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1. Tug STATE.—~The most practical defin-
ition of the Stato is found by an exsmin-
ation of what 1t does or claims to do. The
State 18 o power claiming and _cxbrcisi.ng
supreme jurisdiction over a certain portion
of the carth. IHere-it acknowledges no
suporior except God. It ia the sovereign
arbitor of lifo and death. It flixes civil
status. It regulates socinl action. To a
very argoextent it dotormines, according to
its sovercign pleasure, the rights, the duties,
and the rolation. of all human beings within
its territorial sway,

As o matter of fact, tho liberty of the in.
dividual is circumscribed by the will of the
State. If the subjects of ono power enjoy o
Inrger measuroe of personal liberty than those
of another, it is simply under a concession
from tho samo absolute source,

The State assumcs 0 determine the publin
good for which it exists and for this end
claims the highe.t prerogative of sover-
oignty. It takes charge of the verson, and
of porsonal conduct, Jt defines crime, It
makes its prohibitivns and commands the
measure of what islawful and right. Hence,
even in the teeth of its own disclaimer, it
raises or lowers tho standard of public
morals. It employs forco to an unlimited
dogree. It punisﬁcs by tho infliction of

p\n to any amount it wmay think necessary.
Jt banishes, imprisons, and puts to death.

The State claims to he the source of all
rights of 1proilel;t,y. Whatever is held,
whether of land or chattels, is by its per-
mission and under its regulation. The State
grants, counfiscates, and determines the
tenure or conditions of holding as it pleases.
It prescribes how property shall bo obtained,
transmitted, inhcrited, or devised. It de-
termines what shall be money. It has un-
limited power of taxation. 1t demands the
sacrifice of individual convenience for the
suke of what it deems, rightly or wrongly,
to be tho general good. It makes war and
peace with other nations, It suppresses re-
bellions at whatever cost of treasure and
bLlood. It claims the life of every man for
the public defence, and. for that matter, in
every conflict it may chooso towage, whether
aggressive or defensive, whether right or
wrong.

The State determines ultimately all politi-
cal rights as they are commonly called ; all
political duties, as I would profer to call
thewmn. It prescrihes theage, s2x, and quali-
fication for the exercise of the franchise. As
its most important power, and one insepar-
able from its action for good or ill, it regul-
ates ull social relations. It declares and
nust declare what shiall constitute marriage
and what shall cause its dissolution ; wheth-
er it shall bo an invincible bond, or a mere
contract t« "o terminated at the convenience
or whim ol che yartics.

Tho State educates, prescribing both who
shall teach and what shall be taught. It
takes possession of us at our birth, keeps us
under control during our whole life, and
when we die it marks the time, and place,
and causoe of our departure, and the place of
our burial.

All these sovercign attributes arc inherent
in the btate,and have their times of practical
exibition.  In short.there may be predica-
ted of cvery such ultimate political organi-
zation what has been said of the British
Parliament, as tho representative of tho
British nation, *“1tis omnipotent. There
is no caithly power that can touch its hand
or say unto it, * What doest thou.’

Aund all theso powers or prerogatives be-
long to every State irrespective of form.
They inhere in a republic as truly as inan
absolute despotism,

People sumetimes talk of the State as if it
were tho creature of the constitution, where-
as the very framing of a constitution is one
of tho highest exercises of sovereiguty. The
limitations woven into the constitution are
self ymposed, and, being thus imposed at
pleasuro, may, at pleasure, be repealed.

v Formis of grocedure caunot ultimately
rostrict the State in this respect, for thn
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simplo reason that it makes tho forms them.
selves. Tho State canbe what it pleases to
be, vither through formal procoedings which

« 1t calls constitutional amendment,or through

o steady tondonoy of judicin! and political
constructions always moulded by the popu-
lar tendoncies lying behind them,or, if thaso
bo considercd too slow, or some real or fan-
cied oxigoncy demands it, by falling back
uron tho absolute sovercignty as something
nover lost, and from which constitutions
emannte,as being, even in their restrictione,
an oxpreseion of ultimate unlimited power.

Whence comes thisinarvollous ontity, the
Stato?

Docs it come from the consent of the
parts? No; for tho simplo reason that it
claims and exercises powors which no social
compact can possibly confer. Thisisa case
in which tho whole is greater thun all its
parts. Asthe templo was more than the
stone and timlber and brmss and iron and
gold and silver aud jowels of which it wus
composed ; as the human body is moroe than
the simple nygregution of all its particles,
so tho State is more than all the individoals
within the scose of its authority. The
State stands; the parts are in perpotual
flux. The State nay say, as does t]ho brook,

¢ Men may come and men may go,
But I ge on forever.”

Thete is indeed a sense in which it is true
that government exists by consent of the
governed. But here we must distinguish
thinga that differ.  Thc form of the Govern-
ment, or the personel of the ndministration

ia onoe .thing, the State its self s
another, The form " Government
or the personel of the administration.

may bo, and often is, changed at the behest
of the peaple ; but the State, or Government
of some sort, tenso and powerful as that
which acts under our own Imperial Constit.
ution, or tenuons and weak as that which
rules among the wandering Iskimo of the
far north, there must be, and from this
not even anarchy itself cun set us free.

Again.  Is the State founded on brufe
force? \Wo have been told that civil govern.
ment, in its first stages, classes rather with
the dynamic than with the mioral forces.
1t is the law of the strongest, a mere physical
absolutisni without any consideration of
right whether as due to enemics or subjects,
But surely this is idle talk. Government
from its very nature cannot begin with the
strongest. As botween rulers and ruled, the
strength is always with tho mass of the
people. A physical absolutism is absolute
absurdity. Menor factions can get posses.
sion of tae powers of the State only under
some pretence of right, under some claim of
noral or religious ganction. Take even the
case of Parkinson, of New Orleans. His

ower over the mob, of which he was the
eader and inspiring genius, lay in his ap.
peal tothe inetinct of sclf-preservation. In
subatance he said, when the law, or State, is
powerless to protect, the people must re.
aume tho original right of self-defence and
enforceit, if need be, by the destruction of
robbers and ussassing.  Tho plea is not, we
have tho power, but we have the right ; in
other words, in the last resort the use of
brute force must vindicate itself on moral
grovuds. As Aristotlo long ago said ‘“men
are political aniwnals.” Thero is a pro-exist.
ent necessity for the State, and its founda-
tions are laid in the constitution which we
reccived from the hand of God.

Let us not obscure the real issue. The
State must be, to use the imagery of John
Milton, cither a grand Christian man or an
atheistic brute. There is, in point of fact,
no middlo term. :

Lct us for a moment assumo the current
secularist theory of the nature and functions
of the Stato and see whero it leads, It fol.
lows, as a necessary consequenco, that there
can be no prayer at the opening of the par.
linment or legislature, vo chaplrinsappointed
for the army or navy, or for the asylums or
other institutions under the care of the State;
that legislation must proceed on purely non
religious grounds . that marringe Lecomes
a mere civil contract ; that the Sabbath, if
protected at #11, must be upon purely sani.
tary grounds, the atsulute necessity fora
periodic rest, an intorruption of tho inces-
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sant grind of compotition, in order to pre.
acrvo tho physical woll-beiug of the raco;
that chuiches must be taned beeause the
scenlat state cannot recognizo the Church
excopt 88 a mere club or fraternity, one
among muny. Thero follows, also, the entive
secularization of education, so that the very
namo of God must bo oxcluded from the text
books of the }mblic schools, and finally the
abolition of the oath in courta of justice in
o far as it implics an appenl to the revising
judgment of the heart searchiagj God, mul
tho substitution therefor of an aftirmatiin
sanctioned ouly by tho civil penaltics of fine
and imprisonment. In aword, it implies the
Pmcticul adoption of four at leastfout of the
ive planks of nearly every infidel convention,
the report of whose procevdings has come
under my observation in the last twenty-five
yeare.

‘That I am not overstating the logical conse
quences of the adoption o?this theory of the
nature and functions of the State, I think, is
clear from the positions already assumed
under its guidance.

As far back o8 1842-43 o law was passed in
the Stato of New York forbidding sectarian
teaching and books inthe public schools.
Undeor this law everything was regarded
ay sectarian to which anyone objected onre.
ligious ¢rounds. In some instances teachers
were actunlly dismissed for using the Lord’s
prayer in the presence of the pupils at the
opening of the school.

In the Stute of Wisconsin, on the platforin
of onc of tho State Normal Schools, a regent
of the University of Wisconsin publicly pro.
tested against the prayer with which the ox-
crcises of Commencement Day had been in-
troduced on the ground that, the moment a
teacher, in his capacity as such, begins to
excrcise any roligious function whatover, to.
exert any religious influence upon the nunds
of thoge under instruction, that moment he
infringes upon the vesorved rights of the
people.

The Popular Science Monthly, vol. 30,
page 350, says, ¢ What more dishonest and
unworthy method of pre-empting and pre-
judicing the mind of the young could possi.

ly be devised than that of school worship,”
The samo writer says ** Tho one thing in
gounection with religion in the school which
is most indefensible of all ix worship.”

Dr. Guyot’s series of geographies, said to
be the best in tho market at the time, were
rejected by the Sehoul Board of Chicago af-
ter a year's trial becauso they recognized the
existenco of God. )

A Christian college President said to the
Rev, H. D. Jenking, D.D., “That is my
Politig] Economy propared for use in High
Schools and Academies 1 sent the other day
to one of our Stato Superintondents of Ed.-
cation ; but it was returned to me with the
note that its first sentence condemned it for
use in public achools. The first sentence
was, ‘¢ The source of ull wealth is the bena.
ficenco of God.” Further illustration isuse-

ess,

Well might President Theodore Woolsey,
in his great work on Political Science, vol,
ii, puge 414, ask ** shall it come tothis, that
even the existence of the SupremeOno is uot
to be assumed in the schools, nor any book
introduced which exprestes any defintte
faith in regard to providence or final cause.”

1t has come to this long ngo, that a minjs-
ter of the Gospel, (the I§ov. Dr. Spear, of
Brooklyn) has justified the State insomuch
ag he affirms it *‘ Proposes to give only a
sccular education, that would be useful and
needful if there were no God and no future
for ;.ho human 80“1];] »

1f it were possible to vacate the premi
and leave themn absolutely void ; ifrx?te '»)szf

ssible for us to climinato rovealed relig-
1on from the wholo circle of human learnmg
without at thesamo time putting somcthing
elso in ils place ; if it were possiblo ¢o leavo
conscienco in perfect darkness, entirolv un-
devcloped, it would be bad cnough,  But it
is not possible. ~ No religion is irreligion.
The denial of Theism in Atheism.  Excludo
relig on from the pullic s bools and a god.
less evolution must take it« placo only to be
pourcd into the minds of youth in the most
pliant and receptive period of their exia-
tence.

{To be continued),



