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THE EASTERN QUESTION.

Affairs in the vicinity of Constantinople
and in Asia Minor are more pacific than they
were a few weeks ago; but the Eastern Qaes-

View

tion is not settled, nor will it be until the
Turk shall have been driven from Europe.

The real problem that demands solution is

not, What shall be the fate of the Turkish

NEW YORK, FEBRUARY 20, 189%6.

Empire? That has long been a foregone con-
elusion. The Eastern Question is, in brief,
To whose lot shall Constantinople and the
control of the Dardanelles and the Bosphorous
fall when the Turk is driven from Europe?
Christendom long since decreed the utter de-
struction of Ottoman supremacy, and could
the crowned heads of Europe agree among
themselves as to the disposition of the terri-
tory of the Sultan, the Tarkish Empire could
not last a month. Ottoman autonomy exists

of Constantinople from the

to-day solely because of the mutual jealousies

of the great powers of Europe.
In 1840, the Sultan,
had just come to

the throne,

Galata Bridge.

Abd-ul-Mejid, who
finding

Price, three cents.

himself unable to cope successfully with
Mehemet Ali, the rebellious Pasha of Egypt,
virtually surrendered his sovereignty into the
hands of the powers of Europe by accepting
their ultimatum in the Egyptian embroglio
and transmitting it to the Pasha, who yielded,
not to the Sultan but to the powers; since
which time Turkey has existed merely by the
sufferance of the other nations of Europe, and
is well described by the sobriquet, “ the Sick
Man of the East.” (See * on second page.)

Emm the Evangelist. By permission.

Every great power in Europe looks with
covetous eyes upon the city of Constantinople.
England, Austria, and Russia, especially have
each cherished the hope of one day adding to
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their possessions this busy mart of the Orient.
But hitherto ambition has been restrained by
the certain knowledge that the occupation of
¢ Key of the East” by any one of the powers
would be the signal for a general European
war too awful in its probable consequences to
be risked even for such a prize.

Nevertheless the conquest of Turkey, the
possession of Constantiuople, and the com-
mand of the passage between the Mediterra-
nean and the Black Seas have long been the
avowed purpose of Russia. Peter the Great
cherished this ambition two centuries ago and
left it as a sacred legacy to his successors.
In his will, the great Czar said:—

Take every possible means of gaining Constantino-
ple and the Indies (for he who rules there will be the
true sovereign of the world); excite war continually
in Turkey and Persia; establish fortresses in the
Black Sea; get control of the sea by degrees, and also
of the Baltic, which is a double point, necessary to
the realization of our project; accelerate as much as
possible the decay of Persia; penetrate to the Persian
Gulf; reéstablish, if possible, by the way of Syria,
the ancient commerce of the Levant; advance to the
Indies, which are the great depdt of the world. Once
there, we can do without the gold of England.

How undeviatingly this policy has been fol-
lowed by the Czars will appear from an extract
from Russian history:—

In 1696, Peter the Great wrested the Sea of Azov
from the Turks, and kept it. Next, Catharine the
Great won the Crimea. In 1812, by the peace of
Bucharest, Alexander I. obtained Moldavia, and the
prottily named province of Bessarabia, with its ap-
ples, peaches, and cherries. Then came the great
Nicholas, who won the right of the free navigation of
the Black Sea, the Dardanelles, and the Danube.

Great as were these advances Russian ambi-
tion was not satisfied; and in 1853 the Czar
attempted to establish ‘‘a protectorate over
all Christians in Turkey belonging to the
Greek Church. This claim not being allowed
by the Port, a Russian army entered the
Danubian principalities. After ineffective
negotiations war was declared by the Sultan
on the 4th of October.”

In this, the Crimean war, England and
France allied themselves with Turkey; Russia
was defeated and lost some territory pre-
viously gained; but, in 1870, when all Eu-
rope was intently watching the desperate
conflict between France and Germany, the
Czar announced to the powers that he would
no longer be bound by the Treity of Paris,
made in 1856, which excluded his ships and
arsenals from the Black Sea; and since that
time the Euxine has been practically Russian
territory.

Bat the long-cherished goal of Muscovite
ambition had not been reached, and only a
few years later eastern Europe was again
darkened by an ominous war clond. Russian
intrigue was at work, and in 1875 Bosnia and
Herzegovina revolted; and in a few months
Bulgaria was involved in the rebellion. Ser-
via and Montenegro also took up arms. The
atrocities attending the efforts of the Turks
to suppress rebellion were such as to excite
the indignation of the civilized world. But
the resources of European diplomacy were ex-
hausted in fruitless attempts to gain from the
Porte some real security for better government
in the distracted provinces, and in April, 1877,
Russia again declared war.

The neutrality of Austria had been secured

* Abd-ul-Mejid came to the throne by the death of his
father, Mahmud II. at the very moment when Mehemet. Ali
gseemed abont to make himself master of the Turkish Empire.
Says th» * Encyclopedia Britannica,” Art. * Turkey ™: **The
young Sultan entered upon his reign nominally as an inde-
pendent sovereign, but. really under the protection of the
European powers.” And again. in the same connection, but
of a little later period, it is said of the Czar: ‘' The suppres-
sion of the National Hungarian Government by Russia in
1849 had heightened in the Emper 'r Nicholas the sense of his
own prwer. He now looked forward to the speedy extinc-
tion of Tnrkey. and in 1853 proposed to the British ambassa-
dor, Sir H. Seymour. a plan for the division of ‘the Sick
Man’s’ inheritance as soun as he should expire »

+ ‘“ Encyclopedia Britannica,™ Vol. 28, p. 651.

by a secret agreement permitting that country
to occupy Bosnia and Herzegovina, if Russia
should extend its influence beyond the Bal-
kans. Kngland would doubtless have inter-
fered but the Bulgarian massacres had excited
such horror and indignation that Britain was
forced to remain neutral. Lord Beaconsfield,
then Prime Minister, stipulated, however,
that Egypt should not become the scene of
hostilities, and that the Russians should not
occupy Constantinople, except temporarily.
In this way Turkey was left without an active
ally, and the following February the Rus-
sian army reached the suburbs of the cov-
eted city; but the Czar, knowing that England
would not permit him to reap the full fruits
of his victory, concluded a treaty of peace
with Turkey, March 3, 1878, and shortly with-
drew his troops from Ottoman territory.

As a result of the war, several independent
and semi-independent principalities were
erected out of what had formerly been Turk-
ish territory; and in these, Russian influence
continued to manifest itself. They have been
saved from Muscovite greed only by the influ-
ence of England and Austria, made potent by
English cannon and Austrian columns.

Russia had gained the Black Sea,*but could
advance into Asia Minor only by aggres-
sions in Armenia. To this end revolt was
encouraged there, until a few months since
open rebellion afforded pretext for Moham-
medan bate to manifest itself in the massacre
of those who bore the name of Christians.
This doubtless was the canse of the atrocities
which so horrified the world only a few weeks
ago. From a human standpoint, only one
thing prevented summary interference on the
part of the ¢« Christian ” powers, and that was
jealousy of each other. But God makes even
the wrath of man to praise him, and the re-
mainder of wrath he restrains.” Universal
war would greatly retard the progress of the
gospel, and 80 God holds in check these warlike
elements until his work is accomplished in
the earth. How often during the past twenty
years have men said, the final catastrophe can
be averted only a few months at most, then
universal, devastating war must come. But
heavenly messengers restrain the armies of
earth. ‘I saw four angels,” says the inspired
penman, ‘standing on the four corners of
the earth, holding the four winds of the earth,
that the wind should not blow on the earth,
nor on the sea, nor on any tree. And I saw
another angel ascending from the east, having
the seal of the living God: and he eried with
a loud voice to the four angels, to whom it
was given to hurt the earth and the sea, Say-
ing, Hurt not the earth, neither the sea, nor
the trees, till we have sealed the servants of
our God in their foreheads.”*

Many times the speedy dismemberment of
Turkey has appeared to be inevitable. But
though without friends or allies Turkey has
received aid either directly or indirectly in
every emergency, and has thus been preserved
a8 a nation; bat nobody doubts that the time
will come, when, having filled up the cup of its
iniquity, the Ottoman power will be swept
from the face of the earth.

To the testimony of the unmistakable trend
of political events is added the declarations of
the Word of God. The prophecy declares
plainly that notwithstanding the fact that the
Turk has been supported more or less directly
in the past by other powers, he will finally be
driven from Europe. ¢‘He shall plant the
tabernacles of his palace between the seas in
the glorious holy mountain,” says the inspired
Word, ¢“yet he shall come to his end, and
none shall help him.”*

! Ps. 76:10. ? Rev. 7:13. 3 Dan. 11: 45,

‘“Between the seas in the glorious holy
mountain ” refers unmistakably to Jerusalem,
located between the Dead Sea and the Medi-
terranean. Palestine is Turkish territory, and
the Mohammedan, equally with the Christian,
regards Jerusalem as holy ground. And what
is more natural than that driven from Europe
and fired by religious fanaticism, the Turk
should make the ‘¢ City of David ” his capital?

But such a transfer of the Ottoman seat of
government will by no means settle the East-
ern Question; it will only change its form.
Turkish hate and fanaticism will beget like
feelings in ¢ Christian” breasts, and Christen-
dom will demand the expulsion of the Turk
from the ¢“ Holy City.”  ¢“ He shall come to
his end and none shall help him.” And
what then? Let the prophecy answer: ‘‘ And
at that time shall Michael stand up, the great
prince which standeth for the children of thy
people: and there shall be a time of trouble,
such as never was since there was a nation
even to that sume time: and at that time thy
people shall be delivered, every one that shall
be found written in the book. And many of
them that sleep in the dust of the earth shall
awake, some to everlasting life, and some to
shame and everlasting contempt. And they
that be wise shall shine as the brightness of
the firmament; and they that turn many to
righteousness as the stars for ever and ever.
But thou, O Daniel, shut up the words, and
seal the book, even to the time of the end:
many shall run to and fro, and knowledge
shall be increased.”*

The seal of the book of Daniel has been
broken. Knowledge of the Scriptures, as well
as of the arts and sciences, has increased won-
derfully, and in the light of the divine Word
the present status of the Eastern Question
points unmistakably to the soon coming of the
“King of kings and Lord of lords” * toclaim
the promise of the Father and to fulfill his
word: ¢“ Ask of me, and I shall give thee the
heathen for thine inheritance, and the utter-
most parts of the earth for thy pos-ession.
Thou shalt break them with a rod of iron;
thou shalt dash them in pieces like a potter’s
vessel.” *  ¢¢ And the kingdom and dominion,
and the greatness of the kingdom under the
whole heaven, shall be given to the people of
the saints of the most High, whose kingdcm
is an everlasting kingdom, and all deminions
shall serve and obey him.”” And in these
events only will be found the final settlement
of the Eastern Question.

> -

WHAT THEY WANT.

THE ‘“ National Reform * conception of the
State,—the conception upon which Sunday
legislation is demanded of Congress and other
law-making bodies,—is that the State is the
creature of God, and therefore amenable to
God’s moral law,—that law which says,
¢¢Thou shalt have no other gods before me,”
¢ Remember the Sabbath day to keep it holy,”
etc.

But the ¢“National Reform” party do not
purpose to abolish or change the form of this
Government. They want it tobe ‘“Christian”
—to0 be a government of God on earth, but
they do not purpose to abolish the various of-
fices which are now filled by the people’s rep-
resentatives. They do not advocate a formal
transfer of the government to God, by a gen-
eral abdication of office in his favor. They
are probably aware that the Almighty would
take no notice of any such action; and more-
over, it would seriously interfere with their

4 Dan. 12: 14.
7 Dan. 7:27.

5 Rev. 19: 16. ¢ Ps 2
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plans if he should do so. They would have
the various functions and offices of govern-
ment remain as they are; at least, they
have given no hint of any purpose to the con-
trary.

Tae question then arises, In this govern-
ment of God on earth, who would do the gov-
erning? We are toll of course that God
would goverr; but how would this be done?
He will not descend himself, nor send angels
down from heiven, to take control of affairs.
No; it will still remain for men to fill the
quondam positirns of pubiic trusc. But how
i8 it to be known what men are suitable for
these positions? How is the divine will to be
made known in this respect? Where now is
the pillar of cloud, from which God commu-
nicated with his people of old? Where is the
visible shrine of his glory to which men may
seek, or where the Urim and the Thummim,
by which his will was wont to be made known?
Where are the seers and prophets by whose
anointing it may be manifest what men are
chosen of God? There are none, must be the
confession of the religious world. And still
the necessity remains of selecting such men
for public office as will make this a govern-
ment of God.

How then can it be done? Will the choice
be left to the people themselves? That wonld
not do, for more than half the people of the
land are not even professedly Christians.
Hence they could not select the proper can-
didates for office. But the ‘‘reform” party
are not unprepared for this emergency. They
have a solution of the problem, and it has
been already announced. It appeared in an
article by Rev. W. F. Crafts, in the Christian
Statesman of July 5, 1888. It was stated in
one sentence, thus:—

The preachers are the successors of the prophets.

This throws a flood of light upon the whole
situation.  Anciently, the prophets made
known the ones whom God had appointed to
office; the same will now be done by the
preachers. And obviously no preachers can
go fittingly assume this task as those who have
so long recognized and advocated its neces-
gity!

f&nd thus is seen the purpose of the demand
for a ‘¢ Christian ” government: This must be
a government of God; it must therefore be a
government by Christian officials; the officials
must therefore be chosen by the preachers.
In short, if only this is made a government
of God, we [the preachers] will do the gov-
erning! And that is what we want, and are
determined to have!

And what the people will then have in place
of their present free government, is set forth
in the article, ‘¢ Clerical Civil Government,”
on page 60.

-

GOING TO THE ROOT OF THE MATTER.

ReFERRING to the so-called Christian
amendment, the 7ruth Seeker, of this city,
suys:—

Freethinkers go to the root of the matter by refus-
ing to admit the existence of the being the Christians
describe as God; by denying that civil government
has any other source than the people who establish it,
and by opposing all religious legislation as a fraud,
a usurpation, and a tyranny. This ground is per-
fectly tenable nnder the Constitution and it is the
only reinge from the tide of religions fanaticism and
political hypoerisy that is floating the theocrats on .to
‘Washington.

This is a mistake. It is much easier to go
to the root of the matter while acknowledging
the being of God, and that rights have a
higher source than the will of the people.

¢“ There ,is no prwer but of God,” and ‘the
powers that be are ordained of God.”
But, as we have many times shown, as God
has ordained these powers, 8o he has lim-
ited them, and in this fact is our only se-
curity.

The Declaration of Independence, written
by Thomas Jefferson, an avowed liberal, rec-
ognizes both the being of God, and that he is
the author of rights, and consequeuntly of
government. ‘“ We hold these truths to be
self-evident,” wrote Jefferson, *¢that all men
are created equal; that they are endowed by
their Creator with certain unalienable rights.”
These words recognize the Creator and the
divine origin of rights. If civil government
had no other source than the people, then
there could be no rights superior to the will
of the people; and the pagan motto, ** What-
ever is, is right,” would be true in government
a8 in everything else. But the Declaration of
Independence distinctly affirms the divine or-
igin of human rights and makes those rights
superior to human government, because they
are God-given. .

Government is ordained of God to be “‘a
terror to evil-doers and a praise to them that
do well.” He has, therefore, ordained no in-
vasion of the rights which he himself gave,
and whatever liberty freethinkers enjoy to-day
is due to the recognition by their fellowmen
of the fact that they, equally with other men,
are by their Creator endowed with certain
unalienable rights; consequently they and
they only go to the root of this matter who
recognize God as the Creator, and who, ac-
knowledging his right to command them,
maintain their God-given right to worship
him according to the dictates of their own
consciences, and who also consistently main-
tain that every other man has the same God-
given right not to worship if he so elects.

-
‘““PEACE, ORDER, AND GOOD GOVERNMENT "’
IN BROOKLYN.

ON the evening of January 29, a large
‘“mass meeting” was held in Dr. Meredith’s
church, Brooklyn, for the purpose of securing
a more rigid enforcement of the excise Sunday
law in that city. Speeches were made and
resolutions passed which were deemed appro-
priate to the occasion. The preamble and
first resolution read thus:—

Recognizing the sacredness of our Christian institu-
tions, and the obligations of all Christians to sustain
the legislative enactments which minister to peace,
order and good government; and,

‘WHEREAS, It is the conviction of this representative
assembly of the city of Brooklyn that peace, order,
and good government are discouraged, and, to a great
degree, prostrated. by the partially unrestricted sale
of intoxicating drinks on the day recognized by
the majority of our citizens and by statute as our
day of rest, quiet and public worship; therefore,
be it

Resolved, First, That we pledge our united support
to his honor, Mayor Wurster, in an impartial enforce-
ment of that section of the excise law providing that
no liquor be sold or offered for sale during the hours
of Sunday in any saloon or store, and that he be urged
to clothe the police force with all the authority pro-
vided by statute.

The introductory words, ‘¢ Recognizing the
sacredness of our Christian institutions,” are
significant of the real purpose of the gather-
ing. This recognized ‘‘sacredness” is to be
given the benefit of legal enactments.

But is this recognition a proper reason for
petitioning for a stricter enforcement of any
statunte? The laws are for all alike: but this
‘‘recognition” is altogether partial. Very
many people in the land do not recegnize the
sacredness of Christian institutions. and some
who do, do not recognize Sunday as one of
them. Hence the recognition named affords

at best onlyr a ground for legislation which
would be class legislation, and therefore partial
and uvjust.

The second clause of the preamble cites the
‘““conviction of this representative assembly
of the city of Brooklyn that peace, order, and
good government are discouraged, and to a
great degree prostrated, by the partially unre-
stricted sale of intoxicating driuks on the day
recognized by the majority of our citizens and
by statute as our day of rest, quiet, and public
worship.” Undoubtedly this conviction states
the truth, and Sunday liquor selling should
be prohibited; but if ‘‘the partially unre-
stricted sale” of intoxicants on that day is
destructive of public peace, order, and good
government, what must be said of the wholly
unrestricted sale of the same (except to
minors) on all other days? In other words,
if peace, order, and good government in
Brooklyn is the real object sought at such
mass-meetings, why is the partially unre-
stricted sale of intoxicants on Sunday a greater
hindrance to the attainment of that end
than is the unrestricted sale of intoxicants on
other days of the week ?

If peace, order, and good government are
to be secured in a city, why not call for pro-
hibition of the liquor traffic on every day
alike? Can that object be secured by any-
thing short of this?

It may be said that liquor selling cannot be
stopped by laws prohibiting it. Very true;
neither can stealing and murder be stopped
by laws against them. Yet such laws are
proper and necessary, and no one advocates
their repeal, or the prohibition of such acts
only on Sunday.

If liquor selling is just—not destructive of
human rights—let it be allowed all the time.
We have nothing to feer from what is right.
No person can be unjustly hurt by that at any
time. But if it be unjust—an invader of the
rights of mankind—let it be prohibited as
suach; let it be outlawed like all other enemies
of our rights. Let it be kept away from us
all the time.

We do not believe in a kind of prohibition
which allows an intoxicant to be sold six days
in the week (thus enabling the consumer to
have it in his possession on every day of the
week and to become its victim and a perpe-
trator of crime upon every day), and really
accomplishes only the exaltation of a relig-
ious institution.

. >

SUNDAY STREET CARS FOR TORONTO.

[Christian Register, January 30.]

By the recent decision of a conrt of appeal
in Canada it is decided that Toronto shall
have the use of street cars on Sunday. This
city has been Puritanically Sabbatarian, and
the cars have been prohibited on the streets
until after midnight Sunday. The incon-
sistency of such legislation is shown in the
fact that, while the horse cars have been
prohibited, carriages and bicycles have been
allowed to run. People rich enough to own
a carriage counld therefore ride to church, and
those having bicycles could ride in other di-
rections. The great majority of church-gners
were compelled to go on foot. For the young
and healthy this is no hardship; for, what
with elevators, street cars, and bicycles, we
are loging the use of our legs. For the aged
and infirm and for many others who want
street cars for other purposes than church-
going the sabbatarian law has been very in-
convenient; and there is nothing to show
that Toronto is any more religious than other
cities for imposing this form of public in-
convenience. ‘



60

AMERICAN SENTINEIL

Vor. 11, No. 8.

THE BARBER SUNDAY LAW.

RrLIGTOUS legislation in the State of New
York has been recently strengthened by a
decision by Justice Ingraham, of the Appellate
division of the State Supreme Court, affirm-
ing the constitutionality of the law requiring
all the barber shops in the State to be closed
on Sundays, except in the cities of New York
and Saratoga, where they are permitted to be
open on Sundays till 1 o’clock . M. The
language by which the Justice sought to
sustain his decision is as follows:—

There is nothing in this act that attempts to provide
that the appellant shall not carry on his particular
trade or calling in any manner, or at any place that
he pleases. He is simply prohibited from carrying
on that trade on Sunday. An examination of the
legislation of most of the States will show that that
subject was regulated by statute prior to the adoption
of the Federal Constitution and the constitution of
the State, and that prohibition of work upon Sunday,
more or less severe, was in force in all the States at
that time, and the right of the legislature to regulate
the observance of the sabbath has been recognized
without exception by this and some of the other States
since the formation of our Government.

The first two sentences of this opinion are
simply contradictory to each other. Prohibi-
tion of one’s regnlar business on Sunday is a
prohibition of that business in any place and
in any manner, 8o long as it lasts; and pro-
hibition at one time of any business or pursuit
is justifiable only by the propriety of its pro-
hibition at all times, save under emergencies
which arise from extraordinary circumstances.
In other words, the character of a thing is
not determined by its length ; a piece of rope is
no less rope becanse it may be only one seventh
as long as another piece of rope. And so
with the prohibition of Sunday business; it is
no less prohibition ¢n fofo because it is inter-
mittent in character and only one seventh as
long as if it were continued throughout the
week.

It follows, also, that if the legislature can
rightfully prohibit a business on one day of
the week, it can rightfully prohibit it on all
days of the week. The two pieces of legisla-
tion would be, in principle, precisely the
same.

In the plea of unconstitutionality upon
which the law was brought before the supreme
court, the point was raised that it is class
legislation, since it confers special privileges
upon shops in New York and Saratoga.
Concerning this the Justice said :—

We do not think that the act can be questioned on
this ground. If the legislature has power to regulate
the observance and prevent the desecration of the
sabbath, it has power to say what acts in the different
localities of the State it is mnecessary to prohibit to
accomplish this purpose. It is quite conceivable that
an act should be prohibited in one locality, thickly
settled, which, in sparsely settled districts of the
State, could be allowed; and for this reason an act
might be objectionable in one district while not in
another.

It will be noticed that this decision does
not recogunize the ‘* civil sabbath ” idea at all,
but treats of the statute as one to ‘‘regulate
the observance and prevent the desecration
of the sabbath.” In other words, the statute
is recognized as a piece of religious legislation.
¢ Desecration” of the ¢ sabbath” cannot
mean any other kind of act than one per-
taining to religion.

The point that the statute is class legisla-
tion is well taken. All religions legislation
is class legislation in the interests of the class
professing the religion thus ‘‘ favored.” And
this statute is further identified as class legis-
lation by the reason alleged in the appeal.
While it is no doubt true that under some
circumstances ‘“an act should be prohibited
in one locality, thickly settled, which in

sparsely settled districts of the State.could be
allowed,” this fact constitutes a very poor
reagon for forbidding the act in Brooklyn,
Buffalo, Rochester, etc., and allowing it in
Saratoga.

In conclusion, it may be said that the
Justice’s appeal to the long-standing Sunday
legislation of this country as a justification of
such legislation now, is an appeal to a very
bad source. Such legislation wus wrong then,
just as it is wrong now. Lapse of time does
not make wrong right. Its pedigree is trace-
able directly back to the Old World legislation
of Church and State times. It should have
been repealed at the birth of this free Re-
public.

CLERICAL CIVIL GOVERNMENT.

A ENOWLEDGE of what this Government
will become when its legislators surrender
fully to the demands of the clergy, and its
laws are modeled after (their ideas of) the
will of God, is not dependent upon theory or
logic. It is furnished us by the plain testi-
mony of historical facts.

There is nothing new under the sun,—not
even the ‘‘National Reform ™ theory of gov-
ernment. Indeed, that theory is older than
the theory expressed in our national Constitu-
tion, and has been many times put upon trial.
History is full of instruction upon this
point; but her lessons are never sufficiently
learned by the generality of mankind. This
is why history—evil history—so peristently
repeats itself.

We have not to go back very far into the
past to find the information sought. Nor are
we obliged to turn to Roman Catholic Jands.
Indeed, those most active in National Reform
work are the descendants of the old Scottish
Covenanters, and it is the Scottish Covenanter
theory of government which they are seeking
to establish in this country. That theory
was once well established in Scotland, and
very interesting to enlightened people in this
age is the record of the proceedings under it.
That record may be found in ‘¢ Buckle’s His-
tory of Civilization.” First, however, by way
of introduction, we quote the following from
the ‘‘Encyclopedia Britannica,” article, ‘‘Pres-
byterianism ”’ :—

For the spiritual tyranny which they [the Covenant-
ers] introduced. the reader should refer to Mr. Buckle’s
famous chapter; or, if he thinks those statements to
be partial or exaggerated, to original records, such as
those of the Presbyteries of St. Andrews and Cupar.
The arrogance of the ministers’ pretensions and the
readiness with which these pretensions were granted,
the appalling concepticns of the Deity which were in-
oulcated, and the absence of all contrary expression
of opinion, the intrusions on the domain of the mag-
istrate, the vexatious interference in every detail of
family and commercial life, and the patience with
which it was borne, are to an English reader alike
amazing. ¢ We acknowledge,” said they, ‘‘that ac-
cording to the latitude of the Word of God (which is
our theme) we are allowed to treat in an ecclesiastical
way of greatest and smallest, from the king’s throne
that shonld be established in righteousness, to the
merchant’s balance that should be used in faithful-
ness.” The liberality of the interpretation given to this
can only be judged of after minute reading.

Turning now to ¢“ Backle’s famous chapter”
(chapter V. of his ¢ History of Civilization”),
we find the following (the notes, in brackets,
being from Buckle’s foot-notes in proof of his
statements) :—

T ‘¢ According to the Presbyterian polity, which
reached its height in the seventeenth century, the
clergyman of the parish selected a certain number of
laymen on whom he could depend, and who, under
the name of elders, were his conncillors, or ratber the
ministers of his authority. They, when assembled
together, formed what was called the Kirk-Session,
and this little court, which enforced the decisions ut-
tered in the pulpit, was so supported by the supersti-

tious reverence of the people, that it was far more
powerful than any civil tribunal. By its aid, the
minister became supreme. For, whoever presumed
to disobey him wus excommunicated, was deprived of
his property, and was believed to have incurred the
peuvalty of eternal perditivn.”

‘“The clergy interfered with every man’s private
concerns, ordered how he should govern his family,
and often took upon themselves the personal control
of his household. |[Clarendon, under the year 1640,
emphatically says, ‘‘The preacher reprehended the
husband, governed the wite, chastised the children,
and insulted over the servants, in the houses of the
greatest men.”—Note 26.] Their minions, the elders,
were everywhere; for each parish was divided into
several quarters, and to each quarter one of these of-
ficials was allotted, in order that he might take special
notice of what was done in his own district. Besides
this, spies were appointed, so that nothing could es-
cape their supervision.”

Sunday observance was enforced in a man-
ner which, to even the strictest National Re-
former, would have been unexceptionable:—

‘‘Not only the streets, but even private houses, were
searched, and ransacked, to see if any one was absent
from church while the minister was preaching.” [In
1652. the Kirk Session of Glasgow ‘‘brot boyes and
servants before them, for breaking the sabbath and
other faults. They had clandestine censors, and gave
money to some for this end.” And by the Kirk-Ses-
sion, Presbytery, and Synod of Aberdeen, it was
‘“‘thocht expedient that ane baillie with tua of the ses-
sion pas throw the towne everie sabboth-day, and nott
[note] sic as they find absent fra the sermones ather
afoir or efter none [either before or after noon]; and
for that effect that thoy pas and sersche sic houss as
they think maist meit, and pas athort the streittis.”
*“ Ganging throw the towne on the ordinar preiching
days in the weik, als weill a8 on the sabboth-day
to cause the people to resort to the sermones.
‘“ The session allous the searchers to go into houses
and apprehend absents from the Kirk.]”"—Notes 28,
29. )

The preacher was exalted to a position
which, in the public mind, must have been
but little short of the place of deity:—

““To him [the minister], all must listen, and him
all must obey. Without the consent of his tribunal,
no person might engage himself either as a domestic
servant, or as a field laborer. If any one incurred
the displeasure of the clergy, they did not scruple to
summon his servants and force them to state whatever
they know respecting him, and whatever they had
seen done in hishounse. [In 1652, Sir Alexander Irvine
indignantly writes, that the Presbytery of Aberdeen,
‘“ when they had tried many wayes, bot in vaine, to
mak probable this their vaine imaginatione, they, at
lenthe, when all other meanes failed thame, by ane
unparalleled barbaritie, enforced my serwandis to
reweall upon oathe what they eawe, herd, or knewe
doune within my house, beyond which no Turkische
inquisitione conld pase.”—Note 31.] To speak disre-
spectfully of a preacher was a grievous offense; to
differ from him was a heresy; even to pass him in
the streets without saluting him, was punished as a
crime. His very name was regarded as sacred, and
not to be taken in vain. And that it might be prop
erly protected, and held in due honor, an assembly of
the charch, in 1642, forbade it to be used in any pub-
lic paper unless the consent of the holy man had been
previously obtained.” .

The ‘law and order” leagues, city vigil-
ance leagues, and ‘‘societies for the prevention
of crime,” were very numerous:—

‘‘The arbitrary and irresponsible tribunals, which
now sprung up all over Scotland, united the executive
authority with the legislative, and exercised both
functions at the same time. Declaring that certain
acts onght not to be committed. they took the law
into their own hands, and punished those who bad
committed them. According to the principles of this
new jurisprudence, of which the clergy were the au-
thors, it became a sin for any Scotchman to travel in
a Catholic country. It was a sin for any Scotch inn-
keeper to admit a Catholic into his inn. It was a sin
for any Scotch town to hold a market either on Sat-
urday or on Monday, because both days were near
Sunday. It was a sin for a Scotchwoman to wait at a
tavern; it was a sin for her to live alone; it was also
a sin for her to live with unmarricd sisters. It wasa
sin to go from one town to another on Sunday, how-
ever pressing the business might be. It was a sin to
visit your frierd on Sunday. On that day
horse exercise was sinful; so was walking in the fields
or in the meadows, or in the streets, or enjoying the
fine weather by sitting at the door of yogwown house.
To go to sleep on Sunday, before the duties of the
day were over, was also sinful, and deserved church
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censure.” [The records of the Kirk-Session of Aber-
deen, in 1656, have this entry: ‘* Cite Issubell Balfort,
gservand to W:lliam Gordone, tailyeor, beeing found
sleeping at the Loche side onthe Lord’s day mn tyme
of sermon.”—XNote 186].

At the ¢ Kirk,” the prayers averaged nearly
two hours in length, and the ‘‘sermoues”
about three hours and a half; yet it was a
great sin even for the children to become tired
before they were ended :—

‘* Halyburton, addressing the young people of his
congregation, says: ‘Have not you been glad when
the Lord’s day was over, or at least, when the preach-
ing was done that ye might get your liberty ? Has it

not been a burden to you, to sit 8o long in the church?
Well, this is a great sin.” ”"—Note 186.

¢ Heresy,” or ¢ pretended liberty of con-
science,” was the crime of crimes, and to be
punished aceordingly :—

[““Rutherford’s Free Disputation against Pretended .

Liberty of Conscience” says: ‘“ We hold that tolera-
tion of all religions is not farrfe from blasphemy.”
“If wolves be permitted to teach what is right in their
own erroneous conscience, and there be no ‘magis-
trate to put them to shame,” Judges 18:7, and no
king to punish them, then godliness and all that con-
cerns the first table of the law must be marred.”
“ Wilde and atheisticall liberty of conscience.”—
Notes 199, 200.]

“ They taught that it was a sin to tolerate his [the
heretic's] notions at all, and that the proper course
was to visit him with sharp and immediate punish-
ment. Going yet further, they broke the domestic
ties, and set parents against their offspring. They
taught the father to smite the unbelieving child and
to slay his own boy sooner than to allow him to prop-
agate error. [‘‘ A third benefit (which is a branch of
the former), is zeal in the godly against false teachers,
who shall be so tender of the truth and glory of God
and the safety of the church (all which are endangered
by error), that it shall overcome natural affection in
them; so that parents shall not spare their own chil-
dren, being seducers, but shall either by an heroick
act (such as was in Phineas, Num. 25:8), themselves
judge him worthy to die, and give sentence, and exe-
cute it, or cause him to be punished, by bringing him
to the magistrate. The toleration of a false
religion in doctrine or worship, and the exemption of
the erroneous from civil punishment, is no more
lawful under the New Testament than it was
under the Old. "—Hutcheson’s Exposition on the Minor
Prophets, the Prophets, the Prophecie of Zechariah—
Note 201.)

‘* As if this were not enough, they tried to extirpate
another affection, even more sacred and more devoted
still. They laid their rude and merciless hands on
the holiest passion of which our nature is capable,
the love of a mother for her son. Into that sanc-
tuary, they dared to intrude; into that they thrust
their gaunt and ungentle forms. If a mother held
opinions of which they disapproved they did not
scraple to invade her household, take away her chil-
dren, and forbid her to hold communication with
them. Or if, perchance, her son had incurred their
displeasure, they were not satisfied with forcible sep-
aration, but they labored to corrupt her heart, and
harden it against her child, so that she might be privy
to the act. In one of these cases mentioned in the
records of the church of Glasgow, the Kirk-Session of
that town summoned before them a woman, merely
because she had received into her own house her own
son, after the clergy had excommunicated him. So
effectually did they work upon her mind, that they
induced her to promise, not only that she would shut
her door againat the child, but that she would aid in
bringing him to punishment. She had sinned in lov-
ing him; she had sinned, even, in giving him shelter;
but, says the record, ‘she promised not to do it
again, and to tell the magistrates when he comes next
to her.’

““She promised not to do it again. She promised
to forget him whom she had borne of her womb and
suckled at her breast. She promised to forget her
boy, who had ofttimes crept to her knees, and had
slept in her bosom, and whose tender frame she bad
watched over and nursed. . To hear of such
things is enough to make one’s blood surge again, and
raise a tempest in our inmost nature. But to have
seen them, to have lived in the midst of them, and
yet not to have rebelled against them, is to us utterly
inconceivable, and proves in how complete a thrall-
dom the Scotch were held, and how thoroughly their
minds, as well as their bodies, were enslaved.

““ What more need I say? What further evidence
need I bring to elucidate the real character of one of
the most detestable tyrannies ever seen on the earth ?
When the Scotch Kirk was at the height of its power,
we may search history in vain for any institution
which can compete with it, except the Spanish Inqui-
pition. Between these two there is a close and inti-

mate analogy. Both were intolerant, both were
cruel, both made war upon the finest parts of human
nature, and both destroyed every vestige of religious
treedom.”

It may be said, of course, that all this was
back in the seventeenth century, when men
where narrow and bigoted in their 1deas, and in-
tolerant in matters of religion. Yes, that was
the seventeenth century, when men were big-
oted and self-opinionated and revengeful, and
hated others who differed from them, and
lusted for power in both civil and spiritual
affairs; and this is the nineteenth century,
when human nature is exactly the same that
it was then. 'To-day men are narrow-minded,
bigoted, full of prejudices and passions, and
as eager to obtain power and to use it for any
purpose they may see fit, as they ever were in
the past. Let the ¢“ National Reform ” party
succeed—let there be a resurrection of the
Scottish Covenanter theory of government
in this land, and there will a chapter in our
national history parallel to that in Scotland’s
history to which we have referred.

We present no arraignment of clergymen,
as such; we ourselves believe and preach the
gospel of salvation through Christ. If we
did not, the AMERICAN SENTINEL would not
be published. But there are clergymen and
clergymen—some who are eager to get control
of civil affairs in order that they may be con-
ducted on a ¢“Christian” basis, and others
who see that compulsion in religious matters
is contrary to the gospel, and ruinous to both
the Church and the State. The clergymen
who would assume control of civil affairs if
they could, are not to be trusted. And, sad
to say, they are a numerous and growing com-
pany in our fair land, and are able to marshal
a mighty host of adherents.

The proper administration of civil affairs
for the preservation of peace and order, is
through the regularly constituted and author-
ized officiuls of the government, and not
throngh the clergy, or through ¢ Law and
Order” leagues, ¢ City Vigilunce” leagues,
Epworth leagues, ¢ Christian Endeavor”
leagues, societies for the ¢ Prevention of
Crime,” or anything else of the sort. If the
regularly-constituted officials of the govern-
ment are not trustworthy, let others be ap-
pointed in their place; if they are not suffic-
iently numerous, let the number be increased.
But let religion be kept out of politics, and
to all those of whatever profession who would
seize upon the civil power in the interests of
a religious theory of government, let it be em-
platically said, ¢ Hands off.”

-

DIVINE RIGHT.*

It is the divine right of every man to be-
lieve or not believe, to be religious or not
religious, as he shall choose for himself.
God himself, in Jesus Christ, has said: ¢If
any man hear my words, and believe not, I
judge him not; for I came not to judge the
world, but to save the world. He that re-
jecteth me, and receiveth not my words, hath
one that judgeth him; the word that I have
spoken, the same shall judge him in the last
day.” John 12:47, 48. Thus the God of
heaven, the Author of Christianity, has left
every soul free to believe or not believe, to
to receive or reject, his words, as the man
may choose for himself. And when any man
chooses not to believe, and chooses to reject
his word, the Lord does not condemn him.

Whoever, therefore, would presume to ex-
ercise jurisdiction over the religions belief
or observances of any man, or would ccmpel
any man to conform to the precepts of any

* From chapter XI, ‘‘ Rights of the People.

religion, or to comply with the ceremonies
of any religious body, or would condemn any
man for not so complying, does in that thing
put himself above Jesus Christ, and, indeed,
above God, for he exercises a prerogative
which God himself refuses to exercise.

The word of God is the word of life. To
whomsoever that word comes, whosoever hear-
eth it, to him in that viord there comes life
from God—eternal life. Then he who rejects
that word rejects life. He who rejects life
does in that very thing choose death. And
he who chooses death by the rejection of life
does in that pass judgment of death upon
himself. And so it stands written,*‘ It was
necessary that the word of God should first
have been spoken to you; but seeing ye put
it from you, and judge yourselves mnworthy
of everlasting life,” etc. Acts 13:46. Thus
it is that God judges no man for rejecting
his word ; and this is how it is that that word
ghall judge men in the last day. ¢‘In that
day ” that word of life will stand there as the
witness to all that eternal life came to all,
but was rejected, and nothing but death re-
mains. And when the death is received, each
one receives simply what he has chosen, and
in that the God of love does not condemn,
but is sorry instead.

Now to the Christian church is committed
this word of life as she is sent into the world.
She is to ‘“ preach the word.” To her it is
written, *“ Do all things without murmurings
and disputings; that ye may be blameless and
harmless, the sons of God, without rebuke, in
the midst of a crooked and perverse nation,
among whom ye shine as lights in the world;
holding forth the word of life.” Phil. 2:14-
16. Thus the trne Church is in the world ““in
Christ’s stead. ”’(2 Cor. 5:20), to hold forth,
to bring to men, the word of life. In =o
doing she judges no one, she condemns no
one, she sets at nanght no one, for she “is
subject unto Christ” in everything (Eph. 5:
?4), and he ever says,‘‘ If any man hear my
words, and believe not, I judge [condemn]
him not.”

In this word Christ also establishes the
divine right of every man, at his own free
choice, to dissent from, and to disregard in
every way, any doctrine, dogma, ordinance,
rite, or institution of any church on earth.
And no man can ever rightly be molested or
disquieted in any way whatever in the free
exercise of this divine right.

A Subtle Subterfuge.

Professedly this right has always been rec-
ognized by both Catholicism and the different
sects of Protestantism, but in nearly every
instance the profession of recognition of the
right has been only a pretense; for, while
professing to recognize the right in one way,
in another way, and by a sheer subterfuge, it
has been denied and attempt made to sweep
it entirely away. This subterfuge is for the
church to get her dogmas or institutions rec-
ognized in the law, and then demand obed-
ience to the law, throwing npon the dissenter
the odium of ‘‘lawlessness and disrespect for
the constituted authorities,” while she poses
ag the champion of ‘““law and order,” the
““ conservator of the State, and the stay of
society ”’!

Of all the hypocritical pretenses that were
ever employed, this is perhaps the subtlest,
and is certainly the meanest. It flourished
throughout the Middle Ages, when anything
and everything that the Church could invent
was thus forced npon the people. Its slimy
trail can be traced throughout the history of
the ‘¢ Protestant” sects, in thus forcing upon
the people such peculiar institutions as were
characteristic of the sect that could obtain



62

AMERICAN SENTINEIL

Vor. 11, No. 8.

control of the law. And now it is made to
flourish again, by all the sects together, in
thus forcing upon the people the one thing
in which they are all agreed, and in which they
have obtained control of the law, ' the observ-
ance of Sunday, ‘‘the Christian sabbath, ”
supported by such auxiliary organizations,
such wheels within wheels, as the National
Reform Association, the American Sabbath
Union, the ‘“ Law and O:ider Leagues,” the
¢« Civic Federations,” W. C. 1. U., Y. M. C.
A.,,Y. P. 8. C E., and so on through the
rest of the alphabet.

Sunday, not only according to their own
showing, but by every other fair showing that
can be made, is a religious institution, a
church institution, only. This they all know
ag well as they know anything. And jyet
every one of these organizations, principal or
anxiliary, is working constantly to get this
church institution fixed, and more firmly
fixed, in the law, with penalties attached
that are more worthy of barbarism than of
civilization; and then, when anybody objects
to it, they all cry out that ¢“it is not a ques-
tion of religion; it is simply a question of
law. We are not asking any religious observ-
ance; all that we ask is respect for law”!!

The Christian, Protestant, and American
answer to all this is that neither the Sunday
institution nor any other religious or ecclesi-
astical institation, has any right to a place in
the law. And even when it is put into the
law, this does not take away the right of
dissent. The divine right of dissent from
religious or ecclesiastical institutions abides
ever the same, whether the institution is out
of the law or in the law. And when the in-
stitution is fixed in the law, the right of
dissent then extends fo that law. The sub-
terfuge cannot destroy the right.

The Courts Indorse the Subterfuge.

From the church organizations the courts
have caught up this cry. And, though ac-
knowledging that the Sunday institution is
religious; thatit is enacted and enforced at
the will of the church; and that the logic of
it is the union of Church and State; yet they
insist that, as it is in the law, and the law is
for the public good, no right of dissent can
be recognized, but the dissenter ‘‘may be
made to suffer for his defiance by persecutions,
if you call them so, on the part of the great
majority.

This argument is as old as is the contest
for the right of the free exercise of religious
belief. It was the very position occupied by
Rome when the disciples of Christ were sent
into the world to preach religious freedom to
all mankind. Religious observances were en-
forced by the law. The Christians asserted
and maintained the right to dissent from all
such observances, and, in fact, from every one
of the religious observances of Rome, and to
believe religiously for themselves, thongh in
so doing they totally disregard the laws,
which, on the part of the Roman State, were
held to be beneficial to the population. Then,
as now, it was held that, though religious be-
lief was the foundation of the custom, yet
this was no objection to it, because it had
become a part of the legal system of the gov-

1 “By a sort of factitious advantage. the observers of
Sunday have secured the aid of the civil law. and adhere to
that advantage with great tenacity. in spite of the clamor
for religious freedom and the progress that has been made
in the absolute separation of Church and State. . . . And
the efforts to extirpate the advantage above mentioned,
by judicial decision in favor of a civil right to disregard the
change. seem to me quite useless.”—U. S. Circuit Court.
See ** Due Process of Law,’ pp. 31, 116.

3 These are the very words of the United States Circuit
Court for the western district of Tennes<ee. in August. 15891,
and in behalf of Sunday. too. See ‘* Due Process of Law,"
where the decision is printed in full.

ernment, and was enforced by the State for
its own good.® But Christianity then refused

to recognize any validity in any such argu--

ment, and so it does now.
eligio

A CRITICISM OF THE MASSACHUSETTS SAB-
BATH PROTECTIVE LEAGUE. -

[George B. Wheeler in the Boston Herald, Feb. 4.]
To the Editor of the Herald:

THE claim that was made at the annual
meeting of the New England Sabbath Pro-
tective League in Music Hall Sunday, Janu-
ary 26, that its sole object was to secure a day
of rest for the working man through legisla-
tion, that the character of the league was
wholly humanitarian, and that it was in no
wise its purpose to enforce a religious observ-
ance of the day, is certainly open to criticism,
in view of the character of the legislation sought
and the statements made in the Defender, the
official organ of the league.

They insist on legislation compelling every
one to desist from both labor and amusements,
except works of necessity and charity, npon
the particular day that they believe to be
sacred. Now, if it is simply and wholly to
secure a day of rest for the workman, without
any regard for the religious observance of the
day, why do they insist on taking away his
natural right to engage in labor or amuse-
ments at any time that will best suit his
convenience, providing it is not near enough
to a church and of a character to disturb the
worship?

It is a well-known fact that a large propor-
tion of the wage-earners in our large towns
and cities are closely confined during the
week, with little or no exercise, and that
nothing could be better for them physically
than the exercise that would come from many
kinds of labor that they might engage in or
in many of the healthful amusements and
sports, like base-ball, that are now prohibited,
on the ground that they infringe upon the sa-
cred character of the day.

Now the fact is that labor and amusements
of this kind upon the Lord’s day would be to
this large class of workmen rest, physically
and mentally, and to those who are indifferent
to the sacred character of the day morally
beneficial, for ¢ Satan finds some mischief
still for idle hands to do,” which is as true of
Sunday as any other day of the week.

If the league fear oppression for the work-
ingmen by their being compelled to work
geven days in the week, a simple law obliging
every individnal, firm or corporation, to give
every employé a day of rest after six days of
consecutive labor would certainly accomplish
all they claim. Why is the present bill to
prohibit delivery of ice from wagons on Sun-
day urged by the Sabbath League before the
State Legislature if not on account of the sa-
cred character of the day? If it was simply a
day of rest they wanted to secure for the ice-
men, why not ask for legislation securing for
ice-men a day of rest, and leave the day op-
tional with them?

That it is the religious observance of the
Lord’s day, by cessat'on from both labor and
amusementg, that is the object of the New
England Sabbath League is evident to every
reader of the Defender, its official organ. In

3 *‘The Pagan religion was in truth. so closely interwoven
with all the arrangements of civil and social life that it was
not alwa‘ys easy to separ te and distinguish the barely civil
or social from the relizgious element. Many customs had
really sprung from a religious source. whose connection,
however with religion had long been forgotten by the mul-
titude. and. remembered only by a few learned antiquarians,
lay too far back to be recalled in the popular conscious-
ness.”—Neander, Church History, Vol. I, sec. 8, par. 17.

the declarations of principles it is said: ¢“The
New England Sabbath Protective Le: gue is
formed for the purpose of defending the sab-
bath aguinst the persistent encroachments
upon its sacredness by business and pleasure.”
The word *‘ defending ” certainly implies sume-
thing beside moral suasion.

Another statement that is strongly empha-
sized is: ¢“ These decisions render it clear that
no work will be considered by the court a
work of necessity and charity, and, therefore,
be permitted under existing statutes, which
merely prevents the loss of property, the loss
of mouney or guain, or an additional employ-
ment of labor.” The evident meaning is that
the loss of property, of money or gain is not
to stand in the way of the sacred character of
the day.

Again: ““Should the Legislature of Mas-
sachusetts pass a law abolishing our civil.
rest day, and proclaim it a holiday or a work
day, the religious’sentiment and conscience of
the State would rise in an overwhelming tide
of righteous indignation and protest.” If it
is neither a holiday nor work day, it means a
sacred day, and that would be the reason for
the rise of righteous indignation and protest.
‘“Who, that has any regard for the sanctity
of the day, will say that there is justification
for the 545 scheduled Sunday passenger trains?”
“If the railroad corporations of this State,
with their numerous freight and passenger
trains, do not desecrate the day, then no in-
dividusl or corporation can profane the day.”

Many other quotations like the foregoing
might be given to show that it is the preserva-
tion of the religious character of the day that
is the object of the New England Sabbath
Protective League; indeed, its name indicates
that, and not simply to provide a rest day for
workman.

Can anything be more unpatriotic and un-
American than for part of the community
who believe in the sacred character of a par-
ticular day to try to enforce their views of it
by law upon others who think differently?

-

BETTER LOOK AT HOME.

‘It appears,” rem:ahs the Mail and Ex-
press, ‘“that Ahlwardt, the German dema-
gogue who came over here a month or two
ago to start a fanatical and brutal agitation
against the Hebrews, is still in this country—
very still indeed. The mirguided bigot ap-
pears to have had the sense to take out an
injunction against his mouth to restrain it
from making any further trouble for him.”
This is all very well aside from its rather
virulent tone. But simply because this German
agitator has not found the Americans ripe for
an anti-Jewish crusade, it will not do to con-
clude that there is here no spirit of bigotry or
intolerance. The Mail and Express itself has
a record as the organ of the American Sabbath
Union, which proves that intolerance is not
confined to foreign lands.

-

CHURCH AND STATE.

THIS subject is ably discussed in ‘¢ Relig-
ious Liberty Library,” No. 36 Extra, by Rev.
Geo. B. Kulp, pastor of the M. E. chuich,
Battle Creek, Mich. The sulject under dis-
cussion is the pope’s encyclical to the people
of this country. Mr. Kulp not only does
justice to the designs of the Papacy upon this
country, but he denounces in no uncertain
terms as persecution the prosecution of Prot-
estants by ‘¢ Protestants” for Sunday work.
It is a valuable tract.

Order of the Pacific Press Pub. Co., 39
Bond Street, New York, N. Y.
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SUNDAY-AFTERNOON concerts have re-
cently been suppressed in Pittsburg, Penn-
gylvania.

It is stated that Mrs. Cleveland is a member
of the Woman’s Sabbath Alliance of the Dis-
trict of Columbia, the organization referred to
in our Washington correspondence last week,
having for one of its objects the securing of a
Sunday law for the district.

A RECENT Associated Press dispatch from
London, says: ‘“ An interesting step towards
the Sunday opening of museums and other
public institutions in England is the decision
of the Corporation of London to open the
next Guildhall picture exhibition on Sunday.”

THE Sunday-closing crusade, so vigorously
pushed for some months past in this city,
has reached Brooklyn. At present it. is
confined chiefly to saloons. It will doubtless,
however, soon be extended to bake-shops
and other equally harmless and even necessary
things.

Rev. E. T. Hiscox, D. D., of Mount Ver-
non, this State, had a ringing article recently
in the Christian Index, denouncing as relig-
ious persecution the prosecntion of Seventh-
day Adventists and Seventh-day Baptists for
Sunday labor. We will print it next week.
It ought to have a wide circulation among
Baptists.

THE Christian Statesman reports for the
closing months of 1895, fifty National Reform
meetings; scores of sermons; two conven-
tions; and the dissemination of a large amount
of literature. The editor of the Statesman
challenges any organization to show any
greater amount of work accomplished with
the same expenditure of means.

COMMENTING on the Barber Sunday-law
decisicn in the Appellate Court of this State,
the New York Observer, of February 13, says:
¢ The sabbath-loving portion of the commu-
nity will welcome this decision. Theoutward
and public observance of the sabbath is a
matter concerning which the State has some-
thing to say, and is likely to be so regarded
for some time to come.” As the reader will
observe, this language is in harmony with
what is said of this decision on page 60, viz.,
that it gives legal support to a religious insti-
tution—the Sunday-sabbath—and affords sat-
isfaction to believers in that institution, con-
trary to the wishes and belief of other classes

of the people. It plainly justifies the SEN-
TINEL'S frequent references to Sunday laws as
religious legislation.  There is no institution
more thoroughly r ms in its nature than
the Sabbath.

WE trust that no one will hesitate to read
the article, ¢ Clerical Civil Government,” on
page 60, because of its length. It fairly
bristles with facts most pertinent just now, in
view of the persistent assanlt of the National
Reformera, so-called, upon our American sys-
tem of government. Read it, and ask your
friends to do the same.

—_———— -

THE promoters of the so-called Christian
Amendment and of the Sunday ‘‘law” for
the District of Columbia, have issued orders
to their followers everywhere to circulate pe-
titions and to write letters to members of
Congress in favor of said measures. The idea
is to create the impression that there is a spon-
taneous demand for such legislation.

B

IN saying as we do on page 61, ‘Let relig-
ion be kept out of politics,” we do not mean
that in political life men are free from moral
restraint. Any religion worth having will
make its possessor honest in all the walks of
life. To desire just and honest government is
one thing; to attempt to use civil power to
advance religion is quite another. The SEN-
TINEL is a friend to the former; it uncom-
promisingly opposes the latter.

—_— -

THE Christian Reformer calls attention to
resolutions passed at the recent National Free
Thought Congress -against the so-called
¢¢ Christian” amendment, and intimates that
all Christians who do not indorse the amend-
ment are allies to the infidels. This is not
at all strange since such tactics are quite
characteristic of the ¢‘ Reform” movement.
In a convention held in this city in 1873,
Jonathan Edwards, D. D., then prominent in
National Reform councils, in classifying those
whom he considered enemies to the National
Reform cause, said :—

The atheist is a man who denies the being of God
and future life. To him mind and matter are the
same; and time is the be-all and end-all of conscious-
ness and of character.

The deist admits God, but denies that he has any
such control over human affairs as we call providence,
or that he ever manifests himself and his will in a
revelation.

The Jew admits God, providence, and revelation,
but rejects the entire scheme of gospel redemption by
Jesus Christ as sheer imagination, or—worse—sheer
imposture,

The Seventh-day Baptists believe in God and Chris-
tianity, and are conjoined with the other members of
this class by the accident of differing with the mass of
Christians upon the question of what precise day of
the week shall be observed as holy.

These all are, for the occasion, and as far as our
Amendment is concerned, one class. They use the same
arguments and the same tactics against us. They must
be counted together, which we very much regret, but
which we cannot help. The first-named is the leader
in the discontent and the outcry—the atheist, to whom
nothing is higher or more sacred than man, and noth-
ing survives the tomb. It is his class. Its labors are

almost wholly in his interest; its success would be
almost wholly his triumph. The rest are adjuncts
to him in this contest. They must be named from
him; they must be treated as for this question, one

party.

The truth is, however, that nobody is so far
from infidelity and atheism as the man who
recognizes the existence of inalienable rights;
who believes that in matters of religion God
is supreme, and that every man should be left
free to render to God that service which the
Creator requires of every man. ¢ For he that
cometh to God must believe that he is, and
that he is a rewarder of them that diligently
seek him;” and he who worships God ¢ must
worship him in spirit and in truth,” not by
compulsion.

Primarily, infidelity means unfaithfulness,
and who i3 so unfaithful as those who deny
the power of God, and who show their lack
of faith in God by appealing to civil anm-
thority for the accomplishment of those
things which God has reserved in his own
power?

THE case of the three Seventh-day Advent-
ist ministers—Burrill, Howe, and Simpeon,
arrested some months since in Ontario, for
doing secular labor on Sunday, is now pending
in the High Court on a motion for a writ of
certiorari.

In Manitoba a sentence of twenty days for
Sunday work is hanging over Mr. White-
house; but so far no steps have been taken by
the justice to enforce it.

In the United States, cases for Sunday work
are pending against Robert Nash, in Missis-
gippi; J. W. Lewis, in Tennessee; and Ira
Babcock, in North Carolina. The latter case
will be tried in Febroary, the two former in
March.

None of the work complained of in these
cases was of a character to cause any disturb-
ance other than the mental unrest always felt
by those who are not willing that people who
differ from them in the practice of religion
should enjoy equal freedom with themselves.
In every case the prosecutors are members of
Sunday-keeping churches, and their appeal to
the civil ¢“law ” is for the avowed purpose of
compelling the Adventists to respect their
religion.

THE AMERICAN SENTINEL, published at
New York, in naming a list of papers which
have spoken against sumptuary Sunday laws,
names only the Zampa Tribune for Florida,
whereas the Buoy has spoken against them
repeatedly in tones not to be misunderstood,
and it will continue to do so.—St Andrews
( Fla. ) Buoy.
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