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« CHURCH AND STATE.”?

I The following admirable Lecture oo « Church
§ and State” was delivered the other day in St.
' Louis, U.S., by R. A. Bakewell, Esq.,a gentle-
man well known to the Catholics of this Conti-
| nent, as having been for many years editor of
the Shepherd of the Valley, than which no bet-
ter Catholic journal was ever published in Amg-
rica. DMr. Bakewell’s name must also be. fami-
liar to many of our Montreal frieads, as bis bro-
ther has long been working amongst them as one
of the pastors of St. Patrick’s Church :—

Gentlemen and ladies—There is ooe consi-
deration that must occasion more or less embar-
rassment to the man of average delicacy of sen-
timent on arising to fulfil an appointment of this
! kind, unless indeed he is a lecturer by profession,
Bl « [f damned custom have pot brazed him se,
To make him proof and bulwark against senss;
1tis this: that the very announcement of the
Bl proposed lecture, the invitation to the pubhe,
8 <eems to say, ‘ Come acd hear me, and to imply
il 1 have got some thing new to say ; or, I can say
A something rather better than it is usually said.
Al Of course, I have no pretensions of this sort.
2 1f we go back far enough, we shall perhaps find
1n the coustitution of modera society the reason,
Bl the excuse,for my appearance before you to-nigtt.
! 1t bas been discovered by some one—I thumlk it
was Lord Byron who first brought the discovery
% 1o the attention of Europe —that the object for
| winch man was created, 1s to get rich ; that his
\nterests are wholly material interests ; that the
soul was made for the sake .of the bedy,and
that nothing is worth auything whick does not
B tend to gratify the five senses, or some, or some
B one of them. The theory will be fousd drawn
i out in the Novum Crganum, to which, or to
the brilliant defense of it by s admirer, Lord
§ Macaulay, 1n the pages of the Edinburgh Re-
AR view, I refer you for details.

they ever were in Christeadom before. 1 donat
If ;mean that there is less wealth; you all know
% :.e contrary to be the fact;but I do mean
i} thit there are, since then, more people poor
w proportioz to the mass, and the poverty is
more hopeless, more squalid, more abject thau it
% crer was before since Christianity became a fact
of civilization. The wretched classes that dis-
grace our large cities, and much more the large
¥ Cities of Europe, of whom we have so faithful
% and so fearful a picture in Mayhew’s * London
1 Labour and the London Poor,” were unknown
g three ceaturies ago. )
But the ages of a-St, Francis and a St. Louis,
i of Faitirand ofChivalry, are gone, and that of so-
phisters, econamists and calculators has succeed-
ed. There are no longer revenues, the offerings
of faith, the accumulation of ages, devoted to
§ the waats of the deserving poor ; and these wha,
B under our altered circumstances, swatch a few
k momeats from absorbing occupations to devote
to the claims of charity, ars often at their wit’s
end to devise. means to remedy the pressing
wants forced upon their attention, and which they
are personally unable to relieve.

Times were, when men saw in the poor the
Members of our Lord, and gave for the love of
| God. Now, they must be trapped into contri-
d bution. Hence our fawrs, balls, lotteries, and
other pious frauds. Hence the present lecture,
to be delivered at the request of some charitable
gentlemen engaged in vist:ing the poor in certan
distnets in this city. It is for the benefit of
these poor. Liet us hope that the excelleace of
% the end will prove an apology for whatever may
& be deficient in the means.

d Tie noble and gallant Joinville, who sllgljed
M the friendship aod captivity of that preat King
~—that great Saint—from whom our city takes
Its name, reports him on one orcasion ¢s having
dspoken, 1n bis own Freach, thus: ¢ L’omme Iagj,
quand 1l onit medire de la loi Crestienne, ne doit
8 pas deflendre la loi Crestienne ne mais que de
1 espee, de quni 11 doit donner parmi le ventre
{ dedens tant comme elle y peut entrer,”, which,

being nterpreted, meaps—Lhe laic, when he
Rhears Christ’s law attacked, should defend it only
with the sword, of winch he should give hts ad-
& versary as deep iato the bowels as be can thrust.
B Now, i suppose, by the light of certain ua-
B charitable and false traditions, these words of the
stout soldier of Christ would be mterpreted to
nean St, Bartholomes massacres, the thumb-
aescrew and the rack, gag-law, the new principle,
the New Constitutton principle, of allowing no
» [Roneto teach uniil you are sure heis on your
' [lside ; the.doctrie that rebels have no rights.

But the great Chnistian ‘King hved before the
brood was hatched of Cromwells and of Drakes
before State-craft had produced its Medicis and
Lows Quatorzes ; when Christendom was united
n one faith§ when certain princtples were So
well established that they were taken for grant-
ed, all speech was interpreted accordingly, and
it was not . necessary, ag now, so carefully to
weigh one’s words. ;

In interpreting all speech, we should regard

. Siace that time, men bave beea poorer than

the speaker, those spoken to, the circumstances,
and the times. Xing St. Lows was a crusader,
engaged m protecting the outposts of Caristen-
dom from the ounset of the followers of Mahound
But for him and those like him, men with both
brains and heart, Ceeur-de-Lion,Louis of France,
Godfrey, stout Earl Douglas, the Bruce, whose
heart won victories when it bad ceased to beat,
but {or those Bayards of an earlier age, staiuless,
fearless, blameless cavaliers, but for those brave
knights, those gallant gentlemen, to whose stain-
less escutcbeons, to whose old battle .cries, we
go yet tor those maxims, those mottoes, which,
after the iapse of centuries, stir our hearts as
the blast of a elarion, but for them, Christesndom
would not have been, or would have ceased to be.
Modern civilisation is their work, for they have
preserved from destruction its germs and semi-
nal prineiples, and kept back the fiood. All of
fair Europe, but for them, would have became
what once fairer Northern Africa, what Asia
and Egypt bave become and are ; for the Chris.
tian family, we should have the barem of the
Turk ; the shriek of the Muezzin for the church-
bell ; the Koran for our Bible; the doctrice of
immutable fate in place of our glorious creed ; —
and for our daxology, the cry, ¢ There is no God
but one, and Mahomet is the prephet of God.’

What had Le and his soldierg to do with acgu-

ment?  They were seculars protecting Christiag
civilization from the Turk, HHe meant this:—
“ Use your proper weapon, and do your best
with it in your day.” The armor of Saul for
him that has essayed, and can wield it ; the shing
of David and the pebble of *ke brook for him
who has no cunoiog beyond these. But what-
ever your weapon, do your best. Sword to Lhe
hilt, or stone crushing through head-piece aad
skull defenses to the core of the brain of Goliath
of Gath.

It is not for the Layman te approach the dis-
cussion of sacred themes ; nor 19 this the time
or place for religious controversy. The rule of
St. Lows will not, perhaps, be violated, how-
ever, by the choice of a subject which, properly
handled, must involve the dssertion and develop-
-ment of certain fundameotal celigious principles,
if those principles be regarded from the secular
stand point, and tbe line of argument pecessa-
sily adopted by one ussuited te the digmty of the
sacred desk. '

The relation between Church and State 1s the
subject of my lecture. The title is somewhat
vague. | presume, though, that at least a por-
tion of my audience anticipate that I am ‘likely
to treat the subject with a certan reference to
the conflict between the temporal and spirituai
-order which has arisen in our State,

For there is, 1n our State, a oolliston between
the two orders. The State and Church are at

variance ;
Bi riza est, ubi tu pulsas, ego vepulo tantum,

1 use the word ¢ Church ” here, aad no Christian
in the audience can object toit. The State has
not attacked any particular form or prolessien of
‘Christranity : 1t has been careful to so frame its
epactment as to attack Christiaaity itself, and
has dene it thus: it bas prescribed a certain oath
to be taken by every person before be can preach
the Gospel n this State. Preach the Gospel.
The framers ot the law were prudeat ; they do
not attempt to define what the Gospel is: they
specify no religious teachers 1o particular; the
thing they attack 1s preaching the Gospel. You
inay preacd Judaism, preach that Jesus Christ 1s
au impostor, preach Mormomsm, preach Ma-
nometism, preach Spiritism, preach politics, ve
oath, no conditioas whatever, are required for
that ; but you stall not preach tbe Gospel of
Jesus Christ until you bave taken a cert2ia oath
of alleglance to the State. For all those who

believe il to be wrong to take the oath uader
such circumstances (amongst whom are the
whole body of the Catholic clergy) this amounts

to saying lo theis, you =hall vot preach the Gos-

pel of Jesus Christ bere at all. 'The clergy do

what St. Peter and S¢ Paul dud under simiar

circumstances ; haviog received from God a mus-

sion ta preach His eternal Gospel, they preach

it in spite of the prolibition of the State. They

nullify that law, and, of course, when arrested,

suffer the punishment 1mposed.

I may remark here, by the way, that it would
be foreign to my sabject to discuss the character
of this oath, and thie various objections ta which
it is open, for the reason that the clergy do not
refuse to take oath on the ground that it 1s ob-
jectionable in 1tself, seli-contradictory, or for
any of the many reasons which may well arise in
the case of laity. They object not to thes
oath, but to aay oath whatever, when imposed
by the State as a qualification for preaching the
Gospel. The oath might be most ionocent in
its character,—an oath, say, to support the Con-
stitution of the United States snd fauhfully to
demean one’s self as a Minister of God—still no
Catholic Priest could take it .when imposed by
the . State as a necessary:qualification for dis-

| charging the duties of a Priest; because rthe

Church cannet admit the right of the State to

commission or pass upon the qualification of Gos-
pel ministers. She alone is authorised by God
1o pronouace upon qualification for the ministry.
“he calls this an mterference with her Laberty.
She says that the State, 1 this, steps out of us
sphere; and trenches upon the rights of the
Church, upon the rights of God. She, there-
fore, disregards such laws; she tramples upon
them, as she did upon the edicts of the Ceesars,
and does now upon the exclusive laws of the
Chinese Emypure,

Now, it canoot be denied that there are many
persons, and some Catholics, and intelligent Ca-
tholics, too, that entirely overlook the principle
upor which this action of the clergy is basec, aud,
if uot disposed to censure ecclesiastical authonty,
for ¢he position it has taken, are, at least,at a
loss +n what way to defend its course, or tore-
cozcile 1t with that obedience to the Government
which 15, according to Cathohe morals, one of
the first of dulies; a duty, too, for the per-
tormance of which, no class of the community
1s more exemplary than Catlolies themselves.

There is, there can be, no such tiung as a Ca-
tholic rebel. Obedience, strict obedience, to all
the commands of lawful authority, this 1s the
grand principle that lies at the fonndation of Ca-
tholic morality. "When there 1s 2 cocfl ct be-
twixt two authorities, both claiming allegiance,
both claiming to be supreme, the Catholic may,
of course, besitate as to the object to which s
allegiance is due, but as to the prmeiple 1tself, he
can never doubt. The Catholic, for instance,
under the Federal Union which existed before
this war, might well choose, and, indeed, asa
tmoking man, was bound to choose hetween the
interpretations of twe recognized pohtical
schools, one claiming the first alieglance of the
cizen as due to the United States, the other
clauning the first allegiance as due -lo the State,
and the civil war breaking out between the au-
thorities of his State and the Federd) Govern-
ment, be might be compelled by the rude sum-
mons * Under whick King, Bezoman ; speak or
die!” to take sides and to give *aid, comfort,
countenaince, or support,” to one of the two con-
tending powers; but the Catholic would hardly
claim that s allegiance was due to either, that
be could lawfully oppese both, much less would
he be wilhog to exact from his fellow-citizens at
the close of the war an oath that they bad
throughout been on both sides at-once, and had
never given ail, comfort, countenance or sup-
port 10 the enemies of either the Federal Union
or State. It was not from the bram of a Ca-

arder of society.

for the State may usurp the whole field of morals,
prelubit the Church from condemning as im-
moral certain acts, determine what shall be tie
relation of the sexes, and what forms of worship
are in pccordance with, and what opposed to.
the material progress of the age and the good
If you say the Church, then
you make the Church supreme ; she hen as-
stmes as ker domamn the whole field of nghtsand
duties, prescribes to civil authority its hmits, be-
yond which 1ts acts are void, and cease to bind
the conseience of mankind, rules the rulers of
men with “a rod of iron, and breaks them ia
pieces like a potter’s vessel.”” Your theory
works well enough as long as no theory is needed.
But some day these spheres, which you cluim to
be revolving side by sile, do actually clash;
there is no mistake aboutit ; State and Church
are brought face to face? It 1sto be the war
of ‘Giauts; but which shoull yield? One or
the other is supreme. Which 15 it? That
is what we bave got to seltle, after all.

The second theory 1s that of the supremacy of
the State. It is the old Pagan doctrne of those
who hold that man was created for the State.—
It is the denial of the individual, the denial of the
family ; the doctrine of those who claim the
right of the State to take the child [rom the
cradle, from the family, and educate it from in-
fancy for the greater glory of tbe State: who
recognizing no supernatural destny for man,
despising the weakness of the individual, at what-
ever sacrifice of private rights, of dividual bap-
pioess, determined to build up and keep up.a
great and glorious State. Those who conceived
ths 1dez were statesmen, and so lar us organiz-
ing the State for its owa protection goes, the
ancient Greeks and Romans did well; were
there no God, no hereafter, no supernatural
destiny for man, perhaps they did the best that

individual men, on that theory, be worth?

honor, of respect, of admiration ; why not sacri-
fice the paltry happiness of each atom to the
common glory of the whole? Such was the
theory of the worship of the State; of the
State-God. Tt reached its full developmeant In
Caxsarism under the Roman Empire. The Em-
peror was chief magistrate, Chief Pontifl, God.
Altars were erected to lim, colleges of priests
maintained to do him homage with the proper
rites, men swore by, and sacrificed to, the
Genius of the Emperor. Quod principe placuit
il legis habet vigorem. ‘The will ot the Ein-

toolic that emanated the enagmficent 1dea of re-

quiring an oath that the eitizen, during a death
struggle between ihe only powers claiming
supreme temporal authority over him bad been
as neutral as was the Arkansas lady during the
struggle between ber husband and the bear.

But, though no Cathehe can be a rebel, the
Catholic learos from his religion the digmty of
Ins nature. He obeys lawful authority as the
minister of God, and, in thus, he finds true free-
dom, and he iosists that he will be free. Ie
says that there are found i Society three ele-
meuts, the Individual, the State, the Church.—
The Iodividval has certan inalienable rights,
given to him by God, not derived from the State :
which he does not surrender to the State, winch
the State has no right to touch, which cen only
be forfeited by crime.  These rights the State
is instituted to protect; amd both the State and
the Church were iostituted for the Individual,
and not the Individual for them. The Individual,
the State and the Church ; the Liberty of these
thre2 15 necessary to the well being of society,
which can only be attained by preserving strictly
tiie rights of each.

As to the relations of Church aod State there
are three theories,

1st. That Church and State are equal and
mdependent, each supreme in 1ts sphere.

24. That the State is supreme.

3d. Tbat the Cburch is supreme.

The first theory is really no theory at all.—
The second is the Pagan theory. The third is
the Christran theory, the theory which I propose
to explam and maintain.

The first theory is the popular oge of the day.

malerial order, it will not stand the test of ex- |t
amination.

be found. This popular idea that the whole
question of Church and State is seftled by say-

cer‘amnly seems to hear lnm out.

to determine for the other the limits of its sphere, | ¢
and when those bounds are overstepped?

as he was, was to Tiberius what Wolsey was to

Cesar,

ILim that came to them * meek, and niding upon
an ass and upon a colt the foal of ber thal sas
subject 1o the yoke.”

phic bistortan, those terrible pages, those wonder-
ful pages, brief, obscure, but not imperetrable,
ghmmering with a doubtful, fearful hight, fitly
It is that of politicians, of men of the world.— |suow forth the horrors of those years,
Like most modern Lheories, out of the purely |really as if God had raised bim up, and bestowed

Count Joseph de Maistre says, that [ nalist, and endowed lnm with that inimitable style
you may take it for an axiom to hold false what- |of his that be might well show forth to future
ever n our day is popularly believed ; and the | generations the unage of those Casars to whom
more indisputably true the theory is supposed to ] ilie civilised world, which would have no Kiag
be, the more absolutely and stupidly false it will | but Ceeaar, was compelled to sacrifice as to Gods.

We cannot paint them in our modern tongues.—
ing that each bas its own sphere, each is supreme | The things that they did, we may not, say the
My objection | Apostle, so much as name.
to the theory is, that it shirks the question alto- | of manoers efiectec by tbe Christian Clurch,
gether, and leave us where we were. For which | that you would stop your ears, you would rise up
of these two sopreme and iadependent powers is | and drive e from this. stand, did 1 but lunt at

peror i1s the supreme law ; that was the maxim;
and what came of it all 7

“ We will have no Iing but Csar /? shrieked
the multitude when Religion, represented by the
Man-Grod, was presented tor their aceeptance.—
“ Away with this fellow, we have no King but
Cesar 1”  Awlul cry ! and awiul apswer to that
cry. Read Tacitus, and consider the horror of
Caxsarism :

¢« Thberivs,” says Tacilus, * was much es-
teemed as long as he held oflize vnder Augustus ;
he was artful in feigning virtue 1o the begianing
of bhis own reign, ull the death of Germanicus,
bis actions were a mixture of good and evil dur-
ing the life of his mother, Livia, but on the death
of Sejanus, [reed from all restrants of fear and
shame, be abandoned himself to every sort of
cruelty and proflizacy, and followed his abomin-
able nclinations as his only guide.” Sejanus, bad

Heary VIT: a restraint. It was not until his
death that the Romans began their terrible ex-
pertence of Caxsarism in all its horrors. Now it
is a fact ihat the death of Sejanus correspoods tn
date with that rejection of Jesus Christ for
Then it was that the gloomy bypocrite
threw ofl all restraint, and showed the trembling
world for what a King they had rrjected the
Prince of peace, the Son of Mary the Virgw,

could be done ; for -what woald such vermin as
If
combined they can erect something worthy of

Tiberius, Caliguta, Claudian, Nero, Nomitian
When Tacitus fatls you, take up Gibbon, apd -
from Commodus do#n, and back again, you may

Cwsarism pure. ¢ Hell from beneath was moy~
ed at thewr coming,” as, one after unother, these -
monsters descended to the pit. We can fancy
that the imps of the abyss pathered together 1m
curiosity to see tbese souls, apd shrank abashed -
from the preseace of more thao satanic malice.
% Devil with devil damued firm concord holds,?”
the poet says, but these scourges of humanity:
rejoiced only b lhe miseries of their kind.— -
Caligula, wiho removed by murder successively-
all those who altended on his person, his thind
for bload unslaked by his butcherly Gladistoria }
shows, in which slaves were mussacred before
him by wholesale for the sport, complained bit-
terly that no mgna'! calamily would mark his -
reign. * The destruction of the Legions undes

the faill of Fidenes’ Amphitheatre vpon Hifty
thousand souls at once will mark that of Tberms,
but no catastroplie happens wnder mine,”

with knives and daguers, out of the window 1o

gle which ensued. JIn one of these bloody
scrambles, 1wo hundred aod forty-seven men
killed each other in one day. Remember tha2
the people over wlose learts these monsters
rode, had eherited the 1deas of a tree-born an-
cestry 3 that the lustory of Rome itself t1aught.
them to revere a free, virtuous and victorious.
commonwealtl ; that the yoke uader which they
groaned forced them daily to the most aject flat-
tery of monsters whomn they loathed ; that each.

servility of lus meighbor ; that their whole hives

becane a hie; that this tyranny flled the world 5

that there was no escape; that the habitable

universe of those days was but a safe and dreary

prison for the enemies of the Lmpire ; that the -
baiest compliance often failed to purchase life,
and was awarded with a cruel death, and pcture
lo yourselve what, (o sufferers of such exquinte
sensibility, was the torture of Caxsarism after the
crucifixion of our Lord.

State in both orders, the lemporal and spiritual,
i1 hopeless despousin under every fosm of gov--
ernment.

The theory was effectually and practically re~
vived at the time of the Reformation, at that
tume in favor of MHenry the VIII, aad other

fromn coostitutional rulers which they were be-
fore ; the revival of it under any form of Goyx-
ernment 18 the avguralion of despotism, for
whether it be a King or a popular majority, it

what name this absolute supreme suler, from

is called.

the Cburch, is a doctrine not oaly lustoricalfy~
Pagan, but necessarily so. What Christian,

who but an Atheist, can declare the State supe~

rior to the Church, the temporal to the eternal, .
this world to the next, the body to the som);.
man to God ? If what we are accustomed to -
boast of as American Iustitulions wean anything .
at all, we should think they should at least meax -
Liberty of Cuascience, freedom of the Chureb, .-
freedom to worslup Gcd.,  'We have been used

to hear that our first settlers fled here to seek 1n

the wilderness liberty to work out the prompt- -
ingg of thewr betler nature, or to follow the jm= -
pulses of the Divice Spirit, unchecked by the -

received (he Huguenots, a small remant Neeing

Yes, read Tacitus ; the pages of the phioso-

It s

he divine gift of genius upon that wonderful An-

Of them, there are no words 1n which to speak.

that Maryland was the refuge of European Ca-
tholics driven from home by cruel laws which
denied freedom of worship to their ancient Fasth.
And is it in tos land, and at tiis day, after the
experience of three centuries of futle persecu-
tions, that the State is lo raise agam a sacrilegi~
ous hand to touch the vessel of the altar and the
ark of God? When the State thus advances
beyond her sphere, and the spiritual power re-
sists, the State nas but one alternative ; she
must persecute or yield ; and whicherer she

the same. Fhe statesmen of our day—we do
vot mean such modern Jawgivers as thqse who'

Constitution, which one or two partizan members

Such is the change

he vices mn which these stans of manhood wal-

It | lowed, ‘together with- the trembiiog nobility-of |. -

you leave the decision of this all-important ques- | Rome, of every age and sex, the witnesses and
tion to the State, then 18 the Church her slave ; ' instruments and companions of their lust,

statesmen—huve learned from history this lesson
at least ; that, though persecution may destroy
individuals, it propagates the principle attacked-
The friends of Religion are ot afrad: - *
‘Mereee profundo, pulchrior evenit;
Luotere ; multa prornet integram’

Cum laude victorem; geretqae -

Prasliz conjugibusloguends.

make a Devil’s litany of Crcsars, and see what 18 -

Varus,” be said, “ will recall Augustus’ reign ; -

His -

favorile amusement wus to throw money, mized -

the crowd below, and to watch the Jdeadly strug~ -

Cesarisn, Statolatory, the supremacy of the ~

matters but little to the vicum ot tyrunny by

But the doctrine of the supremacy of the terp~ -
poral order over the spiritual, of the State over.-

enactments of the State; that New England .
wag settied by Punitans flying from a State that: -
would enslave the Church ; that Sowb Caroling -

for conscience’ sake from Casariim in France s ...

under dictation, adopted for this State a New -

of theic body made to their bands, but the -

segator and gentleman was consclous of the base -

Kings who wished to become absolute monarchs , -

whose edicts there 1s 00 appeal to a higher law, .

v

-~

The third theory, the Christian theory, is thats-"

does, the result, as to lLer pretentions, will be-. -



