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ROME DEFENDS THE INQUISITION.

On another page we reprint from the Cath”
olio Mirror an article which deserves more
than passing notice, not alone because of what
it contains, but because of the prominence of
the Roman Catholic layman who writes it,
and for the reason that it is published with
evident approbation in the Mirror, the official
organ of Cardinal Gibbons, Archbishop of
Baltimore.

“The Church” Ruled the World.

In the very outset it will be observed that
in the times of which Mr. Conway writes,
* the Church of Christ,” by which he means
the Roman Catholic Church, “ruled with the
scepter of faith the civilized world.” The
same fact, namely, the universality of Rome’s
political domination at the era of the Inqui-
sition, is emphasized all through the first part
of Mr. Conway’s article. This fact itself, in-
sisted upon by Mr. Conway, is sufficient to
show that Rome and Rome alone was respon-
sible, not only for the Inquisition, but for
the untold horrors which everywhere attended
its operations not only in Spain, but also in
France, Italy, and the Netherlands, and, in-
deed, wherever it was established.

Denials Not Proof.

It is true that later in his article Mr. Con-
way attempts to explain away some of the
most damaging facts relating to the opera-
tions of the Inquisition, and that he even
denies that the number of its victims were as
great as is generally stated; but denials are
not proof, and the facts of history concerning
the work of both the Spanish and the Roman
Inquisitions are too well authenticated to be
successfully disputed at this late day.1

Racked Only Once'!

To plead that “the Inquisition was a
very merciful tribunal,” indeed * almost a
compassionate tribunal,” as Mr. Conway does,

1For pertinent facts on this particular subject the reader

is referred to No. 30 of the Religious Liberty Library, price
two cents; to be obtained at this office.
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because “a man was only allowed to be
racked once,” is puerile. One racking was
sufficient to dislocate many of the joints and
to leave the victim a physical wreck, and

Price, Three Cents.

yet we are assured in the closing decade of
the nineteenth century that the tribunal
which habitually inflicted this fiendish torture
was almost compassionate!

TORTURE CHAMBER OF THE INQUISITION.

sraking a Victim from the Rack.

“The Inquisition was a very merciful tribunal;

on page 285.

I repeat it, almost a compassionate tribunal. . .
allowed to be racked once, which no one can deny was a most wonderful leniency in those times.”

A man was only
See Mirror article
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If Right Why Deny the Facts?

Bat why, believing as he does that the In-
quisition was right, Mr. Conway cares to enter
even a partial denial of the charges against it
is more than we can see. If, as he insists,
““the church” was justified in punishing her-
etics even to the death, then the exact num-
ber so punished can make no material differ-
ence. If, as Mr. Conway also insists, it was
the bounden duty of the church to root out
heresy, she certainly could not be blamed for
using whatever means seemed most likely to
accomplish that result in the shortest time;
and certainly nothing could have been more
effective than the utter extinction of the in-
corrigible.

The Church Claims Infallibility.

It must be remembered that the Cath-
olic Church claims infallibility through its
head, the Pope. If this claim were true, the
state of society and the customs of the times
could make no difference with the acts of the
church; they must be right. It is true that
this infallibility is claimed only in ¢ matters
of faith and morals,” but certainly the right
of the church to persecute dissenters, even
to the death, is a question both ‘‘of faith and
morals.” Members of that church evidently
realize this, and practically admit it when they
attempt to justify the action of the church in
establishing and maintaining the Inquisition.
Were it simply a question of expediency, of
church discipline, or of anything outside of
that for which they claim infallibility, they
would certainly not stultify themselves by
making any defense. Then might they well
afford to say: ‘“The church has never claimed
infallibility in discipline; and in establishing
and maintaining the Inquisition she erred.”
Buat as the dogma that the church has a right
to coerce the conscience, to compel obedience,
is a matter of ¢“faith,” and as torturing and
killing men is a question of morals, they
dare not say that the church erred in these
things.

Two Inquisitions.

¢ History,” says Mr. Conway, ‘‘divides the
Inquisition into two distinct tribunals; the
Roman Inquisition and the Inquisition of the
Spanish Government. Great care,” he adds,
““must be taken not to confound the two.
One is purely ecclesiastical, the other strictly
gecular.” In the light of this full and candid
admission that the Roman Inquisition be-
longed wholly to the church, it is needless to
dwell upon that phase of the subject. We
shall examine briefly, therefore, his statement
that ‘¢ the other,” namely, the Spanish In-
quisition, was ‘strictly secular.” And in so
doing we shall find that ‘‘great care” isindeed
required not to confound the two, so much
are they alike, in origin, purpose and opera-
tion.

Defends the Spanish Inquisition.

In the first part of the latter half of his
article Mr. Conway discusses the Spanish
Inquisition at considerable length and gives
quite an account of its origin, which he en-
deavors to show was purely political. He as-
scribes it altogether to the desire of the king
to establish such a tribunal for political rea-
gons, but in doing this he himself very clearly
shows that this desire sprang, primarily, from
intense religious feeling; and, as in his de-
fense of the Roman Inquisition, he appeals in
its justification to the customs of the people
who lived at that time.

To Detect Jewish Hypocrites.

The claim made by Mr. Conway is that the
Spanish Inquisition was directed particularly

against the Jews, many of whom, ¢‘thirsting
for wealth, while secretly remaining Jews,
pretended to profess the Catholic faith, were
baptized, pushed themselves into the courts
and kingly palaces, became holders of large
estates, and even were found among the priests
and prelates of the Church of God. In this
hidden, underhanded manner, they were seek-
ing to overturn the institutions, not only of
the Catholic Church, but also of the Spanish
nation.”

Why Such Hypocrisy ?

A pertinent question would be, Why did
the Jews thus profess a faith which they did
not believe? Was it not because of the cor-
rupt union of Church and State which placed
a premium upon hypocrisy, and upon moral
and political corruption? and is it not evi-
dent from this that the logic of any union of
Church and State is unbounded corruption in
both? or an inquisition? because where it is
made a matter of financial or political profit
for men to profess a certain faith, many will
be found to do so, and when they have so
professed they will use their influence and
positions for their own aggrandizement. To
discover the secret thoughts of the hearts of
such men the methods of the Inquisition must
be used. Therefore Mr. Conway’s statement
of facts constitutes a powerful argument
against all union of Church and State, be-
cause such union must, in the first place,
beget and foster hypocrisy; and hypocrisy
can be completely discovered only by wringing
from men the secrets of their hearts; and this
can be done only by torture.

Was It Political ?

But let us examine the political element
which Mr. Conway insists entered into this
matter. He says that these Jews in ¢‘this
hidden, underhanded manner” ‘‘were seeking
to overturn the institutions, not only of the
Catholic Church, but also of the Spanish
nation.” The last accusation, namely, that
they were seeking to overturn the Spanish
nation, must be understood in the light of
other utterances by the same writer, who, in
his attempted justification of the persecution
of ¢“the heretic,” styles him ¢‘a foe to civil-
ization.” Roman Catholics believe that the
Roman Catholic Church is the only efficient
promoter of civilization, consequently any-
thing that is opposed to the Catholic faith is,
as they view it, opposed to civilization. In
like manner they believe that the Catholic
Church is the only adequate conservator of
stable, civil government, therefore that which
is opposed to the Catholic Church is opposed
to civil government; thus runs their theory.
So that in its last analysis that which is here
assumed and asserted to be political was in
fact religiouns; and to reach this and stamp it
out the Spanish Inquisition, equally with the
Roman Inquisition, was established.

The Consent of the Pope Necessary.

Again, Mr. Conway gives his whole case
away when, in attempting to show that the
Spanish Inquisition was ‘‘secular,” he admits
the fact that before it could be established the
consent of the Pope was necessary; and seeing
himself the incongruity of having to receive
the consent of the church for the establish-
ment of something ¢‘strictly secular,” he asks:
““What need was there of the permission of
the popes? If the Inquisition was purely zec-
ular what had the Pope or the church to do
with its actions?” And answering his own
question he says: ¢‘ The permisgion of Rome
was necessary for many reasons, but chiefly
for two, first, because the men who were ap-
pointed as inquisitors by the Court of Spain

were priests and prelates and theologians of
the church, and were for that reason under
the jurisdiction of the popes; and secondly,
-and most especially, because the Inquisition
was instituted to try people on matlers of
faith.”

Managed by Priests, Prelates and Theolo-
gians.

These facts thus clearly stated by a prom-
inent Roman Catholic writer in a prominent
Roman Catholic paper ought certainly to sat-
isfy any candid mind as to the nature of the
Spanish Inquisition. It existed by permis-
sion of the church, was administered by
priests, prelates and theologians of the church,
and existed for the purpose of trying people
in matters of faith, and the punishments in-
flicted were for departures from the faith of
the church.

Two Vital Questions.

But perhaps too much space has already
been devoted to the discussion of this phase
of the question. T'wo vital points yet remain
to be examined. First, the confession of
adulterous union of the Church with the
State; and second, the parallel afforded by
his article between justification of intoler-
ance in the Dark Ages and justification of in-
tolerance in our own day.

Confession of Adulterous Union,

Speaking of the relation which existed be-
tween the Church and the State in the days
of the Inquisition, Mr. Conway says: ¢ To
put it briefly, in those Middle Ages there was
the greatest union of Church and State.
This union was the natural outcome of the
beautiful marriage of civil and religious in-
stitutions. The State, then, as it should
now, protected and defended her [his] holy
bride from danger and persecution.” It is
troe that in the 21st chapter of Revelation
the City of God is called ¢ the bride, the
Lamb’s wife.” DBut all through the Serip-
tures marriage is used to illustrate the relation
which exists between Christ and his Church,
and the Catholic Church holds and teaches
that the church is the bride of Christ. But
here we have it declared by a prominent Cath-
olic writer, in an official organ of the church,
that the union which existed between the
Catholic Church and the State in the Middle
Ages ‘‘was the natural outcome of the bean-
tiful marriage of civil and religious institu-
tions;” and that this was nothing less than
the marriage of the State and the Church is
ghown by the words, ¢“ The State, then, as it
should now, protected and defended her [his]
holy bride [the church] from danger and per-
gecution.” This is a confession of all that
Protestants have ever charged against the
Church of Rome, namely, that she is the tewd
woman described in the 17th chapter of Rev-
elation, ‘¢with whom the kings of the earth
have committed fornication.”

The church being first married to Christ,
and subsequently joined to the State, is by
the Scriptures declared to be guilty of spirit-
nal adultery. ¢ For the woman which hath
a husband is bound by the law to her husband
8o long as he liveth; but if the husband be
dead, she is loosed from the law of her hus-
band. So then if, while her husband liveth,
she be married to another man, she shall be
called an adulteress.” *

What a warning is there in this against
that for which the National Reformers are
laboring, and upon which they insist, namely,
a union of the State with religion, not, they
say, with any particular church, but simply
with Christianity, That is exactly what they

2 Rom, 7:2-3.
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had in Rome, and that which followed was
only the logical and inevitable ontcome.

A Perfect Parallel.

One important point remains to be noticed,
namely, the parallel between the ¢ justifica-
tion” of intolerance in the era of the Inqui-
gition and the ¢‘justification” of intolerance
now. We shall show this parallel by placing
side by side a portion of two paragraphs from
Mr. Conway’s article and a short extract
from Judge Hammond’s dictum given August
1, 1891, at Memphis, Tenn., in the case of R.
M. King, a Seventh-day Adventist, tried,
convicted, and imprisoned for practical dis-
sent from the religious faith of his neighbors
a8 to the particular day to be observed as the

Sabbath :—

CoNWwAY'’S DEFENSE OF THE
RoMAN INQUISITION.

““This was done when
all the world embraced
the teachings of the Cath-
olic Church. King and
subject, prince and peas-
ant, rich and poor, all be-
lieved her doctrines not
only to be true, but to be
incapable of being false.
Schools and churches, as-
semblies and meeting-
houses, echoed and re-
echoed with her tenets
and dogmas. And so,
quite naturally, it seemed
to all who lived in such
surroundings, and rightly
toe, that any one who
sought to destroy the faith
of the nation, which is at
all times its most priceless
treasure, was as great an
enemy to the State as one
who contrived to under-
mine its civil institutions.

‘““Moreover, since all
statesmen and public offi-
cers were at the same time
Catholies, it is most easy
to understand that they
enacted laws and punish-

ment in keeping with
their religious convie-
tions. All the

laws had a tinge of Cath-
olicity, and they were car-
ried out in a manner sa-
voring of the principles
of that universal religion.
Consequently, it is evi-
dent, that one who was a
heretic then, was, by that
very fact in opposition to
the spirit of the laws and
customs of his country—
in other words, a disturber
of the public peace, and
an underminer of civil
society.”

HAMMOND'SDEFENSE OFTHE
TENNESSEE INQUISITION.

By a sort of factitious
advantage, the observers
of Sunday have secured
the aid of the civil law,
and adhere to that advan-
tage with great tenacity,
in spite of the clamor for
religious freedom, and the
progress that has been
made in the absolute sep-
aration of Church and
State. The courts
cannot change that which
has been done, however
done, by the civil law in
favor of the Sunday ob-
servers. The religion of
Jesus Christ is so inter-
woven with the texture of
our civilization and every
one of itsinstitutions, that
it is impossible for any
man or set of men to live
among us and find exemp-
tion from its influences
and restraints. Sunday
observance is 8o essentially
a part of that religion that
it is impossible to rid our
laws of it. It isidle
to expect in government
perfect action or harmony
of essential principles, and
whoever administers, who-
ever makes, and whoever
executes the laws, must
take into account the im-
perfections, the passions,
the prejudices, religious
or other, and the errings
of men because of these.

. . If one ostenta-
tiously®labors for the pur-
pose of emphasizing his
distaste for, or disbelief
in, the custom [of keeping
Sunday], he may be made
to suffer for his defiance
by persecutions, if you
call them so, on the part
of the great majority, who
will compel him to rest
when they rest.

The parallel is complete, and he who assents

to Judge Hammond’s reasoning in defense of
the Tennessee Inquisition, cannot consistently
dissent from Mr. Conway’s, in justification of
the Roman Catholic Inquisition of the Middle
Ages, as it existed in France, Spain, Holland
and other countries. There can be no com-
promise on this question. It is ‘‘impossible
for a magistrate [civil authority] to adjudge
the right of preference among the various
sects which profess the Christian faith,
without creating a claim to infallibility,
which would lead us back to the church of
Rome.” *

3 It is unjust to imply as does Judge Hammond by the use
of the expression, ‘‘ostentatiously labors,” that the defendant
in this case rendered himself purposely obnoxious to his
neiihbors. His work was of course open to the observation

of t] eﬂublic, but had it not been done by an Adventist it
would have occasioned little more than passing remark.

4 From the memorial of the Presbyterians, Quakers and
Baptists of Virginia, A. D. 1785.

A ROMAN CATHOLIC PLAN FOR CHURCH RE-
UNION.

Says the New York Sun, of September 1:—

The movement for the reconciliation of the Angli-
can Communion to the Papal See has Catholic as well
as Protestant supporters; for instance, the Abbe Por-
tal, an eminent Catholic theologian, concurs with
Lord Halifax in believing that the fusion should be
and could be effected. The plan which he favors was
defined in a recent speech. He concurs with Lord
Halifax in deeming the true unifying process to be
not the conversion of individuals, to which the Cath-
olic propaganda in England has been hitherto re-
stricted, but corporate union, by which he means an
agreement for consolidation between the leaders and
anthorities of the Church of England on the one part
and of the church of Rome upon the other. This
mode of consolidation, he says, would save the indi-
vidual from the torture of doubt and other risks in-
curred by a personal investigation of the faith, and,
above all, it would avoid the danger of shaking the
whole roots of his gpiritual life by forcing him to
break violently with his religious past.

The Sun proceeds to state that this plan
for reunion of the Anglican and Catholic
commaunions has received condemnation from
a source supposed to be the pen of Cardinal
Vaughan, the English primate; and which
would not be surprising, considering its im-
politic nature in thisenlightened day. Never-
theless the plan is essentially papal, and by
it vast numbers of the heathen were, back in
the early years of the great apostasy, received
into the papal fold.

It was this wholesale ‘‘ conversion” and re-
ception of heathenism into the church that
made the Papacy essentially what it is to-day
in respect to religious belief and ceremonies.
The conversion of individuals from heathen-
ism to Christianity was altogether too slow a
process to snit the purposes of the church in
those days when she was struggling to rise to
a place of preéminence from amidst the tu-
mult of hostile forces around her. Conver-
sions were by tribes and nations, through
their ‘‘representatives,” and officials of the
church were not always particular whether
these ‘‘conversions” were made with the con-
gent of the ‘‘converted.” Not infrequently
the latter were given their choice between
“‘conversion” and death. Of course this was
because the ‘‘mystery of iniquity,” of which
the Apostle Paul warned the church in his
day, was working in the church and had per-
verted the latter from the way of righteous-
ness and trath.

If thp Abbe Portal were a resident in the
United States, however, we would not feel
certain that his plan had not been suggested
by some events of our own times, and which
also represent the action of ¢‘Protestants.”
There is the movement which recently came
before Congress, and will come before that
body again, to make this nation ¢‘Christian”
by amending its Constitution. This done,
the people of the nation could be counted as
as Christians, without ¢ the torture of doubt
and other risks incurred by a personal inves-
tigation of the faith.” This project has the
approval and support of leading ‘‘Protestant”
bodies in this country. As the reader may
remember, also, it was not very long since
that some prominent American Protestants
counted all the Roman Catholics as support-
ers of a project for a national Sunday ¢‘law,”
because the project had the approval of Card-
inal Gibbons. That it is right for ¢‘the
leaders and authorities” in the Church to
think for the masses in the Church, and for
the latter to do as their superiors bid them,
ir a principle always upheld by the papal
church, and justified by Protestants on that
occasion.

In rejecting the Abbe’s plan of ¢ corporate
reunion,” the papal authorities simply set the
principle aside as inapplicable to the occasion

of Anglican reunion with Rome at this time.
The day of wholesale ‘‘conversions” to the
“‘faith” seems to be past, and Rome prospers
now by other methods. It is doubtless with
surprise that Rome sees this principle taken
up and indorsed in the name of Protestantism.
Her surprise must be exceeded only by her
exultation as she sees ‘¢ Protestantism ” open-
ing the way for her to work with all the
power and success of pre-Reformation times,
for the spiritual enslavement of mankind.
S.

-

THE SULTAN’S MISTAKE.

THE following, which is taken from some
statements made by the Rev. Mr. MacQueen,
of Boston, just returned to this country from
Turkey, affords a pretty good index to the
amount of good done by the harangues of the
clergy in favor of war upon the Turk. The
Sultan, upon the arrival of Miss Clara Barton
and her company, to engage in Armenian re-
lief work, provided them with escorts. Mr.
MacQueen tells us:—

When they first started, orders for the escorts were
countermanded. This was because a bundle of Amer-
ican papers had arrived containing Talmage’s sermon
in which he fiercely denounced the Sultan. Seven
days after, when the Turkish authorities learned who
Talmage was and that his speech was not equivalent
to a declaration of war, the order was reissued.

Considering all the facts in the case, not
omitting to take account of the nature of Mr.
Talmage’s oratory, it would seem hardly more
than to be expected that the Sultan should
get from his ‘‘sermon” the impression he did.
It is & rather peculiar state of things, from a
Christian point of view, when what purports
to be the preaching of the gospel of peace, by
American clergymen, sounds to foreign rulers
like an American declaration of war. S.

.o

THE BUSINESS OF PREACHERS. )

THE business of preachers is to preach the
gospel. Probably all preachers are agreed
upon this point, but the world suffers by
reason of the wide disagreement among them
concerning what the gospel includes.

The gospel is the word of God. It is the
business of preachers, as such, to preach that
word, and no other. No preacher has any
business to present, as gospel truth, that
which is merely his own conclusions, however
sure he may be that those conclusions are
correct.

We have reached a time when the relation
of the preacher to politics has become a theme
of widespread discussion. There seems to be
some doubt in the public mind as to the pro-
priety of political discourses from the pulpit.
In theory at least, the general sentiment in
this country is opposed to a nnion of Church
and State—a combination of religion with
politics; and when the two are spoken of and
treated as belonging to the same sphere of
action, the average mind instinctively hesi-
tates to give its sanction. But many voices
are now heard explaining away this apparent
distinction of nature and purpose, and show-
ing how a clergyman can properly engage as
a gospel minister in the discussion of poli-
tics. For instance, we quote the following
from the Herald and Presbyter (Cincinnati),
of September 2:—

There is a false sentiment in some localities that
the ministry should confine themselves to religion
and the church, and have nothing to do with polities.
There i8 no class or profession that has more to do
with making good citizens. They gather the people
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from all classes and conditions of society; they bring
them under the influence of gospel teaching; they in-
struct them in their duty to God and man, and build
up the highest type of citizenship. Shall the man
who teaches duty to God be forbidden to teach duty
to society and the State? A minister is a citizen, and
when he took the vows that set him apart to the sa-
cred office, he became no less a citizen. There was
nothing in his obligation which bound him to give up
his civil rights. He does not cease to pay taxes, nor
is he released from military service or jury duty.
‘When the community is aroused over the discussion
of questions that involve public morals, he as a public
educator may have a duty to perform. Certainly he
has a right to be heard when his home and friends
are affected. We see no reason why any man
should be denied a voice in any public matter affect-
ing the weal of the State. On the contrary every man
has a duty to the State which he should intelligently
and faithfully perform.

This certainly sounds very plausible, and is
objectionable only in so far as it tends to
break down the distinction which should be
clear in every mind between the spheres of
civil things and things religious. In ecivil
things the majority must rule, and their rule
must be by force. In religious things each
individoal must decide for himself, and his
decision must be voluntary, not forced.
When religion and politics are mixed, force
is brought into the domain of voluntary ac-
tion, and votes are made to do the work of
faith.

Of course a clergyman has, like any other
person, a civil right to express his mind npon
secular questions which concern the welfare
of individuals and of society. He may even
do this from the pulpit, so far as civil rights
are concerned; though the pulpit is certainly
not the most appropriate place for secular
themes. But let him present these as his
own ideas and conclusions, and not as the
word of God. This is the important point in
the whole subject. The minister of the gos-
pel is not sent to preach his own word, but
God’s word. Why? Because there is no gos-
pel in anything but the word of God. The
gospel is ‘“ the power of God unto salvation
to every one that believeth.” Rom. 1:16.
What power is that? It is the power of God’s
word? And what is that power? ¢ By the
word of the Lord were the heavens made, and
all the host of them by the breath of his
mouth.” Psalm 33:6. It is creative power.
God’s word created all things in the begin-
ning; it creates a new man now when received
in faith; and that is how a sinner is saved
from sin. - He is ‘‘born again”—created new
in Jesus Christ. This is the mystery of God
in the gospel.

Then what business has the gospel minister
to put his own word in the place of the word
of God? Is man’s word a foundation for
Christian faith? Is there any power in it to
save the sonl? Can it create a new and per-
fect man, as God’s word can? The great
tronble with most of the preaching of this day
touches this very point. It substitutes man’s
word for God’s. The ‘‘sermon” presents the
ideas, observations and conclusions of the
preacher, in the place of the divine truths
stated in the Scriptures. This is the reason
there is so little power in it against the wick-
edness which is so dominant in society. And
this is why it is deemed necessary for the
preacher to appeal to the civil power and
geek for a combination of politics with reli-

ion.
g When the Saviour was on trial before Pilate,
the latter asked him, ““What is truth?” The
Saviour had answered this question a short
time before, in these words of his prayer for
his disciples: ¢‘ Sanctify them through thy
truth; thy word is truth.” John 17:17.
Would that preachers would always keep this
text in mind! ¢“Thy word”—not man’s word
—¢¢ig truth.” It is the preacher’s business

to preach truth. He may feel very sure that
his own conclusions are truth, but that is not
to the point. No man is infallible. Of no
man can it be said, Thy word is truth. This
is not impeaching any man’s honesty. It is
but one way of stating the truth that all men
are finite, and that ‘¢to err is human.” No
man’s word can constitute the ¢¢sure founda-
tion” which the Christian must have to stand
upon in the contest with sin.

Several prominent preachers have of late
been preaching strong ‘‘sermons” against
“‘free silver,” denouncing as robbery the
plan of one of the political parties to bring
about ‘¢ free coinage.” This affords an illus-
tration of the point under ' consideration.
These men are of course very sure that they
are right, and it may be that they are. But
again, it may be that they are not right.
Multitudes of intelligent people believe that
they are not. There is no certainty about
it. What they state is merely their own con-
clusions, which no one is under obligation to
receive ag truth. Solikewise the preacher may
“‘preach” upon ‘‘any public matter affecting
the weal of the State,” or of the community
where he resides, if he chooses to do so; but
unless he can read what he would present
from the word of God, he will present merely
his own opinions—nothing more. If anyone
wishes to ‘‘preach” in this way, of course it is
his privilege to do so.

But the preacher is not willing that his
political sermon should be viewed in this
light. He wants it to be received as gospel
truth. He wants the same obligation to at-
tach to it which pertains to the word of God.
He wants to be able to speak upon secular
matters of public interest, with the accredited
authority of a prophet of God. He is not
willing to present his political views as merely
his own opinions, to be taken for what they
are worth. The distinction between man’s
word and God’s word having been largely ob-
literated in the public mind by the preaching
of human tradition, speculation and fancy,
in the place of Scripture, it is now sought to
break down the distinction between the sphere
of religion, in which God’s word rules, and
the sphere of civil things, in which man’s
word must prevail, as expressed by the major-
ity of the people. And never in the history
of this nation was sentiment in favor of this
intermixture of politics and religion being
formed more rapidly than is the case at the
present time. And the meaning of it is that
Church and State are rapidly seeking to oc-
cupy the same spheres of human thought and
life, which can be done only by a union of
these two powers, contrary to the foundation
principles of our American Government.

S.

-

ARE THESE THINGS SO ?

[Special Cable Dispatch to the Sun.]

Loxpon, Sept. 5.—Turkey, it should be
said, is not the only country where barbari-
ties, without a shadow of excuse, are being
committed. A terrible indictment has been
made against the British forces engaged in
suppressing the rebellion in Matabeleland.
Several private letters from Buluwayo this
week describe with an air of verity atrocities
which amount to wholesale legalized murder.
Nothing worse in general character is reported
from Constantinople than this, from English-
men engaged with the British detachment in
pursuit of natives:—

¢“When out on patrol a week ago we sud-
denly surprised five Kaffirs sitting down watch-

ing some goats. They simply jumped up,
threw down their shields and assegais, and
covered their faces with their hands. One
ghort command was given, and the five men
were shot dead. Werode on as if nothing had
happened.

‘“ Another case is that of a young green
doctor sent fresh from home by the Red Cross
Society. He was tying up a wounded Mata-
bele when a sergeant came by.

¢¢ ¢ Hullo, doctor,” says he, ¢what are you
up to?’

¢ ¢Attending this wounded native,’ replies
medico.

¢¢ « Nonsense,’ says the officer. ¢ Leave the
nigger and come and look after some of my
men.’

¢ ¢No,’ says the doctor, ‘I must attend to
this native first.’

¢ ¢Oh, you must, eh? Allright. Bandage
away.” And he drew his revolver and blew
half the Kaffir’s head off.”

<>

THE CHURCH OF ENGLAND IN PARLIAMENT.

IN England, as probably all readers of the
SENTINEL know, there is a State Church—
the ¢ Church of England.” Other church
members are ‘‘ nonconformists.” The latter
probably outnumber the adherents of the
State Church, but receive no governmental
recognition. The State Church receives the
attention of Parliament, and being composed
of two divisions—‘‘High Church” and ‘“Low
Church”—sometimes gives that body no small
amount of work in the settlement of church
differences. This is especially noticeable the
the present year. Not since the disestablish-
ment of the Church in Ireland in 1868, we
are told, has there been a session in which
the concerns of the Church were more before
Parliament than was the case during the sum-
mer just past.

In England, the State Church system is
seen at its best; for the prevailing sentiment
of the people is enlightened and liberal. But
seen at its best, it presents no features that
are not antichristian. The Outlook, of Aug.
29, gives us the following view of its practical
workings, as now observed :—

The majority of English church livings—rectories,
vicarages, and perpetual curacies—are private prop-
erty, and oftentimes go with the landed estates out of
which the ecclesiastical parishes are formed. Some
English landlords have as many as nine or ten of these
livings in their gift. What is meant by ‘‘ in their gift”
is that, when a living becomes vacant, the lord of the
manor has the nomination in his hands. He presents
to a living, and the new incumbent, having proved
himself satisfactory to the bishop of the diocese, is
formally admitted. Once admitted, he is in posses-
sion for life; and the lord of the manor, or whoever
the patron may be, has nothing more to do with the
living until the next vacancy occurs. When ecclesi-
astical patronage is attached to estates in the posses-
sion of Roman Catholics, the owners lose their rights
to presentation. It is invested for the time being
in one or other of the universities of Oxford [and
Cambridge.

The great landowners, as a rule, exercise these pe-
culiar rights in connection with the Established Church
with care and discretion, and usually with satisfac-
tion to the bishops. There is seldom & scandal in
connection with these presentations. Scandal arises
in connection with livings in the gift of needy people,
who, when a living seems likely to become vacant,
turn the right to the next presentation into cash. In
connection with livings in such hands there has long
existed a regular trade. There are numerous agencies
in London which make a specialty of advowsons, and
when these agencies have a living on hand they ad-
vertise it, in just the same way as estate agents ad-
vertise houses and lands. These advertisements can
be seen any day in the columns of the Times or the
Standard. .

The expert advertisement-writers of New York
could not produce more attractive advertisements than
some of those emanating from the brokers in church



SEpTEMBER 10, 1896.

AMERICAN SENTINEILL

285

livings. The advertisements usually make a central
point of the advanced age of the present incumbent.
This, of course, is a most important fact for a pur-
chaser; for no one desires to invest money in a living
when he may have to wait twenty years before he can
present to it. A living is not a marketable property
unless the incumbent is advanced in life, and the va-
cancy may be expected at an early date. The adver-
tisements also describe the character of the Church
service, whether it is High or Low.

High Church livings are in greatest demand, and it
is always important for a prospective rector or vicar
to know the character in this respect of the parish to
which he is going. If the incumbent he is to replace
has been a Low Churchman, the church wardens will
be Low Churchmen too. They stay on after the old
incumbent is gone, and may give trouble to a new in-
cumbent of High Church tendencies. The age of the
incumbent and the character of the service having
been stated, there usually comes in these advertise-
ments of advowsons for sale a glowing description of
the parish and the surrounding country. The society
of the neighborhood comes in for some notice, and
oftentimes stress is laid on the fact that the fishing in
the neighborhood is good, and that a pack of hounds
meets a few miles away. Occasionally emphasis is
laid on the fact that there are no dissenters in the
parish—no Wesleyans, Congregationalists or Baptists;
and that there is no school board.

For years past, sincere and earnest Churchmen
have been shocked at the open manner in which the
brokerage and auctioneering of church livings have
been carried on. The Cranborne Bill is one of several
efforts which have been made to regulate and check
the sales.

It is only the spirit of the Reformation,
which obtained such a strong hold upon the
liberty-loving Anglo-Saxons, that has pre-
vented England from reaping the more bale-
ful fruits of this essentially papal system.

. S.

-

THE INQUISITION.

Its Nature Misunderstood by Many Bigoted
Protestants.

BY JAMES A, CONWAY.

[Written for the CATHOLIC MIRROR.]

[This article is from the Catholic Mirror of August
29. We print it entire for the information of our
readers. For editorial comment see our first page
article, ‘“Rome Defends the Inquisition.”—EbITOR
SENTINEL. ]

In these closing days of the nineteenth
century when every wind brings news of dis-
covery, and when every word that falls from
the lips of humanity adds a gem to the crown
bestowed on modern progress, the atheist,
the infidel, the heretic, impelled by religious
prejudice or blinded by ignorance, still points
a finger of scorn at the mediseval ages when
the church of Christ ruled with the scepter
of faith the civilized world.

Many are the charges brought against the
peoples of those times, which, if trne, must
have made those ages sad indeed. Foremost
among these charges, most grievous in its
nature, and most ready to the tongue of every
opponent of Catholicity, is the Inquisition,
which we have in purpose to examine. His-
tory divides the Inquisition into two distinct
tribunals: the Roman Inquisition, and the
Inquisition of the Spanish Government.
Great care must be taken not to confound the
two; one is purely ecclesiastical, the other
strictly secular. The one was undertaken
and must be defended from a religious stand-
point; the other was established and per-
petuated by the civil government, and must
lean for its justification on national rights
and privileges. But to give a fair, unbiased
judgment upon either, one must set truth in
one eye, and personal disadvantage in the
other, and look upon both indifferently. He
must identify himself with the customs, hab-
its, and opinions of the people who lived in
those ages; he must take into account their

education, and, most of all, their religion,
and beget in his soul the reverence and love
with which they cherished the time-honored
traditions of their forefathers. This done, we
will see that, in the times of which we speak,
all the world embraced the teachings of the
Catholic Church. King and subject, prince
and peasant, rich and poor, priest and people,
all believed her doctrines not only to be true,
but incapable of being false. Schools and
churches, assemblies and meeting-houses,
echoed and re-echoed with her tenets and
dogmas. And so, quite naturally, it seemed
to all who lived in such surroundings, and
rightly too, that anyone who sought to de-
stroy the faith of a nation, which is at,all
times its most priceless treasure, was as great
an enemy to the State as one who contrived
to undermine its civil institutions.

Moreover, since all statesmen and public
officers were at the same time Catholics, it is
most easy to understand that they enacted
laws and punishments in keeping with their
religions convictions. To put it briefly, in
those Middle Ages, there was the greatest
union of Church and State. This union was
the natural outcome of the beautiful marriage
of civil and religious institutions. The State
then, a3 it should now, protected and defended
her holy bride from danger and persecution:
the church softened the might and impetu-
osity of her sterner companion with gentle-
ness and mercy. The State made enactments
and laws for the government of its citizens;
the church inspired and seasoned them with
justice and wisdom. All the laws then, had
a tinge of Catholicity, and they were carried
out in a manner savoring of the principles of
that universal religion. Consequently, it is
evident, that one who was a heretic then, was
by that very fact in opposition to the spirit
of the laws and customs of his country—in
other words, a disturber of the public peace,
and an underminer of civil society. And so
it was that in the year 1184, when Tucins
IIL. sat upon the throne of Peter, the Roman
Inquisition was formally established to bring
to trial the Cathari [the Albigenses]. And
at the same time bishops established special
tribunals in different places, to examine into
the charges against other persons who were
suspected or known to be heretics.

Bat the Inquisition was not fully estab-
lished until in 1248, Innocent IV. took the
tribunal out of the hands of the seculars, and
turned it over to the Dominicans who had
done great work in converting the Cathari.
The Dominicans, according to their mission,
introduced the Inquisition into all countries
and diligently sifted ont and indicted heretics
of every description.

There were three classes of heretics, and
three were the kinds of punishment meted
out to them. 'The first class were the Jews,
who were punished very lightly; the second
class were the ordinary heretics, who were
condemned to banishment or else imprisoned;
the third class, however, those heretics who
were at the same time open disturbers of the
peace, and enemies to society, were punished
to the full extent of the law. The church
could suffer the pagans to worship because
they erred from ignorance; she could tolerate
the Jews because they were the living and
most singular witnesses to the truth; but
never could she countenance or encourage a
formal heretic, a foe to civilization, a barrier
in the way to salvation, to scatter his poisons
unmolested. But aside from the question of
civil society, was the church justified in punish-
ing heretics for that reason alone? Most as-
suredly. The church is the divinely ap-
pointed guardian of the revelations of Jesus
Christ, and consequently has the right to

rebuke those who, in any way, attack the
purity of that faith. Besides, every ome
will admit that any society has the right to
impose certain obligations upon its members
and to reprimand and punish; and even ex-
clude them from membership, if they do not
comply with these duties. If, then, any so-
ciety, no matter what may be its nature and
aim, is free from blame in so doing, a fortior?,
it was not only not unjust but even obligatory
and praiseworthy for the Catholic Church,
which has been entrusted with the teachings
of the Spirit of Truth, to exclude from within
her sacred fold the wolves who sought to prey
upon the innocent lambs, which she sheltered
and guarded therein. Few, very few, are
the charges brought against the Roman In-
quisition ;—it seems as though mankind has
ever acknowledged the justice of its punish-
ments.

But when the Spanish Inquisition is spoken
of, then Protestantism trembles, her knees
quake, her lips falter, and a sickly pallor
rushes to her countenance. All the chican-
ery of popery, all the secrecy of the confess-
ional, all the darkness of deep-laid conspiracy,
all the intolerance and oppression and perse-
cution and religious thralldom of Romanism,
are embodied in that dread word. Books
have been written, libraries filled, talents
misused, energies wasted, to picture the im-
aginary horrors of this wicked, marble-hearted
tribunal. The cannons roar, the dungeons
ring with the curses and groans of the de-
spairing imprisoned, the streets are flooded,
and the executioner’s axe isred with the blood
of innocent victims. As to the truth of these
accusations, the faintest knowledge of history
will show that they are either altogether false
and malicious, or else if true, exaggerated and
multiplied—the sure outcome of prejudice
and envy.

Before however I undertake to refutc any
of these charges, it is my purpose, most of
all, to impress upon the minds of my readers,
that the Spanish Inquisition was an entirely
royal tribunal, and that, consequently, were
the charges as ‘‘high as high Olympus,”
they could not cloud the glories of Catholic-
ity. And, as in our justification of the Ro-
man Inquisition, we relied much and drew
great sustenance from the customs of the
peoples who established and were ruled by it;
80 now, in our defence of the Spanish Inquisi-
tion, must we, no less than before, again fall
back upon-the manners and usage of the
epoch in which it flourished. In chose ages
of faith, as from what has been said before
will be easily understood, it was well-nigh
impossible for a Jew or Infidel to ascend to
prominence in any walk of life. And thus
prescription of the Jews was dominant not
only in Spain, but in the other Christian
countries as well; and resulted, in the me-
diseval era, as in our own, from the intense
feeling which Christiangs had against the
Jews, who were looked upon as the ac-
cursed race which had persecuted, mocked,
and crucified JesusChrist, whom they as Chris-
tians, adored as the Son of God, the Redeemer
of the World, and the founder and preserver
of their holy religion. Statesmen and war-
riors, grandees and noblemen, harboring and
and cherishing dispositions such as these,
would have as their friends and companions
only those who were of their own faith. This
was most galling to the avaricious Jew, and
numbers of them, thirsting for wealth, while
gecretly remaining Jews, prefended to profess
the Catholic faith, were baptized, pushed into
the courts and kingly palaces, became holders
of large estates, and even were found among
the priests and prelates of the church of God.
In this hidden, underhand manner, they were
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seeking to overturn the institutions, not only
of the Catholic Church, but also of the Span-
ish Nation. And the fact is, that, in time,
this consumptive germ did not fail to cause
great tronble and danger and alarm in’Spain.
Such a state of things called for immediate
action; but since there was no doubt but that
very many of the Jews were honest in their
conversion, what to do was a very perplexing
question. Hence arose a great difficulty—a
difficalty, which, as all will agree, could be
overcome only by an inquisition. To estab-
lish an inquisition, Ferdinand asked the per-
mission of the Pope, Sixtus I. That pontiff,
however, was at first unwilling to grant Ferd-
inand’s request, but was so urged by the court
of Spain, that he finally agreed, and in the
year 1478 the Spanish Inquisition sprang into
existence.

But before the first trial was opened at Sa-
ville in 1481, the pope withdrew his sanction
because he had not been consulted as to the
plan which had been adopted.

Nevertheless, pleadings on the one hand,
and anxiety for the Spanish nation on the
other, again prevailed upon him to renew the
permission, and from that time on there was
a continual controversy between Spain and
Rome. Often was the tribunal at variance
with the popes, and most frequently were the
victims condemned by the Inquisition par-
doned on appealing to the successor of Peter
—nay, more, so serions were the frictions be-
tween them, that several times, the Holy See
threatened the Spanish Inquisitors with ex-
communication.

But here I may be met with a very great
objection: What need was there of the permis-
gion of the popes? If the Inquisition was
purely seeular, what had the Pope or the
church to do with its actions? Ah! there is
just the point. The permission of Rome was
necessary for many reasons, but chiefly for
two: First, because the men who were ap-
pointed as Inquisitors by the court of Spain
were priests and prelates and theologians of
the church, and were, for that reason, under
the jurisdiction of the popes; and secondly,
and most especially, because the Inquisition
was institnted to try people on matfers of
faith. Truly, indeed, did Ranke call it a
royal tridunal furnished with ecclesiastical
weapons. ““In the first place,” says that lib-
eral-minded and authoritative Protestant his-
torian (‘‘ History of the Popes,” Vol. L. p.
242, etc., in original German edition), ¢‘ the
Inquisitors were royal officers; the king hav-
ing the right to appoint and dismiss them;
the tribunals of the Inquisitors were subject
to royal visitations ” (which meant royal con-
trol), ¢ just as any other authority under the
king.” In the second place, all the profits
and advantages resulting from confiscations
fell to the king. ‘“And in the third place,
it was by means of this tribunal that the Span-
ish nation was completely rounded off and
finished. The king obtained a tribunal from
which neither grandee nor archbishop could
escape.” As the tribunal is founded upon the
king’s power, 8o its exercise redounds to the
king’s advantage. If is one of the spoils of
ecclesiastical power which the Spanish nation
snatched to itself, and by which it has become
powerful. In its meaning, object, and aim, it
18, above all, a political institution. It is the
Pope’s interest to stand in its way, as often as
ke can, and as he does so; it is the king’s in-
terest always to keep the way clear for it, and
he does.” So far says Ranke. Leo (‘“‘History
of the World,” Vol. 2, p. 431, etc.), Guizot
(““Cour’s D’ Histoire Moderne”) and Menzel
(¢“ History of Modern Germany,” Vol. 4, p.
196). All Protestant writers declare the In-
quisition a State machine.

So far we have said nothing of the Inquisi-
tion against the Moors for the reason that the
same causes and circumstances concomitant
to the Inquisition against the Jews in 1481,
gave rise to the Inquisition against the Moors
in 1500. These Saracens had crossed over
from Africa to Spain in great numbers, and
had practically conquered the whole Penin-
sula. They held sway in Spain for a long
time, and were not completely driven back
until the time of Ferdinand and Isabella.
This may be called thereconquest of Spain by
Spaniards; and nobly, and like true sons did
those swarthy southerners rescue from bond-
age aud oppression—yes, from destruction,
the land which had given them birth. To
rid their country of the danger, they rose up
in their might, and after a long struggle fi-
nally succeeded in expelling the infidels. Some
of the Moors, however, rather than go were
baptized, and in this way the same troubles
arose as with the Jews. And if the Inquisi-
tion purged the Spanish nation of the plotting
Jew in 1481, it proved no less a blessing
against the revengeful Saracen in 1500. They
were ousted, or imprisoned, or put to death,
and Spain was proudly and gloriously out of
the dangers which had threatened her with
utter destruction. When we review these
facts, and take into account the royal advant-
ages and the ecclesiastical disapproval of the
Spanish Inquisition, we, as Catholics, main-
tain, and have for authority, the best and
most upright and learned historians, Protes-
tant as well as Catholic, among whom I enum-
erate, in addition to those quoted above,
Balmes, Hefele, De Noso Cortes, Demester
and Reuben Parsons; that it grew out of pe-
culiar circumstances; that it was introduced
by the State, empowered, fostered, and cher-
ished by the State; that its punishments were
inflicted by the dracetum saeculare; and that,
consequently, no matter what ontrages were
committed by the Inquisition, they cannot be
laid at the threshold of the Catholic Church.
But the fact of the matter is there were no
outrages committed by the Spanish Inquisi-
tion, and let ushere refute some of the charges
brought forward against it.

They say that the Dominican, Torquemada,
the grand Inquisitor, slew 11,400 victims in
his time of office, and that during his first
year alone as Inquisitor, he put to death 2,000
heretics; and during the whole existence of
the tribunal itself, in all 34,100 victims per-
ished. These charges we flatlydeny. They
are taken from Llorente, a Spanish historian.
Now, who was Llorente ? He was a renegade
Catholic, an apostate priest, an ingrate, who,
in order to satisfy his ambitions and glut his
own desires, like some of the so-called ex-
priests of our day, hesitated not to trample
under foot the honor of his family, his coun-
try and his church. The history of such a
man is not to be credited with anthority, even
though we had no other reason for doubting
his writings. But he attempts to quote Ma-
riana, and here, as the expression has it, we
have him “‘on the hip.”

Mariana says that during the whole Inquisi-
tion about two thousand were killed. And as
far as Torquemada is concerned, the most
honest historians declare him to have been a
pure, upright, just, humane, uncorrupted and
undaunted Inquisitor. The same Llorente
tells us that on February 12, 1486, seven hun-
dred and fifty victims were punished; but
even granting these figures to be correct—he
does not add that a single one of these victims
were put to death. The same may be said of
the charge that April 2, of the same year,
added 900 more victims in Toledo. Not one
was put to death. All that most of the con-
demned had to do was to make the ‘‘auto-

dafe.” This word, so terrifying to bigots, is
nothing more than the corruption of the Latin
actus fider, an act of faith. When, then, we
say that those found guilty were compelled to
make the ‘‘auntodafe,” we mean that those
who had been publicly brought to trial and
forthwith condemned and punished, were
obliged to make some outward manifestation
that they were really and truly members of the
Church of Christ. In fact, the Inquisition
was a very merciful tribunal, I repeat it, al-
most a compassionate tribunal. Very few of
those condemned were sentenced to death;
and a man was only allowed to be racked once,
which no one can deny was a most wonderful
leniency in those times.

Again they say that the Inquisition, during
the time it existed, hung over Spain like a
dark, heavy cloud, enslaving the spirit, rob-
bing the poor country of the free manifesta-
tion of all that is dear to natural life. The
trath is that during the flourishing period of
the Inquisition and shortly after, in the arts,
the sciences, in knowledge and grandeur, in
empire and dominion, Spain was the envy of
the civilized world. No nation was more en-
lightened, more powerful, more extensive.
In those days, her sceptre swayed princes and
potentates, and the muses seem to have de-
serted the rest of the earth, and nestled only
on her goil. Under their enlightened guid-
ance, the illustrious Lope de Vega, the writer,
employed his talents to delight all Christen-
dom with his beautiful works; and the re-
nowned Cervantes, the father of novel writers,
brought into the world his famous “ Don
Quixote.” Up rose the great Himinez, the
statesman and orator; and the heroic Colum-
bus braved the unknown seas and opened up
to the unknown world a new-found continent.
In the midst of the Inquisition was born the
conquerer Cortez, and the explorer De Soto.
And scarcely had it ceased to exist when the
church was enriched with Ignatius ILoyola,
Francis Borgia, Francis Xavier and the great
St. Theresa, the greatest warriors for the
faith which Spain has begotten.

O Spain, beautiful, smiling Spain, loaded
with calumny, held down beneath the scorn
of thy sister nations, struggling and struggl-
ing, yet in vain, to regain thy long-lost gran-
deur; fair mother of saints, warriors, heroes,
discoverers, explorers, land of chivalryand con-
quest; who could but admire and extol thy
greatness and fame ?

It was such charges and slanders as these
that forced the Count de Maistre to exclaim
that *“ history for the past three hundred years
has been a conspiracy against the truth.” But
truth crushed to earth will rise again, more
beauntiful from its long obscurity. And the
atheist, the infidel, and the heretic, will have
to own that Catholicity, after three hundred
years of calumny and persecution is yet, as
she always has been, as she cver will be, far
from being injured, made more glorious and
sublime in herstruggle for trnth and salvation.

-

WALLA WALLA COLLEGE, COLLEGE PLACE,
WASH.

THE new college year begins September 16. A
number of important changes have been made in the
courses of study which allows the faculty to give its
entire strength to the developing of students for the
work in a shorter time than we have been prepared
to do in the past with the old arrangement of courses.
Any one desiring to become acquainted with our
work may do so by applying to the president, E. A.
Sutherland, for a calendar.

-
-

« Jesus answered, My kingdom is not of
this world.”



September 10, 1896.

"We propose to make

AMERICAN

287

¥ K

it possible for each and everyone to be tlie possessor of

A FIRST-CLASS HIGH-GRADE BIBLE.

rTlle book we offer lias large clear type (see specimen page) and is wliat is known as tlie

AfIERICAN OXFORD SELF-PRONOUNCING REFERENCE TEACHERS’

BIBLE,

Bourgois Type, Bound in Imperial Seal Leather, Divinity Circuit, Extra Linen Lined to Edge, Round Corners, Red Under Gold Edges,

Silk Headband, Silk Marker,

REGULAR PRICE, $6.00

OUR PREMIUM BIBLE OPEN.

WITH SENTINEL, S $3.50

With this book reading is made easy. No more
stumbling over the hard words. All proper names
are divided into syllables, and the accent and dia-
critical marks render their accurate pronuncia-
tion a simple matter. With a little study of the
Key to Pronunciation to be found in every copy of
this Bible, the reader loses all fear of the long, hard
names of Scripture, and pronounces them with
ease.

As is indicated by the name,
this Bible. It
contains fifteen maps and 64

is a teachers’
pages of illustrations and dia
grams, copious helps of the latest
Bible index, concord-
dictionary of Scripture

revision,
ance,
proper names with their pro-
nunciation and meaning, and

our PRENiun bible
CLOSED.

many other excellent features.

Binding of the Best Quality,

They that scaled the covenant

NEHEMIAH, X

The points of the covenant

gavest before them, neither turned B.c.445. 25 Re'hiim, Ha-sMb'nah, Ma-arse'-

they from their wicked works.

36 Behold, dwe are servants this
day, and for the land that thou gav-
est unto our fathers to eat the fruit
thereof and the good thereof, behold,
we are servants in it:

37 And eit yieldeth much increase
unto the kings whom thou hast set
over us because of our sins: also

d Deut. 28.
48.
Ezra9.9

e Deut. 28.
1.

they have/dominion over our bodies, / Deut. 28

and over our cattle, at their plea-
sure, and we are in great distress.
38 And becauseof all this we * make
a sure covenant, and write it; and
our princes, Le'vites, and priests,
2hseal unto it

CHAPTER X.

1 The names of them that sealed the covenant. 29
The points of the covenant.

N OW 3those that sealed were,

aNe-hg-mlah, 4the TlIr'sha-
tha, 6the son of H&ch-a-li'ah, and
Zfd-ki'jah,

2 cSér-a-1'ah, Az-a-ri'ah, Jér-g-mi"~
ah,

3 Pésh'ur, Am-a-ri'ah, Mal-chJ'jah,
4 Hat'tiish, ShSb-a-m'ah, Méal'luch,
5 Ha'rim, Mér'g-mbth, O-ba-dFah,

6 Dan'jel, Gfn'né-thon, Ba/ruch,

7 Me-shul'lam, A-bi'jah, Mlj'a*min,
8 Ma-a-zi'ah, Bll'ga®i, Shém-a-i'ah;
these were the priests.

g 2Kin. 23. 3.
r. 29,
10; 34. 31
Ezra 10. 3.
ch. 10. 29.
2Heb. are at
the sealing,

or, sealed.
Ach. 10.1.

3Heb. at the
sealings,
ch. 9. 38
ach. 89

4 Or, the
governor,
bch. 1.1.

c See ch. 12.
1-21

dSee Ezra2
3 A

C.
ch. 7. 8, Ac.
e Ezra 2. 36-
43.

9 And the Le'vites: both Jésh'u-é’lﬁz{é%j@_

the son of Az-a-ni-ah, BIn'nu-i of the
sons of HénVvdad, Kad'ml-él;
10 And their brethren, Shéb-a"m'-

g Deut. 29.
2,14,
ch. 5.12,13.

K

aHhé/naHno-di'jah, KéI'l-ta, Pél-ari'ah, ?&E&”fﬁ
11 MFcha, Ré'hbb, Hash-arbl'ah,  {Endgf,

nﬁhzéc'cur, Shér-g-bi'ah™  Shéb-a” E‘ggg-g-ﬁz
13 Ho-di'jah, Ba/m, B&N'i-nd. RN

14 The chief of the people; dPa'-

rbsh, P&'hath-mo'ab, E'ldm, Zat'"~ A

thu, Ba'nl,

15 BOn'ni, Az'gad, Béb'a-i,

16 Ad-b-m'jah, Bfg'va-i, A'dIn,

17 A'tér, Hi¢-ki'jah, Az'zur,

18 Ho-di'jah, Ha'shum, Bé'zai,

19 Ha'riph, An'a-thbth, Néb'a-i,

20 Mag'pf-ash, Mé-shfil'lam, Hé'zir,
21 Mé-shéz'a-be-el, Z&'dbk, Jad-
du'a,

22 Pél-a-ti'ah, Ha/nan, An-a-i‘ah,
23 Ho-shé'a, Han-a-m'ah, H&'shub,
24 Hél-15'hesh, Pfl'e-h&, Shd'bek,

C.
1Ex. 23. 10,
11

Lev. 25. 4.

71 Deut. 15.

12

ch.’5 12,

6 Heb. every
and.

n Lev. 24. 5,

Ac.

2Chr. 2. 4.

o See Hum.
8; 29.

p ch, 13.31.
Is. 40. 16.

qLev. 6. 12,

r Ex. 23. 19;
34. 26.

Lev. 19. 23.

Num. 18 12.
Deut. 26. 2.
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iah,

26 And A-hi'jah, Ha'nan, A'nan,

27 M&I'luch, Ha'riin, Ba'a-nah.

28 JeAnd the rest of the people,
the priests, the Le'vites, the porters,
the singers, the Néth'i-ntmg, / and all
they that had separated themselves
from the people of the lands unto
the law of God, their wives, their
sons, and their daughters, every one
having knowledge, and having un-
derstanding;

29 They clave to their brethren,
their nobles, ~and entered into a
curse, and into an oath, *to walk in
God’s law, which was given 5by Mo'-
88 the servant of God, and to ob-
serve and do all the commandments
ofthe Lord our Lord, and his judg-
ments and his statutes ;

30 And thatwe would notgive lour
daughters unto the people of the
land, nor take their daughters for
our sons:

31 kAnd if the people of the land
bring ware or any victuals on the
sabbath dayto sell, that we would not
buy it of them onthe sabbath, or on
the holy day: and that we would
leave the 1seventh year, and the
mexaction of 6every debt.

32 Also we made ordinances for wt,
to charge ourselves yearly with the
third part of a shekel for the service
of the house of our God;

33 For 7ithe shewbread, and for the

3 Ocontinual meat offering, and for
- the continual burnt offering, of the
‘16, Sabbaths, of the new moons, for the

set feasts, and for the holy things,
and for the sin offerings to make an

' atonement for Ig'ra”el, and/or all the
16 work of the house of our God.

34 And we cast the lots among the

priests, the Le'vites, and the people,
Pfor the wood offering, to bring it
into the house of our God, after the
houses of our fathers, at times ap-
pointed year by year, to burn upon
the altar of the Lord our God, 9as
it is written in the law:

35 And r to bring the firstfruits of
our ground, and the firstfruits of all
fruit of all trees, year by year, unto
the house of the Lord:

36 Also the firstborn of our sons,
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~ =" Ant one_receiving the American Sentinel without
having ordered 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.

The article on another page, “The Busi-
ness of Preachers,” should be carefully read.
The subject is one that should be understood
not only by preachers, but by the people.

That the preacher as a man has the same
rights as other men cannot be denied; but
when he uses his official position of an ambas-
sador for Christ for the promotion of interests
not within the sphere of his commission from
Christ, he is as guilty of perversion as any
other accredited agent who uses for one pur-
pose money or influence intrusted to him for
quite another purpose.

The minister who takes politics into the
pulpit both misrepresents Christ by going out-
side of the g03pel commission while professing
to be acting under it, and imposes upon his
congregation who expect him to preach, not
politics, but religion.

Politics in its best sense is simply the
science of conducting business for the public;
and as well might the minister drag the busi-
ness of rival firms into the pulpit, recom-
mending the one and denouncing the other,
as to discuss the policies of parties. The
man has a right to do such things in aproper
way; the minister has no such right, for it
is the divine commission and call that make
him a minister, and his commission is not
only silent a* to politics, but inferentially
forbids the theme by assigning the minister
his subject, namely, the gospel of the Lord
Jesus Christ.

The American Sentinel has no opinion to
express as to the merits of the respective candi-
dates or platforms, but it has a decided opinion
as to the propriety of degrading the pulpit to
the level of the political stump. The practi-
cal workings and effect of doing this are well
illustrated by the following which appeared
in one of the morning papers in this city on
the 7th inst..—

“ Rev. Thomas Dixon, Jr., preached a sen-
sational sermon at the Academy of Music yes-
terday morning on ‘The Political Crisis.’
He said many unkind things of William Jen-
nings Bryan, the Democratic Party and the
free silver movement. In doing so he man-
aged to stir up a hornet’s nest and create a
scene in which cheers and hisses were about
equally mingled.

“ Professor Edwin V. Wright, who founded
the Anti-Monopoly League and the Bimetallic
Association, was in the audience. He has
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just returned from a stumping tour for silver
with George Fred Williams through New
England. He listened quiety to Mr. Dixon’s
excoriation until the preacher asserted that
the Republican Party stood for all that was
good and pure, while the Democratic Party
was the champion of all that was the absolute
reverse. Then Professor Wright jumped to
his feet, shook his fist at the pastor and ex-
claimed:

“ “What you say is false—absolutely false.
You don’t know what you’re talking about.’

“ All were dismayed for a moment and then
a shout of applause arose, followed by a storm
of hisses.

“ The Rev. Mr. Dixon hadn’t expected all
this, and it took him several minutes to dis-
cover his own location. Then he proceeded
calmly with his dissertation. He compli-
mented the Populists and said the People’s
Party had been much maligned.

“ *The Democratic party was in hell,” said
he, “when it pulled itself together by tying
to the Populists in the Chicago convention.
Don’t you believe that all Populists are ig-
norant. The leaders of the party are men
of brains and of education. And they
are fine-looking men, too. Many of them
are handsomer even than Theodore Roose-
velt.’

“ This, of course, scored a laugh, and Mr.
Dixon continued:

“ “In such a crisis as now confronts us, it
is the duty of every patriotic citizen to vote
the straight Republican ticket. | voted for
Mr. Cleveland, and now before God | ac-
knowledge my sin.’

“ 41°’m going to vote for Bryan,” some one
shouted, ‘and’-----

44 4Here, too! ’ came from another.

* However, Mr. Dixon was not taking a
straw vote, so he paid no attention to the in-
terruptions.

4 A4The proposition of Mr. Bryan and his
party,” said he, 4to pay off the bonds of the
United States, on which 100 cents on the
dollar were raised, in coin worth only 53
cents on the dollar, is downright rascality.
It is nothing more nor less than bunco steer-
ing.’

“ ‘1 wont stand this any longer,” said a
patriarchal looking gentleman with a long
flowing white beard, and he left the build-
ing. Fully one hundred others followed.
Then Mr. Dixon scored Mr. Bryan for advo-
eating a policy which, he said, would permit
insurance companies to pay widows and or-
phans in depreciated coin. He predicted dis-
aster in case of Bryan’s election, and said
that fully 2,000,000 men would be imme-
diately thrown out of work. Every one
to whom a dollar was due would get only 53
cents.

“ 41t is not true,” shouted James T. Mad-
den. Then there was more applause, and
more hisses.  Mr. Madden went to the
speaker, gave him his card, and left the place,
followed by many more.”

Such scenes should bring the blush of
shame to the cheek of every Christian.

Vol. 11, No. 36.

Sarely “ Babylon is fallen, is fallen,” and is

fast becoming “ the hold of every foul spirit,
and the cage of every unclean and hateful

bird."

Affairs in the East are fast approaching a
crisis.  Advices from Berlin under date of the
6th inst. state that the recent “ conferences
between the Czar and the Emperor and the
Russian and German ~diplomats are said to
have related to a new concert of the powers
with regard to Turkey. It is known in Berlin
that Prince Hohenlohe, the Imperial Chan-
cellor, and Count von Osten-Sacken, the Rus-
sian Ambassador to Germany, are discussing
a plan to place the Sultan under the tutelage
of the Ambassadors of the powers in Con-
stantinople, who will be empowered to con-
trol the Sultan’s selection of Ministers and
also his appointment of provincial Governors.
The settlement of the troubles in Crete upon
the basis of European supervision appears to
have been the keynote of this scheme, which
at least would maintain the nominal integrity
of Turkey and for a time enable the powers
to escape being dragged into a European war
over the division of the spoils of the Ottoman
Empire.” How much longer the utter ex-
tinction of the Ottoman power in Europe and
the withdrawal of the Turk to Jerusalem fore-
told in the prophetic Scriptures, can be de-
layed, only God knows; but all who have
heard the warning may know that “ at that
time shall Michael [Christ] stand up [reign],
the great prince which standeth for the chil-
dren of thy people; and there shall be a time
of trouble, such as never was since there was
a nation even to that same time: and at that
time thy people shall be delivered, every one
that shall be found written in the book.”
Dan 12:1.

More definite information concerning the
recent arrest of Alexander Philpott, a Ten-
nessee Adventist, for Sunday work, reveals
the fact that it occurred not in Bedford
County, but in Rutherford County. Ex-Sen-
ator W. P. Tolly, well-known to Sentinel
readers as a staunch and able advocate of relig-
ious liberty, is a resident of that county and
will doubtless be heard from in defense of
freedom of conscience. The trial of this case
will not occur until sometime during the
week beginning October 19, or possibly not
until the following week. Murfreesborough is
the county seat of Rutherford County, and the
trial will take place there.

SEND FOR A BIBLE CATALOGUE.

The Kansas City branch of the Pacific Press Pub-
lishing Company has gotten out a neat 20 page Bible
Catalogue, which they will send free to any address.
Send your address on a postal card to the Pacific
Press, No. 18 We9t Fifth St., Kansas City, Mo.

AMERICAN SENTINEL.

Set for the defense of liberty of conscience, and is therefore
uncompromisingly opposed to anything tending
toward_a union of Church and State,
either in name or in fact.

Entered at the New York Post-Office.
Single copy9 per year9 - $1.00

Address, AMERICAN SENTINEL,
39 Bond Street, New York.



