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“If any Man Hear My Words, and Believe not, | Judge him not: for | Came not to Judge the World, but to Save the World."’
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THE Lexow Committee, appointed by
the legislature to investigate the Police
Department of this city, has resumed work
after its summer vacation and astounding
revelations of depravity and corruption
are being made.

FroM top to bottom the government of
this city seems to be reeking with corrup-
tion. Bribery and extortion have been
found everywhere. Perjury is so common
that, as a member of the legislative com-
mittee expresses it, ‘‘the atmosphere is
blue with it.”

—_——

THERE may be honest policemen and
police judges in this city, but according
to the published reports of the doings of
the Lexow Committee, they are scarce.
Policemen make arbitrary arrests and
false charges and police justices, so-called,
either wink at these things or shamelessly
abet them. ‘‘Judgment is turned away
backward, and justice standeth afar off:
for truth is fallen in the street, and equity
cannot enter. Yea, truth faileth; and he
that departeth from evil maketh himself a

prey.”

A MAN was found dead recently in this
city, and on his person was found a
““prayer for the repose of the soul of
Catherine Carr.” Following the prayer
was the promise that—

They who shall repeat this prayer every day, or
hear it repeated, or keep it about them, shall never
die a sudden death, nor be drowned in water, nor
shall they fall into the hands of their enemies, nor be
burned in any fire, nor shall be overpowered in battle,
nor shall poison take any effect on them, and if you
see any one in the fits lay this prayer on his or her
right side, and he or she shall stand up and thank
you. Believe this for certain which is written here;
it is true as the holy evangelists. They who keep it
about them shall not fear lightning or thunder, and
they that repeat it every dayshall have three days’
warning before their death.

It is in such senseless superstitions that
Rome educates her votaries, and it is to

—_——————

faith in such vanities that Leo XIII.,
pope, invites ‘‘the princes and peoples of
the universe.” And it is upon such su-
perstition that ‘‘Protestants” invoke the
divine blessing, saying: ‘“God bless the
Catholic Church of to-day!”

-

Christ or Peter—Which ?

THE dogma of papal infallibility is, that
the pope is ‘“infallible,” not by any prom-
ise to ht¢m himself either as an individual
or as an official, but ‘“by the divine as-
gistance promised to him ¢n blessed Peter.”

Therefore, in the study of this sub-
ject, it is proper enough to inquire, How
do they find this thing promised to Peter ?
and, Was there in fact ever any such
thing promised to Peter, or to the pope
‘‘in blessed Peter,” or in anybody else ?

The claim being that this thing is prom-
ised to him only ‘“in blessed Peter,” it is
essential, as we have seen, to 11ake some
sort of a connection between the pope and
Peter. And, as we have also seen, this
essential connection is made when the
pope speaks ‘‘ex cathedra, that is, ‘from
the chair’ of St. Peter.” But if it should
turn out that no such thing as infal-
libility was ever promised to Peter at
all, then it would follow that even the
chair of St. Peter cannot supply to the pope
the much desired infallibility.

The truth is, that this promise of infal-
libility to Peter, and, consequently, to the
pope, ‘‘in blessed Peter,” springs from
the same law that we have already found
to be the source of the ‘‘infallibility ” of
the pope, namely: the law that, like pro-
duces totally unlike, and out of nothing
something comes. It isin fact created by
two enormous assumptions—first, that the
Church of Christ ‘““must have a visible
head,” and secondly, that Peter is that
head. The first of these assumptions is
thus stated by Cardinal Gibbons:—

Unity of government is not less essential to the
Church of Christ than unity of doctrine.  Our divine
Saviour never speaks of his churches, but of his
Church. He does not say: ‘“Upon this rock I will
build my churches,” but ‘“ Upon this rock I will build
my Church,” from which words we must conclude
that it never was his intention to establish or to sanc-
tion various conflicting denominations, but one cor-
porate body, with all its members united under one
visible head; for as the church is a visible body, it
must have a visible head.—Fuaith of Owr Fathers, pp.
24, 25.

Upon this leap in logic; wupon this
jumped-at conclusion; upon this sheer
agsumption, that the Church of Christ
““must have a visible head,”—upon this is
built the whole papacy with its claim of
infallibility and everything else that it
claims to have and to be. But nothing
could be more false than the idea that the
Church of Christ has or ‘“must have a
visible head.” Jesus Christ himself is
head of the Church; for it is written: “1I
would have you know that the head of
every man is Christ.” And, ‘“Ye are the
body of Christ and members in particu-
lar.” And He ‘is the head of the body,
the Church.” The Lord Jesus lived in
this world a whole lifetime as man, sub-
ject to all the weaknesses and infirmities
of a man; for he said of himself, *“Of
mine own self I can do nothing.” And as
he said likewise to all men, ‘“Without me
ye can do nothing,” and likewise of him-
gelf, ‘““Of mine own self I can do noth-
ing,” it is perfectly plain that in this
world he put himself in the place
where man is; yet he was led of the
Father all the way, for he said, ‘‘The
Father that dwelleth in me he doeth
the works.” Thus he did not assert
himself, and take of himself, his own
way, but he trusted the Father, and was
led of him, and was taught of him,
as all of us must be who shall be saved
by him. He did not of himself follow his
own way, but only as he was guided by
the Father; that is to say, that the Father
was his head all the time that he was in
this world as man; and the Father, as
that head, was all this time znvzsible.
And this is to show and does show plainly
that in showing to man the way that he
must take, Jesus Christ lived the Chris-
tian life in this world without a wvisible
head. For the Lord Jesus to have asked
in this world for a wisibls head to be
his guide, would have been to deny the
Father. And for any professed believer
in Jesus to ask for a visible head to be
his guide, is to deny Jesus Christ. The
Christian is to see Him who is invisible.
Heb. 11:27. The Christian is to look at
the things that are not seen. 2 Cor. 4:18.
And theinvisible things of God are clearly
seen. Rom. 1:20. So that nothing could
more plainly expose the essential earthli-
ness and carnality of all the papal con-
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ceptions than does this demand that there
shall be ‘‘a wvisible head” to the Church
of Christ. Any church that has a visible
head is not, and cannot be, the Church of
Christ. And such is the Roman Catholic
Church.

Again says the cardinal :—

His Church is compared to a human body. In one
body there are many members, all inseparably con-
nected with the head. The head commands and the
foot instantlmmoves, the hand is raised and the lips
open. Even so our Lord ordained that his Church,
composed of many members, should be all united to
one supreme visible head, whom they are bound to
obey.—[d., p. 26.

The Church of Christ is the body of
Christ, it is true. And Christ himself is
the head of this ‘‘his body, which is the
Church.” And to take away Christ, the
true head of this body, and put another—
a man—in his place, is only to take away
all life from the church and so leave it
only a lifeless thing so far as the Lord or
spirituality is concerned. To take away
the true head of any body and put another
head in the place of the true one, is to
destroy the life of that body. Even
though the substitute head be really fas-
tened on in some way, all that there can
be-of the thing is but a dead form. And
such is the Catholic Church, according to
every idea of it that is set forth by the
papacy itself.

Again we quote from the same author-
ity :—

The church, in fine, is called in Scripture by the

beautiful title of bride or spouse of Christ, and the
Christian law admits of only one wife.—Ib.

True enough this is, en ¢self. And that
same Christian law admits of only one
husband. Now, in this scriptural symbol,
Christ occupies the place of husband to
the wife. And as the Christian law ad-
mits only of one husband, it follows as
plainly as can be, that for another person
to put himself in the place of husband to
this wife—the church—is positively to
violate the Christian law. And for any
wife—any church—claiming to be the
bride or spouse of Christ, to allow another
person to take the place of Christ, the true
husband, to her, is positively to violate
the Christian law, and so to proclaim her-
self an adulteress and a harlot. And such
is the Catholic Church, according to her
own authoritative statement.

To claim that Peter was the first to
occupy this illegitimate place toward the
‘““spouse of Christ,” or that this ‘‘spouse”
accepted Peter as the first substitute for
her true and living husband—this does
not in the least alter the essential immo-
rality of the thing, nor does it relieve it
of the just charge that it is a positive vio-
lation of the Christian law which admits
only of one husband. *For the woman
that hath an husband is bound by the law
to her husband so long as he liveth. . . .
So, then, if while her husband liveth she
be married to another man, she shall be
called an adulteress; but if her husband
be dead she is free from that law; so that
she is no adulteress though she be mar-
ried to another man. Wherefore, my
brethren, ye also are become dead to the
Jaw by the body of Christ; that ye should
be married to another even to Him that
is raised from the dead.” Rom. 7:2-4.
"Thus, according to the Secripture, the
Christian, and in this the Christian
Church, is married to Christ—‘‘to him
that is raised from the dead ”’—as long as
he liveth. Therefore, for any Christian
church to be joined to another husband
while Jesus Christ liveth, i3 to be called
by t!'e Scriptures of truth ¢ an adulteress.”

Now, as the Catholic Church claims to
be ¢“the spouse of Christ,” and yet claims
‘“ another man” as her visible husband,
her “‘visible head,” to “‘speak to her his
sentiments in faith and morals;” as this
is her own showing, and she pretends to
make no other, she is therefore obliged to
claim that Jesus Christ 7s dead, or else
confess that she is an adulteress. And in
either case it is perfectly plain that she is
not the bride or spouse of Christ; for if
she will claim that he is dead and that
therefore she has right to be joined to this
other one, then she is not his spouse but
the spouse of the other man ; while if she
will not allow that Christ is dead, ‘then
if, while her husband liveth, she be mar-
ried to another man, she shall be called
an adulteress,” and in this she is just as
certainly not his spouse. So from her
own showing and upon her own claims it
is certain that the Catholic Church is not
in any sense a Christian church.

It is therefore perfectly clear that in the
first of her assumptions, namely, that
‘“the church must have a visible head,”
the papacy is all at sea. How, then, is it
with her other assumption, that Peter was
appointed that visible head, and so the
pope by succession from him, and there-
fore ‘‘by the divine assistance promised
to him in blessed Peter,” ‘‘is infalli-
ble” ‘“when he speaks ex cathedra, that
is, ‘from the chair’ of St. Peter ?”” Here
are the cardinal’s words on that:—

Let us now briefly consider the grounds of the doc-
trine [of the infallibility of the pope] itself. The fol-
lowing passages of the gospel, spoken at different
times, were addressed exclusively to Peter: ¢ Thou art
Peter; and on this rock I will build my church, and
the gates of hell shall not prevail against it.” ¢‘I, the
Supreme Architect of the universe,” says our Saviour,
‘“will establish a church which is to last till the end
of time. I will lay the foundation of this church so
strong and deep on the rock of truth that the winds
and storms of error shall never prevail against it.
Thou, O Peter, shalt be the foundation of this church.
It shall never fall, because thou shalt never be shaken;
and thou shalt never be shaken, because thou shalt
rest on Me, the rock of truth.” The church, of which
Peter is the foundation, is declared to be impregnable,
that is, proof against error. How can you suppose an
immovable edifice built on a tottering foundation ? for
it is not the building that sustains the foundation,
but the foundation which support the building.—Id.,
pp. 150, 151.

On this same passage of scripture the
author of ‘“ Catholic Belief ” comments as
follows :—

As the Church of Christ was to last beyond the life-
time of St. Peter, even to the end of the world, and as
the church is not a lifeless, material building, but a
living body of men requiring a living head to rule
them and to be a foundation to that great society,
this promise of Christ, of making Peter a rock, was
meant not only for Peter, but also for his successors.
There must be proportion between the building and
its foundation. The building, namely, the visible
church, being a living, successive body of men, the
foundation also, that is, the visible ruling power
which sustains the whole superstructure, must be
living and successive. Therefore the successors of St.
Peter, as the supreme visible rulers of the church, are
each, like St. Peter, the rock or the visible foundation
of it.—Catholic Belief, pp. 64, 65.

Now on their very face these statements
plainly show that the conception which
they define is utterly incongruous and
fails at every turn, as applied to Peter or
any other man or succession of men. And
all that is needed to annihilate the whole
theory, is but to read two or three pas-
sages of scripture which speak directly on
this subject. KEven admitting that the
word Peter means a stone or rock, and
that therefore Peter was a rock, allowing
the scripture to explain its own statements
it is seen that this is far from proving
that Peter was the rock upon which the
Church of Christ was to be built.

For it is written: *‘Other foundation

can no man lay than that ¢s laid, which
ts Jesus Christ.” 1 Cor. 3:11. And
again: ‘‘Ye are built upon the foundation
of the apostles and prophets, Jesus Christ
himself being the chief corner stone. In
whom [in Jesus Christ himself, not in
Peter] all the building fitly framed to-
gether groweth unto an holy temple in the
Lord. "In whom also ye are builded to-
gether for an habitation of God through
the Spirit.” Eph. 2:20-22. Please note
particularly that this scripture does not
say that Ye are built upon the foundation
which ©s the apostles and prophets;
neither does it say, Ye are built upon the
foundation, the apostles and prophets,
Jesus Christ himself being the chief cor-
ner stone; but it does say, *‘ Ye are built
upon the foundation of the apostles and
prophets,” that is, Ye are built upon the
foundation wpon, which the apostles and
prophets are built.

Ye are built upon the foundation of the
apostles and prophets. And who is the
foundation of the apostles ? and prophets ?
Answer: ‘‘Jesus Christ himself,” and
¢“other foundation can no man lay than
that <s laid which s Jesus Christ.”
Therefore, as ‘‘the foundation of the
apostles and prophets” is ““Jesus Christ
himself,” and as Christians are ‘‘built
upon the foundation of the apostles and
prophets,” it is settled by the Scriptures
of truth, that whoever is not built upon
‘“‘Jesus Christ himself” as the only foun-
dation that is laid, or that can be laid, is
not a Christian; and any church that is
not built upon ‘‘ Jesus Christ hims:1f” as
the only foundation that is laid, or that
can be laid, is not in any sense a Christian |
church. '

And such, by her own exclusive claim, '
is the Catholic Church. She does not
claim to be ‘‘ built upon the foundation of
the apostles and prophets,” which is
‘“Jesus Christ himself,” as the only foun-
dation. She claims to be built upon one
of the apostles himself as the foundation.
The Church of Christ is not built on any
such ‘“foundation.” The Church of Christ
is not built on a foundation of dust, nor
even on a rock that is made out of dust.
It is built upon the eternal, self-existent,
Rock, which is ‘“Jesus Christ himself.”

Next week we will examine the inspired
testimony of Peter himself upon this ques-
tion.

-

Insulating from Heresy.

THE Christian Advocate, of this city,
tells this story, the scene of which is only
a few miles distant :—

Two weeks ago last Sunday a citizen of Stapleton,
S. L, was thrown from his buggy, inflicting injuries
which resulted in his death. His wife was a com-
municant of the Church of the Immaculate Conception,
of Stapleton; he was a Protestant. She applied to
the Roman Catholic pastor for permission to bury her
husband in St. Mary’s cemetery. He felt compelled to
deny the request. She then applied to another priest
in the neighboring town, and at the same time wrote
to Archbishop Corrigan. The archbishop being absent
from the city, the second priest appealed to used his
influence with Mgr. Farley, and at eleven o’clock on
Tuesday the monsignor and the two priests above re-
ferred to met and had a conference with this, to the
public, probably astonishing result. The desired
permission was granted, ‘‘on condition that the grave
be lined and bottomed with brick.” The loecal priest
told the undertaker, the undertaker told the widow,
the widow agreed to have the grave lined! The
undertaker arranged for the construction of the brick
work, and the unconsecrated man was buried in un-
consecrated brick in consecrated ground.

The Advocate’scomment is: ‘“ We know
that glass is an insulator against electric-
ity, but learn now that, according to Ro-
man Catholicism, bricks will insulate a
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cemetery from heresy. We have com-
pared several accounts of this transaction,
and are in a state of surprise as to why
the grave did not have to be roofed with
brick.”

The Observer repeats the story and re-
marks: ‘‘Suchis the mummery to which
the Church of Rome holds in the year
1894, and in the United States of America.
There is still some protesting for faithful
Pro-test-antstodo.” The Observer is quite
right; and it is also well to remember
that ‘‘Rome never changes,” and that it is
to faith in such nonsense that Leo XIII.
invites the ‘‘princes and peoples of the
universe.” It should likewise be borne in
mind that though Rome has not changed,
there are those who are called ‘‘Protes-
tants ” who exclaim, ‘‘ God bless the Cath-
olic Church of to-day!”

-
<

Alexander Campbell vs. Sunday Laws.

IN 1820 there was organized in West
Middletown, Washington Co., Pa., a so-
ciety, called the West Middletown Moral
Society. The principal object of the so-
ciety was to enforce the Pennsylvania
Sunday law of 1794, which is still on the
statute books of the State, and reads as
follows :—

SectioN 8. If any person shall do or perform any
worldly employment or business whatsoever on the
Lord’s day, commonly called Sunday (works of neces-
sity and charity only excepted), shall use or practice
any unlawful game, hunting, shooting, sport, or di-
version whatsoever on the same day, and be convicted
thereof, every such person so offending shall, for
every such offense, forfeit and pay four dollars, to be
levied by distress; or in case he or she shall refuse or
neglect to pay the said sum, or goods and chattels
cannot be found, whereof to levy the same by distress,
he or she shall suffer six days’ imprisonment in the
house of correction of the proper county; Provided
always, that nothing herein contained shall be con-
strued to prohibit the dressing of victuals in private
families, bake-houses, lodging-houses, inns, and other
houses of entertainment for the use of sojourners,
travelers, or strangers, or to hinder watermen from
landing their passengers, or ferrymen from carrying
over the water travelers, or persons removing with
their families on the Lord’s day, commonly called
Sunday, nor to the delivery of milk or of the neces-
saries of life, before nine of the clock in the forenoon,
gor after five of the clock in the afternoon of the same

ay.

This Moral Society was organized by
the United Presbyterians, the same people
who, later in 1863, organized the National
Reform Association. Alexander Camp-
bell, the founder of the Christian or Dis-
ciple Church, ably opposed the society
in a series of articles published in the
Reporter, of Washington, county seat of
Washington Co., Pa. His articles were
signed ‘‘Candidus.” A United Presbyte-
rian minister, by the name of Wylie, at-
tempted to defend the society, and signed
himself ‘¢ Timothy.” The discussion
continued from April 17, 1820, the date of
Mr. Campbell’s first article, to February
22, 1822, during which time almost every
phase of the compulsory Sunday law ques-
tion was treated. As a result the Moral
Society perished, and, according to Rich-
ardson’s Memoirs of Alexander Campbell,
Mr. Wylie was converted to the principles
of religious liberty advocated by M~.
Campbell.

‘We begin with this issue the publicai.on
of extracts from Mr. Campbell’s articles,
which will convince the reader that the
founder of the Disciple Church was un-
compromisingly opposed to all Sunday
laws.

SUNDAY LAWS UNEVANGELICAL.
““The whole of the precepts or com-

mands of the Christian religion are con-
tained in the New Testament.

‘“But there is no precept or command in
the New Testament to compel, by civil
law, any man who is not a Christian, to
pay any regard to the Lord’s day more
than any other.

‘‘Therefore, to compel a man who is not
a Christian to pay any regard to the Lord’s
day more than any other day is without
authority in the Christian religion.”

‘“The gospel commands no duty that
can be performed without faith in the Son
of (‘,;‘rod. ¢ Whatsoever is not of faith is
sin.

““But to command men destitute of faith,
to observe any Christian institution, such
as the Lord’s day, is commanding duty to
lée gerformed without faith in the Son of

od.

‘“Therefore, to compel unbelievers, or
natural men, to observe, in any sense,
the Lord’s day, is anti-evangelical, or con-
trary to the gospel.”*

SUNDAY LAWS UNCONSTITUTIONAL.

I now proceed to show that these com-
binations, and the laws under which they
act, are unconslitutional in our good and
free State of Penusylvania. That this
proposition may be fully established and
illustrated, I shall refer you to the supreme
law of Pennsylvania. The text to which
I allude is tLe third and twenty-sixth sec-
tions of the ninth article of the constitu-
tion of the commonwealth of Pennsylva-
nia, which is indeed the spirit of the Con-
stitution of the United States. The pre-
amble to the ninth article reads thus:—

That the general, great, and essential principles of
liberty and free government may be recognized and
unalterably established. . . . We declare (Section
Third) that all men have a natural and undefeasible
right to worship Almighty God according to the dic-
tates of their own consciences; and no man can of
right be compelled to attend, erect, or support, any
place of worship, or to maintain any ministry against
his consent; that no human authority can in any
case whatever control or interfere with the rights of
consciences and that no preference shall ever be given
by law to any religious establishments or modes of
worship.

SecTION 26. To guard against transgressions of the
high powers which we have delegated, we declare that
everything in this article is expected out of the gen-
eral powers of government, and shall forever remain
inviolate.

““ Let this most salutiferous doctrine be
applied to the combinations alluded to,
and for the sake of illustration, to one
of the subjects of their persecution, viz.:
Sabbath-breakers. A Sabbath-breaker in
the eyes of thisassociation, and in the eyes
of the anti-constitutional law under which,
they say, they act, is, a man who does not
pay a certain degree of religious respect

to the day called the Sabbath.

““In the first place, then, let it be ob-
served that the observance of any day in
a religious manner is exclusively a right
of conscience ; and as such the non-ob-
servance of it can not be constitutionally
censured and punished by civil law in any
shape or form whatsoever. Conscientious
regard to any practice in religion is the
only regard commendable in the sight of
Him to whom religious homage is due.
To regard any day in a religious point of
view, in any other, than in a conscientious
manner, is not to regard it. This being
incontrovertibly evident, it is obvious that
any compulsory observance is non-observ-
ance, and to control a jnan in that which
is undeniably the right of conscience only,
is to destroy liberty of conscience and to

1 The Reporter, Washington, Pa.. Sept. 24, 1821.

violate the only guarantee and charter of
our freedom and liberty,—the Constitution
of our country.

‘“The encroachments that have usually
been made upon the liberties of any people
were, in the first instance, trifling and at
long intervals. The specious pretext
under which they have been attempted
were the interests of religion or the public
good. In so far this infringement of the
excellent constitution of Pennsylvania has
been analogous to the first inroads made
upon the liberties of those once renowned
nations that are now slaves of kings and
priests.

SABBATARIANS CANNOT OBEY SUNDAY
LAWS.

¢ Again, let it be remembered that there
are many valuable citizens who are en-
titled to all the privileges of citizens, who
cannot conscientiously regard the first day
of the week, or Lord’s day, as the Sabbath
of the Jews. The Jews themselves cannot.
There are some of them now in Pennsyl-
vania, and the prospect of more. The
Jews sanctify our Saturday, their own
Sabbath, and cannot conscientiously ob-
serve the first day as the seventh. The
Seventh-day Baptists, or Sabbatarians, of
whom there are a good many in the United
States, observe the seventh, but cannot
conscientiously regard the first called the
Christian Sabbath, as some people think
they ought.

SUNDAY LAWS PROSCRIBE SABBATARAINS.

‘“ Again, the followers of the great
William Penn, who founded and once
possessed the great State of Pennsylvania,
who wished it ever to remain an asylum
to the society of the Friends and others,
from the withering and destructive breath
of persecution; I say, this society regard
every day alike. They must be compelled
to pay a mock regard to it, or pay the for-
feit to these persecuting associations called
moral. Writh what justice may they com-
plain that thevr sect is proscribed and an-
other established by cwil law. Yes, the
Jews, the Sabbatarians, and the Friends
are all proscribed. Yet, the constitution
says ‘that no human authority [not even
the West Middletown Association] can in
any case ‘whatever control or interfere with
the rights-of conscience, and that no pref-
erence shall ever be given by law to any
religious establishments or modes of wor-
ship.’

‘PYet if any of the above sects should
counscientiously observe the seventh day
or any other, and conscientiously drive
their wagon oun the Sabbath of the major-
ity, they must appease the strong party
with four dollars! O Pennsylvania, where
is the shade of thy founder? Where the
spirit of thy great William Penn? From
what has been said it is incontrovertibly
obvious that these moral associations are
unconstitutional.” —The Reporler, Aug.
21, 1820.

<

Political Prayers.

A CERTAIN Rev. Mr. Weaver opened
the Republican Convention in Iowa with
prayer, which was received with thunders
of applause. The gem of the invocation
was a request ‘‘that the Lord would
hasten the day when the infamous Dem-
ocratic party should be exterminated from
the earth [cheers]; that it should never
be heard of again forever. [Loud cheers.]
It had never accomplished anything but
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disaster for the country. [Applause.]
Yet, I implore divine grace to remember
"it for any good it has done that escaped
my attention.” [Loud amens.] The Chris-
tian charity of this last clause must be
remembered when the pious good taste of
the previous parts are considered. A dis-
play like this would seem to indicate that
it is near time to eliminate the religious
exercises from the programme upon sim-
ilar occasions.— Evening Sun.

-

Before Swiss Courts for the Word
of God.

[From Present Truth, London, Eng., an abbreviated sum-
mary of the appeal of the manager of the Seventh-day Advent-
ist printing house in Basel, Switzerland, hefore the court of
appeals. As we have before reported, Elder Holser was con-
victed in the police courts for Sunday labor, and sentenced to
fines and imErisonment. The court of appeals confirmed the
decision of the lower court, and the case is now appealed to the
supreme court. The printing house has been running for
about ten years, but the rising spirit of intolerance has only
rwelgt'jly taken advantage of the Sunday laws to attack the
work.

HONORABLE PRESIDENT,

HoNoORABLE JUDGES: The undersigned,
condemned by the police court of Basel,
Aug. 16, to three weeks’ imprisonment
and 200 francs fine (or in default 40 days’
in prison), for having worked on Sunday,
Aug. 12, 1894, appeals from this decision,
and for the following reasons:—

1. As Protestant, I acknowledge the
Word of God as my only rule of faith
and practice. To me the Bible is the re-
vealed will of God. Chief among the
expressions of the divine will are the ten
commandments, the fourth of which says:
‘“‘Remember the Sabbath day, to keep it
holy. Six days shalt thou labor, . . .
but the seventh day is the Sabbath of the
Lord thy God: in it thou shalt not do any
work.” This command permits labor on
the six days, as well as rest on the seventh.
It is God’s express command to me, and
my hope of eternal life depends on explicit
obedience to this as well as all other com-
mands of Jehovah. Human laws are en-
forced to the letter, not even a word being
allowed to be changed. How much less
should man presume to change the law of
the Supreme!

2. According to God’s Word, Sunday
is for us a rival institution to God’s Sab-
bath. It stands as the sign of authority
of a church which we, as true Protestants,
cannot accept. It has been argued that
the Sunday law does not oblige us to accept
th day as a religious institution, but sim-
ply w lay aside our secular work on that
day. But as Sunday observance in Switz-
erland consists simply in not working,
when we cease to carry on our regular
work, we keep the day to all intents and
purposes. The only way to show that we
do not keep the day is to work on it.
Therefore, by forcing us to lay aside our
secular work on this day, Sunday laws
oblige us to accept an institution directly
opposed to our faith.

3. The object of Art. 14 of the factory
law, under which I am condemned, is to
protect the laboring class against the av-
arice of the capitalist by securing them a
day of rest each week. Our house does
not allow work under any circumstances
on the seventh day; so each employé is
absolutely sure of a weekly rest day, and
thus we do certainly meet the object of
the law. With scarce an exception, our
employés observe the seventh day as a
matter of conscience. When compelled
to lay down their work on the first day
also, they suffer under this law which,
according to its chief promoters, is phil-
anthropic, not oppressive. Hence, by

forcing Sunday observance on our house,
the object of Art. 14 of the factory law is
defeated. The Federal Factory Inspector
acknowledged this in 1886, and ordered
that in consequence we be not molested
on account of Sunday work.

4. The enforcement of Sunday laws on
Seventh-day Adventists is a violation of
Art. 49 of the Federal Constitution. It is
our natural and inalienable right to serve
God according to the dictates of our own
consciences. The State cannot give us
this right; we have it direct from God, by
virtue of being human beings. Should
we attempt to exercise it in a way to in-
vade our neighbor’s rights, then the State
must interfere, not because we are exer-
cising our right, but to protect the rights
of our neighbor. But while we keep the
ten commandments, it cannot be made to
appear that we invade the rights of our
neighbor.

5. I appeal from the decision of the
police court, not from a motive to resist
the civil government; but because

I MUST OBEY GOD

rather than man. If the State makes laws
hindering me from keeping the command-
ments of God who is above the State, it
thereby elevates itself above God, and we
cannot obey it in this presumption. Paul,
who was iuspired to write that we should
be subject to the powers that be, lived
under a government which commanded
men to honor the gods of Rome and for-
bade as treason the introduction of another
god; but Le did introduce another God,
who overthrew all the gods of Rome.
This proves that the command to be sub-
ject to the powers that be cannot have
reference to religion,

6. The province of the State is to pro-
tect the individual in the exercise of his
natural rights; and not to protect majori-
ties ouly, and even aid the majority in
depriving the minority of some of their
natural rights. One of the natural rights
of man is to perform honest labor. When
the State obliges me to rest, or cease labor
on Sunday, it deprives me of this right.
If the majority has the right to deprive
me of one natural right, it may deprive
me of all, and thus reduce me to a condi-
tion of slavery.

7. In forcing Sunday observance on
me and Seventh-day Adventists, the State
deprives us of one-sixth of our income.
‘What right has the majority to impose a
tax of 16% per cent. on the minority for the
privilege of exercising freedom of con-
science ? The Constitution grants freedom
of conscience to ¢ very citizen: hence a law
which imposes a tax of 16% per cent. on
the minority for this privilege is openly
against the Constitution.

8. It is aliso argued that Sunday laws
are civil, not religious, and so cannot in-
terfere with religious liberty. But wher-
ever such laws are enforced, there is lib-
erty of conscience (using the term in the
ordinary sense), only for those that accept
Sunday and those that are indifferent
about the day. Again, Sunday is a church
institution. It was established by the
church, and has ever been promoted by
the church. Another evidence that Sun-
day is religious is that its chief promoters
are the ministers. This is true in all parts
of the world. Societies formed for the
promotion of Sunday observance are or-
ganized by ministers and religious people.
Furthermore, Sunday-law advocates do
not want a secular Sunday. This is the
very thing they do not want.

Again, if Sunday were a purely secular
day, Sunday work would not disturb.
Honest labor does not disturb a man who
is not influenced by religious prejudices.
It cannot be the noise in our publishing
house that disturbs people. On the
Schutzenmatte in front of the building
there is ten times as much noise. Aug.
12, the day for which we were fined, there
was drilling of soldiers, foot-ball playing,
beating of drums, and shouting,—a noise
and din that could be heard a kilometre,
while our working could scarcely be heard
in the street by passers-by. The noise on
the Matte was made by those

LEARNING THE ART OF WAR,

the best way to kill their fellow-men;
while our work was printing the gospel
for the salvation of men. ‘

9. As Christians, we represent the gos-
pel of Jesus Christ. The chief feature of
the gospel is individual liberty. Christ
died for every man for the express purpose
of saving him; and although he paid the
infinite price, he obliges no one to accept
salvation, but leaves all perfectly free to
choose. Men can be religious or irreli-
gious, and God lets his sun shine on all.
To compel men in matters of religion is
papal,—antichristian; and we regard it as
a part of our religious duty to be true
representatives of the gospel on this point.
Sunday laws do enforce upon us a religious
day, and thus maintain the spirit of the
papacy ; and to submit to such laws is the
same to us as submitting to the principles
of the papacy, instead of truly represent-
ing the gospel.

10. Itis also stated that Sunday laws
cannot be religious because the State is
konfessionslos. If that be so, why have
we a State Church, Good Friday, Easter,
Ascension Day, Prayer and Fast Day,
Christmas, etc. ? :And why does the State
discriminate between religious bodies ?
Why does it enforce the days religiously
observed by one class of religionists ?

11. The question before us is not an
individual one; it concerns our publishing
housein this city; it concerns our churches
in Switzerland; and it concerns our peo-
ple and the friends of religious liberty
throughout the world. Our denomination
rests on two pillars,—the commandments
of God and the faith of Jesus. To under-
take to hinder their keeping the ten com-
mandments would be the same as to un-
dertake to annihilate the denomination.

Our denomination, with thirty-six con-
ferences in Europe, Africa, America, and
Australia, has six publishing houses in
various parts of the world, the one at
BRasel being the smallest. They publish
twenty-two journals and magazines. These
people stand together as one man. In
consequence of keeping the commandments
they have attained a high reputation for
industry and honesty. If some of their
members in Basel are spoiled of their
goods, and imprisoned because they keep
the ten commandments, this fact will be
published in all the world, and Switzer-
land’s good name for liberty will suffer;
and this land of the free will be placed in
the same catalogue with Russia.

CONCLUSION.

In cousideration, therefore, of the facts,

1. That it is my religious duty to rest
the seventh day and work the remaining
six days of tlie week; and that by so doing
I do not invade the natural rights of my
fellow-citizens; and

2. That to lay aside my secular work
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on Sunday is to accept a rival institution
to God’s Sabbath; and

3. That as a weekly rest day is assured
to all employés in our publishing house,
we meet the object of Art. 14 of the fac-
tory law; and

4. That the enforcement of Sunday
laws is a violation of Art. 49 of the Fed-
eral Constitution; and

5. That by refusing to lay aside our
secular work on Sunday we do not resist
God’s order in civil government; and

6. That the enforcement of Sunday
laws on Seventh-day Adventists imposes
an unjust tax of 16% per cent. on them for
the freedom of conscience; and

7. That Sunday laws are religious, and
oppressive to all who do not accept Sun-
day; and

8. That it is the duty of the State to
protect the individual in his natural rights;
and

9. That we cannot truly represent the
gospel while submitting to Sunday laws;
and

10. That the decision of the police court
under consideration concerns not only us,
but directly all that are employed in our
publishing house, and indirectly a whole
denomination ; and

11. That to enforce Sunday laws would
oppress, imprison, and banish an honest,
temperate, and industrious people, to the
everlasting disgrace of free Switzerland;
I appeal from the decision of the police
court of Basel, rendered Aug. 16, 1894,
and request indemnity for 665 francs, the
loss occasioned me by the seizure and sale
of my goods to satisfy former fines for
Sunday work.

Respectfully submitted,
g H. P. HOLSER.

-

A Revival, Not of Religion, but of Me-
’ diaevalism!

‘WE are upon the eve of a great revival.
But it is not a revival of religion! Itisa
revival of the satanic spirit of medisval-
ism! It is not altogether in barbaric na-
tions that we see evidences of it, but in
so-called Christian governments as well.
In Russia the ‘‘Imperial Holy Church”
has decreed that Stundists and Baptists
must be re-baptized into the Greek Church
at once. In case of refusal their children
are taken from them and placed in con-
vents or in Greek Catholic families; their
goods confiscated and they banished to
Siberia. All of which, and more, these
Christians are called upon to suffer for
conscience’ sake. Their churches are
burned, their cattle killed, and they are
inhumanly beaten by the officers and in-
sulted by the mob. This in the name of
religion!

In the dominions of the queen, in Aus-
tralia, Seventh-day Adventists are under
the ban of an old Sunday law, a law en-
acted under Charles II., in 1649; of whom
Macaulay said that he ‘‘was indolent,
unambitious, depraved, and a secret Cath-
olic.” But as antiquated as it is, and
hoary with age, and notwithstanding the
unsavory reputation of religious laws of
that remote period, it answers the purpose
of superstition, prejudice, bigotry, and
intolerance; and causes the arrest of
Christian men — two brothers, — who,
without being allowed to plead their God-

iven rights as a reason for their conduct
they worked on their fruit farm on Sun-
day), the magistrate peremptorily re-
quired to plead, ‘‘ Guilty or not guilty:”

and when they acknowledged that they
had worked on Sunday, the sentence
was at once announced; being a fine of
five shillings, or two hours’ confinement
in the public stocks! This also in the
name of religion! Now where is the dif-
ference between the persecution of Bap-
tists and Stundists in Russia, and of these
Adventists in "Australia? The only differ-
ence is in the severity, and not in the
spirit that actuates it. .

Come to our own boasted land of light
and liberty, and what do we find? We
find a continued demand for more strin-
gent Sunday laws, State and national, by
which offenders may be punished. Not
only so, but Sunday leagues are multiplied
which, according to their own showing,
are for the purpose of compelling men, by
the power of the civil law, to serve God.
And this is not all. Note the continued
arrests for violation of Sunday laws in
various parts of the country. Nor is this
all. No one can close his eyes to the con-
tinued persecutions of Seventh-day Ad-
ventists in Maryland, Georgia, and Ten-
nessee. Denied their rights as citizens,
confined in damp and dismal jails, dragged
from court to court, compelled to work
alongside of common criminals in the
chain-gang, ordered by the courts to edu-
cate their consciences according to the
laws of the State; some of these men
hounded to the very death: and all this
in the name of religion! And in this
¢ Christian ” nation! .

Now I ask: Where is the difference be-
tween the three? The only difference is
in the degree of severity. It certainly
cannot be in the spirit that actuates these
persecutors, whether in Russia, Australia,
or in this ‘““land of liberty.” When will
Christians cease persecuting Christians?
But have they not already done so?
Indeed: have Christians ever persecuted ?
Men who professed to be Christians have
persecuted. Men of the same stamp are
now persecuting. But to be a Christian
is to be Christ-like, and Christ never per-
secuted. Therefore it is true, that no Chris-
tian ever was or ever can be guilty of perse-
cution. And, therefore, we conclude that
all who ever persecuted, or who may now
be engaged in that diabolical work, are
not Christians, even though they profess
to be Christians, but are antichristian, and
are actuated by the spirit of antichrisi.—
H. F. Phelps, in Protestant American,
Aug. 1, 1894.

-

Pertinent Paragraphs.

SoME of the propositions put forward
by prominent advocates of religious equal-
ity, are the following:—

‘“Religion is none of the concerns of
government.”

““The duty of the civil magistrate to
religion is to let it alone.”

‘“The province of the civil ruler about
religion is to have no province at all.”

““No privilege or advantage shall be
conceded to Christianity or any other spe-
cial religion.”

“Civil legislation ought not to extend
beyond the outward and secular affairs of
communities.”

““The entire political system shall be
founded and administered on a purely
secular basis.”

“The civil ruler is forbidden by Him
who is ¢ Lord of the conscience’ to exercise
his official power in any way that in-

volves any recognitton and assistance of
the Church.”

‘“The system of Establishment ¢invades
the divine prerogative,” and violates the
rights of conscience.”

‘“ ¢ Religious freedom’ consists in giving
‘Heaven’s truth a fair field against the
devil’s lie.” ”

“To own the magistrate’s right to em-
ploy the national resources for the support
of any section of the Chureh, is to place
Ceesar on the throne of Christ.”

‘It is not within the province of the
State to provide religious instruction for
the subject.”

““The most perfect religious equality
can alone meet their just demands.”

‘““Government is like a banking institu-
tion or a railroad corporation, which has
nothing to do with the religion of the
shareholders.”

‘“ The best legislation on the subject of
religion is to repeal all previous legislation
on the subject.”—Compiled by Rev. Jas.
Kerr, Glasgow, Scotland.

-

“ Christian Nation” Curses.

AMoONG the falsehoods of the father of
lies, few are more disastrous to true Chris-
tianity than the ‘‘Cliristian nation” error.
No one acquainted with pure and un-
defiled Christianity, who attended the
World’s Congress of Religions, and lis-
tened to the withering denunciations of
the crimes of so-called Christian nations
by representatives of heathen religions,
could fail to see that the heathen judges
and condemus Christianity by the crimes
committed by nations claiming to be
Christian.  The missionary from the
¢“Christian nation” has come to them,
accompanied with ¢ Christian nation?”
soldiers, bayouets, swords, muskets, and
cannons. ‘‘Christian nations” have mas-
sacred their people and robbed them of
their homes. The missionary from thoe
¢““Christian nation” has been followed by
‘“Christian nation?” opium and ¢ Christian
nation” *‘fire water,” and the people who
survived ¢ Christian nation” lead and
steel, have been debauched by ¢ Christian
nation ” opium and whiskey. All this has
been so deeply impressed upon the heathen
mind, that the real Christian missionary
must first explain the difference between
the Christianity of Christ and the Chris-
tianity of a ‘‘Christian nation,” before
the seeds of truth can take root.

But the baneful influence of the ¢‘ Chris-
tian nation” idea is not alone manifest in
heathen lands; its poisonous effects are
seen at home. Not long since a revivalist
began work for the salvation of sinners
in the congregation of Rev. Mr. Bradley, a
Methodist, at Williamsport, Pa. At the
close of the first service, the evangelist
asked all the Christians in the audience to
rise, and to his great astonishment the
entire audience stood up. The puzzled
preacher dismissed the audience and has-
tened to iuquire of the local pastor the
meaning of the vote. The pastor ex-
plained that since this nation was under-
stood to be a Christian nation, the people
believed that when born into this nation
they were in a sense born Christian.
‘“Now,” said the pastor, *‘‘to-morrow
night ask them the same question, and
then, after they are again seated, ask all
those to rise who have been born again—
converted—and see if theru is not some
work to be done.” The evangelist fol-
lowed this advice, and, in respouse to the
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call for men and women to arise, who had
been born again, only a few arose. He
had now torn the mask from his *‘Chris-
tian nation” sinners, and he began in
earnest an effort to convert ¢ Christian
mation” sinners to the Christianity of
Christ.

And now that so many D.D.’s are turn-
ing their attention to doctoring the Chris-
tianity of this ‘‘ Christian nation” by the
application of legal lotions, let Christians
redouble their efforts to convert ° Chris-
tian nation” sinners, those ‘‘having a
form of godliness but denying the power
thereof,” as well as common sinners.

-

Significant Paragraphs.

[We publish under this heading paragraphs more or
less significant, without either approval or dissent,
and without comment. The careful observer of the
signs of the times will readily discern the pertinent
facts and opinions, and will know how to turn
them to account in the great controversy between
truth and error.]

Cardinal Gibbons on Labor.

FRrOSTBURG, Md., Sept. 30.—Cardinal
Gibbons preached on ‘‘Labor” to a large
congregation in St. Michael’s Church to-
day. In his sermon he said:—

“In our times there is a great tendency
in every department of business through-
out the United States, as well as Great
Britain, to form companies. There is a
continuous network of companies and part-
nerships. When corporations combine it
is quite natural for the laboring men to
follow their example.

““ But labor societies have many dangers
menacing them. They are composed of
men formidable in numbers, varying in
character and nationality. They are nat-
urally more difficult to manage and more
liable to be dissolved than companies or
corporations. They are in need of leaders
of tact and ability who will aid the em-
ployés of the societies without infringing
upon their employers.

““One of the most difficult questions in
our times to discuss is the question of
strikes. Perhaps this is not an unfavor-
able time to allude to this subject, as the
great strike is ended and men ars disposed
to be more dispassionate in their judg-
ments than they were some months ago.
Strikes, as experience has demonstrated,
are very questionable for the redress of
the laborer’s grievances. They check in-
dustry, excite passion. They often lead
to the destruction of property, and they
result in inflicting many injuries by keep-
ing the laborer in idleness, while his mind
is clouded by discontent, and his family
not unfrequently suffer for the comforts
and necessities of life.

“From statistics furnished by Carrol
D. Wright, of the eight years ending De-
cember 31, 1888, we find that the loss to
the employés by strikes amounted to nearly
$73,000,000, while the employers lost only
one-half this amount. I earnestly hope
that some efficient remedy will be found
to put an end to our recurring strikes, and
arbitration seems to be the most potent
method that can be conceived of. A
method that entails misery and loss is not
the best means of adjusting labor griev-
ances. A planthat will carry with it good
and true Christian civilization should be
sought for and adopted.”—N. Y. Sun,
Oct. 1.

Nuisance on the Causeway.
THE young men that live on the south
side make a general practice of playing
games of baseball on the Sabbath day.

It is really a sin, for these young men; and
even small children, some not ten years of
age, are engaged in such games. Such
practice should be abandoned, and the at-
ention of the officersis called to the same.
The children that should come to the
Sabbath-schools are hindered by these
worldly affairs. The Bible tells us to
‘“honor the Sabbath day to keep it holy.”
—Clergyman, in Daily Republican, Wil-
mangton, Del.

Stop Sunday Work,

CONSIDERABLE complaint has been made
by the people living on Tatnall Street be-
tween Twenty-second and Twenty-third
Streets about a man living in that square,
who works the greater part of each Sun-
day making rowboats. Something should
be done to break up the nuisance, and to
learn the man that Sunday is a day of
Ilet. — Daily Republican, Wailmington,

el.

A Religious Federation.

PI1TTSBURG, Pa., Oct. 1.— At its meeting
in the Crafton Church to-morrow, the
Pittsburg Presbytery will consider the
greatest scheme ever brought before it for
a federal union of the Cumberland Pres-
byterian Church, the United Presbyterian
Church, the Associate Reformed Synod of
the South, the German Reformed Church,
the General Syncd of the Dutch Reformed
Church, and the Presbyterian Church.

Rev. Dr. James M. Maxwell, of Monon-
gahela City, will present an elaborate re-
port on the subject. The plan of federa-
tion, as sent down to the lower judicatories
by the highest church courts in America,
is a federal union of the above-named
denominations, to promote codperation in
their home and foreign missionary work,
to keep watch on current religious, moral,
and social movements, and take such ac-
tion as may concentrate the influence of
all the churches in the maintenance of
the truth that our nation is a Protestant
Christian nation, and of all that is therein
involved. It is an effort to consolidate
forces, organize more effectually, and
centralize the dissenting forces, in order
to move in union and rapidly on a given
command.— Washington Post, Oct. 2.

Seventh-day Adventists Not Wanted.

THAT the new law and order movement,
which was launched last night at the
Second United Presbyterian Church, under
the significant name of the Allegheny
County Vigilance League, will be ruled
according to dogmatic principles, was
demonstrated by an incident that hap-
pened at its initial meeting. It was
brought about through the probable igno-
rance or mistake of those who sent out
notices of the meeting, but it none the less
shows that none except those who follow
the dictates of the leader will be allowed
any say in the management of the league.

Invitations had been sent to all the
churches in the two cities, inviting each
to send representatives to the meeting.
Among the others the congregation of the
Seventh-day Adventists received its notice
and selected Thomas D. Gibson, William
Zeidler and John Williamson as a com-
mittee to attend the meeting in a repre-
sentative capacity. When the discussion
of the objects of the new purifier of public
morals had proceeded for some time the
representatives of the Seventh-day Advent-
ists found that the views of those at the
head of the movement did not exactly
coincide with those of their church. Mr.

Williamson took the floor to express his
views on the subject of Sunday observ-
ance, holding that no one or no organiza-
tion had a right to enforce the observance
of any one day as Sunday. The chair
recognized him, and according to Mr.
Williamson’s idea of the meeting, he had
a right to express his views, as he was
there as a delegate, and the discussion was
understood to be open to all.

It did not turn out this way, however;
as the speaker had said only enough to
let it be understood that he had opinions
of his own on this subject, and that these
opinions did not agree with those of the
men at the head of the meeting; Rev. J.
T. McCrory raised the question that the
s;&eaker was out of orderand had him shut
off.

The incident caused a flutter of excite-
ment in the meeting, but notwithstanding
the injustice done the speaker, there was
no recourse to the ruling, as the sentiment
among the majority of those present was
evidently against him. The proceedings
of the meeting went on without further
interruption. One of the delegates said
he supposed the secretary had made a
mistake in sending the notice to Seventh-
day Adventists, forgetting that they were
Christians every day of the week, while
others were such only one day out of the
seven.— Puttsburg (Pa.) Press, Sept. 26.

The Incoming Tide of Bigotry.

THE Republican State Convention felt
the effects of the A. P. A. If rumor be
well founded the influence of the infamous
conspiracy forced the setting aside of a
gentleman who would otherwise have been
the candidate of the Repmblicans for
lieutenant-governor. The objection made
to his candidature was that though he is
not himself a Catholic, his wife is! ... .

Mr. Van Schaick, whoever he is, ap-
peared at the Republican Convention as
the representative of the A. P. A. and,
according to the reports of his conversa-
tion published, announced that 110 of the
delegates to that convention were mem-
bers of the A. P. A. Of course he refused
to give the names of these men. Accord-
ing to the regulations of this conspiracy,
as exposed in the West, no member is
allowed to give to the outside world the
name of another member. Now it is just
as well for these persons to understand
that within a year or two at the farthest
the names of all of them that are of any
consequence will be known and published.
By the oath which they have taken, they
have sworn substantially to injure Catho-
lics to the best of their ability. The
proper way to punish such fanatics would
be to give them a dose of their medicine,
and that they will receive. Some of them
are engaged in the professions, as physi-
cians and lawyers, others in business as
storekeepers. All these will be known in
time and published in their own localities.
—Catholic Review, New York.

Watching the Lexow Committee.

NEw Yorg, Sept. 13.—Rev. Father
Ducy, in a letter to the New York World,
reviews the work done by the Senate In-
vestigating Committee in this city. He
declares that he was delegated by the
Vatican to carefully watch the proceedings
of the committee and make a report to
Rome. He continues: ‘It is very un-
fortunate that people Lave been unkind
enough to couple Tammauy corruption
with the Catholic name, and it is very
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fortunate for our good name that the
Catholics as well as the non-Catholics of
New York can have the assurance that
Leo XIII. and those close to him at the
Vatican are vigilant watchers in the
watch-tower; are sacredly guarding the
good name of the Catholics in this great
city of the Republic. I am informed that
the communications that have reached the
Vatican in relation to Tammany have
produced a deep impression; so deep, in
fact, that | have been instructed to put
certain information in form and forward
it immediately to Rome. | am delighted
at the interest for a moral purification
taken by the head of the church, and |
trust that my non-Catholic brethren will
be kind enough to stop impugning the
fair name of our church and not hold it
responsible for the corruption in its midst.
The priesthood is deeply interested in all
that concerns the welfare and purity of
this city, and in its ranks there are men
who have sacrificed themselves in many
ways to add to the fair name of New York
and of the whole country. In conclusion
I should say that I am instructed by tele-
graph how to act in these matters of so
much public importance.”—Inter Ocean,
Chicago, Sept. 14

The Growth of Ritualism.

In a recent number of Word and Work,
an English religious journal, Mr. A. H.
Forbes, writing from the standpoint of a
member of the Church of England, sup-
ports his assertion of an immense Rome-
ward advance in that communion by the
following startling figures: Clerical sup-
porters of ritualism, 7,000 in 1892, as
against less than half that number in 1882;
ritualistic churchesjn 1882, 2,581; in 1892,
5043; churches adopting eucharistic vest-
ments in 1882, 336, in 1892, 1029; churches
illegally using incense in 1882, 9, in 1892,
77; churches using altar lights in 1882,
581, in 1892, 2,048. In addition to these
facts, says Mr. Forbes, * further figures
would doubtless reveal a similar, advance
in banners, crucifixes, processions, adora-
tion of the elements, confessionals, etc.”
And the conclusion to which all this would
seem to point is that in a few years “evan-
gelical teaching will have been crushed
out of the Church of England, and that
body will have become a department of
the church of Rome.” The only reassur-
ance Mr. Forbes has to offer is his convie-
tion that *“ the people of England will
never tolerate a return to Romanism.”
Probably 11 is right in so thinking. At
the same time, the growing influence of
ritualism is aserious, if not alarming, fact.
It finds illustration, as well as bold ex-
pression, in the book lately published by
Canon W. J. Knox Little, a zealous and
very able leader of the ultra-ritualistic
party, who has ventured to entitle his vol-
ume, “ Sacerdotalism, if Rightly Under-
stood, the Teaching of the Church of Eng-
land.” He frankly denies that the Anglican
Church is a Protestant Church; cuts it
off wholly and absolutely from all Protes™-
taut bodies; wunites it doctrinally and
historically with the Roman and Greek
churches; and insists on a practice and
doctrine which differ from those of Rome
chiefly in not conceding the infallibility
of the pope. He insists on auricular con-
fession as obligatory, considers fasting
communion desirable, and defends the
“ non-communicating adoration of the
wafer,” the real presence in a form scarcely
distinguishable from transubstantiation,

amemo-Al* sKkNrrmMLto

the sacrifice of the mass, the authoritative
interpretation of Scripture by the Church
(not to say its authority to -supplement
Scripture b?/ its own traditions), and the
most literal apostolic succession in the
hierarchy of the Greek, Roman, and An-
glican communions, which together form
one Catholic Church. There is, in short,
nothing in Canon Knox Little’s delinea
tions of the English Church to justify its
existence independent of the church of
Rome; and while his extreme views may
not be shared even by all ritualists, they
undeniably show the direction in which
the High Church party is tending.—
Examiner.

W herever the persecuting “ patriotic”
orders get into power, they dismiss all
Catholic teachers from our public schools.
They have done this in Kansas City, Kans.,
for instance, and now the priests of that
place have petitioned their bishop to let
them send all the parochial school children
there to the public schools, so that the
board of education, which is controlled by
the A. P. A., may have the expense of
providing for their education. If this
were done everywhere, the tax-payers
would groan, for we save them millions
on millions of dollars every year by pro-
viding out of our pockets for the schooling
of our own children, after paying our full
portion of the taxes for the support of our
public schools. If our children were all
sent to the public schools, we would raise
an agitation from one end of the country
to the other, to make the public schools
thoroughly “ unsectarian,” instead of
largely Protestant as they are at present.
The short-sighted “ patriots ” would save
themselves money and trouble by letting
us alone. We suffer enough already. We
are not here by their toleration or per-
mission. We are in our fathers’ house—
here by right of discovery, by right of
first settlement, by right of inheritance,
by right of faithful service to the Repub-
lie, by right of possession, by right of law.
We ask no favors of them.—Catholic Re-
view, Sept. 1

A Good Book for the Children.

Beautifully Illuminated Covers!

Fifty-three Illustrations!
Interesting Reading!

All this and more is combined in

“The Good Shepherd: The Life of the
Saviour for Children.”

This book, which is 8xI0£ inches and £ inch in
thickness, tells the story of the Life of Christ in a
way that cannot fail to interest the little folks. It is
exceptionally free from doctrinal errors, and should
be in every family where there are children to be
taught a Saviour’ love. The illustrations, which are
nearly all good, add very much to its educational
value. Price, only 50 cents.

Address, Pacific Press, 43 Bond Street, New York

City.
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BIBLE STUDENTS' LIBRARY.

(Order by Number.)

No. 1. Bible Sanctification. By Mrs. E. G. White.
is a pamphlet of eighty-four pages, with eleven chapters.
sets forth the Bible doctrine on this subject in contrast with
the false theories which are so_prevalent, and should be read
and circulated everywhere. Price, 10 cents.

No. 2.
pamphlet of 174 pages, by A. T. Jones.

No. 3. Views of National Reform.

This
It

The Abiding Sabbath and the Lord’s Day. A

Price, 20 cents.
This is a pamphlet

containing the first thirteen numbers of the Sentinel Library..

It contains first principles on the subject of Church and State.
Price, 15 cents.

No. 4. The Saints’ Inheritance. A pamphlet of eighty-two
pages, by J. N. Loughborough. It presents the precious prom-

1ses of God’s Word to his people in regard to the future home -

of the saved, and God’s purpose concerning our work.

an excellent work.

of Christian pilgrims. Price, 10 cents.
No. 10. Scripture References.

been thoroughly revised.

upon all the great leading subjects of the Bible.

Xaluatble aid to the study of the Scriptures by subjects.
cents.

No. 14 The Sufferings of Christ. By Mrs. E. G. White».
This tract portrays with great vividness the scenes in Geth-
semane and at Calvary during the last hours of the earth life of
the world’s Redeemer. Thisis an excellent tract for the prej-
udiced and the unconverted. Price, 4 cents.

No. 16. Christ in the Old Testament. By James White.
This tract shows the relation which Christ sustained to the
work and people of God prior to his first advent, and that men
were saved by Christ and the gospel in Old Testament times
as well as now. Price, 2 cents.

No. 24. Is Sunday the Sabbath ? By M. C. Wilcox.
tract candidly considers all the texts in the New Testament
which mention the first day of the wtek, and enables the reader

Price,.

This

tlo study the question in the light of the Scriptures. Price,
cent.
No. 25. The Sanctuary and the Judgment. By J. N.

Andrews. This gives a brief but clear and candid exposition of
the subject of the sanctuary and its relation to the Judgment.
Price, 2 cents.

No. 26. The Sabbath in the New Testament.
White. This tract presents in a clear and forcible manner the
teaching of the New Testament concerning the day to be ob-
served as the Sabbath, and the example of Christ and his apos-
ties concerning the subject. Price, 2 cents.

No. 27. The Bible : lts Inspiration and Importance. By
M. C. Wilcox. This is a good tract to place in the hands of the
weak and doubting. It snows the puritg of Bible teaching, its
gnlty, its impartiality, and its comprehensive nature. Price,

cents.

No. 31l. The Second Advent. By James White. This tract
shows the manner, object, and nearness of Christ's coming.
Price, 4 cents.

No. 34. God’s Memorial. By James White. In this tract
are shown the nature and object of a memorial. ldpresents
the Sabbath as God’s great memorial of creation, to be ob-
served throughout *all generations.” A memorial of Christ’s

Price, 2 cents.

No. 36. The Signs of the Times. This excellent tract has
been revised up to date, so tha the thrilling events of recent
Kears are_noted as evidence that the end of all things is at

and. Price, 2cents.

No. 42. Elihu on the Sabbath. This is a brief but clear
and forcible setting forth of the Bible argument on the Sabbath
question. Price, 2 cents.

No. 43. The Ten Commandments Not Revised. B[v) James
White. This tract shows the utter fallac¥ and gross absurdity
of the position that the old moral code of ten commandments
has been revised. Price, 2cents.

No. 46. Without Excuse. This is a most excellent tract,
and deserves a very wide circulation. Price, 1cent.

No. 47. Thoughts for the Candid. By J. N. Andrews.
This tract presents the harmony and beaufy of the truth in
contrast to the inconsistency of false views based on certain
passages of Scripture in regard to man’s condition in death,
and the fate of the ungodly. ~ Price, 1cent.

No. 48. Which Day Do You Keep, and Why?
Amadou. This is a clear, pithy tract, good for busy people.
It gives God's answers to man’s excuses for not keeping the
Sabbath. Price, 1cent.

No. 49. Can We Know ? This shows that just before the
'szet_:ondlcomtmg of Christ we may know that his coming is near.
rice, 1cent.

No. 50. Is the End Near ? This
that the end of all things is at hand.

No. 51. Is Man Immortal? This tract presents in a brief
and concise manner the Bible doctrine of immortality by
means of plain questions and Scripture arswers. T.ice, 1cent.

Na 52. Why Not Found Out Before ? This tract shows
WhY the Lord’s Sabbath, the seventh day of the week, has been
so lon” neglected and disregarded, and why it is now being
proclaimed so widely and so many are beginning its observ-
ance. Price, 1cent.

No. 53. The Sabbath and the Law. By J. N. Andrews.
This is a Famphlet of 192pages, giving an outline of the Biblical
and secular history of the Sabbath for 6,000 years. It has tea
chaptei-s, and is a work of great importance. ~Price, 20 cents.

By James

resurrection is also considered.

By G. W.

ngyes evidence showing
rice, 1cent.

Any of the above may be obtained post free on re-
ceipt of price by addressing Pacific Press, Oakland,
Cal. ; 18 \V. Fiftli Street, Kansas City, Mo. ; 43 Bond
Street, New York City. Works on all phases of Bible
truth. Send for catalogue.

Ton can Bind

One Sheet, or three hundred sheets, in
ten seconds.
The Klip binds loose sheets, pamphlets, or
magazines. . .
If you want covers also, you had better send for a Klip price-
1lst-that’s free. Ifg/ou will tr¥ the Klip, I will mail a sample
dozen, six sizes, and a pair of Klip-Keys to put them on will!

lor seventy-five cents.
Fi"H BALLARD, 103 pittsfield, Mass.

_ This valuable tract has:
Many Scripture references are given,
It is indeed a.

Thisis :
It inspires hope and courage in the hearts.
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receiving the American Sentinel without
having orde! w It may know that it is sent to him by some
friend. Therefore, those who have not ordered the Sentinel
need have no fears that they will be asked to pay for it.

A Roman Catholic and an Episcopa-
lian have been arrested at Kent Narrows,
Queen Anne’s Co., Md., for fishing on Sun-
day, and fined five dollars and costs each.
They have appealed to the circuit court,
and the cases will be tried early in No-
vember, at Centreville. As there will be
no religious prejudice in these cases, it
will be interesting to note the outcome of
them. It is stated that a desire for fees
on the part of the constable led to the
arrests.

W. B. Capps,-the most recent victim of
religious intolerance in Tennessee, writes
us as follows:—

Dresden, Tenn., Oct. 1, 1894.

Publishers American Sentinel: You Will please
change my paper to Trezevant, Carroll Co., Tenn., |
am released to-day. The American Hebrew, of New
York, finished paying the costs in my case, $34.87. |
will leave for home to-day after being held ninety-
seven days by the wicked Sunday law.

Yours truly,
W. B. Capps.

On receipt of this letter we called upon
the American Hebrew and secured some
interesting facts regarding the case of Mr.
Capps, which will appear in our next issue.

Wi illiamsport, Pa., has organized a
branch of the State Sunday Observance
Association. The call under which the
meeting for organization was effected, de-
dares:—

Our city is in open rebellion against the divine laws.
Our people are being corrupted with vile and debasing
literature—also in other ways. The blessed Sabbath
is being openly and shamefully violated and trampled
upon by individuals and corporations. In view of
these facts the time has come for our Christian and
moral men to call a halt regarding this state of things,
and change Williamsport into a model city. We
therefore call upon all lovers of the right and of law
and order to be present, etc., to devise ways and means
to change the present condition of things in our city.

Of the proposed work of the association,
the Williamsport Gazette and Bulletin
says—

The sale of newspapers on Sunday will be attacked
and the venders will be promptly arrested and prose-
cuted. The strong arm of the law will be invoked to
jerk the trolley wheel from the wire, and the man who
wants to ride may, possibly, have to walk. In fact,
it is to be a crusade against Sunday traffic of all kinds,
and a red hot, lively time is anticipated.

It is yet too soon to report results from
this organization, but as there are Seventh-
day Adventists in Williamsport, and as
they have been by the Christian Slates-
man declared to be the worst enemies of
* the Sabbath ” we may expect them to be
among the first victims of the Sunday
crusade.

AMIEBICAN SIHMTPIMEIL-

The Russian correspondent of the New
York Observer says, in a recent letter to
that paper: “ One of the most remarkable
phenomena connected with the religious
life of Russia, is the perpetual sprouting
forth of new and strange sects from the
parent stem of the Orthodox Greek faith.
This is all the more remarkable in a coun-
try where dead uniformity is so insisted
on, and where deviations from the estab-
lished order of things is visited with such
condign penalties.” It is only a natural
revolt against the tyranny of the Greek
Church. And what wonder if the sheep
in their efforts to escape the wolves in
sheep’s clothing, become scattered.

In commenting on the case of W. B.
Capps, the Seventh-day Adventist, re-
cently imprisoned in Dresden, Weakley
Co., Tenn., for working on Sunday, the
Boston Globe says—

It ought not to take long for the next legislature of
Tennessee to wipe out the stain on the State, by en-
acting such laws as shall do away with all musty stat-
utes that invite bigotry to enter upon his work. Ten-
nessee should secure for Jews, “ seventh-day ” keepers
and men of all shades of religious opinion, the rights
which belong to them in a land supposed to be the
home of freedom, of conscience, and religious liberty.

The only legislation that would accom-
plish that which the Globe says should be
accomplished, would be an act repealing
the Sunday law of the State entirely.
Sunday is a religious day, and laws re-
quiring its observance are religious laws,
and interfere with the rights of every
man; for no man is free to do that which
he must do. The Sunday keeper is not
free under a Sunday law.

The Jewish Times and Observer has

this to say about the persecution of Jews
in Russia—
» Hypocritical Russia occasionally announces to the
world by some hired agent that the Jews are not told
to leave that country. Before the world, Russia
clasps the emblem which is held by the world to be
the token of love, justice, mercy and charity, and calls
herself, and gets herself called, holy. In the recesses
of the empire, she manages to perform acts, diabolical
in themselves, and rendered all the more so by the
ingenuity she exercises to make them appear mjyhat
Mr. Gladstone once called “ domestic and internal
arrangements ” merely. To her Jews, her policy is
summed up just in this: When she does not tell them
to go, she makes it so uncomfortable for them, that
they cannot stay.

The treatment of Sabbath-keepers in
some of our American States is not essen-
tially different; laws are made and en-
forced that they cannot conscientiously
obey, and they are cooly told that if they
don’t like it they can leave the country.
Bigotry and intolerance are about the same
everywhere.

Commencing this week the Sentinel
will publish a number of articles com-
posed of quotations from the pen of Alex-
ander Campbell against Sunday laws. Let
the readers of the Sentinel make a
special effort to get these numbers into
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the hands of members of the Christian or
Disciple Church.

Special attention is called to the posi-
tion taken by Mr. Campbell that seventh-
day observers cannot obey Sunday laws,
and that to attempt to compel them to
obey the Sunday institution in which they
have no faith is to attempt to compel them
to sin, and again that Sabbatarians may
be conscientious in laboring on Sunday>—
may “ conscientiously drive their wagon on
the Sabbath of the majority.”

In concluding a letter to the German
Roman Catholic Central Verein, in this
city, September 17, Mgr. Satolli said:—

Please also to accept my best wishes for your next
congress, and be sure that, although 1| cannot take
part in it personally, my heart will be among you,
by imploring from heaven the choicest blessings upon
all of you in my name, and in the name of the Holy
Father himself. Yours truly in X,

Francis Archb. Satolli,
Delegate Apostolic.

The disciples were instructed to ask of
the Father in the name of Jesus, and were
assured that they should receive; and
Christians from that day to this have
asked in that all-prevailing name; but
the “ Delegate Apostolic” asks in his own
name and in *“the name of the Holy
Father.” And it is to such a religion as
this—a religion that gives to men the
honor due to Christ—that the pope invites
the “rulers and peoples of the universe!”

Work for the Sentinel.

A minister in Canada writes thus con-
cerning the Sentinel —

| have just finished reading the Sentiner of Sept.
20th, and had a great feast, but it only makes me long
for another. The Sentiner is worth athousand times
its weight in gold, and is growing better all the time.
God bless the Sentinen !

A statesman of Tennessee writes of a
recent issue—

The whole paper is richly laden with the good things
of truth and wisdom. 1 only say, by way of manifest-
ing my indorsement, Go on in the good work as you
have been going and surely you will be rewarded with
a triumphant and joyous victory of truth over error
and of the freedom of conscience over the shameful
persecutions that have of late blackened the fair name
of my own Tennessee, and other States.

Will not all lovers of liberty earnestly
endeavor to increase the circulation of
the Sentinel ? Whly not call our neigh-
bors to this weekly feast “of good
things " ? The Sentinel ought to have a
million readers, and this it could have if
ever?/ appreciative reader of the paper
would make an earnest effort to increase
its circulation.

. AMERICAN SENTINEL.

Set for the defense of liberty of conscience, and therefore
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