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than questionable amusement? Shall it be ad- 
mitted that the man who follows his honest occu- 
pation on Sunday as on other days, is more 
wicked than those who spend the day in amuse- 
ment and recreation? or that he is as bad as 
those who spend the day in frivolity and dissipa- 
tion? If these Sunday-law ministers have such a 
tender regard for the laboring man, and such 
high respect for the dignity of labor, as they pro- 
fess, they ought to have respect enough not to 
class honest occupations with frivolity and dissi- 
pation, nor to put the workingman on a level 
with the frivolous and dissipated. As for us, we 
never will admit that the man who follows his 
honest occupation 011 Sunday is as bad as those 
who spend that day in frivolity and dissipation. 
Nor will we ever admit that work is worse for 
men than are frivolity and dissipation.

Again, says the Doctor :—
“California, of all the States in this great common- 

wealth, enjoys the unenviable reputation of having 
swept from its statute books every legal safeguard of 
the Sabbath, both as a civil and religious institution.״

But nobody but the Sunday-law workers have 
counted California’s reputation in this as unenvia- 
ble. They are the only ones that are complain- 
ing of it. But, admitting that she has this “unen- 
viable reputation,” it is only proper that she should 
enjoy it, because by the plain evidence of the 
field secretary of the American Sabbath Union, 
who is just now the chiefest Sunday-law worker 
of the Nation, it is shown that California has the 
enviable reputation of having “ the best Sunday 
observance” and the “ best attendance at church 
services ” of any State in the Union. This being 
so, California has a right to enjoy this “unenvia- 
ble” reputation, because by it she enjoys the en- 
tirely enviable reputation of having the best Sun- 
day observance and best church attendance of 
any State in the Union. And if in sustaining 
this enviable reputation she is made subject to 
the unenviable reputation, it is proper that she 
should enjoy it, because it certainly is enjoyable.

The Doctor quotes Blackstone to the effect 
that “a corruption of morals usually follows the 
profanation of the Sabbath,” when the truth is 
that corruption of morals precedes the profana- 
tion of the Sabbath. Man’s morals has got to 
be corrupt before he will profane the Sabbath. 
This statement of Blackstone’s is of the same 
piece with all religious legislation and Church 
and State schemes. The whole thing is wrong 
end foremost, and it is only by that means their 
demand for legislation on the subject can ever be 
justified even in appearancet For instance, they 
start with Blackstone’s statement that corrup- 
tion of morals usually follows the profanation of 
the Sabbath. Then they argue that that being 
so, if they can only get a law prohibiting under 
pains and penalties the profanation of the Sab- 
bath, they can prevent corruption of morals and

W h ere  d o e s  th e  Civil S abbath  C om e In?

I n  the California Christian Advocate, July 31, 
1889, is a long article by Rev. E. D. McCreary, 
Ph. D.—Doctor of Philosophy— on “ Observance 
of the Sabbath.” It hasn’t anything in it partic- 
ularly new, but now when there is such demand 
for the enforcement by law of a civil Sabbath, it 
is important to keep the run of the discussions 
upon the subject. The Doctor says:—

“The saloon is the worst enemy of the Sabbath, 
persistently in the face of all laws, human and di- 
vine, devoting the hours of that holy day to its ne- 
farious work, it reaps larger returns from its Sunday 
traffic than any other day in the week.״

Is it because the saloon is more open on that 
holy day than any other day of the week, that it 
reaps larger returns? How is this? Why is it 
that the saloons reap larger returns from Sunday 
traffic than upon any other day of the week, when 
the saloon is open every other day of the week as 
well as on Sunday? There is one reason, and 
only one, that ever can be offered in explanation 
of this fact. That reason is, that more people 
are idle that day than any other day of the week. 
Other days of the week men are allowed to work, 
and while a man’s time is occupied by work, and 
his mind is upon that, it is easy enough to keep 
sober and to keep away from the saloon. Al- 
low people to work on Sunday, as they have a 
right to do, and the returns from liquor traffic on 
Sunday will be no larger than on any other day. 
But instead of this, the preachers throughout the 
whole country demand laws both State and na- 
tional, to compel men everywhere to be idle on 
Sunday, and then they make a national com- 
plaint that the saloons reap larger returns upon 
Sunday than any other day; when the reaping 
of these larger returns is because of the idleness 
into which the laws have forced the people, to 
satisfy the preachers.

Again the Doctor says:—
“It is estimated that not less than two millions of 

workingmen in this country are engaged in Sunday 
work, . . . while millions more spend the day in 
frivolity and amusement, turning its holy hours into 
seasons of recreation and dissipation.״

Well, now, Doctor, are not those two millions 
who are engaged in their honest occupation on 
Sunday a good deal better off than those other 
millions who spend the day in frivolity and dissi- 
pation? And, indeed, are they not better off 
than the great mass of those who spend that day 
in amusements and recreation? Because, you 
know that much of the amusement, and of the 
recreation, too, indulged in on that day, is not by 
any means as innocent, nor as harmless, either 
morally nor physically, as is the work in which 
the two millions are engaged on that day.

Has it come to this that honest labor must be 
counted worse than frivolity or dissipation? 
worse than questionable recreation; and more
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R ights in W ash ing ton .

Th e  following are the sections of the Bill of 
Rights of the new State of Washington, which 
have a bearing on religious liberty. The article 
is now under discussion in the Constitutional con- 
vention and we will note whatever changes there 
may be if any.

PREAMBLE.
We, the people of the State of Washington, to pre- 

serve our rights, do ordain this Constitution.
Article 1.

Section i .—All political power abides with the peo- 
pie, and governments derive their just powers from 
the consent of the governed, and are established to 
protect and maintain individual rights.

Sec. 2.—The Constitution of the United States is the 
supreme law of the land.

Sec. 3.—No person shall be deprived of life, liberty, 
or property, without due process of law.

Sec. 5.—Every person may freely speak, write, and 
publish on all subjects, being responsible for the abuse 
of that right.

Sec. 6.—The mode of administering an oath oraffir- 
mation shall be such as may be most consistent with, 
and binding upon, the conscience of the person to 
whom such oath or affirmation may be administered.

Sec. 11.—Absolute freedom of conscience in all mat- 
ters of religious sentiment, belief, and worship shall be 
guaranteed to every individual, and no one shall be 
molested or disturbed in person or property on ac- 
count of religion, but the liberty of conscience hereby 
secured shall not be so construed as to excuse acts 
of licentiousness or justify practices inconsistent wTith 
the peace and safety of the State. No public money 
or property shall be appropriated for or applied to 
any religious worship, exercise, or instruction, or the 
support of any religious establishment. No religious 
qualification shall be required for any public office or 
employment, nor shall any person be incompetent as 
a witness or juror, in consequence of his opinion on 
matters of religion, nor be questioned in any court of 
justice touching religious belief to affect the weight of 
testimony.

Sec. 30.—The provisions of this Constitution are 
mandatory, unless by express words they are declared 
to be otherwise.

Upon the principle that the intention of the 
lawgiver is the law, we know that rights will be 
secure under this Constitution; because we per- 
sonally know that every member of the commit- 
tee is indeed in favor of “ absolute freedom of con- 
science in all matters of religious sentiment, be- 
lief, and worship.” And if these sections shall be 
adopted as they are, and carried out in the spirit 
in wdiich they are framed, the State of AVashing- 
ton will be the best in the Union,
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Whether that creed is held by only one church 
or by forty, it is none the less a State creed and 
a State religion, and it follows of necessity that the; 
courts will pass upon all religious questions.

Mr. Williams’s sixth reason is, that—

“ It would furnish a constitutional basis for all our 
Christian laws, usages, and institutions. It is argued 
that our Sabbath laws, our chaplaincies, our thanks- 
giving days, etc., are unwarranted by the Constitu- 
tion. Let that document be thoroughly Christianized 
and these objectors will be silenced. Moreover, it, 
would be a security against unchristian legislation in 
the future, as statutory law must conform to constitu- 
tional laws.״

There is a great deal involved in this. It sim- 
ply means that, if  the law of God were declared 
to be the fundamental law of the land, all legis- 
lation would have to be conformed to it, or rather 
to some authoritative interpretation of i t ; “ we 
would then see all our courts, from the United 
States District Court to the Supreme Court, sitting 
in judgment upon the decalogue and deciding 
what it requires and what it forbids. This state 
of affairs would inevitably follow the adoption 
of the National Reform Constitution.

Another reason urged by Mr. Williams why 
the amendment should be adopted is, that “ we 
need an oath that will bind the consciences by 
the sense of religious obligation.” It seems 
hardly probable that the gentleman would wish 
to be taken j ust as he says in gi ving this reason. H e  
would certainly not wish to be understood as say- 
ing that the oath as administered in our courts 
would not bind his conscience. The fact is, if a. 
man has proper regard for the truth, an affirmation 
is just as sacred as an oath. The writer would 
not be understood as disparaging the judicial oath.. 
It is right and proper to take such oaths, but, 
it is not clear how an honest, intelligent man can: 
regard one form of oath as any more binding on 
the conscience than another form. And the; 
“Christian” who would testify falsely unless; 
sworn on the Bible, or unless the name of God 
was used in the oath, is a Christian only in name. 
It is stated that a Chinaman does not regard an 
oath as binding unless he is sworn by the blood 
of a white chicken, but I have supposed that the 
standard among Christians was higher than that,, 
and that they told the truth not because of an 
oath but because of a conscientious regard for 
truth. Perhaps, however, some of the National 
Reformers feel that they cannot tell the truth 
unless they are sworn according to the National 
Reform order. Is that the way that Mr. Williams, 
wishes to be understood ? C. P. Bollman.

Rev. W. D. Gray, secretary of the Missouri 
National Reform Convention recently held at 
Sedalia, said : “ I  do not believe that government$ 
derive their just powers from the consent of the 
governed, and so the object of this movement is an 
Sffort to change that feature in our fundamental 
law,״ Here, then, is something thoroughly an- 
tagonistic to the chief principle underlying the 
structure of our government. Why not put the 
Rev. Mr. Gray, or some other good National Re- 
former, in as dictator, both of the religious 
and civil rights of our citizens? We still are 
inclined to believe, however, that the man who 
wrote the Declaration of Independence and those 
who drafted the Constitution of the United 
States, had a better conception of human rights 
and a higher regard for religion, than has the 
Rev. Gray and his National Reform colleagues. 
We also believe that when Lincoln declared that 
this ought to be a Government “ of the people, for

ment of better laws for the protection of this 
holy day;” and that the Christian church is the 
natural custodian of the Sabbath.

Now if anybody can find anywhere in that, 
any hint of the civil Sabbath we should like to 
have it pointed out. I f  it is the civil Sabbath, 
why didn’t he say we are commanded to keep it 
civilly ? and that its civil hours are to be em- 
ployed about civil things? Why didn’t he talk 
about the insidious and steady encroachment of 
traffic and trade upon the civility of our civil day ? 
Why didn’t he arraign the railroads as being 
flagrant violaters of the civility of the Sabbath ? 
Why didn’t he say the civil Sabbath is in great 
peril ? Why didn’t he say that the Sabbath is 
one of the chief safeguards of civility? Why 
didn’t he say that the Sabbath is essential to the 
preservation of civility? I f  it is the civil Sab- 
bath they want, and which they want laws to 
preserve, why didn’t he say that the civil gov- 
ernment rather than the Christian church is the 
natural custodian of it? The mere asking of 
these questions fully answers every one of them, 
and exposes the sophistry of all their plea for civil 
Sabbath. There is no such thing. There never 
was and there never can be any such thing as a 
civil Sabbath. A. t. j.

R easons (?) fo r th e  R elig ious A m end- 
m ent.

Rev. D. W. W illiams, of Weatherford, Texas, 
has an article in the Christian Statesman of July 
4, in which he answers the question, “ What good 
will the proposed acknowledgment of God in 
our national Constitution do ? ” He gives ten 
reasons (?) why the amendment should be 
adopted, only a few of which need be noticed 
however. His fourth is this:—

“ It would obviate the difficulty resulting from the 
first amendment, which restrains Congress from pro- 
hibitingthe free exercise of any kind of religion, how- 
ever false and hurtful it may be. Mormonism is a 
kind of religion; therefore, according to the Constitu- 
tion, it must not be interfered with. Let Christianity 
be recognized as the true religion, and the difficulty 
will be removed.״

This idea Is not original with Mr. Williams. 
The same thing, substantially, has been stated 
and re-stated many times by National Reformers. 
In the Pittsburg Convention of 1874, Prof. C. A. 
Blanchard said:—

“ Constitutional laws punish for false money, 
weights, and measures, and of course Congress estab- 
lishes a standard for money, weight, and measure. 
So Congress must establish a standard of religion, or 
admit anything called religion.״

This simply means that, whereas Congress 
now has no right to define or to establish a re- 
ligion, under the amended Constitution it would 
have that right. It follows that it will also have 
the right to enforce the established religion and 
to forbid the exercise of all others.

Mr. Williams seeks to convey the idea that un- 
der the Constitution as it now stands, Congress 
has no right to prohibit polygamy, but the Su- 
preme Court of the United States has decided 
that Congress has that right, and the right has 
been exercised, so that the existence of polygamy 
can no longer fairly be made an argument in fa- 
vor of National Reform.

National Reformers have insisted that they do 
not want a union of Church and State, but ac- 
cording to their own statements, that is certainly 
just what they do want, because when Congress de- 
fines the Christian religion, that statement of what 
constitutes Christianity becomes the State creed.

gave the Nation. But the whole thing is a fraud 
from beginning to end, just as is every other at- 
tempt to justify religious legislation. Corruption 
of morals precedes the profanation of the Sabbath 
just as it does the profanation of the name of 
God. Man’s morals has got to be corrupt be- 
fore he will profane either the name or the day 
of God.

Therefore, the first thing to do is to purify the 
morals, and that in itself will prevent the pro- 
fanation of the day. But this can be done only 
by the inculcation of the principles of the gospel 
of Jesus Christ, and that can be done only by the 
power of the Spirit of God, and never by legisla- 
tion. I f  the Lord could have stopped the cor- 
ruption of morals in this world by law, he never 
would have needed to send the gospel.

Then, having started in the wrong way, it is 
inevitable that the farther they go the farther 
they will be from the right. It is not at all sur- 
prising therefore to find him presently making 
this statement:—

“ Bishop Vincent, during the Christian Workers’ 
council recently held in this city, expressed a great 
truth when he said, * Better have the old Puritan Sab- 
bath with all its somberness and rigidity, than the 
present laxity of Sabbath observance with its corres- 
ponding laxity and lowness of morals.’ ״

Yes, no doubt the Sunday-law preachers would 
count that ever so much better than the present 
condition of things, because then the preachers 
ruled everything. Then the Sunday laws com- 
pelled everybody to go to church on Sunday, and 
if  there was no church in the country of their own 
profession, they were compelled to go to the church 
of another profession and listen to the preaching 
there. Absence from the ministry of the word 
was punishable by a fine; and then, when people 
were thus compelled, under penalty, to go to 
church and listen to the preaching, it was such 
preaching as, said one of the victims, “ was meat 
to be digested, but only by the heart or stomacke 
of an ostrich.” Yes, we have no doubt that the 
Sunday-law preachers would be glad to see those 
good old times again. That is just what they are 
trying to bring about by their National Sunday 
law which is to make the State laws effective. 
And some of these State laws do actually at 
this hour of the nineteenth century command at- 
tendance at church on Sunday.

The reader will perhaps wonder where, in all 
the Doctor’s discussion, the civil Sabbath and its 
observance come in. In fact it doesn’t come in 
at all. He says “ we are commanded to keep it 
holy, and its sacred hours are to be employed in 
religious meditation and worship, and in deeds of 
charity and mercy.” He speaks of “ the silent, 
but insidious and steady, encroachment of traffic 
and trade upon the sacredness of our holy day.” 
He speaks of railroads being ״ flagrant viola- 
ters of the sanctity of the Sabbath.” He says 
“ the Christian Sabbath is in great peril.” He 
says that Mr. Crafts “ should receive the hearty 
co-operation of all persons who desire the perpe- 
tuity of our Christian Sabbath and the cessation 
of its desecration״ He says “ the Sabbath is one 
of the chief safeguards of morality,” and quotes 
Justice McLean as saying that where there is 110 
Christian Sabbath there is no Christian morality. 
He says the Sabbath is “ essential to morality ” 
“and much more”* to the “ preservation of relig- 
ion; ” and that “ Sabbath desecration of all kinds 
imperils the very existence of our holy Christian- 
i ty  labor unitedly and ״ He says they must ״
earnestly to secure the enforcement of Sunday 
laws where such exist, and to secure the enact-
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“ N ehem iah th e  T irs h a th a .”—No. 2.

To N. J. Bowers:—In my first criticism upon 
your article in the Sentinel of the 17th, I showed 
that National Reformers are not in favor of the: 
union of Church and State as you charge, t  
showed also that the theocracy of the govern- 
ment of Israel was not much different from what 
we should have now in any Christian nation.

In reply to your additional charges, namely,, 
that National Reformers would tax the people to. 
support the church, and that they would punishi 
marriage with foreigners, I may say,—

1. According to the law of Israel the tithes’- 
were paid for the support of the tribe of Levi,, 
which received no landed inheritance. This־ 
whole tribe, including the priests, the sons of* 
Aaron, was devoted to the interests of religioni 
and of education.

Nehemiah was a civil officer extraordinary^ 
Probably all he did was to incite the rulers to  
see that the tithe was paid in the interests o f  
both religion and education. ;

2. Marriage is a civil contract, not religious. 
The marriage relation may involve or bring with 
it religious obligations; but the institution is 
founded in nature, not in grace or religion, and 
rightly comes under the cognizance of the State 
or the civil power which makes laws to regulate 
men in the relation and to punish open trans- 
gressors of the civil law of marriage.

In Israel the civil law, according to the will of 
the divine lawgiver, forbade the intermarriage of 
Israelites with heathen idolaters. The law was 
good. God made it. The people had said amen 
to it. It was the law of the nation, u the law of 
the land ” a wholesome law to which all the peo- 
pie in their happiest time had given consent.. 
So that when men married idolatrous heathen 
wives they violated their own civil law. More- 
over, Paul, the Jewish Christian and a correct; 
expounder of Christian law, says: “ Be ye not un- 
equally yoked together with unbelievers.” And 
Christians should accept and preach the divine· 
law given to Israel. Nehemiah enforced their 
own righteous law upon the trespassing Israelites.. 
He did right. Under similar circumstances if ali 
the people of the United States were Christians; 
and were also of one mind as to God’s law of 
marriage, government—the civil department—  
should punish nominal Christians who marry 
heathen idolaters.

I think my logic is good. I see no flaw in it. 
Do you see any ?

The ergo of this is twofold: 1. That when 
Nehemiah arrested Sabbath desecraters he did 
right. e And, 2. That if  our people were what they 
should be, and if government, was what it should 
be, we should fallow Nehemiah’s example.

N. R. J ohnston.
V , · ______________ . .  >   ________________  -i

Reply.
________  .·;>v

Esteemed F riend:— It seems you iavor me> 
with another open communication. This time it 
is “Nehemiah the Tirshatha, No. 2.” I had no. 
idea that my innocent little piece could have the. 
effect of stirring up any National Reformer very 
much, but. from the flutter of your two replies, I 
conclude that game has been hit.

1. You begin by saying: “ In my first criticism 
upon your article in the Sentinel of the 17th, I 
showed that National Reformers are not in favor 
of a union of Church and State as you charge;”’ 
Since copying the above I have read that “ criti— 
cism” carefully over for about the sixth time, and 
can positively say, You have not shown any such,

called your attention to the fact that the present 
laws with regard to the postal service give too 
much discretion to local postmasters with regard 
to the requirements, the opening of the office, etc., 
on the Lord’s day.

Senator Call—“The law requires certain work 
to be performed on Sunday, but it does not com- 
pel any man to do it who is conscientiously op- 
posed to working on that day. You say the 
State is trifling with the conscience of the church. 
How does it do so?”

Mr. Elliott—“ You make it difficult for men to 
hold office. Of course you do not compel a man 
to work on Sunday; he can resign his office.”

In this, Mr. Elliott is compelled to admit that 
no man is compelled to work on Sunday. Now 
if those individuals in the employ of the govern- 
ment would all do as those Congressmen did in 
1828, there would be no need of this hue and cry 
for a Sunday law. The great trouble is, this 
class of government employes do not care a 
whit about the sanctity of the day. They have 
no genuine conscientious scruples against working 
on Sunday; for if the consciences of these indi- 
viduals was what those advocates of a Sunday 
law claim it ought to be, every last one of them 
would resign his position before he would labor 
on the day he believed to be the Sabbath. But 
as their greed for gain overbalances their com- 
punctions of conscience, and outweighs their faith 
in Him who has said, “ But seek ye first the 
kingdom of God and his righteousness, and all 
these things shall be added unto you,” a law 
must be made to remove all opportunity to test 
the conscience and to develop faith.

The argument of compulsory Sunday toil vir- 
tually says to the worker, “You are all right, for 
you are compelled to labor. It is the govern- 
ment which compels you to work that is com- 
mitting the sin, and the only party that is re- 
sponsible. I f  it comes to the pinch that you 
must give up your position or violate your con- 
science, why, of course, violate your conscience 
until we can legislate on the question; and, as 
Mr, Stevenson says, “ultimately determine the ac- 
tion of the government.” He might also have 
added, “ and make it assume what we claim to 
be its proper functions towards you.” Of course 
the action of the government would be deter- 
mined by the enforcement of a Sunday law.

But, further on, Mr. Stevenson says:—
“It has been estimated that 150,000 persons in the 

United States are deprived of the whole or a part of 
every Sabbath, to attend to the carriage and distribu- 
tion of the mails. All these persons are compelled to 
choose between the loss of employment and perform- 
ance of secular labor on the Lord’s day.”

He also says the National mail service on the 
Sabbath (Sunday) is a violation of the law of 
God.

Now when these individuals are brought into 
a position where they have a choice to violate, as 
he says, the law of God, by working on Sunday, 
or refuse the demands of the government and 
lose their positions, they have deliberately de- 
cided to violate the law of God. And Mr. Ste- 
vensop says they are compelled to ! What noble 
martyrs cither of these parties would have made 
in the Middle Ages in standing for their convic- 
tion of consoienoe ! E. H illiard.

Duluth, Minn.

The Protestant doctrine touching the right of 
private judgment, is not that opposite doctrines 
may both be true, but it is that there is on the 
face of the earth no visible body to whose decrees 
men are bound to submit their private judgment 
on points of faith.—Macaulay.

the people, and by the people,” he uttered a prin- 
fciple against which the declaration of Mr. Gray 
fcannot stand for a moment. I f  the reverend 
gentleman and his National Reform brethren are 
really anxious to be of service to the world—if 
they desire to be Christian in every sense of the 
Word—let them spend their time, talent, and 
money, in mitigating poverty, alleviating distress 
and suffering. Let them, as did Christ of old, 
minister to actual wants. Let them strive to 
overcome evil by teaching and example, rather 
than by legal enactment. Christ never sought 
the aid, support, nor backing of civil law in any of 
his work. His professed ministers and followers 
of to-day should have a care lest they o’erstep the 
bounds of their authority. They should let fun- 
damental law alone. It is better as it is, so far as 
religion is concerned.— The Phelps County (Ye- 
braslca) Herald.

C om pelled  to  W ork  on Sundav?

The clergymen of this Nation are continually 
raising the cry that the laboring classes, govern- 
ment employes, are compelled to work on Sun- 
day. In the Senate hearing on the Sunday-Rest 
bill, in an article entitled, “The National Mail 
Service and the Sabbath,” by the Rev. T. P. 
Stevenson, it is said:—
• “ During the session of Congress in 1828 (on the 

12th of May and the 8th of July), the House was not 
permitted to proceed with business on Sabbath morn- 
ing by reason of the steady and firm resistance of a 
large number of members who refused to recognize 
the propriety of proceeding with their ordinary busi- 
ness on that day. The votes for adjournment were 
nearly equally divided, and more than once lost by 
the casting vote of the chair. Members then de- 
dared that they would leave the House and not re- 
turn before Monday morning, unless brought in by 
force, and very properly contended that no authority 
existed to compel their attendance on the Lord’s 
day; and the House on both occasions was com- 
pelled to adjourn.” (Italics ours.)

It appears from this statement that the House 
was unable to carry on its business on Sunday, 
the day they termed the Lord's day, because of 
 ̂the steady and firm resistance of a large number 

qf members ” to taking part in the proceedings on 
tøat day, and the result was that the House was 
compelled to adjourn until Monday. They fur- 
ther contended that there was no power in exist- 
enqe to compel their attendance on that day.

It seems that, by taking their stand for their 
individual convictions of duty, they maintained 
their personal liberty. But in the face of all 
this, Mr. Stevenson goes on to state :—

“Now, since those men would not consent to labor a 
few hours on one or two Sabbaths in a year, with 
what consistency can they compel many thousands 
of their constituents to labor every Sabbath in the 
year ? ” (Italics ours.)

It appears that in 1828 the government had 
no power to compel their constituents to labor on 
Sunday. From what source has it derived its 
power to “compel many thousands of their con- 
stituents to labor every Sabbath in the year ” of 
1889? When, where, and how has the govern- 
ment ever compelled any person to work on Sun- 
day? Perhaps as good an answer as can be 
given to this question is found in a dialogue 
between Rev. George Elliott ancj Senator Call, 
which took place during the same heariqg ρη the 
Sunday-R,est bill.

Senator Call—“ What law is jt, either State or 
National, that rc<p1̂ s work against ft 
Conscience on Sunday ?’*

Jfr. Ejlio,tt— pQst-.office clerks are required to 
work on Sunday. At the former hearing I
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suggest, sir, that you intersperse your statements 
with proofs. It will break the dull monotony of 
assertion. The idea of “ a pure republican theoc- 
racy” was not derived from any model God ever 
made. It is National Reform property. You 
define the term “pure republican theocracy” to 
be “a government in which the will of God would 
be the supreme law by the consent and vote of 
the people.” In ancient Israel the will of God 
was “the supreme law,” but not by “the consent 
and vote of the people.” God attended to that 
matter himself. The people’s business was to 
obey “the supreme law,” not to make it. It was 
supreme just the same, whether the people con- 
sented to it or not. It was supreme in spite of 
their consent and vote. And they were abso- 
lutely forbidden ever to attempt an amendment 
by adding to the words written or by diminish- 
ing aught from it. A  “republican theocracy” is 
a figment of the National Reformer brain, and 
the conception is in perfect keeping with Na- 
tional Reform ideas and schemes in general.

6. One of my “additional charges,” you notice, 
is that the National Reformers would tax the 
people to support the church. My reply in brief 
is the words of District Secretary Foster in the 
Statesman of February 21, 1884, quoted by me 
in the Sentinel of July 17, 1889. I might 
add that, as the Reformers propose to disfranchise 
dissenters, and to drive all out of the country 
who oppose them, they might in all probability 
think it right to make a draw on them before 
they went

7. “ Marriage is a civil contract, not religious.” 
The marriage law of ancient Israel was good. 
“God made it. The people had said amen to it.” 
“A ll the people in their happiest time had given 
consent to it.” Paul, “a correct exponent of 
Christian law, says, ״ Be not unequally yoked to- 
gether with unbelievers/ and Christians should 
accept and preach the divine law given to Israel.” 
“If  all the people of the United States were 
Christians, and were also of one mind as to God’s 
law of marriage, government—the civil depart- 
ment—should punish nominal Christians who 
marry heathen wives.” Indeed! But if  all the 
people were Christians and were “of one mind as 
to God’s law of marriage,” why should they want 
to break God’s law by marrying heathen wives ? 
And if all the people were Christians where 
would the heathen wives come from ? I suppose 
the “nominal Christians” would have to import 
them! It comes to this, as I hinted in my arti- 
cle in Sentinel, Yol. 4, No. 26, that in their 
“millennial days” the National Reformers will 
prohibit marriages with foreigners. You endorse 
it all. You agree to it. When they get the ma- 
jority, which is practically aU the people, as we 
can all see, then they will rule with a high hand, 
and say who shall and who shall not marry. I 
didn’t come far short of the mark, did I? You 
have turned the light on and made it all plain.

8. No, I see no flaw in your logic, for the good 
reason that I don’t see the logic! And as there 
is no logic, the ergo will have to “go.” Now, my 
friend, I will leave you for the present. Believe 
me, I have written in all respect and I believe 
you have. Let the agitation go on. Would you 
could cut entirely loose from the National Re- 
formers and “not agree with them” in any of 
their revolutionary schemes. Their aims are 
dark, and truly un-American.·

Truly your friend, N. J. Bowers.
Fresno, Cal.

Go a little further back in Article II. of the 
National Reform constitution, and you will find 
among the objects of the association that a prom- 
inent one—indeed, the first one mentioned—is 
the desire to “promote” the observance of the Sab- 
bath. Now by Sabbath is meant Sunday—an in- 
stitution of the church—and in asking the govern- 
ment to take “ action ” in its behalf is to ask that the 
State “ promote ” the observances of the church to 
the extent of directing the people how they must 
regard one of its institutions. I f  the State can 
“lay down the law” in respect to one of the insti- 
tutions of the church; why may it not do so in 
others, and in all ?

In the only true theocracy there ever was in 
this world, viz., that of ancient Israel, the ob- 
servance of the Sabbath was promoted by the 
State. Its violation was punished with death 
even. Ex. 31:14, 15. The theocracy of the 
Hebrews was Church and State. The Hebrew 
State was the Hebrew Church, and the Hebrew 
Church was the Hebrew State. They were one 
and inseparable. In every union of Church and 
State since, from the days of Constantine till now, 
Sunday has had a prominent place. When this 
Government takes Sunday and its observance 
under its fostering care, Church and State will 
result again. It will be an important “ link ” in 
the union. Other statements in the constitution 
which go to prove Church and State tendency 
might be cited, but these must suffice.

3. I showed in my first article that the Na- 
tional Reformers want a theocracy. The kind 
they wish to get will be as truly one as was the 
commonwealth of Israel. This is what they say. 
See Cincinnati National Reform Convention Re· 
port, 1872.

That commonwealth, as I have shown, was a 
union of Church and State. Therefore, again, 
the National Reformers favor a union of Church 
and State.

4. The Rev. T. H. Tatlow, National Reformer, 
in the recent Missouri Sabbath Convention, ad- 
mitted that they wanted such a union. His idea 
was that the Church and the State should exer- 
cise “ separate j urisdictions.” The church’s j uris- 
diction should be primary, the State’s secondary. 
Here we have the church dominating the State. 
He said the union should be “limited,” something 
like, I suppose, the union between master and 
servant. The master does the ruling, and the 
servant does the obeying.

I trust enough proof has been given to con- 
vince, at least others, that the National Reformers 
do favor a union of Church and State, your and 
their denial to the contrary notwithstanding.

5. You say, “ I showed also, that the theocracy 
of the government of Israel was not much differ- 
ent from what we should have now in any Chris- 
tian nation.” I am aware that you said as much 
substantially, but you came far from showing it, 
or proving it. That is another thing. Your ar- 
tide throughout, permit me to say, was remarka- 
ble for want of proof to sustain your positions, 
and the illustrations used, defective. You say, 
indeed, th at he commonwealth of the Hebrews 
was a republic, and you italicized the word, mak- 
ing the statement emphatic. You also said, “All 
governments should be theocracies and republics, 
not monarchies,” and that “ we should have a 
pure republican theocracy.” You offered no 
proof at all that the Hebrew commonwealth 
was a republic. I proved, on the contrary, by 
citing Bible facts, that no such republic existed 
there. The proof might be greatly extended. I

thing. You have not even attempted to do so. 
You have not even mentioned the National Reform- 
ers except to announce that you are one. This is 
all. You probably allude to them when you re- 
quest that your errors in expressing your opin- 
ions be not charged up to “others,” but further 
than this you have not gone. I do indeed make 
the charge as you allege, and think it can be 
proved wit out any trouble at all. You Reform- 
ers, I am well aware, are quite touchy on this 
point. You well know how decidedly opposed 
the American people are to any such scheme, 
and it is but natural that you keep this part of 
your business out of sight. But you say posi- 
tively that you are opposed to any such union. 
O yes, of course you are. You are opposed to 
that kind of a union which it is impossible to 
get, that is, the allying of one particular denom- 
ination with the State. You are opposed to this 
because there is no danger of ever getting it, but 
you are not opposed to your kind of Church and 
State union! You are not opposed to the union 
of religion and State. Don’t you know you Re- 
formers have coined this pretty phrase to quiet 
all suspicion ? Church and State would be a ter- 
rible thing, but religion and State would he just 
the thing! The religion you wish allied with the 
State is the Christian religion. Well, between 
the Christian church and the Christian religion 
there is no distinction. The church is the embod- 
iment of the Christian religion in this world, and 
in seeking to unite the Christian religion and the 
State, you seek to unite the Christian church and 
the State. The doctrines of the religion of 
Christ are the doctrines of his church, they can- 
not be separated—they are one. When you 
unite the one with the State you unite the other. 
So you gain nothing by this play upon words. 
You virtually declare yourselves in favor of a 
union of Church and State.

2. The constitution of the National Reform 
Association declares in favor of such union. I 
have before me the Christian Statesman of July 
4, 1889. In this number the constitution ap- 
pears twice. It being the “glorious fourth,” that 
paper showed its exuberant patriotism by giving 
its readers a double portion of Christian states- 
manship.

The object of the Reform movement is there 
stated to be to “ place all the Christian laws, in- 
stitutions, and usages of our government on an 
undeniable legal basis in the fundamental law of 
the land.” Now what are “all Christian laws, 
institutions, and usages” but the doctrines and 
practices peculiar to Christianity; and the Chris- 
tian church is, or professes to be, the exponent and 
guardian of these. Indeed, as I have said, the 
church is but the living and visible body of “all 
Christian laws, institutions, and usages.” Take 
these away and the church will be taken away. 
The church cannot exist apart from them. So 
again, the National Reformers favor union of 
Church and State. I f  the tenets and institutions 
and usages of the church obtain recognition in 
our national Constitution— “in the fundamental 
law of the land”—there will be Church and 
State union out and out. So we have another 
count by which to make good our charge. Now 
don’t quibble here, my friend, and say that it is 
only “the Christian laws, institutions, and usages 
of our Government—chaplaincies, national thanks- 
giving,” etc. I reply that our government has 
no “ Christian laws, institutions, and usages.’’ 
The Constitution of the United States knows no 
such “ laws, institutions, and usages.”
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Therefore, in the interests of the Word of God 
and of church services, and of Christianity as a 
whole, we are everlastingly opposed to the Blair 
Sunday-Rest bill or any bill like it in any degree. 
The Union Signal says that the strongest oppo- 
nents of the Sunday law spent twenty thousand 
dollars last year in defending their opposing doc- 
trines. That may be true, we have not kept ex- 
act account, but we are inclined to think it is 
rather less than more than the sum; but whether 
it be less or more, we can inform the Union Sig־ 
nal and the Sunday-law workers all together, that 
we intend to spend every cent we have in opposi- 
tion to the Sunday law, so that when they get it, 
they cannot take anything from us in the way of 
fines for breaking it. It is evil and only evil, 
and that continually, and in obedience to the 
scriptural injunction we do, as far as in us lies, 
“ Abhor that which is evil.” A. t . j .

T he P re s s a n d  th e  S unday -R est Bill.

T h o u g h tfu l  representatives of the press of the 
United States have spoken and are speaking with 
reference to the Blair Sunday-Rest bill, and 
kindred legislation, in no uncertain manner. The 
Telegraph, of Dubuque, Iowa, closes a discussion 
of that question in the following words:—

“ The Telegraph is in favor of observing Sunday as 
a day of rest, but it is not willing, in order to secure 
it, to see a law made to interfere with the conscience 
or personal liberty of the individual, in any particu- 
lar. Many citizens in Iowa believe in keeping Satur- 
day as a holy day, while others have no belief on the 
subject, and to compel such persons to rest on Sun- 
day might not only be a hardship, but it would cer- 
tainly be ‘despoiling them of their legal rights.* 
But the passage of the Blair Sunday-Rest bill would 
set a dangerous precedent for further enactments of 
the same kind. If Congress can compel a man to 
cease from his secular employments on the Sabbath- 
day, why could it not with equal propriety say he 
must go to church ? This much conceded, it ,would 
be but another short stretch of authority for the gov- 
ernment to step in and decide upon what church ho 
should attend. This would be uniting Church and 
State, something against the enactment of which 
every church and society should send in protests to 
their Representatives and Senators in Congress.״

The Globe, Kansas City, Mo., says:—
“ The adoption of a policy of Sabbath desecration 

can be defended from no standpoint whatever, but 
Sabbath desecration must be properly defined. It 
will not do to include in the forbidden activities of 
Sunday the innocent recreations of the laboring masses. 
That will shut them off from religious influence 
entirely, for human beings cannot be constantly kept 
within the shadow of toil and at the same time thrive 
in morals and grow in intelligence. These are 
conditions and circumstances that ought to have care- 
ful consideration at the hands of legislators in our 
own State, where the attempt is being made to estab- 
lish and enforce a policy that is certain to ultimately 
operate against the observance of good order on the 
Sabbath, and to embitter a large proportion of our 
people against the religious forces pressing it. We 
have law enough on the Sunday question, and more 
than enough. It will cost heavily in the general 
morality of the people to insist on making further 
statutory rules for the regulation of the public con- 
duct on the Sabbath.״

The World, Charleston, S. C., refers to our 
work, and to the Blair bill, as follows:—
“ We have received a copy of a small paper called the 

Outlook and Sabbath Quarterly, which condemns on 
principle the bill alluded to, and discusses it from the 
standpoint of individual rights and common sense.

“ The arguments against the general government’s 
legislating on such a subject arc strongly put, and point 
out the inconsistency of securing to the people the 
enjoyment of a day of rest by legally indicating what 
they shall or shall not do.

“To our way of thinking, the title of the measure is 
a misnomer, in part. ‘A bill to promote religious wor- 
ship, * would have been a little more appropriate to

idle man is thrown back upon himself, and noth- 
ing good can ever come from it, even though it be 
done voluntarily. But when men are compelled 
by law, under pains and penalties, to be idle, they 
are forced back upon themselves, with the fearful 
results recorded above. And those who are re- 
sponsible for making the law which forces men 
into such a condition as that, cannot be guiltless. 
The more that Sunday laws are tested, the more 
hideous they appear in their essential wickedness.

A. T. j.
- .......  » ·  «-----------

W hat T hey  W a n t It For.

Mrs. J. C. B ateh am , superintendent of Sab- 
bath Observance, of the Woman’s Christian Tern- 
perance Union, is one of the leading workers for 
the National Sunday law. There is no disputing 
this. What she says therefore on this subject 
must be authoritative. What she shall say it is 
for which they want a National Sunday law, that 
must be the thing for which they want it. This 
cannot be questioned. She issued, last spring, a 
leaflet inquiring, How a weekly day of rest and 
quiet can be best secured by law? and in this 
leaflet she tells what they want the Sunday rest 
for. Here are her words:—

“ We want it for the purposes for which God de- 
signed it when he bid us keep it holy; not for frivolity 
and amusement, not for sleep ånd idleness, not for the 
Sunday newspaper with its demoralizing literature, 
but for reading which is elevating and improving, 
including the Word of God, and for attendance upon 
church services.״

Then, a little further along, in the same leaflet 
she says:—

“ Senator Blair’s Sunday-Rest bill prepared at the 
request of the W. C. T. U. and in response to the first 
two millions of petitions, is in the main entirely sat- 
isfactory to us.״

Now let us analyze this. What they want a 
day of rest and quiet for, is, the reading of the 
Word of God and for attendance upon church 
services. The inquiry is, “ How these can best 
be secured by law?” Then the statement is, 
“ That the Sunday-Rest bill prepared at their re- 
quest, is in the main, entirely satisfactory.” It 
therefore follows that the object of the Blair 
Sunday-Rest bill is to establish a day of rest and 
quiet for the reading of the Word of God and 
attendance upon church services. This is the 
inevitable logic of the statements of one of the 
very chiefest of the Sunday-law workers. I f  this 
be not so, then there is no truth in axioms, there 
is no force in logic, and Roger Bacon was a 
fraud.

And yet, they blame us for saying that the ob- 
ject of the Sunday law is religious, and that it is 
the religious observance of the day that they are 
trying to secure by national law. But why 
should they blame us? We say no more than 
they say themselves. We simply draw the con- 
elusions from their own premises. We cannot 
forsake our senses. We cannot renounce our own 
power of reasoning, neither can we be so unchar- 
itable nor so ungallant as to hold;that Christian 
women do not mean what they say. She says 
they want the day “ for reading the Word of God 
and for attendance upon church services.” She 
wants to know how such a day can best be se- 
cured by law, and she says Senator Blair’s Sun- 
day-Rest bill is in the main entirely satisfactory. 
Then the direct and intentional object of the 
Blair Sunday-Rest bill is the religious observance 
of Suuday, and the religious observance, too, 
even to the extent of reading the Word of God 
and attendance upon church service.

T he Evils of E n fo rced  Id leness.

N ew  Y ork  S tate  last year had a law forbid- 
ding the use of motive power machinery in its State 
prisons; forbidding contract labor of State pris- 
oners; and forbidding the selling or giving away 
the product of any convict labor. It seems that 
that law was passed in the month of August, 1888. 
And what the law had accomplished from that 
time up to the month of April, 1889, the New 
York Independent tells in its issue of April 18. 
It says:—

“ The prison is crowded. Discipline is becoming 
impaired. The men are deteriorating. They are 
begging for work, sending by hundreds to the head 
keeper with the same old petition. The best evidence 
of the evil of the Yates law is that they are going 
crazy under it. About a dozen have been sent to the 
asylum from Sing Sing, and three dozen in all during 
the last six months, or more than twice the number 
during the same time in the previous year. These 
are of the first fruits; and as to what may be 
counted on hereafter, let the prison officers tell us 
officially:—
*. “ Warden Dunston, of Auburn:—

“ ‘ The enforced idleness of the convicted criminal 
demoralizes his mental, and wrecks his physical, sys- 
tern.*

“ Warden Fuller, of Clinton:—
“ ‘ To avoid the debilitating effects, mental, moral, 

and physical, that are the sequel to the confinement 
of prisoners in their cells without occupation, and in 
answer to the personal appeals of men for work, I 
have made for them such employment as I could.’

“ Warden Brush, of Sing Sing:—
“ ‘ Idleness in a prison is horrible to contemplate, 

especially to prison officials, who understand fully 
the consequences. The prisoners soon become restless, 
unhappy, ifhd miserable. Time with them passes 
slowly, their bodies soon become unhealthy, and the 
mind must become diseased. In fact, nothing but 
disease, insanity, and death can be expected from this 
condition.*

“ Physician Barber, of Sing Sing:—
“ Confinement in their cells five-sixths of the time in 

almost solitary idleness appears to be forcing them 
back upon themselves,—a prey to the baneful influ- 
ences of impure thoughts, corrupt conversation, dis- 
gusting personal habits, physical and mental prostra- 
tion and moral degradation.’

“ General Superintendent Lathrop:—
“ Idleness is the bane of a prison, whose malign 

influence no prison administration, however humane, 
ingenious, and energetic, has ever been able to over- 
come.’ ”

That is the effect of enforced idleness in a 
prison where its effect can be definitely determined. 
Enforced idleness can never do anything else 
than to force men back upon themselves with the 
result stated by Physician Barber. Yet in the face 
of all this evidence of the corrupting influence 
of enforced idleness, the National Sunday-law 
workers still go ahead in their efforts to secure 
a national law by which everybody shall be 
compelled to be idle one-seventh of the time 
perpetually. Then, when they get their Sunday 
law, if a man will not be idle every Sunday he shall 
be imprisoned; and then, if  they should extend 
the New York system to other States, when 
they once get them into prison they can compel 
them to be idle anyhow.

But in view of the facts set forth by these 
prison officials upon the destructive effects of 
idleness, every man who has any care for his 
mental, moral, or physical well-being, ought to 
oppose, with all his might, the making of any 
such law, and then, ought to refuse to obey any 
such law when it is made. In view of these evi- 
dences, we do not wonder that Dr. Crafts pro- 
nounces idleness to be Sabbath-breaking. It is 
one of the very worst sort of wickedness. The
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Cæsar, and with which he has no right to inter- 
fere. National Reform logic may be summed 
up as follows:—

1. Everything that is not religious is infidel 
and atheistic.

2. Temporal affairs are not religious, therefore 
they are atheistic.

3. Hence National Reformers should have 
nothing to do with temporal affairs, that they 
may be able to avoid infidelity and atheism.

A. D elos W estcott..

A “ T heo log ica l T ru s t.”
־־ ·*״.

The subject of trusts is attracting considerable 
attention at present, owing to the number of new 
trusts being formed in addition to those already 
in operation. Briefly speaking, a trust is a mo- 
nopoly; because it is an attempt upon the part o f  
those concerned in it, be they one or many, to 
secure the control of any certain article upon 
which they have previously agreed, and by means 
of this control, to force those desiring the article 
in question to obtain it solely at the hands of the 
corporation or organization representing the 
trust. This is why we have coal trusts, sugar 
trusts, gas trusts, salt trusts, oil trusts, etc.

The latest trust, however, and one which, by 
the way, indicates much more in the direction of 
evil results than those which have just been men- 
tioned, is the associating together of certain in- 
dividuals and organizations for the formation of 
a grand religious trust. Of course, they don’t 
designate their work by such a name, but this is 
just what it amounts to in the outcome.

The most active factor in this arrangement is 
the National Reform Association, which for 
years has been laboring to bring about a condi- 
tion of affairs in which all the Christian laws, in- 
stitutions, and usages of this government should 
be placed “ on an undeniable legal basis in the 
fundamental law of the land.” It has recently 
been joined in its work by the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union, and by the Prohibition party; 
the American Sahbath Union has also shown 
strong proclivities \n (;his direction. Under (;he 
stimulus of these combined influences, a trust of 
gigantic magnitude is appearing, which, iq its 
Heavpnrdaring attempt tq pqerce the consciences 
of men manifests inqre of the spirit of rqqnqpqly 
in this direction than has been witnessed since 
the Great Romish trust of the Middle Ages sqsr 
pended active operatings?

But the particular feature in which this afere* 
gaid religious trust proposes to distance all its 
worldly competitors is th is: While they design 
simply to supply the demand as fast as created, 
these self appointed custodians of public morals 
propose to force their religious wares upon the 
market, and then, through the power of civil law, 
to compel everybody to become purchasers,

This is an era of trusts, and the Americans are 
a “ trusting ” people, It is possible, however, to 
become too confiding in such cases as this, Un״ 
less American citizens are tired of liberty of 
thought and freedom of conscience, it will be well 
for them to turn a deaf ear to all the pleadings 
of the National Reformers and their allies, whq 
seek to accomplish by religious legislation what 
they are powerless to perform through moral sua: 
sion. True religion and true phristiqnity have 
no need pf q political “ pqinbine” in prder tq 
reach the hearts of the peqple. Down with alj 
trusts in general, and the Religious Political Na- 
tional Reform trust jn particular.

J. W. Scopes.

nority, for such indeed they are who desire to 
observe the day religiously. The injustice which 
thé advocates of stricter legislation would do to 
those who keep Saturday would fall with double 
force upon their own heads, if  the doctrine they 
teach were to be strictly applied.

All men by virtue of citizenship, and under 
the doctrine of religious liberty, are entitled to 
protection in all matters of conscience. But pro- 
tection in religious matters does not require direct 
or indirect compulsion on the part of the irrelig- 
ious, requiring them to conform to any act, as of 
abstaining from secular labor, because certain 
ones desire thus to do. I f  it be answered that 
disturbing noises interfere with religious regard 
for the day, it is enough to say that beyond dis- 
turbances that interfere with public assemblies 
the law cannot go. I f  it can, then the Seventh- 
day Baptist Church, which is disturbed by the 
rush of business around it on Saturday, is wronged 
in the sight of the civil law, and of the divine as 
well; and the men who care to worship the next 
day must remain quiet for two days. This is now 
practically the case with all who observe Saturday. 
It is therefore clear that the principle of religious 
liberty requires nothing beyond protection from 
direct disturbance of public assemblies. All else 
must be left to the action of individual conscience. 
Rioting and drunkenness should be prohibited at 
any time.— Outlook and Sabbath Quarterly.

N eith e r C h ristian  n o r Infidel.

The National Reformers say that because the 
United States Constitution does not recognize 
Christianity, it is therefore an infidel document. 
This is about as sensible as it would be to say 
that because there is no horse in a certain stable, 
it must therefore contain a cow. The fact that 
the Constitution fails to recognize Christianity no 
more proves it to be an infidel document than 
does the fact that the Constitution neglects to 
mention and recognize infidelity prove it to be a 
Christian document. The United States Consti- 
tution says not a word about infidelity. Are the 
National Reformers willing to accept this as proof 
that it is a decidedly Christian instrument ? They 
ought to be, according to their own reasoning.

I repeat, if the absence of Christianity proves the 
presence of infidelity, then the absence of infidch 
ity must prove the presence of Christianity, The 
fact is, however, that the national Constitution 
knows nothing of either Christianity or infidelity, 
It does not deal either with religion nor with irrer 
ligion. It tries neither to help religion nor to 
hinder it. It was not made for any such purpose, 
It minds its own business, and engages itself 
wholly with the affairs of this life. The necessl· 
ties and comforts of this life are not infidel. 
There is nothing essentially infidel about ordinary 
food and clothing. I f  there is, then National 
Reformers had better shun these things in the 
future. Strange as it may seem, there are some 
things which are neither Christian nor infidel, 
Here is a grist-mill, It was not made to grind 
out Christianity, and is not therefore, a Christian 
machine. Neither was it intended to produce 
infidelity; consequently it is pot an infidel ma- 
chine, It was made to manufacture flour—some- 
thing to minister to man’s temporal necessities— 
and is therefore a secular, or civil, machine.

The trouble with National Reformers js, they 
are unable to discover that there are some things 
belonging to Cæsar which do not belong to God; 
much less are they able to see that there are eome 
things belonging to God which do not belong to

the contents of the document. No matter what any 
one may say to the contrary, religious worship is a 
duty that every citizen should perform, and though 
duties may be regulated by law, it is certainly beyond 
the province of legislation to enact laws instructing 
men how they may secure the enjoyment of a day of 
rest, inasmuch as enjoyment is in great measure reg- 
ulated by taste, discretion and breeding, which differ 
in the cases of differe nt men.

“ The bill referred to makes Sunday the day of rest. 
There are now some religions that observe Saturday 
as such. Are they to be compelled to change their 
day, and would this accord with the provisions of the 
Constitution in reference to the free exercise of re- 
ligious belief?

“We agree with the 1 eligious publication referred to in 
the conclusion that legislation on this subject on the 
part of the general government is unwise and im- 
practicable.״

These are representative expressions from dif־ 
ferent parts of the country, which indicate the 
drift of opinion on the part of the secular press. 
We do not need to reassure the readers of the 
Outlook that our sympathies and efforts are wholly 
with good order and good morals upon every hoi- 
iday. We are equally uncompromising in our 
opposition to “ Sabbath legislation,” 
which, under the pretense of seeking only the 
“ civil Sabbath,” aims at securing the support 
of the civil law for the religious observance 
of Sunday. Those who have advocated the 
Blair bill, and who announce that the agitation is 
to continue until a similar bill be passed, “ protest 
too much ” that they aim only at securing a civil 
Sabbath. It were far more just to take the posi- 
tion occupied by the National Reform Association, 
and with the courage of honest conviction, say 
that there can be no civil Sabbath, and that the 
law of the commonwealth ought to support Sun- 
day as a religious institution. This is the real 
desire of those who religiously regard the day, 
and are clamoring for this new legislation. Let 
them fairly state the issue and enter the field in 
defense of such an issue. I f  there can be ulti- 
mate success for such efforts, it will be obtained 
sooner by an open avowal of the religious purpose, 
than otherwise. Any legislation less than this, if 
attainable, would give only a lower type of holi- 
dayism, if possible, than that which now prevails. 
This, rather than helping, would hinder the cause 
of moral and religious reform. The real issue at 
stake in the struggle for national Sunday legisla- 
tion centers around the right of the State to touch 
the question of Sunday observance in any way. 
The effort to occupy a middle ground between the 
basis on which existing Sunday legislation rests, 
and the non-religious basis which many are now 
advocating, will be futile. I f  the law has any 
right to touch the question, it has full right to re- 
quire “ the religious observance of Sunday.” 
Otherwise the utmost limit it may attain is the 
permission to cease from labor on that day, if  men 
choose thus to do.

We are in hearty sympathy with the idea that 
those who desire to observe Sunday religiously, 
should be protected in such observance; that 
protection should be granted to them as citizens 
of the commonwealth, not as religionists. By the 
same law, those who wish to observe the seventh 
day, are entitled to the same protection, as citi- 
zens, and not as religionists. That they happen 
to be in the minority does not impair their right 
to such protection, and all legislation which pro- 
ceeds upon the idea that the minority can be ig- 
nored because it is the minority, is non-republican, 
unjust, and to be resisted. I f  the majority doc- 
trine were to be applied, those who do not desire 
to observe Sunday religiously, being in the great 
majority, would have full right to ignore the mi
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The California Voice of July 18, has an edito- 
rial article entitled, “ Opposed to Sunday Laws,” 
in which it takes the A merican Sentinel to 
task for representing, as the Voice puts it, that 
the leaders of the Sunday-law movement intend 
“ to secure a union of Church and State, to estab- 
lish a State creed, to persecute heretics,” etc. It 
illustrates the matter in this way:—

“ Should a party of reputable men take tickets to 
Reno and back to San Francisco and say that is the 
extent of their intended journey, it would be absurdly 
unjust and wicked to assert proof positive that they 
intend to go to New York and then to Rome, Jeru- 
salem, and China, simply because they are heading 
eastward.״

The illustration is not perfect. To make it 
perfect we would have to suppose that the road 
upon which the “ party of reputable men ” were 
to take their tickets was a single track road, run- 
ning trains only one way, making it impossible to 
return by the same road. It would be necessary 
to suppose, too, that the trains were all through 
trains, stopping only at the points to which the 
“ reputable men” asserted that they were not go- 
ing; and furthermore, that some of the party 
should assert boldly that they were not only going 
to Reno, but that they intended going to New 
York, Rome, Jerusalem, and China. This is sub- 
stantially the case with the advocates of the Sun- 
day-Rest bill.

National Reformers are all in favor of this 
Sunday-rest movement, and of the Blair Sunday- 
Rest bill. They, and the leaders of the American 
Sabbath Union are making common cause to 
secure the passage of just such a law. They are 

embarked on the same train, and it is not unrea- 
sonable to say that they are bound for the same 
destination, because some of them openly avow 
the fact.

The world has changed its character and gov- 
ernments have been greatly modified from what 
the world knew in the century before the Decla- 
ration of Independence was promulgated. The 
influence of the government of the United States 
is felt and seen on every hand throughout the 
earth. Ancient despotisms are modified and the 
monarohies of Europe have developed constitu- 
tional guaranties to suit the people. All the 
world looks to America, and the nations formed 
in the western hemisphere follow the precedent 
set by our United States. The influence of our 
free institutions is felt in the uttermost parts of 
the earth, and must go on working to free and en- 
lighten mankind until the world is reconstructed 
to correspond. It is not easy to fix a value on the 
Pilgrim Fathers’ action, or on the work done by 
Virginia cavaliers, and by the Huguenots who 
settled the Carolinas. Differing as they did, they 
planted on this hemisphere seeds of liberty that 
have enlightened the world.— Oregonian.
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addition to that, exalting itself above Christ in 
promising salvation by works. The whole Na- 
tional Reform system is only the Papacy over 
again.

The following letter from a minister to one -of 
our correspondents in Maine, is of interest:—

“ I am much pleased to receive the paper you so 
kindly sent. I am in full harmony with its anti- 
Church and State sentiments, and have for many 
years worked on that line of thought, ten years ago 
getting fifteen hundred names to a petition to Con- 
gress to move for a Constitutional amendment pro- 
hibiting all States and municipalities from any and 
all religious legislation and from any sectarian use of 
money. I always preach of this in every place 
where I live, as I have here.

“ The Sentinel has given me very desirable infor- 
mation and thus helped me to better work. I wish 
it was in every family in the country. It has so 
clearly exposed the bad methods and falsehoods of 
those who are trying to bring the country into that 
worst of bondage, ecclesiastical.״

May this brother’s number increase mightily.

M ore E v idences .

The Congregational Club of San Francisco 
met in their regular Monday meeting, July 29, 
in the Y. M. C. A. Hall. Rev. W. H. Scudder 
read a paper on “A  Sabbath-Rest Law.” The 
following brief report we clip from the San Fran- 
cisco Examiner of the 30th:—

“ ‘ I hope,’ said Mr. Scudder, ‘ that Congress will 
pass a law similar to the Blair bill, compelling one 
day’s rest in seven. The laboring classes need at least 
that amount of rest. I am not in favor of allowing 
street and railroad cars, theaters, ferry-boats, amuse- 
ment gardens, or even newspapers, to carry on busi- 
ness on the Sabbath. There are over 2,000,000 peo- 
pie in the United States who work on Sunday. It is 
only since the great influx from Europe that the Sab- 
bath has been turned into a day of amusement in- 
stead of rest. The people of the Continent have no 
idea of observing the Sabbath. The saloons should 
be closed by law on the Lord’s day.’

“Rev. Dr. Holbrook said that Congressional legisla- 
tion to this end would be contrary to the provisions 
of the Constitution of the United States, but the 
States individually can regulate the matter.

“Rev. G. W. Both well, of Oakland, said that the way 
to obtain such a law is for the ministers and their 
friends to fight for it at the primaries.

“Rev. J. H. Phillips of Los Angeles spoke of the 
church work in that section.

“Rev. Dr. T. C. Easton, of Newark, N. J., said that 
he had been told that San Francisco was a very 
wicked city. He was happily disappointed. It is no 
worse than Newark, and, excepting San Francisco’s 
Chinatown and a few other nuisances, she would 
rank among the best.״

Dr. Easton’s testimony is additional evidence to 
the proofs which we have given in the Sentinel, 
that the best Sunday observance is where there is 
no Sunday law. W e have known for a long time 
that San Francisco is no worse than Eastern cities 
of its class, and we are satisfied that, as Dr. Easton 
says, with the exception of Chinatown, San Fran- 
cisco would rank amongst the best. But as no 
Sunday law is expected to abolish Chinatown, 
that can bear no part in the question of Sunday 
laws. Consequently San Francisco with no Sun- 
day law rules amongst the best cities on Sunday. 
The truth of the whole matter is that, when 
brought down to strict honesty, the Sunday-law 
movement is not to benefit society at all. It is 
simply to give the church managers control of 
the -civil power, so that they can compel those 
who do not belong to the church to act as though 
they did. But that will only repel men, and 
cause them to respect both Sunday and the church 
less than they now do.

Tl̂ e Ænjeneaij Seijtiijel.
Oakland, California, August 21,1889.

N ote.—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- 
scribed 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 same.

A t a mass meeting held in the First Congre- 
gational Church, Oakland, Cal., Monday evening, 
August 5, which was addressed by Dr. Wilbur F. 
Crafts, the petition for a National Sunday law 
was defeated instead, of being endorsed.

A ugust 3 to 5, Dr. W. F. Crafts spent in San 
Francisco and Oakland. He spoke at Howard 
St. Μ. E. Church at 11 A. M., and at United 
Presbyterian Church at 8 p. m., Sunday; and to 
the San Francisco pastors at the Y. M. C. A. 
Hall, Monday, at 3 p . m., and at First Congre- 
gational Church, Oakland, Monday evening. We 
shall notice his speeches in future issues of the 
Sentinel.

-------------י—#—·-------------
The Christian Nation of July 24,1889, says:—
“ The history of America is the history of the sue- 

cess and beneficence of the principle of prohibition.״
Well, if  prohibition is a success, why is such a 

contest waged to get constitutional prohibition 
State and national ? But if it be only the prin- 
ciple of prohibition, without the prohibition itself, 
that is a success, tken we should like to know 
how the principle can be a success without carry- 
ing with it the fact.

It is argued by the advocates of Sunday laws 
that what they call the “ continental sabbath” is 
exceedingly demoralizing and tends greatly to 
crime. France is frequently referred to as a 
country which has suffered a great deal from this 
“ continental sabbath.” On this ptf)int the fol- 
lowing testimony from the late Dr. Guthrie of 
Edinburgh, who, by the way was a strict Presby- 
terian, is worthy of note. He says:—

“ I counted on one occasion in Paris thirty-three 
places of amusement open on the Sabbath-day. Com- 
ing home, in one hour I saw in London and Edin- 
burgh, with all our churches and schools of piety, 
more drunkenness than I saw in five long months in 
guilty Paris.”

This is significant, when we consider that Paris 
has no Sunday law, while Edinburgh has a strict 
Sunday law, and is noted for its Sunday-keeping ; 
and while London is referred to as an exemplary 
city as to Sunday laws.

The Christian Nation of July 24,vhasthe fol- 
lowing:—

“ The government of the United States is a grand 
government. The rich young ruler who came to 
Christ was also a model young man, and the Lord 
loved him, but said to him : 1 One thing thou lackest.’ 
And so we, remembering our allegiance to a power 
that is above all human authority, are compelled to 
say to our government, adopting the Lord’s w'ords 
to the young ruler, ‘ One thing thou lackest; put away 
thy interests in the American saloon and prohibit it for- 
every and thou shalt be saved”

There is so much evil in this paragraph that we 
have not the time nor the space to expose the 
half of it. And not by any means the least 
wicked thing about it is its outrageous assumption 
of the place of Christ, promising salvation; and in


