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Equal and exact justice to all man, of whatever state or persuasion, religious or political.— Zhomas Fefferson.
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Uxper the heading of “The Puritan Sab-
bath” M. A. G. intimates that Sunday match-
making is unlawful, and gives as a reason for the
increase of divorces, “ Perhaps too many of these
contracts' are made on the Sabbath.” When
therefore our National Reform friends have
made this a “Christian” (?) nation, we may
reasonably expect that Sunday match-making
will become a criminal offense, punishable by fine
and imprisonment.— W., in Prohibition Journal.

>

THE most important action taken at the con-
vention of the Central Roman Catholic Society
in Cleveland, was a decision to encourage the im-
migration of Catholic foreigners to the United
States. It is proposed to pay especial attention
to farmers, who will be sent to join the Catholic
parishes in the West, or they will be banded to-
gether to form new parishes. The work of colo-
nizing the United States for the purpose of the
Roman Catholic Church, goes bravely on.—Amer-
ica.

-
®

Tur Christian Witness remarks that—

“ There is no peril to religious and political liberty
in this country so great as that which popery, by the
aid of Jesuits, if not averted, is sure to bring upon us.
We may sneer at the possibility of such a result, but
the history of the ages supports the supposition, and
should arouse the Christian people of the nation to
the approaching peril. ”

A living image to a bad thing is as bad as the
thing itself. And when degenerate Protestantism
advocates measures of the same nature as those
upon which “popery ” rose and made itself hid-
eous for centuries, why is it not as great a peril
to religious and political liberty in this country ”
as popery itself? Peril is a principle, and not
merely a name. Like causes, no matter how
designated, produce like effects.

—— e

Ax Eastern paper has the following : —

“A former railway commissioner of Towa, Mr. L.
8. Coffin, has put forth a plea in behalf of railroad
cmployes which ought to secure attention. Mr.
Coflin especially dwells upon the necessity of secur-
ing automatic brakes, and of reserving Sunday as a
rest-day for employes.

“As to Sabbath rest, the demand for it amonz rail-
way and other employes is increasing, so that it
would secem impossible but that the railroad
companies should yield to the fecling that the Sab-

bath was made for railway employes as well as for
other men. We hope practical results will follow
Mr. Coffin’s praiseworthy efforts. ”’

Certainly every man who wants to rest upon
Sunday, or upon any other day, should have the
privilege of doing so; and why do they not rest?
It it was a matter of wages, or of the employment
of an obnoxious man, or some other matter of
that kind, the railway employes would find some
means of bringing the companies to terms, but as
it is we suppose the State will be asked to inter-
fere and secure rest for those who want it—and
for everybody else as well. Those who are will-
ing to relinquish their Sunday wages can rest
now if they really want to do so.

The Real Object of the Edmunds
Amendment.

JoserH CooK, of the Boston Monday lecture-
ship, is the leading advocate of the Edmunds
amendment to the United States Constitution.
The topic of the Boston Monday lectures for
1889 is papal demination in American schools.
This discussion is professedly in the interests of
the public schools, but it is in fact only in the in-
terests of Protestantism instead of Catholicism in
the public schools. It is professedly against a
union of Church and State, but it is in fact only
against a union of Roman Catholicism and the
State, while it just as certainly favors a union of
Protestantism and the State. It is professedly
in favor of American institutions, as against the
domination of the Catholic Church; but it is in
fact against American institutions and in favor of
Protestant domination in civil affairs. This will
more fully appear as we proceed. Of the amend-
ment he says:—

“It covered almost precisely the ground now occu-
pied by Senator Blair’s proposed amendment, but as its
language was perhaps somewhatmore cautious, and as
it came so near passing, I quote Senator Edmunds pro-
posal as a summary of the highest educational de-
mand of the hour.”

He says it contains four great points:—

1. «It prohibits the establishment of a State
church in any State of the Union.” This is true,
but, as we have shown, it leads inevitably to the
establishment of a State religion by the nation.

2. « It forbids the sectarian use of public-school
funds by any State or municipality.” DBut it
does not forbid a religious use of public funds by
any State or municipality.

3. «“It prevents the formation of sectarian pub-
lic schools.”  But it does not prevent the forma-
tion of religious public schools.

4. “Nevertheless, it guards against the exclu-
sion of the Bible from public schools, and so does
not establish instruction on a purely secular basis.”

But it does establish instruction upon a purely
religious basis. And all this is the very thing
that no government has a right to do. The

State that undertakes to teach religion in order
to inculcate principles of good citizenship, will
fail to secure either religion or good citizenship.

Of the prospects of the Edmunds resolution,
he says:—

“Ifthe Boston election of last December had occurred
a few weeks before this vote in Congress, the neces-
sary two-thirds, as I Dbelieve, would have been ob-
tained, and the Edmunds amendment might now have
been a partof the law of the land, We must launch
this reform when the waves are running high. There
are many sand-bars, but I believe that to-day in Con-
gress there would be a chance for the passage of the
Edmunds proposal. Scnator Blair’s bill covers sub-
stantially the same ground and a little more. Ishould
not be sorry to see it passed, but I think it would be
more difficult to pass it than it would have been to
pass the Edmunds bill.”

If this prospect is correetly outlined, and if it
be so nearly a practical scheme, which, as a mat-
ter of fact, we believe it is, then it is high time
that the people of this nation were awaking to
the fact, and, as far as possible, making it an im-
practicable scheme. It is probable that the
Blair Amendment would be more difficult to pass,
because its true intent is more plainly revealed.

Mzr. Cook indorses the Edmunds resolution be-
cause, he says, “It prevents a sectarian division
of the school funds.” DBut we should like to know
why it would be any more unjust to divide the
school funds amongst the sects than it would be
to devote the whole of the school fund bodily to
the benefit of those sects which, united, call them-
selves the majority,and proclaim themselves to be
the “evangelicals,” even though they include the
Mormons in their evangelicalism. For this is
just what Mr. Cook’s scheme amounts to, and to
us it would seem to be just as proper to divide
the money amongst the different sects, as it would
to devote the whole of it to one. Not that we
believe for a moment that it should be so divided,
nor that it should be so devoted, because the State
must have nothing at all to do with the question
of religion, whether in the schools or out of the
schools, but if public money is to be used for
teaching religion, then the only fair way to do is
to divide the public money amongst the different
denominations according to their respective pop-
ulations. Mr. Cook calls attention to the dangers
that already threaten the public-school system
from political influence. He says:—

“Scores of teachers within recent years have been
dropped from their position by political school boards
because their opinions on temperance were a little too
strong to suit the school committees. Not a few who
have studied the worst cases of this kind have fallen
into a sort of moral nausea over the management of
schools in certain cities by corrupt committees, mere
ward politicians, many of them monstrously vile
men, patrons of the saloons, and of the gambling
dens, and of the brothels. There are cities in this
country where little local committees, not {it to man-
age the investment of ten dollars, have the choice of
school-teachers and the power to dismiss teachers al-
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most without reason, and who do all these things
from purely political motives, and appoint their own
relatives very often, practicing nepotism in its most
glaring aspeets. The political abuses of the common-
school system are becoming a great public terror in
mismanaged cities. What is the remedy for all these
mischiefs?” -

But how does he propose to remedy the mis-
chiefs? Why, by simply adding a reﬂgious ele-
ment to the already mischievous political strifes
in connection with the public-school system. He
exclaims:—

“So help me, Ieaven, I see no way out of the
alarming evils arising from the partisan management
of common schools except by the success of the Ed-
munds amendment.” (Applause.)

Does any sober-minded man really believe that
the success of the Edmunds amendment, or any
other, can stop these mischiefs? If that or the
Blair amendment were adopted, then a strife
upon the question of what Bible it is that shall
be used, or what is sectarian instruction, and
many other questions, would be added to the al-
ready deplorable political mischiefs, and the evils
would be increased a thousand-fold. This result
would follow just as certainly as day follows
night.

This is further proved by Mr. Cook’s own
statement that “the chief power of the Roman
Catholic Church to do mischief in this country is
political.” Then how can it be expected to
weaken that power, or to lessen the mischief, by
making religious questions the essential element
in politics? It is surprising to think that any
thinking man can think so. Then he exhorts
thus:—

“Stand up, then, for Senator Edmunds*proposcd
constitutional amendment while yet you can
pass it. Let us invoke the national power. Let us
invoke it speedily, for if we do not carry an amend-
ment like Senator Edmunds’ within the next twenty
years, it is possible we shall never be able to carry it.
The hour is critical. Remember that this amend-
ment was once within two votes of passing in the
Senate.. Mr. Blaine’s proposed amendment upon the
same topic had the overwhelming support of the
House. And now Senator Blair is advocating sub-
stantially the same proposition. The Edmunds
amendment is practicable ; it is a vital public neces-
sity; but it must be passed soon or never. There-
fore let us make Senator Edmunds’ program our
own concerning the school question. Let us join
ranks. Let Protestants stand up, and all stand up,
and stand together.”

Then in another place he says:—

“ Professor Hodge went so far asto say that our

conflict on the school question with the Romanist on
" the one side and thesecularist on the other, is of more
importance to this nation than the issues connected
with slavery and intemperance.”

These extracts show, as plainly as need be, that
this proposition to amend the Constitution of the
United States upon the subject of religion in the
public schools, is nothing else than a sc%xeme to es-
tablish by constitutional amendment Protestant-
ism as the State religion. This was shown also
in the arguments made last winter before the
Senate Committee on Education and Labor, in be-
half of the Blair amendment. Every argument
there made was for Protestantism instead of
Catholicism in the public schools.

If the American people want to be kept free
from the despotism of a mnational religion, they
need to be awake to the efforts that are being
made to secure these amendments that have been
offered and that are now advocated. Let the
Constitution of the United States remain as it is
upon the subject of religion. Keep religion out
of the public schools; let the public schools be
for the public. As surely as any such amend-

ment shall ever be adopted as has been proposed,
so surely will there be the establishment oFPa na-
tional religion, and the establishment of a na-
tional religion is the establishment of a national
despotism.

The quotations in this article are taken from
Mr. Cook’s lectures, as printed in Our Day for
March, April, and May. A TT
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Isthe Constitution Infidel ?

THE Christian Statesman, of August 29, says
that the statement that the American government
was established on the secular principle, is untrue.
It says that to represent the National Reform
movement as revolutionary is to forget, or inten-
tionally ignore, the plainest facts of history. It
says that the government is Christian, but over-
turns this in the same short article by saying:
“ We admit that infidelity stole a march on the
American people in the framing of the Constitution

of the United States, and we admit that, largely |

through the unsettling influences of that instru-
ment, the relation of government to religion has
become an open question, now in process of settle-
ment, in this country. But the claim that the sec-
ular theory is the established American theory
is false and unfair, and, like all unfair attempts
in controversy, will yet bring confusion to those
who make it.”-

To the covert threat in this last clause we
have nothing to say. But we would like to ask
the Statesman what it is that determines the char-
acter of the government, if it is not the Constitu-
ton. If, as it admits, the Constitution of the
United States is a secular document, then the
American theory of government must be the sec-
ular theory of government. And therefore the un-
fairness is wholly onits own part, in claiming that
the American theory of government is to combine
religion with the government, when, according to
its own admission, such a claim is a false one.
Whatever confusion results, must necessarily
come to those who make such false claims.

But mark, that while we say the American
theory of government is the secular theory, we
do not at all admit the Statesman’s charge that it
is an infidel theory. Infidelity did not steal a
march on the American people in the framing of
the Constitution of the United States, and that
document is not an infidel document, it does not
teach infidelity. It has no tendency whatever to-
wards infidelity. To show the falsity of the state
ment that mhdellty stole a march on the Ameri-
can people in the framing of the Constitution of
the United States, it is only necessary to say that
there were religious men in the Constitutional
Convention, and serious consideration was given
to the matter of recognizing God and religion in
the Constitution ; and the omission of such recog-
nition was the result of careful, deliberate, con-
scientious consideration. This is more clearly
apparent from the fact that within two years after
the Constitution was adopted, ten amendments
were added, the first of which is the following:
“Congress shall make no law respecting an es-
tablishment of religion, or plolnbltmg the free
exercise thereof.” If the omission of the name of
God, or the recognition of religion, was an over-
sight, the first amendment, instead of declaring
against an establishment of religion, would have
provided for it. Nay; the original Constitution
itself declared that no religious test should ever
be required as a qualification to any office or
public trust under the United States.

But the fact that God’s name is not mentioned
does not make the Constitution an infidel Consti-
tution, any more than the fact that a merchant’s
sign or his advertisement in the newspaper does
not contain the name of God proves that he is an
infidel. The Postmaster-General, John Wana-
maker, is the pride of the National Reform party,
although perhaps not a member of that organiza-
tion. e is pointed to with pride as the Christian
merchant. We have no disposition to question
his Christianity; but we would simply call atten-
tion to the fact that in all his extensive advertise-
ments the name of God does not occur once. Are
we to judge from that that he is an infidel? His
clerks transact his business and sell goods over
the counter without making any mention of the
name of God. Does that show that his business
is an infidel business? Nobody thinks so. On
the contrary, if he should flaunt the name of God
in his advertisements, and if he should instruct
his clerks to make some mention of Deity
with every yard of cotton or silk that they tore
off, the people would justly question the genuine-
ness of his profession.

In his book, “ Church and State in the United
States,” Dr. Schaff speaks as follows concerning
the proposed amendment recognizing God in the
Constitution :—

“ Our chief objection to such an amendment, be-
sides its impracticability, is that it rests upon a false
assumption, and casts an unjust reflection upon the
original document, as if it were hostile to religion.
But it is neither hostile nor friendly to any religion;;
it is simply silent on the subject, as lying beyond the
jurisdiction of the general government. The absence
of the names of God and Christ, in a purely political
and legal document, no more proves denial or irrev-
erence than the absence of those names in a mathe-
matical treatise, or the statutes of a bank or railroad
corporation. The title ‘ holiness’ does not make the
Pope of Romeany holier than he is, and it makes the
contradiction only more glaring in such characters
as Alexander VI. The book of Esther and the Song of
Solomon are undoubtedly productions of devout wor-

shipers of Jehovah ; and yet the name of God does
not occur once in them.”

According to the National Reform view, the
book of Esther and the Song of Selomon would
be called infidel documents. But of all people
who talk about infidelity, the National Reformers
show the least knowledge of what infidelity is;
and this for the reason that they have the least
konowledge of what constitutes-Christianity.

E. J. W.
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Where-the Line Should Be-Drawn.

TrE Ezaminer Baptist) says:—

“The constitutional convention of the Territory of
Idaho has adopted a bill of rights containing a section
providing that ‘no person shall be denied any civil
or political right or privilege on account of religious
opinions.” But the provision was qualified by the
further statement that ‘the liberty of conscience
hereby secured shall not be construed to justify polyg-
amous practices, nor to permit any person, organi-
zation, or association to directly or indirectly aid or
abet, counsel, or advise any person to commit the
crime of bigamy or polygamy.” Under the territo-
rial law hitherto prevailing, as interpreted by the hizh-
est court of the Territory, all Mormon residents of
Idaho have been disfranchised, even monogamous
Mormons not being permitted to vote.

“The disfranchisement ofa Mormon, simply for be-
ing a Mormon, is an interference with the rights of
conscience that are guaranteed to every citizen by
the constitution of the United States, and if the law
in question had been interpreted by the Supreme
Court, it would no doubt have been pronounced un-
constitutional. The Federal Constitutien does not,
however, prevent a State from abridging the religious
liberty of its citizens, but public opinion is strongly
adverse to such abridgment under any circumstances.
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The proposed constitution of Idaho will, therefore,
more nearly represent public opinion than the terri-
torial law that has hitherto prevailed. The people of
this country demand the suppression of polygamy,
but against Mormonism as a religious system they
are no more disposed to proceed than against Roman-
ism, or Mohammedanism, or Judaism.”

We have no fault to find with this sentiment.
Polygamy ought to be prohibited, not because it
is immoral, but because in its very nature it is
uncivil ; it cannot be practiced without encroach-
ing upon the civil rights of others than the ones
engaging in it; it bitterly wrongs innocent chil-
dren and well-nigh helpless women ; it concerns
the relations of man to his fellows and is there-
fore a proper subject of civil law. But when the
Ezaminer intimates, as it does in the paragraphs
quoted, and as it has more recently said that,—

“The principle of religious liberty requires only

one thing: That all religious beliefs should be placed
on an equality before the law, so that no one should
be either favored or punished because of his opinions,
whether privately held or publicly expressed, so that
in their public expression breaches of the peace are
not provoked.”
It simply draws the line in the wrong place.
The principle of religious liberty requires that
the civil law shall leave all perfectly free so far
as their duties to God are concerned. The civil
law may, according to the words of our Saviour
in Matt. 22: 21, require all to render to Cesar
(civil government) the things which arg Casar’s,
but it should also leave all free to render unto
God the things that are God’s.
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Romanizing the Public Schools.

Rev. J. R. KEnDRICK, D. D,, hasa very strong
article in the Forum, strenuously opposing any
concession whatever toward dividing the public-
school money and allowing Roman Catholics, or
any other sects, any share to be used for sectarian
purposes. He cites the case of Poughkeepsie,
N. Y, where an arrangement was made, several
years since, whereby, in certain school-houses, the
Roman Catholics are allowed to give religious in-
struction out of regular school hours; and then
follow these comments :— .

There is one obvious test by which to try the
Poughkeepsie plan. Is it suitable for general
adoption? Is it a good working and workable
theory for the country at large? Suppose the
Jews, or the Methodists, or the Episcopalians of
any community, were to erect and equip school
buildings, and say to educational boards, “We
offer you these on the simple condition that when
you do not want them for your own special pur-
poses we may use them as we please, reserving in
particular the right in other than school hours
to instruct all comers in our peculiar tenets,”
what would be the result? Clearly, sectarian
schools supported by the State; or, if not exactly
these, ecclesiastical establishments engaged in sec-
tarian propagandism maintained from the public
treasury. Suppose a society of Comtists should
do the same thing, only stipulating for the priv-

‘ilege’ of making their edifice a temple for the re-
llo-mn of humanity, would not the State, in accept-
ing the offer, contribute direct aid and comfort to
this class of philosophers? The tendency of the
Poughkeepsie policy, if not its sure effect, would
be to gather children in schools according to de-
nominational affinities, and thus virtually estab-
lish the sectarian lines of division, which it is im-
portant to efface.

On the whole, it seems to me that this inno-

sent-looking Poughkeepsie plan is a veritable

Trojan horse. By its provisions, or almost neces-
sary implications, Roman Catholics adroitly ob-
tain what they clamor for—State support for
sectarian education. This concession, however
disguised and by whatever specious advantages
recommended, would in the end prove fatal to
our American public-school system.— Congrega-
tionalist.
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An Un-American Movement.

TroSE well-meaning but narrow-minded people
who are always troubling themselves by an undue
interference with the business of their neighbors,
are particularly active in the city at the present
time. The point on which they are now expend-
ing their surplus energies is a Sunday law. It
was very plainly demonstrated in 1882 that Cal-
ifornia does not want a Sunday law. The De-
mocracy at that time swept the State on an anti-
Sunday law platform, and rolled up a majority
of tremendous proportions for General Stoneman.

In a series of resolutions passed last night, it
is said that the lack of such a law is a shame to
this State, and it is remarked that France is the
only other State in the civilized world where no
such law is in force. The position of California
in this respect may be unique in this Federation
of States; but if so then we are uniquely Ameri-
can. No principle is more broadly and solidly
laid down by the founders of this government
than the one which sought forever to decree an
absolute divorce between Church and State.
The principle carried out to its fairly logical re-
sults would forbid the passage of any law in re-
gard to Sunday, beyond such provisions as will
guarantee to all men the right to worship as they
see fit; and that guarantee includes the right not
to WOl‘Shlp at all. This is the whole of the
American principle in relation to religion. A
dozen volumes of comment will add nothing to
that simple statement, and no amount of argu-
ment will do away with one iota of the force of
this germinal idea.

The work of Christianity by all the teachings
of its founder, and by all the explications of its
apostles, is a purely moral one. The church 's
work is upon the inside of a man, and must be
done in his heart. The appeal to civil powers to
aid in this has always proved to be the most
fatal weakness of the churches. It is the appeal
to the sword, which, Christ said, must prove fatal
to him that makes it. It makes the kingdom
to be of this world.

As to France, any American State may well
be proud of being found in line with that pro-
gressive nation. France has always been the fec-
und mother of broad, of advanced, of humane
principles. She is the only promineng State in
Europe which has yet thrown off all sorts of Old
World notions, of ties that fetter the human
mind, heart, and conscience, and that, like our
own great republic, proclaims the sovereignty of
manhood as the sole basis of right to rule in
human affairs. The divine rights of kings, the
guarded privileges of birth, and other un-
American ideas that are supreme in all European
States, are dead and buried in France. Shall
we go back to these? shall we undo the noble
deeds of the fathers? shall we roll the centuries
backward and align our laws with those of Russia
and Austria because it is a shame to be in line
with France? Well, hardly!

In the interest of religion, as the best thing for
the churches, as the surest stay for the existence
of the Christian Sunday, we say in all kindness

and sincerity to these well-meaning but erring
enthusiasts, Mind your own business. Attend
duly to your own religious duties. Enjoy in
peace your Sunday rest and other privileges.
Trust to the good example of your lives, to the
logic of your cause, to the power of the omnipo-
tent God, to draw erring men to yourside. Avoid
all semblance of coercion or worldly influence to
do this work. Let the people you think to be
wrong spend their Sundays as they think best, if
you wish to be unmolested in your rights. It is
too late in the day to carry out your plans, and
America has not the soil where your ideas will
germinate and grow. Be content to be secure
in your own rights, and give others the same
rights as you enjoy.—Los Angeles Herald.
The Christian Statesman in Favor of
Church and State Union.

IN the Christian Statesman of August 29 the
AMERICAN SENTINEL is described as chromcall)
unfair, in that it charges the National Reform
Association with workmg for a union of Church
and State. There are two noticeable things in con-
nection with this controversy. The first is that
the Sta‘esman has never yet attempted to prove
that it is not in favor of Church and State; it
simply denies the charges. This would be all
that is required, if our charges consisted simply
of assertions; but when we cite facts, and make
arguments, and draw conclusions, to show that it
is in favor of Church and State union, they have
never yet attempted to show the fallacy of one
of the arguments, or to disprove one of the con-
clusions. And the other noticeable thing is that
the Statesman scarcely ever makes a denial of its
desire for Church and State union without in
that same denial furnishing proof that it s desir-
ous of such a union. In this very article it
says:—

“We hold as strenuously as do our opponents to
the absolute separation and independence of Church
and State, but we also hold, with Professor Leiber,
that the theory of American institutions requires the
total separation of the State from the Church—not
from religion.”

As Dr. Edwards said in the New Yorkk con-
vention, they believe in a union of religion and
State, but not in Church and State. Now if that
were true, it would seem to be proof that they
do not believe in religion in the church; and
surely that admission must be worse than the
other; for a church without religion is a deplor-
able thing. We are, however, convinced that
the National Reformers do not believe in religion
in the church, from the very fact that they be-
lieve in religion and the State, that is, in making
the State the Church; for when this is done there
will be no religion in it—only an empty shell.

But on the first page of the same paper, the
Statesman shows in an editorial that it is the
champion of the union of Church and State. It
notes the call for the annual congress of the
American Secular Union for 1889, and publishes
a statement of the object of that union, which
object is to secure the total separation of Church
and State. After quoting this declaration of
principles, the Statesman says :—

“ We cheerfully and zealously assist in giving pub-
licity to this call. Nothing could give the American
people a clearer view of the pending situation than
these frank, logical, and comprehensive demands of
the American Secular Union.”

The Statesman recognizes itself as the direct
antagonist of the object of the American Secular
Union; we do not say the antagonist of the infi-'
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del views of its members, but the antagonist of
the work of the association. Therefore, it de-
clares itself to be the champion of a union of
Church and State.

This is still further shown by the fact that the
Statesman is one of the most virulent opposers of
the petition which has been circulated asking
Congress to pass no laws which would look toward
a union of Church and &State. It is no use for
the Statesman to try to conceal its motives. It
would be much more honorable for it to boldly
avow its advocacy of Church and State union.
As it says, nothing can be gained by persistent
misrepresentation. It might as well declare the
real object of the National Reform Association;
for it cannot make a denial of that object without
in that very denial revealing it. E. J. W.
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Americans Disqualified as Jurors.

JunsE McCoNNELL has committed himself to
the astounding doctrine that a member of the
American League is disqualified from sitting as a
juror in the Cronin murder case. This ruling
was arrived at after the examination of William
P. Turner, of Evanston, had reached the point
where he said that he was a member of the Grand
Army of the Republic and of the American
League. Mr. Turner had been previously cross-
examined Dby the coursel for the defense, who
found no reason in his answers for a challenge
for cause. He said that he had read the news-
papers in regard to the Cronin murder, but
had formed no opinion as to the guilt or in-
nocence of the accused. Ie had formed no
opinion as to whether or not Burke was a tenant
of the Carlson cottage. So far as the record
shows, Mr. Turner appeared to be the “ideal
juror” whom the court and counsel professed a
longing to secure to try this great case.

When asked as to the character of the socicty
known as the American League, Mr. Turner re-
plied that it was a quasi-political society; that
rurther than that he had no very distinet ideas
as to its objects, and that he did not think it was
affected by religion, nationality, or anything of
that kind.  He did not know it as the Independ-
ent Order of Deputies. He swore that the pro-
visions of the American League had reference to
the prevention of members of the Catholic Church
from controlling political offices; but he declared
that he would give the testimony of a member of
the Catholic Church the same credence as if the
witness were not a member of that church. Fi-
nally he was asked: “If this society to which
you belong has reference to the exclusion of
Catholics from political offices, and from controll-
ing political offices, would you not, if accepted as
a juror in this case, be prejudiced against defend-
ants-if it should appear in testimony that they
were members of the Catholic Church?” To
this he replied: “No, sir; I think not. I don’t
think their guilt is affected by their religion.”
Upon this he was challenged for cause Dy the
counsel for the defense “Dby reason of the views
lie cntertained and the society to which he be-
Iongs””  The challenge was objected to by the
State, but was sustained by Judge McConnell.

To discuss this decision of Judge MecConnell’s
intelligently, it is necessary to understand exactly
what the American League is, and what it pro-
poses. Here is its object, taken from the pre-
amble to its constitution :—

“ Believing that there is an organized effort being
made to cradicate from the minds of the people of

this American Union reverence and loyalty for the
Constitution and flag of our nation ; that the motives

that animated the founders of this Republican govern- -

ment are rapidly being forgotten ; that the principles
they sought to make perpetual are in danger; that
the ballot is defrauded of its potency ; that our public-
school system is subject to attack, and efforts being
made to destroy its efficiency asan educator of Amer-
ican citizens, by perverting and falsifying history;
that loyalty to flag and country is subject to snares
and derisions; that taxes are unequal; that rights
are infringed to grant privileges; that the United
States and State Constitutions are vicdated, and that
the civil and religious liberty we have inherited from
our fathers is threatened ; and believing that these
dangers result from persistent and organized efforts
being made to introduce principles that antagonize
our American system, we form this order to warn our
fellow-citizens, and to concert measures to strengthen
and extend the civil and religious liberty established
by our fathers,and to preserve this American Union.”

It is evident from this declaration that the
American Leagueis nothing more or less than an
organization for political purposes, and that its
professed objects commend it to the good-will and
support of all loyal American citizens. Except
as the Roman Catholic Church, or any other
church, party, or organization, impinges upon the
institutions of American non-sectarian schools,
free ballot, and religious liberty, they are in no
sense antagonized by the American League. If
any church or party inculeates a spirit hostile to
free institutions, and teaches doctrines in regard to
secular affairs at variance with the faithful alle-
giance of citizens, that church or party antagonizes
the principles of the American League in so far,
and not at all in matters relating purely to
religious doctrines or things theological.

And yet, this being so, Judge McConnell sus-
tained a challenge against Mr. Turner, and
thereby stigmatized cvery man in the community
holding similar views, as unfit to perform the
duty of a citizen in a case between the State and
five alleged murderers. It was not pretended be-
fore Judge McConnell that the American League
was intrinsically antagonistic to the Clan-na-Gael,
or that its members were prejudiced in any way
to the Clan-na-Gael, or Camp No. 20 of the Clan-
na-Gael, or any other conspiracy in the Clan-
na-Gael, or against the individual prisoners, or, in
fact, against any member, society, or church not
at variance with the loyal, patriotic, and unmis-
takably legal duties of citizenship. Against mur-
der, we take it, the members of the American
League are prejudiced. So is every other Amer-
ican citizen. Against every conspiracy to mur-
der, whether the plans are laid in the secret
counsels of the Clan-na-Gael, at the hidden meet-
ings of Anarchists, or by private parties of any
faith—Catholic, Protestant, Jew, or Mormon—
we suppose members of the American League
are prejudgced by their allegiance as American
citizens; and so, we take it, is every other loyal
American citizen.

Upon what ground, then, did Judge McConnell
base his dismissal of Mr. Turner ?—Solely upon
the assumption that because the American League
objects to the Catholic Church controlling politi-
cal offices, its members would have a prcjudice
against any person tried for murder, because that
person happened to be a Roman Catholic. Either
this, which is an assumption so illogical and
startling as to be past belief, or at the outset of
this trial Judge McConnell takes it for granted
that not only Messrs. Burke, Coughlin, Beggs,
O’Sullivan, and Kunze, the whole of Camp No.
.20, and the Clan-na-Gael, are on trial for the
murder of Dr. Cronin; but that looming up be-
hind them, and spreading its portentous wings

over the whole desperate plot, hovers the great
Church of Rome.

Carried to its legitimate conclusion, the decis-
ion of Judge McConnell precludes the possibility
of the selection of any political jury. If Mr.
Turner was rightly excused because of his antag-
onism to the Roman Church, it follows that
the Catholic Church, in the mind of Judge
McConnell, is in some way a party to the case,
and, in consequence, is interested on behalf of the
defense. If this judicial assumption be correct,
it renders every Roman Catholic in the com-
munity subject to challenge because of prej-
udices, in favor of the defense, and if every
Catholic is to be excluded from the jury because
of his prejudices, the defendants have good ground
for challenging every Protestant talisman.

It is needless to say that Judge McConnell’s
ruling, and every inference and consequence de-
ducible therefrom, is an insult to the Roman
Catholic Church, an unjust impeachment to
American loyalty, and a most unfortunate and
uncalled-for blow at trial by jury. It is scarcely
possible that in the few moments after the chal-
lenge was made—when we are told that “ Judwe
McConnell leaned lLis head on his hand for two
minutes, thinking what he ought to do”—he fully
appreciated the wide scope of his decision. If
everybody who antagonizes or believes in oppos-
ing the control of political offices by the Catholic
Church is to be precluded from serving as a juror
in a case where a Roman Catholic is on trial for
conspiracy to murder, the selection of a jury for
the Cronin case is impossible. The late Judge
MecAllister, in all his efforts to secure a jury fav-
orable to Alexander Sullivan, never ventured to
render such a sweeping decision as this.—Amer-
iea.

-

Sunday Temperance.

In the Christian Statesman of July 4, Secre-
tary J. M. Foster, of the National Reform Asso-
ciation, reveals his temperance principles in the
following language :—

“But. why allow base-ball, the Sunday newspaper,
and the Sunday train on Sabbath? These have no
more right to do business involving common labor on
Sabbath than the licensed saloon.”

What kind of a man is he who will place
base-ball, newspapers, and railroad trains on the
same level with the licensed liquor saloon?
Would you call him a temperance man? We
never heard any man talk such stuff as that
unless he was connected with the whisky busi-
ness himself. As well might base-ball, newspa-
pers, and trains be classed with murder, horse-
thieving, or adultery.

The above is a fair sample of the moral
perception of the men who are working to
make this a “Christian government.” This is
the kind of Christian morality which they de-
sire this nation to incorporate into its laws, as
the will of the Almighty. And thousands of
people in this country are doing all in their
power to help them to succeed.

This statement by Secretary Foster shows,
what has often been shown in the SENTINEL,
namely, that Sunday laws are not passed in the
intercsts of temperance. It shows that they wish
to shut up the saloon on Sunday, not because
it is bad in itself, but for the same reason that
they wish to prohibit the playing of base-ball,
the circulating of newspapers, and the running
of trains, viz., because they involve “common
labor.”
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The only thing that makes-the saloon bad on
Sunday is the faat that it involves “common
labor.” And, as common labor is all right on
the other days of the week, it follows that the sa-
loon must be all right too, according to their rea-
soning. If these people were statesmen, to say
nothing of being temperance men, they would
make crime to consist, not in the time, but in the
character, of the act. As it is, they show that
they know nothing either of Christianity or of
statesmanship. A. DELOS WESTCOTT.

A National Sabbath-Crusade.

Rev. WiLBur F. Crarrs has started out to
reform the world in general and the United
States in particular in the matter of Sabbath
observance. The reverend gentleman insists that
all Sunday traffic and Sunday mails should cease,
and demonstrates, to his own satisfaction at least,
that all Sunday mails and Sunday traffic are an
unnecessary and uncalled-for infraction of the
fourth commandment. The reverend gentleman
would have Sabbath observance enforced by law;
would make the courts a whip of scorpions to
drive the erring sons of men in at the strait gate
and into the narrow path which he believes has
its terminal in the New Jerusalem. He appears
to have forgotten, if he ever knew, that the ob-
ject for which this government was established
by our historic sires, and for the maintenance of
which millions in taxe$ are annually paid, was
and is not to coerce men into heaven, but to en-
able them to live on earth in the full enjoyment
of civil and religious liberty.

Congress, to which the reverend gentleman

fondly turns for his much-desired reform, has no
right to stop asingle wheel in the United States, nor
has any State Legislature authority to prevent the
ranning of as many Sunday trains as the various
railway companies desire to send out.
The reverend gentleman says that Sunday trains
are run for the express purpose of making money
to fatten the bank account of millionaires. Doubt-
lessthey are notrun simply to wearout the rolling
stock. Trains are run on Sunday for the self
same reason that Rev." Mr. Crafts preaches on
Sunday. There is a demand for Sunday trains
and for Sunday preaching, and just so long as
the demand exists, Sunday trains and Sunday
sermons will be supplied, and in neither case will
the earnings be refused.

Rev. Mr. Crafts makes the same mistake as the
Sunday reformers who have preceded him. The
question of Sabbath observance is something with
which no government should meddle. In that
great day when the sheep will be separated from
the goats, he will not find a single government on
trial. The American Congress nor the English
Parliament will ‘be called to account collectively,
but every man will have to toe the mark and
make his own plea te the throne of grace.

If it is wrong to travel or send letters on Sun-
day no man is compelled to do so because facil-
ities are afforded any more than he need commit
murder because it is possible for him to purchase
a pistol or a dagger. The observance of the
Sabbath as a day of rest is a beautiful custom,
but its enforcement at the muzzle of a State or
national law would be as obnoxious and uncalled
for as the enforcement of church attendance or
family prayers by the same means.

The argument that federal or State interfer-
ence is necessary to protect the overworked rail-
way and postal employes loses much of its force

in the face of the fact that the government pays
postal clerks and mail carriers higher salaries
than the same class of labor commands elsewhere,
and that a very large proportion of train crews
are paid by the trip, and can easily find Sunday
substitutes if overworked, or if they have consci-
entious scruples against laboring on that day.
The stoppage of Sunday mails would be an al-
most unbearable inconvenience; the stoppage of
Sunday trains would practically paralyze many
branches of industry.

The Rev. Mr. Crafts and his co-workers are
not reformers. They are striving to roll back
the greatest reform that ever swept across the
face of the civilized world; trying to rob man of
religious liberty, and make him again the irrespon-
sible creature of an autocratic religious hierarchy.
—Dallas (Tex.) Daily News, May 22, 1889.

National Reformers Against the Dec-
laration of Independence.

ONLY a few years since scarcely anyone in

this country thought of calling in question those
matchless utterances of the Declaration of Inde-
pendence, namely, that “all men are created
equal ” and that governments derive “their just
powers from the consent of the governed.” But
now the exigencies of National Reform, so-
called, demand that th:se matchless political
truths shall be challenged. Thus in the Mis-
souri Sabbath Convention at Sedalia, Rev. W. D.
Gray, the secretary of the permanent organiza-
tion, said, referring to the American Sabbath
Union:—
" “I do net believe that governments derive their
just powers from the consent of the governed, and
so the object of this movement is to change that feat-
ure of our fundamental law.”

More recently Rev. Dr. Holland, of St. Louis,
is reported to have used the following language
in Cleveland, Ohio :—

“All men are not equal. We are not born equal,
and we never can be equal; and the idea that God
created men equal grew out of the superstition and
the infidel ignorance of an age that has passed away.
It is God’s law that some men shall be greater than
others, and all the anarchy and the communism and
the atheism of the world cannot change it. Here in
this country we are ruled by a government that up-
holds this doctrine of equality, and our politicians
and rulers are afraid to speak the truth because the
lower order of society has a vote. I pray to Heaven
that the clergy may not also be ruled by this fear of
votes.” ’

This utterance has justly excited the indigna-
tion of those who are really attached to the prin-
ciples of our government, but we have seen no
protest from National Reformers. Commenting
on Dr. Holland’s words, the San Francisco Eax-
aminer says:i—

“ Thomas Jefferson had the good-fortune to die
some time ago. Otherwise he would have had fre-
quently to snffer the pain of seeing the Declaration of
Independence demolished by people who had ac-
quired enough political learning to spell it out. Per-
haps if he were living he would say that he never
committed the absurdity of maintaining that all inen
were equal in capacity, but that he confined himself
to the more reasonable assumption that they were
equal in their right to use what capacity they had to
the best advantage, .

‘“But when this government was established its
founders had no suspicion that the country would
ever be honored by the presence of Dr. IIolland. If
they had they would probably have embodied in the
Constitution a provision for the exclusion of idiots.
Even now, however, there is no law requiring Scotch
gentlemen who are dissatisfied with the principles of
our government to stay in America.”

We are not so charitable as the Ezaminer, and
cannot agree that the doctor did not know any

better. The error is evidently one not of the
head but of the heart; Dr. Holland is without
doubt one of that numerous class of so-called
Christian ministers who love power more than
they do their fellow-men, and who think that by
making the State subservient to the church they
can rule both.  The doctor ought to stand high
among National Reformers.

®
-

Shall the-Bible Be Read in the-Public
'Schools?

WE see by telegrams that Rev. Frank M. Ellis,
formerly the Baptist minister in Denver, but now
stationed at Baltimore, Md., is creating quite a
sensation in advocating the “DBible in the public
schools.” In the course of his remarks he said :
“I am also in favor of the Bible in the public
schools because Rome is opposed to it. The re-
cent Lenten lecture of Cardinal Gibbons publicly
advised and urged upon his people to read the
Bible. Now I do not say that Cardinal Gibbons
was not honest in that advice, but if he did mean
what he said he was not a good Catholic, and if
he did not mean it he was not honest. The aim
of Catholics is to make Romanists; our aim is to
make character. Rome controls all her people,
and therefore a Romanist cannot be a goud citi-
zen of this republic. If the pope had hi: way,
our republic with its public schools and open
Bible would soon go. Rome has alrcady de-
clared her intention of not only driving the Bible
from the public schools, but of also dividing the
public-school funds to her own advantage.
Rome openly antagonizes one of the leading in-
stitutions of the country.”—Rocky Mountain
Herald.

While we are a zealous defender of ihe public-
school system, we are not insisting on the reading
of the Bible in the schools. We might assign
many reasons for this. One is that as the public
schools are supported by a public tax levied on
all alike, it is hardly fair to insist on presenting
to the children any system of religious instrue-
tion. The Jews object to the New Testanient;
the Catholics object to the Protestant Bible, and
the Protestants object to the Catholic Bible,
while the Buddhists, Mohammedans, the Theoso-
phists, and many others, do not wish any sacred
books teaching religion read to their children
unless accompanied by such comments and ex-
planations as they might deem appropriate.
The “Bible in the Common Schools ” is already
causing considerable friction and dissatisfaction,
and if insisted on will cause more trouble, and
may even endanger the common-school system
itself. 'We Dbelieve the wiser and better plan
would be to keep the schools free from all re-
ligious and sectarian influences. Let theology
be taught in the churches, the Sabbath-schools,
and the family, and literature, mathematics,
science, and secular studies only be presented to
the children of the common schools. This is a
free country, in which every person has a right to
worship according to the dictates of his own con-
science. The public schools are the bulwark of
our free institutions. YWe have gotten along over
a hundred years pretty well without any laws cn-
forcing any particular religion on children or
adults. It would seem that it would be better to
let well enough alone, and not to get up a squab-
ble over a theological bone that might ultimate

“in the total destruction of the grand common-

school system of America.—Denver Eye, July 12,
1889.
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A Non-Religious Basis for Legislation.

WHEN we object to Sunday legislation on
religious grounds, we are asked how the right of
labor shall be maintained against overwori, and
the greed of capital. It is clearly within the
province of the commonwealth to enter upon general
legislation relative to this question. Where relig-
ious regard for any day is lacking, compulsory
idleness results in holidayism. This is a univer-
sal fact in history. It is evident that legislation,
hitherto, has reached little practical good in solv-
ing the problem as between capital and labor.
The different phases of that question, regardless
of religious considerations, are becoming more
and more important, as well as more intricate.
This, and the conflict over the question of legis-
lation from a religious standpoint, unite to com-
pel careful attention to the subject. While it
may not be demanded of us to furnish a better
basis because we object to the religious basis, we
yet suggest the following as helpful toward a so-
lution of the problem:—

1. Let the commonwealth and the national gov-
ernment undertake a series of inquiries and obser-
vations which shall determine what is best for
society, apart from relizious considerations as to
statute regulations relative to labor and time.
Something has already been done in this diree-
tion. The investigations on this point which
are of value are those reported in 1884 by Carrol
D. Wright, with refereuce to Sunday labor in
Massachusetts. This report shows that while
there is a large percentage of such labor, it is
mainly in connection with the service of one man
for another; and that in such service there is
neither loss of wages nor impairment of health
through Sunday labor. It also reveals the fact
that while some of those engaged preferred not to
work every day in the week, it was not compul-
sory labor in general. It is clear that the com-
monwealth may not go beyond self-protection in
any such legislation. Neither can it require men
to do, from a religious standpoint, those things
which religious obligations impose, however desir-
able, when such refusal does not interfere with
civil government. We need investigations simi-
lar to those made by Mr. Wright, throughout the
United States, and extending over a sufficient
period of time to give a basis for scientific legis-
lation touching these points. Such examination
by State and national authority, working in con-
cert, is the first essential step toward wise and
efficient legislation on this question.

As helpful suggestions toward wise-conclusions,
we make the following:—

(1) Start with the principle that the province
of the civil law is protective, in general, rather
than compulsory. The largest liberty must be
given to individual choice, in order to avoid gov-
ernmental tyranny, the dwarfing of individual
manhood,and the destruction of individual respon-
sibility. The following suggestions are supported by
the conclusion which the best thinkers have now
reached. Let therebe a “ten-hourlaw ” fixing the
limit for a day’s work; all overwork on the part
of adults must be left to the individual choice.

2. Guarantee to each man one full day’s rest
each week. This should be permissible, and
protective legislation, and not compulsory. Guar-
antee this as a civil right, without reference to
religious obligation. Let this guarantee include
the right, on the part of each man, to choose the
day on which he will rest. Require the choice
to be mutual between employer and employe.

If men do not choose to rest on any day, the law
cannot compel them thus to rest any more than
it can compel men to eat and drink in accordance
with the laws of health.

This simple arrangement would allow all who
wish to observe any day for religious reasons, full
liberty, and full protection in so doin%; If neces-
sary, let it be supplemented by such protective
legislation with reference to religious assemblies
as would insure the constitutional right guaran-
teed to every man, to worship accor%ing to the
dictates of his own conscience. Resting from
secular business on religious grounds is at once a
sacrifice and an act of worship. It should there-
fore be protected, but may not be compelled.

The legislation here suggested would make lit-
tle disturbance, if any, in the social and business
status of things as they now exist. It would
check the tendency so marked in certain quar-
ters, to return to the pagan theory of compulsory
religious legislation, and to the unavoidable union
of Church and State, which must follow such
legislation. It would protect labor against the
greed of capital, and if, as advocates of stricter
legislation insist—labor is now the main sufferer
in the matter of time—it would compel capital
to adjust itself to the rights of labor, along this
protective line. The labarer would find full relief
under such legislation, and crystallized labor in
the form of capital would bear the burden, if
there were any.— The Outlook.
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Reasons for Sunday Laws.

Mr. Q—Do you favor religious legislation?

Mr. R—1I do not, except upon the subject of
the Sabbath. I believe the State should make
and enforce Sunday laws.

Mr. Q. —Will you be so kind as to tell us why
you would single out this particular point of re-
ligion and make it a subject of State legislation?

Myr. R—Although Sunday is a religious insti-
tution. I do not regard a Sunday law as alaw upon
the subject of religion. The State only enforces
it as a civil institution.

Mr. Q—Will you please to tell us by what
process of reasoning you can prove that labor on
Sunday to be uncivil ?

Mr. R.—Yes, sir. Common labor on Sunday
disturbs the quiet of the day, and it is wrong.

Mr. Q—Will you please to tell us whether
Sunday is more quiet than other days in the
week as far as nature itself is concerned ?

Mr. R—Of course it is not. But you know
that Sunday is the day upon which people rest
from their work and attend meeting.

Mr. Q.—But why do they cheose this particu-
lar day for rest and worship?

My. R.—Because they believe the Scriptures
require them to do so.

Mr. Q—Do you think it is a religious duty
that you owe to God to do this, or is it only a
civil duty that you owe to the State?

Mr. R—You have the advantage of me as
you have given the subject more thought than
I have. But if we had no Sunday law we could
not hold religious service on Sunday at a}ll.

Mr. @ —Why could you not hold services even
if some persons were at work ?

Mr. R—Because the noise that their labor
would make would disturb us so we could not
peaceably hold our meetings.

Mr. @ —You say the noise would disturb
your worship. I would ask you if the worship-
ers do not sing and the minister talk quite loud ?

Would you have the State make -a law to pro-
hibit this noise?

Mr. R.—No, sir, that kind of nofse does mnot
disturb us. That is-an essential part of the wor-
ship.

Mr. Q—Do you have family worship each
day? If so would you have the State make a
law to have all business stop a certain hour each
day so people could have a quiet hour for family
worship?

Mr. R.—The other days in the week are secu-
lar and of course moise on those days-does not
disturb us in our devotion.

Mr. @ —Does your church hold protracted
meetings some times in which you hold religious
services every day in the week ?

Mr. R—Yes, sir.  What of it ?

Mr. Q—Do you have everybody in the com-
munity cease all business while your protracted
meetings continue ?

Mr. R—You have the advantage of me.

Mr. @—Then you see that the noise of com-
mon toil is not uncivil on any day of the week
except on the day you think should be religiously
observed. As you see this then, you can see that
your objection to common labor on Sunday arises
wholly from your religious convictions, and that
all Sunday laws are religious laws and relate
wholly to an establishment of religion.

Mr. R—I may have been wrong in present-
ing the subject from the standpoint that I have.
I see that I have been favoring a Sunday law
wholly from a religious consideration, and that I
was doing this because of the idea that the day is
a sacred day.

Mr. Q.—T have observed the seventh day of
the week as the Sabbath of the Lord for more
than twenty-one years. During all this time I
have gone to the house of worship regularly on
that day, and yet I have never asked my neigh-
bors to refrain from labor on that day because I
went to worship on that day.

Mr. Q—But there were so few of you.

Mr. R—Yes, sir. We are not many, and be-
cause we are few, there is all the more people at
work making a noise while we are at worship.
Yet we keep the day to the Lord, and our wor-
ship is not disturbed, for we realize that we are
rendering unto God the things which belong to
God, and if others do not choose to do so it is
none of our business.

We have often been puzzled to understand
how it is that the conscience of a person can be
so badly disturbed because he may happen to see
or hear someone working on Sunday, and yet
that same person makes no scruple about dis-
turbing his neighbor who keeps another day, al-
though he professes to observe the golden rule
and love his neighbor as himself.

Mr. R.—I had not thought of the matter from
that standpoint. I will give this subject more
careful thought. Wu. CovEerrT.

THE Tucson Star says that Columbia “ offers to
pay the traveling expenses of everybody from
here who will settle there, give him $6.00 a month,
250 acres of land, a cow, two pigs, a plow, and
help him build a house.” Yet there was a bigger
rush to Oklahoma in one day than in 365 days
to Columbia. If Columbia would adopt our na-
tional Constitution. just.as it. is, before the Na-
tional Reformers get hold of it, offering the free
exercise of religion, it would not take long to fill
up her valleys. The human mind values liberty
of conscience far above pigs and cows!—Moral
and Scientific Companion.
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TENT™ LECTURES

NASAL CATARR

Its Nature, Causes, Prevention and Cure, and Diseases

ofthe Throat, Eye and

tarrh; with a chapter of

Ear, due to Nasal Ca-

CHOICE PRESCRIPTIONS
BY J. H. KELLOGG, M. D,

Medical Superintendent of the

Largest Medical and Surgical

Sanitarium in the World.

The work consists of 120 pages, and is embellished with a colored frontispiece and
Six Beautifully Color'éd Plates,

Besides many illustrative cuts of the throat and nasal cavity in health and disease.
This little work costs only 30 cents, and is in great demand.

PACIFIC PRESS PUBLISHING CO.,

Or43 "Bond Street, Sew York.

OAKLAND, CAL..

NOW READY!

THE NATIONAL SUNDAY LAW,

We do not mean that a National Sunda
prepared by Alonzo"T. Qeonestis-now ready f

Law is now ready, but that-a treatise underthis name,
¥ circulation.

This pamphlet contains the ar%uments in behalf of the rights of American citizens, and in offpo-
ill

sition to the Blair Sunday-rest b
Education and Labor, Dec. 13,1888.

, which Mr. Jones presented before the Senate Committee on

Dr. Wilbur F. Crafts has pronounced the report as published

“MIGHTY INTERESTING READING,”

And Mr. Jones’s comments will make it more so.

His argument is enlarged to what it would have

been without Senator Blair’s interruptions, objections, and counter-arguments, and is accompanied
with answers to all of his objections and counter-arguments.
As the Sunday question ‘is now a living issue, this treatise will be interesting to all classes,

especially legislators, lawyers, judges, and other publlc men.

The argument is

Based on Scripture antil_ History, Constitution and
aw,

Showing the limits of the civil power, the unconstitutionality of the Sunday bill, an analysis of the
Sunday laws and other religious Ieglslatlon of the different States, the Sunday- law movement of the
fourth'century, the Sunday-law movement of the nineteenth century the methods used in securing
indorsements to the petition forth© Blair bill, and the workings of such Sunday laws as are proposed

for thﬁ United States.

e work contains one hundiéd and ninety-two pages.

Price, 25 cents. Address,

AMERICAN SENTINEL,

1059 Castro St.. Oakland, Cal.;

Rural Health Retreat

CRYSTAL SPRINGS,
St. Helena, Cal

€
ka) wnh a Hls%/ory of each from earliest times, see

TjTH IS delightful Resort offers unrivaled advantal es
IJ oTourieieandallclaseesoflnvali
both for Winter and Summer. It is situated on the
southwestern slope of Howell Mountain, 500 feet above
and overlooking the noted and beautiful Napa Val-
Iey and 27 miles from St. Helena. This place is
noted for its Pure Water, Dry Atmosphere, Clear and
Balmy Suits' ine, Even Temperature, Mild Breezes,
and the absence of L.igh winds.

THE RATIONAL TREATMENT

By all known remedial agents is employed in this In-
stitution. With these natural and acquired advantages,
pleasant and desirable surroundings, thorough and ju-
dicious treatment, and wholesome diet, most invalids
who avail themselves of these agreeable facilities, rap-
idly recover. Patients have the care of a regularly
graduated Physician of experience, who is assisted by
well-trained and courteous gentleman and lady as-
sistants.

All Invalide and Toariete may feel as-
sured that they will be courteously received, and kindly
cared for.

For Circulars and further particulars, address

BUBAL:- HEALTH RETREAT,
St- Helena, Cal

43 Bond St., New York.

EsSOMEn

Desirable and Valuable

Books.
- |0.----

Im. tile Following List of Miscellaneous Books
will be Found Something to Interest all.
We Furnish them Post-paid at the

PUBLISHERS9PRICES.

Lives of the Fathers, Farrar, 2vols., cloth.. $500
Life of Christ, Farrar, Cloth . ...

The Messages of the Books, Farrar, cloth.... 350
Histoiyof the Interpretatlon Farrar, cloth, 350
Life of 'St. Paul, Farrar... 150
Syriac New Testament
Heads and Faces and How to Study Them,

N ew

in 3,

cloth
Houristvr\{nh the Bible, Geikie, 6 vols.
c

Oth.cic 4.50
Holy Land and the Bible, Geikie, 2 vols....... 5.00
How We Got Our Bible, cloth............... 60
100.000Synonyms and Antonyms, cloth 100
Life of Christ for the Young, Geikie, cloth... 150
The Chrlstlans Secret of a Happy Life,

..................................... %0
The Chrlstlans Secret of a Happy Life, .
The cnné't‘.'é'h“é““s'éé'r"e'{"a'f""'ai""H"aib'b"y"'L'i'f'é'
cloth, gilt edges.............

ADDRESS,

Pacific Press Publishing @,
Oakland, Cal.,

Or,43 Bond St.,, New York.

penyear. Ads.lc. per word.

illustrated book,
River,
New York State resorts, will be mailed on receipt
of five cents in postage stamps.

C. E. LAMB
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West Shore Railroad

N.Y.C &H.R. R R. Co. Lessee.

ThePicturesque Route for Business and

Pleasure Travelm
“SUMMER EXCURSIONS,” ft handsomely
iviiu? description of the Hudson

Catskill ountains, Saratoga and other

For tourist books, time-tables and information

regardmg West Shore Railroad, call on or address
H. B.

AGOE, General Eastern Passenger Agent,

3GSBroadwa r
RT, General Tassenger Agent,
5Vanderbilt Ave., New York.

SCIENTIFIC AMERICAN

TESTABLIK

HED. 1845

Is the oldest and most popular scientific axK
mechanical paper published and has the largest
circulation of any poer of its class inthe world-
FuIIy illustrated. " Best class of Wood Engravw
gs Published weekly. Send for specimen
E}f\l Prlce $3 a year. “Four_months* trial, $L
N & CO.,, Publlshers 361Br0adway, Y.

ARCHITECT8&BUILDERC

« « . Edition of Scientific American. kJ

A great success. Each Issue contains colored
lithographic plates of count %and city residen-

ces or Fubllc buildings. erous engraving»
and full plans and spemflcatlons for the use of
such as contempl ato UI |ng rice $2.50a year.
25 cts. acopy. 0., Publlshers

BTyears* experlence and havo made over 100-
000 a pP icat |ons for American end Foreign
patents. Send for Handbook- Correspond-

ence strictly confldentlal

In case your mark 13not re istered in th 9Pat-
ent Office, apply to Mu 0., and procure
immediate protection. “Bend for Handbdok.

COPYRIGHTS for books, charts, maps,
etc. quickly procured. Address

MUNN & CQO, Patent Salicitors,
neral Omcal éro’:\d\/\ay, nt

THE WHOLE WORLD

WILL SOON TAKE

THE MEW YORK WORLD.

How 1(3 Circulation Has Grown:

8,151,157
12,242,548
28,519,785
51,241,367

70,126,041

83,389,828

104,473,600

q combined circu-

lation of all the 1,423 Daily Newspapers of the
United States at last report, which was

1,481,844,000

104,473,050

THE WORLD alone

The Weekly World

IS THE

BEST and BIGGEST NEWSPAPER

on the North American Continent.

12 Large Pages and 84 Long Coimus.

A POPULAR BOOK

Published and Given with Each Issua-of the
Weekly Edition.

(Latest Issues)

May 1 A Vovage to Mars
May 'P
May 15—H|s atal SUCEess.
May 22—The Dream Woman
May 29— Twas in Trafalgar's Bay.............. B
June 5—A Yankee Lucille........ Wm. E. Fenny
June 12—A Queen Amongst Women.
June 19—A Strange Secret.......... Sylvanus Cobb. Jr.
June 26—John Jago’s Ghost.. .Wilkie Collins
July 3—A Man of Honor.....
July 10—The Case of Mr. Lucraft..
July 17—A Troublesome Girl .
July 24—He Loved and Rode Away............ Riddell
July 31—Harvest i
Aug. 7—Blind Love.
Aug. 14—|Mystery of Central Park-
Aug. 25-Sii’ PerciVal.......
Sept. 4—Fair but False.
Sept. 11—A Passive Crime.
Sept. 18—Antou Malissof

One Year (33 numbers),

.Dora Thorne
The Duchess
Greville

S
4 Months (SO numbers), 50c.;
3Houths(13numbers) gSc

Try a subscription for three months.
wanted at every post-office. Address,

IMie WORLD, Maw York.

Agents



338

THE AMERICAN SENTINEL.

Vel. 4, No. 41.

JILIZ@ &qng-elci@alz 5@12@112@1.

OAKLAND, CALIFORNTA, NOVEMBER 6, 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-
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. ’

IF you are about to write forthis paper with a
lead-pencil, please don’t. Use pen and ink and
ruled paper; then avoid crowding. If you cannot
act in harmony with these suggestions, do not be
surprised if your matter is not printed. It may
be, but the chances will be against it.

®
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THE Prohibitionists are displeased at Senator
Blair, because, notwithstanding all his aforetime
protestations of temperance principles, he re-
mained away from the State during the recent
campaign in New Hampshire, and did nothing
for the proposed amendment. It seems that the
W. C. T. U. has power to manipulate the Senator
only in the direction of Sunday laws and other
religio-political measures.

A CONVENTION was held recently in San Fran-
cisco to see what could be done toward organizing
a movement in the interests of Sunday observ-
ance. Dr. R. H. McDonald, of San Francisco,
and C. C. Clay and William Cubery, of Oakland,
were appointed a committee to endeavor to raise
$25,000 as a campaign fund. Just how the
mouney is to be applied we have not seen stated.
An effort is also being made to secure the services
of W. F. Crafts to assist in the work in this State.

P
9

AYER’s NEWSPAPER ANNUAL for 1889 is the
finest and most complete directory of the kind
which we have ever seen, and we do not
belicve that its equal has cver before been pub-
lished. No newspaper office and no advertiser
should be without it. Itis not only a complete
dircetory of every periodical of every kind pub-
lished in the United States and Canada, but it
gives the circulation of cach, and the population
of the tewn or city in which published. It con-
tains 1,126 pages and sells for $5.00, carriage
paid. TFor sale by the publishers, N. W. Ayer
& Sons, Philadelphia, Pa.

A corrESPONDENT of the New York Observer,
writing of the late Paris Sunday-convention,
says:—

“The subject was treated chiefly from an economic
and sanitary point of view, though the moral and re-
ligious advantages of Sabbath-keeping were not lost
sight of. The main resolutions, which were
adopted after full discussion, favored the observance
of the Sabbath by all companies and manufacturing
establishments, as well as by private individuals, and
urged that in cases where the business required con-
tinuous labor, arrangements should be made to allow
all employes entire rest for one-seventh portion of
time.”

Thus it seems that a ratber more liberal spirit
prevails in France in regard to Sunday than in
our own country. Here the one great and all-
absorbing object of Sunday-law advocates is to
protect the day, while there it appears that a reg-
ular weekly rest is the great thing. Nevertheless,
the diy cannot be separated from the religious
character which has been given to it, and legisla-

-

. Sunday laws!

tion must touch it very lightly if it does not af-
ford one class an opportunit)' to oppress another
for failure to conform to their ideas of propriety
upon that day.

Tun Christian ot Work (New York) says:—

“ The rector of a church in this city announces that
he has discontinued his usual Sunday evening serv-
ices because of the invasion of the neighborhood by
persons of vicious character, and he expects to be com-
pelled to move the church away altogether. His re-
spectable parishioners, he says, dare not bring their
wivesand daughters out after dark for fear of exposing
them to contact with immoral women, if not to actual
insult. He therefore gives up the struggle to main-
tain religious worship against this opposition, and
will retire from the field as soon as he can find a
more respectable location.”

‘We have never heard of such a case in this
State, yet we have no Sunday law, while New
York has.

~——
ad

THE adjutant-general of Tennessee has issued
an order forbidding competitive or exhibition
drills on Sunday; commanding officers not to
order out or to permit their commands to assem-
ble for any duty or military maneuvering on
Sunday, other than that permitted and rcquired
by the regulations while the forces are in camp
under orders. The order is said to be issued by
the direction of the governor.

The American Sabbath Union will doubtless
point with great glee to this; but, unfortunately,
it does not coincide with their declaration that
the soldiers are demanding release from Sunday
parades, for the soldiers are displeased with the

order, Lieutenant Patterson saying that it is a |

severe blow to the military of Tennessee.

Tt New York FErzaminer (Baptist) says:
“The Catholics will not listen for a moment to
the Protestant proposition to give general instruc-
tion in morality in the schools without reference
to any particular religious sect. This they claim
to be impossible”” And again: “What the
Romish Church wants is, in brief, her own way,
and she will accept no compromise.” Here is a
plum for the National Reformers and the Amer-
ican Sabbath Union, both of whom are catering
for the assistance of the Catholics in the special
schemes of the respective associations. Rome
will no doubt unite with them when her way
is clear to control the objects sought. We are
glad this leading Baptist organ sees the situation ;
but the question arises, Will it and its denomi-
nation have the sagacity to keep clear of the
meshes into which the Reformers and Sabbath
Unionists are endeavoring to lead the Protestants
of the country ? “A prudent man foreseeth the
evil and hideth himself, but the simple pass on,
and are punished.”

e

Tue following is the Sunday plank from the
Prohibition platform of the Massachusetts Prohi-
bition convention:—

“Resolved, That we hold the religious liberty of our
people among its highest possessions, and that chief
among the blessings to be secured are the rest and
peace of the Sabbath.”

We find it somewhat difficult to classify this utter-
ance. It is certainly one of two things, either the
result of a compromise, or it is an exceedingly
awkward attempt to make it appear that religious
liberty demands the passage and enforcement of
But such laws do, in the very
nature of the case, of necessity infringe religious

liberty. Suppose that the Catholic Church
say that it was an infringement of religious liberty ?
were to insist on the passage of a law forbidding
labor on good Friday, would not every Protestant
Certainly; but it would not be nearly so much
so as is a Sunday law, for Good Friday occurs
only once a year, while Sunday isa weckly festi-
val, and itis just as much a religious institution as
is Good Friday. They both belongto the church,
and it is just as oppressive to enforce the observ-
ance of one as of the other.

> @—to-

Tue Spokane Falls Review says :-—

“Those well-meaning people who are going about
the country circulating petitions to Congress not to
pass the Blair Sunday bill are throwing away their
time, and might as well tear up their documents and
engage in other work. There is not the slightest
probability of the passage of that bill, and nobody
knows it better than Mr. Blair himself. He would
not be Mr. Lfair, however, unless he had a hobby.
Congress tolerates his persistent cfforts to legislate the
people into heaven on the principle that it seems to
please him and does not interfere with anybody else.”

Does the Review understand fully the situa-
tion? Does it know that there was presented to
the last Congress petitions purporting to repre-
sent over 14,000,000 people of the United States
praying for a National Sunday law? In the
fancied security in which hundreds of thousands
rest lies the danger to liberty which the Review
thinks is wholly imaginary. “ Eternal vigilance
is the price of liberty.”

—-<e

CerTAIN advocates of Sunday legislation are
accustomed to “bear false witness,” by asserting
that Seventh-day Baptists and Seventh-day
Adventists join with saloonists in opposing Sun-
day laws. Those who know the facts, know that
they are uncompromising foes of the saloon, ad-
vocating its total destruction. We oppose Sun-
day legislat'on on religious grounds; we oppose
the saloon on all days, and condemn the folly of
legalizing its existence on six days of the week,
and then attempting to close it on its most profit-
able day upon the false plea that that day is
sacred. It is wicked to lie about small things
even. DBrethren, tell the truth about us for the
sake of your own reputation, if for nothing else.
—The Outlook.
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Time to Renew.

QUITE a number of subscriptions to-the AMER-
ICAN SENTINEL expire during the months of No-
vember and December. , Please look at the date
on the address label opposite your name, and if
your time has expired, or is about to expire, please
renew at once and thus avoid missing any num-
bers. Price, $1.00 per year. If you will send w3
four new subscribers ai $1.00 each, we will send
you the SENTINEL for one year free. Now is the
time to work. Are you ready ?

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, - - 75c.
To foreign countries, singie subseription, post-paid, - 5s.

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



