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Equal and exact justice to ali men, of whatever state or persuasion, religious or political.— Zhomas Feferson.
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THE harvest of grains and fruits is not more
regular or abundant than the yield of human af-
fections, sympathies, fellowships; but here also
there are differences of seasons and of soils.  'We
must improve our spiritual husbandry. We must
cnrich the ground from which good qualities
spring. We must expose our inmost. life to-the
quickening sun.—C. G. Ames.
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“SENATOR DoLpH, of Oregon,” says the Amer-
ican Standard, “has outlined the work of Congress
this winter thus: Justice must be done the
Chinese immigration laborers who hold return
certificates. The interstate commerce and civil
service laws will be amended; Blair’s educa-
tion bill will come up. The pension office will
be investigated, and the tariff will L:e revised.”
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Tue Herald, of Saint John’s, Arizona,is another
patriotic paper that isn’t quite ready for national
compulsory religion. We are in receipt of a
copy quoting our editorial on the teachings of
the American Sabbath Union secretary and his
visit to Arizona in the interest of Church and
State. Arizona’s press has already more real
Christian qualities than many self-styled religious
sheets.—Moral and Scientific Companion.
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Two Servian Regulations.

A rEw weeks ago a Servian newspaper corre-
spondent reported that the sale of the Bible had
been prohibited in Belgrade, and it was expected
the regulation would apply to all Servia. Since
reading the report we have been watching to see
what wicked thing this restless government would
do next, as a country that prohibits the Bible in
these days gives sad evidence of national degen-
eracy. Whether the law referred to in the fol-
lowing quotation has been passed since the above
interdiction, does not appear, but it is in every
way worthy to be immediately associated with it.
The London Graphic says:—

“Rigid Sabbatarians ought to go to Servia. The
metropolitan Michael has succeeded in getting a law
passed by which every kind of business is strictly
prohibited on Sundays and on all holy days of the
orthodox church. Thus trade is stopped on 180 days
in the year, and a tradesman recently caught infring-
ing the law by selling a pennyworth of rice on a
church holiday was fined £4.”

This means 180 days of enforced idleness for
men who have no religious regard for the festivals
of the orthodox church, as, of course, if such a
regard existed they would not need to be thus
compelled to be religious. It is said that the
devil always finds some work for idle hands to
do, and under these circumstances it is not diffi-
cult to understand the state of intrigue and un-
rest which has brought Servia into such promi-
nence of late. The law is at least consistent in
placing all of the church festivals, Sunday in-
cluded, on the same basis, where they properly

. belong.—Present Truth, London, England.
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The New Paganism.

Ix his Boston Monday lectures last winter
upon religion in the public schools, Joseph Cook
discussed the question, “Shall the common
schools teach common morals?” This is a
singular question for a man who demands that a
religiously-grounded morality shall be taught in
the schools, and that the religion upon which it
shall be grounded shall pe Christianity. It is
also a singular question to come from a man who
pretends to known anything about the morality
demanded by Christianity. Even though it
should be conceded, which it is not, that the com-
mon schools should teach common morality, that
would be as far removed from the teachings of
morality which Christianity demands, as earth is
from heaven. Common morality is nothing but
immorality. Common morality is simply that
sort of morality that is common, the sort of
morality that is practiced by most of the people;
and to teach that in the common schools would be
only to teach the pupils to do those things which
are practiced by most of the people. In other
words, it would simply be teaching the pupils in
the common schools to do as most of the people
do. But pupils can learn to do that without any
special instruction.

Again: Such teaching as that erects the com-
mon practice into a standard of morality which
all must be taught and to which all must f;e made
to conform. In other words, that which most of
the people do it is 7ight to do, and that is
the correct standard of morality. This, in turn,
involves the doctrine that what the majority does,
or says shall be done, is the standard of right,
and is to be conformed to as such. In a popular
government the majority is the State. What the
majority says is what the State says. Therefore,
as, according to this theory, what the majority
saysis right, it follows that the majority being the
State, what the Statesaysisright. And this brings
us at once face to face with the pagan Roman idea
of ethics, that the idea of the State is the highest
idea of right, and that. the voice of the people is
the voice of God. It is demonstrated, therefore,

that the ethics of the Boston Monday lecturc-
ship of 1889 are pagan.

But the idea of the State is not the highest
idea of right. The voice of the people is not the
voice of God, and most especially it is not upon
the subject of religion or morals. What the
State says or does may be right, but it is not right
because the State says it, for it may be wrong.
There is a higher idea of right than the idea of
the State, or than any which the State can incul-
‘cate. That is the idea of right which God ex-
presses and the standard which he has estab-
lished, and is as much higher than the idea of
the State as God’s ideas are higher than those of
the Boston Monday paganism, or as God is
higher than the inventor of it. And, according
to this idea of ethics of morality and right, the
voice of God only is the voice of God. This
voice of God, and this standard of right, is ex-
pressed in the Bible and is exewplified in the life
of Jesus Christ. It is implanted in the human
soul, and woven into the character of men, by
the power of the Spirit of God in answer to a. per-
sonal and abiding faith in Jesus Christ. But
such a character as that is not common any more
than Jesus Christ is common.

Further: Any such view of morals as this
taught by the Boston Monday lecturer, reduces it
wholly to the plane of the natural. Common
morals is only natural morals, and natural morals
is nothing but immorality. Jesus Christ gave a
description of the moral condition of humanity
in its natural state. In other words, it showed
what is the nature of this common or natural
morals. He said: “Out of the heart of men,
proceed evil thoughts, adulteries, fornications,
murders, thefts, covetousness, wickedness, deceit,
lasciviousness, anevil eye, blasphemy, pride, fool-
ishness.” Mark 7:21, 22. Then Paul deseribed
the same thing, only in other words, saying: “It
is written, There is none righteous, no, not- onc;
there is none that understandeth, there is none
that sceketh after God. They are all gone out of
the way, they are together become unprofitable ;
there is none that doeth good, no, not one. Their
throat is an open sepulcher; with their tongues
they have used deceit; the poison of asps is under
their lips; whose mouth is full of cursing and
bitterness; their feet are swift to shed blood; de-
struction and misery are in their ways; and the
way of peace have they not known; there is no
fear of God before their eyes.” Rom. 3:10-18.

That is natural morals. That is common
morals, and such it will ever remain in spite of
all the States on earth, until the heart is converted
by the power of God, and the evil fountain puri-
fied from which the evil flows; and by no power
which the State can ever exert, nor any instru-
mentality which it can ever use, can it be effected.
It can be done alone by the power of God through
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the agency of his Spirit; and this is not a com-
mon or natural process, but is wholly above the
common, and is supernatural. Genuine morality,
therefore, in this world, is only the fruit of the
Spirit of God.  Properly speaking, theréfore,
there is no such thing as common or natural
morals, and to claim such a thing in the name of
Christianity is to reduce Christianity and its
Author to the plane of the natural, and to place it
on a level with all the natural religions of the
world, and thus reduces it to the level of pagan-
ism. But any theory which reduces Christianity
to the level of paganism is a pagan theory.
Therefore, it is again demonstrated that the ethics
of the Boston Monday lectureship are pagan ethics
only. This is not only the logic of the theory, it
is the fact, for Mr. Cook says:—

“Merely natural morals, if taught thoroughly,
must include the morals taught in the highest of all
historical realities in morals, namely, the character
of Christ as a man, and, therefore, the picture of the
character of Christ as contained in the New Testa-
ment literature is not to be excluded from the public
schools.”

This puts the character of Christ as he lived in
this world upon the plane of the “merely natural,”
and it makes the picture of the character of Christ,
as contained in the New Testament literature, a
merely natural thing, and the morality of Christ
a merely natural morality.  This distinetly places
Jesus Christ, and his character, and the record of
it, all upon the plane of the merely natural, than
which nothing can be more false, nor more ab-
horrent to the character of Christ, or to the
picture of that character as given in the New
Testament.

Jesus Christ is not a natural product, and there-
fore the morals of Christ are 1ot natural morals.
The character of Christ, whether as pictured in
the New Testament or the Old, is not a natural
product. That picture is not a natural picture.
It is all supernatural. Jesus Christ is the Lord
from heaven. His coming into this world was
wholly miraculous, and the miraculous is not the
natural. The picture of that character as drawn
in the Seriptures is a picture drawn by inspiration
of God. The Spirit of Christ itself foretold his
coming, the manner of his birth, and of his death.
That same Spirit recorded the fact of his coming,
of his birth, his manner of life, his death, his
resurrection, and his ascension again to heaven.
These Scriptures came not “Dby the will of man,
but holy men of God spake as they were moved
by the Holy Ghost.” To make that character,
or the record of it, a “merely natural” thing, as
the Boston Monday lectureship distinctly does,
robs.Jesus Christ of his divinity, destroys the
gospel of salvation, and turns the record of it
into a myth. Placing all of this on the level
of the merely natural, does distinctly place it
on a level with all the natural religions that have
ever been, and so makes it essentizjly pagan.

For the sake of the case, we present another
extract in the same line as the above, more fully
to show that such is intentionally the ethies of
the Boston Monday lectureship, and that such is
the deduction that was intentionally reached in
the lecture under consideration. The lecture
closed with these words:—

“In Christ, the highest ethical reality known to es-
tablished and incontrovertible history, there is the
highest self-revelation of God. That revelation, so
far forth as Christ is man, is a part of natural morals.
Any system of instruction which shuts its eyes to
this fact, shuts its eyes to reality. A book on archi-
tecture that should not mention the Parthenon, or
one on painting that should say nothing of the Sis-

tine Chapel, would be no more defective than is any
book on purely natural morals without a definite ac-
count of the highest historical reality in morals—the
character of Christ as a man and the ethics of the
gospel.  Natural morals, if taught thoroughly, teach,
of course, the highest attained moral ideas. The
character of Christ, as exhibiting the highest ideal of
morals actually attained among men, is the supreme
illustration, and contains the organizing principles of
cvery scheme of natural morals that can be called
thorough or scientific. No adequate picture of that
character cxists except in the New Testament. Nat-
ural moralg, therefore, cannot be thoroughly taught
when the Bible is excluded from the schools; and
hence the State, in the exercise of its right of self-
preservation, has authority to require that it shall
not be so excluded. (Applause.)”

That is but to say that the highest cthical
reality known to established and incontrovertible
history is a purely natural one. It is to say that
the character of Christ, as a man, and the ethics
of the gospels, are as purely natural as was the
Parthenon, or as are the paintings in the Sistine
Chapel. It says that the highest attained moral
ideas are but purely natural ones. Hence the
State as the highest natural organization of men
must adopt, inculcate, and enforce, a system of
purely natural morals as the highest ideal, and
this it must do wholly in the exercise of its right
of self-preservation. And this is only another
form of expressing the highest ideal of paganism
—the idea that the State is the highest ideal of
cthics. And such is the highest ideal of ethics at-
tained in the Boston Monday lectureship. There-
fore, the ethics of the Boston Monday lecture-
ship is essentially pagan.

And that is the idea, and such the ideal, to
which it is proposed to pledge the American sys-
tem of government by constitutional amendment
establishing religion in the public schools. Are
the American people ready to declare their gov-
ernment pagan, as the Boston Monday ' lecture-
ship had declared itself? Ave the American
people ready to indorse by their votes the Boston
Monday paganism, as did that “immense audi-
ence” at Tremont Temple, February 11, 1889,
by its repeated and “loud applause”?

AT J.
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Baptists and Religious Liberty.

Wz can but wish that the following words by
Rev. J. Herndon Garnett, editor of the Herald
of Truth, the leading Baptist paper of this coast,
were true of all Baptists. In the Herald of
October 9 Mr. Garnett says:—

“ Americans are constantly tempted to forget their
birthright, religious liberty. Upon one pretext or
other, there are good people ever and anon arising
who tell us of some legislation which should be
effected to operate in favor of religion. This to them
isample cause for action. The Jesuitical policy, “ The
end justifies the means,” is wonderfully human.

These misguided, but well-meaning people, appeal
to Christian voters and patriots along the religious
line, and think thereby to touch the most powerful
sentiment, and arouse to action the conscience of
Christendom. Just here eternal vigilance and wide-
awake discrimination are all-important. The end
here must never justify the means. There is to us no
end possible to be reached by legislative enactment,
which would be worth the surrender of this American,
Christ-given principle of religious freedom. This is a
boon which was bought with blood, on whose early
cradle the ashes of our Christian ancestors fell, and
whose birth-throes were the beginning of the freest
and grandest government which the world has yet
seen. ,

“ Baptists, peculiarly, love to remember that the
seed of this principle in the =oil of the Old World and
the New was watered with the blood,and suffered the
cruel imprisonment, of some of their best and bravest
sires. They cannot forget this. Neither can they

forget the eternal oath which they have taken that
the liberty wherein they stand must to the end of
time be guaranteed to every member of the human
race, as far ag in them lies, and so help them God.

“With this freedom come many perils, dangers
which would be largely averted in a sterner govern-
mental structure. All liberty has its dangers. The
liberty to walk given to the child is the liability to
fall. The danger to the captive set free is that he
may fall into more galling chains. But becauce of
the perils of freedom, we do not lose our love for
liberty.”

The writer might have added, “Nor is liberty
the less necessary to development because of the
perils which necessarily accompany it.” The
proper office of civil government is to protect the
rights of all; to this end it forbids those acts
which trench upon the rights of others, not be-
cause such acts are immoral, but because they
are uncivil.

Their Object.

THE following paragraph is from a paper on
‘The American Sabbath,” read at the Ocean
Grove Convention, August 9, by Dr. Robert S.
Doherty, formerly assistant editor of the New
York Christiun Advocate. He said:—

“ The Sunday newspaper, as published in our chief
cities, is a peculiarly American institution. It could
not be supported by its foreign patronage, nor, for
that matter, without Christian patronage. Itis di-
rectly hostile to the Sabbath. Now the most serious
aspect of this Sunday paper business is not so much
the fact that a few journeymen printers are engaged
after midnight on Saturday, or that the fast train car-
ries the edition with great speed, and with more or
less disturbance, out into the remote parts of the
country. The chief mischief is done in the reading
of the paper. For thisthere is no excuse. For the
harm which comes from it, the reader is himself re-
sponsible.”

In this short paragraph we have again re-
vealed to us the real object of Sunday laws,—
they are not so much for the purpose of prohib-
iting all labor on the first day of the week, as
for the purpose of inducing men to go to church
by cutting off all other means of spending the
day. From this and similar utterances, we are
warranted in the conclusion that if all the people
would faithfully attend church every Sunday
there would not be so much objection raised to
the work which is done outside of church hours.

This is not an isolated utterance. Everyone
who fights the Sunday newspaper makes the
same statement. When told that more work is
done on Sunday in preparing the Monday paper
than in preparing the Sunday morning edition,
they say that the Sunday work that is done by
the newspaper employes is not the evil against
which they strike; but that'what they are con-
cerned about is the fact that'the newspapers keep
people away from the church and destroy the cf-
fect of the sermon on those who do go. Thus
they show that they are working not so much in
the interest of Sunday rest as in the interest of the
pulpit. 'We wish to emphasize this point until our
readers see that this Sunday movement is nothing
more nor less than an effort on the part of the
churches to have the State legislate in their be-
half.

But this is not all that is shown; the para-
graph just quoted shows the seemingly utter in-
ability of the advocates of Sunday laws to com-
prehend the fact that the State does not possess
the same power that the Spirit of God does.
They want the State to pass laws to suppress a
thing the evil of which, they themselves confess,
rests solely with the individual. It is not a pub-
lic nuisance—not something which, like the sa-



THE AMERICAN SENTINEL,

331

loon, tends only to destroy the well-being of soci-
ety; for whatever mischief is done, the individual
reader is himself alone responsible. Yet they ex-
pect that the State is going to remedy this evil; they
expect that the State, by taking away the news-
paper, will make the individual who now reads it
spiritually-minded. They do not seem to under-
stand that the lack of spirituality is what leads
professed Christians to read these papers when
they should be engaged in worship; and that if the
newspapers were taken away, their carnal minds
would find some other worldly means of gratifica-
tion. If they would think of the matter seriously,
they could but confess that the suppression of
the Sunday newspaper would not in the slightest
degree increase the spirituality of the people; and
that admission would at the same time be a con-
fession that they are more interested in having
people possess a form of godliness than in labor-
ing through the divinely-appointed agencies to
really convert them; in other words, that they
have lost sight of the gospel. And so it is no
doubt true that while National Reformers have
so much to say about atheism on the part of
those who oppose Sunday laws, they themselves
are most zealously working to undermine true
Christianity. E J. W

Y

Somewhat Mixed.

TaE Framiner (Baptist) of October 3, has-an
article entitled, “License They Mean,” from
which I quote as follows :—

“Recently a party has been forming to resist the
passage of a law by Congress prohibiting the running
of interstate Sunday trains. This, too, is stigmatized
as an unwarrantable interference with the rights of
conscience—a first step toward union of Church and
State, and the destruction of religious liberty. It
cannot be unprofitable, therefore, to inquire what
force there is in these representations. The principle
of liberty and the idea of law must intersect cach
other somewhere ; the practically important question
i, Where should the line of intersection be, that jus-
tice may be secured for all?

“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. The principle of religious liberty does
not require that men shall not be held accountable
for overt acts, not directly connected with the worship
of God, or even for such acts if they tend to provoke
a breach of the peace. The offering of human sacri-
fices, for example, or immoral orgies, could not he
c¢laimed as exempt from civil law on the plea that
they were a part of religious worship. But, in a gen-
eral way, it may be safely said that the State will not,
and should not, interfere with any form of religious
worship.

* But with respect to the -daily-conduct of life, the
case is otherwise. ..

“The civil law must, therefore, for the safety of so-
ciety, prohibit all immoral acts, whether religious
sanction be pleaded for them or not. It must punish
crime, even if the criminal claim to be the high priest
of some religion. It may make unlawful acts,
deemed incongistent with the general welfare—such
as unnecessary Sunday labor—without infraction of re-
ligious liberty, or taking the first step towards a relig-
ious establishment. In short, it may preserve in
practice a distinction often recognized in the abstract
—the distinction between liberty and license. Lib-
erty is freedom under just law, the freedom to do
right ; license is freedom without law, the frcedom to
do wrong, Every man has a right to liberty; no
man can claim the right to license.”

The proposed law referred to is not so innocent
as the Evaminer would have us suppose; the de-
signed law would stop not only the running of
interstate trains upon Sunday, but it would pro-

hibit all forms of labor and business upon that
day,.in all places subject to the exclusive jurisdic-
tion of the United States. It is not, however,
the law, but the principle of such legislation
which I wish to discuss.

It is true, as the Examiner says, that “the
principle of liberty and the idea of law must in-
tersect each other somewhere,” but it is also true
that if the principle of liberty is to be preserved,
the intersection must be at a point which will not
infringe the natural rights of a single citizen.
The question then naturally arises, Has the FEx-
aminer indicated that point >—It has not. Surely
the editor of that paper could not have consid-
ered his words carefully, or he never would have
said :—

“ The principles of religious liberty require-only-one
thing: That all religious beliefs should he placed on
an equality before the law, so that no oneshould be
either favored or punished hecause of hig opinions,
whether privately held or publicly expressed.”

Would the Ezaminer agree that perfect relig-
ious freedom was enjoyed in a country which
permitted the: teaching of all the doctrines held
by Baptists, but forbade the rite of baptism ?—
Certainly not. It would insist, and properly,
too, as it does in Russia to-day, that the princi-
ples of religious freedom demand not only liberty
to believe and teach, but also liberty to practice.

It is objected, however, that “there is not a
vice or crime that has not been made a religious
duty. The Thugs of India counted murder a
holy act, most acceptable to their goddess Kali;
the worshipers of Moloch thought it a virtue to
cast their babes into the fire; the followers of
Ashtoreth and Aphrodite performed a worthy
act of worship in sacrificing their chastity.” And
the question is asked, Shall such things be per-
mitted in the name of religion ?—By no means.
All of these things, and many others which
might be enumerated, are not only immoral, but
they are uncivil, that is, they cannot be practiced
without infringing upon the rights of others,
therefore it is not only the right, but it is the duty,
of civil government to prohibit them ; but this it
does, not because they are immoral, but because
they are in their very nature uncivil.

But the real animus of the Examiner’s article
is revealed in the words: “It [the civil law] may
make unlawful acts deemed inconsistent with the
general welfare—such as unnecessary Sunday la-
bor—without infraction of religious liberty.”
This is virtually placing Sunday work on the
same level with murder and prostitution ; but does
it belong in the same category ?—Bigotry may
say that it does, but common sense says that it
does not ; for the reason that work is right of it-
self, while murder and prostitution are always
and everywhere wrong and uncivil. If they
were right six days in each week, it would be
hard to make it appear that they were wrong
upon the remaining day; but they are never
right; they are never civil.

If Sunday work is in any way evil, it is De-
cause of the religious character of the day upon
which it is done, and not because there is any-
thing wrong in the work itself. It is this fact
which marks the wide difference between it and
the offenses against nature with which some seck
to class it. '

It is very true, as the Eraminer says, that
“liberty is freedom under just law, the freedom
to do right,” but is a law that arbitrarily makes
a crime on one day that which is laudable upon
another, a just law? Justice answers, No; God
alone has the right to command men under pen-

alty of sin,-and he alone has a right to judge-and
punish men for violations of the divine law.
Even if it could be shown that the law of God re-
quires Sunday-keeping, it would not alter the
case in the least; the observance or non-observ-
ance of a day, or any number of days, is not a
proper subject of legislation. The keeping of a
Sabbath is an act of worship; it belongs alone to
God, and, according to the words of our Saviour,
every man must be left free to render unto God
the things that are God’s.  C. P. BoLLMaN.
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Religion and the State.

WE have several times referred to the-famous
case of the Cincinnati school board upon religious
exercises in the public schools. We have printed
a part of the speech of Hon. Stanley Mathews at
the trial of the case. Inthe decision of the court,
two of the judges, Hagans and Storer, decided in
favor of religion in the schools. The third mem-
ber of the court, Judge Taft, dissented. The
case then went to the Supreme Court of the State,
though the question involved in the appeal was
not strictly whether religion should be taught in
the schools or not, but whether the school board
had the right to prohibit it if it chose. The Su-
preme Court reversed the decision of the Superior
Court, deciding that the school board had such
power under the constitution and laws of the State
of Ohio. Thisof course was indirectly a decision
that religious instruction, or the conducting of re-
ligious exercises, is not one of the functions of the
State of Obio.
though indirectly, the Supreme Court took ocea-
sion to express its views upon the question. The
decision was rendered by Chief. Justice Welsh.
That part of the decision in which the views of
the court upon the question are given, we here
present to the readers of the SENTINEL. The ar-
gument is unanswerable, and we commend it to
the careful consideration of the American people:
“BoARD OF EDUCATION, CINCINNATI,}

This question being involved,

Vi
MINOR ET AL.

“«We are told that the word ‘religion’ must
mean ‘ Christian religion,” because Christianity is
a part of the common law of this country, lying
behind ard above its constitutions. Those who
make this assertion can hardly be serious, and
intend the real import of their language. If
Christianity is a law of the State, like every other
law it must have a sanction. Adequate penalties
must be provided to enforce obedience to all its
requirements and precepts. No one seriously
contends for any such doctrine in this country,
or, I might almost say, in this age of the world.
The only foundation—rather, the only excuse—
for the proposition that Christianity is a part of
the law of this country, is the fact that it is a
Christian country, and that its constitutions and
laws are made by a Christian people. And is it
not the very fact that these laws do not attempt
to enforce Christianity, or place it upon ex-
ceptional or vantage-ground, itself a strong evi-
dence that they are the laws of a Christian people,
and that their religion is the best and purest of
religions? It is a strong evidence that their re-
ligion is indeed religion ¢without partiality,” and,
therefore, a religion ‘without hypocrisy.’

“True Christianity asks no aid from the sword
of civil authority. It began without the sword,
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and wherever it has taken the sword it has per-
ished by the sword. To depend on civil author-
ity for its enforcement is to acknowledge its own
weakness, which it can never afford to do. It is
able to fight its own battles. Its weapons arc
moral and spiritual, and not carnal. Armed
with these, and these alone, it is not afraid nor
ashamed to be compared with other religions, and
to withstand them single-handed. And the very
reason why it is not afraid or ashamed is that it
is not the ‘power of men,” but ‘the power of
God, on which it depends. True Christianity
never shields itself behind majorities. Nero, and
the other persecuting Roman emperors, were
amply supported by majorities; and yet the pure
and peaceable religion of Christ in the end tri-
umphed over them all; and it is only when it at-
tempted itself to enforce religion by the arm of
authority, that it began to wane. A form of re-
ligion that cannot live under equal and impartial
laws ought to die, and sooner or later must die.
Legal Christianity is a solecism, a contradiction
of terms. 'When Christianity asks the aid of the
government beyond mere impartial protection, it
denies itself. Its laws are divine, and not human.
Its essential interests lie beyond the reach and
range of human governments. United with gov-
ernment, religion never rises above the merest
superstition ; united with religion, government
never rises above the merest despotism; and all
history shows us that the more widely and com-
pletely they are separated, the better it is for
both.

“Religion is not—much less is Christianity or
any other particular system of religion—named in
the preamble to the Constitution of the United
States as one of the declared objects of govern-
ment; nor is it mentioned in the clause in ques-
tion, in our own constitution, as being essential to
anything beyond mere human government. Re-
ligion is ‘essential’ to much more than human
government. It is essential to man’s spiritual in-
terests, which rise infinitely above, and are to
outlive, all human governments. It would have
been easy to declare this great truth in the con-
stitution, but its framers wauld have been quite
out of their proper sphere in making the declara-
tion. They contented themselves with declaring
that religion is essential to good government,
providing for the protection of all in its enjoy-
ment, each in his own way, and providing means
for the diffusion of general knowledge among the
people. The declaration is, not that government
is essential to good religion, but that religion is
essential to good government. Both propositions
are true, but they are true in quite different
senses. Good government is essential to religion
for the purpose declared elsewhere in the same
section of the constitution, namely, for the pur-
pose of mere protection. But religion, morality,
and knowledge are essential to government, in
the sense that they have the instrumentalities for
producing and perfecting a good form of govern-
ment. gn the other hand, no government is at
all adapted for producing, perfecting, or propa-
gating a good religion. Religion, in the widest
and best sense, has most, if not all, the instru-
mentalities for producing best forms of govern-
ment. Religion is the parent, and not the off-
spring, of good government. Its kingdom is first
to be sought, and added thereto. True religion
is the sun which gives to good government all its
true lights, while the latter merely acts upon re-
ligion by reflection.

«Properly speaking, there is mo such thing

as ‘religion’ of the State. What we mean by
that phrase is, the religion of some individual, or
set of individuals, taught and enforced by the
State. The State can have no religious opinions;
and if it undertakes to enforce tie teaching of
such opinions, they must be the opinions of some
natural person or class of persons. If it embarks
in this business, whose opinions shall it adopt?
If it adopts the opinions of one man, or one class
of men, to what extent may it group together the
opinions of all? And where this conflict exists,
how thorough will the teaching be? Will it be
exhaustive and exact, as it is in the elementary
literature and in the sciences usually taught to
children? And if not, which of the doctrines or
truths claimed by each will be blurred over, and
which taught in preference to those in conflict?
These are difficulties which we do not have to
encounter when teaching the ordinary branches
of learning. It is only when we come to teach
what lies ‘beyond the scope of sense or reason’
—what from its very nature can only be the ob-
ject of faith—that we encounter these difficulties.
Especially is this so when our pupils are children
to whom we are compelled to assume a dogmati-
cal method and manner, and whose faith at last
is more a faith in us than anything else. Sup-
pose the State should undertake to teach Chris-
tianity in the broad sense in which counsel apply
the term, or the ‘religion of the Bible,’ so as
also to include the Jewish faith, where would it
begin ? how far would it go? and what points of
disagreement would be omitted ?

“If it be true that our law enjoins the teach-
ing of the Christian religion in the schools, surely,
then, all its teachers should be Christians. Were
I such a teacher, while I should instruct the pu-
pils that the Christian religion was true, and all
other religions false, I should tell them that the
law itself was an unchristian law. One of my
first lessons to the pupils would show it to be un-
christian. That lesson would be: ¢ Whatsoever
ye would that men should do to you, do ye even
so to them; for this is the law and the prophets.’
I could not look the veriest infidel or heathen in
the face and say that such a law was just, or that
it was a fair specimen of Christian republicanism.
I should have to tell him that it was an outgrowth
of false Christianity, and not one of the ‘lights’
which Christians are commanded to shed upon
an unbelieving world. I should feel bound to
acknowledge to him, moreover, that it violates the
spirit of our constitutional guaranties, and is a
State religion in embryo; that if we have no
right to tax him to support ‘worship,” we have
no right to tax him to support religious instruc-
tions; that to tax a man to put down his own
religion is of the very essence of tyranny; that
however small the tax, it is the first step in the
direction of an ‘establishment of religion;’ and
I should add that the first step in the direction
involves the fatal step, because it.logically in-
volves the last step.

“But it will be asked, How can religion, in this
general sense, be essential to good government?
Is atheism, is the religion of Buddha, of Zoroaster,
of Lao-tse, conducive to good government? Does

not the best government require the best religion?

—Certainly the best government requires the best
religion. It is the child of true religion, or of
truth on the subject of religion, as well as on all
other subjects. But the real question here is not,
What is the best religion? but, How shall this best
religion be secured? I answer, It can best be se-
cured by adopting the doctrine of this seventh sec-

tion in our own bill of rights, and which I sum-
marize in two words, by calling it the doctrine of
‘hands off” Let the State not only keep its own
hands off, but let it also see to it that religious
sects keep their hands off each other. Let relig-
ious doctrines have a fair field, and a free, intel-
lectual, moral, and spiritual conflict. The weakest
—that is, the intellectually, morally, and spiritu-
ally weakest—will go to the wall, and the best
will triumph in the end. Thisis the golden truth
which it has taken the world eighteen centuries to
learn, and which has at last solved the terrible
enigma of Church and State.

“ Among the many forms of stating this truth,
as a principle of government, to my mind it is
nowhere more fairly and beautifully set forth
than in our own constitution. Were it in my
power, I would not alter a syllable of the form
in which it is there put down. It is the true
republican doctrine. It is simple and easily
understood. It means free conflict of opinions
as to things divine. It means masterly inac-
tivity on the part of the State, except for the
purpose of keeping the conflict free, and pre-
venting the violation of private rights or of the
public peace. Meantime, the State will impar-
tially aid all parties in their struggles after re-
ligious truth, by providing means for the increase
of general knowledge, which is the handmaid of
good government, as well as of true morality.
It means that a man’s rights to his own religious
convictions, and to impart them to his own chil-
dren, in harmless acts of worship towards the
Almighty, are as sacred in the eye of the law as
are the rights of person or property, and that,
although in the minority, he shall be protected
in the full, unrestricted enjoyment thereof. The
¢ protection’ guaranteed by the section in ques-
tion means protection to the minority. The
majority can protect itself Constitutions arc
enacted for the purpose of protecting the weak
against the strong, the few against the many.

“As with individuals so with governments, the
most valuable truths are discovered late in life,
and, when discovered, their simplicity and beauty
make us wonder that we had not known them
before. Such is the character and history of the
truth here spoken of. At first sight it seems to
lie deep; but, on close examination, we find it
to be only a new phase or application of a
doctrine with which true religion everywhere
abounds. It is the simple doctrine of conquering
an enemy by kindness. . Let religious sects adopt
it toward each other. If you desire people to
fall in love with your religion, make it lovely.
If you wish to put down a false religion, put it
down by kindness, thus heaping coals of fire on
its head. You cannot put it down by force;
that has been tried. To make the attempt is to
put down your own religion, or to abandon it.
Moral and spiritual conflicts cannot be profitably
waged with carnal weapons. When so carried
on, the enemy of truth and right is too apt to
triumph. Even heathen writers have learned
and taught this golden truth. Buddha says:
‘Let a man overcome anger by love, evil by
good, the greedy by liberality, and the slanderer
by a true and upright life” Christianity is full
of this truth, and, as a moral code, might be said
to rest upon it. It is in hoc signo, by the use of
such weapons, that Christianity must rule, if it
rules at all.

“We are all subject to prejudices deeper, more
fixed, on the subject of religion than on any other.
Each is, of course, unwary of his own prejudices.
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A change of circumstances often opens our eyes.
No Protestant in Spain, and no Catholic in this
-country, will be found insisting that the govern-
ment of his residence shall support and teach its
own religion to the exclusion of all others, and
tax all alike for its support. If it is right for
one government to do so, then it is right for all.
Were Christians in the minority here, I appre-
liend no such policy would be thought of by
them. This is the existing policy of most na-
tions in the world. Christian countries, how-
cver, are fast departing from it. Witness Italy,
Prussia, Spain, and England. The true doctrine
on the subject is the doctrine of peaceful disa-
greement, of charitable forbearance, and a perfect
impartiality.

“Three men—say a Christian, an infidel, and
a Jew—ought to be able to carry on a govern-
ment for their common benefit, and yet leave the
religious doctrines and worship of each unaffected
thereby, otherwise than by fairly and impartially
protecting each, and aiding each in his searches
after truth. If they are sensible and fair men
they will so carry on their government, and
carry it on successfully and for the benefit of all.
If they are not sensigle and fair men, they will
be apt to quarrel about religion, and, in the end,
have a bad government and bad religion, if they
do not destroy both. Surely they could well
and safely carry on any other business, as that
of banking, without involving their religious
opinions, or any acts of religious worship. Gov-
ernment is an organization for a particular pur-
pose. It is not almighty, and we are not to look
to it for everything. The great bulk of human
affairs and human interests is left by any fiee
government to individual enterprise and indi-
vidual action. Religion is eminently one of
these interests, lying outside the true and legiti-
mate province of government,

“ Counsel say that to withdraw all religious in-
struction from the schools would be to put them
under the control of ‘infidel sects.” This is by
no means so. To teach the doctrires of infi-
delity, and thereby teach that Christianity is
false, is one thing, and to give no instruction on
the subject is quite another thing. The only fair
and impartial method, where serious objection is
made, is to let each sect give its own instructions
elsewhere than in the State schools, where, of
necessity, among other subjects of instruction,
there are many others which can more conven-
iently, satisfactorily, and safely be taught else-
where. Our charitable punitive, or disciplinary,
instructions stand on an entirely different foot-
ing. There the State takes the place of the
parent; to him will act the part of a parent or
guardian in directing what religious instruction
shall be given.

“The principles here expressed are not new.
They are the same, so far as applicable, enun-
ciated by this court in Bloom #s. Richards, 2
Ohio Street 387, and in McGatrick vs. Wason,4 Ib.
566. They are as old as Madison, and were his
favorite opinions. Madison, who had more to do
with framing the Constitution of the United States
than any other man, and whose purity of life and
orthodoxy of religious belief no one questions,
himself says:—

“‘Religion is not in the purview of human gov-
ernment.”  And again he says: ‘Religion is es-
sentially distinet from human government and
exempt from its cognizance. A connection be-
tween them is injurious to both. . There are

causes in the human breast which insure the per-
petuity of religion without the aid of law.’

“In his letter to Governor Liviiigstone, July 10,
1822, he says: ‘I observe with particular pleas-
ure the view you have taken of the immunity of
religion from civil government, in every case
where it does not trespass on private rights or the
public peace. This has always been a favorite
doctrine with me.’

“I have made this opinion exceptionally
and laboriously long. I Eave done so in the
hope that I might thereby aid in bringing about
a harmony of views, and the fraternity of feeling
between different classes of society, who have a
common interest in the great public institution of
the State, which, if managed as sensible men
ought to manage it, I have no doubt will be a
principal instrumentality in working out for us
what all desire,—the best form of government and
the purest system of religion.”

Decision rendered December, 1872.
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They Subvert the Gospel.

Tue Christian Statesman of August 22 con-
tains an extract from one Dr. Bellville on “ The
Change of the Sabbath,” which shows again how
completely the imbibing of National Reform ideas
tends to wipe out what knowledge of the true
gospel of Christ one may already have. The
writer says:—

“ Expositors are of the opinion that the 118th
psalm is a direct prediction that the day of Christ’s
resurrection was to be the day on which the Sabbath
should be kept under the gospel dispensation ; and if
it does, the first day is established beyond a doubt.
The fourteenth verse of this psalm reads: ¢ The Lord
ismy strength and song,and is become my salvation.’
Now, this fact was accomplished when Christ arose
from the dead; for Christ never became the salvation
of the world until the resurrection.”

This will be news to thousands of Bible stu-
dents. It Christ was not the salvation of the
world until the resurrection, then one of two
things must be true,—either there was no salva-
tion for anybody until after the resurrection, or
else there was another Saviour besides Christ.
That the first of these is not true may be proved
by any child that has read the Old Testament;
for, aside from the many passages which show
the writers to have a full knowledge of saving
grace, we have the recorded fact that Elijah and
Enoch were taken bodily to heaven. These two
instances prove that there was salvation for man-
kind before the resurrection. And that the
second position is not true is proved by the
words of Peter, who said that besides the name
of Jesus there is no other name under heaven
given among men whereby we must be saved.
Yet in order to have a show of authority for Sun-
day observance, and thereby to have a still fur-
ther show of authority for Sunday legislation,
Sunday advocates boldly deny the fundamental
principles of the gospel.

The more one studies this so-called National
Reform movement, the more he will be convinced
that it is the most subtle scheme for the under-
mining of Christianity that Satan ever invented.
While National Reform Sunday-law advocates are
making wholesale charges of atheism against
those who differ with them, we should like fo see
them show some indication of a knowledge on
their part of what Christianity is. All the
avowed infidels that the world has known, from
Celsus to Ingersoll, have not done so much
against the Christian religion as the National
Reformers are doing. E. J. W.

“actly the reverse of this.

Sunday-Law Petitions.

It may be surprising to those unacquainted
with the proceedings of the National Reform
party, to witness the rapidity with which pum-
bers can be added to the list of petitioners for
the passage of a Sunday-Rest law, under the
supervision of W. F. Crafts, field secretary of the
American Sabbath Union.

At the close of an address delivered by him in
the lecture-room of the First Baptist Church of
St. Paul, Minn., September 29, he called for all
who desired to express themselves in favor of the
passage of a Sunday-Rest law, to make it manifest
by rising. No sooner had part of the audience
risen than the pastor, without taking the trouble
to count, declared the number standing to be two
hundred.

Mr. Crafts allowed this to pass without entering
a word of protest, and it therefore evidently met
his approval.

The pastor said he had counted the chairs in
the morning. Knowing the number of chairs, he
considered himself prepared to decide at a glance,
with sufficient accuracy, as to the number to be
added to the list of petitioners of those favoring
the passage of a Sunday-Rest bill. Such guess-
work would not be allowable in ordinary business
petitions, but this movement seems to be a very
prolific movement in easy and quick methods in
the petition work. R. C. PoRTER.

Box 1058, Minneapolis, Minn.

@

Professor Wilder’s Lectures.

Proressor H. A. WILDER, of Spokane Falls,
lectured on Monday and Tuesday evenings in
this city to fair audiences, his subject being
“Civil Government and Religion.” The fact of
his lectures being given in the church led us to
believe that he was an advocate of the Blair
Sunday bill and favored the move on foot look-
ing to the union of Church and State. We were
agreeably surprised to find that his ideas are ex-
‘While a Christian, he
opposes any union of Church and State, or the
passage of stringent Sunday laws, maintaining
that no authority for such can be found in the
Bible or the experience of successful civil govern-
ments. He thinks that no man can be made
religious by force, and holds that it is the idea of
Protestantism to persuade and appeal to the
moral nature of men, consequently it can have
no affiliation with Catholicism, which would set
ecclesiastical authority above the civil, and bring
force to bear where persuasion fails,

The Professor is a fluent and pleasant speaker,
and we regret that our limited time and space for-
bid a more extended notice of his lectures. We
trust he will favor us again in the futnre.— Oregon
Scout, September 19, 1889.

The International Sunday Congress.

It is known that there exists an international
federation for Sunday-keeping, having its head-
quarters at Geneva. This society sums up as
follows its object, which “has been and will re-
main the same:” “To remind everyone of this
declaration of the Holy Scriptures, ‘ Remember
the Sabbath-day to keep it holy.””

With the object of giving its work a new im-
petus, the federation organized in Paris, under
the patronage of the French Government, an in-
ternational congress for the weekly rest from the
hygienic and social standpoint. This congress
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was convened within the precinets of the-exhibi-
tion from September 24 to 28.

Some may perhaps think it strange that the
congress should have been organized with the sole
object of showing the hygienic and social benefits
of an eminently religlous institution. It will,
perhaps, be asked whether the observance of the
fourth commandment will have made great prog-
ress when the world shall have been convinced
that the weekly rest-day has very material hygi-
enic and social advantages. To this it is answered
that we must make a distinction between the
physical and religious rest; and, although the
religious observance is much to be preferred, the
physical rest itself is an unmixed blessing.

The objector may ask whether, if this distinc-
tion be correct, the weekly rest, separated from
its religious, which is its main, character, may
still prove a beneficent institution; if it is not
probable, rather, that this regular day of leisure,
devoid of its religious associations, will become
an occasion of dissipation and demoralization; if
this is not indeed a fact of which every week
gives us renewed demonstration.

It must be confessed that these objections have
much weight, and that, far from answering them,
the congress has, on the contrary, confirmed

them. I have before me the eleven resolutions’

voted by the congress on this twofold question,
“The weekly rest from a social and hygienic
standpoint.” In these eleven propositions, the
argument drawn from the moral nature of man,
from his morality, from his moral progress, occurs
no less than seven times. Now what is this
moral argument if it is not a religious argument?
What is moral progress without religion, unless
the members of the congress be advocates of a
system of morals independent of religion, which
we will not suppose? This sevenfold reiteration
of the moral argument is an admission of the es-
sentially religious character of the institution.
On this point an American delegate strikingly
said in the congress: “The declaration that the
civil institution of a rest-day is distinct from the
religious institution, for myself as well as for
others, is not true.”

The ecclesiastical aims of those who agitate
this question manifested itself in several ways at
the congress. The most striking instance, per-
haps, was in the seven resolutions voted on the
“weekly rest-day and the railroads.” These reso-
lutions urge the suppression of labor on the rail-
roads—the time being seven times specified—on
Sundays and holy days. Thus it is seen that the
ultimate object is to secure the State enforcement
not only of Sunday-keeping, but of church holy
days as well. This brings us-far from the weekly
rest on the hygienic basis.

The question of Sunday laws was dealt with
largely in the congress. As has been seen, the
weekly rest is essentially a religious institution,
and its hygienic and social benefits are insepara-
ble from its religious character. Thus we would
have civil laws enforcing religious observances,
which would constitute an infringement of the
sacred rights of conscience in a matter between
each individual and his Creator. This objection
was recognized by advocates of Sunday laws, and
attempt was made to meet it by very feeble and
illogical arguments.

We were glad, however, to see in the congress
a calm but firm protest against State intervention
in the Sunday question. This intervention some
said would constitute an immense injury. They
did not want, even in order to secure what they

considered a great blessing, to surrender their
Christian liberty into the hands of the State.
Once started on this course, where would the
State bring us? and how could it be stopped if it
went too far? Much better, they said, to do the
work ourselves, than to accept a disastrous inter-
vention.—J. Vuilleumier, in Present Truth, Lon-
don, Englond.
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‘“Rome and the Republic.”

. Hox. WiLLiaM J. ArMSTRONG, of Washing-
ton, D. C,, who last winter had the honor to be
invited by all the leading members of Congress
to deliver one of his lectures before that body,
lectured recently in the First Methodist Episco-
pal Church of this city, on “Rome and the Re-
public.”  Mr. Armstrong prefaced his remarks by

-saying that it wasnot his purpose to assail the fol-

lowers of the Roman Catholic faith. That would
be shamefully un-American, and altogether too
much like a revival of the middle ages. What
he objected to, and would make the essence of his
theme, was the attempt of the head of the Roman
Catholic Chureh to inculcate the infallibi%ty of
the pope, and that all the temporal affars of
man must subserve his religious belief. When
the Catholic Church suffers its followers to wor-
ship without restraint according to their own
convictions, let there be no interference. But
when the church attempts to teach that the pope
is mightier than God, and would have this doc-
trine made the prevailing element of all civil law,
then it is time for a liberty-loving people to ob-
ject.

The Roman Church, said the speaker, has
demanded for a thousand years, and does to-day,
the subordination of citizenship to its temporal
power. That church has always maintained
that whatever is for man’s best welfare should
rule; religion is of greatest importance to him,
therefore religion should rule. In short, the
church first, the citizen afterward. This has
been the argument that has filled an ignorant,
groping world with so much human suffering.

After considering the papal theory and its
consequences, Mr. Armstrong contrasted it with
the American doctrine of total separation of
Church and State. “ Washington,” remarked
the speaker, “said the State should not legislate
on matters concerning the conscience of man.
Pope Leo XIII. says we should make all civil
laws conformable to the church, and to regulate
religious thought. Here we have the authority
of Washington and the pope on a very important
question. It is needless to ask which Americans
willaccept. Against the interference of the church
in all civil affairs, the State, clothed in the white
garment of religious freedom, has set its face for-
ever and forever.”

He argued that the government has no busi-
ness to interfere with religion. It is only one
step between a religious government and the re-
ligious Inquisition.

Mr. Armstrong then quoted the Catholic Re-
view, and Cardinal Manning, to show that Rome
is the sworn enemy of republican institutions.
“But,” he added, “the pope of Rome and the
Catholic Church are not the only dangerous ene-
mies of our government.

“There sits in the Senate of this nation an old,
straight-laced, narrow-minded, bigoted, theocratic
Puritan who represents one of the New England
States, but in spirit represents the mediseval ages.
He has no vices, but he is one of that kind who
would burn a soul to saveit. At a late session

of Congress he introduced an amendment to the
Federal Constitution to establish a system of free
schools in which should be taught the common
branches and the ‘principles of the Christian
religion” The amendment also provided that
Congress should have power to enforce that
amendment by appropriate legislation.”

The speaker said that right in the wake of this
remarkable amendment that was proposed there
was formed what is known as the National Re-
form Association, advocating the establishment of
a common and uniform religion, to be woven into,
and become, in fact, the substantial part of, the
organic law. This was to be brought about by
a convention of all the creeds in the nation,
which the speaker characterized as a motley,
loveable gathering of harmony let loose.

“This, my countrymen,” thundered Mr. Arm-
strong, “is Protestant Romanism, and, if any-
thing, it is more infamous than Catholic Ro-
manism. This is the same way that religious
persecution was planted in the fourth century,
and saddled on Europe for more than a thousand
years. Right here to-day, under the shadow of
the American flag, there is an attempt to cstah-
lish a Protestant Rome. Think of it!

“And there are thousands of misguided cranks
outside the National Reform Association who are
supporting the movement.”

Here the speaker referred particularly to the
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union. He told
of their late National Convention, how they got
into a passion for passing resolutions, and among
other absurd things passed a set of resolutions
approving of the sentiments and course of the
National Reform Association, and also a resolu-
lution that the religion of' Christ should be the
fundamental element of our civil law,

“Poor, misguided creatures,” said he, © they
are victims of' misplaced zeal. With their reso-
lutions they are worse than the curse they pre-
tend to wage war against. Just one taste of a
silly resolution, like the red flame in the cup,
gives them a burning desire for more, and they
seldom stop short of a regular debauch, that, it it
don’t destroy the soul, at least destroys common
sense. They are a body who doubtless mean
well, but are, like all other cranks, stirred and
impelled by conviction instead of intelligence.
My advice to them is to stop imbibing resolutions
and go home. Let the affairs of State alone, at
least, and, if they must do something, let them
continue their warfare against King Alcolol.”

Jonathan Edwards he characterized as a re-
ligious fanatic. Edwards said, and adhered to
it, “We want a State religion and we are going
to have it.”

All these circumstances, the speaker thought,
were like the realities stepping out of one of the
medizeval pictures, life size, into the present time.
He thought, however, it would be some time yet
before the changes threatened would come to
pass.

Altogether the lecture was a masterly arraign-
ment of both Roman Romanism and Protestant
Romanism, and of all who are aiding and abetting
the schemes of the National Reform Association.

—_—— e t———————

NorHING is so galling to a people not broken
in from the birth, as a paternal, or, in other
words, a meddling government, a government
which tells them what to read, and say, and eat,
and drink, and wear. Our fathers could not
bear it two hundred years ago; and we are not
more patient than they.—Macaulay.
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No advertisements of patent medicines,’

The American

Sentinel

TEIST LECTURES

NASAL CATARRH

Its Nature, Causes, Prevention and Cure, and Diseases
ofthe Throat, Eye and Ear, due to Nasal Ca-
tarrh; with a chapter of

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 Keau.tifvl.lly Colored 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.;'

Op 43

Bond Street, New York.

N O W

OAKLAND, CAL.

R EAD Y !

THE NATIONAL SUNDAY LAW,

We do not moan that a National Sunday Law is now ready, but that a treatise under this name,

prepared by Alonzo T. Jones, is now read

or circulation.

. This pamphlet contains the arguments in liehalfof the rights of American citizens, and in oppo-
sition to the Blair Sunday-rest bill, which Mr. Jones presented before the Senate Committee on
Education and Labor, Dec. 13,1888. .

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

“MIGHTY INTERESTING READING,”

And Mr Jones’s comments will make it more so. g
been without Senator Blair’s interruptions, objections, and counter-arguments, and is accompanied
with answers to all of his objections and counfer-arguments.

As the Sunday question Is now a living issue, th
especially legislators, lawyers, judges, and other public men.

His argument is enlarged to what it would have

his treatise will be interesting to all classes,
The argument is

Based on Scripture andL History, Constitution and
aw,

the limits of the civil power, the unconstitutionality of the Sunday bill, an analysis of the
aws and other religious legislation of the different States, the Sunday-law movement of the

Showin

Sunday
burth’c

for the
T

4

1 enturv, the Sunday-law movement of the nineteenth century, the méthods used in securin
indorsements to the petition for the Blair bill, and the workings
United States. . i
he work contains one hundred and ninety-two pages. Price, 25 cents. Address,

---SO0OME

such Sunday laws as are propose

AMERICAN SENTINEL,

1059 Castra St...Oakland, Cal.; 43 Bond St., New York.

Desirable and Valuable

New Books.

In the Fol*owing List of Miscellaneous Books
will be Found Something to Interest all.
We Furnish them Post-paid at the

PUBLISHERS9PRICES.

Lives of the Fathers, Farrar, 2 vols., cloth....$5.00
Life of Christ, Farrar, c’oth. 1.00
The Messagesof the Books, 3.50
History of the Interpretation, Farrar, cloth, 3.50

.. 150

Li*re o

St. Paul,

Farrar.

Svriac New Testament .. 250
Heads and Faces and How to Study Them,
i

cloth
Hours w

Life of

The Christian’s Secret o

hith!the Bible, Geikie, wvols. in 3,
ClOth .
Holy Land and the Bible, Geikie, 2 vols......
How We Got Our Bib'e, cloth
100,000 Synonyms and Antonyms, cloth........ 1.00
hrist for the Young, Geikie, cloth... 1.50

a Happy Life,

p%pelj..._. ................................................. —
The Christian’s Secret of a Happy Life,
=

cloth ...
The Christian’s Secret of a Happy  Life,

cloth, gilt edges.....cccovvvviviiiii, 100
ADDRESS

! Pacific Press Publishing Co.,
‘ Oakland, Cal.,
Or, 43 Bond St.,, New York.

oral and scientific companion, Fior-
! M once, Arizona; illustrated, wide-awake; 2Kk*
| per year. Ads Ic. per word.

Rural Health Retreat

CRYSTAL SPRINGS,
St. Heleha, Cal.

TYTHIS delightful Resort offers unrivaled advantages
1 toTouriHtMandall Claeses ofInvalids,
both for Winter and Summer. It is situated on the
southwestern slope of Howell Mountain, 500 feet above
and overlooking the noted and beautiful Nspa Val-
ley, aud a% miles from St. Helena. This place is
noted for its Pure Water, Dry Atmosphere, Clear and
Balmy Sunshine, Even Temperature, Mild Breezes,
and the absence of high winds.
THE RATIOXAL TREATMEXT

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, ; .

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

For Circulars and further particulars, address

RURAL- HEALTH RETREAT,

st. Helena, Gal
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PRINTERS" INK.

A JOURNAL FOR ADVERTISERS.

PRINTERS’ INK is just what it purports to he,
“a journal for advertisers.” Itis issued on the
firstand iifteenthdaysof each month, and is the
representative journal—the Trade Journal, SO
to ppcak—of American Advertisers. Ittellsthe
intending and inexperienced advertiser, in ])lain,
comprehensive articles, how, when, and, where to
advertise; how to write an advertisement; how
to display one; what newspapers or other media
to use; how much to expend—in fact, discourses
oil every point that admits ofﬁrofltable discus-
sion. Jfyou advertiseatall, PRINTERS” INK can
help you. “Perhaps you expend but Ten Dollars a
year in advertising; if so, PRINTERS’ INK may
show you howto obtain double the service you
arc now getting for one-half the money. A year’s
subscription

COSTS BUT ONE DOLLAR.

Asample copy costs but Five Cents. Advertising
isan art practiced by many but understood by
fcAV.  The conductors of PRINTERS’ INK under-
stand it thoroughly. Surely their advice, based
on an experience of more than twenty-live years,
will help you. Address,

GEO.P.ROWELL & CO.’S

Newspaper Advertising Bureau, 10 Spruce Street,
New York.

West Shore Railroad

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

ThePicturesque Route for Business and
Pleasure Travet-

_“SUMMER EXCURSIONS,” a Imiulsoincly
illustrated book, giving description of the Hudson
River, Catskill Mountains, Saratoga and other
New York State resorts, will be mailed o11 receipt
of five cents in postag_e stamgs. i .

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

360 BroadwaE, or
C. E. LAMBERT General Passenger Agent,
5Vanderbilt Ave., New York.

THE WHOLE WORLD
WILL SOON TAKE

THE NEW YORK WORLD.

How Its Circulation Has Grown:

1882 8,151,157
1883 12242548
1884 28,519,785
1885 51,241,367
1886 70,126,041
1887 83,389,828
1888 104,473,6 0

This e uals one-fourteenth the combined circu-
lation of all the 1.423 Daily Newspapers of the
United States at last report, which was *.

TJIKL #1THA
THE WORLD alone...... ’104,4737050

The Weekly World

IS THE

BEST and BIGGEST NEWSPAPER

on the North American Continent.

12 Large Pages and 84 Long Colnins.

'A POPULAR BOOK

Published and Given with Each Issne of the
Weekly Edition.

(Latest Issues)

May 1—A Voyage to Mars.... (;reg
ay 8—Houp-la........c........ ... ler
May 15 lis FatalSuccess.. .Malcolm Bell
May 22—The Dream Woman. .. Wilkie Collins
May 29—Twas in Trafalgar’s Bay............... Besant

June 5—A Yankee Lucille........."... Wra. E. Penny
June 12—A Queen Amongst Women. ... Braclime
June 19—A Strange Secret......... Sylvanus Cabb, Jr.
June 26—John Jago’s Ghost ...Wilkie Collins
July s—A Man ot H J. S W

July 10—The Case of Mr. Lucraft
July 17—A Troublesome Girl

July 24—He Loved and Rode Away
July 31—Harvest
Aug. 7—Blind Love.....
Aug. 14—Mystery of Cen
Aug. 28—Sir. Percival....
Sept. 4—Fair but False
Sept. 11—A Passive Cri
Sept. IS—Antou M alissof...

One Year (52 num bersL, $1;
6 ersj, 50

Monthsizo num c.;
3 Months (13 numbers), 25c.

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

THE WORLD, New York.
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Note.—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.

The Rural Californian, “a journal for the sub-
urban and country homes,” published by Heintz
& Lipe, Los Angeles, Cal,, is a worthy magazine
of more than usuatl value. No one who contem-
plates settling in Southern California can do
better than to subscribe for and read this journal.
It will acquaint you with the State in advance of
your coming. It can be had six months for
seventy-five cents; single number, fifteen cents.

——at—————

PrOFEssor BLackIE, the eminent Scotch
scientist, visited Oakland a short time ago, and
since his return to his native land has published,
in the Free Church of Scotland Monthly, his im-
pressions of California, and more particularly of
Oakland and San Francisco. Referring to the
fact of this State living without a Sunday law,
the Professor says:—

“ Unfortunatelv, unlike the other States, California
has no Sabbath law. Nor will it be easy to secure
such a law. In Oakland, which is to San Francisco
what Birkenhead is to Liverpool, a meecting was
lately held on the subject of a Sabbath law. When
the meeting divided, one hundred and five were
against any such thing, and only ninety-six in favor.”

Thus the fame of “ Mr. Crafts’ Surprise Party,”
as one of our local papers called it, has spread
abroad even to Scotland, making known the fact
that California had the independence to vote their
convictions even in the face of one of the apostles
of National Reform, so called. We say one of
the apostles of National Reform, because, in effect,
the American Sabbath Union, which, on the oc-
casion referred to, was represented by Mr. Crafts,
is in effect auxiliary to, and a branch of, the Na-
tional Reform Association.

THE New York Tribune says, and says truly:

‘It is a singular fact that California has no Sunday
law. There was such a law, but it was repealed in
1883 ; yet it cannot be said that there is any less ob-
servance of Sunday since the repeal of the law. On
the contrary, an investigation shows that Sunday is
observed more as a sacred day the present year than
it was the year the law was repealed.”

Tuk field secretary of the American Sabbath
Union insists that that for which the organiza-
tion is working is “ a civil Sabbath,” that is, Sun-
day rest enforeed by law, not for religious reasons,
but for the physical well-being of the masses.
How does that correspond with the telegram re-
ceived by the president of the constitutional con-
vention at Bismarck, Dakota, from the president
of the American Sabbath Union in New York
City, urging the adoption of a provision “ protect-
ing and encouraging Sabbath observance” by
forbidding ¢ work or trades” on the first day of
the week, and requiring the Legislature to “ pass
laws regulating and encouraging the observance
of the holy Sabbath by all the people.” This
was urged upon the convention that the constitu-
tion of the new State might be laid “upon the
sure foundation of the divine word.”

The secretary’s denial that what they demand
is really religious legislation, will, we imagine, go
for very little in the face of such an avowal from

his superior ofticer. We fear that, while the
secretary evidently has much of the wisdom of
the serpent, he lacks the harmlessness of the dove.
The president seems to be sadly deficient in both.

@—to—— -

THE Bible Echo, Melbourne, Australia, of
October 1, has the following :—

“A large and influential meeting of the citizens
of Melbourne was convened at the Federal Coffee
Palace to protest against the action of the gov-
ernment in so summarily refusing to sanction the
publication of a Sunday paper. The meeting
was addressed by Mr. W. H. L. Bailey, the
prime mover in the enterprise, who stated that
the government had granted him a copyright
and received his money for the same. At the
conclusion of the meeting, resolutions were adopted
protesting against the action of the Lord’s Day
Observance Society in representing that they ex-
pressed the voice of the people, and viewing with
alarm the encroachment of the government upon
the rights and privileges of private citizenship.

“It certainly does not commend the inherent
strength or stability of a religious institution that
it must be sustained by such strict legal enforce-
ments against the evident wishes of the commu-
nity at large, nor will such an institution thus
upheld ever exert a salutary influence over the
morals of those who are so restrained.”

o
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THERE lives in our city of Oakland a National
Reformer of the most ultra type. He wants a

‘man-made theocratic government in the United

States, and his principal reason seems to be in
order that the people who work on Sunday may
be summarily dealt with. Because under a real
theocracy it was lawful to put men to death for
Sabbath breaking, he can’t see why it would not
be right under a counterfeit theocracy to put men
to death for refusing to religiously observe Sun-
day. He wanted to advocate this theory through
the medium of the SENTINEL. And now he feels
that he has been unfairly treated because we do
not give him the useof our columus ad libitum,
in which to further his wicked scheme. In the
Christian Statesman of the 24th ult., referring to
the SENTINEL, he uses this language :—

“TIt is not only a fiery foe to Sabbath legislation,
but it is so far from being a free journal it is cowardly.
Occasionally it has permitted me to be heard in its
columns; but time after time, for years, it hasrefused
articles and communications in reply to their false
positions and unfair charges against Reformers. Its
editors are afraid to give a hearing to the truth.”

«Cowardly,” forsooth! «Afraid to give a
hearing to the truth!” Any journal which de-
clines to open its columns to the advocacy of a
governmental policy which, if fully carried out,
would put to death its editors and publishers,
must be cowardly indeed! This issimply another
specimen of characteristic National Reform logic.
How many of that kind of “communications in
reply to their false positions and unfair charges”
would either of the National Reform organs publish
to accommodate their opponents? Echo answers,

How many ?

Ox~E of our last-page notes was utterly spoiled
last week by the transposition of a line in making
the final correction on the page proof. We
therefore reproduce the note printed-correctly, as
follows:—

The 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
utterance. It is certainly one of two t{lings,
either the result of a compromise, or it is an ex-
ceedingly awkward attempt to make it appear
that religious liberty demands the passage and
enforcement of Sunday laws! But, in the very
nature of the case, such laws do, of necessity,
infringe religious liberty. Suppose that the
Catholic Church were to insist on the passage of
a law forbidding labor on good Friday, would
not every Protestant say that it was an infringe-
ment of religious liberty?—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 is a weekly festival, and it is just
as much a religious institution as is Good Friday.
They both belong to the church, and it is just as
oppressive to enforce the observance of one as of
the other.

&
. o

A CORRESPONDENT of the London Daily Tele-
graph, in his report of the proceedings of the re-
cent Paris Sunday Congress, says:—

“It will, undoubtedly, be a difficult task for any
congress to bring about the general cessation of Sun-
day labor on the continent. Of late years, however,
it must be confessed that Paris has been showing a
good example to the provinces in this matter, but it
is to be regretted that Sunday observance in the cap-
ital has not increased the attendances in the churches,
but has rather been productive of more fun and fri-
volity.”

Commenting upon this, another English paper
(a religious journal, by the way) says:—

“Tt i3 in this, as in all matters of religious practice,
the person who can be led by the moral argument
does not need a law to compel him to follow out his
convictions ; and he who is not influenced by moral
arguments is only cursed by coercion of conscience.
A Christian cause never seeks to gain its end by such
means.”

This is sound and wholesome doctrine, and it
would be well for our zealous Sunday-law friends
to make a note of the facts so-candidly recognized
by our English cousins.

Y
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RomisH priests and editors are busy trying to
make it appear that this is a Christian nation;
also the Protestants, who are clamoring for Cou-
gress to enact a Sunday-observance law. Vill
someone tell us how a State, a corporation with-
out a soul, can be Christian? We can readily
understand how the people of a nation can call
themselves Christian, but suppose all the people
of the United States were believers in Christ,
would that make the State, which has neither
entity, soul, or conscience, Christian? The State
is the community formed for the protection of its
citizens in their civil rights, to prevent crime, and
afford all equal rights.— Western American.
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