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were, creating an exception, that it may 
more conclusively prove the rule. Es- 
pecially is this seen when the fact is taken 
into consideration that all exemption 
clauses affixed to Sunday laws require the 
exempted class to strictly and conscien- 
tiously observe another day and be able 
to present such proof of this religious 
observance as shall satisfy the magistrate 
before whom they may be brought for 
violation of the Sunday law. The only 
apparent exception to this is in the enu- 
merated list of acts which cover the 
statutory interpretation of “ works of 
necessity and mercy.” What is this but 
the same law applied to another day ? 
There is a distinction in the days, but 
no difference in the requirement or the 
principle which is sought to be applied.

There has been introduced in the 
legislature of Tennessee a bill which reads 
thus:—

An Act to prohibit interference with the Religious 
Rights or Liberties of Certain Classes of Persons:

Section 1. Be it  enacted by the General Assembly of 
the State of Tennessee: That Section 2289, of Milli- 
ken & Vertree’s compilation of the statute laws of 
the State of Tennessee, be and is hereby so amended 
as not to apply to persons known as Seventh-day 
Baptists, Adventists, or any other persons whose 
religious faith teaches them to conscientiously 
believe that another day than the one generally 
observed by the people of the State is the proper 
one authorized by God as a day of rest. Provided 
that their usual avocations shall not interfere in 
any manner with the peace, quiet, or proper rights 
of others, and provided further, that said persons 
shall observe one day in each week as a day of 
rest, as commanded in the Scriptures.

Section 2. Be it further enacted: That all laws or 
parts of laws in conflict with this act be and are 
hereby repealed.

Section 3. Be it further enacted: That this act 
take effect on and after this passage, the public 
welfare requiring it.

The impulse which has called out this 
measure is, in the highest degree, laud- 
able, and a credit to the humanitarian 
feelings of the legislator who presented it, 
and of those who advocate its adoption. 
But the impulse, unfortunately, has not 
sound and logical legislative principles 
upon which to base its action. In the 
first place, from a legislative point of 
view purely civil, it would be a mistaken 
course. When a wrong is done by the 
enforcement of statutory law, the true 
course for the legislature to take is not 
to legislate for the relief of each particular

as on Sunday, whether the legislature 
bid or forbid. In this case the assump- 
tion of despotic right to prohibit, pre- 
sumes the same despotic right of af- 
firmative command, if that should be 
the legislative choice. In Russia, this 
assumption has reached the stage of prac- 
tical experimental reality.

W ho will acknowledge that the legisla- 
ture may rightfully command him to 
labor on Sunday under penalty of fine 
and imprisonment ? Who will agree that 
the State may reasonably and rightfully 
decree that he shall rest on Wednesday, 
and abstain from all secular occupation ? 
If the State may so decree as regards 
Wednesday, it may decree, if it so choose, 
that he must work on that day, or some 
other day, or all other days. Can it 
not be said that persistent and faith- 
ful labor by its citizens tends to the 
welfare of the State; it is a necessity 
for the support of the citizen himself; 
public policy therefore demands that the 
citizens should be required to labor ? The 
State, therefore, having assumed the 
right, for the benefit of the State and the 
citizen,—as a matter of public policy, a 
police regulation,—to require the citizen to 
rest on Wednesday, may, if in its judg- 
ment changed social and economical or 
political conditions render it advisable, 
require him to work on Wednesday. The 
same reasoning from the same standpoint 
applies equally in either case; and is just 
as applicable to Sunday as to Wednesday.

There is no distinction, then, in prin- 
ciple between the affirmative and negative 
Sunday law; both are equally iniquitous. 
Neutrality is the only just course. It 
naturally follows, therefore, that the same 
thing which is true of the Sunday law is 
also true of its exemption. That is so. 
The exemption pre-supposes the right to 
enforce upon others that from which the 
privileged party is exempt. In all reli- 
gious laws that is denied by the party ex- 
empted. There exists no right, in the 
first place, to make or enforce the law, 
consequently there can exist no right to 
exempt. The assumption of the right to 
exempt is a cumulative claim of the pro- 
priety of the original legislation and of 
State authority in the matter. It is, as it
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The various propositions to have Con- 
gress legislate affirmatively for the open- 
ing of the World’s Fair on Sunday are 
just as vicious in principle as that which 
has prevailed to close the Fair. The dif- 
ferent bills before the Pennsylvania legis- 
lature, in reference to the Sunday law of 
the State, to reduce the fine, and legalize 
certain forms of business, come within 
the same category.

Congress had no right to decree, either 
directly or indirectly, that the World’s 
Fair should be closed on a given day, in 
deference to the religious views of either 
a minority or a majority. It had no more 
right to say that it should be open in 
opposition to the religious practice or 
belief of either a minority or a majority. 
The only possible course for Congress in 
this matter, and have acted within the 
principles of justice and the Constitution, 
would have been strict neutrality.

The same thing is true of legislatures. 
They have no more right to legislate 
affirmatively, in reference to any religious 
observance, than negatively. The meas- 
ures introduced in the Pennsylvania legis- 
lature,—to reduce the penalty affixed to 
the Sunday law of Allegheny County, and 
legalize the manufacture and sale of 
newspapers on Sunday, and the offering 
for sale of temperance drinks, etc.,—were 
just as uncalled for, and just as much 
beyond the proper legislative sphere as 
the original law of 1794 forbidding all 
labor, trade, and diversion, on Sunday. 
The right to make and sell newspapers, or 
to follow trade and labor in general, can 
not properly be restricted on Sunday for 
any reason which would not apply just as 
well on Wednesday; for as a matter of 
absolute right, all these are just as proper, 
and for that matter rightfully lawful, on 
Sunday as on other days, or on other days
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as long as the world in which we live. Therefore 
it is that a perpetual limit must be placed to the 
questioning or denial, by way of discussion, of 
such things as are essential to Christianity.

Hardly anything is more injurious to the State 
than a lack of confidence between man and man. 
It threatens the disruption of the very bonds of 
society. And this is the risk that is run in allow- 
ing religious discussions to go on indefinitely and 
wantonly, robbing men of their faith in God and 
Christ, and so, in time, of their faith in one an- 
other,, for faith in man has its highest develop- 
ment among those who believe in God.

Just how much is involved in the propo- 
sitions quoted from Bishop Coleman, the 
readers of this paper need not be told. 
They will readily understand that were his 
views to be crystallized into law, or what 
would amount to about the same thing, 
into court decisions, freedom of speech, 
even in religious things, would be a thing 
of the past. The mere utterance of such 
sentiments is ominous, for already the 
legal precedents exist in many of our 
States to give all the force of law to every 
proposition laid down by the bishop. He 
himself thus argues this very question:—

It may suffice to adduce one or two authorities 
on this point. Chancellor Kent, of New York, 
delivered, in 1811, the following opinion: “ The 
people of this State, in common with the people of 
this country, profess the general doctrines of Chris- 
tianity as their faith and practice. ” “ True, ’’ he went 
on to say, “ the Constitution has discarded reli- 
gious establishments,״ but what then? “ It does 
not forbid judicial cognizance of those offenses 
against religion and morality which have no refer- 
ence to any such establishment, or to any particu- 
lar form of government, but are punishable be- 
cause they strike at the root of moral obligation 
and weaken the security of social ties. ״ He added: 
“ To construe it as breaking down the common- 
law barriers against licentious, wanton and impious 
attacks upon Christianity itself, would be an enor- 
mous perversion of its meaning.”

The Supreme Court of Pennsylvania subsequently 
ruled that “ even if Christianity were not a part of 
the law of the land, it is the popular religion of the 
country; an insult to which would be indictable as 
tending to disturb the public peace ;״ adding that 
“ no society can tolerate a wilful and despiteful 
attempt to subvert religion.”

Having thus fortified himself in the 
proposition that “ any discussion which 
calls into question the fundamental prin- 
ciples of religion, ” transcends proper 
bounds and can be prohibited by civil 
law, Bishop Coleman defines what he re- 
gards as some of the “ fundamental prin- 
ciples of Christianity.” He says:—

None is more distinctly so than a belief in the 
personality of its Founder, Jesus Christ. And with 
this belief in his personality is the equally funda- 
mental belief in him as both God and Man.

But few persons question the fact of His exist- 
ence. More refuse to acknowledge his divinity. 
And herein lies a transgression of the limits of 
legitimate religious discussion. Indeed, one who 
denies the divinity of Christ takes himself out of 
rehgious discussion altogether—at least so far as 
this country is concerned. He robs Christianity of 
that which primarily makes it the religion of the 
world, and reduces it simply to a system of wilful 
deceit and shameless wickedness. . . . Such
an assault is beyond the pale of legitimate discus- 
sion.

Just how far-reaching the bishop would 
make his rule will appear from the follow- 
ing:—

One can not but regret the recent appearance in 
this Review of an article which, while professing 
to be a review of the life and works of a French 
author, lately deceased, was really an arraignment 
of Christianity, and a wanton attack not only upon 
Christ’s claim to divinity, but also upon his good- 
ness of character.

Such an article certainly transgresses those 
bounds of religious disscussion which I have ven- 
tured to lay down; and this not only because of 
assailing the fundamental principles of Christi- 
anity, but, further, because of its vain repetition 
of what has been so many times answered with 
such unquestionable reasonableness.

This shows that not simply would the 
bishop invoke the civil law against these 
grosser assaults upon religion calculated

reason which must always accompany 
true religion undefiled, and ask unequiv- 
ocally for the complete repeal of all reli- 
gious legislation, without subterfuge, ex- 
ception, or exemption ? w. h . m.

“ T he Limits of Legitim ate Religious 
D iscussion .”

The trend toward religious legislation, 
or rather toward a restriction of what is 
popularly known as religious liberty, is 
shown more plainly, or rather avowed 
more openly, by the Right Rev. Leighton 
Coleman, S. T. D., LL. D., Bishop of 
Delaware, in an article under the fore- 
going title, in the North American Re- 
view for January, than by any other 
writer who has yet given his views on this 
subject to the public through the medium 
of the press.

The bishop’s first proposition is that 
“ there is a discussion styled religious 
which is not legitimate.” He describes it 
thus:—

It is such as calls in question the fundamental 
principles of religion. Any discussion which in- 
volves disrespect to them transcends its proper 
bounds.

Admitting the necessity of defining the 
term religion, Bishop Coleman continues:

My own view of the subject shall be confined to 
the United States. The inquiry will at once arise: 
‘ ‘ Is there here any form of religion which may be 
called national, and which its adherents may on 
that account consider entitled, so far as its funda- 
mental principles are concerned, to limitation of 
debate ?”

Without hesitation, I answer “ Yes.” From the 
very beginning of its colonization, this country 
has distinctly recognized Christianity as its religion. 
It is just as easy to prove its formal and constant 
acknowledgment in the beginning as it is to prove 
that there is no such formal acknowledgment in 
our present national Constitution. Yet this very 
lack of formal acknowledgment, when considered 
in connection with the fact that Congress is pro- 
hibited from making any law respecting an estab- 
lishment of religion, can be fairly considered as 
testifying not only to the existence, but, also, to 
the supremacy of Christianity.

This is the same interpretation put upon 
the First Amendment to the Federal Con- 
stitution by the Supreme Court, hence it 
is not original with the bishop. It is, 
however, a most monstrous perversion of 
the fundamental law of a great Nation. 
The idea that the framers of that amend- 
ment designed thereby to establish Chris- 
tianity, or any other form of religion, in this 
country is too absurd to be entertained by 
any except the intensely bigoted or the 
basely interested. Every fair-minded man 
knows better.

Continuing, Bishop Coleman says:—
In further support of the contention that Chris- 

tianity is the national religion of America I would 
not only appeal —as one can do very confidently— 
to the common sentiment and practice of all classes, 
but also to the well-weighed utterances of the ju- 
diciary, from the first days of our political inde- 
pendence.

The bishop then quotes Chancellor 
Kent, of New York, and the Supreme 
Court of Pennsylvania in support of his 
proposition that in this country Chris- 
tianity is protected by law, and then says:

So, then, I repeat that a discussion which would 
include within its limits an attack upon the funda- 
mental principles of Christianity is, so far as that 
attack is concerned, distinctly illegitimate.

We recognize this dogma when applied to civil 
affairs. When a citizen essays to bring into diere- 
pute the fundamental principles of that form of 
government under which he is living, he is ac- 
counted a traitor, and is liable to arrest and pun- 
ishment. . . . Is it not much more treasonable
to bring into contempt the institutions and tenets 
of Christianity? And especially so, since it is a 
time of war ? For in the conflict which Christi- 
anity is waging there is no discharge. It will last

case of hardship or wrong as it appears, 
but to apply the general principles which 
may meet and satisfy all cases. If the 
application of this principle, when 
found, abrogates the law entirely, it is 
conclusive proof that the whole law is 
vicious and should never have been placed 
upon the statute books. But a still more 
important element than one which may 
form a part of any strictly civil statute 
enters into this question. The whole 
matter is found to be a religious question, 
and therefore not a subject of civil legisla- 
tion at all. If the law is a religious law, 
every exemption from its action, short of 
an entire repeal, would also be religious 
in character.

That Sunday laws are religious laws 
and intended for the enforcement of reli- 
gion, has been so many times and so 
clearly shown, and is in itself so evident, 
that to rehearse the points which show it 
to be so is unnecessary. They are reli- 
gious and nothing but religious. Exemp- 
tion clauses attached to them will also be 
religious. Consider this exemption clause 
which has been quoted and see if it is not 
so in this case. Look first at the title to 
the act. Does it prohibit interference 
with the religious liberties and rights of 
any and all citizens? No! Only those 
of “ certain classes of persons.” Why 
not ? Is it that the right to interfere with 
the religious liberties of certain other 
classes of persons is reserved? It cer- 
tainly is. There is a sense in which it is 
a religious right to be non-religious; it 
surely is an inalienable right. The legis- 
lative privilege of coercing this class is 
reserved in this title when read with the 
body of the bill. Again, the right to 
coerce into the observance of Sunday 
those who make a profession of that form 
of religion, of which Sunday is the dis- 
tinguishing mark, is reserved by this 
title and the bill itself, both by virtue of 
being an exemption clause and by virtue 
of the naming of certain particular classes 
within the clause.

Again, in the body of the bill, two reli- 
gious denominations are specified, and a 
general expression attached covering all 
religionists who differ with the majority 
as to the observance of the first day of the 
week. The language includes all “ whose 
religious faith teaches them to conscien- 
tiously believe that another day than the 
one generally observed by the people of 
the State is the proper one authorized by 
God as a day of rest.” W hat is required 
here ? That the exempted should be 
taught by a “ religious faith ” to believe 
“ conscientiously” in another day “ au- 
thorized by God.” A conscientious be- 
lief which is the result of religious faith 
in the authority of God is certainly a reli- 
gious belief,—and that this exemption 
clause requires. But not only does it re- 
quire belief, and religious, conscientious 
belief, but it requires that the individual 
shall act according to that belief, and 
“ observe one day in each week as a day 
of rest, as commanded in the Scriptures.” 
An injunction to observe a religious form 
in accordance with the Scriptures can 
scarcely be anything else than a religious 
injunction. How clear it is that this ex- 
emption, and all exemptions, affixed to 
religious laws, are no less religious in 
intent and effect than the original statutes 
themselves.

Will not those hearts which have been 
warmed by this impulse of humanity, re- 
ceive still farther the inspiration of cour- 
age to stand for the pure justice and right
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but it is on their official paper and furnished in re- 
sponse to a request for information.

[Inaugural ceremonies, March 4. 1893.—General committee: 
James G. Berret, chairman; Alex. Porter Morse, secretary; 
Charles G. Glover, treasurer. Executive committee: James 
L. Norris, chairman; J. Fred. Kelley, secretary; William 
Cranch Mclntire, corresponcing secretary; James L. Barbour, 
Henry L. Biscoe, Gen. Η. V. Boynton. Alexander T. Britton, 
John Joy Edison, Rear-Admiral S. R. Franklin, U. S. N., Law- 
rence Gardiner, Curtis J. Hillyer, Robert O. Holtzman, J. 
Harrison Johnson, Charles C. Lancaster, George W. McLana- 
han, Theodore W. Noyes, John W. Ross, Francis A. Richard- 
son, Richard Smith, Michael I. Weller, Beriah Wilkins] 

H eadquarters Lenman Building,
No. 1425 New York Avenue, 
Washington, D. C,.׳--------- 1893 , .

Price of ball tickets, $5.
Price of concert in morning and afternoon of Sunday and 

Monday, 50 cents.
Price of evening concert Sunday and Monday, $1.
Programmes have not yet been issued.
Mr . Qu a y .—In view of these facts, although not 

exactly in order at this time, I ask for the adoption 
of the resolution which I send to the desk.

Mr . McP h er so n .—Before the Senator offers his 
resolution I should like to inquire what the paper 
relates to which has just been read by the Seere- 
tary. I could not understand from the language 
whether it is a petition from our own people or 
from citizens of a foreign government. I was un- 
able to ascertain from the reading what language 
it is printed in. I should like to know to what the 
whole matter relates.

Mr . Qu a y .—The whole matter relates to the 
question whether the persons in charge of the in- 
augural ceremonies have by lawful means obtained 
the Pension building for the purpose of holding 
musical concerts there next Sunday. That is the 
allegation of the petition which has been read and 
which is signed by, I believe, sixty ministers of the 
city of Washington. I ask for the immediate con- 
sideration of the resolution.

The resolution was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to as follows:—

Resolved, that the Secretary of the Interior be requested to 
inform the Senate whether authority has been given for the 
use of the building of the Pension Office by any person or per- 
sons on the first day of the week, commonly called Sunday, for 
musical concerts at which a pecuniary charge is made for ad- 
mission.

The result of this “ wise statemanship” 
of Mr. Quay and the Senate is told thus 
by the Washington Post of March 2.

There will be no sacred concerts at the Pension 
Office on next Sunday as originally intended. 
Owing to the refusal of the Secretary of the In- 
terior to permit the use of the building for the 
purpose and for other causes, the idea has been 
abandoned.

The Secretary of the Interior received the fol- 
lowing telegram yesterday from the President- 
elect:—

Lakewood, N. J., March 1,1893. 
To the Secretary of the Interior:

I am strongly opposed to the use of the Pension Building for 
a Sundav concert on the 5th instant, and object to regarding 
such a thing as a feature of the inauguration.

Grover Cleveland.
Secretary Noble immediately sent the following 

reply to Mr. Cleveland:—
Washington, D. C., March 1, 1893. 

Hon. Grover Cleveland, Lakewood, Ν. J.
Your telegram received. Orders were issued already for- 

bidding the use of the Pension Building on Sunday, and I am 
gratified that this action is in accordance with your wishes.

J ohn W. Noble, Secretary.
Before the telegram from Mr. Cleveland had 

been received Secretary Noble had forwarded the 
following communication to the chairman of the 
inaugural committee:—

Department of the Interior.
Washington, D. C., March 1, 1893.

Col. James G. Berret, Chairman Inaugural Committee.
Present.

Sir: My attention has been called to the fact that it is the

entertainments, atfwhich a charge for admission will be made.
I have to inform you that, in granting the use of this build- 

ing for the inaugural ball, it was not contemplated that the 
building would be open to the public on Sunday, and, as there 
will be opportunity on the subsequent day, during which the 
building is at the disposal of the committee, to give the con- 
certs referred to, the use of the Pension Building on Sunday 
for that purpose will not be permitted.

Very respectfully,
J ohn W. Noble, Secretary.

The correspondence upon the subject concludes 
with the following additional note to Mr. Berret:—

Department of the Interior.
Washington, D. C., March 1, 1893. 

Col. James G. Berret, Chairman Inaugural Committee.
Present.

Sir: Since mv letter to you of this date, relative to the use 
of the Pension Office building for a musical entertainment on 
Sunday next, I have received a telegram from Mr. Cleveland, 
of which I enclose a copy, expressing his strong opposition to 
the use of the building for a Sunday concert, and objecting to 
such a concert as a feature of the inauguration. I also inclose 
for your information a copy of my reply thereto.

Very respectfully,
John W. Noble, Secretary.

Last evening at the meeting of the Inaugural 
Executive Committee, the subject was discussed

the law has thus far taken only a very 
limited cognizance. Precisely the same 
argument in principle is made every day 
in regard to Sunday, and but few people, 
comparatively, see the evil there is in it. 
The bishop attempts to justify his posi- 
tion on the ground that to assail the prin- 
ciples of Christianity, “ threatens the 
disruption of the very bonds of society.״ 
This is the identical argument relied upon 
to furnish a “ civil ״ basis and justification 
for Sunday legislation. The principle is 
the same, and the argument is as good in 
the one case as in the other. Shall not 
Bishop Coleman’s article serve to open the 
eyes of some who have hitherto been blind 
to the real issues involved in the question 
of liberty of conscience ? c. P. B.

T he Inaugural of th e  N ational 
Religion.

Matthew Quay, the patron saint of 
the congressional and Pennsylvanian Sun- 
day, has succeeded quite remarkably in 
throwing about himself—in the closing 
days of the Fifty-second Congress, and the 
Harrison administration—a far-shining 
halo of governmental religion. In fact so in- 
tense are these rays, and so well directed 
as to light the face of the incoming admin- 
istration with its ghostly lustre. It was 
a stroke of political genius to involve the 
new President in the religious toils ere 
yet his foot had touched the threshold of 
the White House. The committee hav- 
ing in charge the planning of the inaug- 
uration festivities had decided upon en- 
tertaining the crowd necessarily remain- 
ing over Sunday with concerts by the 
Marine Band, in the Pension Building. 
With reference to those concerts the Con- 
gressional Record has the following in its 
report of the proceedings of the Senate, 
Tuesday, February 28.

Mr. Quay.—I present a petition of sixty clergy- 
men of the city of Washington, which I ask to 
have read.

The Vice-President.—1The petition will be read 
if there be no objection.

The Chief Clerk.—The petition is as follows:—
To the President o f the United States, the Secretary o f the 

Interior, and the Senate and House o f Representatives 
in Congress assembled:

a  p e t i t i o n .

W h e r e a s , It having been announced by the inaugural com- 
mittee through the daily papers that, as a part of the pro- 
gramme for the inaugural ceremonies, three concerts by the 
Marine Band are to be held in the Pension Office building, on 
Sunday, March 5, proximo; and—

W h e r e a s , the Congress of the United States, in deference to 
the Christian sentiment of the Nation clearly and unmistak- 
ably expressed by the religious press, the pulpit, and by peti- 
tion, has by legal enactment closed the doors of the Columbian 
Exposition on Sundays:

,Therefore, believing to permit the holding of such concerts 
on Sunday by a band of musicians connected with one of the 
great departments of the Government, in a Government build- 
ing which is occupied by another great department, and as a 
part of the ceremonies connected with the inauguration of 
the President of this great Christian Nation, by and with the 
sanction of her chosen rulers, would be a national sin; baliev- 
ing also that such desecration as proposed is unprecedented, 
would result in incalculable harm, and would be used as an 
authority and example for the complete secularization of Sun- 
day:

We earnestly petition that orders be Issued forbidding the 
use of any Government building for such purpose on that day.

Signed by W. R. Graham, pastor of Congress Street Metb- 
odist Protestant Church; W, Sherman Phillips, pastor of 
Mount Tabor Methodist Protestant Church, and many others.

The Vice President.—The petition will be re- 
ferred to the Special Committee on Inaugural Cere- 
monies.

Mr. Quay.—In this connection I desire to state 
that I took pains to ascertain whether the state- 
ments of the petitioners are correct. In the Wash- 
ington Post of Sunday last I find a paragraph 
which I ask the Chief Clerk to read. It will be 
observed that the music by the Marine Band is not 
exactly sacred.

The Vice President.—The Chief Clerk will read 
as requested.

(The Chief Clerk read the three programmes for 
Sunday morning, afternoon, and night.)

Mr. Quay.—To show that these concerts are to 
be held for the purpose of obtaining money, I send 
up a paper to be read. It is not signed by the 
officials in charge of the inaugural ceremonies,

to provoke breaches of the peace, but that 
he would prohibit all discussion that in- 
volved a denial of the fundamental prin- 
ciples of Christianity, no matter how 
elevated its tone from a literary stand- 
point. This would involve a religious 
censorship of the entire press of the coun- 
try, and utterly destroy all freedom of 
religious discussion. Discussion could not 
pass the limit. It could involve neither a 
denial of Christ’s divinity nor of the obli- 
gation of the divine law as recognized by 
the civil law. The bishop says:—

And these limits I would set not only as regards 
the discussion of His nature and his character, but 
also as regards the discussion of his command- 
ments. Let me illustrate my meaning here by 
reference to the two great sacraments of the Chris- 
tian religion, baptism and the Supper of the Lord. 
These were unquestionably ordained by Christ him- 
self. And they are accounted “ as generally nec- 
essary to salvation.״ Yet how largely are they 
ignored by people living in these United States. 
And how flippantly, oftentimes, is the question of 
their obligation discussed! The question, I submit, 
is beyond the legitimate limits of a religious dis- 
cussion. It is treasonable to the King of kings, 
and thus becomes in itself irreligious.

I am quite prepared to admit that there are some 
points in regard to the sacraments which may be 
legitimately discussed, e. g. the mode of baptism. 
But as to their necessity, there is no room for de- 
bate. That question has been settled, and who- 
ever, by argument or by practice, shows disrespect 
to such a fundamental .principle of the Kingdom 
puts himself out of court, and 18, I repeat it, guilty 
of treason. It is not an open question. In fact, it 
has never been anything else but a closed question, 
except as those who are rebellious have dared to 
debate it.

How long would the bishop permit a 
discussion of the mode of baptism? If the 
principle were to prevail that the great 
majority had a right to forbid the denial 
of the necessity of any baptism at all, 
would not the same majority have an 
equal right to forbid a denial of the ne- 
cessity of a particular mode of administer- 
ing the ordinance? It certainly would 
have just the same right in the one case 
as in the other. But the whole principle 
is wrong; no such legitimate authority 
resides in any majority, however large.

It is scarcely probable that the bishop’s 
ideal will ever be realized so far as bap- 
tism and the Lord’s Supper are concerned; 
but the principle has had a practical ap- 
plication; and is having its legitimate and 
natural development in the United States 
to-day. Almost every State has its Sab- 
bath laws requiring the recognition of one 
day of the week as sacred to rest and wor- 
ship. Sunday is always specified, but in 
most States observers of the seventh day 
are permitted to do ordinary work on the 
first day of the week. That is, recogniz- 
ing the Sabbatic institution they are per- 
mitted to dissent from the majority as to 
the particular day to be observed, but 
they must not in practice deny the divine 
authority upon which the Sabbath insti- 
tution rests; nor must they challenge the 
right of the State to enforce the observ- 
ance of a day as sacred time. Such has 
in the past been the status of this ques- 
tion. Now, however, a large number of 
people are coming to regard a practical 
denial of the claims of the particular day 
observed by the majority as destructive; 
of social order, and so to be prohibited by 
law. Any practical disregard of Sunday 
is, to use the bishop’s expression, coming 
to be regarded as “ beyond the legitimate 
limits of religious discussion,” and so 
“ treasonable to the King of kings,” and 
consequently to the State, and so to be 
prohibited by civil statute.

The bishop’s views may be regarded by 
many as extreme; but only because he 
Applies his principles to questions of which
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I can imagine how by the use of a few 
hundred dollars, a mean man might be 
bribed to burn another man’s stacks or 
barn; or for a few thousand dollars, a 
mighty mean man might be bribed to 
murder a fellow-man.

But what tremendous crime requires* 
the enormous bribe of $2,500,000? Is it- 
possible that noble, honorable men would 
offer such a bribe as that ? Is it possible 
that noble, honorable men could be bribed 
into a crime commensurate with such a 
huge appropriation ?

Behold the Congress of the United 
States bribing the management of the 
Columbian Exposition into an actual 
union of Church and State!!

Behold the acceptance of the bribe by 
the managment, and its enforcement of 
the contract I!

Indeed justice has fled from the haunts 
of men. For shame! For shame!! For 
shame!!! L. L. Goodwin.

Mayston, Tenn.

H istory, Logic, and  T ru th .

[Rev. A. H. Lewis appeared as the only chain- 
pion of truth, justice, and the correct principles of 
legislation, at the hearing concerning the State 
Sunday law before the Judiciary Committee of the 
House of Representatives of the State of Pennsyl- 
vania, on Feb. 16, 1893. Extracts from the synop- 
sis of Dr. Lewis’ remarks published in the Sab- 
bath Recorder are reprinted here.]

I appear  in behalf of the Seventh-day 
Baptists of the State of Pennsylvania, 
and in behalf of religious liberty for all 
men. I ask for the total repeal of the 
Sunday law of 1794. . . .

The origin of the present law is con- 
nected directly with the Seventh-day Bap- 
tists. Before the Revolutionary War 
there were many Seventh-day Baptists in 
Philadelphia and the eastern part of Penn- 
sylvania; they were among the most in- 
dustrious, upright, and patriotic citizens. 
At the close of that war there was much 
general immorality and irreligion, arising 
from the disorders incident to such times, 
and from the influence of the moral and 
religious revolution going on in France in 
1793. Philadelphia was the national cap- 
ital. The yellow fever swept over the 
city that year, leaving a trail of desola- 
tion, sorrow and fear. Accustomed, as. 
the men of that time were, to look upon 
such epidemics as a direct punishment for 
sins, the public mind was aroused to learn 
why such things had come to pass. Dur- 
ing the war many laws against vice and 
immorality had fallen into disuse, or had 
expired by limitation. The legislature of 
Pennsylvania convened early in Decern- 
her, 1793, and a committee was appointed 
to report laws looking toward a better 
state of things. Religious men of all 
classes joined in urging this movement, 
the Seventh-day Baptists, both English 
and German, being among the foremost. 
Since the prevailing disorders were most 
marked on days of leisure, the Sunday 
question became a prominent factor in the 
case. When the excitement was at the 
highest the seventh-day Baptists discov- 
ered that the proposed law touching Sun- 
day would press heavily upon them, not 
in the matter of vice or immorality, but in 
point of legitimate labor and business. 
Hence on Thursday, Jan. 2, 1794, they 
presented the following memorial, saying:

That agreeable to the dictates of their own con־ 
sciences, they have set apart and kept the seventh 
day as their Sabbath, and by existing laws are 
subjected to severe penalties for working on the 
first day of the week (Sunday), which they con- 
ceive to be contrary to the constitution of this

G r o v e r  Cle v e l a n d , Lakewood, N. J.
Expressed Christian sentiment in city opposed 

to proposed use of Pension Building next Sunday 
for concert. Can you aid in closing ? (signed.)

A. W. P1TZER.
President of Evangelical Alliance.

It is evident that the power behind the 
presidential chair has but to speak and it 
is done.

Of Secretary John W. Noble, who thus 
ran before the incoming President in 
haste to appropriate to himself the honor 
of the enforcement of national religion at 
this time, the Mail and Express, of 
March 4, most unkindly says:—

He lost his religion at the beginning of the Har- 
rison administration, as he explains it, by giving 
an Easter dinner, as had been his habit in St. 
Louis. The Chief Justice of the United States was 
there, and one or two of his colleagues in the Cab- 
inet, and other great functionaries.

The emblems around the dining-room were ap- 
propriate for the resurrection of our Lord. But 
the day was Sunday. So some ministers in New 
Jersey notified him that he was to be censured for 
giving a public dinner on Sunday.

But he wrote them that he did not think much 
of their opinion, anyway; for he did not expect to 
go to heaven via New Jersey! Still, he discontin- 
ued his Sunday public dinners. “ And now,” said 
the Secretary of the Interior, “ I have gotten my 
religion again, and am all right. I stopped the 
proposed Sunday concert to be given in honor of 
President Cleveland to morrow in the Pension 
Building; and the Maryland Conference of Ministers 
have passed resolutions that I am all right. That 
settles it. ”

The whole matter is justly character- 
ized by the New York World thus:—

The whole thing is folderol, cant, hypocrisy 
and an impertinent interference with the rights of 
those who wish to make music or to listen to it.

Moreover, in this country the Government is not 
set to prevent or discourage “ sin.” It has nothing 
to do with religious doctrine one way or the other. 
It has no concern with Sabbaths or holy days, ex- 
cept to protect all men equally in their right to ob- 
serve such days as they please in such ways as 
their consciences may dictate. Anybody who 
thinks it wrong to listen to a concert on Sunday 
may stay away. But he has no right to ask the 
Government of the Republic to stop other people 
from attending because of his puritanical notions.

Of Matthew Quay, the political hench- 
man of these false religionists, the World 
does not hesitate to say:—

Those Washington clergymen who are aghast at 
the sinfulness of permitting the Marine Band to 
give a concert Sunday seem strangely deficient in 
the sense of humor. For their mouth piece, chosen 
to utter their protest against this “ national sin ” of 
music on Sunday, they selected Matthew Stanley 
Quay, a notorious political corruptionist, and a 
man who a few years ago embezzled nearly half a 
million dollars from the treasury of his State, and 
by virtue of the statutes of limitation has escaped 
the punishment which might have brought repent- 
ance for his “ sin.”

It was one of the dramatic unities, 
quite unexpected, and so all the more 
striking, that the first inauguration, after 
the congressional adoption of the national 
religion of the United States, should wit- 
ness in public connection with it the 
“ inaugural” also of the governmental 
religion. w. η . m.

W h at?
[It is not surprising that this Tennessee corres- 

pondent should be so astonished at the action of 
the last Congress in the Sunday closing of the 
World’s Fair as to break out into this rhapsody of 
amazement. But there are still more amazing 
things already in progress and yet to come. Let 
him and every one watch the progress of events, 
and take at every step a definite stand for the 
right and against the wrong.]

I can imagine how a man could be 
bribed with a dollar or two to vote for a 
man he had intended to vote for. Also 
how by the use of a dozen dollars or so, 
a man in a tight place might be bribed to 
vote for a man he had not intended to 
vote for.

at length, and the following resolution was unani- 
lnously adopted:—
, Whereas there seems to be somewhat of a sentiment against 
that part of the programme unanimously recommended by 
the promenade concert committee which incltided sacred con- 
certs at the Pension Building on Sunday, March 5; and—

Whereas this committee in its representative capacity de- 
Sires to eliminate any feature which might be misconstrued, 
or which would be objectionable to any and all religious senti- 
ment: Therefore be it—

Resolved, That the Pension Building shall be closed on Sun- 
day, March 5, and that in lieu of such concerts there shall be 
three concerts given on Tuesday, following those of Monday, 
hs follows: One at 10 o’clock a . m. at fifty cents admission, the 
orphans and their worthy attendants to be admitted free; a 
second at 2 p. m., admission fifty cents, and a third at 8 o’clock 
p. μ., dancing to begin at 9.30, and the admission a t the last 
concert to be one dollar.

While the resolution was adopted without a dis- 
senting vote, the members of the committee were 
a unit in protesting against tne causes which oc- 
casioned such action. The matter was first brought 
up by Major W. Cranch Mclntire, who offered the 
resolution, and explained the reasons for his course. 
He said that he heard, early yesterday morning, 
that certain influences had been brought to bear on 
the Secretary of the Interior to urge the latter to 
prohibit the use of the Pension Building for Sun- 
day concerts. He went to the District authorities, 
procured permits for the same, and then saw the 
Secretary of the Interior. The latter stated he had 
already issued orders prohibiting Sunday concerts, 
and nothing could change his determination. 
Major Mclntire further stated that there were a 
number of clergymen who had been instrumental 
in causing such action being taken by the Seere- 
tary.

Μ. I. Weller, Lawrence Gardner, James L. Bar- 
bour, C. C. Lancaster, and John Joy Edson, all 
spoke on the subject, the consensus of their re- 
marks being that the action of the Secretary of 
the Interior was due to the representations of the 
clergymen.

Chairman Norris made an explanation of the 
whole matter to the effect that the resolution was 
necessary when all things were considered. He 
said that about three weeks ago he received inti- 
mation that there were a number of clergymen 
who were agitating an opposition to the Sunday 
concerts. He sent word to these clergymen and 
asked that they confer with the Executive Com- 
mittee on the subject, but that the invitation was 
not accepted. Instead, they continued their oppo- 
si tion, and the only thing to do under the circum- 
stances was to abandon the project. Mr. Norris 
referred to the fact that a telegram had been sent 
to Mr. Cleveland protesting against concerts on 
Sunday which did not specify that the music was 
to be of a sacred character.

Professor Fanciulli was present at the meeting, 
and he was asked to explain what he knew of the 
matter. The professor stated that yesterday morn- 
ing he was notified by the colonel commandant 
to furnish the latter with the prepared programmes 
for the Sunday concerts. It was stated during the 
meeting that the Secretary of the Navy had been 
induced to enjoin the Marine Band from playing 
at the sacred concerts; but Professor Fanciulli 
knew nothing of such an order. During the dis- 
cussion the query was raised as to whether the 
Marine Band would be permitted to give its pro- 
posed sacred concert next Sunday evening at Al- 
baugh’s Opera House, but no satisfactory answer 
could be obtained.

Major Mclntire recalled that, during the occasion 
of the national drill, some years ago, Rev. Dr. 
Talmage spoke at the White Lot on a Sunday, and 
there was a band in attendance, and an admission 
fee was charged. A fence was erected about the 
place at the time, and no objection was raised.

Mr. R. O. Holtzman called attention to the fact 
that the failure to give the three concerts on Sun- 
day would possibly result in a loss of about ten 
thousand dollars to the poor of the District, and 
that the protesting clergymen would be responsible 
for the same.

As is well known, whatever surplus is derived 
from the inaugural ball and concerts over the ex- 
penses of the inaugural ceremonies is devoted to 
charitable purposes, and the postponement of the 
concerts from Sunday to Tuesday will result in a 
loss, as the great bulk of visitors will have left by 
Monday night.

Every member of the committee keenly felt the 
position in which they were placed and did not 
hesitate to express their indignation at the course 
pursued by the clergymen. The fact that the con- 
certs would have been an attraction for thousands 
of visitors who will otherwise spend the day in 
idleness or worse was commented on, and the min- 
isters were criticized for their interference at such 
a late hour.

The influence which was brought to 
bear upon President Cleveland is shown 
by this telegram addressed to him at 
Lakewood, and which drew from him the 
communication to Secretary Noble quoted 
above.
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Seventh-day Baptists and that of the 
Roman Catholics. The 4‘first day of the 
week ” is mentioned but a few times in the 
New Testament. It is never spoken of as 
sacred, as the Sabbath, or as being in any 
way worthy of religious regard. Its ob- 
servance is never connected with Christ’s 
resurrection. The term “ Lord’s day” 
occurs but once in the New Testament, 
and there is no evidence that Sunday was 
then referred to. There is no definite 
proof that the term was applied to Sunday 
until one hundred and seventy years after 
Christ. In the face of such facts it is 
difficult to understand how men of this 
day can continue to assume what we can 
perhaps, forgive in the men of one hundred 
years ago.

Similar facts appear in the history of 
Sunday legislation. The earliest law, that 
of Constantine, 321 A .d ., is wholly pagan 
in form and fact. It mentions the day 
only as the “ venerable day of the sun.” 
There is not a trace of Christianity in the 
law. Sunday legislation did not begin as 
a part of Christianity. Gradually it com- 
bined Christian with pagan elements. 
The· term “ Lord’s day ” does not appear 
until 386 A. D., in a law of Gratian, 
Valentinian, and Theodosius; and the 
term “ Sabbath,” as applied to Sunday, 
does not appear in civil law or ecclesiasti- 
cal literature until the Puritan Reforma- 
tion in England, three hundred years ago. 
The assumption which underlies the law 
of 1794 ignores these facts. Historic 
honesty demands its repeal.

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, I ear- 
nestly and respectfully ask you to consider 
the repeal of this law of 1794, because,

(a) It contravenes the fundamental 
principle of religious liberty.

(δ) It has always wrought injustice to 
those who observe the Sabbath—Saturday.

(c) It is unjust toward those who do 
not believe that they ought to cease from 
legitimate work on any particular day, 
for religious reasons.

(d) It rests on the false assumption 
that Sunday is the Sabbath, and that it is 
sinful to do on that day that which may 
be done on Monday without thought of 
wrong.

(e) It hinders the cause of genuine 
Sabbath reform by teaching men to rely 
on the civil law in matters which belong 
only to the Word of God and the decisions 
of religious conscience.

(/) It weakens and destroys conscience 
toward God by putting human authority, 
resting on false claims, before the divine 
law.

Permit me also to repeat that, in asking 
for repeal, I would remove no restriction 
against the evils which come with Sunday 
as a day of leisure; evils which Sunday 
laws help to create by enforcing leisure 
upon the irreligious. I would inaugurate 
new and more rigid legislation against 
saloons, gambling, impurity, rioting, and 
everything of this kind. I plead for a 
higher conception of Christianity and of 
Sabbath-keeping than civil law has given, 
or can give. I ask for a just and helpful 
application of Christian principles to all, 
regardless of creed־ This is not a ques- 
tion of majorities, but of God-given 
rights. It is a question of truth and 
facts, not creeds and traditions. It is a 
question of principles, not of the percent- 
age of opinions. That legislation best be- 
fits this great commonwealth, bearing the 
honored name of William Penn, which 
best attains a broad Christ-like application 
of the principles of religious freedom to

specified time, which the law declares to 
be the “ Lord’s ” time. To say that such 
a law does not enforce a religious duty, is 
to deny the plainest facts of history and 
the clearest meaning of words. And 
more! no Sunday law has been enacted 
from the pagan law of Constantine in 321 
A. D. to the late national provision touch- 
ing the opening of the Columbian Exposi- 
tion on Sunday, which did not spring 
from religious sentiments, and aim at 
preventing irreligious actions.

When the friends of Sunday wish to 
evade the claims of Saturday, the Sab- 
bath, according to the Bible, they declare 
that the law of God, in the fourth com- 
mandment of the Decalogue, does not 
designate a specific day of the week, but 
only any seventh day of rest after six days 
of labor. This is the latest and most 
popular interpretation of God’s Sabbath 
law. Grant this, not as fact, but for the 
sake of the argument. By what right 
then does the law of Pennsylvania go so 
far beyond the law of God ? Who gave 
the legislature of 1794, under the lead of 
James McLene, the right to declare that 
all men in the commonwealth shall cease 
from all worldly business on a specific day 
in each week ? Was James McLene, with 
his fierce anti-papistic intolerance, coupled 
with an ignorance which kept him from 
knowing the difference between a Seventh- 
day Baptist and a Roman Catholic, a 
better religious guide than “ Moses, the 
man of God ? ” If the Bible does not fix 
the Sabbath on any specific day, shall the 
State of Pennsylvania, in the face of its 
constitution, which declares that “ No 
preference shall be given by law to any 
religious establishment or modes of wor- 
ship” assume to determine what these 
men say the Bible forbids, by declaring 
that Sunday, a specific day, is the Sab- 
bath ? May this commonwealth visit 
fines and imprisonment on upright citizens 
because they practice what those who 
desire to retain this law say the Bible 
teaches, but what they themselves incon- 
sistently deny when they plead for the 
law ? Tested by popular assertions used 
to push Saturday out of sight, Pennsyl- 
vania has no right to go beyond protecting 
each man in Sabbatizing on any day he 
may choose. So far, these advocates of 
the law of 1794 are right, even though 
such arguments, invented to ward off the 
claims of Seventh-day Baptists, logically 
destroy all Sunday legislation.

BASED ON FALSE CLAIMS.
But a stronger indictment remains. 

The law of 179Jf is based on false claims. 
It assumes that Sunday is the Sabbath 
according to the Bible, and that men sin 
against God who “ desecrate it.” What- 
ever the men of 1794 may have thought, 
every man who has looked into this mat- 
ter knows that is not the fact. The Bible 
designates the “ seventh day” as the 
Sabbath. That this means the seventh 
day of the week is shown by the fact that 
the Jews who received the law, so undor- 
stood it, and have kept it in unbrokon 
succession to this day; and also the fact 
that Sunday, “ the first day of the week,” 
can be located only by its relation to 
Saturday, the seventh day of the week. 
There is not a word or hint in the Bible 
about the transferring of the Sabbath 
law to Sunday or the “ change” of the 
Sabbath. The modern theory of such 
transfer and change did not appear in 
history until the English Reformation, 
when it was invented as a compromise 
between the theory of the English

common wealth, they therefore pray that so much 
of the agt for the Suppression of vice and immo- 
rality,” etc., as imposes a penalty on them for 
forking oh the first day of the week, may be re- 
jpeåled.

This memorial Was based on Section 3, 
Article 9, of the State constitution, which 
reads:—

All men have a natural and indefeasible right 
to worship Almighty God according to the dictates 
of their own consciences; no man can, of right, be 
compelled to attend, erect or 3upport any place of 
worship, or to maintain any ministry against his 
consent; no human authority can, in any case 
whatever, control or interfere with the rights of 
conscience; and no preference shall be given, by 
law, to any religious establishments or modes of 
worship.

Religious men of all classes, joined in 
petitioning the legislature that this ex- 
emption be granted to the Seventh-day 
Baptists. The matter was laid over from 
Jan. 2 to Feb. 5, 1794; and there is good 
evidence that the exemption would have 
been granted but for one circumstance.

The petition for exemption was re- 
ferred to a committee, of which James 
McLene, who represented Franklin 
County, was a member. He was a Scotch- 
Irish Presbyterian who was fanatically 
opposed to everything connected with 
Roman Catholicism. Through a strange 
ignorance of the facts, McLene had de- 
termined that the Seventh-day Baptists 
were Papists in disguise, to whom no 
quarter should be granted. His persistent 
intolerance gained the victory, and the 
committee reported against the exemption. 
On the 22nd of April, 1794, under such 
influences, the present law was enacted. 
The Seventh-day Baptists and others have 
suffered persecution under it from time to 
time for a century, not because of evil, 
but because personal spite, or petty am- 
bition has enabled intolerant enemies to 
cause their arrest and punishment for 
quietly working on their farms. A law 
which makes such wrongs possible ought 
not to abide the light of the closing years 
of this century. Perhaps “ exemption” 
was all that could be hoped for in the 
shadows of 1794; but is is too late now to 
ask for less than repeal, for, as I proceed 
to show, the law violates the fundamental 
rights of all men and the fundamental 
doctrines of religious liberty.
THIS LAW IS UNCONSTITUTIONAL RELI- 

GIOUS LEGISLATION, WHICH OUGHT 
TO BE REPEALED.

Those who seek to evade this fact say: 
“ The law does not compel men to attend 
church, nor be religious.” This is an 
evasion. The law forbids “ worldly em- 
ployment or business on the Lord’s day.” 
“ W orldly” has no meaning here except 
as opposed to “ sacred;” this word, as 
contrasted with the next, “ Lord’s day,” 
has no meaning except it be a day sacred 
to the Lord, a day specially set apart for 
his service, and in the interest of religion, 
and as contrasted with other days not so 
devoted. The term “ Sabbath,”—so com- 
monly used in this discussion, but which 
legislators dare not use in legal enactment 
lest the law apply to Saturday and not to 
Sunday—has no meaning except as a day 
which men should hold sacred to God. 
"The law of 1794 assumes that it is wrong, 
is irreligious, sinful, to pursue “ worldly” 
affairs on Sunday; the crucial point in the 
law is that it forbids certain things on 
Sunday which may be done on any other 
day without hindrance, because it is not 
wrong or irreligious to do them on other 
days. The things prohibited are not 
wrong per sey but only wrong at a certain
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For th e  Repeal of a  Sunday  Law.

January 10, Hon. John Wacek, of 
Prague, Minn., member of the Minnesota, 
legislature, introduced in the lower House 
of that body a bill for the repeal of three 
sections, Sections 225, 227, and 229, of the 
Minnesota Sunday law.

The circumstances which led to the in- 
troduction of this bill were as follows: 
Certain petty prosecutions for violations 
of the Minnesota Sunday law had come 
up recently before Mr. Wacek, as city 
justice in the town of Prague, which he 
dismissed without a hearing. Upon this, 
a minister of the place came to him and 
said, “ I thought you kept the Lord’s day.” 
“ Indeed I do,” he replied, “ but I do not 
propose you shall enforce your religion 
upon somebody else, because you believe 
so and so.” This seemed to cause Mr. 
Wacek to appreciate the real nature of 
Sunday laws, and prompted him to intro- 
duce the bill referred to. It is not quite 
a clean sweep of the State Sunday law, 
but is a movement in the right direction. 
Its object is evidently in the interests of 
religious liberty and opposed to bigotry 
and intolerance.

In view of these facts the following reso- 
lutions were passed at the Religious Lib- 
erty institute then in progress at Minne- 
apolis:—

Believing that it is the duty of the State to pro- 
tect liberty of conscience, and that this is the limit 
of its authority in matters of religion; therefore—

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Minnesota 
branch of the National Religious Liberty Associa- 
tion, in convention assembled, at Minneapolis, that 
all religious laws or measures looking toward the 
enforcement of religious rites or institutions by the 
State, should be repealed; and further—

Resolved, That we favor the passage of the bill 
now before the legislature of Minnesota, intro- 
duced by Mr. Wacek, known as H. R. 42, being a 
bill to repeal those sections of the penal code relat- 
ing to labor, sports, and traffic on Sunday.

This quotation is from the Home Mission- 
ary for February. The St. Paul corres- 
pondent of the Review and Herald of the 
date of February 22, says:—

The fight here for freedom of conscience is mov- 
ing on. Many are becoming interested in the 
Wacek bill, which proposes to repeal three sections 
of our Sunday laws. We believe this is a move 
in the right direction and sent petitions throughout 
the State. One section asked to be repealed is 
what is called the Barber’s law. As was expected, 
this aroused a spirit of opposition from that source. 
We took occasion to send out a petition favoring 
the repeal, with some Religious Liberty literature 
to over three hundred boss barbers in the State, 
with a letter addressed to each. Yesterday a 
letter was received from one of these, who said he 
received signatures from everybody in the village. 
He said: “ I see the same spirit of persecution is 
here in Minnesota that is in Tennessee. The head 
of that viper should be crushed. I am glad to 
stand by you in the fight. ” . . .  Another bill 
was introduced, the 9th inst., which makes Sabbath- 
breaking a misdemeanor punishable by a fine of 
$100, ninety days imprisonment or both. This in- 
creases the fine, ten, and the imprisonment, eight 
fold over what the law now provides. It seems as 
though this bill was an aid rather than a hindrance 
to us in our work.

This is precisely the same thing as oc- 
curred in Pennsylvania. The attempt to 
do away with certain of the Sunday laws 
of that State, and reduce the fine affixed 
to the Allegheny״ County law, was fol- 
lowed immediately by an active effort on 
the part of the religious legislationists to 
have the penalties to the State Sunday 
laws increased. In that case, also, it was 
thought that this exhibition of enthusiasm 
for persecution had opened the eyes of 
some to the true animus of the movement. 
However this may be, the agitation cer- 
tainly serves for education, and in this 
campaign the watchword is, “ Educate!” 
“ Educate! ”

man. But the requirement that those 
who observe another day shall observe it 
“ religiously ” and “ regularly ” so, shows 
that such is the design for Sunday ob- 
servance. The logical point is that men 
should be compelled to be religious at 
least one day in the week, and that the 
State is the proper authority to see that 
such duty is performed.

Should the legislature lend its aid to 
such a scheme, it becomes the abettor of 
two gross evils. First, it legalizes a 
process ostensibly to inculcate morals, 
but which can only result in making 
many hypocrites. Secondly, it places in 
the hands of bigots and fanatics a weapon 
with which they can persecute those who 
do not agree with them in the matter of 
true Sabbath observance, to an almost 
unlimited extent. And we know from 
the example of some other States that 
such men are not lacking when the oppor- 
tunity is presented.

And, furthermore, when the door is 
once opened to legislation of a religious 
character, the demand will not cease with 
the first success. The tendency already is 
forcibly to set aside everything that comes 
in the way of ambitious churchmen and 
church work. And, surely, if the right 
exists to say what men shall do religiously 
on any particular day of the week, there 
is no reason why other and further de- 
mands shall not be enforced at the call of 
the same influence that should secure the 
first step.

But some will say there are Sunday 
laws in nearly all the other States, and 
only in a few of them have such perse- 
cutions arisen, and it is designed here to 
exempt the class that have been perse- 
cuted in those States. But it should be 
borne in mind that the American Sabbath 
Union is a New York corporation organ- 
ized for the very purpose of securing more 
stringent enforcement of State Sunday 
laws, and making those laws more strin- 
gent in their provisions. And to this end 
a part of their programme is to secure the 
enactment of a national Sunday law so 
that the general Government will not in 
any of its operations infringe upon the 
State laws.

And our legislature should bear in mind 
that a California Sunday law is a promi- 
nent factor in the effort for a national 
law. And this is why the agents of the 
American Sabbath Union (the California 
branch) are so zealously working to secure 
a State law. California stands almost 
alone among the States as having no such 
law, and hence is a barrier to the design 
of presenting before Congress the argu- 
ment of a unanimity of the States on the 
Sunday-law question. Therefore the im- 
portance to the union of securing some- 
thing, be it ever so mild at present, that 
can be called a Sunday law. But when 
the national law shall have been secured, 
then,according to the programme, will come 
a general stiffening up on the part of the 
States in the matter of enforced Sunday 
observance. The California legislature 
should never become a party to any such 
sinister scheme against the rights and lib- 
erties of the people.—Signs of the Times.

W hen argument takes the place of 
epithet hurling the victory of right prin- 
ciples will dawn, for epithets may be 
hurled by any one, but sound argument 
is possible only on the side of the right.— 
Peabody Reporter.

all classes, and to all questions of religious 
faith and practice. Before closing, I must 
come to the defense of “ Presbyterian 
elders,” and Christian people generally 
who take the Sunday newspapers, ride on 
Sunday trains, etc. I have heard these 
people much condemned in the convention 
just held for the purpose of inducing your 
honorable body to preserve the law of 
1794. These men are not more wicked 
than men of a century ago. They have 
learned more of the facts concerning Sun- 
day and have come to believe that it is not 
a sacred day. They have learned that 
the Bible does not declare Sunday work 
to be a sin. They do not fear that God 
will forge lightning to smite them if they 
do advertise in Sunday papers. This is 
the deeper meaning of the growing disre- 
gard for Sunday among Christian men. 
It is neither honest, charitable, nor 
Christ-like to denounce them as “ hypo- 
crites” and “ greedy sinners,” for rejecting 
the false claims of Sunday.

California and a National Sunday Law.

The Sunday-law effort in the present 
legislature of California made its appear- 
ance in the form of a petition. The fol- 
lowing is a copy of the petition:—

To the California House of Representatives of 
1893: We, the undersigned, citizens of the State 
of California, twenty-one years of age and over, 
most earnestly petition your honorable body to 
enact a law forbidding all Sunday traffic and work, 
as well as all coarse and noisy amusements on that 
day of the week; making suitable exception for 
works of necessity and mercy, and for private 
work by those who religiously and regularly ob- 
serve another day of the week by abstaining from 
labor and business on the same.

The petition bears the well-known stamp 
of the American Sabbath Union. It was 
expected that the union’s agents would 
make a strong pull at this session. Their 
three years campaign in the State, at the 
close of which they confidently promised 
their supporters a Sunday law, has been 
zealously though quietly prosecuted. They 
had no doubt of their ability to educate 
the people up to that point in three years’ 
time. The boast was that the union 
never had made a failure, and never 
would. But it can now record one defeat 
at least. The Sunday-law measure did 
not stand half the chance at the session 
this year that it did two years ago; this 
time it was not even honored with an in- 
troduction. The attempt to call it out by 
petition heard no favorable response but 
its own echo. Yet Sunday fares as well 
in California as in any other State. The 
bitter pill with the Sunday-law criers is 
that they have no opportunity to put their 
opponents in the chain-gang.

The special mark of the Sabbath Union 
lies in the religious requirement. They 
have always claimed that they only asked 
a civil rest day, but their dictum that 
those who observe another day shall do so 
“ religiously” invariably discovers that 
the move is a religious one, and its pur- 
pose the enforcement of a religious tenet 
by the power of civil law. They well 
know that the masses of the people, as 
well as intelligent and capable lawmakers, 
are not blind to the fact that the civil 
government has no legitimate business to 
interfere with the religious scruples of the 
people, either to enforce or restrain; 
therefore they have so far endeavored to 
dress the Sunday-law movement in a civil 
garb, with a garniture of solicitude for 
the physical well-being of the working
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P R I C E , $ 1. 50 .AMERICAN WATCH AND CHAIN.
D U S T -P R O O F  G O L D - P L A T E D  CA S E .

American Lever Movement, Patent E§capement and Regulator, Patent 
Winding and Setting Attachment Requiring no Key, 240 Beats 

to Minute; Hour, Minute, and Second Hands.
T H E  C H E A P E S T  G E N U I N E  A M E R I C A N  W A T C H  E V E R  S O L O .

Timed, Tested, and Regulated. E V E R Y  W A T C H  GUARANTEED.

The case is strong and tight, of solid composition metal used the world over as a substitute 
for gold, with an Elegant Bold-plated Chain and Charm. Packed in a neat box and 
mailed to any address for $1.50 each; 3 for $4.00 by express; one dozen for $15.00 by express.

F U L L Y  G U A R A N T E E D  TO  K E E P  A C C U R A T E  T IM E .
It is fully as durable as the most expensive watch, and with fair usage will keep good time for TEN YEARS. 

This watch is being manufactured in lots of 100,000 at the rate of 1,000 PER DAY by the largest watch manu- 
facturing concern in the world. This constitutes the sole reason for its low price. It is a practical illustration of 
what may be done in this country by machinery and skilled operators when an article can be sold in large quan- 
tities. Its parts are not made by hand by “ Pauper European labor יי as are most of the cheap watches now sold, 
which never run long and can never be repaired. Automatic machinery does everything in this waten, and every 
part is as true as a die can make it. The movement is the same as in all American watches, and is readily under- 
stood and repaired by any jeweler. E v e r y  W a tc h  T im e d , T e s t e d ,  a n d  R e g u la te d  b e fo r e  
le a v in g  o u r  h a n d s , a n d  c a r e f u l ly  p a c k e d  w ith  c h a in .

A Few Testimonials for You to Read. W e  Have Them From Every State.
Webb City, Jan. 9, 1893.

Gentlemen: I am much pleased with the Watch you sent me, and I will say it keeps right up on time. It 
has not varied any as yet. Most truly yours, Dr. Anderson.

Cato, Mass., Jan. 6, 1893.
Gentlemen : I take pleasure in saying the Watch you sent me gave perfect satisfaction. It is a good time- 

keeper and all you recommend it to be. You will be favored with an order from me soon.
Yours truly, W. G. Donnell.

Caldwell, Jan. 3. 1893.
Sirs : I received your Watch and found it to be as represented in the Twentieth Century advertisement. It 

would be hard to improve on its time-keeping qualities. Yours truly, Moses H inchcliffe.
Forte Wayne, Ind.

R. H. Ingersoll & Bro., Room 44, 65 Cortlandt St., New York—Kind Sirs: It is a standing rule of mine 
when I see an admirable trait in any character, or a marked excellence in anything, to express appreciation either 
in public or in private. Taffy is better than epitaffy. Post-mortem praises do the dead no good. The corpse 
smells no flowers on its casket. Hence I want to say that I am delighted with your Watch—a little gem. I keep 
it on my typewriter desk during week-days, right before my eyes, and it keeps splendid time; I then use it on 
my pulpit Lord’s days. Faithfully yours, Rev. Stephen A. Northrop.

R. H. INGERSOLL & BRO., Sols Mfrs., Room 44, 65 Cortlandt St., New York.

FOUND A T  L A S T !
A P o cket  Sp e l l e r , D ic t io n * 

a r y , and  Mem orandum  

B ook  Co m bined .

It gives the right orthography of all 
words (over 22,800) in common use, and in 
nearly every instance their definition. It 
also gives rules for the use of capitals and 
punctuation marks, abbreviations of names 
of States and Territories, letters of intro- 
duction and recommendation, definitions 

Of commercial terms, forms of notes, due bills, receipts, letters 
of credit, orders for money, merchandise and goods 

stored, principal holidays, marriage anni- 
versaries, combination of shades, and 

carefully selected laws of etiquette 
in social and business life, 

also a silicate slate 
for memoran- 

da.
This Speller gives the most complete list of words in com- 

mon use; it is a Speller, Dictionary, Handy Companion, and 
Memorandum Book combined; it is indexed; it prints all words 
pronounced alike but spelled differently, so they can be dis- 
tinguished at a glance; it shows where the letter e at the end of 
a word is to be dropped when adding ed or ing; it gives a com- 
plete list of the most practical business forms; it gives the laws 
of etiquette in social and business life; these rules alone are 
worth the price of the Speller.

This Speller is bound in leather, is of convenient size to 
be carried in vest pocket, and its price brings it within the 
reach of all. American Russia leather, gilt edge, 50 cents. 
Sent post-paid to any address on receipt of price. Address 
Pacific Press Publishing Co., 43 Bond St., New York City.

Abiding Sabbath And Lord’s Ray.
BY ALONZO T. JONES.

A pointed review of the $500 and $1,000 prize 
essays in support of the Christian Sabbath, so 
called. Those desiring some $1,000 reasons for 
keeping the first day of the week, will find them 
here. 173 pages, 20 cents. Pacific Press, 43 Bond 
St., New York City.

HEALTH FOODS.
PURE CRACKERS AND BISCUITS, 

and Cereal Coffee
MANUFACTURED R Y  T H E  R A TTLE  C R E E K  B A K E R Y  COMPANY

E s t a b l i s h e d  i n  1881.

both in sickness and health.
In ordering, please remember that the rate of freight on 25 

lbs. will be the same as on 100 lbs.
Remit by Bank Draft, Money Order, Express Order, or Postal 

Note. No private checks accepted.
During the month of November last we have added new and 

improved machinery to our plant and otherwise increased our 
manufacturing facilities. Therefore, with these superior ad- 
vantages, we promise the consumers of Health Foods a nicer 
and more palatable article in this line than has ever before 
been produced.

Write us for special rates on large lots.

R E F E R E N C E S .

To whom it may concern:
We, the undersigned, residents of Battle Creek, Mich., take 

pleasure in stating that Mr. Joseph Smith, manager of the 
Health Food Department of the Battle Creek Bakery Co., has 
resided in Battle Creek for nearly 20 years, and is a competent 
and responsible man, and of long experience in his line of busi- 
ness, and one whose goods we can heartily recommend to the 
public.

U riah Smith, Editor Review and Herald.
Hon. W. C. Gage, Ex-Mayor.
J. B. Krug, of Krug’s Business College.
Thomas H. Briggs, M. D.
H on. George Willard, Pub. Journal.
S. S. F rench, M. D.
R. T. Kingman, Vice-President City Bank.
M. R o r a  BACHER, M. D.
Hon. W. H. Mason, postmaster.
Hon. J. W. Bailey, Ex-Mayor.
T. E. Sands, M. D.

Wx manufacture a choice line of these goods, entirely free 
from lard and all adulterations, at the following prices:—

15c
..15c
..15c
..12c
..12c
..12c
..10c
..10c

....10c
....10c
....10c
....10c
....10c
....15c
....30c
....10c
name
..40c
..20c

Fruit Biscuits, white flour, ־ sweetened, per lb.
“ “ whole wheat flour,.. 44 "

Fruit Crackers, not sweetened,....  . . . .
Lemon Cream Biscuits,................  44 . .. .
Graham 44 .................. “ . . . .
Oat Meal 44 .................. “ . . . .
Graham Crackers,........ slightly sweetened

“ “ ........ not sweetened........
Graham Crajker, (water crackers for dye-

peptics ........................................
Oat Meal 44 ......... slightly sweetened

“ “ “ ..........not sweetened.......
Whole Wheat Crackers,...............................
White “ very palatable,...
Carbon “ ..............................
Gluten “ ..............................
Cereola, a prepared grain food, in bulk, ...
(The same as formerly advertized under the 

“ Granola.”)
Pure Gluten,........................... in bulk,. . . .  per lb ..
Wheat 44 44 “ “ “ .
Cereal Coffee, prepared from grains only, a very 

choice and healthful drink, in one and a half lb. 
packages (Once used, never again refused),..........25c

“A”
“B”

“A ”
“B”
“D ”
“A ”
“ B ”

Goods to the value of eight dollars, will be sent on the re- 
ceipt of six dollars, being 25 per cent, discount.

We are now prepared to supply in large quantities the small, 
round Butter Crackers, purely butter shortened, and dealers 
wishing to handle such will do well to write us for prices, stat- 
ing how many barrels they wish to purchase, etc. The price 
per barrel of about 50 lbs. is seven and one half cents per lb.

C reola and Gluten are prepared foods, thoroughly cooked 
and ready for use by the addition of some fluid, as milk and 
cream, fruit juice or water, as best agrees with the individual.

Cereola is a universal Health Food, and is calculated for use

A d d r e s s , R A T T L E  C R E E K  R A K E R Y  CO., R a tt le  C reek, M ich .
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elsewhere, and has failed to take any 
measures for their suppression, what is 
the reason ? It is because in Tennessee 
and other States where there have been 
fines and imprisonment for conscience’ 
sake, the Methodists and other Protestants 
have not been the persecuted, but have 
been themselves the persecuting power. 
W hat is the consistency in their asking 
the President to interfere, when what is 
done to them in Brazil is no different from 
what they are doing to others at home. 
Would President Cleveland be justified 
in quoting to Bishop Newman his own 
words with which he accepted a place on 
the committee to call upon the President, 
and prove their applicability by referring 
him to an injunction which reads, “ What- 
soever ye would that men should do to 
you, do ye even so to them ” ?

An editorial writer in the Sabbath Re- 
cordery of March 9, speaking of the Roman 
Catholic influence in this country, for the 
teaching of religion in the public schools 
and the union of Church and State, says:

Let us remember, however, that the people who 
are just now introducing that dangerous principle 
are not Catholics. Jesuits can well afford to go on 
a vacation, while Protestants prepare the way for 
all that they have been desiring and seeking. If 
the national Government, in obedience to the 
wishes of an organized minority, is willing to place 
the stamp of its approval on one religious insti- 
tution, why not another ? Once established the 
principle and its application is easily extended.

That the application of the principle of 
Sunday-closing by congressional and gov- 
ernmental authority is very easily ex- 
tended is shown by the Sunday-closing 
episode connected with the inauguration 
of President Cleveland, the official record 
and correspondence in regard to which is 
reprinted on another page.

D u r in g  the past three years the Arena 
has published almost one hundred papers 
from the pen of women. This doubtless 
accounts largely for the fact that the 
Arena is by far the most popular review 
among thoughtful women in America. 
Among other noteworthy features of this 
issue of the Arena are Dr. Alfred Wal- 
lace’s “ Social Quagmire and the Way Out 
of It,” Louis R. Ehrich’s “ A Religion for 
all Time,” Prof. S. P. W ait’s “ Life after 
Death,” B. O. Flower’s “ A Pilgrimage 
and a Vision, or Social Contrasts in Bos- 
ton,” Dr. F. J. Furnival’s “ Defense of 
Shakespeare,” Dr. Leslie Keeley’s “ De- 
fense of the Gold Cure for Drunkeness,” 
and a well-written paper on the “ Money 
Question,” by John Franklin Clark. The 
Arena continues to be brave, progressive, 
and in touch with the advanced thought 
on social, economic, educational and re- 
ligious subjects.

A M E R I C A N  S E N T I N E L .
Set for the defense of liberty of conscience, and therefore 

uncompromisingly opposed to anything tending 
toward a union of Church and State, 

either in name or in fact.
S in g le  c o p y , p e r  y e a r , ------- $ 1 .0 0 .

In clubs of 5 to 24 copies to one address, per year, 
25 to 99 44 44 44 44 4

100 to 249 44
250 to 499 44
500 to 999 44

1000 or more
To foreign countries in Postal Union,

 c־ - 90
־ ־ - 80 c.

 .c־ 75 -
.c־ 70 - -

־ ־ 65 c. 
־ ־ - 60 c. 
5 shillings.

AMERICAN SENTINEL,
43 Bond Street, New York City.

Address,

tate to offend a powerful minority.” 
This is a true statement of the legislative 
history of this whole matter of Sunday 
closing, hesitation to offend a powerful 
minority.

The act of Congress by which it has 
closed the World’s Fair on Sunday has 
already been used as a precedent for fur- 
ther proceedings by Government officials, 
in the same line, and also to remind the 
administration just entering upon its du- 
ties that a new factor has entered into 
governmental affairs, the influence of 
which must be acknowledged in official 
life. One paragraph of the ministers’ 
petition to Congress, respecting the for- 
bidding of the Sunday concerts in connec- 
tion with the inauguration, reads thus:—

W h e r e a s , the Congress of the United States, in 
deference to the Christian sentiment of the Nation 
clearly and unmistakably expressed by the reli- 
gious press, the pulpit, and by petition, has by legal 
enactment closed the doors of the Columbian Ex- 
position on Sundays.

Therefore, of course, because of this 
now well established precedent, Congress 
must permit nothing which would be 
inconsistent with that, and the official 
course of the Government and its repre- 
sentatives must conform to the require- 
ments of the national religion, otherwise 
the country will be under condemnation of 
“ national sin.” The strange arrogance 
of the clergy in these matters is shown in 
a report of the proceedings of the Balti- 
more Conference of Methodists, where, 
after appointing a committee to wait upon 
President Cleveland in reference to the 
imprisonment of a Methodist missionary 
in Brazil, this paragraph is found:—

It was suggested that Bishop Newman be also 
made a member of the committee, and the bishop 
gracefully accepted the trust, remarking: 441 will 
gladly call on President Cleveland, because he has 
been converted and is now a member of the Church. 
His inaugural address breathed the spirit of piety. 
He is a Christian man. On two occasions I had to 
rebuke a President of the United States because in 
his annual messages the name of God did not ap- 
pear. He seemed astonished, but I told him I was 
the ambassador of the King of kings, and he was 
rebuked. Grover Cleveland needs no such rebuke.”

This is the tone of the prelates of old,— 
mingled flattery and authority.

In Brazil, a Methodist missionary has 
been sentenced to four months’ imprison- 
ment for publishing a book derogatory to 
Roman Catholicism. The Methodist Con- 
ference lately in session, appointed a 
committee to confer with President Cleve- 
land in reference to the matter and seek, 
if possible, his interference in behalf of 
the persecuted missionary. There is im- 
prisonment and persecution because of 
opposition to papal methods within our 
own boundaries. Why is not that also a 
proper subject for Executive interference ? 
Have the Methodists considered the ad- 
visabiltty of consulting with the President 
as to the religious persecutions at home ?

If the Methodist Conference has not 
noticed the persecutions in Tennessee and

N e w  Y o r k , March  16, 1893.

ISP^Any one receiving the American Sentinel without 
having ordered it may know that it is sent to him by some 
friend, unless plainly marked 44 Sample Copy.” It is our invari- 
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The appearance of Rev. A. H. Lewis, 
of the Seventh-day Baptists, before the 
Judiciary Committee of the legislature-of 
Pennsylvania, in defense of true religion 
and sound legislation was but the one 
voice against the many at that hearing; 
but the truth is a host, and he who speaks 
it needs not the support of numbers. If 
the principles which Dr. Lewis presented 
do not prevail in the minds of his listeners 
it will be because they are fully set in their 
own minds to believe a lie and do the 
evil thing to which it prompts them. 
Attention is called to the interesting his- 
tory recounted to the committee by Dr. 
Lewis, and to the force and soundness of 
thought shown in the synopsis of his re- 
marks printed elsewhere.

In a letter to the editor of the Mail and 
Express denying that she has experienced 
any change of opinion in reference to re- 
ligious legislation in general, and the 
Sunday closing of the World’s Fair by act 
of Congress, in particular, Miss Frances 
Willard says:--

When the enemies of Christianity combine, its 
friends must unite, and while many excellent men 
and women who are not enemies have taken the 
popular view of the question, that very fact leads 
the White Rib boners to be more conservative than 
might otherwise have been the case.

By this we are to understand that those 
who opposed congressional action to close 
the World’s Fair on Sunday, espoused the 
popular side of the question, and Miss 
Willard and the editor of the Mail and 
Express are on the unpopular side. The 
side advocated by forty or fifty millions 
must be the popular side. Is it possible 
that the majority in this country are on 
the unpopular side ? Is it possible that 
there could have been a mistake in the 
figures? There is a discrepancy some- 
where. One is forced to believe Miss 
Willard and accept her statement as 
truth. There were no forty or fifty mil- 
lions advocating Sunday closing. Miss 
Willard is on the side of the minority, and 
the unpopular and not the popular wish 
has triumphed.

The Brooklyn Eagle, in an editorial 
item in reference to the Sunday closing of 
the World’s Fair, and the possible action 
of the management as to the acceptance, 
or non-acceptance, of the appropriation 
with the proviso attached, says, “ Even 
if the managers are convinced that the 
majority is for opening, they may hesi


