We will need to establish diplomatic relations and, 

hopefully, find friends among the nations with whom alliances can be formed and commerce 

can be established.   
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 God willing, we will be in a new nation by this time tomorrow.  My thoughts on this 

matter, and there are many who agree with me, is that we already are a nation and have 

been independent of Great Britain since Parliament, at the behest of the King, passed the 

Prohibitory Act last December.  We were removed from the Crown’s protection, yet the 

King’s troops remained.  The King abdicated.  We are acknowledging his abdication and his 

surrender of any legitimate authority over us.  The outcome is in God’s hands.  I know you 

will join me in praying for a future where the blessings of liberty will be secured.   

     Your loving Husband  

 
 

 Thomas Jefferson, the primary author of the Declaration of Independence, is sometimes 

given too much credit for its ideas.  None of the concepts in the Declaration originated with 

Jefferson.  These ideas were already in circulation throughout the colonies.  There were 

already dozens of state and local “Declarations of Independence” that had been voted upon 

and approved before July 2nd, 1776.  Jefferson was a brilliant stylist who masterfully    

captured and communicated the ideas that are the basis of the Declaration of Independence.  

 

 In the opening words of the Declaration there are two staggeringly important THEOLOGICAL 

truths asserted.  They are not window dressing or superficial statements made to entice 

Christians to support independence.  They are the culmination of centuries of Christian 

thought that had been slowly maturing, with many different streams gradually merging.  

1.  “ … the Laws of Nature and the Nature’s God …” 

2. “ … endowed by their Creator …” 

 

 

 

 

NOTE:  One of the most destructive and highly inaccurate claims made by historians 
is that the Declaration was a radical product of the Enlightenment and Deism, 
and that even the Christians who signed it were willing to move away from a 
historic biblical worldview.  This is totally FALSE, but it has dominated the 
teaching of American history for the past century.   
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 In these two references to God the Founders are stating that the grievances of the colonies 

have now been appealed to a Court that is higher (the Highest!) than the British 

government. This step was taken only as a last resort:  “Prudence, indeed, will dictate that 

Governments long established should not be changed for light and transient causes …       

but when a long train of abuses and usurpations … evinces a design to reduce them under 

absolute Despotism, it is their right, it is their duty to throw off such Government … To prove 

this, let Facts be submitted to a candid world.”    

 

 The two key claims made at the outset are:   

1. God’s law is universal and it is the highest law. 

2. Rights come from God and that human government’s fundamental purpose is to protect 

God-given rights.   

 

 The phrase Law of Nature and of Nature’s God is descriptive of Romans 1:18 – 2:15.  

Christian theologians recognize two sources of revelation from God. 

1. Special revelation.  This is direct revelation from God given through the Old Testament 

prophets and authors, and through the New Testament apostles and authors.  It is 

“inscripturated”.  

2. General revelation.  This is knowledge of God universally available through the created 

realm (see Psalm 19) and through the moral law written on the heart (Romans 2:14-15).  

Human reason, when used properly (a big problem because of sin), can arrive at truth.  

This is called natural theology or natural law.  It is not contrary to biblical theology.    

 

Since the days of Thomas Aquinas (1225 – 1274), Christian theologians and philosophers 

(Catholic and Protestant) had wrestled with questions about natural law and its application 

to political theory.  They combined this with intense study of Scripture.  Christian writers 

routinely referred to Romans 1-2 as describing “The Laws of Nature”.  John Locke (1632-
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1704) whose writings deeply influenced the Declaration of Independence, was part of this 

Christian tradition.  

  

  In his book, “Defending the Declaration: How the Bible and Christianity Influenced the 

Writing of the Declaration of Independence, Gary Amos cites Sir Edward Coke (1552-1634), 

considered to be one of England’s greatest legal scholars, who wrote this about the law of 

nature in “Calvin’s Case” (circa 1610).   

The law of nature is that which God at the time of creation of the 
nature of man infused into his heart, for his preservation and 
direction; and this is lex aeterna, the moral law, called also the law 
of nature.  And by the law, written with the finger of God in the 
heart of man, were the people of God a long time governed, 
before the law was written by Moses, who was the first reporter or 
writer of law in the world.  The Apostle in the Second Chapter to 
the Romans saith, Cum enim gentes quae legem non habent 
naturaliter ea quae legis sunt faciunt (While the nations who do 
not have the law do naturally the things of the law).  [This God 
commands in Sacred Scripture, this the law of nature dictates, in 
order than anyone who is a subject might render obedience to the 
superior].  (T)herefore the law of God and nature is one to all … 
This law of nature, which indeed is the eternal law of the Creator, 
infused into the heart of the creature at the time of his creation, 
was two thousand years before any laws written, and before any 
judicial or municipal laws. (Amos p. 43)   

 

 All lawyers in colonial America were expected to have studied Coke in depth! 


