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ANy religion that seeks the protection of hu-
man government thereby admits its own weakness
and lack of vitality. A religion that cannot es-
tablish itself is unworthy of alliance with govern-
ment, and should not have its protection. This
movement is subversive of liberty, and conducive
to religious sham and parade.—Reason.

o
4

" TeE Iron Mountain Railway, a branch of the
Missouri Pacific system, has given notice that all
unnecessary Sunday trains, both passenger and
freight, will be discontinued on that road after
May 1. It does well. Any railroad that isin
the habit of running unnecessary trains on any
day in the week ought to discontinue them if it
wishes to make any money.
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THE Pearl of Days says that “nearly nine
thousand persons witnessed the Sunday base-ball
game at Ridgewood, L. I., on Sunday, April 14.”
And so it is everywhere. It is an undeniable
fact that the majority of people in the United
States do not regard Sunday religiously. There-
fore the attempt of the American Sabbath Union
to enforce the religious observance of the day is
an attempt on the part of the minority to over-
ride the will of the majority. Such people have
no right to apply the word American to them-
selves.

TaE New York World says:—

“The fact that the restriction of Sunday trains on
the New York Central Road to business only which
will not bear delay, is to be accompanied by corre-
sponding reduction of pay,robsthechange of all attract-
iveness to the employés concerned. Similarly the
movement to persuade the street-car companies to re-
duce the Sunday transportation service will prove
unpopular with the men when it is known that it
means a diminished opportunity to earn money. It
will scarcely be contended that seven days’ pay can
be regularly given for six days’ work, and this ap-
pears to be a necessary condition to bring the philan-
thropists #nd those whom they desire to benefit
together on the same ground.”

That shows clearly the full extent of the work-
ingmen’s desire for a Sunday law. If those who
work on Sundays could get the same wages for
six days’ work that they now do for seven, they
would very naturally like to have Sunday work
stopped. So they would like to have werk
stopped every day in the week, if they could get

as much money by lying idle as they now get by
working. As we have often stated, money, and
not conscience, rules in this matter. Ifa man is
conscientious in regard to Sunday observance, he
will not work on Sunday, and nobody can compel
him to,law or no law. If he is not conscientious
as to Sunday observance, and chooses to work on
that day, nobody has any right to interfere and
say that he must rest. To do so would be fully
as great an infringement of his liberty as it would
be to compel him to work on Sunday if he didn’t
want to. The Sunday-law people talk against
roonopolies, yet they propose to build up the
greatest monopoly this country has ever seen.

-©
-0

Dr. Crafts at Pittsburg.

THE event of the evening of the second day of
the National Reform Convention at Pittsburg
was the speech by Dr. Crafts, entitled, “ Liberty
and the Sabbath.” With the exception of the
speech by Dr. McAllister on the “School Theory
of Education,” this was the only one of the
speeches, so far as we have received them, con-
taining anything worthy of notice. That which
makes this speech noteworthy is not its logic, be-
cause it has none, but the perverted ideas of lib-
erty to which the speaker gave expression. In
the beginning of his speech, he referred to the
Sunday-law petition, copies of which had been
placed in the seats, and which he read. It has
been changed somewhat, so we will quote it as it
now reads :—

“ To the United States Senate—The undersigned or-
ganizations and adult residents of the United States,
twenty-one years of age or more, earnestly petition
you to pass a bill forbidding in the Government’s
mails, military service, and inter-state commerce, and
in the District of Columbia, and Territories, all Sunday
traffic and work, excepting works of necessity and
mercy, and such private work by those who religiously
and regularly observe another day of the week, by ab-
staining from labor and business, as will neither inter-
fere with the general rest nor with public worship.”

Concerning this, Mr. Crafts said: “ It may be
best to define it as a supplement to the State Sab-
bath law, by doing through Congress what the
States cannot do,—giving protection to thousands
beyond the jurisdiction of the State laws.”  From
this it seems that Mr. Crafts’s idea of liberty and
protection is that they shall be guaranteed only
to those who think as he does; and that every-
body else must be deprived of liberty and pro-
tection. Mr. Crafts knows as well as we do that
public worship is already protected, and that no
Sunday law could afford any better protection
to it than it has now. His continually harping
on that string shows that he is working for a law
from some other motive than that of reason and
regard for religion.

While we are talking about protection to re-
ligious worship, it may not be amiss to inquire

why those who religiously and regularly observe
another day, are not entitled to as much protec-
tion as those who observe the first day. If Mr.
Crafts says it is because those who observe an-
other day are in the wrong, then he contradicts
his statement that the Sunday law is not a relig-
ious law. To say that Saturday is not the correct
day for Christians to observe, and to say that
Sunday is the proper day, and ought, therefore, to
be enforced by the State, is to say that the State
should decide for people on questions of religious
duty, or, in other words, that the State should act
as Pope.

But the answer which Mr. Crafts does give
is that those who observe another day are so few
that they are not worth noticing. In his speech
he spoke of the opposition to his movement as
composed of “ two little Christian sects, professedly
Christian,—the Seventh-day Adventists and Sev-
enth-day DBaptists, who, with the Jews, make
about one per cent. of the population.” Of course
he knows that his wished-for law will work great
disadvantage to these people, but he philosophic-
ally answers that it is better for a few to suffer in
order that many may be benefited. This is what
the false-hearted high priest Caiaphas said when
the council were considering whether or not Je-
sus should be folerated. He said that it was ex-
pedient that one man should die in order that the
whole nation should not perish. So, in order to
save the nation, they put the one man to death;
nevertheless, the whole nation miserably perished,
and for the very reason that they rejected Jesus
in order to save themselves.

Now we will say this, that any law which
works injustice to a single individual in a nation,
is an unjust law; and the man that talks about
securing liberty for the multitude by means of a
law which shall deprive a few equally deserv-
ing persons of their liberty, shows that he does
not understand the first principles of liberty and
justice, but is at heart a tyrant. True liberty
knows no favoritism. It may seem to some of the
Sunday-law workers that liberty for the people
can be obtained only by a law which will de-
prive some people of their liberty; but they will
find in the end, that they are grievously mistaken,
as did the Jewish people who crucified Christ
in order that they might retain their nationality.
Their ideas of liberty, and of gaining it, are just
such ideas as were held by Napolcon, who, in
order’ to gain his ends, which no doubt he forced
himself to believe were for the good of the people,
heartlessly sacrificed thousands of men. When
people find that in their supposed march to lib-
erty they are obliged to trample upon the rights
of a single individual, they should halt, and take
that as a sure indication that they are onthe wrong
road.

Referring to the observers of the seventh day
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as in the front rank of opposers to the Sunday-
law movement, he said that they constituted but
one per cent. of the population, and added, “And
yet they would have the other ninety-nine per
cent. yield their convictions in this matter.” To
this we have to say, first, that the observers of the
«seventh day do not ask anybody to yield their
convictions, unless their convictions are that every-
one who does not observe Sunday should be
deprived of their civil rights. Sunday-law advo-
cates profess to think that the opposers of their
movement want to deprive them of their rest-
day. Nothing could be more untrue. The op-
posers of the Sunday law are perfectly willing
that everybody who wishes to keep Sunday should
be allowed the fullest liberty to do so, and be
protected in his worship on that day to the fullest
extent. We challenge Mr. Crafts, or any of his
co-workers, to quote a single line from any op-
poser of the Sunday law, whether he be Christian,
Jew, or infidel, which could possibly be construed
as indicating any desire whatever to deprive any
individual of the fullest liberty to rest and to
worship on Sunday. The intolerance is all on
the other side. It is the Sunday-law advocates
-who have such overweening ambition to rule, that
they cannot enjoy their Sunday rest so long as
any person who differs with them is granted free-
dom of action. The opposers of the Sunday-law

movement simply ask equal and exact justice for.

all.

Again, by his statement that the seventh-day
people, who, as he says, form one per cent. of the
population, would have the other ninety-nine per
cent. yield their convictions in this matter,
he conveys the idea that ninety-nine per
cent. of the population of the United States have
decided convictions in favor of Sunday. Now

" if that were true, they would not be asking for a
Sunday law. If ninety-nine per cent. of the pop-
ulation of the United States were conscientious
observers of the Sunday, the day would be ob-
served so strictly thatthe labor that would be done
by the one per cent. would not make a ripple on
the surface of society. DBut let us look at figures
for a moment. The population of the United
States is about sixty-five million, but the number
of church-members in the United States, both
Protestant and Catholic, is not more than thirteen
million. That is, only twenty per cent. of the
people of the United States are even nominally
Christian. This is a good deal less than ninety-
nine per cent., but not all of these church-members
are desirous of a Sunday law. We have in our
possession the statements of prominent religious
workers to the effect that the larger part of the
present disregard for Sunday is due to members
of churches. It is repeatedly stated that if it
were not for the patronage of church-members
the Sunday newspaper could not exist. Cer-
tainly, then, the conviction that Sunday should
be observed strictly cannot be overwhelmingly
strong, even among the small minority of the peo-
ple who are nominally Christian. Then there
are many thousands of people who conscientiously
observe the first day of the week, who are as
strongly opposed to a Sunday law as any seventh-
day person can possibly be. Mr. Crafts himself
only claims ten million petitioners for the Sunday
law; but the analysis of the petition presented to
Congress shows that only a few hundred people
actually signed the petition; and it is making a
very liberal estimate to say that the entire num-
ber of people in the United States, who are zeal-
ous for a Sunday law, is less than a million. So

then we may say that one per cent. of the popula-
tion desire a Sunday law, and are determined to
have it in spite of the opposition, and the passive
indifference, of the other ninety-nine per cent.

Mr. Crafts says: “It is a very shallow objection,
the attempt to charge that thisis at the bottom of
a Catholic conspiracy to put Catholicism in this
country.” We do not know of anybody who
makes this charge. We know very well that
the Roman Catholies are not at the bottom of
this movement. We should not think any the
worse of it if they were. We know that there
are many Catholics who are opposed to it. All
the wickedness in the world does not result from
what is called Catholicism, neither is all the
goodness bound up in Protestantism. Those
who are engineering this Sunday movement call
themselves Protestants, but they have not the
faintest conception of what Protestantism is.
Protestantism derives its name from the protest
of the German Princes at the Diet of Spires
against religious interference with the Government
and the rights of the people. A man is not nec-
essarily a Protestant because he calls himself one.
When these professed Protestants labor for the
very thing against which the German Princes
protested, they show that they are not Protest-
ants, but Papists, at heart.

Mr. Crafts devoted a little time to the consid-
eration of the objection that the Sunday law
would be unconstitutional. His answer is as fol-
lows: “In cases where it has been carried up to
the Supreme Court of the State the decisions have
been without reserve that such laws are perfectly
constitutional. It seems strange that this cry
should still be raised, and the curious thing about
it isthat in the papers that publish these objee-
tions there is not the slightest intimation of the
decisions of the courts in this matter.” A fitting
answer to this is the following incident related of
that eminent lawyer, Henry W. Paine, of Maine.
One day Mr. Paine was riding in a horse-car,
reading a sheep-skin-bound volume of law reports.
An acquaintance hailed him, and said, “See here,
Paine, do you have to study law still?” < This
is not law,” said Paine. “Itis only a collection
of decisions of the Massachusetts Supreme Court.”
Soit may be said of the Supreme Court decisions
that Sunday laws are constitutional. They are
not law. They are not justice. They cannot
make wrong right.  Just as Chief Justice Taney’s
decision in the Dred Scott case did not make
slavery any more constitutional than it was be-
fore.

Mr. Crafts claims that the clause of the first
amendment of the Constitution, which says that
Congress shall not prohibit the free exercise of re-
ligion, is infringed in this country. He says:
“Certainly it is an infringement of the free exer-
cise of religion, when the public service is so
managed that hundreds and thousands of em-
ployes in the service of the Government cannot
have their rightful privilege accorded them. No
deeply conscientious Christian man can take an
office in the whole Post-office Department. No
man who has a strict conscience can either be a
postmaster or a post-office clerk, and I say it is an
infringement on the  free exercise of religion.”
What about the man who has conscience in the
observance of the seventh day? He cannot oc-
cupy any position in the Post-office Department,
because the post-officc is regularly open contin-
ually on Saturday, when his conscientious convie-
tions compel him to refrain from all labor. Mr.
Crafts does not expect that this condition of things

will ever be changed. On the contrary, he in-
tends to make it even more uncomfortable for
them than it is at present. Therefore, according
to Mr. Crafts’s own statement, he and his followers
intend to perpetuate that infringement of the
Constitution. We have never heard a Sunday-
law advocate admit more plainly that the pass-
age of a strict Sunday law would prohibit the
free exercise of religion.

But as a matter of fact, the keeping open of
post-offices on Sunday does not interfere in the
slightest degree with the free exercise of a man’s
religion. Any man who has conscience in re-
gard to Sunday will keep it. There is no law
compelling him to accept a position under the
Government. There are thousands of people who
keep Sunday strictly, just as there are other
thousands who keep Saturday strictly, who have
never dreamed that they were being interfered
with,—that their religious freedom was infringed
by the mere fact that somebody else worked
while they were resting.

One more point in Mr. Crafts’s speech we will
notice, and then leave him for the present. He
said: “We will now notice the work of the sev-
enth-day Christian people who are doing so much
in this country to disturb the objects which we
seek. I have been criticised for calling this peo-
ple Saturdarians. They say that I have viewed
that work a little uncharitably; but we claim
that they make a fetich of Saturday.” If “Sat-
urdarians” is a proper term to apply to those
who observe the seventh day, then “Sundarians”
must be a proper term to apply to those who ob-
serve the first day of the week. Mr. Crafts
would undoubtedly think us uncharitable if we
should apply it to him.

Mr. Crafts says that the seventh-day people
make a fetich of Saturday. Let us look into this
matter. A fetich, according to Webster, is “a
material thing, living or dead, which is made the
object of brutish and superstitious worship, as
among certain African tribes.” Now Mr. Crafts
charges seventh-day people of making a fetich of
Saturday, because they observe it strictly. Sup-
pose we look at the other side. Mr. Crafts and
his fellow-workers make a great parade of their
conscientious regard for Sunday. Now if the sim-
ple fact that seventh-day people observe Saturday
strictly is evidence that they make a fetich of it,
then it must be that Mr. Crafts makes a fetich of
Sunday. Indeed, he is a hundred fold more open
to the charge of fetichisn than seventh-day peo-
ple are, for whereas seventh-day people are strict
observers of Saturday for themselves only, Mr.
Crafts not only observes Sunday strictly, but de-
sires to compel everybody else to do so. Thisis one
of the characteristics of fetichism ; for it is well
known that nothing will more quickly exasperate
the ignorant devotee than to have people lightly
regard his fetich. He not only holds it in su-
perstitious reverence, but he thinks that everybody
else ought to do the same; and the less worthy
the object of his worship is of adoration, the more
intense is his desire to have other people give
homage to it, and the more intensely is he excited
when it is disregarded.

Still further may we turn Mr. Crafts’s charge
upon himself. A fetich, as before quoted, is the
object of superstitious worship. “Superstition,”
as defined by Webster, is “ extreme and unneces-
sary scruples in the observance of religious rites
not commanded.” Now there is nowhere in the
Bible a command for the observance of Sunday.
We defy any individual to produce even a sem-
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blance of such a command. Mr. Crafts manifests
extreme scruples in the observance of Sunday,
and it is certain that he manifests unneces-
sary scruplés, in that he wishes to compel others
to do so against their will. Therefore his regard
for it is superstition ; and since a fetich is the ob-
ject of superstitious worship, we have proved con-
clusively that Mr. Crafts makes a fetich of Sun-
day. The columns of the SENTINEL are open to
him to clear himself from this charge if he can.

E I W.

“All MustRest, or None Can.”

THE statement is made in various ways by the
advocates of Sunday legislation that the possibil-
ity of rest for any is contingent upon compulsory
resting on the part of all. If this be true, no one
has ever had a day of rest, and no one has such
a day at the present time. Those who advocate
stricter Sunday legislation urge, as a prominent
reason, that hundreds of thousands of people are
now engaged in business on Sunday; this being
the fact, and the logic of the claim which stands
at the head of this article being correct, the most
devout, who give Sunday wholly to worship and
deeds of love, do not yet have a day of rest,
neither can they have until the whole are compelled
to rest, for their sakes. Putting the facts along-
side this claim is sufficient answer to the claim.
They show it to be false. Several other facts
show the same thing. Devout Jews in all lands,
and through all the centuries, though often per-
secuted and bitterly opposed, have conscientiously
and successfully rested from their labors and bus-
iness, not only upon the Sabbath, but upon many
other religious festivals. If there were no other
facts in histéry bearing on this point, other than
those in connection with the Hebrew nation, the
foregoing claim would be absolutely condemned.
For more than two centuries in the United States,
the Seventh-day Baptists, and in later years the
Seventh-day Adventists as well, have observed
the Sabbath strictly, finding no trouble in secur-
ing a day of rest and worship, though in “the in-
significant minority”—as the friends of Sunday
legislation describe them—and in the midst of the
world’s busiest day. What is needed to secure a
day of rest and worship, or, better still, “keep the
Sabbath according to the commandment,” is a con-
science toward God, and a determination to obey
him. Al else is valueless, and the strictest legis-
lation does no more than create a legal holiday,

The arguments upon which men attempt to
base statements like that which heads this article,
are futile, illogical, and deceptive. Facts deny
the statement, and the attempted argument based
upon the statement is destructive of regard for
God and of conscience toward him. Not the out-
ward compulsion of civil law, but the inward
choice of the heart, settles the question,and regard
for any day as a Sabbath will be destroyed in
proportion as men induce themselves to believe
that such regard must depend upon similar re-
gard on the part of others, or upon the fact that
others do or do not cease from their labors. Ii
would be as logical to ask civil legislation to for-
bid all profanity, upon the claim that the ability
to refrain from taking the name of the Lord in
vain on the part of one depended upon compell-
ing all thus to refrain. e who respects God as
he ought will not take his name in vain, though
he dwell in the midst of blasphemy. He who re-
gards the Sabbath as he ought will observe it as
God requires, though he dwell in the midst of
those who forget God, and trample upon his law.
—Sabbath Recorder.

A Puzzled Reader.

A FEw weeks ago we copied without comment
an article from the New York Tribune, in review
of a speech made by Col. E. F. Shepard, in which
he claimed that God’s seventh day was man’s
first day. The writer of that article showed so
clearly the absurdity of Mr. Shepard’s theology,
and held him up to public ridicule so successfully,
that we did net deem it necessary to add anything.
But it seems that some have made the mistake of
thinking that we indorsed Mr. Shepard’s muddled
theology, as is shown by the following letter re-
ceived ‘from an honest man in Columbus, Ohio.
We quote the letter in full:—

“To-day I received the last number of the SENnTI-
NEL, dated April 24. Although I am a disbeliever in
any kind of divine revelation, I read the SENTINEL
with much interest, as it is a live paper. In the ar-
ticle headed, ‘The Seventh and First Days of the
Week Are the Same,” I struck a snag. It may be
that my skepticism is at fault, and that I do not cor-
rectly understand the wording of the Bible. In the
article referred to I find the following passage : ‘ The
first Sabbath was God’s seventh and man’s first day.
Thus God’s seventh day of rest after the creation was
man’s first day of existence, so that his first Sabbath
of rest was his first day, although it was God’s seventh

)

da‘}"This statement is not in harmony with chapters
one and two of Genesis. There we find it asserted,
twenty-third verse, ‘And the evening and the morn-
ing were the fifthday.’ Twenty-sixth, ‘And God said,
Let us make man in our image, after our likeness.’
Twenty-seventh, ‘And God created man in his own
image.” Thirty-first, ‘ And God saw everything that
he had made, and behold it was very good, and the
evening and the morning were the sixth day.’ Gen.
2:2says, ‘And on the seventh day God ended the
work which he had made ; and he rested on the sev-
enth day from all his work.’

“Now the day on which it is claimed that man was
created, was the sixth, corresponding to our Friday;
and on the day following, which we call Saturday,
God rested from his work and sanctified it. In con-
sideration of these statements, or, rather, according to
these assertions, it must be wrong to say, ‘ Thus, God’s
seventh day of rest was man’s first day of existence,’
for on that first Saturday man had already existed one
day ; that Saturday was the second day of man’s exist-
ence, according to my reckoning, which may be mis-
guided, as I do not wear colored spectacles. My eyes
must be at fault; else I cannot understand that you
learned gentlemen did not point out the flaw in the
argument of Col. Elliott F. Shepard. If you would
deem it advisable to enlighten me on the subject, I
would be under many obligations to you.”

We do not think that our good friend needs
any enlightenment. e seems to be able to read
the English language quite intelligently ; and we do
not know of anybody who could state the facts in re-
gard to the record in the first and second chapters
of Genesis any better than he has done. Mr.
Shepard’s statement that the first and seventh days
are the same is a self-evident absurdity. All the
enlightenment that our correspondent needs is
to understand that the Sunday-law business is
contrary to reason and revelation, and that he
must not be surprised at any fraud or absurdity
that he may find in connection with arguments
for it. Mr. Shepard has been chosen as the
head of this great (ir)religious movement ; and by
virtue of his position as pastor of pastors, he finds
himself obliged to give instruction to the clergy-
men of the United States ; and, like anybody else
who presumes to talk about that of which he
knows nothing, he naturally makes many foolish
statements.  Still we would not be unnecessarily
harsh on Mr. Shepard, for, although he is not a
theologian, he makes full as good an argument
for Sunday and Sunday laws as any doctor of
divinity ever did; which only goes to show that
what is needed for the success of the Sunday
cause is, not knowledge, but power,

Sunday Laws Antichristian.

TaE Pearl of Days (New York Mail and Ex-
press) of February 8 contained an article en-
titled, “The Sabbath and the Individual,” by
Rev. George S. Mott, D. D., the vice-president of
the American Sabbath Union for New Jersey,
from which we quote the following measons why
Sunday laws and their penalties must be made
universal ;:—

“The person who keeps the law must not be put
out and disadvantaged thereby,and this would be the
case were there no penalties for breaking Sabbath
laws. The merchant who closes his store might find
that his neighbor who keeps open on Sunday was
drawing away a trade which belongs to him. Now
we must not permit the Sunday-keeping merchant to
be the loser because he regards the law, and so must
it be with all kinds of labor. Let public sentiment in
favor of Sunday law die away, and try to popularize
in this country the Sunday of France, and the Ameri-
can will not be protected in his day of rest. Thus he
would be compelled to work on that day or lose his
situation. No public conscience or statutes will be on
his side.”

This is one of the most common arguments for
a Sunday law, and is urged by doctors of divin-
ity who claim to be working in the interests of
the gospel and pure morality; but to our mind it
is one of the strongest evidences of the anti-
christian character of all Sunday legislation. A
Christian is a follower of Christ, that is, a follower
of his example and teaching. Now let us quote
a few words from his lips, that we may have his
statements concerning what must be done by
those who follow him:—

Matt. 5:10-12: “Blessed are they which are
persecuted for righteousness’ sake; for theirs is
the kingdom of Heaven. Blessed are ye, when
men shall revile you, and persecute you, and shall
say all manner of evil against you falsely, for my
saké. Rejoice, and be exceeding glad, for great
is your reward in Heaven ; for so persecuted they
the prophets which were before you.”

Luke 6:22, 26: « Blessed are ye, when men
shall hate you, and when they shall separate you
from their company, and shall reproach you, and
cast out your name as evil, for the son of man’s
sake.” “Woe unto you, when all men shall
speak well of you! for so did their fathers to the
false prophets.”

Matt. 7:13, 14: “Enter ye in at the strait
gate; for wide is the gate, and broad is the way,
that leadeth to destruction, and many there be
which go in thereat; because strait is the gate,
and narrow is the way, which leadeth unto life,
and few there be that find it.”

Matt. 16:24, 25: «“Then said Jesus unto his
disciples, If any man will come after me, let him
deny himself, and take up his cross, and follow
me. Ifor whosoever will save his life shall lose
it; and whosoever will lose his life for my sake
shall find it.”

Luke 14:27: “And whosoever doth not bear
his cross, and come after me, cannot be my disci-
ple.”

John 15:18-20: «If the world hate you, ye
know that it hated me before it hated you. If ye
were of the world, the world weuld love his own;
but because ye are not of the world, but I have
chosen you out of the werld, therefore the world
hateth you. Remember the word that I said
unto you, The servant isnot greater than his lord.
If they have persecuted me, they will also perse-
cute you; if they have kept my saying, they will
keep yours also.”

John 16:33: “In the world ye shall have
tribulatien; but be of good cheer, I have over-
come the world.”
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The American Sabbath Union proposes to
change this order of things that Christ prophe-
sied should exist. He said that as it was before
+his first advent, so it should be till the end of time :
the righteous should be evil spoken of by the
world, and would have greater difficulty in mak-
ing a living. He expressly told his followers
that they would be cast out even as he had been;
that they could not plan for ease in this life, and
at the same time secure the life to come. He
taught them that, when there was a question of
right and wrong, they should not parley, nor take
anxious thought as to what they should eat or
drink or wherewithal they should be clothed,
if they should pursue a right course, but that
they should first seek the kingdom of God and
his righteousness, and trust him for their neces-
sary support. He expressly stated that if a man
did not take up his cross and deny himself, he
could not be his disciple.

Now, suppose the American Sabbath Union
succeeds in getting laws upholding the Christian
religion, and making it easy for a man to profess
Christianity, making it impossible for him to suf-
fer any loss thereby, what would be the result?
It would simply show that the Christianity that
was thus professed wasnot Christianity at all, but
a false profession thereof. By their claiming that
they are going to have the religion of Christ re-
spected, and to secure those who profess it from
being put to disadvantage, they are doing their
best to prove that Christ was a false prophet.
But this cannot be done. Christ spoke truth.
He did not say that the majority of men would
reject truth because he wanted them to do so,
but because he knew just what they would do.
National Reformers may say as much as they
please that, although their laws will make it easy
for men to profess Christianity and to comply
with the outward forms of it, they will not hinder
them from being real Christians at heart, and
true followers of Christ; but before they can
make their claim good, they will have to prove
that the Bible is untrue.

Jesus said: “ Broad is the way that leadeth to
destruction, and many there be which go in
thereat;” and that the way to life is narrow,
and that few will find it. But the American
Sabbath Union proposes to make the way to life
so broad that nobody can help finding it; and
then if anybody has a desire to follow the Saviour,
and to walk in the narrow path, it will pursue
him with a goad and compel him to walk in the
broad way. But “the Scripture cannot be
broken.” The broad way will be till the end of
time the way to destruction. And so, when the
National Reformers shall have succeeded in get-
ting their system of Christianity so protected by
civil law that nobody can suffer any inconven-
ience in obeying its demands, they will simply
have succeeded in changing the truth of God into
a lie, and in leading people to destruction while
making them believe that they are leading them
to everlasting life.

Christ never authorized anybody to offer ease
and comfort as an inducement for people to fol-
low him. He had no ease while on earth, and
he said that it is enough that the servant be as
his Lord. When he sent Anpanias to baptize
Saul of Tarsus, he said, “I will show him how
great things he must suffer for my sake.” The
American Sabbath Union says: “ We must show
men how little they will have to suffer, and how
prosperous they may be in business, for the Lord’s

gake,” Isit not antichrist?

‘When a man came to Christ, saying, “Master,
I will follow thee whithersoever thou goest,” he
replied : “The foxes have holes, and the birds of
the air have nests; but the Son of man hath not
where to lay his head.” He was “a man of sor-
rows, and acquainted with grief,” and he says, «If
they have called the Master of the house Beelze-
bub, how much more shall they call them of his
household ?”  But the American Sabbath Union
proposes to make Christianity very popular;
therefore it proposes to lead men away from Christ
and pure Christianity.

The apostle Paul says, “If we suffer, we shall
also reign with him ;” but the American Sabbath
Union proposes to make it impossible for any-
body to reign with Christ, by making it impossi-
ble for anybody to suffer with him. Again he
says of the children of God that they are “heirs
of God, and joint heirs with Christ; if so be that
we suffer with him, that we may also be glorified
together.” But the American Sabbath Union
says that it must not be possible for anybody to
be made to suffer for Christ. Therefore we say
that the American Sabbath Union is an anti-
christian institution, devoted to the suppression
of pure Christianity, and the propagation of hy-
pocrisy and dead formalism ; and to just that ex-
tent, also, is it an enemy of mankind. Let every
lover of pure Christianity and of his fellow-men
work heart and soul against its iniquitous work.

E. J. W.

>«

How Mrs. Bateham Shows Up the
Adventists.

In the Christion Statesman of April 11, Mrs.
J. C. Bateham writes an article headed, “The
Seventh-day Adventists and the Sabbath.” We
propose to examine it in connection with another
article written by her, on the same page, entitled,
“Sabbath Rest and How to Maintain It.” In
the first-mentioned article she says:—

“The Seventh-day Adventists are circulating in
many of the States petitions to Congress against any
legislation in favor of aday of rest. They say the ul-
timate intent of Blair’s Sunday-Rest bill is to compel
people to attend church ; that it is to help the Catho-
lics; that a union of Church and State will be the re-
sult, and various other things, all of which are of
course false.”

Yes, some of the Adventists are circulating
that protest, and scores of other people, of all
classes, are doing the same thing. Whether it is
the intent of the Sunday-law advocates to get
people to church, we shall see further on. Al
though many of the Catholics do not favor the
Sunday-Rest bill, yetit is in the direct line of the
fundamental principles of their church. That
was the first church that ever asked a civil gov-
ernment to enforce an article of church diseipline
by the passage of a Sunday-Rest law. That law
was the first step in a union of Church and
State, which logically culminated in the tribunals
of the Inquisition. That law was passed on the
principle that the State has a right to define and
protect religion, and that protection means com-
pulsion.

“ The proper object of government is to protect all per-
sons in the enjoyment of their religious as well as civil
rights, and not to determine for any whether they shall es-
teem one day above the other, or esteem all days alike holy.”
“ Let the National Legislature once perform an act which
involves the decision of a religious controversy, and it
will have passed its legitimate bounds. The precedent
will then be established, and the foundation laid, for that
usurpation of the divine prerogativein this country which
has been the desolating scourge to the fairest portions of
the Old World.” “All religious despotism commences by
combination and influence, and when that influence be-

gins to operate upon the political institutions of a country
the civil power goon bends under it; and the catastrophe
of other nations furnishes an awful warning of the conse-
quence.” “Among all the religious persecutions with which
almost every page of modern history 8 stained, no victim
ever suffered but for the violation of what government de-
nominated the law of God.”—U. 8. Senate Report, 1829.

Mrs. Bateham says, “all” of these statements
of the Adventists “are of course false.” What
an easy matter it is for her to do away with the
arguments of an opponent. “Of course.” That
is all she needs to say, and the thing is settled.
“Of course.” Isn’t that conclusive reasoning?
What more could be asked for? Is she not a
prominent official of the Woman’s Christian Tem-
perance Union? and are not their decisions au-
thoritative when they speak ex cathedra? She
has traveled enough, and surely she ought to
know whether a thing is so or not. But if she
feels so assured that everybody will take it as a
matter “of course” that “all” the statements
made by the Adventists on this subject are
“false,” why does she waste her precious time and
the valuable space of the Statesman by noticing
them at all? 'We apprehend she has met argu-
ments backed up by evidence which she cannot
refute, and that is why she asks the people to ac-
cept her statements as a matter “of course,” with-
out any effort at reasoning or production of proof.
She says further:—

“The bill is designed to save our State Sabbath
laws from destruction as the result of the National
Government having allowed postal and other work
and interstate commerce on Sunday, and to secure a
weekly day of rest to the laborers who are among the
largest class of petitioners.”

Doctor Crafts alsosays in the same paper, that
“the national law is needed to make the State
laws complete and effective.”

This shows that when the national law is se-
cured we shall stand in an entirely different rela-
tion to the State laws than we do at the present
time. Many of the State lawsare now practically
useless, for reasons given above, hence they ask
for a national law to makée the State laws “ef-
fective.” Now listen to this:—

“If made into alaw it will no more compel church-
going than do our own State laws, and will have no
more tendency to bring about a union of Church and
State than these State laws under which we have
lived since States were formed.”

That is to say, that when the State laws be-
come “complete and effective” they will produce
no different results than are seen at the present

“time, while they are incomplete and ineffective.

In other words, because the horrors which attend
a union of Church and State are not experienced
while the union is ineffective, therefore there is
nothing to be feared when it becomes effective.
Still air never blows anybody away, therefore how
can a cyclone be dangerous?

Mrs. Bateham says further, in her last-men-
tioned article:—

“ Senator Blair’s Sunday-Rest bill, prepared at the
request of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union,
and in response to the first two millions of petitions,
is in the main entirely satisfactory to us.”

She must, then, regard it as a law that will do
some good, else it would not be “entirely satisfac-
tory” to her. Now, how must Sunday be kept
in order to be beneficial according to the expe-
rienced judgment of Mrs. Bateham? She says:—

“I have spent many months in the countries of
Europe and in the West Indies, and have traveled
over a large portion of this country and of England,
and have everywhere made a careful study of the
Sabbath as affecting the people in their home life and
national life, their mind and their bodies, their mor-
als and their religion, and I everywhere find that the
more carefully the day is kept as a day for rest and
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worship, by families and nations, the more they are
prospered.”

Notice, it must be “kept as a day for rest and
worship,” and by the Nation as well as by the
family. Doctor Crafts and Joseph Cook agree
with this sentiment precisely, and so do all the
other leaders of the Sunday-law movement. Well,
how must people use Sunday in order that it may
be “kept as a day for rest and worship”? Mrs.
Bateham answers:—

“ We want it for the purposes for which God de-
signed it when he bade us keep it holy, not for frivol-
ity and amusement, not for sleep and idleness, not for
the Sunday newspaper with its demoralizing litera-
ture, but for reading which is elevating and improv-
ing, including the word of God, and for attendance
upon church services ; a practice which I believe does
more than almost anything else to insure prosperity
in this world and happiness in the next.”

Dr. R. O. Post, at the Illinois State Sunday-
law Convention for 1888, said :—

“There is no kind of recreation that isproper or
profitable on Sunday, outside of the home or the
sanctuary.”

Now let us put this argument together :—

1. The only kind of Sabbath observance that
amounts to anything, or is at all satisfactory, is
that which regards it “as a day for rest and wor-
ship.”> “The experience of centuries shows that
you will in vain endeavor to preserve Sunday as
a day of rest, unless you preserve it as a day of
worship,” says Joseph Cook.

2. Senator Blair’s Sunday-Rest bill “is in the
main entirely satisfactory” to Mrs. Bateham and
her co-laborers.

3. Therefore the spirit and intent of that bill
must be to secure worship as well as rest, because
that is the only kind of observance that is “entirely
satisfactory.” And Mrs. Bateham tells us that this
includes “reading which is elevating and improv-
ing, including the word of God,” and “attendance
upon church services.”

If they will work to secure an amendment of
the Constitution, the purpose of which is to main-
tain religious instruction in the public schools,
and then compel all the children in the land to
attend these schools to receive this instruction,
why should they not compel them to attend
church on Sunday and receive a little more of
that same kind of instruction? Most assuredly
they will. And if they will compel the children,
why not the parents? Don’t the parents need
moral and religious instruction as much as the
children? If it is the duty of the State to take
in hand the moral and religious training of her
children, as a matter of civil policy, to insure her
own preservation and prosperity in this world, is
it not as clearly her duty to see that the parents
are cared for in this same regpect? This is the
way they will reason.

Senator Blair’s Sunday bill is to “be construed,
so far as possible,” in such a way as “to secure to
the whole people . . . their mental and
moral culture” on Sunday, and no one need tell
us that they will not so construe it. But how are
they going to attend to the moral culture of the
people on Sunday unless the people go to the
places provided for moral culture? To say that
the spirit of the Blair Sunday bill enforces church
attendance would be but a slight trespass upon
language compared with the claim that the fourth
commandment enjoins Sunday-keeping.

The more they deny that the prime object of
all Sunday laws is to help the church, and to get
people to church, the more do they expose the
hypocrisy of their scheme. They claim that the
State has a right to enforce any measure which

will insure prosperity in this world, and Mrs.
Bateham says, *“ Attendance upon church services
[is] a practice which I believe does more than al-
most anything else to insure prosperity in this
world.” What, then, is to hinder them from
compelling people to go to church as soon as
they get the power in their hands? Just nothing
at all. If they believe it is right to attend
church, they will have no trouble to persuade
themselves that everybody ought to be compelled
by law to do it. Here is their principle:—

“To compel men to do wrong, of course is wrong;
but to compel them to do right, is right.”—Pope Pel-
agius, 4. D.556.

The Blair Sunday-Rest bill and religious
amendment contain every feature necessary to
the establishment of a religious despotism in these
United States. That the leaders in this move-
ment. are determined to succeed, and to make
these laws “effective” does not admit of a doubt.
If the laws in some of the States are to be made
any more “ effective” than they have already been,
may Heaven protect from the fiendish persecu-
tions of their bigoted inquisitors the poor Chris-
tian souls who, with Elijah and Daniel, Christ
and his apostles, the prophets of the old dispen-
sation, and the martyrs of the new, dare to serve
God according to the dictates of their own con-
sciences, and refuse to bear allegiance in the
realm of morals and religion to any king but
God. A. DELOs WESTCOTT.

-

Some Inconsistencies of National Re-
form.

Ir the future work of National Reformers fol-
lows in the line indicated by their present utter-
ances, it will present to the world one of the
sublimest spectacles of inconsistency witnessed by
modern times. One of the secretaries of the
National Reform Association, Rev. M. A. Gault,
in a decree against those who dissent from his
theories, says :(—

“Qur remedy for all these malefic influences is to
have the Government simply set up the moral [di-
vine] law and recognize God’s authority behind it,
and lay its hand on any religion that does not conform
to it” (i. e., the divine law.)

This is a “remedy” which possibly, like many
other so-called remedies, would only aggravate
the disease. Does Mr. Gault mean to assert that
should the Government grant the National Re-
formers license to dose out their “remedy,” all
will thereby be made righteous, and thus the
millennium begin? This must be his thought,
for the Bible says, “It shall be our righteous-
ness, if we observe to do all these commandments
before the Lord our God, as he hath commanded
us.”  Deut. 6:25. Now one of those command-
ments says, “Thou shalt not take the name of the
Lord thy God in vain.” Jesus says, “ Out of the
abundance of the heart the mouth speaketh.”
Matt. 12:34. Then if a man blasphemes, it is
because he has it in his heart. So then if this
proposed “remedy” effects a cure for the man, it
must change his heart.

Again, we are warned against the Joss-house
and its idol worship. “The Government must
establish a standard of religion or admit anything
that is called religion,” and then “lay its hand on
any religion that does not conform to it.” The
first commandment says, “Thou shalt have no
other gods before me.” Paul says, “Mortify
therefore your members which are upon the
earth; fornication, uncleanness, inordinate affec-
tion, evil concupiscence, and covetousness, which
isidolatry.” Col. 3:5. Now, we are exceedingly

anxious to know how these doctors are going to
apply their “remedy ” to that particular form of
idolatry which Paul warns against? A man does
not “conform” to God’s law when he covets; he
is an idolater, and violates not only the tenth
precept but also the first.

Do these men mean what they say? If they
do, then they design to invent some means by
which to control men’s thoughts. If the patent
has not run out perhaps Rome will loan them her
inquisitorial machine, and although a little rusty
from recent disuse, it would be an excellent appli-
ance in the administration of their “remedy.” To
be consistent, National Reformers should adopt
this Papal plan as the most efficient process for
the prohibition of free thought that has ever yet
been devised.

Let us glance further to see the consistency of
enforcing upon the citizens of the United States
cbedience to God’s law. Paul says, “The carnal
mind is not subject to the law of God, neither
indeed can be.” Rom. 8:7. Are not the great
mass of citizens of the United States carnally
minded ?—Yes; and this is stating the case very
mildly. Very well; then they can’t “conform”
to the law of God till they are converted and
possess the Spirit of God. So these doctors, in
their arrogant assumptions, have set themselves
about the huge task of accomplishing an impossi-
bility. O consistency! thou art a precious
jewel, but as yet undiscovered in the realm of
National Reform.

The gospel of Jesus Christ is the power of God
unto salvation to everyone that believeth.
Rom. 1:16. The good result of obedience to
God’s law can be secured only by faith, not by
force. If the righteousness of the people is what
the National Reformers indeed seek, why do
they not apply the ZLord’s remedy, and not
their own? The fact that they utterly repudiated
Hon. Mr. McDougal’s speech recommending to
them the gospel for “malefic influences” is evi-
dence that that is not what they seek; they want
power, civil power, to enforce their “remedy.”
“State and religion” is what they want, says
Jouathan Edwards, and he continues, we “are
going to have i.” It must come, says M. A.
Gault, though the terrors of the “sword and the
bullet” become agents in its accomplishment. Is
it possible that the sentiments of this Jesuitical
order are about to be crystallized into American
fundamental law? Where are the champions of
American rights? Let them herald the note of
warning with trumpet tones, and let all true citi-
zens realize that “ eternal vigilance is the price of
liberty.” E. E. MArvIN.

Py
-

Invites Malice and Tyranny.

I rEGARD the Blair Sunday bilk as a distinct
attempt to enforce by legislation the observance
of Sunday, not merely as a day of rest, but as a
day of religious worship. This fact, which is
veiled in the opening clause of the bill, becomes
apparent in the closing section. It is a piece of
religious legislation, and being such is unconstitu-
tional. Even were it designed to secure only the
civil observance of the day, it is inexcusably
faulty, since it in no adequate way defines what
specific acts or classes of acts are violations of
the law, but leaves it to the complaining witness
to declare whether or not he has been “dis-
turbed.” This invites malice and tyranny.

The wording of the bill is so vague as to per-
mit it to be construed most arbitrarily and tyran-
nously., It is manifestly oppressive upon two
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classes of our people, the Jews and the Seventh-
day Adventists, whose religious convictions al-
ready compel them to observe the seventh day,
and who would, by this bill, be obliged to keep
two days in the week.

The bill will be supported by many well-mean-
ing people who fail to perceive that it is subver-
sive of political and religious liberty, and that it
is the opening wedge for countless measures which
will tend to recall us from American nineteenth-
century freedom, to the intolerance and oppres-
sion that more than two centuries ago drove the
protesting minority of the Old World to seek an
asylum of liberty on the shores of New England.

The proposed amendment to the Constitution is

an amusing composition, which, in section 1, pro-
vides against the establishing of religion in any
State, and in section 2 provides for the estab-
-lishment in each State of free public schools, in
which shall be taught “the principles of the
Christian religion”! Instead of an established
Christian church, we are to have an established
Christian school. And who shall decide on what
are “the principles of the Christian religion,”
when doctors of divinity disagree?—Rev. C. J.
Bartlett, in Reason.

o
—@-

Is It Republican?

PRESUMABLY, most of the readers of the AMER-
ICAN SENTINEL are accustomed to hearing the
term “republican America” applied to our own
beloved land. By this term we understand that
the United States possesses a form of government
which is distinctively republican. But a repub-
lic must be something in which each individual
can take a common interest, therefore, a true re-
publican government must be purely secular.
It would be possible to conceive of a religious re-
public only upon the supposition that all men
hold to the same points of religious faith and
practice. But this is purely a supposition, and
never has been and never can be true of our own
or ofany other earthly government. Consequently,
we repeat that the highest conception of a true
republic must be a government which is secular
and only secular in its administration.

We are led to make these remarks on account
of the growing tendency upon the part of many
journals, especially some of a religious character,
to regard the President as a sort of patriarch,
or general high priest for the Nation. If these

journals were of Roman Catholic persuasion, such

sentiments would not appear strange, although in
that case their allegiance would attach itself to
the old gentleman who has his headquarters in
the Vatican. But for American citizens to pick
up any of the religious acts of the chief magis-
trate of the Nation, and assume that there is in,
and by virtue of, these acts, a religious precedent
established which it is necessary for us as good
citizens to follow, is simply absurd. It is worse
than absurd, it is wicked; because it is stepping
from the light and progression of true political
liberty backward into the mental darkness and
moral degradation of Papal slavery. Because
Washington, immediately after his inanguration,
attended divine service, does that imply that all
the citizens of the Government which he had just
sworn to uphold, were to accept his example as con-
veying any official recognition of Christianity, or
of any other religion, for that matter? Certainly
not. Listen to his own statement, and see how
widely he severed religion from the State. In his
reply to certain Baptists who were fearful their

.whom he represents.

religious rights would be encroached upon, he
said :—

“ Every man who conducts himself as a good citi-
zen is accountable alone to God for his religious faith,
and should be protected in worshiping God accord-
ing to the dictates of his own conscience.”

And yet, judging from the intense anxiety
which seems to have been manifested by some
overzealous religionists in desiring that President
Harrison should attend church on. the centennial
of Washington’s inauguration, it would seem that
there must be some idea in their minds that by
this act the President would bind a certain
amount of religious obligation upon the people
This idea is nonsensical in
conception, and would be terribly unjust in its
application. As well might it be argued that in
case the President saw fit to be immersed in order
to carry out certain individual religious convic-
tions, it would be the bounden duty of every good
citizen to go and be immersed likewise. . A man
is permitted to hold any religious view he
chooses, and still be President of the United
States, but he is not permitted, nor is it
understood that by virtue of his official position
he has any right, to dictate that others shall sub-
scribe to his peculiar religious or irreligious ideas.

And this brings us to the consideration of the
proclamation recently issued by President Harri-
son himself concerning the observance of April
30, the centennial anniversary of Washington’s
inauguration. In the proclamation the state-
ment is made that the “ representatives of religious
creeds, both Christian and Hebrew, have memo-
rialized the Government to designate an hour for
prayer and thanksgiving on that day.” And “in
response to this pious and reasonable request”
Benjamin Harrison, in his official capacity as
President of the United States, does “recom-
mend ” that at a certain hour “the people of the
entire country repair to their respective places of
divine worship, to implore the favor of God,” etc.
Some may think that this entire proceeding was
eminently proper, and wonder why any objection
should be raised, but there are certainly some who
can see in such things as this the violation of the
first principles of individual rights.

Supposing that the “ representatives of religious
creeds” did desire to spend an hour in prayer and
thanksgiving on a certain day, did that make it
necessary for a proclamation to that effect to be
issued by the President? Even admitting that
these individuals were “representatives” of the
entire religious element of the country, and that
that religious element constituted the majority of
the population, that does not help the matter any
unless we are prepared to concede that “might
makes right,” and to deny entirely the individual
rights of conscience when opposed to the conscience
of the majority. The request for such a proc-
lamation as this (although perhaps signed by
many right-minded people) was virtually an at-
tempt to coerce the worship of others besides
themselves. If not, why did not these “represen-
tatives,” if they were representatives indeed, make
the necessary announcements to their respective
believers? This would certainly have been suf-
ficient for the ones directly interested. The fact
that they did not do so, but called upon the Presi-
dent instead, seems conclusive evidence of their
desire to have others brought to acquiesce in their
views by executive power.

But it may be said that the proclamation con-
tained no reference to executive power; thatit did
not command, but simply “recommended.” Ex-
actly ; no command was made, because no legal

right existed by which such a command could be
given. So of the despotism of the church in the
early centuries. It is a noticeable fact that at
first the requirements of the church were merely
requests, and then when the church began to have
influence in the affairs of State the civil power
was led to “recommend” that these desires be
complied with, and these recommendations soon
grew to be absolute commands, to disregard which
was considered not only heresy against the church
but treason against the Government as well. And
it was by just such steps as this that the imperial
or governing power became an imperious power
and a tyrannical despotism, under the complete
control of a combination of intolerant so-called
“representatives of religious creeds.” Let the
people of the United States take warning lest the
use of executive power to “recommend ” religious
ceremonies becomes an abuse of that power to
“command ” individual conscience, a domain so
sacred that even the power of civil authority
should hesitate to invade it.

‘We have not written the above because we are
opposed to Christianity, or to the service of God.
Far from it; we believe in Christianity with our
whole heart, and endeavor to practice its precepts,
and it is because of the high standard set by our
divine Lord that we do oppose all such abuse of
the secular power. Christ said, “My kingdom is
not of this world.” ¢« Whatsoever ye would that
men should do to you, do ye even so to them.”
These are our principles. Thanksgiving procla-
mations and all such proclamations as the one
referred to, in fact, any proclamation coming from
official source, requiring or recommending the
worship of God, is a virtual attempt of Cesar to
exact the tribute which God alone has the right
to require, and therefore we are opposed to it.

J. W. ScoLzs.

“The Principles of th? Christian Relig-

ion.’

WaAT are they? The amendment to the Con-
stitution proposed by Senator Blair calls for the
teaching of the principles of the Chiistian religion
in the public schools. It also provides that no
public money shall be appropriated to any school
in which “the -doctrines, tenets, belief, ceremo-
nials, or observances peculiar to any sect, denom-
ination, organization, or society, being, or claim-
ing to be, religious in its character,” are taught.

Are not the principles of the Christian relig-
ion to be found, then, in all the controverted doc-
trines of the popular churches of the land? The
reply is, “ They are to be found only in the doc-
trines in which they are all agreed.” Dut on
what are they all agreed? What principle or
doctrine of Christianity is not denied by some of
them? Is it all simmered down to the keeping
of Sunday, “the wild, solar holiday of all pagan
times”? If so, the Sunday-Rest bill is all that
is needed as a guide.

R. F. CoTTRELL.

TaE Denton (Texas) Chronicle of April 20
contains a screed on Sunday legislation, by a
lady who signs herself Jenny Bland Beauchamp,
in which she shows her ignorance of the question
by the statement that “two hundred and forty
thousand Knights of Labor and Associated En-
gineers signed the petition” for the passage of a
Sunday law. That is a bigger claim than even
Mr. Crafts ever made. If any more than two
Knights of Labor ever signed the petition it has
had a decided boom of late.
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“ | had no sooner laid eyes on the work than |
said, ‘Il must have it.”” Oliver Wendell Holmes.
“ This book has something to say that every ed-

ucated man wants to know.
Rev. Charles S. Robinson.

“Such geographical pictures are the best and
surest way ofteaching history. A H. Sayce,

K . Professor of I-ﬁstory,
University of Oxford, England.
. “The work is an extremely valuable one, from
its comprehensiveness and its accuracy.”

Dr. James McCosii.

“In my study you will find the great Unabridged
in a racK at my right hand and the Labberton in
a rack at my left.” Lew Wallace.
__“There is nothing to compare with it, especially
in modern history.”—The Nation.

“ Altogether the bestthing of the kind gublished
anywhere.” Geo. A Bacon,
Syracuse High School.

*“ The book is simply incomparable.”

Alfred S Roe,
Worcester High School.

“No teacher or student can afford to be with-
outit.” D. Il. Cochran,
Brooklyn Polytechnic Institute.

INew York City as a text-book in the Normal
College.

Philadelphia asa text-hook in the Boys’ High
School and Manual Training School.

Boston as a reference book in the High and
Latin Schools.

The Cvoveriiment «sa text-book at West Point
and Annapolis.

The State Universities of Indiana, Illinais,

Wisconsin, Minnesota, lowa, Kansas, Ne-
braska, etc.
Cloth, $3, Half-Sheep, $4*, Half-

Morocco, giltedges, $5.

PACIFIC PRESS PUBLISHING CO,
Oakland, Cal.

G. H. KRIECHBAUM,
DENTIST,
Office 854) Broadway, Corner Seventh, Oakland.

Office Hours--9 t0 12 a. m. and 1 to 5 p. m.

Rooms 17 and 18.

Fl BUSINESS COLLEGE

320 POST ST, S. F.
Life Scholarship $75.
SEND FOR CIRCULARS
Great Redaction in Pure Hide
By calling at oraddressing
to' 116 Front St., San Fran-
cisco, Cal., you will find it
%reater to your advantage
Gy examining my stock of
lue before you purchase
elsewhe e. I
. White Glue a specialty.
in Stock Pure Neat’s-foot Oil.
AL. GLUE WORKS, M. Hotje, Prop.
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Cram’s Superior Maps.

WANTED.—Satesmen for Cram’s Superior U. S.
and World Map, State Maps, Charts, etc.  They sell
rapidly because the people need them, want them
and will have them. Commission very liberal.
For terms and territory, address their general agent,

A.PCATTEBERRY,
KEENVILLE, - - ILLINOIS.

®IN THE HEARTS

OF THE m<-—

SD1ERRAS %

is acknowledged by all to be the finest work
ever published on this coast, and represents
the wonders of the

10 Semite Valley, Big Tree Gmes, Etc.,

The

THlS Beautifully Illustrated Volume

As no other work does.

FULL-PAGE ARTOTYPES

Are the most charmingly characteristic of any
illustrations ever produced, and are perfectly
true to life, having been photographed direct
from nature.

THE WOHDERFUL YO SEMITE

Is here presented in all its beauty and majesty,
and a perusal of its pages!will transport visitors
back again, in memory, through all its

MARVELOUS SCENES;

While to those who have never taken the trip,
this work will prepare them to anticipate the
pleasure in store for them when a journey
thither may be possible. Buy a copy for yourself,
and send one to each of your friends.

Prices of New and Improved Edition.

Fine English Cloth, embossed in jet and gold, $3 5
Fine English Cloth,embossed in jet and gold,

goldE"s ... 375
Full Sheep Library Style, 425
Half Morocco, gold edges .. 500
Full Morocco, gold edges . 600

Where we have no agent we will send books,
postage prepaid, at the above rates. Send money
by draft, money order, or by registered letter.

PACIFIC PEESS PUBLISHING CO.
Or 43 Bond St., New York. Oakland, Cal.

B

2 13Weals I
1s81eall In
alaN|ap 3

[
0O
N
(@]
|

LEADER OF THE AGE IN PRACTICAL IMPROVEMENTS.
DURABLE !

[history building! Sen Frandisco

PERFECT!

NOW READY.

Number 5o0fthe SENTINEL LIBRA-
Rif, entitled, the “Blair Educational
Amendment.” Price 3 Cents per copy;
I0Ocopies for $1.50, postpaid. Address.

Pacific Press Publishing; Co.,
Or 43 Bond St.,Y. Y. Oakland, Cal.

ANVASSERS WANTED.

Address, Pacific Press Pub. Co, Qakland
Cal.; or 43 Bond Street, New York City.

WEBSTER

"WEBSTERMN" A~
fONABRWcJ*
JDIOTIONAMIJI' ITSELF .

3000 more Words and nearly 2000 more Illustra”
tions than any other Américan Dictionary.

WEBSTER IS THE STANDARD
Authorléy in the Gov’t Printing Office, and with
the U. S Supreme Court. It’ls recommended
by the State Sup’ts of Schools in 36 States, and
by leading College Pres’ts of U. S. and Canada.

It isan invaluable companijon in every School
and at every Fireside.
Sold by all Booksellers. Pamphlet free.
G. &C. MERRIAM& CO., Pub’rs, Springfield,Mass.

THE SENTINEL LIBRARY

Will contain articles on the various phases of
the National Reform Movement = the Union of
Church and State, Civil and Religious Liberty,
etc. It jsthe design toreprint.in this library some,
and perhaps all, of the tracts in the package enti-
tied, “Views of National Reform, No. 1,” and also
to furnish many entirely new numbers,  Two new
numbers are now ready, No. 4, entitled “The Blair
Sunday-Rest Bill,” and No. 5, “The Blair Educa-
tional Amendment,” and many of the succeeding
numbers will be equally as valuable and timely:

THE SENTINEL:- LIBRARY

Will be uniform in size gpage about 5x7% inches).
Each number will contain from 8 to 56 pages,
and will have a neatly engraved cover deSI]gn.
Price, 75 cents per year” of 25 numbers. The fol-
lowing numbers aré now ready —

No. 1L The National Reformed Constitution.
Price, 3 cents.

No. 2. Religious Liberty. Price, 1 cent.

No. 3 The Evils of Religious Legislation.
Price, 1cent.

No. 4. The Blair Sunday-Rest Bill.
cents. .

No. 5. The Blair
Price, 3 cents.

No. 6. The Purity of National Religion. Price,
1 cent.

Price, 7
Educational Amendment.

_Orders can be filled for back numbers at any
time and in_any quantity desired, «seach numbger
is printed from electrofype plates. Liberal dis-
count when ordered in quantities. Address,

PACIFIC PRESS PUBLISHING CO,,
Or 43 Bond St., N. Y. Oakland, Cal.
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CIVIL
Government &Religion.

ALONZO T. JONES,

Oue of the Editors of the American Sentinel

Scriptural,Logical, Plain
and Forcible.

This important work shows_clearly the relation
that should exist between Church’and State at
the present time, as proven by the Bible and his-
tory of the past twenty-five cénturies.

“ CIVIL GOVERNMENT AND RELIGION”

Is a pamphlet of I7/Glarge octavo pages. Price 25
cents. Millions of copies should be placed in the
hands of thinking people at once. It clearly de-
fines what position we, as American _citizens,
should sustain toward the effort now on foot to se-
cure religious IqullsIatlon. Address,
PACIFIC PRESS PUBLISHING CO,,

12th and Castro Sts., Oakland, Cal.

Or 43Bond Street, New York.

Views of National Reform.

&ERIJBS 1.

This is a pamphlet of 151 pages, and contains all
that the package of 13 tracts formerly published
under the same_name contained. Thé volume is
Paged consecutively, has an index, so that an
ract may be instantly referred to, and 1s muc
more convenient and attractive than when issued
as.a package of separate tracts. Price, 15 cerntsw*,
with'liberal discount when ordered in gquantities.
Address, PACIFIC PRESS PUBLISHING CO.,

Or 43Bond St., NY. Oakland, 'Cab

SCIENTIFICAMERICAN

ESTABLISHED 1845.

Is the oldest and mos ular_scientific abd
mrmict e bt e T e
ings) IEHBHste%Ywegﬁyc *Send for.s enigragﬁ
%}{\.‘ rice $3 a year. ~Four mon < tha E]Y
N & 80 Publishers, %l%roadway, N.Y.

ARCHITECTS* BUILDERC
J Edition of Scientific American. NJ

A great success. Each Issue contajns colqred
I|tho%ra thlc plat .oﬁ city residen-
g?]Sou ublic’ bui

b am sc o4 tu%gpo S ravin
e B
25 Cts.a copy. P &%O., Publishe¥s. '

| be secnr-
erﬂagyappfymg
0o Mun

Co. who have
. ad over_ 40
X(e)oars’ ex erlencF ang have ma edp\‘:er 100~

_ 000 «applications for rican orel
i patents. for Handbook. Correspond-

ence strictly confidential.

TRADE MARKS.
ol L CUEDATE Tt eI b he Pt
immediaté nggtgctlon. Send foF Handbdok
o ORISR0t charcs maps
MUNN & CO., Patent Solicitors,
General Office: 3l Beoadwat, N.Y.
SOC'AL PURITY A vigorous and stirrinr]} ad-
, dresson SOCIALPURITY

by J. H. KELLOGG, M. D., Superintendent of tiie
Largest Medical and Surgical Sanitarium in tiie
World. Fifth edition.  Fiftieth thousand. Also con-
tainsa “Talk toGirls,” byMrs. E, E. Kellogg,
A M., Associate Superintendent of Social Purity
Department of the National . Woman’s Christian
Temperance Union. This talk is full of helpful sug-
gﬁstlons to mothers.and their daughters respecting

e means of promonn? the development of a higher
t3pe of womanhood in the, nsm%generatlon of girls.
A copy should be placed in the hands of every man

womah and youth. 64Ia_rge octavo pages. Price,
cents; 20 copies, post-pai TZ.ZS. Address: Pacific
Press Publishing Co., Oak and, Cal.

West Shore Railroad

N.Y.C &H. R. R R. Co. Lesse,

The Picturesque Route for Business and

Pleasure Travel-

“SUMMER EXCURSIONS,” a handsomely
illustrated book, giving description of the Hudson
River, Catskill Mountains, Saratoga and other
New York State resorts, will be mailed on receipt
of five cents in postage stamps.

For tourist books, time-tables and information
regarding West Shore Railroad, call on or address
H. B. JAGOE, General Eastern Fasscnger Agent,

33Broadway, or
C. E. LAMBERT, General Passenger Agent, 5
Vanderbilt Ave., New York.
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OARLAND, CALIFORNIA, MAY 29, 1889.

Nore.—No papers are sent by the publishers of the
AMERICAN SENTINEL to people who have not subscribed
for it. If the SENTINEL comes to one who has not sub-
seribed for it, he may know that it is sent him by some
friend, and that he will not_be called upon by the pub-
lishers to pay for the saine.

TrE Alta California says that the local courts
of Pittsburg, Penn., have ruled that it is disorderly
conduct to distribute heterodox tracts on the
streets. We should like to know what judge de-
cides what tracts are orthodox and what are
heterodox. If the Pope ever comes to America
we know where he will find a congenial home.
He could no doubt find employment for his
leisure hours in assisting the local courts of Pitts-
burg.

Py
-

THE ubiquitous field secretary of the Ameri-
can Sunday Union—Mr. Crafts—is nothing if
not refined in his language. In a recent speech
in New York he said that his Sunday-law move-
ment is opposed only by “a little insignificant set
of hair-brained, woolly-headed fanatics, of about
one hundred men.” Well, well! If that is all
the opposition Mr. Crafts finds, we should think
he would stay at home and take his ease, and let
his religio-political machine run itself. Hec must
be traveling about the country because he likes
change of scenery.

<o

‘WE have already announced the debate be-
tween Mr. Crafts and A. T. Jones, to be held
June 12, 18, 14. This discussion will without
doubt be one of great interest, and will be worth
hearing. Many people will doubtless travel
quite a distance to be present; but still only a
few of those who are interested in the matter can
hear the discussion. But we are resolved that
they shall lose nothing of it except the tones and
gestures of the speakers, and have made arrange-
ments to have all the speeches reported steno-
graphically, so that the next SENTINEL that
appears after the debate will have the first in-
stallment of it. If possible, we shall publish
the whole of one evening’s session in one paper, so
that no injustice may be done to either party.
The numbers of the SENTINEL that contain the
matter w1l be of special interest to everybody,
friends of Sunday legislation as well as opposers
—inasmuch as both sides will be presented impar-
tially. We cannot at present tell just what num-
bers will contain the discussion, but those who
wish extra copies to distribute can send in their
orders just the same. State that you want the
numbers containing the discussion.

&
@

THE Christian Union is often considerably
confused in its theology and its views of National
polity, but when it does get on the right track for
a while its utterances are as good as those of any
other paper that speaks truth. In its issue of
May 2 it has “A Centennial Homily,” in which
it gives expression to some weak thoughts and
some good ones, and among the latter are the
following:—

“The church is a corporation of men and women
organized for certain purposes, which, whether
wholly good (as the church people claim) or wholly
bad (as the infidel pamphleteer claims), or partially
good and partially bad, are certainly, on the one
hand, innocent, and therefore entitled to the protec-

tion of the State, and, on the other, non-political and
therefore not entitled to any partnership with it.
We would have the State appropriate no moneys to
institutions under church control; we would have it
enter into no entangling alliances with church or
clergy in the work of education; we would have it
recognize no religious tests; we should be glad to
have it abolish all oaths, and punish false affirmation
with the penalties now visited on perjury; we would
have it enforce no religious observances, except ‘as
such enforcement is necessary to protect the religious
rights of the individual—no Sunday laws, for example,
except to protect the individual’s right to his Sab-
batical rest.”

TuE National Reform Association does not re-
ceive much aid and comfort from the St. Louis
Christian Advocate, although it believes in Na-
tional Reform principles. In a recent issue it
spoke as follows of the Pittsburg Convention,
which was then in sessson :—

“We have closely watched conventions, confer-
ences, and general meetings of this kind, and are free
to say that they have not, as a general thing, been
promotive of much good to the great body of the peo-
ple. In many cases it was evident that the zeal of
the leaders was far in advance of their discretion, and
intelligent, sober-minded men were rather turned
against than for that which they advocated. We
must, however, be careful what we say about such
proceedings, or, rather, about the spirit which prompts
them, as the principal actors are usually of the class
that not only think themselves right, but are ex-
ceedingly sensitive and impatient of anything and
everything like contradiction or opposition.”

This is a very just estimate of the men who
run the National Reform machine. The AMER-
1CAN SENTINEL is fully conscious of the fact that
they are exceedingly “impatient of anything and
everything like contradiction or opposition,” yet
it calls on all its readers to bear witness that it
has endeavored faithfully to do its duty. We
would that we had less reason for opposing them.

National Reform Ideas of Religion.

TaE Moral and Scientific Companion, pub-
lished at Florence, Arizona, prints the following
items of “Religious Ideas of the Nineteenth Cent-
ury.” They are well stated, but they are not
peculiar to the nineteenth century, but date from
the days of Constantine. 'We wish to caution our
readers, however, against imagining that the
AMERICAN SENTINEL subscribes to any of these
ideas. We repudiate them entirely. They are
championed in this country only by the National
Reform Association and the American Sabbath
Union :—

“A man may keep the Sabbath by merely being
idle!.

“A man (irrespective of his belief) can keep the
day holy if forced by law to remain idle!

“A man, even though an infidel, keeps the Sabbath
holy when forced to rest, not on the seventh day, but
on Sunday, the day after the Sabbath of the Bible!

“The United States,—infidels, heathens, and all,—
will be a ¢ Christian Nation’ when compelled to re-
main idle on the first day of the week [now called
‘the American Sabbath ’], even though they break the
whole ten commandments during the week !

“A religious party may count one man’s signature
as 7,000,000 when it comes to petitioning for a law en-
forcing their pet beliefs!

“The minority are atheists and should not be tol-
erated—the majority are infallible, provided they
preach National Reformism or Sunday compulsory
observance !

“The Lord [according to their premises] is not
powerful enough to struggle against the ¢ wicked mi-
nority > without the assistance of national religious
laws! That is, they propose to do what the Almighty
can’t!

“A national Sunday law is not a religious one; to
the saloon keeper and workingmen it is merely a
‘ sanitary measure,’ to keep them from overwork; to

the prohibitionist it is solely a‘ temperance measure ;’
to the religious people it is entirely a ‘Christian
measure.’

“Laws enforcing the beliefs of the ¢Christian
church’ (heathens, Mormons, Quakers, unbelievers,
Jews, Seventh-day Baptists, Sabbatarians, etc., ex-
cluded) will not be a union of Church and State, nor
will they be religious laws, but merely ‘civil protec-
tions’!

“‘Wide is the gate, and broad is the way, that lead-
eth to [salvation], and many there be which go in
thereat.’ ” )

o

A Pope Wanted.

SoME papers are very indignant over the fact
that Mr. Bennet has invaded London with his
Herald, and is actually selling it on Sunday,
thus destroying the rest of the people, because the
paper is sold by the thousands. We have yet to
learn that any efforts have been made to compel
people to buy the paper, or that anybody has
bought a copy who did nct want one, therefore
we cannot tell just where the invasion of Sunday
rest has come in. But the following from the
London Christian shows what idea some who
would fain be called Christians have of the way
to propagate Christianity :—

“In the days of Nehemiah men of Tyre brought
fish and all manner of ware, and sold on the Sabbath
to men of Judah and in Jerusalem; but that wise
governor put a summary stop to their operations, and
set his servants at the gates, that there should no
burden be brought in on the Sabbath-day. We need
a Nehemiah in like manner to prevent this man of
America bringing such a Sabbath-day burden into
our country.”

What they want isa Pope.

Py
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The Cause of Persecution.

Our Government, having existed over one hun-
dred years under a Constitution tolerating all re-
ligions alike, has been more prosperous than any
country on earth under any other form of govern-
ment. Therefore we would let well enough alone,
knowing that intolerant religious legislation ot
any kind, in favor of any religion, has always
been attended with disastrous consequences. The
student of history searches in vain for an excep-
tion. It is a principle of logic that when one
event follows another for a great number of times
without an exception, one is the cause; the other,
the result. Therefore religious intolerance is the
cause of persecuting barbarity, whether the relig-
ion be heathen, Hebrew, Mahommedan, or Chris-
tian. Similar barbarities were practiced by Nero,
Mohammed, the Pope, the Presbyterian, the En-
glish Chureh, the Orthodox, and the Puritans;
burning, torture, banishment, are used alike by
all. In all countries, at all times, in all religions,
from the Druids to the National Reformers, in-
toleration, with its attendant barbarity, has been
instigated by the priesthood.—* Marcus,” in Alez-
andria (Minn.) Post.

THE AMERICAN SENTINEL.

AN EIGHT-PAGE WEEKLY JOURNAL,
DEVOTED TO
The defense of American Institutions, the preservation
of the United States Constitution as it is, so far
as regards religion or religious tests, and
the maintenance of human rights,
both civil and religious.

It will ever be uncompromisingly opposed toanything tending
toward a union of Church and State, either in name or in fact.
Single Copy, Per Year, post-paid, - - - $1.00
In clubs of ten or more copies, per year, each, - - 75¢.
To foreign countries, single subscription, post-paid, - &8.

Address, AMERICAN SENTINEL,
1059 Casted St., OAKLAND, CAL.



