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Hosea 4:6 – my people are destroyed for lack of knowledge.
The Summit Informer’s role is to watch, warn, & inform the Christian regarding today’s issues and events; and to call Christians to action, in their dual responsibilities of The Great Commission, (Matt 28:19-20) and Standing for Righteousness (Matt 5:13-14).

NOVEMBER   6,  2012

Issues That Affect You!

                                                   By Al Edwards

The Presidential race is heating up again – that cycle of exercising our God-given U.S. Constitutional privilege of voting for “one of us” to become the President of the United States! In the Republican Party, there are close to a dozen candidates, running in the March 10, 2012 KS. Primary Caucus; and in the Democrat Party, President Obama running for re-election is currently unopposed.
Most of the media is focused on the Republican candidates because, well there are so many and pointing out their differences makes for great news flashes; each with his or her plan to turn the economy around. Each is trying to contrast the plan to that of President Obama’s! CNN, FNC, and others have hosted Republican Debates, with many more to come. However, the Faith and Freedom Coalition recently held a Republican Presidential Candidate Forum in Iowa, which proved to be far more interesting. Instead of a liberal moderator asking the candidates a (often a trick) question, usually attempting to get them to criticize each other, the Iowa Forum allowed each candidate who participated, to speak for ten minutes. Some went longer than they were suppose to, but were not interrupted. Then each was asked two questions by two co-hosts. The candidates had the freedom and time to explain their vision for America, whereas typical debates only allow one minute to express an answer to a question and thirty seconds to respond to criticism from another candidate.
Attempting to contrast the information presented here with that of the Democrat Party, The KS Democrat Party website http://www.kansasdems.org still has 2008’s Caucus information posted; and the Democrat State Committee held a meeting on June 25, 2011 to vote on their proposed Delegate Selection Plan.  No results of the vote is posted as of Veterans Day 11/11/11, that I could find.
Hopefully, this series of “November 6, 2012 – Issues That Affect You” will be of some help to you not only in choosing a President, but also in learning something about America! Let’s begin with the issue of TAXES.  Prior to the KS Republican Party caucus on March 10, 2012, we shall try to focus on some other differences of issues, especially in the area of Jobs and the Economy.

Concerned about the General Power of Taxation, Alexander Hamilton wrote to the people of N.Y. on December 28, 1787 (Federalist Paper No. 30) http://thomas.loc.gov/home/histdox/fed_30.html
“…Money is, with propriety, considered as the vital principle of the body politic; as that which sustains its life and motion, and enables it to perform its most essential functions. A complete power, therefore, to procure a regular and adequate supply of it, as far as the resources of the community will permit, may be regarded as an indispensible ingredient in every constitution. From a deficiency in this particular, one of two evils must ensue; either the people must be subjected to continual plunder, as a substitute for a more eligible mode of supplying the public wants, or the government must sink into a fatal atrophy, and, in a short course of time, perish. …”

Hamilton knew there had to be a balance; otherwise the people would be subjected to “plunder.” We sure see that “plunder” today in America!  Everything in life is taxed to the max! But more is on the way, if we do not do something about it!  Be sure to visit Americans for Tax Reform (ATR) link http://www.atr.org/comprehensive-list-obama-tax-hikes-a6433 for a good precursor to where the country is headed concerning taxes! Yes, “change” IS on the way! Listed here are only the items listed on ATR’s report, without giving you the detailed summary ATR gives because it would take too many sheets of paper to reprint:
A 156% increase in the federal excise tax on tobacco.

1. Obamacare Individual Mandate Excise Tax.

2. Obamacare Employer Mandate Tax.

3. Obamacare Surtax on Investment Income.

4. Obamacare Excise Tax on Comprehensive Health Insurance Plans.

5. Obamacare Hike in Medicare Payroll Tax. 

6. Obamacare Medicine Cabinet Tax.

7. Obamacare HAS Withdrawal Tax Hike.

8. Obamacare Flexible Spending Account Cap – aka “Special Needs Kids Tax.”

9. Obamacare Tax on Medicinal Device Manufacturers.

10. Obamacare “Haircut” for Medical Itemized Deduction from 7.5% to 10% of AGI.
11. Obamacare Tax on Indoor Tanning Services.

12. Obamacare elimination of tax deduction for employer-provided retirement Rx drug coverage in coordination with Medicare Part D.

13. Obamacare Blue Cross/Blue Shield Tax Hike.

14. Obamacare Excise Tax on Charitable Hospitals.

15. Obamacare Tax on Innovator Drug Companies.

16. Obamacare Tax on Health Insurers.

17. Obamacare $500,000 Annual Executive Compensation Limit for Health Insurance Executives.

18. Obamacare Employer Reporting of Insurance on W-2 ($min/takes effect Jan.2012): Preamble to taxing health benefits on individual tax returns. Bill: PPACA; Page: 1,957 
19. Obamacare “Black liquor” tax hike.

20. Obamacare Codification of the “economic substance doctrine”

Keep in mind, that this so-called “Obamacare” law passed congress during the Democrat-controlled 11th-hour “lame-duck” session. That is, while Democrats still controlled congress (after most were voted out of office in the 2010 elections), they passed several bills without giving Republicans any debate on them. Specifically on “Obamacare” House Speaker Nancy Pelosi (D) CA, said, “We need to pass this bill so that we can see what is in it!”  Can you believe that?!  The passing of “Obamacare” is THE greatest travesty in American Politics!  I am sure that there may be some very needful items in that bill, but the way in which it was submitted by bureaucrats instead of elected Representatives, and voted on, is shameful!
The Founding Fathers made provision for the National government to function in the U.S. Constitution in Article I, Section 8:

“The Congress shall have power to lay and collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises, to pay the Debts and provide for the common Defence and general Welfare of the United States; but all Duties, Imposts and Excises shall be uniform throughout the United States;”
It is interesting that emphasis was placed on “Duties, Imposts and Excises!” Only to what the funds are to be spent on is outlined in Section 8.  Taxes were not specific.

President Woodrow Wilson (a professing Christian, like Jimmy Carter) signed into law, the Federal Reserve Act December 23, 1913. This established the Federal Reserve Banking System and our current “Federal Reserve Note,” or the U.S. Dollar Bill.  What’s this got to do with Taxes? The Federal Reserve IS a huge “Ponzi-Scheme!”  Get and read the book: Creature from Jekyll Island– you will not believe it! http://www.bibliotecapleyades.net/sociopolitica/esp_sociopol_fed04.htm Since we are no-longer on the Gold Standard, we borrow money from the Fed, with Interest! After our Congress authorizes the printing of it!  Figure that one out!  Hence: our tax money goes to making payments on money we borrow from “ourselves” after we print it!  WHO gets that interest money???????????? Some Presidential candidates wish to abolish the Federal Reserve (Fed) and some are willing to keep the same old system, but lower the rates, which, nevertheless will get raised again when someone else gets elected!

An idea has come to use recently called: “a territorial system.” Several of the Republican candidates endorse this “system.” To Mitt Romney’s credit, he has one of the most detailed plans on all the issues. To his discredit, he doesn’t explain the “territorial system” of collecting taxes from companies which produce goods very well. I will attempt to summarize: Corporations producing products overseas currently pay Host country corporate taxes, and then pay the difference of the U.S. rate minus what was paid to the Host Country, to the I.R.S... A territorial system would “only tax income in the country where it is earned.”  This explanation on Mitt Romney’s website doesn’t quite explain how this benefits companies, other than the continued policy of manufacturing products in countries other than the U.S., thereby paying lower wages and little to none benefits to its employees. Sorry, I for one do not understand how to explain how this tax policy would encourage companies to bring their production back home to the United States.

During campaign speeches and in some of the Debates held so far, several of the Republican candidates have expressed the need for a Balanced Budget Amendment to the U.S. Constitution. However, I can only find it in print on Mitt Romney’s website. A Balanced Budget Amendment would prevent congress from spending your money like a child with a credit card!

Attached (separate page at end of Newsletter) is a comparison of most of the candidate’s proposals concerning YOUR money.  As Fox News says: “We Report, You Decide!”  Included is each of the Republican and Democrat candidates’ websites for you to verify the information.
The Job of Political Cleanup

by Gary DeMar American Vision online Oct. 4, 2011


“Politicians are like diapers; they need to be changed often and for the same reason.”― Mark Twain

Your husband hears your five-week old baby crying. You know the problem. She has a dirty diaper. You know what needs to be done. Her diaper needs changing. You’re tired. The baby’s been cranky all day, and you need a rest, even if it’s only a short one. Your ever-loving husband is in his workshop. “Honey,” you call out to him, “would you be a dear and check on Julie?” He returns with baby in tow and passes her off to you and says, “Her diaper’s dirty, so I can’t change it.”

Sounds ridiculous, doesn’t it? Dad was sent to change what was dirty, a natural and necessary thing to do. If his response is so foolish, why is it that when we get into an area like politics, some can justify their inaction by making a similar claim? “Politics is dirty! I can’t get involved.”

If you view politics as something dirty, then view it in terms of this bumper sticker: “Politicians are like diapers. They need to be changed often.” Maybe then we can dispense with the charge that we should not be involved in something as dirty as politics.

Civil government is established by God, therefore, it is a legitimate area of activity for Christians (Matt. 22:21; Romans 13:1; 1 Tim. 2:1-4; 1 Peter 2:13-17). There was a need for civil government when man sinned and became a threat to other men (Gen. 4:23). Politics is the process of electing the best men to office to protect law-abiding citizens against the lawless (Ex. 18; Deut. 1:15; cf. 1 Tim. 3:1-7). To speak out against the principle of political involvement is to call God’s wisdom into question and to allow the despots and tyrants to rule.

It’s been said that clothes make the man. In biblical terms we can assert that the character of the people will determine what type of political system a nation gets. Our nation was founded on the belief that religious man undergirds a society. “In the last resort, our civilization is what we think and believe. The externals matter, but they cannot stand if the inner convictions which originally produced them have vanished.”[1] Dirty (sinful) politics is simply the reflection of sinful men and women–politicians and voters included. Or, to put it another way, we are getting what we deserve. We are reaping what we have sown.

So when a sleazy candidate gets elected, or when your local newspaper or TV station seems to favor the abortionists, or when a jury in Cincinnati says an abominable set of photographs isn’t legally obscene–when any of those things happen, don’t leap to the conclusion that someone did a number on us. Consider instead the sober likelihood that the sleazy politician really represents the values of the people who voted, that most subscribers to the paper and those who watch TV really don’t care about–or even prefer–abortion, and that precious few jurors are willing to sit in judgment on anything.[2]

Politics is only as good as the people who make it their calling and those who put them into office either by voting or refusing to vote. The maintenance of good government is dependent on good people. Of course, this is true of everything–from the local grocery store to the family restaurant down the street. George Washington, in his Farewell Address (September 17, 1796), gave this advice to the nation:

Of all the dispositions and habits which lead to political prosperity, religion and morality are indispensable supports.

No governing document can create freedom, national stability, or security by using compulsion to induce compliance to a set of ideals. The best political intentions are no match for the will of the people. In purely human terms, people determine the goodness of a nation’s political system. John Adams wrote: “Our Constitution was made only for a moral and religious people. It is wholly inadequate to the government of any other.”[3] When self-government is abandoned for self-serving opportunism, we should expect a decline in the health of the nation. Politics will indeed become dirty and infect all of us with its poison.

Why is politics left out of the clean-up process when politics plays such a significant part in our lives? Who else has the means to clean it up? If Christians do not, who will? Generally speaking, Christians have stayed out of politics, making its corruption even more pronounced. The answer is not to consign politics to even more corruption by ignoring its potential as an area for redemption and restoration. Mark O. Hatfield, former United States Senator from the state of Oregon, relates the following on the question of corruption and politics:

I have often been asked: “How can you be a Christian and be in politics?” There is inherent in this question the popular idea that politics is dirty and that no honest person would get himself involved. Have you ever heard a doctor or a lawyer asked that question? Yet certainly there are as many cases of professional or ethical misconduct in their occupations as among politicians. [4]

Sports are a dirty business, from Little League to the Olympics. Ben Johnson of Canada was suspended after his world-record-breaking performance at the 1988 Olympic Games, because it was learned that he used performance-enhancing drugs. Pete Rose, holder of the all-time hit record and former player and manager for the Cincinnati Reds, was banned from baseball because he gambled on the sport. Mark McGuire, the first baseball player to hit 70 home runs in a season, was accused of taking performance enhancing supplements. The 2001 Little League World series was tainted when it was learned that Danny Almonte, the pitching star of the series, was 14 instead of 12. There are now frequent reports of parents and players fighting at youth sports games. [5] In 2003, Kobe Bryant, a guard for the Los Angeles Lakers, admitted he had committed adultery and was charged with raping a nineteen-year-old woman.

How many parents will remove their children from participating in sports because of the dirt? The International Olympic Committee has been working hard to clean up those sports where steroids are the drug of choice for athletic enhancement, especially in track and field and weightlifting. These officials recognize that there is dirt, but they have not abandoned sports because of it. Roberto Alomar spit in the face of an umpire because he didn’t like a call. A parent of a young hockey player killed another parent after a hockey match. Instead of abandoning sports because of these horrible events, parents and officials are working to clean up youth sports by requiring parents to take classes on how to behave and sign “good conduct codes.” The problem is with people who bring the “dirt” (sin) with them to the game not with sports themselves. The same is true about politics.

Abandoning politics because of dirt won’t stop it from affecting you. Every law passed and every policy implemented affects each of us. There is no avoiding politics even if we decide not to involve ourselves. We are involved. Every vote not cast is a vote for the opposition. Politics does not go away when we decide not to participate. Your taxes still go up, homosexuals will teach your children “It’s OK to be gay,” and abortion calls down God’s wrath on the nation as a whole even if we remain silent.

Endnotes: 
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	Just FEEL the Love 

There are not many certainties in this world; death and taxes for sure, but beyond that, not many.  But in recent years a new certainty has been added to a very short list.

Whenever the world tries to interpret the Bible, they will get it exactly backwards.

It is as certain as death and taxes.  Indeed, it was even addressed head-on by the Apostle Paul, who wrote to the church at Galatia;

"I marvel that ye are so soon removed from Him that called you into the grace of Christ unto another gospel. Which is not another; but there be some that trouble you, and would pervert the gospel of Christ." (Galatians 1:6-7)

Yesterday, I had the pleasure of recording an appearance on Jan Markell's "Understanding the Times" radio broadcast.  I always enjoy talking with Jan.  (The program won't air for another week or so, we'll let you know when.)

But the main topic was the Occupy movement and the "religious Left's" efforts to interpret the Bible as WWJC (What Would Jesus Cut?).  The first question Jan asked me in the pre-show debriefing was whether or not I had written much on the WWJC philosophy. 

When I told her I really hadn't, she said, "well, maybe it might be a good idea."   By the time we'd finished recording, I realized how much I had slip right under my radar.  Jan was right.  

The religious Left has teamed up with the National Council of Churches AND the National Association of Evangelicals to help push the Sojourner's socialist gospel, aligning itself perfectly with the rest of the professing church of the Laodicean era.

First off, what is the "religious Left"?  In a nutshell, the religious Left is what is left behind after the Holy Spirit has left the building.  Case in point would be the "Reverend" Jim Wallis, founder of Sojourners.

The masthead at the Sojourners reveals why I never paid much attention to the group -- "Celebrating 40 years of Faith in Action for Social Justice".

Which takes us to the next question: "What is Social Justice?" "Justice" is the concept of moral rightness; the act of being "just" or "fair".   

When the word "justice" is accompanied by the word, "social" then the meaning of 'justice' is reversed.

An example of social justice out of the headlines would be the Left's demand that the wealthiest Americans be taxed at a higher rate than middle income earners so that low income earners can be exempted from paying any federal taxes at all.

If the tax system was "fair" or "just" then everybody would be paying the same rate, since in a fair system, everybody would benefit equally from government.  If the system were just, everybody would pay the same and get the same benefits.

When you combine the religious Left with social justice, what emerges is an unjust system in which success is penalized and sloth is rewarded.  What emerges when you combine the two is mindless babble, such as the concept of a "moral" federal budget.

When the government gets into the morality business, the meaning of the world "moral" gets redefined as well.  The dictionary defines "morality" as the "ability to distinguish the difference between right and wrong." 

And now we have yet another linguistic revision to deal with, since the secular world insists that right and wrong are subjective terms and that there are no moral absolutes. 

So if there are no absolutes and rightness and wrongness are in the eye of the beholder, a "moral budget" means whatever the advocates of social justice decide is "fair" and "just" -- from THEIR perspective.  

The problem with that is that perspectives are subjective, as well.  From my perspective, federal funding of abortions is the epitome of immorality. 

From the perspective of the "socially just", federal funding of abortions is a moral imperative, since without it, poor women wouldn't be able to murder their babies as easily.

And that's just not fair.  Is it?

Assessment:
"But though we, or an angel from heaven, preach any other gospel unto you than that which we have preached unto you, let him be accursed." (Galatians 1:8)

Rev. Jim Wallis is the spiritual advisor to President Obama. Obama chose Wallis after his other champion of social justice, Rev. Jeremiah Wright, was exposed as a champion of social justice according to race. 

According to his biography, Rev. Jim Wallis believes that the Gospel alone is not enough.  The church's obligation isn't to the forever family of God, but to "the community."  Not the community of believers, however.  Just to the community. 

"Proclamation of the gospel, charismatic gifts, social action, and prophetic witness alone do not finally offer a real threat to the world as it is, especially when set apart from a community which incarnates a whole new order. It is the ongoing life of a community of faith that issues a basic challenge to the world as it is, and offers a viable and concrete alternative. The church must be called to be the church, to rebuild the kind of community that gives substance to the claims of faith."

"The church is a new force in history which is a sign to 'the powers' that their dominion has been broken . . . "

Just who are "the powers" Rev. Wallis refers to whose dominion has been broken by 'the church'?  Not George Soros.  Although denying it initially, (it is apparently ok to lie in pursuit of the social gospel) Wallis was eventually forced to admit that Soros money helps finance his social justice movement.

"When conservative writer Marvin Olasky pointed this out, and that Soros also financed groups supporting abortion, atheism, and same-sex marriage, in a WORLD magazine column, Wallis said Olasky "lies for a living"; he subsequently apologized to Olasky for the comments."

Despite the Bible's clear and unmistakable charge to believers to be subject to the higher powers because they are ordained by God according to His purpose, Reverend Jim Wallis boasts having been arrested twenty-two times for civil disobedience.  

"And because iniquity (lawlessness) shall about, the love of many shall wax cold." (Matthew 24:12)

Being "subject" to higher powers does not mean agreeing with them -- it means obeying the law.

In Genesis 9:5-6, the initial post-diluvian government was to be established upon capital punishment in order to suppress evil.  This was the extent of the affirmative directive from God.  Romans 13:1-7 reveals the purpose for human government as the suppression of evil, not the author of good.  

What does the Bible say about social justice? 

Does the Bible offer any support to Reverend Wallis' contention that Jesus was a socialist?  Is there any Bible justification for claiming that if Jesus were on earth today, He would be down there with the Occupy Wall Streeters? 

 The Bible relates the story of the rich young ruler that came to Jesus with a question:

"And, behold, one came and said unto Him, Good Master, what good thing shall I do, that I may have eternal life?" (Matthew 19:16)

Jesus told him to keep the commandments.

The young man replied, "All these things have I kept from my youth up: what lack I yet?"  

Read the Lord's reply carefully, for this is one of the 'proof texts' of the religious Left.

"Jesus said unto him, If thou wilt be perfect, go and sell that thou hast, and give to the poor, and thou shalt have treasure in heaven: and come and follow Me." (Matthew 19:21)

The Bible says the young man went away sorrowful, for he had many possessions.  This is where Jesus said it would be "easier for a camel to go through the eye of a needle, than for a rich man to enter into the Kingdom of God."

"When His disciples heard it, they were exceedingly amazed, saying, Who then can be saved?" (Matthew 19:25)

The point wasn't that wealth is evil.  The rich man arrogantly claimed to be "good" and a keeper of the commandments, but that entrance into Heaven requires 'perfection.'

Interpreting this as the Lord's support for socialism gets it exactly backwards. The point is that moral perfection in this life is unattainable, which is why we need to trust in a perfect Savior to stand in our place.

Jesus didn't advocate confiscating the rich man's wealth and redistributing it.  It was an individual choice that He left up to the rich man.  Nowhere does Jesus advocate taking wealth from one person and giving it to another.

To do so would violate the Commandment, "Thou shalt not steal" to satisfy the demand created by violating the Commandment, "thou shalt not covet."  Instead, the Bible says this:

"For every man, to whom God has given riches and wealth, He has also empowered him to eat from them and to receive his reward and rejoice in his labor; this is the gift of God." (Ecclesiastes 5:19)

"When you shall eat of the fruit of your hands, You will be happy and it will be well with you."(Psalms 128:2)

What does the Bible have to say about the kind of social justice that confiscates from those who work to redistribute to those that do not?

Consider the following in the context of the various "occupations" across the country and in particular, the demands of the 'occupiers'. Which part DOES NOT apply to them?

"For even when we were with you, this we commanded you, that if any would not work, neither should he eat. For we hear that there are some which walk among you disorderly, working not at all, but are busybodies. Now them that are such we command and exhort by our Lord Jesus Christ, that with quietness they work, and eat their own bread." (2 Thessalonians 3:10-12)

That doesn't sound much like the social gospel of the religious Left to me.  What do you think?

Does this mean that the Church has no obligation to the poor?  Absolutely not. 

But the Church is not an organization or a monolithic collective.  The true Church is made up of believers in the true Gospel, not the advocates of another.

If one needs an example of how the true Church meets its obligations, one need look no further than our own Omega Letter fellowship. 

When one of our number passed away, leaving a widow with children and no insurance, our fellowship took up a collection that raised enough money to see them through the next six months.

When another of our fellowship from the UK resigned because her computer blew up, members of our fellowship bought her a new one. 

When another of our fellowship had his computer stolen, two days later, a new one showed up at his door, courtesy of another OL member.

The role of government is to provide for the common defense and to provide a framework for restraining or punishing evildoers. 

The role of charity is reserved, not for the religious Left or for the government, but for the true Church of Jesus Christ.  The concept of charity is foreign to, and wholly unsuited for government.  Not this government or any other.

The role of government, according to Romans 13:4, is to bear the sword.  The paying of tribute (taxes) commanded in Romans 13:6-7, is to support the work of restraining or punishing evildoers.

The word "charity" means "love".  Just go visit one of the "occupy" zones and listen to their demands for more government charity.  (warning: graphic language, incredible stupidity)

Can't you just feel the love?
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Quoteworthy:
If we do not trust in God for our laws, then man is all that is left. Of course, without God man is irrelevant and evil does not exist. Protest is impossible. A society that resists the solid foundation of God’s revealed law will build an ethical edifice governed by either anarchy or totalitarianism. An anti-Christ culture will either raise up the god of self (libertarianism) or the gods of Statism (totalitarianism).Gary DeMar


Christian Life Team Members

            Al Edwards                 Barbara Fox                    Sandy Hawk                   Julie Johnson           

Published by Summit Church-10225 E. Kellogg-Wichita, Ks.-A Church for all denominations
   For information on this publication, call: Sandy Hawk at (316) 618-1345 or e-mail: patriot@sbcglobal.net

