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venerable day of the san.” And we affirm 
that, in this decree, Constantine not only did 
not mention any Christian institution, but he 
had no reference to any Christian institution.

On this point let such a reputable writer as 
Dr. Schaff testify:—

“ He enjoined the civil observance of Sun- 
day, though not as dies Domini [Lord’s day], 
but as dies solis [day of the sun], in conformity 
to his icorship of Apollo, and in company with 
an ordinance for the regular consulting of the 
haruspex (321).״—History of the Christian 
Church, col. 2.

The edict of the sun’s day was issued 
March 7; that for consulting the haruspex 
was issued the day following, March 8. This 
edict of March 8 concerned the inspection of 
the entrails of beasts as a means of foretelling 
future events. It was a heathen practice, and 
the decree was a heathen edict, made by a 
heathen ruler. This of itself is sufficient to 
show in what light we must regard his edict 
for honoring “ the venerable day of the sun.”

Dr. Schaif says that Constantine issued his 
sun’s day decree “ in conformity to his wor־ 
ship of Apollo.” Who was Apollo, and what 
relation did his worship bear to reverencing 
“ the day of the sun” ? Webster says: “ A 
deity among the Greeks and Romans, and 
worshiped under the name of Phoebus, the 
sun.”

On this point Gibbon furnishes decisive evi- 
dence:—

“ The devotion of Constantine was more pe- 
culiarly directed to the genius of the sun, 
the Apollo of Greek and Roman mythology; 
and ho was pleased to be represented with the 
symbols of the god of light ·and poetry. . .
The altars of Apollo were crowned with the 
votive offerings of Constantine; and the cred- 
ulous multitudo were taught to believe that 
the emperor was permitted to behold with 
mortal eyes tho visiblo majesty of their tutc- 
lar deity. . . . The sun was universally
celebrated as the invincible guide and pro- 
tector of Constantino.”— Decline and Fall, vol. 
2, chap. 20.

And again, a note on the samo page says:—
“ The panegyric of Eumenius, which was 

pronounced a lew months before the Italian 
Avar, abounds with tho most unexceptionable 
evidence of the Pagan superstition of Con- 
stantino, and of his particular veneration for 
Apollo, or tho sun.”

Tho Encyclopedia Brittanica says:—
“ The notion of conversion in the sense of 

a real acceptance of tho new religion, and a 
thorough rejection of the old, is inconsistent 
with the hesitating attitude in which ho stood 
towards both. Much of this may indeed be 
due to motives of politic »1 expediency, but 
there is a good deal that cannot be so explained. 
Paganism must still have been an operative 
belief with the man who, down almost to the 
close of his life, retained so many heathen

“ Foundation in U s a g e .”

T he Christian Statesman of Nov. 11, 1886, 
contains the first part of an article, by “ the 
Rev. John M’Naugber,” entitled, “ The State 
and the Sabbath.” Its opening remarks we 
wish to notice. It opens thus:—

“ In advocating that tho body politic should 
officially acknowledge the Lord’s day and se- 
cure it against secular uses, one cannot be 
charged with being a flighty theorist. That 
doctrine is time-honored and has been in act- 
ual operation for fifteen centuries. Ever 
since the issuing of Constantine’s memorable 
edict, a . d. 321, the Sabbath as a weekly 
rest-day has been a fixture in the common 
law of the civilized world.”

This reference to the action of Constantine, 
in this relation, is certainly significant, and 
very fitting. It is conceded by all that Con- 
stantine was the first to attempt to unite the 
Christian religion with the “ body politic;” it 
is a fact of history that by him was laid the 
foundation for all the ecclesiastical usurpations 
of the Roman Papal system, and that his 
patronage of tho church has been a curse to 
the cause of Christianity, tho influence of 
which is felt even to the present time.

Let us first examine Constantine’s “ mem- 
orable decree,” and we will then consider its 
import, and the relation that this notable 
emperor sustained to the Christian religion at 
the time of his issuing this decree. The fol- 
lowing is the decree, of dato March 7, 321:—

“ Let all the judges and town people, and 
the occupation of all trades, rest on the ven- 
c rable day of the sun; but let those who are 
situated in the country, freely and at fu 1 lib- 
erty attend to tho business of agriculture, be- 
cause it often happens that no other day is so 
fit for sowing corn and planting vines; lest 
the critical moment being let slip, men should 
lose the commodities granted by Heaven.”

Not only by this Avritcr in the Statesman, but 
by a multitude of religious teachers of the 
present day, this decree of Constantino is rec- 
ognized as tho foundation of ail “Sabbath ” 
or “ Lord's day” legislation; as the first rec- 
ognition by the “ body politic ” of tho usages 
or institutions of Christianity. But nothing* 
can bo moro easily shown than that this do- 
crco was not made in tho interest of Chris- 
tianity; that it did not respect the Sabbath or 
Lord’s day; and that it was not issued by a 
Christian ruler.

The reader will notice that tho decree was 
partial; that it related only to certain classes, 
leaving other classes to still pursue their usual 
avocations; and that it was respecting “ the 
venerable day of the sun.” Now we appeal 
with confidence to every student and reader 
of the Bible, that in all the Scriptures there 
is no such day or institution known as “ the
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The National Reform G ospel.

N ational Reform Secretary J. H. Leiper 
says:—

“ We preach exactly the same gospel to the 
bod}T politic—that moral individual we call 
the nation—[that we do to the demoralized 
individual person].”— Christian Statesman, 
June 18, 1885.

The gospel which Christ sends by his minis- 
ter* to the “ demoralized individual ” person 
is this: “ Go ye into all tho world, and preach 
the gospel to every creature. He that be- 
lieveth and is baptized shall be saved.” And 
this: “ Go ye therefore, and teach all nations, 
baptizing them in the name of the Father, and 
of the Son, and of tho Holy Ghost; teaching 
them to observe all things whatsoever I have 
commanded }mu.”

Now if the National Reformers propose to 
preach to the body politic the gospel of Christ, 
and if that body politic is going to obey that 
gospel—if it is going to observe what Christ 
has commanded—then that body politic must 
be baptized; and the National Reformers will 
have to baptize it. Wo should like for Mr. 
Secretary Leiper to tell “ exactly ” how that 
thing can be accomplished.

If the National Reformers will say that the 
bod}̂  politic needs not to be baptized, then it 
follows that the gospel which they preach to 
the body politic is not the gospel of Christ. 
And in that case, this being “ exactly tho 
same gospel ” that they pi'each to the demor- 
alized individual, it follows that the gospel 
which they preach either to the individual or 
to tbe body politic is not the gospel of Christ. 
We arc persuaded that the conclusion is the 
literal truth of the matter, and of this persua- 
sion we must remain until the National Re- 
formers tell us how the body politic shall or 
can be baptized.

The moralit}T as derived from religion which 
the State needs will be best supplied by tho 
confinement of its agency to things temporal 
and the entira omission on its part of any at- 
tempt to adm'n'stcr things spiritual. The 
State can do religion no favor so great as to 
have nothing to do with it, and itself no favor 
so great as to let religion alone. The moment 
the two are put in alliance with .each other 
both aro injured.—Samuel T. Spear, D. D.
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he professed Christianity. It is a “ mixed 
case ” do the best they can.

They who can confidently decide that Con- 
stantinc was a genuine Christian at any time 
in his life—anything but a crafty politician 
and a selfish ruler—must be able to adjust the 
balances very accurately to show where Chris- 
tianity predominates over paganism! We be- 
lievc that paganism may exist arid flourish 
with any amount of profession of Christianity; 
but we do not believe that Christianit}’ can 
exist with both the profession and practice of 
paganism. For this reason we cannot admit 
that Constantine ever was a Christian.

Our writer in the Statesman says:—
“ Our affirmation, therefore, that the State 

sustains a protective relation to the Sabbath, 
cannot be made light of as a novelty. I t has 
a foundation in usage even though, this has 
been and is lamentably defective.”

He well says that that for which they are 
laboring “ has a foundation in usage,” and in 
nothing higher. And the origin of this usage 
is traced to Constantine, whose legacy to the 
church has been a standing curse to the cause 
of Christianity for fifteen hundred years.

________ ^ ________  J. H. W.

A  Substitute for th e -C h u rch .

The Christian Statesman of Dec. 16, 1886, 
after considering the manner in which the 
Labor Party in Philadelphia was captured by 
Socialists said:—

“ These proceedings, taken in connection 
with the utterances of Henry George and his 
supporters in the campaign, the intercession pf 
the Knights of Labor in convention at .Rich- 
mond for the condemned Anarchists at Chicago, 
the efforts which have been made to secure 
for them a new trial, and the stay of proceed- 
ings granted by the Supremo Court which ré- 
prieves them for five months, are ominous 
signs of the impending social struggle. They 
render more timely and significant too tho re- 
ligious declarations in tho platforms of the 
Prohibition party, and the efforts which are 
to be made to secure such acknowledgments 
by all existing parties. Tho party which will 
make and adhero to a simple and hearty ac- 
knowledgmcnt of Jesus Christ as tho actual 
ruler of nations, and of tho supremo authority 
of his moral laws, will, by virtue of that very 
fact, become the leading party in the struggle 
which is even now upon us. There are mul- 
titudes of laboring men who will not stand on 
tho Socialist platform and who will bo power- 
fully attracted toward any party which do- 
dares for a fearless and uniform application 
of the law of God to civil affairs.”

Wo agree with tho Statesman that these are 
ominous signs of tho impending social strug- 
glc. Wo do not think that the danger to 
which this country is subject from tho Social- 
istic clement can bo overestimated. But we 
cannot see how this danger is to be averted 
by tho formation of a political party whose 
platform shall contain religious declarations. 
There is no condition of affairs which the 
Statesman, or any lover of order, may desire 
to see, which cannot bo brought about by the 
simple influence of tho gospel, if it can be 
brought about at all; that is ‘to say, if tho 
spread of Socialistic ideas is prevented at all, 
it must bo through tho gospel, which is di- 
rcctly opposed to Socialisnj. Just to tho ex- 
tent that tho gospel is accepted, the spread of 
Socialism will bo hindered. The Statesman

one decision on this point. We can only give 
sample statements:—

“ Passing rapidly from a state of distress 
and persecution to the summit of prosperity, 
the church degenerated as rapidly from her 
ancient purity, and forfeited the respect of 
future ages in the samo proportion as she re- 
ccived the blind veneration of her own. Gov- 
ctousness, especially, became almost a charac- 
teristic vice.”—Hcdlam, Middle Ages.

“ This sudden change was followed by an 
almost total Joss of the simplicity and purity 
of the days of persecution. Magnificent 
churches were erected by tho emperor in 
Rome, adorned with images and pictures, 
where tho bishop sat on a lofty throne, oncir- 
eled by inferior priests, and performing rites 
borrowed from the splendid ceremonial of tho 
pagan temple. Tho bishop of Romo became 
a prince of the empire, and lived in a style of 
luxury and pomp that awakened tho envy or 
tho just indignation of tho heathen writer, 
Marcellinus. The church was now enriched 
by tho gifts and bequests of the pious and the 
timid; tho bishop drew great revenues from 
his farms; . . . the proudest women of
Romo loaded him with lavish donations, and 
followed him with their flatteries and atten- 
tions. . . . Tho bishopric of Romo now
became a splendid prize, for Yvhich tho ambi- 
tious and unprincipled contended by force or 
fraud.”—Eugene Lawrence, Historical Studies, 
art. Bishops of Rome.

Want of space forbids our further pursuing 
this line of evidence. We will give a brief 
summary of the acts of the life of Constan- 
tine which seem to have a bearing on his in- 
consistent position as a pagan and a professed 
Christian.

A. D. 312, professed to have a vision of the 
cross. There is, however, no evidenco that ho 
ever spoke of such a thing before the year 
322.

313, issued tho edict of Milan, stopping per- 
sccution on account of religion.

3*21. March 7, issued a decree that certain 
classes abstain from labor on “ the venerable 
day of the sun.” This was afterwards, by 
his obsequious bishops, adopted as “ the chief 
festival of tho church.” See Catechisms of 
the Catholic Church.

321, March 8, issued a decree for consulting 
haruspices—a practice purely pagan.

323, according to tho opinion of Mosheim, 
made a profession of Christianity. Other 
writers give a later date.

32-1, murdered Licinius, in violation of his 
solemn oath.

325, convened the council of Nice, and pre- 
sided over its deliberations.

325, after tho council, revoked the ״edict of 
Milan, and copied tho penal regulations under 
which Diocletian had persecuted the Chris- 
tians, and employed them in persecuting those 
who did not accept tho Catholic faith.
 murdered his son Crispus, and his ,׳ 320
nephew Licinius, and a great number of their 
friends.

330, May 11, dedicated Constantinople to 
the virgin Mary.

337, near tho close of his life was baptized 
into the Christian faith.

Some have endeavored to shield his charac- 
ter as a Christian by placing his conversion 
subsequent to his atrocious murders in 326; 
but in so doing they remove it still farther 
from the date of his Sunday edict, and have 
him presiding over the council of Nice before

superstitions. He was at best only half- 
heathen, half Christian, who could seek to 
combine the worship of Christ with the wor- 
ship of Apollo, having tho name of the one 
and the figure of the other impressed upon 
his coins.”—Art. Constantine.

Of tho religion of Constantine, and of the 
sun god, Dr. Sckaff thus speaks:—

“ At first, Constantine, like his father, in the 
spirit of theNco-Platonie syncretism of dying 
heathendom, reverenced all the gods as mys- 
torious powers; especially Apollo, tho god of 
the sun, to whom, in the year 308, he pre- 
sented munificent gifts. Nay, so late as the 
year 321 ho enjoined regular consultation of the 
soothsayers in public misfortunes, according 
to ancient heathen usage; even later, ho 
placed his new residence, Byzantium, under tho 
protection of tho God of the martyrs and the 
heathen goddess of fortune; and down to the 
end of his life ho retained tho title and dig- 
nity of a Pontifex Maximus, or high priest of 
the heathen heirarchy. His coins bore on the 
one side tho letters of the namo of Christ, on 
tho other tho figure of tho sun-god, and the 
inscription, Sol invictus.”— Church History, vol. 2.

Once more wo hear Dr. Schaff in regard to 
tho lifo and character of Constantine:—

“ When at last on his death bed ho sub- 
mitted to baptism, with the remark, ‘Now 
let us cast away all duplicity,’ ho honestly 
admitted tho conflict of two antagonistic prin- 
ciples which swayed his private character and 
public life.”—Church History, vol. 2.

Much, very much, historical evidence may 
be added to show the character of Constan- 
tine, of whom the Encyclopedia Brittanica 
says: “ Tested by character, indeed, he stands 
among the lowest of all those to whom the 
epithet [great] has in ancient or modern times 
been applied.”

But this is the man who gave to the world 
tho legacy of Church and State; who caused 
the State to “ serve the interests of tho 
Church;” and who lent the strength of his 
empire to “ maintain and enforce tho true re- 
ligion;” to whose action the Statesman so ap- 
provingly refers as a warrant for and example 
of “ Sabbath legislation.” But never was a 
more groundless claim set up than that of as- 
cribing to Constantine the issuing of an edict 
in favor of the Sabbath. His edict was hca- 
thenish—that, and that only, as all reliable his- 
tory attests.

What was the ·effect of his patronizing or 
serving the interests of the church ? He cle- 
vated the bishops to the dignity of civil mag- 
istrates, especially tho bishop of Rome, whom 
he invested with tho primacy. An early his- 
tori an said:—

“ Constantine likewise enacted a law favor- 
ing the clergy, permitting judgment to bo 
passed by the bishops when litigants preferred 
appealing to them rather than to tho secular 
courts; he enacted that their decree should bo 
valid, and as far superior to that of other 
judges as if pronounced by tho emperor him- 
self; that the governor and military officers 
should see to the execution of these decrees; 
and that sentence, when passed by them, 
should bo irreversible.”—Sozomen, Ecclesiastical 
History.

To such a state of things our National Re- 
formers aspire, when the “ final decision ” 
shall bo with “ the churches and the clergy.”

But what was tho effect of the State thus 
“ serving tho interests of tho church,” and 
“ upholding and maintaining the true, rclig- 
ion ” ? With all reliable writers there is but
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so surely will it follow that out of their action 
will grow the living image of the jQtpacy. 
Nothing can prevent it, because—

(2) In the day when, by their proposed 
change in the First Amendment of the Con- 
stitution, the National Boformers put it into 
the power and make it the province of Con- 
gress to make laws respecting religion, or pro- 
hibiting its free exercise; that very day they 
open wide the gates and give free course to 
the enemies of'all religion, and to the enemies 
of Christianity in particular, just as soon as 
they can secure the power to make laws re- 
stricting or even prohibiting the free exercise 
of the Christian religion.

And when the way is thus opened for the en- 
emiesof the Christian religion to oppress it, as 
soon as they can secure the power, everybody 
knows that they will secure the power at the 
earliest possible moment. Everybody also 
knows that the enemies of Christianity have 
no compunctions of conscience in the matter, 
and that they will leave no means unemployed, 
that they will stop at nothing, to secure the 
coveted power. Therefore, if the National 
Reformers will maintain their cause in the 
conflict which they shall thus have opened, 
they will have to do it upon the field which 
they themselves have chosen—the field of pol- 
itics—and with the weapons which their en- 
emies shall choose. They will have to meet 
political power with political power; they 
will have to meet force with force; bribery 
with bribery; intrigue with intrigue; chican- 
ery with chicanery; hypocrisy with hypocrisy. 
This they will be compelled to do or else lose 
all they shall have gained, as soon as they 
shall have gained it.

This is precisely the course through which 
the Papacy was developed. And the long 
and constant practice of these bad methods, 
which the bishop of Rome was compelled to 
employ if the Christianity which he repre- 
sented was to hold its position against its en- 
emies and the ambitious rivals of its power— 
the practice of these bad methods it was which 
made the Papacy what it is—“ the very mas- 
ter-piece of human wisdom,” and the most 
complete of all contrivances that have ever 
been “ devised for deceiving and oppressing 
mankind.” And if the National Reformers 
succeed in securing the changes in our Con- 
stitution which they propose; then by the 
practice of these bad methods which they will 
be compelled to employ to successfully cope 
with the enemies of the Christian religion, 
there will be developed in free America a per- 
feet likeness of the Papacy.

On the other hand, having secured those 
changes in the Constitution; having empow- 
ered Congress to make laws respecting relig- 
ion; and having entered upon this pQlitical 
contest to determine what kind of a Congress 
it shall be which shall make the laws respect- 
ing religion; then if the National Reformers 
do not employ the like methods with their 
political opponents, they will be defeated, the 
seats in Congress will be filled with the ene- 
mies of religion, and so the Christian religion 
in free‘America, its happiest home on earth, 
will be sold into the hands of its bitterest en- 
emies, waiting to destroy.

but it will be only the shell with a blasted 
kernel inside. If the church has lost its power 
to convert men, of what use will a “ religious” 
party be? ‘‘If the salt have lost its savor, 
wherewith-shall it be salted?” E. J. w.

An Im age o f the Papacy.

I n the Pittsburg National Reform Conven- 
tion of 1885, President Brunot said:—

“ The First Amendment of the Constitution 
which provides that ‘ Congress shall make no 
law respecting an establishment of religion, or 
prohibiting the free exercise thereof,’ was 
never intended to r/e-Christianizc the nation, 
as some now hold, but, on the contrary, was 
meant to keep it Christian and free. First, 
by guarding against the establishment of a 
church or sect; and second, against restrictivo 
legislation in case the power to enact laws 
should fall into the hands of the enemies of all 
religion.”—Christian Statesman, April SO, 
1885.

Very good. It is plain therefore that any 
interference or change in that amendment 
would tend to de־Christianize the nation, and 
to prevent its being free. As that amend- 
ment guards against the establishment of a 
church, to change the amendment would 
open the way for the establishment of a 
church. As that amendment guards against 
restrictive legislation by the enemies of all 
religion, should they have the power to legis- 
late so, to change the amendment would 
open the way for the enemies of all religion to 
restrict or abolish the practice of the Chris- 
tian religion in this nation.

But to change that amendment and so to 
open the way for these evils, is precisely what 
that association, of which Mr. Brunot is presi- 
dent, proposes to do. Thus says “ Secretary ” 
VV. J. Coleman:—

“ The first sentence of Article I of Amend- 
ments reads: ‘ Congress shall make no law 
respecting an establishment of religion, or 
prohibiting the free exercise thereof.’ This 
would be made consistent with the proposed 
[National Reform] amendment by substitut- 
ing the words ‘ a church * for ‘ religion,’ making 
it read, ‘ Congress shall make no law respect- 
ing an establishment of a church.’ This is 
what the Reform Association believes should 
be the rule in a rightly constituted State. 
There should be religion, but no church.”— 
Statesman, November I, 1888.

By their own words, then, it is clearly the 
purpose of the National Reform Association to 
reverse the First Amendment of the United 
States Constitution so as to allow Congress to 
make laws respecting an establishment of 
religion, and prohibiting the free exercise 
thereof. Therefore it stands proven that the 
work of the National Reform Association is to 
open the way for “ the establishment of a 
church or sect,” and for the destruction of the 
freedom of this nation.

For (1), The State recognition of Christian- 
ity in law—both Constitutional and statutory 
—and the making of laws respecting and en- 
forcing the principles of that religion, is that 
which the National Reform Association pro- 
poses to accomplish. But that is precisely 
what Constantine did in the fourth century, 
and out of it <,rew the Papacy. And just as 
surely as the National Reformers succeed in 
doing with Christianity in this nation, what 
Constantine did with it in the Roman State,

admits this when it says, “ There are multi- 
tudes of laboring men who will not stand on 
the Socialist platform and who will be power- 
fully attracted to any party that declares for 
the fearless and uniform application of the 
law of God to civil affairs.”

The acceptance of the gospel is necessarily 
an acceptance of the entire Bible, the moral 
law included, for the apostle Peter, speaking 
of the word of God, says : “ This is the word 
which by the gospel is preached unto you.” 
1 Peter 1 : 25. The sole business of the church 
is to teach the gospel; therefore it is the 
church’s duty to declare for the “ fearless and 
uniform application of the law of God,” not 
only to civil affairs but to every affair in life. 
Thus the Lord, speaking to the church through 
the prophet Isaiah said : “ Cry aloud, spare 
not, lift up thy voice like a trumpet, and show 
my people their transgression, and the house 
of Jacob their sins.” Isaiah 58:1. The church 
was established for the express purpose of 
“ holding forth the word of life ” and teaching 
obedience to the law of God, at the same time 
that it announces pardon for sins already com- 
mitted. If it does its duty it teaches men 
how to regulate their conduct toward one an- 
other, by announcing Christ’s summary of the 
second table of the decalogue : “ Whatsoever 
ye· would that men ,should do to you, do ye 
even so to them.”

Tbe church is not only the body that is ap- 
pointed to teach the application of the law of 
God to human affairs, but it is the only power 
to which this duty has been committed. 
Moreover, it is the best adapted for the carry- 
ing on of this work, because it addresses itself 
to the individual, and not to mankind as a 
whole. If it were possible to entirely convert 
men from Socialistic ideas, then the church, 
dealing as it does with individuals, Would pre- 
sent the most feasible plan of work. For if 
each Socialist were converted, Socialism would 
be at an end. We do not wish to be under- 
Stood as claiming that the church should bo 
expected to convert all men, for the Bible ex- 
pressly declares that but few will find the 
narrow way leading to life. But we do say 
that as far as any progress is made in bring- 
ing men to the acceptance of the law of God, 
it must be made by the church. A political 
party with a religions platform would simply 
be trying to do the work which the church is 
set to do. The Statesman says that such a 
party would draw multitudes of laboring men 
who will not stand on the Socialist platform. 
If that be true, why are they not drawn to the 
church? The answer is simply because they 
do not care for the Jaw of God, but for their 
own selfish aims. If therefore they were 
drawn to such a political party it would be 
because they could gain political preferment.

We should think that for professed Chris- 
tians to announce that the work which should 
be done by the church can be done only by 
political parties would be a humiliating con- 
fession. When the church itself applies to the 
civil power for aid, it acknowledges that it 
has lost its own power; the spirit of the gos- 
pel has departed from it, and the salt has lost 
its savor. They may seem to get what they 
desire, namely, the peace of the millennium,
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Civil Law s and Religion.

The question of the true relation of civil 
law to matters of religion is generally regarded 
as a most intricate one; and yet in this country 
it has, practically, been exceedingly simple, 
the rule generally adhered to being to legis- 
lateonty upon matters relating to the manners 
and conduct of men as social beings, leaving 
purely religious questions, such as the recog־ 
nition of God as an object of worship, and right 
feeling toward him, to be settled by the Judge 
of all the earth.

This is certainly the only safe and practic- 
able rule possible among finite beings; for, to 
go farther than this, and at the same time do 
right in each case, would require infinite wis- 
dom; or, at least, ability to read the thoughts 
and intents of the heart and properly weigh 
the motives of all men. This, God alone can 
do; and since he alone can determine the mag- 
nitude of an offense against himself, he alone 
should pass judgment and mete out punish- 
ment in all such cases.

It is absolutely necessary that there should 
bo laws regulating the relations of man to 
man, and that these laws should be enforced 
at a time and in a manner that will give that 
protection to life and property which they 
are designed to afford; and God has himself 
recognized this fact by ordaining civil govern- 
ment among men; but we have not the slight- 
est intimation in the Scriptures that it is 
proper for human governments to legislate 
upon religious questions. Of the powers of 
civil rulers the apostle Paul says:—

“ Let every soul be subject unto the higher 
powers. For there is no power but of God; the 
powers that be arc ordained of God.״ “ Where- 
fore ye must needs be subject, not only for 
wrath, but also for conscience’ sake. For, for 
this cause pay ye tribute also; for they are God’s 
ministers, attending continually upon this very 
thing. Render therefore to all their dues; 
tribute to whom tribute is due; custom to 
whom custom; fear 4,0 whom fear; honor to 
whom honor.” Rom. 13 : 1, 5-7.

Eut it may be urged that in this the apos- 
tie condemns the action of Peter and John 
(Acts 4 :19, 20), who when commanded by 
the officers not to speak any more in the namo 
of Jesus answered: “ Whether it be right in 
the sight of God to hearken unto you more 
than unto God, judge ye. For we cannot but 
speak the things which we have seen and 
heard.” This would indeed be in conflict with 
the text before quoted if both were upon the 
same subject; but they are not; Paul is treat- 
ing of obedience in civil affairs, and the utter- 
ances of Peter and John have to do entirely 
with matters of religion.

The law of which Paul was speaking was, 
as appears from Rom. 13 : 9, that part of the 
decalogue which defines our duty to our fellow- 
men; and to it he says that we “ must needs 
be subject, not only for wrath, but also for 
conscience’ sake.” This law, says the apostle, 
as said also the Saviour, “ is briefly compre- 
hended in this saying, namely, Thou shalt love 
thy neighbor as thyself;” and he adds, “ Love 
worketh no ill to his neighbor; therefore love 
is the fulfilling of the law.” That is, he who 
Joves his neighbor will deal justly with him in

when tho Roman Church will consent to strike 
hands with other churches—as such; but the 
time has come to make repeated advances 
and gladly to accept co-operation in any form 
in which they may be willing to exhibit it. 
It is ono of the necessities of tho situation.”— 
Rev. S. F. Scpvel, Christian Statesman, August 31, 
1881.

And the National Reform Association, in- 
spired and supported by the Papacy can out-do 
political atheism in all the politically atheistic 
methods that they can employ. Tho Roman 
Church has had sixteen hundred years’ prac- 
tice “ in resisting the progress of political athe- 
ism,” and there is not a political method 
known to the human race, of which she is not 
the consummate mistress. In her presence 
all the political atheists in Christendom must 
hide their diminished heads. This is why we 
are certain that the success of National Re- 
form will be to develop a new form of the Pa- 
pacy. For with this alliance with Rome 
which the National Reformers are so anxious 
to complete—so anxious, indeed, that the}’' 
will make repeated advances and suffer re- 
peated rebuffs—when, under their reformed 
Constitution, the political conflict comes on 
between National Reform and the enemies of 
all religion, the “ Reformers” will be tbor- 
oughly furnished unto all bad works. If brib- 
ery is demanded, Rome can furnish scores of 
eminent examples among the Popes, and ages 
of practice among all classes from kings and 
emperors to peasants and beggars. If mob 
violence or military force becomes necessary 
to the success of a candidate for office, Rome 
is likewise an adept in this, as the election of 
Pope Damasus and of many of his successors 
abundantly proves. If intrigue, treachery, 
fraud, and the most secret and deceptive wire- 
working are required, there are the Jesuits, 
whom Leo ■XIIL. has lately restored to all 
their rights and privileges, and has thus pre- 
pared this strong support to National Reform.

We might follow these lines and extend 
these illustrations to almost any required 
length, but these points are sufficient to show 
to all thinking men that out of the success of 
National Reform there can come no good 
thing, but only evil, and that continually and 
continually increasing. If any of the National 
Reformers object to the points which we have 
here made, let them not blame us, let them 
call to account the president of their Associ- 
ation, and their district secretary, W. J. Cole- 
man, whose statements, fairly quoted, we have 
only traced to their logical and inevitable 
consequences. If either President Brunot’s 
or Secretary Coleman’s statement in regard 
to tho First Amendment are not correct, let 
the National Reformers call him to account 
and correct him not us. We have only rea- 
soned upon tho premises laid down by these 
leading officials of the National Reform Asso- 
ciation; if the premises are not true, that is 
their fault, not ours—let them correct the 
premises and we will revise our conclusions. 
But if tho premises are true, and wo believe 
they are, then the demonstration is complete 
that the success of National Reform will as- 
sure in this nation tho development of a liv- 
ing image of the Papacy. A. T. J.

“ Trust in the Lord, and do good.”

In G10 one case, free Christianity will be on- 
slavec^in the other, her beautiful form will 
bo marred and her fair name dishonored; and 
in either case the unkindest thrust of all will 
be by tho traitorous hand of National Reform. 
For a traitorous hand it is, because, under the 
First Amendment of the Constitution, as it is, 
Christianity is forever safe from all her enc- 
mies, and forever free, in free America. With 
the First Amendment of the United States 
Constitution as it is, the presidential chair 
and every seat in Congress might be filled 
with the worst infidels and the most bitter en- 
emies of Christianity that are in the land, and 
Christianity could not be molested or disturbed 
in the least degree. But with that amend- 
ment changed as the National Reformers pro- 
pose to change it, then in the filling of the 
presidential chair and of each seat in Congress, 
Christianity would have just cause for fear, be- 
cause there would be no means of knowing 
whether those who gain the seats were really 
her friends or her enemies; and with a bare 
majority of the enemies of Christianity in Con- 
gressional seats, every Christian in the land 
would be in danger of losing the dearest rights 
known to man. Traitorous, therefore, would 
be the hand of any but an avowed enemy of 
Christianity, that would attempt to break 
down this safeguard of Christianity in the 
United States; but to sweep away this safe- 
guard is what the National Reform Associa- 
tion, under the guise of the Christian name, 
declares that it is its purpose to do, and there- 
fore most traitorous is the hand of National 
Reform.

One or the other of these evils will inevita- 
bly follow the success of National Reform in 
its designs upon the United States Constitu- 
tion. The certain consequence will be either 
that Christianity will be delivered into the 
hands of open infidelity and atheism, or else 
there will bo developed a new form of the 
Papacy to meet, and successfully contend with, 
the open enemies of Christianity. As to which 
of these forms of evil would be the worst we 
can form no opinion. Of the former we have 
an illustration in the French Revolution; of 
the latter we have an illustration in tho In- 
quisition, the massacre of St. Bartholomew’s 
Day, and the Crusade against the Albigenses.

Yet, although we can form no opinion as to 
which would be the worst, wo can form an 
opinion as to which form would rule—and ruin. 
We are fully persuaded that it would be the 
image of tho Papacy. We are assured of this 
because we aro satisfied that the National Re- 
form Association, on^itsown part, would prove 
itself fully equal to the task of outdoing the 
open enemies of Christianity in all tho po- 
litical methods they might employ; and this 
assurance is made doubly sure, by the con- 
fessed fact that National Reform will be in 
close alliance with the Papacy itself. Read 
this:—

“ Whenever they [the Roman Catholics] are 
willing to co-operate in resisting the progress 
of political atheism, we will gladly join hands 
with them.”— Christian Statesman, December
11, 1884·

And this:—
“ We maybe subjected to some rebuffs in 

our first proffers, for the time is not yet come
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forced Sunday observance. ]>111 ,when it is 
put upon this ground, λ\ό  have the Stato legis- 
lating on matters of religion, and thus step- 
ping outside 01*its sphere. Indeed, Sunday leg- 
islation stands for union of Church and Stato. 
For if the State can legislate in behalf of ono 
Christian institution, it may with equal pro- 
pricty legislate in behalf of all of them. If 
it can enforce tho observance of the “ Chris- 
lian Sabbath,” it has also a right to enforce 
Christian baptism. But the right to enforco 
any religious tenet depends upon the right to 
dccLIo upon matters of faith, for before tho 
Stato legislates in behalf of any practice, it 
must first decide that that practice is correct. 
Indeed, such decision is implied in the very 
act of passing the law. Therefore we say, if 
the State ean enforce the observance of tho 
Christian Sabbath, it may also cniorcc baptism, 
and may determine what Christian baptism 
is, whether sprinkling, pouring, or immersion. 
It may also with equal propriety enforce lho 
sacrament of tho Lord’s Supper on all within 
its jurisdiction, and can determine how it 
shall be celebrated, whether in one kind or in 
both. And this is union of Church and State, as 
much as has ever existed in any ago or in any 
nation. So wo say that all, no matter what 
their religious belief, who arc opposed to tho 
union of Church and State, must be opposed to 
tho enactment of Sunday laws.

But whether tho observance of Sunday bo 
enforced from a civil or from a religious stand- 
point, it cannot fail to be unjust and oppres- 
sive to a largo class of law-abiding citizens. 
We refer to those who conscientiously observe 
the seventh day of tho week. Wo know that 
it is commonly urged that Sunday laws do 
not interfere with tho rights of an}״ Sabbata- 
rian, because they lcavo him perfectly free to 
carry out his conscientious convictions by 
resting on tho seventh day of the week. But 
if it is man’s religious duty to rest on one day 
in seven, which all advocates of Sunday laws 
allow, then it is also his religious ]irioilege to 
labor on six days in seven. Now if a man 
conscientiously believes that the word of God 
demands that ho shall rest upon the seventh 
day of tho week as tho Sabbath, and the Slalo 
compels him also tomest upon the first day of 
the week, it is certain that his religious priv- 
ileges are interfered with.

Again, if rigid Sunday laws are enacted, and 
a man is punished for laboring on Sunday after 
having conscientiously kept Saturday, such 
punishment is nothing less than persecution lor 
conscience’ sake. Ilia punishment is really as 
much for his observance of tho seventh day 
as it is for laboring on tho first day. Thus: 
Necessity compels him to labor six days in the 
week for tho support of his family; and tho 
divine command certainly gives him tho privi- 
lege of working six days, if it docs not really 
command it.. But his conscience imperatively 
forbids him to labor on Saturday, the seventh 
day of the week, therefore necessity and 
religion compel him to labor on the first day 
of tho week. That is to say, his labor on tho 
first day of the week is mado necessary by 
his conscientious observance of tho seventh 
day of tho week. So then if he is punished 
for his first day labor, he is equally punished 
for his seventh day rost; and so it becomes

E th ics of Sunday Legislation.

I n quite a number of tho States there is at 
present considerable stir over tho passage of 
Sunday laws. This is directly in tho lino of 
National Reform work, and is a danger to 
American liberty, of which tho A merican 
Sentinel, as a watchful guardian, must give 
warning. There are very many people who 
are opposed to tho work of so-called National 
Reform, who would heartily support a law 
enforcing Sunday observance, not perceiving 
that the very argument against National Re- 
form in general is equally valid against this 
particular phase of that work. Wo purpose 
to note a few features of Sunday legislation, 
and how it will work injustice to a largo class 
of citizens.

There are two grounds upon which Sunday 
legislationis based: one the civil, and tho other 
the religious; and the two are antagonistic, 
although both are often held by the same in- 
dividual. On one side it is claimed that Sunday 
should be enforced, not as a religious institu- 
tion, but as a civil holiday, and that Sunday 
laws are to be regarded as police regulations. 
Others plead for laws enforcing Sunday rest, 
on the ground that Sunday is the “ Chris- 
tian Sabbath.” But upon whichever ground 
Sunday legislation is urged, such legislation 
is entirely inconsistent with perfect civil and 
religious liberty. If it be urged that man’s 
physical nature requires rest on one day in 
seven, and that tho Government should set 
apart Sunday as a civil holiday, and restrain 
people from working thereon, it comes directly 
in conflict with all usage in respect to holi- 
days, and cannot be consistently sustained by 
sound reason. There are quito a number of 
days that are set apart as national holidays, yet 
on none of them are people forcibly restrained 
from labor if they choose to work. This very 
fact shows the absurdity of tho claim that 
Sunday legislation is not religious legislation, 
for no advocate of Sunday laws would bo 
content for a moment with a law placing tho 
day on a level with other holidays.

Again, the absurdity of tho idea of enforc- 
ing Sunday observance because of man’s 
physical need for rest is equally evident. For 
example: It is just as certain that man’s 
physical nature requires a certain amount of 
sleep in every twenty-four hours as it is that 
his physical nature requires rest ono day in 
seven. It is an undeniable truth that thou- 
sands of people do not tako regular rest, and 
that they suffer physically because of tho 
lack of a proper amount of sleep. Now if it 
bo granted that a State has a right to enforce 
Sunday observance bccauso people need the 
physical rest, then it necessarily follows that 
tho State has a right to enact that everybody 
shall take a given amount of rest in each 
twenty-four hours. And on that ground wo 
might expect tho Government to compel peo- 
pie to go to bed every night at ton o’clock, 
and to prescribe tho hour when they should 
arise. It is certain that no ono can maintain 
Sunday legislation from a civil standpoint, 
and it is equally certain that no ono really has 
this in view.

I t must be, then, that it is as tho “ Chris- 
tian Sabbath ” that the plea is mado for on-

all things; while ho who will not do this from 
lovo must do it through fear of magistrates. 
And Peter and John wero not alono in teach- 
ing that civil rulers have no proper jurisdic- 
tion in matters of religious duty, for Paul him- 
self says: “ Why dost thou judge thy brother ? 
or why dost thou set at naught thy brother? 
for Λνο shall all stand before tho judgment scat 
of Christ. For it is Avrittcn, As I live, saith 
tho Lord, every knee shall bow to me, and 
every tongue shall confess to God. So then 
every ono of us shall give account of himself 
to God.” Rom. 14 :10-12.

Thus does tho apostle mako a plain distine- 
tion between social or civil affairs and relig- 
ious duties; and in this he only follows the 
cxamplo of Christ, who Avhcn asked, “ Is it law- 
ful to give tribute unto Cæsar, or not?” an- 
swered, “ Shew mo the tribute money.” “And 
they brought unto him a penny. And ho saith 
unto them, Whose is this image and superscrip- 
tion? They say unto him, Caesar’s. Then 
saith ho unto them, Render therefore unto 
Cæsar tho things which are Caesar’s; and unto 
God the things that are God’s.”

The trouble with some people is that by 
making civil rulers the conservators of religion, 
they claim for Cæsar the things that belong to 
God, and thus make their ordination confer 
upon them powers that neither Christ nor the 
apostles over recognized, and wrhich they most 
explicitly disavowed. But if it were true that 
God has clothed civil governments Avith author- 
ity to define, decree, and enforce religion, then 
it would also be true that all who oppose 
them in tho exercise of this God-given ροΛνβΓ 
resist tho ordinance of God, “ and they that 
resist ” the powers that are ordained of God, 
says tho apostle, “ shall receive to themselves 
damnation.”

But for reasons already stated, wo know that 
this ordination must be confined to a just ad- 
ministration of civil affairs; for if Λνο η110Λν 

that it extends to matters of religion, either 
of faith or practice, Λνο are led to such absurd 
and revolting conclusions as that all tho so- 
called martyrs, instead of being saints of God, 
unjustly condemned by ^vicked men, wero in 
fact criminals worthy of death; and that that 
Λνΐήοΐι they suffered was only the wrath of God 
visited upon them by his divinely-appointed 
agents—the minions of the Inquisition !!

But this is not all. If by any means it 
wero mado to appear that the State is divinely 
authorized to exact any recognition of God, 
or to require a single act of Λνοι ΐ̂ιίρ to him, 
then it tvould necessarily follow that it could in 
like manner prescribe not only tho practice but 
also tho faith of all its subjects. And if any 
government had divine authority to do this, 
all ΛνοηΜ have; hence Λνΐιίΐο Protestantism in 
ono or other of its forms might bo the God- 
ordained religion of this country, Roman 
Catholicism would bo tho equally God-or- 
dained religion of somo of tho countries of 
Europe. And Λνοΐ'βο yet, if possible, in coun- 
tries having heathen rulers it ΛνοιιΜ bo the 
bounden duty of every citizen to bo a Λν0Γ- 
shiper of idols 1 Such are some of the ab- 
surdities Λνίποΐι adhere naturally to the Na- 
tional Reform idea that civil rulers are or- 
dained of God as establishers and conserva- 
tors of religion. C. P. Bollman.
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Mr. Gault says that it was under “ the model 
of government which Christ gave to Israel.״ 
We can easily learn whether it was or not. 
Mosessays, “ At that time." At what time? 
Turn to Ex. 18 : 13-26. As Moses sa t to judge 
the people, he was occupied all day from 
morning till evening in hearing and deciding 
the cases of the people who came. “ And 
Moses's father-in-law said unto him, The thing 
that thou doest is not good. Thou wilt surely 
wear away, both thou, and this people that is 
with thee; for this thing is too heavy for thee; 
thou art not able to perform it thyself alone. 
Hearken now unto my voice, 1 will give thee 
counsel, . . . thou shalt provide out of all
the people able men, such as fear God, men of 
truth, hating covetousness; and place such 
over them, to be rulers of thousands, and 
rulers of hundreds, rulers of fifties, and rulers 
of tens; and let them judge the people at all 
seasons; and it shall be, that every great 
matter they shall bring unto thee, but every 
small matter they shall judge; so shall it be 
easier for thyself, and they shall bear the bur- 
den with thee. . . .  So Moses hearkened 
to the voice of his father-in-law, and did all 
that he had said."

There caw be no shadow of doubt therefore 
that the rulers referred to by Moses in the 
text cited by Mr. Gault, were those who were 
appointed at the suggestion of Moses’s father- 
in-law, who was Jethro, a Midianite. Does 
Mr. Gault mean to say that this piece of ad- 
vice given b / Jethro was the model of govern- 
ment which Christ gave to Israel? If not, 
and most assuredly it was not, then what is 
his argument and citation of that scripture 
good for? It is good for nothing, but to show 
his utter and inexcusable ignorance of the 
true bearing of * scripture. Of all men who 
have ever put themselves into print, the one 
who makes the most brilliant success of get- 
ting on the wrong side of every question that 
he touches, and every time that he touches it, 
is undoubtedly the “ Rev.” M. A. Gault, dis- 
trict secretary of the National Reform Asso- 
ciation. a . t.̂ t.

W ill They U n ite ?

A clergyman, the pastor of a Presbyterian 
Church, sends us the following appreciative 
letter:—

“B erwick, P enn., Jan. 27, 1887.
“ American Sentinel, Oakland, Cal.—Gen- 

tlemen: This afternoon I found the A merican 
Sentinel for December, 1886, and part of a 
copy of the Signs of the Times. In the former 
are several articles which I have read with 
intense interest; among which are, ‘Is It 
Blindness or Duplicity?’ ‘Infidel Views of the 
Logic of Christianity,’ ‘The American Hier- 
archy,’ and ‘The American Papacy.’

“ In one thing you must be mistaken, viz., 
that ‘whenever the Roman Catholics are will- 
ing to co-operate in resisting the progress of 
political atheism, we [Protestants of tho Pres- 
byterian denomination] will gladly join hands 
with them.’

“ Oh, but you reply, the Christian Statesman 
said so in an editorial December 11, 1884. 
Well, that does not make it true. And what is 
more to the purpose, tho thing cannot possibly 
ever take place. To entertain the thought 
for a moment is the very romance of madness. 
Certain persons may have expressed them- 
selves in these very words to that effect. But

drinks spends his money without receiving an 
equivalent; his family is robbed of that which 
rightfully belongs to them; and the man who 
abstains entirely is taxed in order that the 
paupers, insane people, and criminals, that are 
made by tho sale of intoxicating liquor may 
bo provided for. And now for the State to 
enact a law enforcing the observance of the 
“Christian Sabbath,” and declaring that the 
carrying on of the business of liquor selling is 
a violation of the “ Christian Sabbath,” and 
therefore punishable by a fine, is simply to place 
the infamous traffic on a level with the dry- 
goods or grocery business, and to say that it 
is all right to engage in it on any day but 
Sunday.

That this is putting a premium upon crime, 
may be made still more apparent. Suppose 
tho State should enact a law to the effect that 
anyone who should steal or commit a murder 
upon the first day of the week, should be 
deemed guilty of felony and should be pun- 
ished, everybody would cry out against such 
a law. They would say that stealing and 
murder are in themselves criminal, and that 
the perpetration of those crimes on the first 
day of the week does not add to the criminal- 
ity of the act. They would justly claim that 
such legislation virtually made murder and 
theft legitimate acts if committed, dfci any 
other day than Sunday, thus putting a 
premium upon crime. The case is the same 
with Sunday laws wherever they exist or are 
proposed. By specifying gambling, the sell- 
ing of intoxicating liquor, etc., they virtually 
place 6uch occupations in the list of legitimate 
employments when pursued on any other day. 
And so we say that Sunday legislation is not 
only contrary to religious liberty, but it is 
also against the interests of true morality.

Next month we purpose to take up this 
matter still further and demonstrate these 
propositions by actual facts. e. j . w .

Secretary G ault and the Scripture  
A gain.

Secretary Gault said that under “ the 
model of government which Christ gave to 
Israel ” “ all their rulers were elected by the 
people.” We asked him for one instance of it, 
and he refers us to Deut. 1 : 13, and quotes : 
“ ‘ Take you wise men, and understanding, 
and known among your tribes, and I will 
make them rulers over you.’ ” But he does 
not quote enough. In that place Moses is re- 
hearsing what had been done long before. 
The whole connection is this: “ I spake unto 
you at that time, saying, I am not able to 
bear you myself alone ; . . . how can I
myself alone bear your cumbrance, and your 
burden, and your strife? Take you wise 
men, and understanding, and known among 
your tribes, and I will make them rulers 
over you. And ye answered me, and said, 
The thing which thou hast spoken is good for 
us to do. So I took the chief of your tribes, 
wise men, and known, and made them heads 
over you, captains over thousands, and cap- 
tains over hundreds, and captains over fifties, 
and captains over tens, and officers among 
your tribes.” Deut. 1 : 915־ .

Now at whose direction was this done?

clear that the enactment of Sunday laws, arid 
the execution of penalties for tho violation 
thereof, is simply persecution for conscience’ 
sake.

Wo are not now concerned as to whether 
Sunday is or is not the Christian Sabbath; in 
cither case tho argument is tho same. Neither 
if wc take it for granted that Sunday is the 
rest-day enjoined by divine command, is there, 
as some claim, any analogy between the pun- 
ishment by civil authority, of a man who 
quietly labors on that day, and the punish- 
ment of the polygamist, even allowing that the 
polygamist is conscientious in his practice; for 
polygamy is the violation of the seventh com- 
mandment, which is contained in the second 
table of the decalogue, defining the relations 
of men with one another, and is thus a proper 
subject for civil legislation. But tho keeping 
of the Sabbath is enjoined by the fourth com- 
mandment, which is a part of the first table 
of the decalogue, defining man’s duty to God, 
and is not a proper matter for civil legislation. 
The polygamist and the adulterer, for a polyg- 
amist is an adulterer, sins not alone against 
God, but against society in general, and some 
person or persons in particular. Like thb thief, 
ho takes that which belongs to some one else, 
and to which he has no right. But the man 
who pursues his own lawful occupation on the 
first day of the week, interferes with no one’s 
rights or privileges. He deprives no consci- 
entious observer of that day, of his Sabbath, 
even if he observes no day whatever; so long 
as ho does not disturb the rest and worship 
of anyone else, he is answerablo alone to God.

Again, Sunday legislation virtually places 
a premium upon crime. This may seem a 
bold and unwarranted statement, but we can 
easily show its truthfulness. I have before 
me the bill which it is purposed to have 
passed by the present California Legislature. 
It provides that every person that shall sell 
goods, keep open any store or other place of 
business, or shall sell or give away to be 
drunk any spirituous, vinous, malt, or other 
intoxicating liquors, on the first day of the 
week, or who shall engage in any riot, fight- 
ing, horse-racing, gambling, or other public 
sport, exercises, or shows? or any person who 
shall keep open any place where such sports, 
exercises, or shows, are carried on, shall be 
deemed guilty of misdemeanor. It will be 
seen that gambling, rioting, fighting, and the 
selling of intoxicating liquor, are placed on a 
level with the keeping open of stores to sell 
goods. .The sale of goods at proper times is 
not only legitimate, but it is absolutely neccs- 
sary. I t is wrong only when engaged in 
upon tho day divinely set apart for rest. 
Now to pass a law forbidding the sale of in- 
toxicating liquors upon Sunday, saying noth- 
ing about its sale upon other days, puts that 
business on a level with legitimate industry, 
and virtually says that the sale of intoxicat- 
ing liquors is all right upon any day but Sun- 
day.

As a matter of fact, liquor selling is an un- 
mitigated evil; it docs nobody any good, but 
docs untold harm. The only one whom it 
enriches is tho man who sells it. I t is a drain 
upon all classes of citizens. The man who
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We have made arrangements with the publishers 
of the above-mentioned sixteen-page journal, whereby 
we can now offer the True Educator (regular price 
75 cents) and the A merican Sentinel  (price 50 cents) 
for $1.00. Address P acific P ress, Oakland, Cal.THE GREAT CONTROVERSY

BETWEEN CHRIST AND SATAN
DURING THE CHRISTIAN DISPENSATION.

B y  M r s . E . G. W h i t e .

Author of “ The Life of Christ,” “ Sketches from the Life of Paul” 
“ Bible Sanctification” and Other Popular Works.

T h is  volume presents the most wonderful and Intensely in- 
teresting history that has ever been written of the great con- 
flict between Christianity and the Powers of Darkness, as 
illustrated in the lives of Christian martyrs and reformers on 
the one hand, and wicked men and persecuting powers on the 
other. Beginning with our Lord’s great prophecy given while 
viewing Jerusalem from the Mount of Olives, this book outlines 
the history of the whole dispensation down to the time when 
“ Sin and sinners are no more; God’s entire universe is clean; 
and the great controversy is forever ended.”

Below we give a brief synopsis of the subjects considered— 
Destruction of Jerusalem; Persecutions m the First Centuries; 
The Roman Church; The Waldenses; Early Reformers; Lu- 
ther’s Separation from Rome; Luther before the Diet; Progress 
of the Reformation; Protest of the Princes; Later Reformers; 
The Two Witnesses; God Ilonors the Humble; William Miller 
and His Work; The First, Second, and Third Angels’ Messages; 
The Tarrying Time; The Midnight Cry; The Sanctuary and 
2300 Days; An Open and a Shut Door; Modern Revivals; The 
Investigative Judgment; Origin of Evil; Enmity between Man 
and Satan; Agency of Evil Spirits; The Snares of Satan; The 
First Great Deception; Ancient and Modern Spiritualism; 
Character and Aims of the Papacy; The Coming Conflict; The 
Scriptures a Safeguard; The Loud Cry of Rev. 18; The Time 
of Trouble; God’s People Delivered; Desolation of the Earth; 
The Controversy Ended.

The period of history covered by this volume, is one of the 
deepest interest to all classes of readers. The style of the 
author is clear, forcible, and often sublime, and, although sim- 
pie enough in its statements to be understood and appreciated 
by a child, its eloquence calls forth the admiration of all.

The demand for this popular book is so great that we have 
had to print eight editions of it, and as we have hundreds of 
agents in the field canvassing we expect to sell many thousand 
copies of this valuable book during the next few months. If 
there is no agent in your town please send us your address and 
we will send you descriptive circulars or have an agent call 
upon you.

The “ Great Controversy” contains over 500 pages; 21 full 
page Illustrations and Steel Portrait of the Author; printed 
and bound in the very best style.

A ctive A g en ts  W anted in  E v ery  Town a n d  County 
in  the U nited  States.

For Terms and Territory, Address,
PACIFIC PRESS, Publishers,

12th and Castro Streets, Oakland, Cal.

OUR CODDTRT— TEE MARVEL OF NATIONS.
ITS PAST, PRESENT, AND FUTURE, AND WHAT 

THE SCRIPTURES SAY OF IT.
B y  T J .  S M I T H : .

AUTHOR OF “ SMITH’S PARLIAMENTARY RULES,”  ETC., ETC.

T h is  is a new and popular work on a subject of the deepest 
interest to all American citizens. It takes a brief but compre- 
hensive view of our Government from a Historical, Political, and 
Religious Standpoint.

The S u n d a y  Question,
M odern  S jriid tua lism , a n d

N ation al Reform,
ARE PROMINENT AMONG THE TOPICS ABLY DISCUSSED IN THIS WORK.

T h e  M a r v e l  o f  N a t io n s  is a work of 300 pages. It contains 
a steel plate of the author, and over forty illustrations. It is 
printed in clear type, and bound in cloth; price, $1.00.

COMBINATION 07FEB.—Arrangements have been made whereby 
those who desire can receive a copy of this Popular Book, and 
the American Sentinel, one year, post-paid, for only SI.25.
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:d i b h t h i o b i j l :
Its Causes, Prevehtioh, Aim Proper Treatmeht.

By J. II. I I b ll q c g , M. D.
The increasing prevalence of this devastating disease, and its 

alarming fatality in so many cases, renders the subject of its Nat- 
nro and Treatment one of the greatest importance.

This work gives a concise account of the Nature, Cause and 
Modes of Prevention, and also

t h e  m ost  su c c e s s f u l  m e t h o d s  o f  t r e a t m e n t  

Of this prevalent and fatal malady. It should bo in every 
household, as its instructions, i f  faithfully carried out, will, 
save many a precious life. Price, in board covers, 25 cents - 
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whoso editor calls it “ a dying legacy of this 
able and lamented minister,” and says that 
“ these suggestions are worthy of earnest con- 
siderat ion.” Wo know of few prominent relig- 
ious journals which have not expressed similar 
sentiments.

It is a fact that must be patent to anyone 
who is conversant with current religious news, 
that among Protestants the Catholic Church 
is being regarded with moro and more favor. 
There is a feeling that the Catholic Church 
has changed, or that at any rate it has been 
misjudged. That church is now counted as a 
branch of the Christian Church, having its 
specific work to do, just as the Methodists, 
Presbyterians, Episcopalians, etc. The bar- 
riers between Catholics and professed Prot- 
estants are continually being broken down; 
and when it is found that certain legislation 
in behalf of “ religion ” cannot be brought 
about without the co-operation of Catholics, 
Protestants will not only accept their aid, but 
will sue for it. We could give instances where 
this has already been done.

Let our brother remember one thing: The 
Catholic Church will not change its character- 
istics, nor abato one iota of its arrogance; 
and when National Reform, with the aid of the 
Catholic vote, shall have succeeded, Roman 
Catholic principles will predominate, and we 
shall* have in this country an American Pa- 
pacy, with all that that implies. e . j . w .

I n the New York Independent of January 6, 
President Washburn, of Robert College, Con- 
stantinople, has an article on “ Eastern and 
Western Civilization,” in which occur the fol- 
lowing paragraphs, which we commend to the 
careful consideration of National Reformers, 
who hold that civil government should bo 
paternal:—

“ The idea of Eastern civilization is ‘pater- 
nal-government/ Tbe people are children, 
not of a modern father, but of the Old World 
father, who was the irresponsible master of 
his family. ^ ^  '

“ Westefh civilization utterly repudiates this 
idea, denies the existence of any analogy be* 
tween the family and the State, and seeks to 
make men and not children of the people.

“A paternal government, under exceptional 
circumstances, may for a time securo a certain 
amount of material prosperity and even of 
moral and int^llQgtual development, but in 
general this ■€ysfcm must develop a type of 
character where the virtues of childhood are 
not only exaggerated at the expense of those 
which are the glory of manhood, but aro liable 
also to be extinguished by the vices of a man- 
hood uncontrolled by reason or conscience.”

THE TRUE EDUCATOR.
“ T h e  students in the industrial department of the 

South Lancaster Academy print the True Educator as 
a part of their school work, and it is one of the neat- 
est papers which comes to our desk. Fortunate that 
parent whose child has such facilities in connection 
with his studies.״—New England Journal of Education.

“ The True Educator is certainly a credit to. its 
editor and to the Academy. Shall try to send some- 
thing for its columns.”—John C. Rolfe, Ph. D., Cindn- 
nati, O.j late instructor in Greek, Cornell University.

“ The three great educational monthly periodicals 
of this time are the True Educator, South Lancaster, 
Mass., the American Teacher, Boston, Mass., and the 
Western School Journal, Topeka, Kansas.”—Tongan- 
oxie (Kansas) News.

that the mass of Protestant Christians have 
any wish so monstrous and idiotic, yes, impos- 
sible, 1 will not and cannot believe, the Rev. 
S. F. Scovel, and others, to the contrary, not- 
withstanding.

“ But go ahead, write, protest, show all the 
facts upon the subject.

“ I believe you are honest, sincere, in dead 
earnest, and if you can show mo how to guide 
my way better than in the past, I will take it 
well.

“ I am, gentleman, with respect, yours,
“ J a m e s  D ic k s o n .”

Wo heartily believe that our reverend 
brother is as earnest and sincere as we aro. 
If all professed Protestants were like him, no 
doubt it would bo an impossibility to unite 
with Catholics. But, unfortunately, instead 
of looking toward the light, as ho is, they are 
looking away from it. Wo assure our friend 
that while any sort of a union between Cath- 
olies and Protestants is indeed “monstrous,” 
the thought that it will erelong be an accom- 
plished fact is neither “ idiotic” nor “the ro* 
manec of madness.” To believo it requires 
no faith whatever; one has only to observe 
the signs of the times.

We do not base this belief on a single state- 
ment of the Christian Statesman, nor indeed 
upon any statement of that paper, professing 
a willingness for such union. As a matter of 
fact, however, that paper is editorially com- 
mitted to just such a union. These state- 
ments in the Christian Statesman are, how- 
ever, only the natural result of the teachings 
of National Reform. As \ve have abundantly 
shown, the principles of National Reform are 
identical with those of the Papacy. Both be- 
lieve that the State should support the church. 
Both believe in the persecution of heretics— 
those who think and act; for themselves con- 
trary to the “ established” religion; and both 
hold in the main to the same points of doc- 
trine. Having these points of similarit}^ and 
working for tbe same object, it is the most 
natural thing in tbe world that the two bodies 
should unite their interests.

When all National Reformers see, what 
their leaders already see, that they cannot 
accomplish their purpose without the aid of 
Catholics, an alliance with that church will be 
speedily effected.

The name of Dr. A. A. Hodge, of Princeton, 
is an honored one among Presbyterians. He 
was not “ idiotic,” nor one who indulged in 
the “ romance of madness,” but was a clear- 
headed, deliberate man, who knew what he 
was about In an articlo in the Princeton 
Review for January, 1887, he said:—

“ All we have to do is for Catholics and 
Protestants—disciples of a common Master— 
to. come to a common understanding with re- 
spect to a common basis of what is received 
as general Christianity, a practical quantity of 
truth belonging equally to both sides, to be 
recognized in general legislation, and espe- 
eially in the literature and teaching of our pub- 
lie schools. The difficulties lie in the mutual 
ignorance and prejudice of both parties, and 
fully as much on the side of tbe Protestants 
as of the Catholics.”

The article in which these words occur, 
which declare that Catholics have an equal 
amount of truth with Protestants, and that 
they should uuitc their interests, is quoted by 
the Occident, of San Francisco (Presbyterian),
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would result in a fight more bitter than will 
ever be made to secure the adoption of the 
proposed amendment—if it ever should be 
adopted. There is but one conclusion to the 
National Reform party. They seem to have 
forgotten the history of every country in the 
world, and they also seem to have forgotten 
the causes that lead to the enactment of lho 
constitutional provision before quoted. No 
king, prince, or potentate ever committed as 
many depredations upon human rights as have 
professed Christians under the guise of saving 
souls. To escape such, our ancestors came 
to this land of freedom. Yours respectfully, 

James T. Milburn.
The remark recently made by a writer in 

the Christian Statesman that “ a Christian is 
one who in theory is obedient to Christ,” 
seems to throw considerable light upon the 
National Reform idea of Christianity, and 
explains how this can be made a Christian 
nation by constitutional amendment. If obc- 
dience in theory is all that is required, Con- 
gress can of course furnish it in any quantity 
desired.

Τ πε following suggestion by the Catholic 
Review, we find adopted into the editorial 
columns of the Christian Statesman. I t is an 
important item in the steadily growing Sun- 
day movement:—

“ The time is near at hand when those who 
havo so warmly advocated eight hours as a 
workman’s day, will find it necessary to agi- 
tate ior six days as a workman’s week. If the 
labor organizations are really anxious for an 
issue on which they can have the help of the 
vast majority of the American people, let 
them take up this of Sunday labor. They 
will find enormous obstacles to contend with 
in the wide-spread avarice of the non-Catholic 
Avorkingmcn as well as of the capitalists. If  
the limit of a day’s labor to eight hours is 
calculated to restrain the over-production to 
which they object, the cessation of Sunday 
labor, which is now carried on to an extent 
enormously in excess of what the general 
public is disposed to believe, would exercise a 
a still further restraint in this direction. If 
the labor associations arc sincere in their 
professions, they will find that temperance— 
if not total abstinence—on all days of the 
week, and the Christian observance of the 
Lord’s day, will tend greatty to diminish many 
of the evils of which they justly complain.”

Wo have not the least doubt that this thing 
will be done soon. We fully expect soon to 
see the labor organizations throughout the 
country, busily agitating for “six days as a 
workman’s week,” and the churches and 
preachers, both Roman Catholic and Protestant 
Catholic, all loudly cheering on the agitation. 
The Christian Statesman may congratulate it- 
self for that will be a mighty re-enforcement 
to National Reform.
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“ Statesmanship cannot save the country. 
Christ’s refusal to be made a king, and his 
rejection of Satan’s offer of the world’s scepter, 
ought to teach those who seek to save the 
world, that moral means are necessary to 
moral ends. Christ saw that the world could 
not be saved by legislation, and that only by 
his being lilted up could all men be drawn 
unto him. He saw that he could not save the 
world without sacrificing for it; no more can 
wc. The saving power of the church is its 
sacrificing power.”—Rev. Josiah Strong. 
Common sense sentiments like these cannot 
be given too great prominence. National Re- 
formers stand sadly in need of them.

L et it never be forgotten by any lover of 
civil or religious liberty that were the Consti- 
tution of the United States to be amended as 
the National Reform Association demands that 
it shall be, it would necessarity follow that 
the Christian religion, which would then be the 
State religion, would have to be defined by 
law. And it would naturally follow also that 
the courts would bo called upon to decide 
what it  Christian, and who are Christians. 
For the proposed regime “ would disfranchise 
every logically consistent infidel,” and all 
will bo considered as infidels who chance to 
differ with the National Reform idea of Chris- 
tianity, even in a single particular.

The C a se  W ell Stated.

Τ πε following letter to one of (ho workers 
in iho office of the Sentinel, shows that think- 
ing people realize that tho work of the Na- 
tional Reform party seriously threatens the 
liberty of this country, and makes such a 
paper as tho Sentinel a necessity:—

L ouisville, K y., Jan. 21, 1887.
“ Hear Sir: Yours of the 2d, and tho Jan- 

Tiary number of the A merican Sentinel arc 
received. I havo carefully read and consid- 
cred both, and would say that I fully indorse 
tho sentiments of the Sentinel, as being the 
only safe doctrine for the people of this na- 
lion and tho only safe-guard for religious lib- 
orty.

“ Our fathers w isety  provided in tho Con- 
stitution that: ‘ Congress shall mako no law 
respecting an establishment of religion, or 
prohibiting the free exercise thereof.’ They 
wore quickened in their wisdom by the times 
in which they lived (a fact which their ehil- 
dren seem to have forgotten), and this with 
the knowledge of the certain fact that history 
will repeat itself. If the National Reform 
party could but substitute their proposed 
amendment for this wise and beneficent pro- 
vision, tho end of the present century would 
find religious persecution substituted for 1־e- 
ligious freedom.

“A State which prescribes religion, pre- 
scribes conscience, or a moral sense of duty 
to God, and here is the end of practical piety, 
the country’s peace, and the people’s freedom. 
If the omnipotence of God is not sufficient to 
demand acknowledgment of himself, as the 
author of tho nation’s existence, and of 
Jesus ‘Christ as its ruler,’ ‘arid the Bible as 
the supreme rule of its conduct,’ then that 
religion is a mockery, which proposes a con- 
stitutional amendment to supply the imper- 
feel ions of Deity.

“ It- is suggested by the amendment to 
make this ‘ a Christian nation.’ It would 
hiirdly be adopted beforo the question would 
arise as to who are Christians—and this

Tl^e Segfcigel·
Oa k la nd , California , March, 1887.

Τπε Boston Pilot (Catholic) says: “ No 
good government can exist without religion.” 
That is straight National Reform doctrine, 
and every National Reformer would say amen 
to it. But the R io t continues: “ And there 
can bo no religion without an Inquisition, 
which is wisely designed for tho promotion 
and protection of the true faith.” If the first 
proposition is true, tho second must also be 
true; and no one who accepts tho first can 
dissent from tho second. If there is national 
religion, thcro must bo an Inquisition, or its 
equivalent, and punishment for heresy. Na- 
tional Reform contends for national religion; 
hence a National Reform government will of 
necessity persecuto.

F or the last three months a largo number 
of people have been receiving tho A merican 
S entinel through tho courtesy of friends. 
We should bo greatly pleased to havo these 
persons become subscribers on their own 
account. Man}7־ of tho best minds in tho 
country arc convinced that there is urgent 
need of just such work as is being done by 
the Sentinel, and it is tho only paper in the 
United States that is doing the work. Let a 1 
who feel that a union of Church and State 
would be a calamity, rally to tho support of 
the journal that is doing battle for liberty of 
conscience and for civil rights. \V0 confi- 
dently look for a large increase in our regular
subscription list.

---------- ·»-«-··-----------
Speaktno of Japan, tho Christian Statesman 

says: “ Open opposition to Christianity has 
ceased; tho peril is of another sort—that she 
will accept the form of Christianity without 
knowing its power.” It would seem that tho 
Statesman should find no fault with that, as it 
is just what the National Reformers propose to 
havo done in this countiy. Here they even 
profess to believe that its accomplishment will 
usher in the millennium. However the cli- 
mate may mako some difference; and possibly 
something more than an act of Congress or an 
imperial decree is needed to convert tho na- 
tives of Japan—and it is possible that the 
sequel may show that something more is 
needed to convert people here.

Many who read this number of tho A mer- 
ican Sentinel have been enjoying its visits 
for a year. Do you want it continued? Then 
do not delay your renewal. We do not bo- 
liove that anyone who has read the Sentinel 
for a whole year, would willingly forego the 
pleasure and profit for tho future ; but some 
may not realize that their subscription has 
expired. Please examine tho label on your 
paper, and if it reads March, ’87, send in your 
renewal at once, and thus save us tho trouble 
of taking your name off our list and then 
putting it on again. Remember that your 
personal assurance, with the cash, is tho only 
means we have of knowing whether you ap- 
preciatc the paper, and how much.


