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" YOur  constitutions guarantee fundamental rights; and -

among these the_supreme right of liberty of conscience; -

: the language of --the
Supremie Court. of the Uniled -States, the full and
free right to entertain any religious belief, to practise
any_-relipgious principle, ‘and to teach any religious doc-
trine ,wikch . does net wiolate. the laws of morality and-
property,  and  which , does. not infringe personal rights,
is” conceded_ to_ all. o

Y THis is
afkds Staté in- the. United States.
are “equal before the law as a matter of constitution-

the foundation of sepa,ra.tiqn_: of Chureh P
Al religious bodies

al right.. To .lhase religious bodies alone. belong the -

exclusive jurisdiction in maiiers. of Church government,
Church -organisation,” religious tenets, the laws of reli-,
gious adjudications and -all other matters pertaining
solely' to "the Church as Such. Thef® is"no power in
the. Government of the United _States, or of any
State, under our constitulions, to interfere with any of
these ~things, and” if Congress or the Lepgislature of any
State  should undettake by law. to force on any reli-
gious” body any special kind of worship or internal or-
ganisation or religious go.ernment, and espécially if it"
should undertake- to dnterfere - with. any of its —rights
of property .on religious grounds, such action of- Con-
gress or. of the Legislature would .be decided by
courts 10 be utterly wvoid, - T ‘
-* Ofir * remedy ‘against any legislative ’infringemeni%iqlat
e
courts. of justice. - Therefore, Americans are
abiding. . Tyrannical .laws,
righty  dre impossible. *,
y e Diffierent in France.. e
. *Not so in France. If a Jlaw is passed in- France.
by the two Chambers "and veceives the approval of

in violation of fundamental
. Y

the -

so -law-"

the President, that law is supreme  1f rights of con-.

science are violated there is no redress in the courts,’
for  the courts- are also Dbound by tihe law. -If a spe-
cial - kind of- worship or a certain kind of -internal
Church organisation is provided by the law, or if pro-
perty is confiscated on .religious grounds, ot the right
of assembly for “religious purposes denied, there -is— no.

redress except in political agitalion for a change in the °

existing Government, or by an appeal to public “opinion
by & passive resistance 1o the law "or by revolution.
Those are the only ways of fighting. tyranmical _ legis-~
lation in France, ' - : ;

¢ The question was asked the other Hay,
not the French
do ? . B} .

¢ The -answer s plain, In .Franee laws have been
passed violating in the .most brutal way the sacred
right of libexty of conscience.
did happen in ‘America there-- would be resistance here
too, but so effective and so- vigorous that such laws
could never be again attempted. I insist upon
tt.:gry simple distinction. 1t explains the whole situa-
ion. - o

Why do
peop]e{ obey the law as the Americans

The Americ;.n éoncorda.t.

‘We have no formal -Concordat in the United
States ; but " we have something much better. There is
here: a- voluntary entenie cordiale bhetiween the Church
and thes State founded on mutual respect. The*Ameri-
can- people are .essentially religious, though professing
different ereeds, and the value of - religion in the for-
mation of good citizenship is freely acknowledged and
acted on. .“We can- scarcely conceive 'of an atheist or
infidel - government in- America trying to use the great
powers of government -for the destruction and extirpa-
tion of . religion in the country. . I

! But. in France the ‘* Act of Separation ” is the
culminating act -of a. long séries of "attempts by
infidel Government to drive religion f-om-French life.”
Let there _be ne mistake about this. This is’ no Jde-
nominational - fight between: Protestants and Catholics.
Religion . is represented in Prance mainly by the Cath-
olics, other denominafions being comparalively few ‘in.
number. But ihe Government is.nol Protestant. It is-
infidel, and is figliting all denominations, including the

_ Jews, .in'this Bill.  What ate the facts?

L 4 Confiscallon of Property. J
‘A few words as to the law of assouviation ~of

1f such things could and .

this -

an "™

July 1; 1801, will 'serve to illustrate the character of .

the "French Government and its inlentions in the pre-
sent- BillS L

“The purpose of the government to bring about a separ-
ation of Church and State was steadily pursued at least
gince 1899," but it was thought- the people were- not
sufficiently prepared for it. This is shown by

the

public declaration of M, Waldeck-Rousseau and his suc- ~

cessor, M. Combes, the two ~Prime Ministers
whom the law of associations was passed and the Teli-
gious‘-con-gtega.tlons Suppresged... © = . '

inder -

.

1+

¢ M.” Waldeck-Roussean’ declared in a sitting of the

. Chamber of December 7, 1599, {hat the passing of the

law of -associations was a neoessary preface” to - the
separalion of Chuseh and -State. "¢ | Lo -
‘M. Combes said in . a speeehiin 1% Chamber of De-. .
puties, -om January 14, 1905, *‘1 have always been 'in -
favor o0f the separation of .Charech ‘and State. But;

.when 1 entered inlo office’ (June 2, 1902), I..thought
_ that public opinion was not sufficienfly ready  for this
" reform.

I- congsidered it neccssary 40 lefid up to it.”
‘Now, -how was-it led-wp 0?2 . | - N
.. “The -Bill; of. ASsociations was -first. presented by.
Waldeck-Rousseau on Novembper 29, 1899, and passed ;.
promulgated July 1, 1901. It had some liltle fairness
on the face of it.” "It purported to 'he-a - Bill 'sup-’
pressing all * veligious- -a@ociations .which had-not ob-"
taimed..oﬂici%!,-mcognition. B PR C e ]
It Was ' suggested lhat the Bill.was only-a pre-.
tence for the “arbitrary - suppression of the congrega-

. tions amd' the econfiscation of their property.  To ‘this’

M. Waldeck-Rousseau veplied in the ‘Sénateé’on* Jume 13,
18015 vy o LT b T DA REPUR 756 1T S SRS
. % Do you really:helieve the French Chambers when ;
confronted with statutes that’ are sipcere and not sown
thick with dissimulation, that proclaim with ' a * true

- ring- an aim which is eitler " phflosophic; philanthropic,
“or of social. interest,- will

be’ ‘animated by . nothing-

but prejudice.apd say,:. ‘It is a congregamion,'me' Te-

* bishops of France. . 3 ]
* proposed to', reject all applicalions.en, blog, but.on ob-,
. jection the congregations were divided into three olagses

- each class --wag

. being that in following their liberty of ecmselence the

‘ i'i;')ricps thaf
+|- preperties were tlaken. .

rcan Legislature doing anything like this?

| - not_ resist such a tyranny 4
course, it. .would not bhe necessary.

v

L
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fuse authorisation ?:’

‘ What happéned ?. Nearly 500 congrégations -Sub-

. mitted - to “the law und -made applicatjon”for authorisa~ '

tion,  ‘These applicatiéhs were supported by resolutibns
of municipal eoundils: and by .the.personal -letters of the
+The commission _of the. Chamber .

preaching, -and ~ frading pong_:_&gatfiqx}sf—g.n&f

presented’ eit” Hlo€ fand réjected - separ-<:
ately -without discussion.® et i HESAR
Lt Thus was consummated

—teaching,

‘one’ of ihe 'most -brital

governmental crimes of modern—times. .These Brothers.
“‘and nins] many of .them old and inlirm, were ‘driven .

from - thefr peaceful convents by armed soldiers; ‘their -

. only weapons being passive resistance, and were forced -

to seek whatever shelter they could get. . No accusation .,
Before any judicial tribunal, no -trial, théir- only crime-
took the vows -ef poverty, chastity,” and obedience, fol=S
lowed their vocation and teaching and doing pood. -to
the community in which they lived. Their ~property ,
was put in officfal liquidation. Those who desired tc
continue the community life were obliged to leave -~ the
country. They were. promised some pengions from’ the
procesds, hut no pensions haye . been paid yet, although
ihe lquidation has been proceeding for five 'years . .and
will take some years more. ) :

* * Forced sales are being
will~

made “all ovér'i;F‘_rafnég at.
vield nothing for the part_lgs_ whoge

. Ii Maryland Shovld Do-it. .
~. ¢ Imgine 1he Legislature of ~Marylind passing - a
law suppressfng the Christian: “Brothers’ of " Baltimore'.
and: the- Visitation Nuns, -two teaching Orders in "Bal-
timore, driving them ouf of ‘their beautiful buildings info-.
the streets and confiscating. and. squandering their 'pro--,
perty. Can you.imagine the possibility of any Ameri-
We ‘must’
bring' it- home o ourselves. - -What -American would'
t -i1 became - nécessatTy.? Of-
3 On:aﬁp_e&l tfp the
courts sich a law would he instantly ‘declared-void.
After suppressing the 'cmigregatiop_s, dispersing them.
abroad and practically coufiscating their property, the
French Government proceeded. to strive the word '‘God??
frem ~the official oaths_and 1o "have all religious em-

S

iblemk _and " pictures renioved from all- the: halls-of justice

“of . the> land ; .and . this, with cynical’ iudifierence, .. Was.

“ordeked “on, Good Friday,. 1

[t light of _the events jusf " cil

.cordat ©

804, cpoh omicops oo

"“the. prelude. 4o . the- Scparaiion, Bill, .and .in .
the Brents fug _tf“_ ted ;we, -joay . then-hetier.

undersfand ho% .the . Separation - Bill, will she-gonstryed.
and fehforc'éd._ . V,f, T T L R AN
. “+ The. upicn of "{he Church-and . State jin’ France,.
which this act” of | separation, destroys, was constituted
as 'everyhody _knows, by the Cobcordat™ _of. 1801, .&
solemn bilateral contract executed between Napoleon apd
Pope Pius_VII. T . gt e

* This. ,is

, . _Un;dpr‘ the .édﬁcprd_it’. i FRE
- “The. following ‘were ' the chief jproVisions of. the Cos,

‘ The State nominated the hishops to the Pope, Wha
appointed and invested them,--if  they were proper per-
sons ; the churches .and ofher * sacred _ edifices were

W/ ERIT is behind success.” That's why * Hondal-Larka”
is po much used. It's tea with quality and flavor.
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w JNEED AYE! Twa rpunefu’s o° *Cock o the North gang

as fanr as three o' maist ither tess 1"



