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This discussion guide deals with the teaching of the last two weeks because it formed a mini-series and most Midweek Groups did not meet last week.
1.
Christian Nationalism and Dominion Theology.

Many of us may not be familiar with explicit expressions of dominion theology in which Christians are mandated to bring the world under the authority of God.  Reflect on what you have heard from prominent Christian leaders and writers that might be evidence of this over-reliance on the political sphere for spiritual influence.  Discuss the difference between godly citizenship and dominion theology.
Here is the text of “For the Health of the Nation:  An Evangelical Call to Civic Responsibility (October 7, 2004):
Evangelical Christians in America face an historic opportunity.  We make up fully one quarter of all voters in the most powerful nation in history.  Never before has God given American evangelicals such an awesome opportunity to shape public policy in ways that could contribute to the well-being of the entire world.  Disengagement is not an option.  We must seek God’s face for biblical faithfulness and abundant wisdom to rise to this unique challenge.
We engage in public life because God created our first parents in his image and gave them dominion over the earth (Gen. 1:27-28). The responsibilities that emerge from that mandate are many, and in a modern society those responsibilities rightly flow to many different institutions, including governments, families, churches, schools, businesses, and labor unions. Just governance is part of our calling in creation.

We also engage in public life because Jesus is Lord over every area of life. Through him all things were created (Col. 1:16-17), and by him all things will be brought to fullness (Rom. 8:19-21). To restrict our stewardship to the private sphere would be to deny an important part of his dominion and to functionally abandon it to the Evil One. To restrict our political concerns to matters that touch only on the private and the domestic spheres is to deny the all-encompassing Lordship of Jesus (Rev. 19:16).

Jesus calls us as his followers to love our neighbors as ourselves. Our goal in civic engagement is to bless our neighbors by making good laws. Because we have been called to do justice to our neighbors, we foster a free press, participate in open debate, vote, and hold public office. When Christians do justice, it speaks loudly about God. And it can show those who are not believers how the Christian vision can contribute to the common good and help alleviate the ills of society.

As you reflect on this document, don’t just focus on the words that are said, but also on the passages that are used to support the points.  Look up the passages and study what they are emphasizing.  Discuss the relation of the teaching of these passages with the emphasis made in this document, particularly with relation to concepts of “dominion.”  

Now, make a list of passages that are foundational “first principles” type verses related to the way we as Christians engage with culture and government.  How does the teaching of these passages compare to the emphasis made in the document above?  

2.
Dangers of Christian Nationalism.

George mentioned two large concerns in his first message in the series:

· The misuse of law through incorrect interpretations of the Pentateuch.

· The inadequate role and function of the local church.

Discuss evidence in American history of these two concerns.  How has the Bible been misused in the application to law?  How has the role of the church been impacted by emphasis on American democracy?  In what ways have laws and the role of the church been altered from biblical “first principles?”  

What is the difference between a church doing theology-in-culture and a church being distracted by improper roles?  What aspects of being a biblical church are incompatible with being a state church?  What sorts of impact are short-changed or given up when the church functions from a position of political power?  
3.
ORC Elders as Ames City Council.

Try a practical exercise.  Imagine Keith Cook, Don Johnson, Jay Staker, and Jeff Reed as the only members of the City Council because ORC elders were automatically also City Council members.  What impact would this have on the city of Ames?  What new laws would you encourage them to enact?  What would be the side-effects of the impact and new laws?

Now, think about the impact this would have on ORC.  How would their roles at ORC change?  What new tensions would they face as they led the church?
4.
ORC as a Church.

George concluded the second message in the series with a simple list of five items for us to consider.  Here is a shortened version from my notes:

1. Walk with Christ and develop virtue.

2. Find your specific calling.

3. Participate in church.

4. Engage the world around you.

5. Recognize that government is to protect innocent people and make it peaceful for Christians.
Spend some time on each item of the list.  Identify where you are strong, where you fall short, and where you may be vulnerable for each item.  For instance, 

1. Do you crave virtue?  Or are you content with a life that most would consider virtuous, but isn’t really based upon godliness.  

2. Do you know your specific calling?  Have you done any serious consideration of it lately?  What has changed in your life or context lately?  Perhaps you even belong in government or politics.
3. Are you participating in the family of families as you should?  What does it look like when you just go through the motions?

4. How have you been inconvenience and gotten dirty recently as you engaged the world around you?  Not how have you passively tolerated the inconvenience and dirtiness of a fallen world, but how have you actively engaged it?
5. In what ways have you looked wrongfully to the government and politics for things that are really to be handled through churches?  What have been the results?  How might things have been different if we truly focused on the church being the church that God intended it to be?

