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the public school shall undertake to 
supply the educational needs of a Chris־ 
tian family, or teach religion in any way, 
it ceases to be a public school and becomes 
but a mere sectarian thing, through which 
the power of the State is exerted to com- 
pel the people to receive the dictates of a 
certain class in m atters of religion. Then 
the public school becomes of no worth 
whatever to anybody, but only a channel 
through which a religious despotism can 
be exerted. Therefore, those who favor 
the teaching of religion in the public 
school do, in fact, favor the destruction 
of the public school, and in that the de־ 
struction of the American State, that is. 
the free State; and the substitution for V 
of the European State, th a t is, a despotism.

Yet, this correspondent admits that 
“ the public school has not of itself an 
absolute claim upon the attendance of all 
children living within its jurisdiction.” 

But at the same time he argues th a t the 
private school shall be subject to public 
control, which virtually makes all schools 
public, and contradicts his admission that 
the public school has not an absolute claim 
on the attendance of the children; and he 
says tha t “ from such control there shall 
be no exemption on any pretense whatever. ” 

This is again a contradiction to the ad־ 
mission that he had already made, because 

I if a public school has not an absolute 
claim upon all the children living w ithin 
its jurisdiction, then w hat righ t has it to 
exert an absolute control with no exemp- 
tion whatever ? This is only to say tha t 
the State can exercise absolute control 
where it has no absolute claim.

Next he argues that the public school 
is a part of the Government, and says:— 

If the public school is a part of the Government, 
then any sect or other body of men, denying that 
the public school is a place where their children 
can be educated without violating their consciences,

: must be considered as hostile to the Government— 
in this case, the people of the United States—and, 
if they claim citizenship in the United States, as 
traitors to their Nation.

Such despotic principles as these need 
no comment. They furnish their own 
comment. It would be well if those

the population of the United States have any kind 
of association with the churches. Would it not be 
just to consider the rights of the other half in 
formulating laws for Sunday observance? Is not 
this especially true if Mr. Crafts is correct in basing 
his proposed legislation wholly on civil authority ?

This is a pertinent question, but as 
usual Mr. Crafts ignores it. He wants 
only a civil Sunday law—but he wants it 
so framed and so enforced that it will in- 
cidentally contribute to the religious ob- 
servance of the day. He says: “ Take the 
religion out and you take the rest ou t.” 
And so he proposes that his “ civil ” law 
shall “ incidentally ” guard religion. A fine 
scheme truly!

W ho A re  th e  T ra i to r s?

A c o r r e spo n d e n t  of Am erica , who 
signs himself 4 4 An American from Choice, ” 
in reproving the Lutherans for their ob- 
jections to the Bennett law of Wisconsin, 
says:—

It is quite evident from this objection to the com־ 
pulsory school law, that no amendment, short of a 
repeal of the compulsory feature, will satisfy the 
German Lutheran Committee, and that those same 
Lutherans do not consider the American public 
school adapted to the educational needs of a Chris- 
tian family.

The Lutherans are not the only ones, by 
any means, who do not consider the Amer- 
ican public schools, or any other public 
schools, adapted to the needs of a Chris- 
tian family. He would be a queer kind 
of a Christian indeed who would consider 
it so. The American public school is not 
a Christian school. America is not a 
Christian nation. The education which it 
proposes to give is not a Christian educa- 
tion; and in the nature of the case it is 
impossible for it to give such education. 
Consequently the American public school 
never can be adapted to the educational 
needs of a Christian family.

But the opponents of religion in the 
public school are not the opponents of 
the public school. On the other hand, 
they are the friends of the public school 
and the best friends it has; because just 
as soon as it becomes a settled thing that
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“ T h e  righ t arm  of the American Sab- 
bath Union,” says Mr. Crafts, 44is the 
promotion of the religious Sabbath; its 
left arm  the preservation of the civil Sab- 
bath. These two things—the Christian 
Sabbath on the one hand, and the Amer- 
ican Sabbath on the other h a n d — are as 
distinct as my two arms, that resemble and 
co-operate, and yet are by no means the 
same.” And as it is usually the office of 
the left arm  to assist the right, so the 
office of the “ civil Sabbath ” is to assist in 
forcing the observance of a religious in- 
stitution upon the American people.

A c h u r c h  paper says: 44 There are ten 
million pupils in the Sunday-schools of 
the country. A better showing ought to I 
be made in morals, bu t the fact is, thou- 
ands leave the Sunday-school for the 
saloon, and the downward path in other 
directions. There is certainly a failure 
somewhere.” Yes, there is a failure; and 
the reason is found in the fact th a t too 
many depend far too much upon the 
Sunday-school to give their children re- 
ligious instruction. No school instruction 
can possibly take the place of the religious 
instruction tha t should be given in the 
home.

Co m m en tin g  upon Mr. Crafts’s proposed 
Sunday legislation, the Denver News 
says:—

Religious freedom to the churches and church 
people consists in the right to be protected from 
annoyance, and to others in the right to enjoy Sun* 
day rest according to their own judgment. . . .
But according to the best estimate less than half
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But suppose tlie reading of the word of 
God should keep them from church, and 
especially should lead them to th ink differ- 
ently from w hat the m inister preaches, 
which in many things they will have to 
do in order to be r ig h t ; and suppose they 
should thus he led to choose not to go to 
church ; then will follow a law prohibiting 
even the reading of the Bible, and if after 
all that men still refuse to go to church 
and to be benefited by the sermon, the 
next th ing will be a law to compel them  to 
go to church.

And all this is out of the abundance of 
the sym pathy of the preachers for the 
workingman, and their anxiety th a t he 
shall enjoy physical rest and the benefit 
of a civil Sabbath! I t is the same kind 
of sympathy tha t in the Middle Ages tor- 
mented men to death to save them  from 
hell. The spirit of the Inquisition is in- 
separable from Sunday laws. a . t . j .

C h icag o  C o r re s p o n d e n c e .

AN INTERESTING CASE.

A novel and very interesting case is to 
be tried at the present term  of the Illinois 
Supreme Court, which involves the ques- 
tion of compelling students in institutions 
of learning supported by the State, to 
attend the devotional exercises which pre- 
cede the regular work of the day.

A student of the University of Illinois, 
—established under the laws of Congress 
and the State of Illinois, in the years 1866 
and 1867, “ to teach in the most thorough 
m anner such branches of learning as are 
related to agriculture and the mechanic 
arts, including m ilitary tactics, and not 
excluding other scientific or literary  stud- 
ies,”—absented himself from the m orning 
devotional exercises, for which absence 
he was expelled.

He has brought action against the trust- 
ees of the University, and will rest his 
case on Sec. 3, A rt. 2 of the Constitution 
of the State, which says: “ Ho person 
shall be required to attend or support any 
m inistry or place of worship against his 
consent, nor shall any preference be given 
by law to any religious denomination or 
mode of worship.”

NON-PARTISAN TEMPERANCE WORK.

Mrs. J . Ellen Foster, President of the 
Non-Partisan W om an’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union, of Iowa, spoke in Central 
Music Hall, Sunday* October 5, on the 
history of the temperance movement in 
this country* the principles on which it is 
now based, and the relation of the organ- 
ization which she represents to th a t re- 
form. She gave this, among other rea- 
sons, why the W om an’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union could not be partisan, th a t 
the organization was born of the Church, 
nourished by the Church, and could not 
consistently unite, as a body, w ith any 
political party  any more than could the 
Church.

hundred and fifty boys and girls are in the schools, 
and are there trained for usefulness and good. The 
baneful feature of Government aid is here found, 
making a sort of union of Church and State. It is 
to be found not alone here, but also in connection 
with the whole Indian school system; it should be 
found nowhere. It would be well if the Presbyterian 
Church would decline to accept Government aid in 
connection with any of its Christian missions.

Ju s t what these evils are, Mr. Conkling 
does not say ; bu t a rem ark from another 
paragraph of his letter gives a sufficient 
h int of what he had in mind. He says:—

The spoils system extends its wonderful sway 
even to these far-off shores, and the lust of office 
induces men to leave their homes in the States and 
take petty positions in this distant and isolated 
country. Alas, alas! there are many abuses yet to 
be remedied before our country becomes what it 
should be in accord with its name and fame 
throughout the earth.

So long as hum an nature remains what 
it is now, the abuses which the Doctor de- 
plores are practically unavoidable to some 
extent, in civil government, but the Church 
m ight be kept comparatively free from 
them  by keeping it entirely separate from 
the State. State aid corrupts the Church 
and does not improve the State, indeed, 
it corrupts both Church and State.

C. P. B.

T h e  P u rp o s e  of S u n d a y  Laws.

I n  discussing the Sunday newspaper, 
Rev. George P. Hays, D. D., reveals the 
purpose of all Sunday laws. Dr. Hays 
says:—

Now, the Sabbath was given to them for religious 
thoughts and spiritual improvement. When that 
Sabbath is taken for secular reading and business 
affairs, it is as distinctly perverted as if it were used 
for hoeing corn or spading the garden. These Chris- 
tians go to church for the avowed purpose of hearing 
God’s ambassador discuss moral and spiritual sub- 
ject-s for their religious improvement. What chance, 
however, can a minister have to reach a soul which 
has rusted itself all over with the affairs of this 
world, by the Sabbath morning’s reading of the 
fluctuation of stocks, murders and robberies of the 
past night, and the schemes of politicians ? Every 
thoughtful minister would very much prefer, so far 
as his opportunities of influencing his congregation 
are concerned, that his people should come to church 
from the hay-field or the work-shop rather than 
from the Sunday newspaper. They would not be 
so likely to have their minds filled with their phys- 
ical labor to the exclusion of the sermon, as they 
are to have the sermon expelled in the sensational- 
ism of the Sabbath journal.

That shows plainly enough that all Sun- 
day laws are directly in the interests of 
the church. The only earthly object in 
stopping men from labor is th a t they 
may go to church, and then when they 
read the Sunday newspapers tha t m ust be 
stopped also in order th a t they may go to 
church with minds fitted to receive the 
sermon. If these Sunday-law advocates 
be allowed to go so far as that, and men 
choose to read books or something else on 
Sunday, the next th ing in order will be a 
law prohibiting them  from engaging in 
any kind of reading at all on Sunday, 
except such as the American Sabbath 
Union demand, that is, only the reading 
of the word of God.

“ Americans from choice” would learn 
w hat American principles are, before they 
begin to assume the prerogative of assert- 
ing the despotic principles of the Govern- 
ment which they failed to leave behind 
them. a . T. J.

S ta te  Aid in A laska.

Professor W illiam W ells gives in 
the Christian Advocate, of September 18, 
a very interesting account of mission and 
educational work among the Alaska Ind- 
ians. W e quote a portion of three para- 
graphs of his letter, as follows:—

Alaska has been fearfully neglected in regard to 
its schools. It was a strange fact that while the 
real owner of the country^did nothing for the edu- 
cation of its wards, Russia has continued to devote 
comparatively large sums for this purpose; but 
Russia did this for her church rather than for the 
schools, and as the United States could do nothing 
of the kind for a church, and nothing was done by 
the State, the whole matter remained for a long 
time in a state of total neglect.

But at last the Government, by an appeal of the 
Alaskans, was spurred on to duty, and arrangements 
were made to establish district schools. A Terri- 
torial Board of Education was formed, and Dr. 
Jackson, of the Presbyterian mission work, was 
placed in the post of General Agent of Education in 
Alaska. He soon found that the only practical and 
immediate way of advancing the interests of the 
charge was to take advantage, so far as possible, of 
the work already accomplished by the missionaries, 
and to adopt, to a certain extent, the schools already 
established and in successful operation. And thus 
sprang up a system of assisted schools and contract 
schools, the former receiving a certain sum to aid 
them in their work on the condition of making it 
more general, and the latter taking a contract with 
the Government to perform a work aside from the 
mission, though in connection with it, that would 
impart to a certain number of children, or indeed 
young men and women, the elements of education 
and a teaching of the trades, etc. One hundred 
dollars annually given by the Government will sup- 
port, clothe, and train pupils in these schools, only 
those being chosen who show an aptitude for the 
work.

The great question now is, ‘4 How does the present 
system succeed, and what are its wants ? ” Dr. 
Sheljon Jackson, at the head of the work as agent, 
is a thorough worker and a most efficient official. 
There is naturally a complaint that as the leader of 
the Presbyterian mission work he will be partial in 
his patronage of the schools. But he is under the 
control of the Territorial Board, composed of the 
Governor and the chief officials of the capital, and 
accountable to our General Educational Commis- 
sioner, Dr. Harris, at Washington. This naturally 
ties his hands and keeps him within a line acceptable 
to these gentlemen.

And so it seems that this purely secular 
Government, a Government which has no 
connection w ith any church, a Govern- 
ment whose fundamental law says th a t 
“ Congress shall make no law respecting 
an establishment of religion, or prohibit- 
ing the free exercise thereof,” has formed 
a partnership with several denominations 
in Alaska. And of this union, Rev. Na- 
thaniel W . Conkling, D. D., a Presbyte- 
rian minister, who has just returned from 
a trip  to Alaska, has this to say in a letter 
to the New Y ork Observer, of September 
11:—

Our own mission at Sitka is the most important 
and flourishing of any of the others. Some one
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j and be just as free to observe the day of 
“ .his choice? Certainly ן He can close 

his shop, he can refuse to w ork.״ This 
in the case of the Jew, according to Mr. 
Crafts, is absolute freedom. Are not the 
same privileges in the case of the Chris- 
tian absolute freedom as well ? And if so, 
is he not absolutely free to observe Sun 
day or any other day he may choose, and, 

j consequently, in no more need of a Sun- 
j day law than the Jew  is of a Saturday 

law ?
By refusing to work, the Jew  may, 

of course, lose his “ job; ״ yet he is “ ab- 
solutely free to observe the seventh day.״ 
Under such circumstances he will be ob- 
liged to decide between giving up his job 
or his conscience; still he is “ absolutely 
free to observe the seventh day.״ Now, 
who is not as free to observe the first day, 
or any other day, as the Jew  is the seventh ? 
He is absolutely free. W hat more than  
absolute freedom can any one ask ?

Says Mr. Crafts, “ But he [every man] 
ought not to be placed where he m ust 
give up either ״ his job or his conscience. 
W ill Mr. Crafts tell us, then, how he ex- 
pects to fix things up so th a t the Jew  will 
not be placed in just tha t position ? The 
fact is, by this statement Mr. Crafts evi- 
dently means tha t the Sunday keeper 
ought not to be placed where he m ust 
give up either. But why discriminate 
thus, and legislate simply in favor of the 
Sunday keeper ? Are the Sunday keepers 
the only ones entitled to the attention and 
protection of the Governm ent? W hile 
protection of person and property is de- 
dared  to be the param ount duty of govern- 
ment, it is a principle of this Government, 
and all good governments, th a t this shall 
be “ im partial and com plete;״ that all 
laws of a general nature shall have “ a 
uniform  operation״ they “ shall not 
grant to any citizen or class of citi- 
zens privileges or imm unities which 
upon the same terms shall not equally be- 
long to all citizens; ״ th a t no State shall 
“ deny to any person w ithin its jurisdic- 
tion the equal protection of the law s.” (See 
Constitutions of Georgia, Iowa, and the 
United States.) · Are jobs any fewer or 
harder to get with the observer of Sunday 
than  with the observer of the seventh day ? 
Or is the conscience of one more sacred 
than th a t of the other ?

Manifestly, the m aking of such laws as 
Mr. Crafts would have enacted would be 
nothing more nor less than  class legisla- 
tion. The trouble with his whole argu- 
ment and plea for a Sunday law for the 
working man is, it will not hold. Sunday 
laws are not made in the interest of the 
laboring man, neither are they wanted for 
the laboring m an ; they are religious laws, 
made in the interests of the Church.

I t is not the business of the Government 
to make laws to prevent a man, in living 
up to his convictions of religious duty, 
from being brought into a place where he 
must decide between giving up his job or

the moral degeneracy of the rising genera- 
tion, and in casting about for a remedy 
they decide th a t the Bible read in the 
public schools is one, and not following 
the logic of the movement to its legitimate 
conclusion, they, with more heart than  
wisdom, enthusiastically set out to accom- 
plish their object. That they are wofully 
in error concerning the province of civil 
government, is shown from the position 
taken by the president of the Union, in 
conversation with your correspondent. “ I 
am opposed,״ said she, “ to teaching sec- 
tarianism  in our public schools, bu t there 
is a national Christianity upon which all 
can agree. The Government establishes 
a standard of weights and measures, and 
for the same reason should establish a 
standard of religion.״

Y<3ur correspondent is more than ever 
convinced that T h e  A m e r ic a n  S e n t in e l  
has entered upon its mission none too soon. 
These movements are but the vanguard of 
a large and rapidly organizing army, or 
as one of the editors of the Chicago E ven - 
ing Journal stated it, ‘ ‘ They are the rip- 
pies on the surface of a great sea.”

W e will speak of the agitation to close 
the W orld’s Fair on Sunday, in our next.

A. F. B a l l e n g e r .

H e T r ie s  to  Fix It Up.

In a four-page leaflet entitled “ Sunday 
Opening of the W orld’s F a ir,” which Mr. 
Crafts has recently gotten out, he attem pts 
to extract himself from the dilemma in 
which his Sunday ־ law «theory involves 
him. W hen advocates of Sunday laws 
are informed that men are free to observe 
Sunday without Sunday laws, and hence, 
to enact such laws, for the purpose of giv- 
ing men the privilege of keeping tha t day, 
is unnecessary, they feel th a t a damag- 
ing argum ent has been made against their 
Sunday ־ law ־ for - the ־ poor ־ laboring - man 
theory, and that it must in some way be 
fixed up. Mr. Crafts, it seems, has met 
with this argument, and hence, in his 
leaflet, he says:—

If it be said that every man is at liberty not to 
to work on Sunday, the answer is that the liberty is 
rather the liberty to give up his “ job” when jobs 
are few and hard to get. He ought to give up his 
job rather than his conscience, but he ought not to 
be placed where he has to give up either.

In reply to this it is necessary only to 
quote and carefully note Mr. C rafts’s own 
words in his work, “ Sabbath for M an,” 
page 258. He here says:—

It is not sufficiently emphasized that the Jew is 
left absolutely free to observe the seventh day. He 
can close his shop, he can refuse to work.

Now, as every one knows, there is no 
seventh-day, or Saturday, law in this coun- 
t r y ; and yet Mr. Crafts says—and is cor- 
rect in saying it—the Jew  is left abso- 
lutely free to observe th a t day. All that 
is necessary for him to enjoy this freedom 
is th a t he have the privilege of closing 
his shop and refusing to work. Now, we 
ask, Cannot the Christian do the same,

In the course of her address, she had 
occasion to refer to majorities, in the fol- 
lowing words, which show th a t she does 
not accept the prevalent idea of the 
infallibility of m ajorities: “ Majorities 
when righ t are magnificent, but when 
wrong are dreadful.”

Her address was characterized by a 
spirit of Christian fairness and honest 
conviction born of tru th .

THE BIBLE IN THE PUBLIC SCHOOLS.

The following petition is now being cir- 
ciliated in the city, by the W om an’s Moral 
and Educational Union, and thousands of 
signatures are being secured:—
To the Honorable Board of Education of the City 

of Chicago.
Petition fo r the Reading of the Bible in the Public 

Schools.
Whereas, the Bible is the great fountain of pub- 

lie and private morals, and contains the most ex- 
alted literature ever produced;—and,

Whereas, the effect of reading appropriate ex- 
tracts therefrom, to and by the pupils in the public 
schools would be to elevate their minds, and 
strengthen their moral character,

Therefore, The undersigned citizens of Chicago 
respectfully pray that the proper order may be made 
to require the reading of such extracts in the open- 
ing exercises each day, of all departments of the 
public schools in Chicago.

The undersigned regard the claim that such read- 
ing would be an infringement of just personal or 
religious liberty, as wholly destitute of merit, and 
insist that such reading would still leave the mind 
and conscience of every pupil entirely free from 
any improper bias.

Name. Address.

A t a meeting of the Methodist .ministers 
of the city, held October 0, the movement 
was indorsed. Several prominent clergy- 
men of the city are opposed to the move- 
ment, among them  Rev. H. J . Jackson, of 
the Mansfield Avenue Methodist C hurch ; 
Rev. W illiam  Lawrence, of the Independ- 
ent Baptist Church; and Rev. John  L. 
W ithrow, of the Third Presbyterian 
Church.

A committee waited on Archbishop 
Freehan to secure his indorsement of the 
movement. They took with them  a copy 
of a book of Scriptural extracts, which 
read alike in both the King Jam es and the 
Douay versions, used in the schools of 
Toronto, Canada, and asked the Arch- 
bishop if he would agree to such a com- 
promise in Chicago schools. He replied 
tha t the conditions here were different 
and th a t 11e could not indorse the propo- 
sition. They called also on Rabbi Hersch, 
who refused to sign the petition and prom- 
ised to give his reasons in writing.

Some of the agitators are willing to select 
their quotations from the Old Testament 
only, in deference to the Jews. They go 
even further, and state th a t they are will- 
ing to confine the selections read, to the 
Proverbs, th a t both the Catholics and the 
Jews may be satisfied. No attention is 
paid to the views of infidels.

W ithout doubt the m ajority of those 
who are agitating this question are actu- 
ated by the purest of motives. They see
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May th e  S ta te  Rightfully P roh ib it  
Polygam y ?

There are many people who oppose 
polygamy on what are commonly called 
moral grounds, but who are quite uncer- 
tain just how to frame their objection so 
as to justify  the Government in suppress- 
ing it. They are conscientiously opposed 
to it, and yet cannot quite satisfy those 
same consciences tha t the State has an in- 
disputable righ t to prohibit the institution. 
In  other words, they are assured th a t po- 
lygamy is morally wrong, but feel unable 
to point out the exact basis on which the 
civil power may rightfully  prevent or 
rectify this wrong. As it was in the days 
of slavery, so is it in these latter days in 
respect to the general uncertainty of opin- 
ion as to the right of Government to cor- 
rect acknowledged and widely-extended 
evils. And as in those days the time 
came when men were obliged to take a 
positive stand, so the time now is when 
every intelligent man and woman should 
have clear-cut opinions upon this question.

Some have already taken their position, 
and would seek to defend governmental 
interference with polygamy on the ground 
that the institution is disgraceful, and op- 
posed to the spirit of progress and civ- 
ilization. Others, more radical, would 
justify  the State in prohibiting it on the 
specific ground that it is an absolute moral 
wrong.

It may be freely granted tha t the objec- 
tions of both of these classes appear to be 
direct and n a tu ra l; bu t it is not so appar- 
ent th a t these objections are sufficiently 
strong in those characteristics which prop- 
erly give it jurisdiction, to justify  the 
Government in interfering with polygamy. 
The first objection is itself objectionable 
for the reason that it is too vague and 
irre levan t; the same theory would require 
the State to prohibit the use of tobacco on 
the ground th a t it also is a relapse into 
barbarism. There is no such th ing as a 
spirit of progress of sufficient legal pro- 
portions to justify  Government in inter- 
fering with w hat are held to be the private 
rights of conscience. The sooner men 
disabuse themselves of this idea, the fewer 
will be the evils arising from too much 
government.

The same objection, in general, applies 
to the position of the second class of ob- 
jectors to polygamy; thcTugh their argu- 
ment deserves a more specific refutation. 
T hat a certain practice is absolutely wrong 
morally, is not an adequate reason why 
civil government should prohibit it. The 
prohibition m ust be made for other reasons, 
if the State m aintains individual personal 
rights.

Civil government can know no moral 
righ t or wrong; it takes cognizance of 
 only civility and incivility, since it cannot׳
look into the inner secret motives of an 
individual. This view is strongly opposed 
by a large num ber of people who would 
be pleased to see the Government made
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Mohammedan and keep Friday, or sev- 
enth-day observer and keep Saturday ? 
This shows the injustice of such a demand. 
The man who wishes to keep Friday must 
not engage in business requiring Friday 
work; the man who chooses to keep Sat- 
day m ust not engage in business requiring 
Saturday work; and, likewise, the man 
who desires to keep Sunday m ust not en- 
gage in business requiring Sunday work. 
If he does, he alone is responsible for the 
use he makes of the day. Let this rule be 
carried out, and there will be no difficulty, 
no class legislation, no injustice, and no 
one’s rights infringed, in the m atter. Re־ 
ligious profession and practice will be 
free, and capital and labor will stand 
upon an equal footing.

W. A. 0OLCORD.

P a te rn a l  T en d e n c ie s .

It is astonishing to contemplate the 
growing tendency toward paternalism  in 
government in our country during the 
last ten years. The demand is th a t the 
Government shall be everything and do 
everything. In a recent discourse before 
the Young Men’s Christian Association, 
Rev. Thomas Dixon, appealed for the 
legal abolition of strikes. He would have 
the Government raise ‘its hand against 

I them, even to the expediency of bringing 
the railroads and their operations and 
responsibilities, including the actions of 
their employes, under its indisputable 

i power of management and restraint.
“ The public has the right to demand the 

,cessation of strikes,” Mi*. Dixon thinks ן
I and the simplest way would be for the 
 Government to enforce this demand by ן

dej^riving the strikers of the freedom that 
now makes strikes possible.

Commenting upon this, the Sun  says—
This would be the tyranny of slothful despotism- 

There is nothing that a despot hates so much as 
disturbances of any sort, except those of his own 
making, and force is his means of preventing or 
suppressing them. If there is a principle estab- 
lished in great manufacturing countries, it is the 
right of men to organize labor unions. The right 

I to strike and to exert all the pressure upon employers 
: which a strike carries with it, is just as incontestable. 

It would be a fine commentary on a land like the 
United States, if we should extend the rigor of 
military discipline over our various great enter- 
prises, with the result that a man might be shot for 
leaving his post. The freedom which lies beneath 
the right to strike is one of the most vital concern 
to the public. Its preservation, and seeing that 
strikes are conducted according to the rules of public 

! order, constitutes the State’s entire duty.
 The Hon. James G. Blaine, at the time when the ן
I commotion of the Missouri Pacific strike of 1886 
! had scarcely subsided, laid down a remarkably con- 
i cise form of the fundamental law by which all labor 
; unions and their demonstrations must be regu- 
I lated. It was: “ One man’s right ends where an- 
, other man’s right begins.” While that principle 
; is observed strikes represent a right at the very 
I root of liberty.

And this is sound. The Government 
cannot undertake to regulate all the busi־ 
ness of the country, but it can and should 
protect from violence the person and prop- 
ertv of all its citizens.

his conscience. Such laws, if made to apply ‘ 
equally to all, would require every man 
to shape his business affairs to suit the 
religious convictions of every other man, 
which would be an impossibility. If 
limited to a certain class they would be j 
unjust, and would result in religious in- ן 
tolerance and oppression. j

W hy should not the observer of Sunday I 
be allowed to exercise his !conscience as 
well as other men ? W hat is his conscience j 
for? W hy should the Government see j 
th a t he is shielded from pecuniary loss in i 
following out his religious convictions, j 
and not other citizens who may observe i 
some other day in compliance with fheir 
religious views ? If the Government un- 
dertakes to protect one class in this way 
upon this ground, it is bound, in dealing 
equally w ith all, to protect every other 
class in the same way upon the same 
ground. This, however, would be an un- 
dertaking implying, as we have seen, an 
u tter impossibility in its adjustments. 
And such an undertaking is not contem- 
plated by Mr. Crafts and his coadjutors. 
I t  is simply the observer of Sunday they 
propose now to relieve from m aking a 
choice between violating conscience and 
losing cash. W e wonder if they never 
read the passage which speaks “ of the 
trial of your faith being much more pre- 
cious than of gold ” ? It would seem that 
they did not wish any one’s faith in Sun- 
day keeping tried. They would want the 
Sunday keeper “ carried to the skies on 
flowery beds of ease,” and let others get 
along as best they can. Our opinion of 
any Sunday keeping tha t comes from such 
inducements as this, is, that it will not 
count for much at the great tribunal 
above. If this be true, Sunday laws are 
not only superfluous in this world, but 
will insure no one a passport to the world 
to come, in which case Mr. Crafts m ight 
as well go home and hang up his “ Dam- 
ascus saw.”

The proper solution of this question is, 
to let every man observe whatever day 
his religious convictions dictate, and 
whatever inconvenience or pecuniary loss 
this may cause him is a sacrifice he makes 
to his religion, and one which he should 
make and not another. For any one to 
seek to evade this is for him to ask that 
another bear the crosses of his religion, a 
thing which no true Christian will do. If 
a man wishes to observe Sunday, he must 
not engage in business or hire himself out 
to an employer requiring Sunday work. 
And every man is free not to do this. If 
the Government provides that one man 
must not be refused work or be discharged 
because he keeps Sunday, then, upon the 
ground of equality, it must likewise pro־ 
vide th a t no other man shall be refused 
work or discharged who keeps any other 
day. But how many Sunday - keeping 
merchants, bankers, and business men, 
would submit to a law compelling them  
to retain any employes who m ight turn
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to sell himself into irredeemable slavery, 
but if the deed should be accomplished, 
his freedom again to choose liberty would 
be gone; so the« State sanctions no such 
surrender of the natural rights of the in- 
dividual. That they are, indeed, incapable 
of being surrendered, is expressed in the 
fact tha t they are inalienable rights. The 
same protective principle which punishes 
the m urderer also restrains the suicide. 
The Government can perm it no violation 
of natural rights, whether the danger 
comes from inward consent or outward 
compulsion. Indeed, in the case of polyg- 
amy, a first wife m ight readily be forced 
to give a legal consent to the subsequent 
m arriage of her husband with others. In  
justice to all, the State m ust prohibit re- 
lations which can exist only with violence 
to hum an rights.

But again, it may be questioned, ought 
the civil power to interfere w ith a prac- 
tice which is held as a religious righ t or 
duty ? In the light of preceding principles, 
the answer should be direct and positive. 
Government cannot ־know  the inner mo- 
ti\re of an act, be it religious or otherw ise; 
and certainly it cannot allow an avowedly 
conscientious motive to justify  an act in- 
fringing others’ rights, w ithout throw ing 
down all restrain t to license of every de- 
scription. Even if it were possible for 
human government to discriminate infal- 
libly between hypocrisy and genuineness, 
it could execute no law based upon this 
faculty except by favoring one class of 
individuals above all others, and fo r  relig- 
ions reasons. This is not only contrary 
to the genius of our Constitution, bu t 
would result in the speedy annihilation of 
all just government. The only safe prin- 
ciple, both for the State and for the indi- 
vidual, is that which gives the civil au- 
thority jurisdiction over every act which 
constitutes a civil offense to the rights of 
all. The rights of conscience are never 
violated by a government which confines 
its operations strictly within this distinctly 
bounded sphere.

The State long ago very properly as- 
sumed the regulation of monogamous 
marriage, insisting tha t it shall not be 
temporary, but perm anent; both to pre- 
serve to each the individual rights of the 
parties entering into it, and to place upon 
them the responsibility of supporting 
their offspring. Any other course would 
inevitably impose upon the State the 
care of numerous minor subjects whose 
parentage would necessarily rem ain in 
legal uncertainty. The result would be 
the same if polygamy — which actually 
includes polyandry  as well as polygyny— 
were legalized in our country. This were 
a consummation devoutly to be deprecated 
by all moral m en ; and all should unite in 
opposing the least introduction to its pos- 
sibility, on the purely civil ground th a t it 
would impose upon the whole people 
burdens which parents alone should bear.

So it may be clearly seen that, in every

and it is the province of the State to com- 
, pel men to be civil who will not volunta- 

rily be moral. It is in this consideration 
that m arriage is a purely civil institution, 
for the State cannot touch it in its divine 
relations. No interference or regulation 

i can properly come to it from Government 
! except through the channel of a strictly 

secular policy.
This civil control must be wholly in the 

line of protection to the rights of the in- 
dividual and of the State. In this m atter, 
as in all others, the State cannot go into 
the realm of morals unless the moral act 
of an offender constitutes a crime, by in- 
fringing the cicil rights of others. Even 
then, to be more accurate, the State does 
not overstep its own lim its of righ tfu l au- 
thority, but the criminal himself brings 
his act within the domain of proper civil 
jurisdiction. W ith  these principles con- 
stantly recognized, the exact civil status 
of m arriage (*an be unm istakably ascer- 
tained.

The rights of m arriage are natural and 
inalienable; and the individual cannot be 
deprived of them by another, nor by the 

I Government, except as punishment for 
crime. The individual may not choose 
to assume these rights, or the despotic 
power of society, of parents, or of the 
State, may invade them ; but when once 
acquired they cannot be destroyed, or 
surrendered, so that they no longer exist 
as rights.

But polygamy, as practiced in our conn- 
try , does interfere with these rights of the 
wife. The woman who must share the 

j m arriage relation w ith several other wives 
I of the same husband certainly is not pro- 
! tected in her rights to the same degree 
that In* is. Polygyny thrives on ו ly  in con- 

ditions that assume the inferiority of 
women, and ought not to be tolerated for 
a moment in a government founded upon 
the equal rights of mankind. Our Gov- 
ernm ent does guarantee this equality of 
rights to all its law-abiding subjects, and 

k ought, therefore, to impose the same mar- 
ital restrictions upon man as upon woman;

, and upon a man in one district of its do- 
i main the same restrictions that it imposes 

upon all other men in all other districts. 
I t  is a disgrace to the basic principles of 
our Government—rather, it is a cowardly 
abandonment of them —that the State did 
not long ago recognize its duty to suppress 
polygamy.

But it may be asked, May the Govern- 
ment rightfully  interfere in.a comm unity 
in which all the parties have voluntarily 
accepted the polygamous relation; where 
each wife freely consents to surrender the 
major part of her rights ? To this it should 
be answered th a t the State cannot recog- 
nize any such surrender. To every citizen· 
the State guarantees personal liberty in 
all things which do not infringe the equal 
rights of others. Personal liberty means 
freedom of choice in the pursuit of happi- 
ness. Λ man might voluntarily attempt

sponsor for the moral and religious train- 
ing of the individual; but that is only an 
additional reason why all patriotic citizens 
should be intelligent upon such questions 
as the subject of this paper. An act 
may be morally ivrong, a sin, and yet be 
civilly permissible or it may be mor- 
ally right, and yet civilly wrong and a 
crime. Any thinking person can readily 
suggest to himself numerous examples of 
each class of acts, or of the same act as 
being determined in each of these classes 
under differing circumstances. The sole 
distinction lies in those elements wrhich 
characterize, or do not characterize, the 
act as a proper subject of governmental 
control. The State cannot know the indi- 
vidual motives to an action,—except as 
they may possibly be indicated by other 
acts—and hence it cannot judge of the 
absolute m orality of a particular act or 
system of practice, nor !mss prohibitive 
enactments based upon such judgments. 
The State is constrained by the impossi- 
bility of determining real moral conduct, 
and by the very spirit of free government. 
The originative principles of our republican 
system are expressed in assertions of these 
inalienable rights of the individual to be 
free from civil dictation in certain clearly 
defined particulars; and our Constitution 
specially and emphatically prohibits the 
Government from touching him in any of 
those relations which properly exist be- 
tween man and his Creator, exclusively. 
No apology can be offered for reiterating 
and defending these principles were it not 
so popular, in m any circles of society, to 
give a t least a tacit acceptance to the 
growing theocratic and paternal idea in 
Government. The subject should be 
tim ely to every citizen who has not yet 
scrutinized his opinion upon it.

But it cannot be concealed tha t polyg- 
amy is an institution which our Nation 
would gladly be rid  of. Indeed, we are 
placed already—by the suppressive policy 
of the Government — under the logical 
necessity of offering a valid defense of our 
present national enactments against it. 
The ground of mere expediency is insuffi- 
cient and unjustifiable. Is there, then, a 
highway along which the State may pro- 
ceed, w ith honor to itself and justice to all 
its subjects, in sweeping this evil from ! 
our land ? May the State rightfully  pro- 
h ibit polygamy ? I t is believed that there j 
are consistent and just reasons why it 
should and must do so, and tha t the fol- j 
lowing paragraphs answer the question j 
affirmatively.

M arriage is a civil institution. It is j 
divine only in the sense that it was insti- j 
tuted by the Creator, and is the expression ! 
of his will concerning the relation of man 
and woman as parents. I t  has this sig- 
nificance to all who believe in the obliga- 
tion to obey the will of God as indicated 
in revelation, regardless of any constraint 
or liberty which the State may allow. 1 
But all do not recognize divine obligation,
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I t is by these slow approaches and im- 
perceptible degrees, th a t the Young Men’s 
Christian Association will be at last cap- 
tured for the National Reform party. In 
Chicago it has allied itself with the move- 
ment for the closing of the W orld’s Fair 
on Sunday. Through their gradual ad- 
vances, beginning first with those things 
which seem in themselves so harmless, 
and, in fact, from a m istaken view, so 
necessary to be consistent in their profes- 
sion of Christianity, the Young Men’s 
Christian Association will be led into the 
realm of politics at last. Heretofore they 
have steadfastly avoided an alliance so 
fatal to the true Christianity of the Asso- 
ciation, but the American Sabbath Union 
and the National Reform Association are 
proving too subtile and too strong for 
them.

A C andid  Prohibitionist.

NATIONAL

RELIGIOUS LIBERTY ASSOCIATION.

DECLARATION of PRINCIPLES.
We believe in the religion taught by Jesus Christ.
We believe in temperance, and regard the liquor traffic as a 

curse to society.
We believe in supporting the civil government, and submit* 

ting to its authority.
We deny the right of any civil government to legislate on 

religious questions.
We believe it is the right, and should be the privilege, of 

every man to worship according to the dictates of his own con* 
science.

We also believe it to be our duty to use every lawful and 
honorable means to prevent religious legislation by the civil 
government; that we and our fellow-citizens may enjoy the in: 
estimable blessings of both religious and civil liberty.

O F F IC E R  .

43 Bond Street, N ew York City ;

225 A St ., N. E., W ashington ; 28 College P lace, Chicago.

C. E l d r id g e .President ־ ,
W . H. McK e e ־ ־ ,  - Secretary.

phase, this disgraceful institution is more 
than a menace to the perpetuation of 
rightful civil authority. The ground of 
objection to it is as broad and solid as our 
Constitution. Our present national policy 
toward polygamy ought to be a source of 
gratification to every lover of government 
which conserves the inalienable rights of 
man. F r a n k  W il l ia m  H o w e .

University of M ichigan .

Im p o rtan t .

T h e  Pearl of D ays, some weeks since, 
printed what it called “ two im portant 
letters,” one of which was from Bishop 
Littlejohn, of the Protestant Episcopal 
Church, and the other from Patrick  T. 
O’Hare, Rector of St. A nthony’s Catholic 
Church. Both letters were w ritten to the 
Sunday Observance Association, of Kings 
County. Mr. O’Hare says:—

With regard to the observance of the Lord’s day, 
you will kindly permit me to give you an extract 
from the decrees of the Third Plenary Council, held 
by our bishops a few years ago, in Baltimore. The 
decree may be found under title 3, chapter 3, and 
No. 113. It is known as the decree on the “ Liquor 
Traffic and the Observance of Sunday.” It reads 
as follows: “ A Christian should carefully avoid not 
only what is positively evil, but what has even the 
appearance of evil, and more especially what com- 
monly leads to it.”

This is an im portant letter, and it 
touches upon a m atter tha t will prove in 
the end to be much more im portant than  
these so-called Protestant advocates now 
imagine. Mr. O’H are simply does in this 
letter what all the Roman Catholics do 
when referring to Sunday observance; 
that is, for authority  he quotes the decree 
of the Baltimore council. And when Prot- 
estants receive these letters as official com- 
munications, and put their indorsement 
upon them  by printing them, and other- 
wise, they will find tha t one of these days 
they will be held as subject to the author- 
ity  which they have thus recognized; and 
if they undertake to reject th a t authority  
they will be held strictly  to answer for it. 
If Protestants would not be held amenable 
to the Roman Catholic Church, they m ust 
keep as far from any recognition of it as 
the east is from the west. I t  is true they 
do not intend this, but tha t m atters not; 
the Roman Catholics intend it, and if the 
Protestants do not, the thing for them  to 
do is to let this be known by keeping far 
from it. a . T. j.

What constitutes a State ?
Not high-raised battlement and labored mound,

. Thick wall and moated gate;
Not cities proud with spires and turrets crowned.

Not broad-armed bays and ports,
Where laughing at the storm, rich navies ride:

Not starred and spangled courts,
Where low-bred baseness casts perfume to pride; 

No, men, high-minded men—

Men who their duties know,
But know their rights, and knowing dare maintain. 

These constitute a State.—Sir William Jones.

W r it in g  to the California Voice, Mr. 
John  Robinson, of Guerneville, California,
says:—

The Adventists do not ask that their day be se- 
lected as the day of rest, but demand that legislation 
on the matter be omitted entirely.

To this the Signs of the Times adds this 
com m ent;—

Adventists consistently oppose all Sabbath legis- 
lation. They have the privilege and right of a day 
of rest; no one ought to ask more. What hinders 
our Sunday-law people from resting on Sunday, if 
they so desire ?

Again, Mr. Robinson, who, by the way, 
is a Prohibitionist, and not an Adventist,
says:—

The “ toiler ” does not ask for this legislation, and 
no effort is being made to prevent the masses from 
resting one day in seven.

And this is simply a plain statem ent of 
a well-known fact: the demand for Sun- 
day laws comes not from the working 
masses, bu t from those who are inspired 
by a mistaken religious zeal.

Of the Sunday-law plank in the Pro- 
hibition platform, the same gentleman 
says:—

You may proclaim as long and loudly as you de- 
sire that this plank does not mean Sunday law, but 
simply a day of rest, on Monday, Tuesday, or on 
any day, but so long as the masses believe it means 
Sunday, the effect will be the same, viz., to prevent 
the success of our party. The fact is, Sunday is the 
day generally intended; there is no use denying 
this. Sunday is a religious institution; laws to 
enforce a religious institution is religious legislation 
and will not be indorsed by a majority of the voters 
of this country.

W ould that all Prohibitionists were as 
candid.

“ I t is this 4innocent recreation, ’” says 
the New York Observer, “ advocated by 
Cardinal Gibbons and Liberal Protestants, 
tha t destroys the idea of Sunday being a 
holy day.” The inference is th a t the 
State should forbid innocent recreation. 
I t  is this thought that inspires the de- 
mand for Sunday laws on the part of 
churches and church papers.

T h e  American Sabbath Union, of the 
United States, has its peer in the “ Lord’s 
Day Alliance,” of Canada, in which most 
of the Protestant denominations of the 
Dominion are said to be represented The 
Presbyterian Church seems, there, to take 
the initiative, as it does here. A t a late 
meeting of the Presbyterian General As- 
sembly the Committee of Sabbath observ- 
ance presented a set of resolutions which 
were adopted. The following are the 
fourth and fifth resolutions in the series:—

4. That the Assembly records its approval of the 
effort now being made to obtain from Parliament a 
Sabbath law for the whole Dominion, recommends 
presbyteries and kirk sessions to take action in 
support of it by petition or any other way that may 
be deemed efficient, and that the Assembly again 
forward to Parliament a petition in favor of such 
legislation.

5. That the Assembly expresses its gratification 
at the cordial co-operation of all the Protestant de- 
nominations, as manifested in the Lord’s Day Alii- 
ance of Canada, and appoints as its representatives 
in the Alliance the members of the Sabbath Observ- 
ance Committee.

T h e  Young Men’s Christian Association* 
of Trenton, New Jersey, lia s . committed 
itself to an open affiliation w ith the Ameri- 
can Sabbath Union. The following item 
is published by the Pearl of D a ys :—

Last Sunday was a field day for the Sabbath 
cause in the capital city of New Jersey. In addition 
to sermons and addresses by the secretaries of the 
American Sabbath Union, the Rev. Drs. Knowles 
and Taylor, and by Rev. Dr. Dunn, a great meeting 
was held at 4 p . m . in Taylor’s Opera House, under 
the auspices of the Young Men’s Christian Associ- 
ation, at which Col. E. F. Shepard, president of the 
American Sabbath Union, eloquently addressed 
over two thousand one hundred men, on “ The 
Sabbath for man.” Resolutions were unanimously 
adopted in favor of changing the inauguration of 
the President of the United States from the 4th of 
March to the first Wednesday of that month, and 
also for the closing of the Columbian Exposition on 
Sundays. The last resolution was adopted by a ris- 
ing vote of the whole assembly. This series of meet- 
ings was marked by the profound interest and en- 
thusiasm of the thousands of hearers. Similar 

I meetings will also be held in other cities during the 
coming season.
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with their Tahitian wives. It was not until 1808 
that an American ship touched the island, and in 
1814 a British man-of-war came, and then the long- 
forgotten story of the mutineers was revived in j 
the world. j

most handsome of the oceanic people. The higher
classes of natives are well educated. Vices have 
come in with civilization. The drinking of rum, 
with its a ttendan t evils and the former corruption, 
is fast diminishing the population.

C o tta g e  o f  J o hn  A da m s.

The Pitcairners became so numerous th a t a ! 
colony was removed to another island. A t the 
time of their discovery, only one of the mutineers 
was alive, a man named John Adams. He had 
sincerely repented of his evil course, and was not 
only living a model Christian life himself, but by 
his example and instruction, he was leading the 
children of the deceased mutineers into an upright, 
Christian life. John Adams died, honored and

The Hervey, or Cook, Islands are five hundred 
miles from Samoa. They are of volcanic origin, 
and the population numbers about 20,000. Al- 
though missionaries found them very ferocious, 
they are now nearly all Christianized, and have 
the Bible and other books translated into their 
language.

The natives of the A ustral Islands, numbering 
about 3,000, are all Christians. The Low Archi- 
pelago consists of eighty-onc islands. Most of the 
islanders profess Christianity.

One of the outliers of this group is Pitcairn Isl- 
and. I t is out of sight of any other land, a gem 
of the ocean, girdled by cliffs over one thousand 
feet in height. I t  was settled by the mutineers 
of the “ Bounty,״ a ship sent over by England to 
procure plants of the bread-fruit tree. Growing 
dissatisfied with their ship-board restraint, or be- 
coming enchanted with the sirens of Tahiti, a 
number of the crew mutinied, and to escape capt- 
ure finally settled on this lone island of the sea,

La n d in g  P l a c e , P it c a ir n  I sla nd .
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Sunday to meet Mr. Crafts’e requirements, or at 
least shorten their run on tha.t day so that the toil- 
ing classes should not be taken beyond the murky 
atmosphere that characterizes most of our large
cities.

The News is in favor of a Sunday law 
that would close saloons, factories, etc., 
but it is not prepared to agree to Mr. 
C rafts’s so-called “ civil S unday” scheme. 
It sees very plainly that what he is really 
working for, is, as it says, a law that would 
enforce a religious rest, and it wants 
nothing of the kind. And this opposition, 
it appears, is not because of opposition to 
religion, but simply from opposition to 
State interference in m atters of religion.

T h e  Sabbath Harbinger is the name of 
a new 24-column monthly, “ religious fam- 
ily paper, devoted to missionary work and 
Sabbath reform in the South.” I t  is pub- 
lished by the Southern Sabbath Publish- 
ing Association, Beauregard, Miss. 4 ‘I t will 
be,” says the publishers, “ unoompromis- 
ingly opposed to anything tending toward 
the encroachments, usurpations, and as- 
sumed authority  of a hierarchy, either in 
name or in fact, let it come from what- 
ever source it m ay.” If this promise is 
redeemed, the Harbinger will oppose the 
work of the American Sabbath Union, and 
the schemes of the National Reform Asso- 
ciation.

A r e po r t  of a committee at a recent 
Sunday-law meeting in California, con- 
tains this statem ent: “ The public ought 
to be thoroughly informed of the reasons 
for the Sunday closing of saloons.” W ell 
the reason is not far to seek, nor hard  to 
s ta te ; it is simply a desire on the part of 
one part of the community to honor the 
first day of the week because they regard 
it as the Sabbath by divine appointment. 
If the motive were purely or even pri- 
marily a temperance one they would de- 
mand the closing of saloons on all days.

A r e  there many people in this country 
who would be pleased to see the United 
States governed as Ecuador is ? Perhaps 
not, but there are many thousands of peo- 
pie among us who are striving to bring 
about a union of Church and State, and if 
they are successful it will only be a ques- 
tion of time—a comparatively short time 
—when the only difference between the 
United States and Ecuador, will be in the 
num ber of population and the area of ter- 
rito ry .—American Standard.
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observance. Do the bishops intend that 
the American Sabbath Union shall secure 
the enactment of laws forbidding the giv- 
ing of receptions or dinner parties on Sun- 
day ? This shows plainly enough that a 
law prohibiting work on Sunday, would 
not be by any means the end of the Sun- 
day tale.

---------  . ♦ ♦ -----------
On e  of our exchanges, the Loyal Arner- 

ican, notes the fact that “ the prisoners in 
the Stillwater prison, Minn., publish a 
weekly paper, the Prison M irrorך at one 
dollar per annum. I t is edited and printed 
by the convicts.״ And yet like a great 
many other people, the editor of the Amer- 
ican insists that the State should educate 
its citizens to prevent crime! Education 
is a good thing, a very good thing, hut as 
a preventive of crime it is not much of a 
success. Thousands of men in the peni- 
tentiaries of the various States, and thou- 
sands more who ought to be “ doing tim e,” 
are educated men. If only the illiterate 
wero dishonest and vicious, the amount 
of business transacted by our criminal 
courts would be very much less than it is.

I t is stated that Secretary Dickinson of 
the W orld’s Fair Commission, is deluged 
with letters and protests against Sunday 
opening. So numerous are they that he 
has been compelled to have circulars 
printed acknowledging their receipt. In 
the number of petitions the Christian 
Endeavor Society heads the list, half the 
petitions and remonstrances coming from 
branches of tha t organization; then comes 
individual churches, then the W om an’s 
Christian Temperance Union. “ A lready,” 
says the Mail and Express , “ it is evident 
that the opposition to Sunday opening 
will be the most formidable demonstration 
of its kind ever made in the country.” W e 
wonder if in this, as in the m atter of a 
national Sunday law, the petitioners are to 
be counted several times.

S ome time since, Mr. Crafts visited 
Denver, and delivered several discourses 
upon the Sunday-law question. In an 
editorial notice of his work, the News of 
th a t city says:—

The difficulty arises when we come to define rest, 
ahd to specify what may and what may not be 
done. It would be interesting to catechize Dr. 
Crafts on that subject in the presence of one of his 
large audiences. When he approaches it he has 
a habit of generalizing, and if he becomes specific 
he hastens his gait and touches his points lightly. 
It needs no analysis, however, to see the drift of 
the legislation he advocates. He would have the 
civil power enforce a religious conception of Sun- 
day observance, save that he would forego com- 
pulsory attendance at church. He would ostracize 
Sunday amusement, no matter how innocent, and 
entertainments, no matter how instructive. He 
would interdict the masses of city population from 
going to any suburban resort on the only day of 
the seven when it is in their power to breath 
country air. Just where he would draw the line 
who can tell? Modern rapid transit has wonder- 
fully favored metropolitan resorts, and our cable 
and electric lines would clearly have to stop on
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T r o u b l e  over the reading of the Bible 
in the public schools is reported from the 
W estern Reserve, in Ohio. A parent 
complains th a t the teacher to whom his 
children are sent, persists in devoting a 
portion of each day to scriptural reading, 
and as his children are compelled to be 
present, according to the school-room rule, 
he demands to know whether he cannot 
legally withdraw his children during that 
hour.

I n an article in the Evangel of Pest, 
Rev. J . M. Ham ilton quotes Lev. 19:30: 
“ Ye shall keep my Sabbaths and rever- 
ence my sanctuary ,” and applies it to 
Sunday ־ keeping and attendance upon 
church services! Ps. 87: 2, and 132:14, 
are wrested in like m anner; while Isa. 66: 
23, is tortured into a command for everybody 
to go to meeting upon the first day of the 
week! And th a t he calls teaching divine 
t r u th !

C o m m enting  upon the Tennessee Sun- 
day-law cases, a London, England, paper 
says:—

“All things whatsoever ye would that men should 
do to you, do ye even so to them: for this is the 
law and the prophets.” Matt. 7:12. If this rule of 
conduct were followed, we should have no occasion 
to report such cases as these prosecutions in Tennes- 
see under the Sunday law. This State has had a 
bad record for a few years past, in this respect.

This is true, but the Golden Rule has 
no place in the code of those who make 
and enforce Sunday laws.

At the semi-annual meeting of the bish- 
ops of the Methodist Episcopal Church, 
in this city, in May, the Pearl of Days 
says the following resolutions were unani- 
mously adopted:—

Resolved, That we are gratified at the information 
received concerning the organization of the Amer- 
ican Sabbath Union and approve of the work thus 
far accomplished, and we look to it for efficient aid 
in rescuing the land from the curse of Sabbath 
desecration.

Resolved That we respectfully call the immediate 
attention of the officers of the society to the growing 
evil of Sunday receptions and Sunday dinner parties 
in Washington, D. C.. and in other cities of the 
Republic.

I t  is in order for the bishops next to 
state how they intend that the American 
Sabbath Union shall stop, or even check, 
Sunday receptions and Sunday dinner 
parties. . The object of the Union is to 
secure laws for the preservation of Sunday


