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THE POSITION AND DUTIES OF LAYMEN
) IN THE CHURCH.
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11. Tur AsSISTANCE DUE FROM THE STATE TO THE
CnurcHl, IN UNFRIENDLY OR HosTiLE GOVERNMENTS,
DEVOLVES UPON THE CaTHoric Laity,

The Church, as I have shown above, is religion in the
form of society. To the Church, as such, the individual
assistanco or private protectivn of ber children—the ex-
pression of their zeal and love for her, is not sufficient ,
sho has need of public protection, at least, in the meas-
ure required for the freo and untrammelled exercise of
her authority, and in the tranquil enjoyment of her
rights. This public protection, in its normal condition,
cannot be accorded to her except by the public author-
ity, viz.: that which presides over public order and
controls the oxecutive, Now, in states scparated from
the Church, this protection for the most part has no
longer place. The civil Princedom has, of itself, divest-
ed itself of such duty, und this, so honorable ofiice, ab-.
dicated by the said Princedom or Power, of its very
nature d:volves upon the Catholic laity.

I will try and put this idea in a clearer light.
It is a principlo of public right that in society
the public power, abdicated bLy the Princo of its
own nature, devolves upun the nation—that is to say,
upon the aggregate of the citizens. Now, socicty
is essentiully cowmposed of two elements—the wulti-
tudes (the people), and the right to order or govern
it (the sovercignty). The subject of this sovercignty,
no matter in what legitimate way determined, is usu-
ally designated by the name of Chief or Prince,
taken in its generic sense  The Chief or Prince may
abdicate the sovereignty conferred upon him. Yet this
sovereignty cannot perish, otherwise society itsclf, fail-
ing its formal principle, should perish.  Abdicated then
by the Prince, what becomes of this sovereignty ? It
must naturally devolve upon the citizens taken collect-
ively, and these can either retain it, defining however,
and determining the mode of its exercise, or they may
transfer it to another subject, sclected by them. We
have a recent oxample in Bulgaxia, in the abdieation of
Prince Alexander, despotically insisted upon by Russia.

Now let us apply this theory to our case.

In Christian society, the office of Prince is essentially

_two-fold—that of Civil Ruler, and that of Protector of
the Church. In those states, which, either through im-
perious circumstances, or through hostility of the rulers,
aro separated from the Church, this second office of the
Prince, viz. : Protector of the Church, is abdicated. Yet,
this office cannot perish, because Divinely ordained for
the wellbeing of Christian society. What then becomes
of it? Precisely that which becomes of the office of
Civil Ruler, if abdicated by the Prince. Of its very
pature it devolves upon the lay element—not in its citi-
zen, but in its Chuistian capacity. In other words, the
offico of Protector of the Church, abdicated by the Ruler,
falls upon the Catholic laity—being not a clerical, but a
lay attribution. The reasoning is identical in both cases.

Since then, in political society, the right of civilly
governing the nultitude cannot perish, so in Christian
socicty, the right and the duty of assisting and protect-
it;g the Church, by means which are of the temporal
order, cannot cease to exist.

Even prescinding from this, the sole general obligation
which binds cach one of the faithful to the Church,would
be sufficient to prove that, failing to the Church, the
assistance and protection of the stafe, by its separation
from her, the Cathol.: laity enters naturally into the va-
cated office, and should the wants and dangers of their
mother increase, tb Juty and devotion of the children
to help and protect her, should proportionally inerease.
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1. Tue Catnonie Latiy 18 Retarnion 10 S1alks Sepa-
RATED FroM THE CHURcH By Puri NeGATION.

1t is fitting to distinguish two Kinds of states separ-
ated from the Church, viz.: those by simplo negation,
and thoso by positive hostility and persecution ; thosoof
tho first-class do not favor the Church, they leavo her
free in tho main; thoso of the second class, far from al-
lowing her a generous freedom, deny her almost every
liberty. Different, in consequence, must be the attitude
of the Catholic lnity, according to the different relations
or attitude of the state to tho Church. We will here
consider the Catholic laity in regard tu states of the
firgb-class.

These states, although separated fromn the Church, are
not inimieal to her. The Church, in their regard, is in a
condition unalogous to that of a Powor side by side with
another, not allied to, nor bound by international treaties;
yet not hostile to, nor desirous of invading her rights.

In such states tho Catholic laity has no need to defend
the Church, whieh, whilst she receives no help, receives
no opposition from the state. In this condition of
things, the sum total of the obligation which lies upon
the Catholic laity, is reduced to the supplying that posi-
tive ngsistance denied her by the state.

The Catholic laity here assumes, in regard to the
Church, the place of a faithful helpor, by co-operating
with the clergy in all which regards the Church's inter-
ests; in the observance of the laws, in contributing to
the beauty of her temples, to the splendour of Divine
worship, to the support of the sacred ministry, to the
maintenance of her various institutions, religious, edu-
cational and charitable:

And since union is strength, the Catholic laity will
essay to band its memYers_into various Associations,
having for object, to provide for the religious education
of the people, to promote pious unions of young men,
for the diffusion of good books, for the succour of the
indigent, for the suppression of vice, for the encourage-
ment of good journals, reading rooms, in a word, of every
means whereby gound doctrine and good morals may be
propagated and the various popular errors by which the
simple are deccived, mey be confuted. Above all, a
Catholic Press, considering the present social conditions,
must become a potent aid to the Church.

1t is the duty of the Catholic laity to assist the
Church, not only in the action which she exercises
nmon% the faithful, but also in her cfforts for the conver-
sion of the Infidel. And so we observe to-day that the
greatest assistance to Catholic Missions is the noble work
of the Propagation of the Faith, set on foct by laymen,
and nurtured and maintained principally by them.

One thing, however,which the Catholic laity, in assum-
ing the abdicated office of the state regarding the assist-
ance and protection of the Church, should carefully
avoid, is the grave mistake made by Princes and Govern-
ments in over-stepping the limits of legitimate action in
ecclesiastical affairs. then the ancient empire was con-
verted to the Church, its chiefs knew not how entirely
to forget that the Pagan Emperor was also the Pontifex
Maximus. Hence, although theoretically they recognize
the independence of the Church, in practice, they some-
times arrogated to themnselves somewhat more than was
their due in the aflairs of the Church. This policy,
known as the Byzantine, continued with rare exceptions,
in the lower Empire, until, after the Photian Schism, it
became a species of lay popedom, inherited to this day
by the Czars of Russia. The true idea of Christian

ingship found its real and corporate expression in the
cstablishment of the Empire by Charlemagne.
1an, who merited that greatness should be identified -
with his name, expressed that idea of Christian Kingship
in-the formula never to be forgotten. “ Karl, by the
grace of God, King; the defender of the Church, and in
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