Christian Tours of Washington, D.C.
http://www.ehow.com/list_6960958_christian-tours-washington_-d_c_.html
Note: This is NOT Christian, but Roman Catholic . . .
www.alemattec.com/The Hidden Faith (Roman Catholic -- Jesuit controlled) of The Founding Fathers -- Deists, Masons -- of the United States of America . . . .htm
American Christian Tours:
http://www.acts-tours.com/links.asp
Capitol Tour David Barton HD, America's “forgotten” history – In God We Trust . . .
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=JeIMmXJets0

American Christian Heritage
http://acheritagegroup.org/
United States Capitol Christian History Tour - 10 Minute sample (David Barton)
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=DKc7b3S9LwQ 
Missing Christian Heritage at US Capitol Exposed
http://dakotavoice.com/2009/02/missing-christian-heritage-at-us-capitol-exposed/

In the Supreme Court itself, Moses and his law on display
http://www.christianindex.org/1087.article

VI. Religion and the Federal Government
http://www.loc.gov/exhibits/religion/rel06.html
http://www.loc.gov/exhibits/religion/rel06-2.html

The Jefferson Bible
It is thought that Jefferson prepared what is referred to as the "Jefferson Bible" in 1820. In this volume, Jefferson used excerpts from New Testaments in four languages to create parallel columns of text recounting the life of Jesus, preserving what he considered to be Christ's authentic actions and statements, eliminating the mysterious and miraculous. (Taking away from Holy Scripture, the Holy Bible, which is Commanded by the Lord Jesus Christ of Nazareth – NOT to do, or all the curses in the Holy Bible would be upon them, and is upon Thomas Jefferson).  He began his account with Luke's second chapter, deleting the first in which the angel Gabriel announced to the Virgin Mary that she would give birth to the Messiah by the Holy Spirit. On the pages seen here, Jefferson deleted the part of the birth story in which the angel of the Lord appeared to the shepherds. The text ends with the crucifixion and burial and omits any resurrection appearance.  (Thomas Jefferson was a good “Sadducee” . . .).

Jefferson Bible
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Jefferson_Bible



Luke 20:27
27Then came to him certain of the Sadducees, which deny that there is any resurrection; and they asked him,

Acts 3:14-15
14 But ye denied the Holy One and the Just, and desired a murderer to be granted unto you;
15 And killed the Prince of life, whom God hath raised from the dead; whereof we are witnesses.

John 11:24-26
24 Martha saith unto him, I know that he shall rise again in the resurrection at the last day.
25 Jesus said unto her, I am the resurrection, and the life: he that believeth in me, though he were dead, yet shall he live:
26 And whosoever liveth and believeth in me shall never die. Believest thou this?

Acts 17:18
18Then certain philosophers of the Epicureans, and of the Stoicks, encountered him. And some said, What will this babbler say? other some, He seemeth to be a setter forth of strange gods: because he preached unto them Jesus, and the resurrection.


Acts 17:32
32And when they heard of the resurrection of the dead, some mocked: and others said, We will hear thee again of this matter.

Acts 23:6
6But when Paul perceived that the one part were Sadducees, and the other Pharisees, he cried out in the council, Men and brethren, I am a Pharisee, the son of a Pharisee: of the hope and resurrection of the dead I am called in question.
Acts 23:8

8For the Sadducees say that there is no resurrection, neither angel, nor spirit: but the Pharisees confess both.
Acts 24:15
15And have hope toward God, which they themselves also allow, that there shall be a resurrection of the dead, both of the just and unjust.
Romans 1:4
4And declared to be the Son of God with power, according to the spirit of holiness, by the resurrection from the dead:

Romans 6:5
5For if we have been planted together in the likeness of his death, we shall be also in the likeness of his resurrection:
1 Corinthians 15:12-13
12Now if Christ be preached that he rose from the dead, how say some among you that there is no resurrection of the dead?

13But if there be no resurrection of the dead, then is Christ not risen:


1 Corinthians 15:14
14 And if Christ be not risen, then is our preaching vain, and your faith is also vain.
1 Corinthians 15:17
7 And if Christ be not raised, your faith is vain; ye are yet in your sins.
1 Peter 1:3
3Blessed be the God and Father of our Lord Jesus Christ, which according to his abundant mercy hath begotten us again unto a lively hope by the resurrection of Jesus Christ from the dead,

1 Peter 3:21
21The like figure whereunto even baptism doth also now save us (not the putting away of the filth of the flesh, but the answer of a good conscience toward God,) by the resurrection of Jesus Christ:
http://www.alemattec.com/21 The like figure whereunto even baptism doth also now save us.doc



http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Jefferson_Bible
The Jefferson Bible, or The Life and Morals of Jesus of Nazareth as it is formally titled, was a book constructed by Thomas Jefferson in the latter years of his life by cutting and pasting numerous sections from various Bibles as extractions of the doctrine of Jesus. Jefferson's composition excluded sections of the New Testament containing supernatural aspects as well as perceived misinterpretations he believed had been added by the Four Evangelists.[1], but others reject this claim, stating that his 1804 work was simply intended to instruct Native Americans about Jesus' moral teaching [2]

 HYPERLINK "http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Jefferson_Bible" \l "cite_note-2"
[3] while his second work was for his own personal study.[4]
Note:  The part directly above which states . . . , “ . . .but others reject this claim, stating that his 1804 work was simply intended to instruct Native Americans about Jesus' moral teaching [2]

 HYPERLINK "http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Jefferson_Bible" \l "cite_note-2"
[3] while his second work was for his own personal study.”

Is Simply NOT true.  Thomas Jefferson was a Deist, antiChristian, as were most of the “founding fathers,” including George Washington.
How Thomas Jefferson Created His Own Bible
Thanks to an extensive restoration process, the public can now see how Jefferson created his own version of the Scripture


http://www.smithsonianmag.com/arts-culture/how-thomas-jefferson-created-his-own-bible-5659505/?no-ist

(Indeed, Thomas Jefferson created his “own bible” by cutting out words and phrases, and whole chapters, while he made the claim that the New Testament writers were “idiots.”) 
Deism ( i/ˈdiː.ɪzəm/[1][2] or /ˈdeɪ.ɪzəm/) is a philosophy which holds that reason and observation of the natural world, without the need for organized religion, can determine that the universe is the product of a creator. According to deists, the deity seldom, if ever, intervenes in human affairs or suspends the natural laws of the universe. Deists typically reject supernatural events such as prophecy and miracles, tending instead to assert that a god (or "the Supreme Architect") does not alter the universe by intervening in it. This idea is also known as the clockwork universe theory, in which a god designs and builds a universe, but steps aside to let it run on its own. 
Deism became more prominent in the 17th and 18th centuries during the Age of Enlightenment—especially in Britain, France, Germany and America among intellectuals raised as Christians who found they could not believe in supernatural miracles, the inerrancy of the Holy Scriptures (the Holy Bible), or the Trinity, but who did believe in one God. Deistic ideas also influenced several leaders of the American and French Revolutions.
“ . . . but who did believe in one God.”
James 2:19
19Thou believest that there is one God; thou doest well: the devils also believe, and tremble.
Thomas Jefferson accomplished a more limited goal in 1804 with "The Philosophy of Jesus of Nazareth", the predecessor to The Life and Morals of Jesus of Nazareth.[6] He described it in a letter to John Adams dated 13 October 1813:

In extracting the pure principles which he taught, we should have to strip off the artificial vestments in which they have been muffled by priests, who have travestied them into various forms, as instruments of riches and power to themselves. We must dismiss the Platonists and Plotinists, the Stagyrites and Gamalielites, the Eclectics, the Gnostics and Scholastics, their essences and emanations, their logos and demiurges, aeons and daemons, male and female, with a long train of … or, shall I say at once, of nonsense. We must reduce our volume to the simple evangelists, select, even from them, the very words only of Jesus, paring off the amphibologisms into which they have been led, by forgetting often, or not understanding, what had fallen from him, by giving their own misconceptions as his dicta, and expressing unintelligibly for others what they had not understood themselves. There will be found remaining the most sublime and benevolent code of morals which has ever been offered to man. I have performed this operation for my own use, by cutting verse by verse out of the printed book, and arranging the matter which is evidently his, and which is as easily distinguishable as diamonds in a dunghill. The result is an octavo of forty-six pages, of pure and unsophisticated doctrines.[5]

This 1804 version's full title was, The Philosophy of Jesus of Nazareth, being Extracted from the Account of His Life and Doctrines Given by Matthew, Mark, Luke and John; Being an Abridgement of the New Testament for the Use of the Indians, Unembarrased [uncomplicated] with Matters of Fact or Faith beyond the Level of their Comprehensions.[7] Jefferson frequently expressed discontent with this earlier version. The Life and Morals of Jesus of Nazareth represents the fulfillment of his desire to produce a more carefully assembled edition.

Deists, those who were, and were what is called the “founding fathers” of the United States of American usurped this role from the Christian founders who had signed the Articles of Confederation.

Religion, has played an important role from the nations beginnings in the 16th century until today.  The Declaration of Independence explicitly alludes to God, the 1781 Articles of Confederation pay tribute to the "Great Governor of the World, the Son of God" and the Federal and State Constitutions in the United States of America also reference to God. There is also "ceremonial deism," or public allusions to a divinity (specifically the Judaeo-Christian divinity). Examples include the opening prayer for legislative sessions, the promise of loyalty to a nation "under God," as well as the invocation to God before judicial procedures ("God save the United States and this Honorable Court"), a witness's oath upon the Holy Bible before testifying in court, the national Holidays of  Christmas, Thanksgiving,  and National Prayer Day (proclaimed at the Continental Congress in 1775 to emphasize the dependence on God as essential to the promotion of the morality and mercy needed to achieve a social happiness and a free Government).  Furthermore, the motto of  the United States of America is:  "In God We Trust;" and the preliminary prayer at the President's inaugural speech--to name a few. 

Political speech and practice are full of subtle, yet significant, religious allusions. Although the United States of America claims a rigid separation between Church and State, the American Constitution and its Bill of Rights has had an important religious component in its formation, development, and manifestation of the documents that rule America.


http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/United_States_Bill_of_Rights
The Bill of Rights is the collective name for the first ten amendments to the United States Constitution. These limitations serve to protect the natural rights of liberty and property. They guarantee a number of personal freedoms, limit the government's power in judicial and other proceedings, and reserve some powers to the states and the public. While originally the amendments applied only to the federal government, most of their provisions have since been held to apply to the states by way of the Fourteenth Amendment.

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Articles_of_Confederation
And Whereas it hath pleased the Great Governor of the World (Jesus Christ) to incline the hearts of the legislatures we respectively represent in Congress, to approve of, and to authorize us to ratify the said Articles of Confederation and perpetual Union.
http://www.conservapedia.com/Articles_of_Confederation

Making the change from under God to under man . . .

The new American Constitution failed to acknowledge God's Power and instead ceded governmental authority to "We the People…”.  We the people, was a break, from the original Articles of Confederation under God by honoring the Lord Jesus Christ of Nazareth, the Great Governor of the World, to a man centered nation, “in order to form a more perfect Union".  This break not only was with historically distant European precedents, but with the Articles of Confederation, which paid homage to "the Great Governor of the World," i.e.:  The Lord Jesus Christ of Nazareth, as the majority of America's founders, even though nearly all of the new nation's citizens were not only Christian but Protestant, and with the Declaration of Independence, with its majestic statement that "all men…are endowed by their Creator with certain unalienable rights," is NOT the same as acknowledging the “Great Governor of the World”.   It is worth noting here that the Declaration of Independence was a bold and impassioned proclamation of “mans” liberty.

In 1781, the Articles of Confederation acknowledged “. . . the Great Governor of the World,” but a mere six years later the American Constitution made no mention of God until the Bill of Rights were added by Christian Protestants (and the Papacy, the Roman Catholic “church” to prevent stopping the Catholics from spreading their satanic doctrines) to ensure man’s freedom to Worship.  The question ask by many, is:  WHO IS THE GREAT GOVERNOR OF THE NATIONS OF THE WORLD? Since the original founders of the nation, under the Articles of Confederation were Christians, let’s go to the Holy Bible, and see if we can locate the One Who is the Great Governor of the World, and who rules the nations . . .

Psalm 22:27-31
27 All the ends of the world shall remember and turn unto the Lord: and all the kindreds of the nations shall worship before thee.
28 For the kingdom is the Lord's: and he is the governor among the nations.
29 All they that be fat upon earth shall eat and worship: all they that go down to the dust shall bow before him: and none can keep alive his own soul.
30 A seed shall serve him; it shall be accounted to the Lord for a generation.
31 They shall come, and shall declare his righteousness unto a people that shall be born, that he hath done this.
Romans 3:24-27
24 Being justified freely by his grace through the redemption that is in Christ Jesus:
25 Whom God hath set forth to be a propitiation through faith in his blood, to declare his righteousness for the remission of sins that are past, through the forbearance of God;
26 To declare, I say, at this time his righteousness: that he might be just, and the justifier of him which believeth in Jesus.
27 Where is boasting then? It is excluded. By what law? of works? Nay: but by the law of faith.

Revelation 19:11-16
11 And I saw heaven opened, and behold a white horse; and he that sat upon him was called Faithful and True, and in righteousness he doth judge and make war.
12 His eyes were as a flame of fire, and on his head were many crowns; and he had a name written, that no man knew, but he himself.
13 And he was clothed with a vesture dipped in blood: and his name is called The Word of God.
14 And the armies which were in heaven followed him upon white horses, clothed in fine linen, white and clean.
15 And out of his mouth goeth a sharp sword, that with it he should smite the nations: and he shall rule them with a rod of iron: and he treadeth the winepress of the fierceness and wrath of Almighty God.
16 And he hath on his vesture and on his thigh a name written, King Of Kings, And Lord Of Lords.
The U.S. Constitution, drafted in 1787 and ratified in 1788, is a godless document. Its utter neglect of religion was no oversight; it was apparent to all. Self-consciously designed to be an instrument with which to structure the secular politics of individual interest and happiness, in 1787-88 the Constitution was bitterly attacked for its failure to mention God or Christianity.
Eighteenth-century political-theological conservatives lost the battle over the Constitution, and the bitter pill remains equally bitter to their spiritual descendants today.  However, through the Bill of Rights to the Constitution, some of our founding fathers protected the rights of individuals to Worship as they pleased, and to speak freely concerning their religious faith and belief to others.
http://www.conservapedia.com/Articles_of_Confederation
http://en.wiktionary.org/wiki/whereas
The Articles of Confederation, formally the Articles of Confederation and Perpetual Union, was an agreement among the 13 founding states that established the United States of America as a confederation of sovereign states and served as its first constitution.[1] Its drafting by the Continental Congress began in mid 1776, and an approved version was sent to the states for ratification in late 1777. The formal ratification by all 13 states was completed in early 1781.

Secession from the Articles of Confederation
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Secession_in_the_United_States#Secession_from_the_Articles_of_Confederation
The United States was governed under the Articles of Confederation for most of the American Revolution and the first few years afterwards. Amendments to the Articles required unanimous consent of the states. The Congress under the Articles authorized a convention to propose changes to the Articles, leading to the drafting of the United States Constitution as a replacement for, rather than an amendment to, the Articles. Instead of submitting the Constitution to Congress where it would require unanimous approval, the proposed Constitution required only the ratification of nine of the thirteen states in order to initiate government under the Constitution. Only states ratifying the Constitution would be included in the new government. For a time, 11 of the states operated under the Constitution without the non-ratifying states of Rhode Island and North Carolina.[14]
Since the Articles spoke of a perpetual union, various arguments have been presented to explain the apparent contradiction and illegality[15] in abandoning (or seceding from) one government and creating another that did not include all of the members of the original. One explanation was simply that the situation under the Articles was their failure to protect the vital interests of the states. Necessity, rather than legality, was the relevant factor.[16]
Some argue that this secession from the Articles was a legal precedent for future secessions from the Constitution. For example, St. George Tucker, a respected jurist in the early republic era, wrote in 1803:

And since the seceding states, by establishing a new constitution and form of federal government among themselves, without the consent of the rest, have shown that they consider the right to do so whenever the occasion may, in their opinion require it, we may infer that the right has not been diminished by any new compact which they may since have entered into, since none could be more solemn or explicit than the first, nor more binding upon the contracting parties."[22]
Patrick Henry represented a strong voice for the Anti-Federalists who opposed adoption of the Constitution. Questioning the nature of the new political organization being proposed, Henry asked:
The fate ... of America may depend on this. ... Have they made a proposal of a compact between the states? If they had, this would be a confederation. It is otherwise most clearly a consolidated government. The question turns, sir, on that poor little thing—the expression, We, the people, instead of the states, of America. ...[27]
Patrick Henry was one of the most forthright and truly Christian statesmen of the founding era. Not only did Patrick Henry oppose ratification of the new Constitution, but he also refused the invitation to attend. "I smell a rat!," he exclaimed. 
Patrick Henry's Early life:
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Patrick_Henry#Early_life_(1736%E2%80%931759)
The religious revival known as the Great Awakening reached Virginia when Henry was a child. His father was staunchly Anglican, but his mother often took him to hear Presbyterian preachers. Although Henry remained a lifelong Anglican communicant, ministers such as Samuel Davies taught him that it is not enough to save one's own soul, but one should help to save society. He also learned that oratory should reach the heart, not just persuade based on reason.[9] His oratorical technique would follow that of these preachers, seeking to reach the people by speaking to them in their own language.[10]  (Not in Latin like the papist "priests").
Samuel Davies
https://encyclopediavirginia.org/entries/davies-samuel-1723-1761/
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Samuel_Davies_(clergyman)#Early_life
Note:  The Presbyterian Preacher, Samuel Davies had a life-long affect on Patrick Henry.  Pastor Samuel Davies was born in New Castle County, Delaware, on November 3, 1723. His parents, David Davies (the surname also appears as Davis and David) and Martha Thomas Davies, lived in a farming community among other Baptists of Welsh descent. He received his earliest education from the leader of the local Baptist meeting. After his mother embraced Presbyterian doctrine, Davies attended a school run by a Presbyterian clergyman before enrolling in Samuel Blair’s classical academy at Fagg’s Manor, Chester County, Pennsylvania. Davies’s teachers adopted the evangelical outlook then emerging in the Anglo-American world. They adhered to a Calvinist notion of justification, whereby Salvation was accomplished solely through God’s grace.  
Constitutional historian Forrest McDonald made this observation: "Neither Samuel Adams, John Hancock of Massachusetts, Richard Henry Lee, nor Patrick Henry of Virginia chose to come to the new Constitution Convention. (Patrick Henry did not because, he said, "I smell a rat"; the others offered no excuses)."

Although these men ALL signed the Declaration of Independence, and were part of the founding Father's of the United States, they refused to even be a part of the new usurped American Constitution.
http://www.ushistory.org/declaration/signers/index.htm
http://www.archives.gov/education/lessons/constitution-day/signers.html

Patrick Henry complained:  I smell a rat? Henry complained of the illegality of the Convention in ignoring the explicit instructions of the duly Elected Congress under the Articles of Confederation -- not to scrap the Articles of Confederation. "The Federal Convention ought to have amended the old system," he protested, "for this purpose they were solely delegated: the object of their mission extended to no other consideration."

The Federalists would attempt to point out that Henry “exaggerated” the extent that a consolidated government was being created and acknowledged that states would continue to serve an important function even though sovereignty had been transferred to the American people as a whole. However, on the issue of whether states retained a right of unilateral secession from the United States, the Federalists made it clear that no such right would exist under the Constitution.[28]
Amar specifically cites the example of New York's ratification as suggestive that the Constitution did not countenance secession. Anti-Federalists dominated the Poughkeepsie Convention that would ratify the Constitution. Concerned that the new compact might not sufficiently safeguard states' rights, the anti-Federalists sought to insert into the New York ratification message language to the effect that "there should be reserved to the state of New York a right to withdraw herself from the union after a certain number of years."[29] The Federalists opposed this, with Hamilton, a delegate at the Convention, reading aloud in response a letter from James Madison stating: "the Constitution requires an adoption in toto, and for ever." Hamilton and John Jay then told the Convention that in their view, "a reservation of a right to withdraw [was] inconsistent with the Constitution, and was no ratification."[29] The Convention ultimately ratified the Constitution, without including the "right to withdraw" language proposed by the anti-Federalists.
Alien and Sedition Acts
John Taylor of Caroline pushed for Virginia's secession at the time of the 1798 Alien and Sedition Acts and his participation in the Republican response—the Kentucky and Virginia Resolutions—demonstrated how seriously he took the reserved rights of secession and interposition (nullification) belonging to the States.[37] Thomas Jefferson also communicated to James Madison his conviction in "a reservation of the rights resulting to us from these palpable violations [the Alien and Sedition Acts]" and, if the federal government did not return to "the true principles of our federal compact," he was determined to "sever ourselves from that union we so much value, rather than give up the rights of self government which we have reserved, and in which alone we see liberty, safety and happiness."[38] Jeffersonian Republicans were not alone in claiming "reserved rights" against the federal government. During the War of 1812, Federalist Founding Father, Gouverneur Morris (a Hamilton ally) stated that "secession, under certain circumstances, was entirely constitutional."[39]
New England Federalists and Hartford Convention
The election of 1800 saw Jefferson's Democratic-Republican Party on the rise with the Federalists in decline. Federalists became alarmed at what they saw as threats from the Democratic-Republicans. The Louisiana Purchase was viewed as a violation of the original agreement between the original thirteen states since it created the potential for numerous new states that would be dominated by the Democratic-Republicans. The impeachment of John Pickering, a Federalist district judge, by the Democratic-Republican dominated Congress and similar attacks by the Democratic-Republican Pennsylvania legislature against that state's judiciary further alarmed Federalists. By 1804, the viable base of the Federalist Party had been reduced to the states of Massachusetts, Connecticut, and Delaware.[40]
A few Federalists, led by Timothy Pickering of Massachusetts, considered the creation of a separate New England confederation, possibly combining with lower Canada to form a pro-British nation. Historian Richard Buell, Jr., characterizes these separatist musings:

Most participants in the explorations—it can hardly be called a plot since it never took concrete form—focused on the domestic obstacles to consummating their fantasy. These included lack of popular support for such a scheme in the region. ... The secessionist movement of 1804 was more of a confession of despair about the future than a realistic proposal for action.[41]
The Embargo Act of 1807 was seen as a threat to the economy of Massachusetts and in late May 1808 the state legislature debated how the state should respond. Once again these debates generated isolated references to secession, but no clear cut plot ever materialized.[42]
Spurred on by some Federalist party members, the Hartford Convention was convened on December 15, 1814, to address both the opposition to the War of 1812 (which lasted until 1815) and the domination of the federal government by the Virginia political dynasty. Twenty six delegates attended—Massachusetts sent 12 delegates, Connecticut seven, and Rhode Island four. New Hampshire and Vermont decided not to send delegates although two counties from each state did send delegates.[43] Historian Donald R. Hickey noted:

Despite pleas in the New England press for secession and a separate peace, most of the delegates taking part in the Hartford Convention were determined to pursue a moderate course. Only Timothy Bigelow of Massachusetts apparently favored extreme measures, and he did not play a major role in the proceedings.[43]
The final report[44] addressed issues related to the war and state defense and recommended seven constitutional amendments dealing with "the overrepresentation of white southerners in Congress, the growing power of the West, the trade restrictions and the war, the influence of foreigners (like Albert Gallatin), and the Virginia dynasty's domination of national politics."[45]
Massachusetts and Connecticut endorsed the report, but the war ended as the states' delegates were on their way to Washington, effectively ending any impact the report might have had. Generally the convention was a "victory for moderation", but the timing led to the convention being identified as "a synonym for disloyalty and treason" and was a major factor in the sharp decline of the Federalist Party.[46]
An Almost-Chosen People-- Paul Johnson, June 2006
https://www.firstthings.com/article/2006/06/an-almost-chosen-people
Those sailing on the Mayflower in 1620 did so, “for the Glory of God and the advancement of the Christian faith” stated their desire “solemnly and mutually in the presence of God” to “covenant and combine ourselves together in a civill body politic.” 

No one who studies the key constitutional documents in American history can doubt for a moment the central and organic part played by religion in the origins and development of American republican government. The 1639 “Fundamental Orders of Connecticut” which was ”the first written constitution in the modern sense of the term drawn up by popular convention and the first to embody the democratic idea” states in its prolegomena (Prolegomena:  A formal essay or critical discussion serving to introduce and interpret an extended work.) that the state owes its origin to “the wise disposition of the divine providence” and that “the word of God” requires “an orderly and decent Government established according to God” to “maintain and preserve the liberty and purity of the Gospel.” Where specific provision was not laid down, “magistrates were to administer justice according to the rule of the word of God,” and both governor and magistrates swore to act “according to the rule of God’s word.” 

The same principle, that the Bible was to supply any defect or omission in the written law, was articulated in the first New England law code, the Massachusetts Body of Liberties of 1641, which was based on “humanity, civility, and Christianity.” It did not seem possible to these founders to distinguish between government on the one hand and religion (by which they generally, overwhelmingly meant Protestant Christianity) on the other.

As William Penn put it in his Preface to the Frame of Government of Pennsylvania (1682), “Government seems to me a part of religion itself, a thing sacred in its institution and end . . . an emanation of the same divine power that is both author and object of pure religion.” 
South Carolina
During the presidential term of Andrew Jackson, South Carolina had its own semi-secession movement due to the 1828 "Tariffs of Abomination" which threatened both South Carolina's economy and the Union. Andrew Jackson also threatened to send federal troops to put down the movement and to hang the leader of the secessionists from the highest tree in South Carolina. Also due to this, Jackson's vice president, John C. Calhoun, who supported the movement and wrote the essay "The South Carolina Exposition and Protest", became the first US vice-president to resign. On May 1, 1833, Jackson wrote of nullification, "the tariff was only a pretext, and disunion and southern confederacy the real object. The next pretext will be the negro, or slavery question."[51] South Carolina also threatened to secede in 1850 over the issue of California's statehood. It became the first state to declare its secession from the Union on December 20, 1860, with the Declaration of the Immediate Causes Which Induce and Justify the Secession of South Carolina from the Federal Union and later joined with the other southern states in the Confederacy.

Supreme Court rulings
Texas v. White

 HYPERLINK "http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Secession_in_the_United_States" \l "cite_note-52"
[53] was argued before the United States Supreme Court during the December 1868 term. Chief Justice Salmon P. Chase read the Court's decision, on April 15, 1869.[54] Australian Professors Peter Radan and Aleksandar Pavkovic write:

Chase, [Chief Justice], ruled in favor of Texas on the ground that the Confederate state government in Texas had no legal existence on the basis that the secession of Texas from the United States was illegal. The critical finding underpinning the ruling that Texas could not secede from the United States was that, following its admission to the United States in 1845, Texas had become part of "an indestructible Union, composed of indestructible states." In practical terms, this meant that Texas has never seceded from the United States.[55]
However, the Court's decision recognized some possibility of the divisibility "through revolution, or through consent of the States".[55]

 HYPERLINK "http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Secession_in_the_United_States" \l "cite_note-55"
[56]
In 1877, the Williams v. Bruffy

 HYPERLINK "http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Secession_in_the_United_States" \l "cite_note-56"
[57] decision was rendered, pertaining to civil war debts. The Court wrote regarding acts establishing an independent government that "The validity of its acts, both against the parent state and the citizens or subjects thereof, depends entirely upon its ultimate success; if it fail to establish itself permanently, all such acts perish with it; if it succeed and become recognized, its acts from the commencement of its existence are upheld as those of an independent nation."[55]

 HYPERLINK "http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Secession_in_the_United_States" \l "cite_note-57"
[58]
Historian Kenneth Stampp notes that a historical case against secession had been made that argued that "the Union is older than the states" and that "the provision for a perpetual Union in the Articles of Confederation" was carried over into the Constitution by the "reminder that the preamble to the new Constitution gives us one of its purposes the formation of 'a more perfect Union."[24] Concerning the White decision Stampp wrote:

In 1869, when the Supreme Court, in Texas v. White, finally rejected as untenable the case for a constitutional right of secession, it stressed this historical argument. The Union, the Court said, "never was a purely artificial and arbitrary relation." Rather, "It began among the Colonies. ...It was confirmed and strengthened by the necessities of war, and received definite form, and character, and sanction from the Articles of Confederation."[24]
Secessions from a state
Article IV, Section. 3, Clause 1 of the United States Constitutions reads: New States may be admitted by the Congress into this Union; but no new States shall be formed or erected within the Jurisdiction of any other State; nor any State be formed by the Junction of two or more States, or parts of States, without the Consent of the Legislatures of the States concerned as well as of the Congress. Some of the movements to partition states have or do identify themselves as "secessionist" movements.

Kentucky
After the American Revolution, the counties of Virginia beyond the Appalachian Mountains became known as Kentucky County.[60] Eventually, the residents of Kentucky County petitioned for a separation from Virginia. Ten constitutional conventions were held in the Constitution Square Courthouse in Danville between 1784 and 1792. In 1790, Kentucky's delegates accepted Virginia's terms of separation, and a state constitution was drafted at the final convention in April 1792. On June 1, 1792, Kentucky became the fifteenth state to be admitted to the union.
The Articles of Confederation, drafted in 1777, and ratified as the form of government of the United States of America since March 1, 1781, began with a preamble similar in style:

"To all to whom these Presents shall come, we the undersigned Delegates of the States affixed to our Names send greeting.  Articles of Confederation and perpetual Union between the states of New Hampshire, Massachusetts-bay, Rhode Island and Providence Plantations, Connecticut, New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Delaware, Maryland, Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina and Georgia."    
 
http://www.highbeam.com/doc/1G1-122987344.html
The Constitution was not and could not have been an amendment of the Articles of Confederation. The Articles required that all amendments to the Articles had to be approved by all thirteen states. (22) Both the Resolution of the Annapolis Convention that had called for a Federal Convention in Philadelphia (23) and the Congressional Resolution that had called upon the states to support the Annapolis Resolution (24) had said that the Philadelphia Convention would merely report a proposal that would be confirmed in every state, as required by the Articles. The Framers did not think they could not get unanimous ratification. The Constitution drafted in Philadelphia nationalized the "impost" or tax on imports so that the federal government would have funds to pay debts from the Revolutionary War. (25) The desperate need for federal revenue made a new constitution necessary. But Rhode Island, Virginia, and New York had vetoed prior proposals to give the impost to the federal government (26) and would probably veto again. (27) 

The Framers were not willing to let the unanimity requirement preclude changes "as may be necessary to the exigencies of the Union." (28) "If one State ... should suppose that they can dictate a Constitution to the Union," George Washington wrote, "they will find themselves deceived." (29) Rhode Island was beyond redemption, out of the family. Rhode Island, according to the Framers, was the "Quintessence of Villainy" and responsible for the "poverty of the Revolutionary soldiers, high taxes and the embarrassed state of public finances." (30) Having "forfeited all claim to the confidence of the nation and of the whole world," Rhode Island was "a disgrace to the human race." (31) Rhode Island was not the only wicked state, but Rhode Island was small, absent, and sufficient. The intransigence of wicked Rhode Island or New York for the smallest reforms, combined with the unanimity requirement for changes under the Articles, meant that a whole new constitution would be required. The Framers decided that ratification by merely nine of thirteen states would be sufficient to establish the Constitution among the states that had ratified. Nine of thirteen states had been the level required under the Articles, among other things, to borrow money or charge expenses to the common treasury. (32) Nine-state ratification would mean, for example, that the states that had vetoed the impost--Rhode Island, Virginia, and New York--could not alone block the Constitution. 

The Convention was not illegal, the Framers concluded, because the Convention was giving a mere recommendation that would be ratified by the people. "I never heard before," James Wilson argued, "that to make a proposal was an exercise of power." (33) The Constitution was "merely advisory and recommendatory," the Federalist declared, and it would be of "no more consequence than the paper on which it is written" unless ratified. (34) The Constitution was legitimate, Alexander Hamilton argued, because the consent of the people is the "pure original fountain of all legitimate authority." (35) 

Having rejected the possibility of merely amending the Articles of Confederation, the Framers, starting afresh, were able to be far more radical in proposing changes. The Articles of Confederation had been a compact among sovereign states. Congress under the Articles had been a mere assembly of diplomats, with no revenue source of its own. The states had been supreme and the Congress was just their agent. The Constitution replaced the confederation with a complete, three-part national government. The new national government was able to raise revenue on its own, to operate independently of the states, and to enact federal law supreme over the states. The preamble to the Articles of Confederation had identified the adopting actors as "Delegates of States." (36) The parallel preamble to the Constitution identified the adopting actors as "We the People of United States," who "ordain and establish this Constitution." (37) "This ... is not a government founded upon compact," James Wilson told the Pennsylvania Ratifying Convention. "[I]t is founded upon the power of the people. They express in their name and their authority--'We, the people, do ordain and establish ....'" (38) Sovereignty, he said, "remains and flourishes with the people." (39) Having been forced to start from scratch because unanimous ratification was unlikely, the Framers made fewer compromises with the status quo. 

B. THE CONTINUITY FROM THE ARTICLES TO THE CONSTITUTION 

Still, the Articles of Confederation were not only the document against which the Framers were reacting, but also the model from which they worked. Most assumptions, including assumptions about fundamental law, are unstated because the unchallenged parts of the status quo are hard to articulate. Any document, including a constitution, talks primarily about what needs to be changed. The Articles of Confederation had flaws, but that did not mean that the national government had to be destroyed, like Sodom and Gomorrah. The Articles had created a rickety national government and the Constitution would build on it. The Constitution, to quote Ernest Brown, 
   borrowed and carried forward from the text of the Articles of Confederation not only ideas and concepts but even, in many instances, the very wording, verbatim or only slightly adapted,of phrases or whole clauses. This is the way in which institutions built on the past are designed and constructed. (40)
The Constitution assumed the national government under the Articles of Confederation and added to it. The national government was to have all of the powers under the Constitution that it had under the Articles of Confederation, plus more. Both the Virginia Plan and the very different New Jersey Plan gave the new Congress all the powers of the old. (41) Likewise the full Convention later voted a supposedly binding resolution that the "National Legislature [would] possess the Legislative Rights vested in Congress by the Confederation." (42) The Founders never sought to cut back on the powers of Congress. As James Wilson said to the Convention, "It has never been a complaint against Congress that they governed overmuch. The complaint has been that they have governed too little." (43) The delegates from Connecticut reported home that "a principal object that the states had in view in appointing the convention" was to give Congress "[s]ome additional powers." (44) "The evils suffered and feared from weakness in Government," Madison told Jefferson, "have turned the attention more toward the means of strengthening the [government] than of narrowing fit]." (45) "The basic change in the character of the government that the Framers conceived was designed to enhance the power of the national government, not to provide some new, unmentioned immunity for state officers." (46) No one contested the obvious point that the Constitution was adding to the powers of Congress. 

The Constitution as finally drafted also adopted the Articles of Confederation's structure and much of their language to describe the powers of Congress. The first clause of the Constitution describing congressional power gives Congress the power to lay and collect taxes to "provide for the common Defence and general Welfare of the United States." (47) The Articles of Confederation, Article VIII, had similarly allowed Congress to defray "expences that shall be incurred for the common defence or general welfare, and allowed by the united states in congress assembled," from the common treasury. (48) "The objects for which Congress may apply monies," the Connecticut Delegates reported home to their Governor, "are the same mentioned in the eighth article of the confederation, viz. for the common defence and general welfare." (49) The common-defense-and-general-welfare language of the Constitution was later said to have the same meaning in the Constitution as it had under the Articles. (50) 

Similarly, the language and structure of other clauses regarding congressional power come from the Articles. Article IX of the Articles listed specific congressional powers including, for instance, the powers to raise and support an army and navy, to establish a post office, to fix weights and measures, to coin money, and to regulate trade with the Indians. (51) Article I, section 8 of the Constitution gives Congress all these powers. Section 8 also lists some new powers, including, for example, powers to regulate commerce with foreign nations and between the states, to pass uniform nationwide laws for bankruptcy and naturalization of citizens, to authorize patent and copyrights, and to establish a city for the federal capital. 

The resolution that supposedly bound the drafting committees at the Convention had stated that the "National Legislature [would] possess the Legislative Rights vested in Congress by the Confederation" plus some new powers. (52) That resolution was accomplished in substance by using the language of the old Articles and adding to it. The status quo would continue with augmentation of the powers of Congress. The text is sufficient, with the help of Clio, to give the new Congress all of the powers of the old.

Obama's Dangerous Weakness . . .
http://news.yahoo.com/obamas-dangerous-weakness-070000072.html
Anti-American fury sweeps Middle East over film
http://news.yahoo.com/anti-american-fury-sweeps-middle-east-over-film-003133374.html?_esi=1
Note:  Keep telling the “big lie” . . .  What big lie?  That the attacks on American interest has to do with a pathetic B-rated movie.  Nonsense.  It has to do with Barack HUSSEIN Obama's Muslim springs, and his support from Muslims worldwide, and through him, the perceived weakness of the United States of America.
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Big_lie
The Big Lie (German: Große Lüge) is a propaganda technique. The expression was coined by Adolf Hitler, when he dictated his 1925 book Mein Kampf, about the use of a lie so "colossal" that no one would believe that someone "could have the impudence to distort the truth so infamously."

His primary rules were: never allow the public to cool off; never admit a fault or wrong; never concede that there may be some good in your enemy; never leave room for alternatives; never accept blame; concentrate on one enemy at a time and blame him for everything that goes wrong; people will believe a big lie sooner than a little one; and if you repeat it frequently enough people will sooner or later believe it.

Note:  The big lie sounds like our politicians today.

U.S. Embassy attack in Libya was planned 9/11 anniversary terrorist attack
https://web.archive.org/web/20121114113159/http://www.examiner.com/article/u-s-embassy-attack-libya-was-planned-9-11-anniversary-terrorist-attack
Libya Attack May Have Been Planned, U.S. Officials Say
http://www.huffingtonpost.com/2012/09/12/libya-attack-planned_n_1878395.html

US braces for more violence from anti-Muslim film
https://web.archive.org/web/20120916033339/http://news.yahoo.com:80/us-braces-more-violence-anti-muslim-film-210325903.html
"It is important to note that as these protests are taking place in different countries around the world, responding to the movie, that Friday, tomorrow,  has historically been a day when there are protests in the Muslim world," White House press secretary Jay Carney told reporters in Colorado. "And we are watching very closely for developments that could lead to more protests. We anticipate that they may continue."
Innocense of Muslims, supposedly the film is what is causing all the killings . . . Yes, Islam is a peaceful “religion”. (Take your pick).
http://www.youtube.com/results?search_query=Innocence+of+Muslims&oq=Innocence+of+Muslims&gs_l=youtube-reduced.3..0i3l3.114838.114838.0.115754.1.1.0.0.0.0.66.66.1.1.0...0.0...1ac.1.i4qY1SxJGvk
www.alemattec.com/Rape, arson, robbery, (murder,) rape by Muslims coverup throughout the world . . . .doc
-- 
Paul (<:) Jesus first! 
www.Alemattec.com 
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