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HE poepular idea in reference to the National Reforn Associac” |
tion,in the minds of those who know little about it except what
they have ]e%rmd from its enemies, is that it is COmPOSLd of = fow
fanatical and comyparatively ob%cure individuals who think that the
introduction of a form of words into the Constitution ‘of the Tnited
States, ackvowledging God and Christ and the ])1]) n, would -cure
all the ills to which the body politic is subject. e
There ate two fallacies in this popualar belief: (1 ). That those
who adbere fo the prnciples of the Association are few and  their
infinence insignificant. If this were true, it would prove nothmfr as
to the tmportance of the prifciples w hlch they advoaﬂ_,te or-as to its
ultimate snccess.  All gresat movements, éspéciaﬂy all‘great mdr'al_ _
wovements, have had small herinnings, Bt this belief is nof true. -
This movement nunbers ibs adherents by thousands ﬂ]’illy of theni)
among the wost conspicuons and mﬂuentml n'xmes 311 the cutmtly
hoth in Church and State, = T
(2) A second fallacy 111 this popilar estimate is ih'lt ﬂloqe_
Who ebrace these ])llIlCIpIP:: ave silly enougl to suppose 1hut 1_]191-@
&7 mtcrw.ll POTET In mere W()l(h-, wherever wuti:t‘n 10 bless

gave the mation.  They do seek to'secyre 1ehg10un amendme
the (‘ouantuuou but they geek it only as an e‘;pres,blon of ]
and conscience and heart of the people of the nation;
end they earnestly employ such mean as they Judge su
lighten the pullic mind, and arouse the public consoied
tha public will to suitable action in the premises
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m.nendment moreover, not as an ultima'te end, bui a3 5 pegns to ®
higher end, 7. e., the permanent estabiishment ang g,
life of the nation as 4 Christian nation. ' ‘ )

They feel that t%le. sreat guestion bei?ore S as g, peaple, pata-
mount to ell others, is this: £hull our nation continyg 1, be (his-
tian, or shall iv become Atheistic? They feel that this i question
ol life or death to ihe nation, and that it is one therefore 1, which
no lover of his country ought to be indifferent.  They are frmly
persuaded that if the secular or atheistic theory of government pre-
vails, and our laws and institotions ave made to conform to it, the
nation will perish. Tt is for this reason they seek such an amend-
ment of the Constitution as will place this catastrophe bevond the
region of possibility, and plant all the Olristion features of onr
Government on a firm and permansnt Toundation.

The aim of the Association is clearly set forth in the second
Article of its Constitution: “The ohjeet of this Sociely =hall be to
mainfain existing Christian features in the American (lovernment,
and to eecure such an amendment to the Constitubion of the TUnited
States ag will indicate that this is a Christian nation, and place all
the Christian laws, institutions and usages of our government on an
undeniable legal basis in the fundamental law of ths land.

TFor the purpose of bringing aboub suih a change of public.sen-
timent as will demand and make operative the proposed amendment,
the m-ans chiefly depended upon by the Society are the holding of -
conventions for the discussion of the guestions involved, the eirpu-
lation cf traots and other documents, and the use of the newspaper
press, especially the CmersTraw STATEsMAN, a paper devoted to
the advocacy of the prineiples of the Association,

T have BLeen thus brief in the statement of the aims and methods
of the Asscciation hecaunse, I suppose it is expected of me that T will
chiefly devote the time allotted to me to such defence of these aims
as I may be able to present.

As 1o the general end simed at, T presume we ave all agreed.
Cerrtain'y noue of the members of this Preshytery are opposed to
the preservation of those characteristics of our Government which
are distinctively Christian ; those laws, insbitutions and usages
which are derived from the Word of God, and which recognize the
fach that we are a Christian pecple. Such are the laws in reference
to the Sabbath, to marriage, incest and divorce, Lo blaspheray, the
¢’ vl eath, 1he rights of property, &e. Such usages as the appoint-
ment of chaplains in the army, navy, and legislative bodies the ap-

urity of the
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pointment of days of- thankagwmg and fasmng, and the readmg of
the Bible in the common schools.

We are all agreed that these should be retained ang perpetuated
We are agreed tbat those who seek the repeal ‘of these laws and the
discontinuance of these usages, be they atheists, infidels, Romanists,
secularists, communists, or what not, ought to be resisted by all proper
means,  The only questmn probably in reference to which there is
likely to be any difference of opinion among us is the specific questlon
as to the proposed amendinent of the Constitution.

There are many excellent Christian people who do not as yet see

either the dufy or utility-—either the obligation or tbe ‘desirableness

—of such an amendment.  Herein those who are identified with the
National Reform Association differ from them.  They are moved by
the deep conviction that it is both the duty and the interest of this
pation to make some recognition and acknowledgement, in its written
Constitation, of God as the Author of Civil Government, of Jesus
Christ as the Ruler of nations, and of the Bible as of Supreme Autho-
rity over nations as well as individuals.  Personally I have no more
¢lear and profound conviction en any subject con nected with national

life and obligation, than T have on this. T can only indicade briefly

a fow of the reasons forthis conviction.  Ln order to save words,
I shall speak only of acknowledging God i in the Gonstitution. Snch
an acknowledgement, to be what it cught to be, must bring with i
both the other peintsin the proposed 'unendment “He that
honoreth not the Son, honoreth not’ the Father”™  He that Tave-
rences God must respect the will of God, as made known in his
Word. . :

(T.) I argue the duty of a suitable recognition of God in the
Constitution from the fact that such a recognition is right i in itself,
That is abstractly comsidered, apart from other considerations

which comp icate the question as a practical” one, it is right that

od should e so acknowledged.

Several distinet thonghts bear on the establishment " of this
potnt. '

(1.) Men, a8 individuals, are bound to recognise God inall their,
relations and dutics. The Seriptural command is, “ In o/l thy Wi
aclmowledee Him®  Thisisa wniversal obligation ; bmdm%
only on Christians, but on all. Tt is an obligation growing}
men's relation to God as his creatures, and in no respect g
to its bindins foree by thelr refusal to recognise it.
gation which does not cease to be binding when’ me
gethm for the purpose of establishing a Governmen
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to conceive of a man being personally a servany of God, and yet
whenever he comes to.act as a voter, as a legislator, or as & magis-
tyate, being indifferent to all the the obligations growing out of i
relations to God.”

 What is he bound to do in fhis maiter individually ag a person,
le is equally bound to do collectively as a citizen. A nation is but
an aggregation of *the people acting in their organic capacity
‘through the machinery of law,” and if ail the people composing the
‘wation ave bound to acknowledge God dn all thewr wways they are
bound to do it in their organic capacity,as well as in their indivi-
dual.

(2) The right and duty of the nakion to acknowledge God
may be argued from the fact that nations are as much creatares of
Ciod as individuals. [4is His prevogative to huild and to plant, to
plack up and to brealk down. ¢ There js no power but of God ; the
powers that Dbe are ordained of God.”  Shall the thing formed con-
temyptuonsly ignove, or proudly refuse to recognise him who formed

- it? - Was not this the sin of Belshazzar aud Babylon? ¢ The God
i whose haund thy breath is, and whose are all thy ways thou hast
not glorified.””  And was it not for this sin that the hand eame forth
and © this writing was written : Mene, Mene, Tekel, Uphursin ¥

Nations w¢ sueh have not only e life of their own which they

Lave derived from God, they have also a separate personalily, and
_are morally responsible.  They are subjects of God’s moral govern-
ment, and_as such ave objects of the Divine approbation or disap-
probaticn. He deals svith themn as woral agents ; prospering them
or punishing them aceording to their chavacter snd acts, The
whole bistory of the world illustrates and proves this. Bgypt and
Chaldes, Media and Persia,dreece and Rome, as well ag Judah and
Tsrael are witnesses for God, to this great truth.  The great crime
of all these nations, and of every ofher nation that has ever lived
and peris_hed, was that they would not ackuowledge and serve Je-

“hoval.. By an unchangeable decree God has set his Son upon the

hrone of the universe, ard by an inexorable law it comes t0 pass
hat -« The nation and kingdom that will not serve Him ghall perish;
fLJ_l_._thoSé kingdoms ghall be utterly wasted.”

) ..Ifa nation is to acknowledge God nt al/, the most reagon-

proper place to do ib is in the fundamental law, which 1is,

., the very charter of its existence, the public declaration

ner of person or thing it is, and wheuce it derives ita

‘think that most Christian men, even those whe do

tsent movement for an amendment of the Constitu
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tion, regard the omission of any acknowledgement of God in that
instrument as a gerious defeet, Many -of them sincerely wish it
had been there from the first. It is on other grounds than opposi-
tion to the inherant right and desirableness of such an acknowledge.
ment that they oppose it. T feel sure that the Christian instinet of
the nation, & naticn which is pre-eminently the child of God, will
gooner or later, feel ashamed of the omission of even His name from
the instrumeny which is the organic law of cur being; and T feel
sure also that the Christian conscience of the nation will, when fally
aroused, deeply repent of it. . God grant that this repentance may
1ot De delayed until it shall be enforced by the Divine judgments,
as was our repentance for the sin of slavery. :

Especially is the duty of acknowledging God in our Constitution
urgent, inasmuch as men Lave taken occasion from the absence of
any such acknowledgement in it, to proclaim te the world that we
are not a Christian nation; that our Govermment is no more Chris-
tizn than Mohammedan or Pagan. . This is done not only by infi-
dels sud secularists ; it has been done -also by oflicial representa-
tives of the nation, by men. on the judicial beneh, by- eminent edi-
tors, and even by distinguished clergymen. Tt is high time the na-
tiol, should cast off this reproach. Tet its Christian charactel
he written and emblazoned where it may be Jnown and read of . all
men. s : o o :
11. This naturaily suggests a gecond argument in favor of the
proposed change. Such a change in our Constitutionisnecessary to
Bring it intd harmony with our national character and life.

This nation was in its ovigin, has been all along, and is still,in
an important sence,a Christiannation, This does not mean,of course
thatallthepeopleare Christians,in the evaugelical sense of the word. -
It vefers only to the general character of the principles, laws, in-
stitntions, apd usages of the nation as such, and to the pledomunt
ing, form: mve ‘and controlling influence of a majority of the people.
These have been from the first, and are sfill.Christian, Thisisa
point which [ have not time hexre to prove and illustrate. '

The prineciples; c]uu’ﬁcter and usages- to which I have referred
constitute, so speals, the wnwritten constitution of the Government.”
They form the basis of the laws and institutions which have grown
up among ng.  They have given character and shape to our social;
business, and civil life.  These n‘ll‘hav'e marked’ Christi:m charac-
teristics. '

Bub the written Constitntion has not a di. tmch\'ely Christian fea-
ture it. It hasnot even a theistic feature. It is.as silent as the
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grave conceruing the existence of any beiog Dbetter or greater than
man. 1t recognizes no obligation to, or dependence owu, any power
above ‘¢ We, the people” who ordain and establish this Constitu-
tion.”  Its silent yet mighty influence, ns an educating power, i3

_therefore dirgctly in the fwee of the bistoric charaster and tradi-

tional training of the greal Mass of the people.  And I need not

stop to say how rapid, in recent years, the drift has been away from
‘this historic character aud eatly training. Nor need t insist on the

importance of conforming the written to the nwwritten Constitusion.
ts desivableness, nay, its necessity, must be obvious to every re-

MHecting mind. A very high legal autbority has said, 11 the people

would insure peace with progress, they must by nnendmznts cause
the formeér to conform substantially to the latter.”

To effect this, and thus to turn the current of the written Con-
shitution into the same channel with that of the nowritten, is one of
the ainis of the National Reform Association. They desire to make
it a power for the consevvation of our pational Christian life, in-
stead of & power fou ibs destruction.

TIT. - This léads. me to name s third argmment in favor of the
proposed amendment. It is necessary as & pulwark or brealkwater
t6 save all that we Lold most dear and sacred in our national insti-
tutions and habits from beiug swept away and destroyed by bhe
floods of atheism, infideiity, and irreligion which are coming in
wpon us. - : '
The most potent argument in the moutlis of the enemies of all

tlie Christian featuves of our Gevernment is that the laws aud usages
- which recognise the Christian religion, or are in any Wway derived
from the Christinn Scriptures, ave unconstitulional. On this ground
they demand the repeal of thess laws and the discontinuance of

these usages.

- Timust be admitted that so far as the written CGonstitubion is
concerned they ave logically right. And the influence?of this argu-
ment is being more and mors felt and yielded to every day, by our
politicians, and even by our ‘Courts. ~ Already scme of the courts
(notably the Supreme Court of California” and the Supreme Court
of Ohio) have declared laws against the desecration of the Sab-
bath, and those in fasor of rveading the Bible in the public schools,
'ma.'constitutioml. ' )

The tendency of the times, is, morve and mMOTe, to hring every
law and usaze to she test of the written Constilution. This tendency
s the nation grows older, and when this

will necessarily increase, a
dopted and carrvied out, thers can be no

principle is universally a

=
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dould &t all as to what will become of all the Christian features of
our Government, They will be swept away with the besom of des-
truction. Nothing can save them bub so altering the Constitution
as to give those features a plain and sure legal basis in that instru-
rient. ' '

The enemies of Christianity mean to make a clean sweep. They -
make no concealment of their purpose. They have openly pro-
claimed and published to the world their ©demands.”  These in-
cludes the remaval of all _chapl‘ains from all posibions over which a._ny

departmentment of the Government has "conirol, the prokibition of
the use. of. the Bibie in all public schools, the cessation of public
’r—lianksgi\?ﬁ}gs and fasis by the recommmendation of any one in
authority, the abolition of the judicial cath in courts and in all othey

departments of the Government, the repeal of alllaws enforcing £he
ohservance of the Sabbath, and the gbrogation of all laws looking to

the enforcement of Ohvistian morality; including those in reference
to marriage and divorce, and those against Vprofun‘ity, Llasphery,
ohscenity, and licentiousness. . : '

Queh are the “Demands of Liberalism,” and such is the logical out-

come of the purely seenlar theory of government.  The only pos-

sible safegnard against this wholesale destrnction of every thing-

sacred in our national life is some such amendment of the national
Constitution as {hat proposed by the Reform -Association.  This
would “place all the Christian laws, instifutions and usages of our
Government on an undeniable legal basis in the rfundmnen';,a'l Jaw of
the land,” and so preserve them for the enjoyjnllrelit of generations
vet to come. — L ' ‘

It is said by those who are .i.ndliﬁ'el'en’t to the proposed change,
that we have gotten slong for a hundred years without any of these
disastrous results following this defect in the Congtitution? and
why not for o hundred years wmove?  Such aguery implies a total
ignoring of the c¢hanged conditions of society in ‘our country, ;indi a
fatal ignorance or disregard of the determ_iﬁ}ed'energy}and qdmb'med

efforts of the seeular or atheistic theory of Government. " As has

been shown, their purpose is o wproot and destroy every thing that

is distinetively Christianin our national life, and they are laboring

to accomplish this purpose with an energy worthy of a ‘better
cause. . ' o C

The ceutury.to come is not to be a simplé._repetition of the
century past. .. It cannot be; and if it could be, it is not desirable-

The drift has been away from the foundations of the fathers, and

(as has already been said) nothing has promoted this drift more
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¢iple.  No onein all this broad land, so far as I know, and least of
all the advocates of this amendment, is in favor of a union of the
State with any ecclesiastical organization. The friends of thismove-
ment would resist it unto blood. They are found in every denomi-
nation of professing (hristians in the country, and their very jea-
lousy of each other, as members of different organizations, if no
higher motive, will forever render any such union utterly impos-
sible, It is only a scare-crow he]d up by the enemies ofthe Na-
sional Reform movement. . S
The posseasion however of anational religionis guite a different
affair  Indeed, while the unicnof Church and State is to be depre-
zated, as amony the greatest evils to both, there are strong grounds
or the belief that a nation without a religion is an impossibility.
wome of the profoumdest thinkers of the world have affirmed: this
substantially. That no free government can he permunent without
religion seems sell-evident. “ Let it be simply asked,” says General
Washington in his Farewell Address, * wheve is the security for
property, for reputation, for life, if the sense of religions obligation
deserts the oaths which are the instruments of investigation in
cowrte of justice?  And let us with cantion indulge the supposition
shat morality can he maintained without religion. Ileason and ex-
perience both forbid us te expect that national morality can prevail
in exclugion of religious principles.”  Awnd if naticnal morality
perish, the fonndatipns are destroyed, and the whole structure has-
tens to destruction. The world has had one example of the attempt
to establish an Atheistic nation, o government without religion; and
that one examyple is enovgh for all time.

2. It is objected that an acknowledgement of God in the Con-
stitution is inconsistent with the rights of conscience. I answar

(1.} It would be no more inconsistent with these rights m
the national Constitution than similar acknowledgementsin State Con’
stitutions, The tender consciences of atheists and infidels lave ex.
jerienced no greab uneasiness Ly reason of the fact that our State
Constitutions express dependence on God and thankfulness to i,
Theymight perhaps survive the change if onr National Constitution
was muade to do the same.

(2.) The =ame objection lies against many of the laws now on
ur eiatute books; the latvs, for instance, in reference to the Sabbath,
marriage, and Christian morality generally. - The same reason which
demands the exelusion of the name of God from the Constitution, de-
mands with equal force the abrogation of these laws, Are Christian
and moral wen prepared to give these up? If Infidels, Atheists, Jews
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and Pagans have managed to live under thesc laws, they also, per.
haps, may be abie to get on under an amended Commtutlon con
Tormed to thess las.

(3) Where is to be the limit of this ery of the rights of cou-
science,:

-Many of the people of the South consclentiously believe thai it is
their God-giver right to hold the Black man in bondage, for their
own and the black man’s goody espectally their own. They are
thercfore consmeutmusy opposed to the Thirtesnth Amendment
Did the nation heed tle ory of their consciences ! 1 trow not.

Many Mormeons religiously believe (at least they profess t0) that
polygamy is a divine institntion, and they feel thoir consciences preatly
aggrieved hy the laws folbldfiln“‘ a mwan to have move than one wife
What then? Must these laws be repealed or be allowed to become a
“dead letter?” . 8o the argument from the rights of conscienes wouf
require. The fact is is, the argument proves too mueh, and, by 20 de-
ipg, proves nothing.  “The liberty of individuals can never be as.
serted against the rights of the whole people or the nation.”

(4.)  After all, this is only a guestlon of whose conscience shall
sufler, the Atheist's ‘or the Chrhmn’s the conscience of the Jew, ov
the conscience of the many.

A change'ih our laws to couform them to our Conatitution as it
now is, would trample on and erush the conccientious convictions of
a large majority of the people of this land. ~ Governmént is im pos-
sible; society Is impossible, if no law or usage must be adopted,
against which some indis 1dunl may-think his conscience lcheh Is
bhis to be a Government of the mingrity?

(5.) Tinally if any eannot conscievtiously live nuder o Chyis
tinn government, they can conscientiously wo elsewhers, and live
where things suit them hetter.

"The grest majority of those wlio are opposed to the Christian
features'of onr Governwent are foreigners, Not cne in a hunrred
of them, before they came heve knetwr anything about omy writles
Consgtitution, but nearly all of them knew that we were pre-eminently
a Christian people; that our laws and usages, many of them, wepa
even of the strictest Puritanieal type.  Knowing this they came:
and, ag konorable men, they are bound to accept the sitnation, We

tality, und to enjoy with us the blessings’ of Christian fresdomn.
Shall they, while yet they are scavcely warm in our house, hegin to
pull down the pﬂlals of thé edifice whidh shelters them? And shal

we tlwidly loek on, ard say; *Dear mer, they are eonsciemioug?"




