


cur  in aff i rming t h a t  the  intent  of Congress 
was simply to s t a y  t h e  influx of cheap unskillel 
labor. The a rgument  of the Court then Pro- 
ceeds a s  follows:) 

" ~ u t  beyond all  these mattel-s no Pul'Pose 
of actioll against  religion can be imputed to 
any legislation, s ta te  o r  national, because this 
is a religious people. This is histarically true. 
Fi-on1 the  discovery of this continent to the 
present hour, there is a single voice making 
this affirnlation. The commission to Christo- 
pher Colun~bus, prior ko his sai l ing west\vard, 
is f rom Ferdinand and Isabella, by thk grace 
of God, King and Queen of Castile, etc., and 
recites t h a t  i t  is  hope2  hat by  God's assist- 
ance some of the  continents and isla!ids in the 
ocean urill be discovered, etc. The first col- 
onial grant ,  t h a t  made to Sir  Walter  Raleigh 
in I%$, was from Elizabeth, by the grace of 
God, of England, France  and Ireland, queen, 
defender of tile fai th ,  etc.; and t h e  g r a n t  auth- 
orizing liini t o  enact s ta tu tcs  f o r  the govern- 
ment of the proposed colony provided t h a t  they 
be not aga ins t  the  t r u e  Christian fai th  now 
~ ~ r o f e s s e d  in t h e  Church of England. The first 
charter  of Virginia, granted by King James  
I, in 1606, a f t e r  reciting the  appl icat iol~ of 
certain part ies  f o r  a clial-ter, commenced the 
pran l  in these words: 'We, great ly commend- 
ing, and graciousIy accepting of, their  desires 
f o r  tlic fur therance of s o  noble a work, w11icll 
niasr, by the  providence of Almighty God, here- 
nf ler  dend to the Glory of IIis Divine Atajesty, 
i n  pr0png:lting of Christian R e l i ~ i o n  to such 
people, a s  yet  Iive ill darlcness and miserable 
Xnornncc of the  t r u e  knowledge and worship 
of God, and may in t ime bring the infidels 
and savages, living in those parts ,  to  hulllan 
civility, and to a settled and quiet  govern- 
ment;  Do by these our L e t t e r s - P ~ e n t s ,  gra-  
ciously accept of, and aa;ee to, their  humble 
and well-intended desires. 

"Language of similar import  nlay be found 
in the subsequent chnrtcrs of t h a t  colony, f rom 
the  same 1<illg, in  1609 and 1611; and t h e  same 
is t rue of the various charters  granted to the  
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other colonies. In language niore or les: 
emphatic is the establishment of the Cl~ris t ian 
religion declared to be one of the purposes 
of the grant.  The celebrated co~iipact made 
by the Pilgrinis in tlie illayflower, 1620, re- 
cites: 'Having U I I ~ ~ I - ~ E ~ ~ ~ I I  for  the Glory of 
God, and Advancement of the Christian Faith, 
and the Ilonor of our Icing and C o u ~ ~ t r y ,  n 
voyage to plant the first colony in the north- 
ern par t  of Virginia; Do by these Presents, 
solemnly and ~nutually, in thc presence of God 
and one another, cavenant and co~nbinc our- 
selves together into a civil Body Politicl;, for  
our better ordering and preservation, and 
furtherance of the ends aforesaid.' 

"The fundamcqlal orders of Connecticut, 
under which a provisional govern~ne~l t  was 
instituted in 1638-1639, commence with this 
declaratioli: 'Furasmucli as  it  hat11 pleased 
the A l n ~ i g l ~ t y  God by the wise disposition of 
His divine providence so to order and dispose 
of things Llint we Lhe inhabitants m ~ d  resi- 
dents of Windsor, Hartford and WeLhcrsfield 
a r e  now cohabiting and dwelling in  slid up011 
the river of Connectecotte and the lands there- 
unto adjoining; And well-lino\~ing where a 
people a1.e ga.tlierec1 togelhcr Llie \vord of God 
requires that to  mayntayne the  peace and unioll 
of such a people there sllould be an orderIy 
and decent government established according 
to God, to order and dispose of tlie aKayres of 

I the  people a t  all seasons, as  occasion shall 
require; do therefore associate and c o n j o y ~ ~ e  
ourselves to be a s  one Publike Slate  or Com- 
monwelth; and do, for ourselves and our Sue- 
cessoys and such as  shall be adjoyncd to us a t  
any  time hereafter, enter into combination and 
confederation together, to mayntaync and pre- 
serve tlie liberty and purity of the gospell of 
our Lord Jesus, which we now profess, a s  also 
the disciplyne of the churches, which according 

t to the  t ruth of the  said gospell is now prac- - - 

ticed amongst us.' 
"In the charter of privileges granted by 

William Penn to the province of Perlnsylvania, 
in 1701, i t  is recited- 'Because 3 no people can 



be truly happy, though under the greatest en- 
joynienc of civil I.l~eriies, if abridged of the 
I'reedom of their consclc-nces, a s  to  their Re- 
ligious Profession 2nd \:'o!-ship; And Almighty 
God being the only Lo~cl of Conscience, Father 
of Lights anit Spirits; and the Auillor as  nlell 
as Object of 211 divine linon~ledyc, Faith and 
ii'orsl:ip, who only d o ~ h  enlighten the minds, 
and pcrsuatle ant1 con\ . i~~ce the unders~nnd- 
ings of people, I do hereby gran t  and declare,' 
etc. 

"Conling nearer to the present time, the 
Declar:~tion of Independence recognlzes the 
presence of the Divine in l iun~an affairs in 
these mortls: 'We hold these t ruths  to be self- 
evident that  all men a r e  created equal, that 
they a rc  endowed by their Creator with certain 
inalienable rights, that among these arc  Life, 
Liberty and the pursuit of Happiness. 

"We, therefore, the Representatives of the 
United States of .4nlericaI in  General Cong-ress, 
assembled, appealing lo thc Supreme Judge 
of the world for t h e  rectitude of our inten- 
tions, do, in the name and by authority of the 
zood people of thesc Colonies, solcmnly pub- 
lish ant1 declare,' etc.; 'And for  the  support of 
this Ileclaration willi a firm reliance on the 
Protection of Divine Providence, we n~utual ly 
pledge lo each other our lives, L .r fortunes, 
and our sacred honor.' 

"If we examine the  constitulions of the  
\various Slates we find in thein a constant 
recognition of religious obligations. Every 
constitution of every one of the forty-five 
States contains language whicl! either directly 
or by clear implication recognlzes a profound 
re\'ereiice f o r  religion and an assuniption tha t  
its influence in all human affairs is essential 
to the \\fellbeing of tlie community. This recog- 
nition may be in the preamble such a s  is found 
in the constitution of Illinois, 1870, 'We, the 
people of the State  of Illinois, grateful t o  
Ahnighty God for  the civil, political and re- 
ligious liberty xuhich H e  hath so long per- 
mitted us  to enjoy, and looking to Him for  
a blessing upon our endeavors to securc and 
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t ransmit  the same unimpaired to succeeding 
werations,' etc. 

g"~ t  niay be 0111~ in the familiar rcq.isiilon 
that all officers s1l:ill t ake  a n  oat11 closilrg 
~ v l t h  the declaration, 'So help me Gotl.' ~t 
lllap be in clauses lilre tha t  of the Constitution 
o i  Indiana, lS.IG, Article XI, Section 4: 'The 
manner of atlniinistering a n  oath o r  atfirma- 
tion shall be such as is niost consistent w i ~ h  
the conscience of ,the deponent, and shall be 
csteemed a nlost solemn appeal l o  God.' 0.- 
in p~.o\'isions such a s  a rc  found in Articles 
and 37 of the Declaration of Rigi~cs of the 
Constitution of Maryland, 1867: 'That a s  i t  is 
the duty of every man lo worship God i n  such 
nlnnner a s  he thinks most acceptable to I-Iim, 
all  persons a r e  equally entitled to protection 
in their  religious liberty; \\fherefore, no per- 
son ought, by any lau7, to  be molested in his 
person or  estate  o n  account of his religious 
persu::sion or  profession, or  fo r  hi- religious 
practice, unless, under tlie color of religion, 
he sllall disturb the good order, peacc or  safety 
of the  State ,  or  sllall infringe lhc la\\ls of 1119~- 

ality, or  injure others in their ~ l a i u r n l ,  civil 
o r  rcligious r ights ;  nor  ought any person to  
be compelled to frecluent or maintain or  con- 
tribute, u~t less  on contract, to  maintain any 
place of \\.orship, or  any  ministry, nor  slinll 
a n y  person, otherwise competent, be deemed 
inco~npetent  a s  a witness, or  juror, on account 
of his religious belief: P?-o~/idcd, he believes 
in the existence of Gocl, and tha t ,  under I l is  
dispensation, such person will be held morally 
accounlable f o r  his  acts,  and be rewarded or  
punished tlierefor, either in this  world or  the 
world to  come. That  no r e l i ~ i o u s  tes t  ought  
ever t o  be required a s  a qualification f o r  a n y  
Office of profit or  t r u s t  hi this  State  other tllan 
a declaration of belief in the existence of Gocl; 
)lor shall the legislature prescribe a n y  sother 
oat11 of office than t h e  oath prescribccl by this  
Constitution.' Or lilce t h a t  in Articles 2 and 3, 
of P a r t  1s t  of the Constitution of itlassachus- 
ct ts ,  1760: ' I t  is the r ight  a s  well a s  the  duty 
of all men in society publicly and a t  stated 
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st.asons, lo Tvorsh~p the  Supreme  EeinS,  he 
creator  and p r e s e r v e r  of t h e  ur~iverse.  

. . .  -ks t h e  happiness  of a people and 
t h e  good order  and  preservat ion 01 civil gov- 
elnillent essent ia l lp  depend upon piety, re- 
ligion and l n o r a ~ i t y ,  a n d  a s  these  canno t  be 
generally diffused th rough  3 ~ 0 1 1 1 ~ ~ ~ 1 ~ ~ ~  but  
by t h e  ins t i tu t ion of the  public \ v o r s h ~ p  of 
~ ~ , j  and of public ins t ruct ions  in piety, re- 
]iglOl2 alld moral i ty :  Therefore,  to PrOlllOte 
their happ iness  and  LO secure  t h e  good o rde r  
a n d  p r w e r v a t i o n  of thei r  povelnment ,  t he  
people of t h i s  Con~mon\ve :~ l t I~  have n rigll t  t o  
invest thei r  legis la ture  \vith power t o  au th -  
or ize  a n d  requtre ,  a n d  the  legislature shall  
f r o m  t ime  to  t ime author ize  and  require, the  
several to\vns, par ishes ,  p r e c i l ~ c t s  and  other  
bodies-politic o r  religious societies t o  make 
sui table  provision, n t  thei r  own expense, fo r  
the  ins t i tu t ion of t h e  public  or or ship of God 
and f o r  t h e  s u p p o r t  a n d  nlaintenance of public 
ProtesLilnL teachers  of piety,  re l ig iol~ and Inor-  
a l i t y  ill a l l  cases  \vllere such p ~ o v i s i o n  shall  
no t  be runde voluntarily. '  O r  in Sections 5 
n r ~ d  14.of Art ic le  7 of the  Constitution of Mis- 
sisaippl,  183.2: 'No person who denies t h e  
being of a God, o r  n f u t u ~ e  s t a t e  of re\vnrd.i 
and p u n ~ ~ l l n ~ e ~ i t s ,  sha l l  hold a n y  ol'iice ill t he  
civil c l e u n r t ~ n e ~ l t  of th i s  S ta t e .  . . . . Re- 
ligion, : ~ ~ o r n l i t ~  ant1 knowledge being neces- 
s a r y  to  good g ~ \ ~ e r n n ~ c n t ,  t h e  p r e s e ~ v a t i o n  of 
l iber ty ,  a ~ i d  the  1iappines:i of ~nrrnlii~ltl, sc11001~ 
a n d  , the menus  of ed t~ca t ion ,  shall  farever  be 
encouraged in tliis State. '  O r  by Article 22 
of t h e  Const i tu t ion of  Dela\vare, 1776, which 
required a l l  officers, besic!es in1 o a t h  of nlleg- 
iance, t o  n1:lie a n d  subscr ibe  t h e  following- 
declara t ion:  I, A. B., do profess  fni th  in God 
t h e  F a t h e r ,  a n d  in  J e s u s  Chris t  H i s  only Son 
a n d  in t h e  I io ly  Ghost ,  one God, blessed for-  
evermore;  a n d  I do acl;no\vledge the  I-Ioly 
Sc r ip tu res  of t h e  Old a n d  N e w  Testa inent  to 
be  given by divine inspiration. '  

"Even t h e  Constitution of t h e  United S ta te s ,  
which is supposed t o  have l i t t le  touch upon 
the p r iva te  l i f e  of t h e  individual, c o n t a ~ n s  in 
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i l ~ e  F i r s t  A m e i ~ d m e ~ i t  a declaratioll conlnlon 
to the  Constitutions of all  the  States,  a s  fal- 
lows: 'Co2igress sllnll make no Inw r e s p e c t i n ~  
a n  establisliment of rcligion 01. p~ohibi t i i ig  
t h e  f r ee  exercise thereof,' etc. -4nd also pro- 
vides in Article I, Section 7, (a provision com- 
1lioi1 t o  many Constiful.ions,) tha t  llie Esccu-  
tive shall have ten days  (Sundays excepted) 
within \\,hich to deternliile \vhetIler he  ~vi l l  
approve o r  veto a bill. 

"There is no dissonance in these dcclara- 
ti'ons. There  i s  n universal language pervad.. 
i n c  thenl all, having one menning; they afr'ir111 
and reaffirm th:lt tliis is  n religious nation. 
These a r e  not i n d i ~ ~ i d u a l  sayings, d e c l a r n t i o ~ ~ s  
of private persolls;  tlley a r e  ol.gnnic uttcr- 
ances, they spenk the  voice of the  entire 
people. 

"While because of a general recognition 
of th is  t r u t h  the question has  selclon~ been 
presented to the  courts,  yet me find t h a t  in 
Uj~degrapf t  VS. Tho C O ~ ~ L ? ~ L O ~ Z V U C U ~ I ~ I , ,  11 S. & R. 
394, 400, i t  was decided tha t ,  Christianity,  gell- 
e ra l  Christianity, is, and al~v:lys has  befin, a 
p a r t  of t h e  corumon law of P e n n s y l \ ~ ~ ~ n i a ;  . . . 
not Christianity \vith an estnblishetl -Church, 
and t i thes  and spiritual coul-ls, bu(; Chris- 
t ianity with l iberty of collsciellce to  all 111(3?1. 

And in T h e  People 7,s. 127ruyles, 8 Johns  290, 
294, 295, Chnncellor K c l ~ t ,  tile g r e a t  colllriien- 
t a to r  0x1 Anlerican law, spealiing a s  Chicf Jus-  
tice of t h e  Suprenle Court of E e m  Yorli, said: 
'The people of th is  Sta te ,  in C O I I ~ ~ I O I I  wit11 the  
people of th i s  country, profess the general 
doctrines of Christianity,  as t h e  rule  of their 
f a i th  a n d  practice, and t o  sca~idal ize  the author  
of these doctrines is n o t  only in a religious 
point of view, extremely impious, but, even 
?n respect to t h e  obligations due t o  society, 
1s a gross  viulation of decerlcy and good 
order . . . The  full, equal and undisturbed 
enjoyment of religious opillioll, wl~atevcl- i t  
may  be, and f r e e  and decent discussio~is on 
a n y  religious subject, is  granted and skcured, 
bu t  t o  revile, with lnalicious and blasphemous 
contenlpt, t he  religiot! professed by almost 

B 



the whole community, is a n  abuse of t h a t  
right. Nor a re  we bound, by any expression 
in the Constitution as  some have strangely 
supposed, either not to punish a t  aI1, or to 
punish indiscriminarely, rhe like attacks upon 
the religion of Jluitomet or  of the Grand Laina; 
and for  this plain reason, that  rhe case assumes 
that  we a r e  a Christien people, and the mor- 
ality of rhe country i s  deeply ingmfred upon 
Christianity, and not upon the doctrines o r  
nrorship of those impostors.' And in the  fa- 
mous case of TTiduL m. G i r a ~ d ' s  Executors, 
2 How. 127, 193, this court, while sustaining 
the \vill of Mr. Girartl, with i ts  provisions f o r  
the creation of a collepe into which no minister 
should be perrnittetl to enter, observed: 'It is 
?lso.said, and truly, t h a t  the Christian relig- 
Ion 1s a par t  of the common law of PennsyI- 
sanin.' 

"If we pass beyond these matters t o  a view 
o i  American Iife a s  expressed by i ts  laws, i ts  
business, its custon~s and its society, me find 
everywhere a clear recognition of the  same 
truth.  Among other matters note the follow- 
ing: The form of oath universally prevailing, 
co~~clut l ing with an appeal to the Almighty; 
tlie custom of opening sessions of all deliber- 
ative botlies and most conventions with prayer; 
the prefatory words of all  wills, 'In the  name 
of God, Alnen;' the laws respecting the ob- 
servance of the Sabbath with the general 
cessation of a11 secular business, and the clos- 
ing of courts, legislatures, and other similar 
public assemblies on tha t  day; the churches 
and church organizations which abound in 
every city, town anti hamlet; the multitude of 
charitable organizations existing everywhere 
under Christian auspices; the gigantic mis- 
s i o ~ ~ a ~ y  associations, with genel'al s u p p r t ,  and 
aiming to establish Chrisrian nllsslons In every 
quarter of the globe. These, and many other 
matters  which might be noticed, add a vol- 
ume of unofficial declarartioi~s to  the mass of 
organic utterances tha t  this is a Christian 
nation. In the face of all these, shall i t  be 
believed that  a Congress of tlie United States  
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intended to make i t  a misden~eanor for  a 
church of this country rto contract f o r  the 
services of a Christian lninister residing in 
another nation? 

"Suppose in the Congress that  passed this 
act  some member had ofered a bill whic11 in 
terms declared that,  if a n y  Ron~an  Catholic 
church in this country should contract with 
Cardinal Manning to come t o  this country 

I I and enter into i ts  service a s  pastor and priest; 
or any Episcopal church sl~ould cuter into a 
like contract with Canon Far ra r ,  or nny Bap- 

t t ist  church sl~ould make similar arrangements 
with Rev. Mr. Spurgeon; any Je\vish syna- 
gogue u ~ i t h  some emlnent Rabbi, such co~ltract  
should bc adjudged unlawful and void, and 
the church making it  be subjeot to  prosecu- 
tion and pnnishment, can i t  be believed that 
it  would have xceived n minute of approving 
thought or a single vote? P e t  i t  is contended 
that  such was, in effect, the meaning of this 
stakute. The construction invoked cannot be 
accepted a s  correct. I t  is a case where there 
was presented a definite evil, in view of \vhich 
the legislnture used general terms with the 
purpose of reaching all  phases of t h a t  evil, 
and therefore, unexpectedly, i t  is  developed 
that  the  general language thus employed is 
broad enough .to reach cases and acts  w11ich 
the \vhole history and life of the country 
affirm could not have been intentionally legis- 
lated against. I t  is t h e  duty of the courts, 
under those circumstances, to say that,  how- 
ever broad the language of the s tatute  may 
be, the act, a l t l~ough within the letter, is not 
within the  intention of the legislature, and 
therefore cannot be within t h e  statute. 

" T l ~ e  j~tdgarewt zcrill be ~ e v e ~ s c d ,  a?zd the case 
renzandecl for f u ~ t h e r  p~.oceediizgs i?z a c c o ~ d -  
clqzce with this opiitio?t." 

(143 United States Reports, pp. 457-472. 

IS THIS A CI-IRISTIAN NATION? 
The decision of the Supreme Court of the 

United States containing the statement that  
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"This i s  a Chris t ian Nztion," i s  of ten referred 
t o  and  th i s  one sentence f requent ly  quored, 
buc the re  a r e  few,  even of those \\lho the 
quotation, who have eve r  read t h e  decision in 
full. The  en t i r e  a r g u m e n t  rclarin= t o  this 
m a t t e r  is given above. I t  conmi11 a lllascerly 
a r r a y  of f ac t s  bca~ . ing  on the  subject. It 
should be read and  pondered by t h e  en t i r e  body 
of i lrnerican citizens. Those who deny the  
correctness of t h e  s t a t ement  will find much 
difficulty i n  mainta ining the  proposition cha t  
th i s  nat ion i s  in no sense a Chris t ian nntion. 
If i t  i s  not  Chris t ian those xvho deny i t  should 
tell us to  w h a t  conclusion the  a r g u m e n t  pre- 
sented by t h e  Cour t  leads. 

On t h i s  question conflicting ~ - i c \ x ' ~  3 r e  held. 
F i r s t ,  there  a r e  doubtless those lvh0 a g r e e  i\ritll 
t h e  Supreme Court in i t s  d e c i s i o ~ ~ ,  a n d  n.110 
maintain t h a t  the  nation i s  not  only Christian, 
but tha t  i t  i s  sufficiently C h l i s t i n ~ ~ .  There is 
no need of a refor111 ~noveluent ,  according t o  
th i s  view, to make  the  nation more Christinll. 
All t h a t  i s  necessary i s  t o  keep i t  a s  i t  is. 
Second, the re  a r e  those who  accept  t h e  a r g u -  
~ i l e n t  and col~clusion of tlie cour t  with quail- 
fications. :They gIsdly believe t h a t  rtliis coun- 
t r y  is Chris t ian historically, but  t h a t  i t  lacks 
nluch of being a s  Christian a s  i t  ough t  lo be 
a n d  a s  i t  migh t  be xvhen i t s  opportunities a r e  
considered. A thi rd  c lass  deny t h a t  t h e  nalion 
is Cllristian in  a n y  p roper  sense, bu t  maintain 
t h a t  i t  should be made so. A f o o r t l ~  class deny 
t h a t  i t  i s  Chris t ian and  mainta in  t h a t  i t  should 
n o t  be. They hold t h a t  all  Christian f e a t u e s  
a r e  reninants  of t h e  old union of Cllurch and 
S ta te ,  which should be  eliminated a s  speedily 
as possible. They declare  t h a t  since there  is 
no ackl~owledgment  of God i n  t h e  national 
constitution ti le nation has  p u t  i tself  on a n  
ent i re ly  secular  basis and  t h a t  we m u s t  ca r ry  
ou t  consistently t h e  secular  progmlnnie  by  
e l iminat ing f r o m  our  political l i fe  a l l  Christian 
customs, ins t i tu t ions  and  laws. 

I n  mak ing  a n  examination of  the  above argu- 
m e n t  and tlie conclusion drawn,  t h e  purpose 
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of l l ~ e  cour t  m u s t  be kept  in view. Tha t  pur-  
pose is plainly statetl in sett ing for th  the case 
under consideration. I t  ~ v a s  to  determine 
\vhether o r  not mtlking a contract with a 
Christian niinisier of a foreign country to  
come to  this country : ~ n d  enter  into the ser- 
vice of a Ci i r is t ia~l  congregation a s  pasLor i s  
n violalion of the law of Congress, enacted t~ 
prohibit t h e  irnport:ltion of cheap lnbor. Af te r  
showing tl int  the l a w  was sinled a t  such im- 
portation, since the petitions sen t  to  Congress 
asking the enactlnent of the  In\\?, the  reports 
of the commitlees of t h e  t\vo llouses of Con- 
gress and  the  passage of the  la\\? in pursuance 
of such petitions and reports,  so indicate, the  
court enters up011 Llie considcration of the  re- 
ligious aspects  of the case. The bringing of 
a minister fro111 another  country li'as no so r l  
of c o ~ l n c c ~ i o n  \\!it11 Lhe i n ~ ~ ~ o r t ~ i t i o n  of c l~eup  
labor. Bu t  i t  is  in tile inlercst  of the Chris- 
t ian  religion. If this nation is hostile to tha t  
f a i th  or even intlifferent to  it, there  n~ ig l t t  
be soluc plausibility in t h e  ol~inion tha t  ~11e 
l aw in question forbids sttc11 a c o ~ ~ t r a c t .  But,  
says the court, "No purpose of nctioli ag:~inst  
religion can L C  imputed by nnp legrisluturc, 
s l a t e  o r  national,  bei:ause this is a religious 
peo111c." On tlie facz of il;, the  :lrgu~ncnL is 
designed to sliuw ,that the  Ia\v docs not apply 
to the  ma t t e r  of maliit~!!: contracts ivith nlin- 
isters o f  tlle gospel ti, come here  to engage 
in religious worlc, and thr. reason n s s i g ~ ~ e d  is,  
because this i s  3 relizious people. 

The substance of the a r g u n ~ o n t  itself should 
n e s t  be carefully considered. It is unneces- 
sa ry  to  do Inore tlian briefly call at.tention to  
the  line followed in t11is argument.  It is show11 
t h a t  the re  was a religious purpose running a l l  
througli t h e  plans of the original discoverer of 
tliis continelit and the colonists who first  set-  
tled on these shores. xt is shown fu r the r  tha t  
tliis purpose was carried out  when civil gov- 
ernments viere se t  u p  a s  i s  manifest  by t h e  
compacts and  laws ~\fliicli mere established. 
I t  i s  sho\vn still fu r the r  t h a t  this original pur- 
pose h a s  not been abandoned, a s  is 111ade mani- 
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fest  by the Christian character and purpose 
of b111erican people a t  the PI-esellt Ltnle. 
I t  may aid in J e ~ e r n ~ i n i n g  the  value of this 
argument  if certain specific poinis be consid- 
ered. The court laid emphasis on ihe fact  
tha t  Christianity is par t  of the common law 
of thc land. The common law, in i t s  bi-oadcst 
sense, is the unwritten Inw, consisting of cus- 
toms and usages t h a t  have grown u p  \\pith the 
n:ltion. J u s t  because the peopIc who foundctl 
the nation were Christians they observed 
Christian cus ton~s  from the  very bcglnning 
and still continue to do so. I t  is in~possible 
for  a people t o  hold sincerely to any religious 
fai th  and not impress certain usages tha t  
spring from t h a t  fai th  upon the common Iaw. 
A hlohammcdan people will of necessity i ~ n -  
press Rlohammedan customs ucon their com- 
mon law. A Jewish people \\.ill do the same 
for  Jewish usages. If a people can be fou~td  
who fail  to make certain of their religious 
usages par t  of the common law they a re  not 
sincere in their beiici. Sincere belief in any  
religious creed will make itself fe l t  in the 
daily Iife, both in business and politics. To 
banish religious practices from the  sceular 
sphere requires that  religion be first banished 
from the soul. Since the American people a r e  
a Christian people by profession and practice, 
i t  follo~vs t h a t  many of their cusboms in civil 
lifc spr ing from their religious faith. Some 
of tlie most notable a r e  t h e  appointment of 
cllaplains f o r  Congress, the a r m y  and the navy, 
the issuing by the president of the United 
States  of Thanksgiving and F a s t  Dny pro- 
clanmtions, the  cessation i n  larqe measure of 
business on tlie Lord's Day. This ~v11oIe line 
of a r y n i e n t .  if i t  is  sound, leads inevitably 
to one conclusion, nalncly, tha t  this is a Chris- 
tian nation, and being a Christian nalion i t  
w a s  not the  intention of Congress in the  e!l- 
actment of the law against  the importation 
of cheap labor to prohibit the in-rpo~tation of 
CIlristian ministers to serve the  ChurcIl and 
the  country in the  pastorate of Christian con- 
gregations. 

I2 

I t  should be observed in passing that the 
doctr~ne that  Christianity is  part 01 tlie com- 
mon I:lrv of Lhe land does 11ot in a n y  sellse or 
degree rest  upon a union of Churcll and State 
e i t i~cr  pilst or present. In tlie United States 
this coultl not be  he case becnuse 110 s~rch 
union h:ta ever hat1 an e s i s t e ~ ~ c e ,  esccpt for  
a 1ir:litctl pc~iod  in some of the Colonies. I t  is 
no: so in England \\,here the doctrine was first 
f o r ~ ~ u l a t e t l  anti announced. I t  rests solely 
upon the t\r70 facts that  the people a re  Chris- 
tian 2nd tha t  Lhere a re  certain Christinn prin- 
ciples and usages thnmt are  cssenlialIy political 
and must find their proper expression in the 
political sphere. I t  is not an easy task to 
drarv the line bc tnrce~~ what is political and 
what is ecclesiastical nnd tIetermine ~ v i t h  ac- 
curacy the sphere of civil government with 
reference to  rthin=s religious. 111 cvery in- 
stance of u ~ ~ i o r ~  of Church and State  in ancient 
or modern timcs tl-rc lnistnlte has becn made 
of eitl?cr m:~Iting that  spl1el.c too \vide or too 
narrow. n ' l~ere n people will draw Llie line 
for then~selves depends upon thcir conception 
of, the teachings of religion and of political 
science. Because ~nistakes have becrl mntle 
\rvliicli 1 1 a ~ c  resultcd tlisastrously to civil and 
religious libcrly, some have taltell the gl-ound 
that  all religious prillciples and practices 
should be banished from Ille sphere of thc 
Slate. This has resultetl in the partial elimi- 
nation from political life of certain principles 
of Christianity that  in their very nature a re  
political. These principles may be briefly 
summed up in the terms of the Christian arnend- 
ment which it  is proposetl to incorporate in 
the Constitution of the United States: "We 
the people of the United States, ackno119ledging 
Almighty Got1 a s  the source of all power and 
authority, the Lord Jesus Christ as  the Ruler 
of Nations, and I-Iis will a s  of suprcme auth- 
ority in political life," etc. 

A careful esamination of the  arguments of 
thc court, both in  fonn  a11d substance, will 
mnlre it  clear that  the s ta te~nent  by the court 
that this is a Christian nation is no mere 
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o b i t m  dictum, a s  has  s o n ~ e u m e s  been said, 
bu t  i s  an  essential  p a r t  of t h e  argument .  All 
those sections which touch upon t h e  reli,' w~~~~ 

aspect  of t he  question \vould have no proper  
place in the  court's opinion if they do not lead 
up inevitably to  t h a t  conclusion. 

I t  remains  now t o  consider \vhether o r  not 
the  a rgumen t  i s  sound and  leads to  the  con- 
c lus io~i  d rawn  f rom it. A s  to the  f ac t s  in the  
case no well informed person will dispute t h e  
s ta tements  made by the  court .  In  t ru th  much 
more  might  have been said.  Some things were  
oniiitted t h a t  a r e  of equal, if not  super ior  
weight,  to a n y  th ing t h a t  w a s  said. F o r  ex- 
ample ,  in the  t rea t ies  nlade by the United 
S ta t e s  with fore ign nations there  a r e  repeated 
recognitions of t he  S u p r e ~ n e  Being. T h e  f o r m  
of these  acknowledgn~ents  i s  somewhat varied. 
Some of t h e m  recognize " the  most I-Ioly and 
indivisible Trinity." One begins wi th  the  
words, "In the  name  of God, -4uthor and Legls- 
l a to r  of t h e  Uni\rerse." The re  a r e  no less 
than  twenty,  probably more, such t rea t ies  con- 
ta in ing these  religious acknowledgments,  some 
of xvhich nre  st i l l  in force. When i t  is  remem- 
bered t h a t  t rea t ies  fo rm a p a ~ r t  of the supreme  
law of t h e  United S ta t e s  the  value of such 
acknowledgn~ents  i s  qui te  apparent .  

On \\fhat ground, i t  map be asked, does a n y  
one dispute t h e  soundness of t he  a r g u m e n t  
and the  eowectness of the  conclusion of t h e  
coul.t? Christian people who mainta in  t h a t  
the  nation ought  to be Christian b u t  is  not,  
point t o  the godless character  of our politics, 
t h e  un-Christian character  of many  of ou r  
laws, and many th ings  in the  l ife of t h e  nat ion 
itself which a r e  in direct violation of Inany 
of the  principles of t h e  moral law. All classes 
who join in  denying t h e  c o ~ ~ t e n t i o n s  o f  t h e  
Supreme  Court  point t o  t h e  silence of the  na- 
t ional consti3tution wi th  re ierence  t o  t h e  sov- 
ere ignty  of God and of Je sus  Chr is t  over  the  
nat ion and t h e  author i ty  of His law. J e w s  
and  o the r s  who accept t h e  secular theory of 
civil government h a v e  become e n ~ n h a t i c  i n  
thei r  denials of the  correctness of t he  conclu- 
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sion of the court ,  basing the i r  denial  Is rgely  
on the  godless cha rac te r  of t he  national con- 
st i tution. 

A f a i r  es t imate  of t he  value of the  a r g u -  
ment,  hon,evcr, seenls to us to  lead to the  con- 
clusion t h a t  in a very impor t an t  sense  t h e  
nation is Christian 2nd  nus st be C h r i s t i m ~  SO - long a s  the  body of the  people nre  Cllristians. 
B u t  i t  mus t  be soid, \vitli sorro\v, t h a t  t he re  
is  a serious lack of t h a t  c o n s i s t e ~ ~ t  Christiall  
character nvhich will guaranCec nntional s t a -  
bility and prosperity.  This laclr i s  nlost a p -  
p a l e n t  in i t s  filiIure to declnre the  CIirisLian 
principles of civil gwvernmcnt in i t s  consti tu- 
tion. If t h e  Suprenlc Court  had been able to  
point to n s t r a i g h t f o r \ \ ~ a ~ d  consistently Chris- 
t ~ a n  l ife on the p a r t  of t he  nnlion in i t s  deal- 
i ng  \\fit11 i t s  own citizens and rlll o ther  nat ions ,  
to a thoroughly consistent body of Christian 
legislntion, and lo a devout r e l ~ g i o u s  acIino\\,l- 
edgn~e i i t  in the  ~ ia t iona l  consti tution i lself ,  
the argulnent  nvould have been much slrong-er. 
Bu t  th is  was  impossible because the  f ac l s  \Lrere 
aga ins t  it. While, thcvefore, the n rgumcn t  
of the  cour t  is  valid f o r  t he  purpose inlended, 
i t  does not prove, a n d  \\!as not i~llcntled to  
prove, tllaL tllis n;ition is consis te~l t ly  Chris- 
ti:ln in a l l  respects. Nor  does i t  u n d e ~ t a k e  
to prove t h a t  we l ~ a v e  n CI11,istian governnlent.  
Incidentally i t  maintains t h a t  certain legisla- 
t ion is distinctively Cl~r is t inn,  bu t  i t s  chief 
a i m  i s  t o  sho\v t h a t  a cel,Lain la~\r i s  not an t i -  
Christian. 

I t  follows khnt much remains  t o  be dolie 
before i t  can be said t h a t  \\,e have a nation 
t h a t  i s  Christian in the t r u e s t  sense. I t  re-  
ma ins  f o r  u s  to  labor f o r  t h e  ~ e g e ~ l c r a t i o n  of 
tliousands of individuals, f o r  without individ- 
ua l  Christians t h e r e  can be iio C l i r i s t i a ~ ~  na-  
tion. There  mus t  be also t h e  inculcation of 
the  Christian principles of civil government  
leading the body of the  people to the point  of 
acImowledgi~ig Alniiglity God a s  the  source  
of a l l  power and author i ty ,  tllc Lord Jesus  
Chr is t  a s  t he  Ruler of  nations,  and the  Divine 
will a s  of supreme author i ty  in civil l i ie.  The re  
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