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SUBMITTING TO THE CIVIL AUTHORITIES TODAY

Rev. T. Eloff
1. INTRODUCTORY

nSouther Africa, as is often the case .in the. rest of Africa, the re-
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e C0 mand submit” to the_civil authorrtre Rm 13, Tt3a
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THE EXEGESIS OF THE "SUBMITTING PASSAGES”

Careful and systematic exegesrs of the passa es in question takrn%
lnto account their context and structﬁrra}l unrry th h rest of th
eetéelrvs In-which they appear, brought forward tne owrng pers-
— sybmjssion to the civil authorities means first and foremost
thaﬁ the B over I’aoes hlmsew under dns the order 0 t
Cv| e(? authorit \? the cont}ext 0 eegecraﬁ/ ? f
meann) o?tﬁe , uggra y “under the order™) as the best ssr e
— th r$ submissjon shoo(ld be An a_willin vqunta]r %ﬁm 13:5
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uthorities, making the Submission a part ot the believer’s life o
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— the_concrete forms of submission in Rm 13 is ent of
taxs earﬂ a%etterttansslatlon wouhﬁb rnres ect.} ayWonour
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3. THE OBJECTS OF THE SUBMISSION
a ubmission is due to all authority, but for our purpose it is especially

— itléutlo(m_ 03f civil authority (cf the use of “eksousia” in Rm.
Crallsrﬁ)eréons osmon fCIVI| éc“ty because 0 ir oglcg

| oes ECI HTB '%’ 0 archontes”

— decree hority, i.e. the result of the acts of civil
et P Y. t%t 1 ¥ i
4. THE BASIS AND REASONS FOR THE SUBMISSION

IR e
CIVj zﬁtlthorltle as h|s servants & hkogams an their resp nsgpl -

tc)tlansmenrtl:qe sgktee{ evantsiassaag §foFte 0{5 Spsu%lntoghzvorﬁ ]2:3

1he reasons for the submissjon flowing from { IS, are h
c that od ordained (“created”) the, civi authortles efaclt
Ives t t e c mmission o He ‘0 the aan(? of the e|ev
e es&ema aW of e[] geace the fact that He
ed” the civil authon les as nis servants

5. THE CHARACTER OF THE SUBMISSION
Without reé)eat the matters raised in par. 2, it is f(mp(%rtﬁ nt to elabo-

se
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a|tt p atrt rom thethfact th(i It 15 part of t e hehevgrsol
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J (5 i fait qlke:gt}/ht %he

CI'[I%t - It IS C aractﬁrlz Ugdt EOH%}
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Hacter hat of t conthm that commands 1t (Tt 371, ¢
of the meaning of * peltharc ein’

6. THE LIMITATION OF THE SUBMISSION

The critical reagder would have thought by now that a word .about
ne lim,. tatIOH P the sulh |ssaon IS gcessa¥ F tﬁe suhv missjon. o
the CIVl autharities 1s indeed not ansolute. F st thelr Bs a "builf-
" limit tm)m the passages themselves. (h hat submissjon Is
commanded by the same God who Instituted the authorltles and uses
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em ass rvants for the oodo IS hrIdren Is in itself a limitation

anced dt act o{ eIr vers rrmafrey stewar ood
erenc to G0 arﬂJ g}eaFt ar asaarn
ehonour o men t t 1 uthermore th -
ssron IS e]sg rmrte y its form as 900 wgrs of firrth
s| %ns t f1 e su {ssron can evelr be blind.and/or absolute
su e 1on. f eligver lives nis life of gratjtude, doing go d
wor s of faith, h wr of necesarty submit to the civil authoritigs.” T
|[nvp rcatron o Here side”is clear; t)he belieyer ma?/ not
works’ erg not even to submit fo the civi authorr
hes or t? obe em and their commands. Aex an tor wor a out
the evr ks™ IS necessar ever ee 0pRo God’s co
n?]ar“t cr tur or conr ense rev grat u e
co Si ere 'not a wor rth and t er e In
eye vr H resu trn fro sobe |ence ant UH
econ Xn more cone d}srve¥ IS the limjtation of th
e ste ter talks o

su mJssion 'Erven in
reat 0 eddenc to God when % drrn
Ohegst 0 ohe rather than men” KJV As ort evaluation ot
estatem nts 1S necessary.
trsr ortan ton trc tPeter mentronsagrea}ter bedienc
8 ere rso rencg to men: ere ore oes
en crv rities t e submission owed to t
grép as es rrstr n as a reater an more rm ortant
lence ( an su mrssron wor th e Sanhed r aX not
abklen as spo en mere rch ea erjs there or t
slecdiatee atr(r) t S rCeIVI othorl es U ewrsqp natron d& uc as i
rgrsesnutg}ry on 2\? T&g é% and was acknowledged' by the Ftomans
m the exe esrs of this and other relevan NT ssa
clear ?rat the gé% be@‘enrze to &d 1? d p ga% Ilte
soverel nrt)y of “Christ G1 and
relativ thuman authorit com are to that of God. But we frn
ore r umrn%rn(g results when we sk unﬂer what circ mst nces
greater obedience comes Into effect. The bac roun 3 the
a%(ep sis of the passage In Acts and other reIevantp sages indicates

— the aclmowledogrﬁrent %nd worship of te triune God (cf the

evrIcvrI authorit
e preac r % e wrtnessrn to the Ho spel of Jesus

or we gannot kthethnswrc
andﬁeard he't lt Ehp%tﬁ J

rrstr n’s |fe 0 an S rvrnig th oehgh ood wo]rks
z}rt c t e rttrng ete ée apostle’s g g
0 eor%e in t ame 0 rs rnter ere Wvt ro Ibite
even from th e Ide of t e crvr thorities Q Jn cannot
Bangthrng else Ht to be reo lent to an ere ore not
obey such commands or prohjoitions.

n the other hand, and _thjs admittedly. requires further stud
the greater obedience " to God has a rytrncﬂve an provrsrongl

e have seen
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charact r It is tge W |ters c nvLctdpn that the g er obedrence
cannot uate vnt (hl Isobed|ence, an the latter mg
% ;P qabq(te by C tians wrt reference to Ac 4 and
The greater obedience’to God Is;
— non -violent (ci the reaction of the apostles after their release
from prison, Ac
n—atunonraectrenar r%n% re)rr]rcreje err)nnasrtratr iNspecraIIy the positive
rfone out g Ith angW from be fsl ed With the Z?p Mt (c M n
ag rayerfu consr eraSron o esrtuatron Ac
suto IS"prayer, A
7. THE AIM OF THE SUBMISSION
For éhe sahe of completenes arms y the su mrsst shouLd be
noted as t e preven lon_and ending of the slander of the unbelle-
vers and the changin |ng of the TJr rgnrirance Ultimately
R ornhllsrhlrj)% s @ missionary” and therefore” glorifying” purpose:
8, THE RELEVANCE OF THE SUBMISSION FOR TODAY
There are two Partres concerned with the submission: the church and
the crv Il author)ties
In co Fctkon ith the chfrrch IS is ne esshar}/ ﬁporr}t out {even,

ot Y s sutntetr} Ly ph
matatrons Tah g%N stgartr e 0 h g Eorf#

lon explici
en lons. the su mrss ualifies |t ?h th %ssr% ;i hcut
e in everythin tatr otrn |ctwt the or o
e est |n|str onfession ass o drence ands ec-
tion “to their au orrt or ¢o srence S hut |s |c
concerne Wrt ter obe rence en J
angs” w h obeved, The Heide Cathecr mus
(hc Xn mentrons t e su mrssron in t e tre tment of the

om
. hn mstrtutronak |vel, the command fo su mrt |mérilrca-
trons |n connectron w the church’s .confession (s). Without R -
ra rn an the Beﬁrc con essdon |t I5.not Hh y that { sf
artic |st ost { refor ed. confession .on t e mct 0
rela onsr o ch urc n civil guthorities. In a time o ance
|nc urch ?tters as we n the socio- polrtrcal evel th gues 1on

e put %rtem t” |s t IS confessgon alone sti ficient 1o
str,II the w%te ef the ¢ urch confess what the Br e says In
In a time when th F redestrnatron v5as questrone the

this re
Contesgétn otj B: tn eenrerOI £ grdrren:hrhrnés éh % rornlrjsCe (e
ere eri erfa matter, concehrns the eIrevers rﬁ/by

WOrKs,. a P t\ IS sanctification, the necessity for stu
e |ns tutrona c 1S certe]r
r/er[y ag Y]es of Christians, the_submission. also has im-
ﬁ]ort%nt The eragectrve that. the submrssroH IS part of
elievers life of gratitude Is very significant in" this  respect.
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This puts. th he civil auth |
Isypg ?rtrcse ttn”%'séh"d“ b?acke cﬂr\ﬂcsa%ndorf:éleeos oorr]ca? de ¥ ereanboevse

gt ty  Ble o Ry
EB tart(/) t0 crrpture% cannot be submission — and should not be

A further important aspect is the erspective of total communi-
rnvoIvement oP [r 'L FP/er as P f ?te commanél to submrt
e Ch rrs lan should serve the' co munr a countrv 1ke ours,
er oarrzatro even between .Christians 3 3 IEro er e”grovv]
} resgon ity of the Cgrr tian 15 t0 do t spel throug
ework reconcr liation and ¢ arrt
ractr? thrs means tat frican . Christians should
resp ect ce ersons of f| e crvr authorrtres e(ven nt/
0 ”R % A frn even | Ey have not voted for t e]
H £ 0 t {n] tation on the submrs ron demands t
rtrans rscern raye dsereney tC Cases %reater
enﬁ] IS neeesa wrt egard to the authorit es a d t rtr de
crees e wa Ich one r more obe rent
Iasr:ﬁtrrreert]nfe wr“e criptural principles. Here urt ere rca stu
he su 1SS10n whr owed to them also has implications /or
the civil g orities. § (n m_with t‘tef sp ongrbr ﬁ tfa
servants 0 the oo Aall Christians err aﬁtron
ain_and eteres dtensandsovvtatteoyfa
etrue of their person off

C
o thy oft e su mission trhrs sh?
ac 1on Imitation on hhe submrssre IS
orrtg to realize t at

5 re a[)d
Ht %rt nt or Sat least nelieving) persons in auf
t e has .a res onsr rI 0 be more obedient to, Go
trons r % 0 st[]uctrng the wors p ing of %
roc armrn G sHe an ﬂ trng into ’f ice” the fait
rrsctrans rou 0[r s, Wi ? d ave reater
ence to God a esuIt Eornt aturally, raises rn trnﬂ
press (\{ ue%trons cqncernrn ome outh frrcan legis trn
not {0 rrhnro |t ractice In H “whites .only” churchies
revent It g rﬁongst ot Ce things, s eﬁesa betieen
especially the stat authoritjes an the fistian churc es
Thesé are a f w er pectrves on the r spthnsrbr rtg of the Chris-
tian tg submi tot ttrehs 0Fresumab ere ar numerous 'ﬁ'
sues flowin ese W rt em ahnd our ur ent attent on Wrt
f(hese In.m C rstians caB rgore pac ical side, always
eeping, in mrnd that the E ron —an reater obedrence 0
God —has a ultimate aim the glory ofthetrurne od.

L This wrrter prefers the term “civil authorities” to the more abstract and
impersonal “state”. The reasons for this preference are the view of
Scripture that those in government have a odgiven office and personal
responsrbrlrtv and the fact that the abstraction “state” negates this and
contributes to vagueness and neutrality.

2. Although ‘most English translations use “submit” the Latin word “sub-
ordinafio” is a far better translation of the Greek verb “hypotasso”. Be-
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cause of the negative connotation of the English “subordination”, the
tertms” “submit” and “submission” is used, but with thé force of “subordi-
natio

3. This translation unfortunately does not bring forward the sense of the
Greek word that is used to” sy “more” (“millon”); the Afrikaans “Ons
tmoet| ta_an God meer gehoorsaam w'ees as aan die mense” is a better
ranslation.

4. There may be other grounds for civil disobedienec %al_thouh | personally
doubt it),"but a study of the roots (definitely unchristian and a least
unreformed) and metods of civil disobedience convinced me that it
Is not the way of the (reformed) Christian.
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