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it he would have been looked on as having: espoused 
Christianity.

, It took two hundred and fifty years of suffering, and 
sacrifice of everything, to bring the Roman world to the 
acknowledgment of the principle. I t was finally done 
though. And then when an ambitious clergy took the 
antichristian step of securing the imperial, governmental 
recognition of the “Christian״ religion—then it was, and 
not till then, th a t pagans and enemies of Christianity 
advocated the principle. Yet it was still the Christian 
principle it was before, even though it was adopted and 
maintained by the enemies of Christianity, as well as by 
genuine Christians, against the outrages of a professedly 
Christian, though really antichristian, power.

And so the principle yet, and ever, remains a  Chris- 
tian principle only. I t matters not who may advocate 
it, it is still the same Christian principle it was when 
Christianity first announced it in the world.

If professed Christians had never taken an antichris- 
tian course, it is plain tha t none but the friends of Chris- 
tianity could ever have accepted and advocated the prin- 
ciple. It is therefore perfectly plain that the apostate 
antichristian 4 ‘Christians” are responsible for the enemies 
of Christianity using the principles of Christianity in op- 
position to Christianity.

Bear in mind tha t we do not object to the enemies of 
Christianity advocating the principle. We have only 
called attention to the truth, that had there never been 
any antichristian “Christians,״ there had likewise never 
been any enemies of Christianity using Christian princi- 
pies in opposition to what they suppose is Christianity. 
What we say is, Let Christian principles be espoused and 
advocated by whomsoever will do it. I t is better that it 
be done by professed enemies of Christianity than not to 
be done a t all by the professed friends of Christianity. 
When the principle is so outraged in the house of its pro- 
fessed friends, it is well that it should be so befriended in 
the house of its professed enemies.

It can never be denied tha t in the Roman world there 
was never any thought of any such thing as separation 
of religion and the State. It cannot be denied that
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A m a n  may believe in, and advocate, Constitutional 
religious liberty, without being confessedly a Christian; 
and without desiring to be a Christian. But he cannot 
<lo so without recognizing and indorsing, and indeed ad- 
vocating, a Christian principle.

This, because the very principle of Constituional reli- 
gious liberty, the principle of separation of religion and 
the State, thejprinciple of excluding religion from govern- 
mental recognition and jurisdiction, is essentially and 
only-ajChristian principle.

Though it be possible now for a man to believe in and 
advocate the truth that religion should be totally separ- 
ated from government, without being confessedly a 
Christian, there was a time when such a thing was im- 
possible.

I t was Christianity that first announced in the world 
the idea of separation of religion and the State. This 
too ,'at a time when it was death to do so. “The Empire 
of the Romans filled the world.״ By law, under penalty 
of death, that Empire forbade the exercise of any reli- 
gion th a t was not recognized by the Roman State. YTet 
in the very heart of the Empire, in the most prominent 
cities—Aritioch, Ephesus, Athens, Corinth, Rome itself— 
without State recognition, without asking any such 
thing, indeed declaring that the State had nothing to do 
with the subject, Christianity was exercised in all the 
privileges tha t it gave.

At th a t time, for any one to advocate the truth that 
religion should be separated from governmental jurisdic- 
tion, was in itself to confess Christianity. None but 
Christians would think of doing it. So essentially Chris- 
tian was the idea, that had an emperor himself adopted
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Secretary Olney’8 statement then is formal notice to Con- 
gress and the country tha t President Cleveland does not 
consider himself under any obligation to administer any 
“law” that does not please him.

We know that there is much discussion and difference 
of opinion as to the “meaning” of the Constitution on 
this question tha t has thus been raised. But we are not 
asking any of the parties to this discussion, what the 
Constitution means. We know what it says. And we 
know that those who made it intended it to mean what 
it says. We know also that the men who framed the 
Constitution were just as able to  say what they meant, 
as any nowr are to show what they meant by interpret- 
ing their language differently from what it says. Even 
though the Supreme Court were to interpret it differently 
from what it says, such interpretation should be repudi- 
ated by the people. For what Abraham Lincoln said is־ 
the truth. “The people of these United States are the 
rightful masters of both Congresses and Courts: not to· 
overthrow the Constitution, but to overthrow the men 
who pervert the Constitution.” And there is no way to־ 
pervert the Constitution but by “interpreting” it differ- 
ently from what it says.

Of this statement by the Secretary of State, the 
Houston (Texas) Post, of January 7, well says:—

“When we come right down to the significance of this 
declaration by Secretary Olney, it is one of the most rev- 
olutionary ever emanating from the executive branch of 
the Government, short of the assertion of the right of 
secession which some of Mr. Buchanan’s secretaries made 
and carried into open warfare. . . .

“We have almost a constitutional monarch in our 
Presidency. Few constitutional rulers possess more 
real power. The assertion of one or two prerogatives 
more and we would become dangerously near a dictator- 
ship.

“Many people will declare that such fears are idle and 
baseless, but history is full of executive encroachments 
upon legislative power. With the Republican centralized 
Government idea uppermost in our politics, the old Ham- 
iltonian theory of a strong central government, which, 
reduced to its legitimate conclusions, means a strong ex- 
ecutive, will have been greatly fortified if the President 
or a cabinet officer is permitted to successfully assert the־ 
right to disregard an act of Congress, passed by the 
constitutional two-thirds majority over the President’s 
veto.”

If Republican Government is to be maintained in this 
country, the people of these United States need to read 
the Constitution of the United States, and think carefully 
on what it says.

v ► ♦ ◄ ^

E very Christian, Mohammedan and Jewish denomi- 
nation has its own definition, its own analysis, how the 
Sabbath should be observed in accordance with their 
particular creed; and if the State allows its Sunday legis- 
lation to be influenced by the Catholic or Protestant 
Church, in a State where those denominations are nu- 
merically the strongest, why should not .another State

Christianity was introduced into the Roman world in the 
first century and th a t it was there in the first and second 
centuries as really as it ever was a t any other time. 
Pliny, Tacitus, Suetonius, Tragan, Hadrian, and Marcus 
Aurelius, all g ive  unexceptionable testimony that it  was 
there then.

And just as certainly as Christianity was there then, 
so certainly did it proclaim the divine right of men to 
worship according to the dictates of their own con- 
sciences; and tha t the State has of right nothing what- 
ever to do with religion. Thus this Christian principle 
was announced and maintained there then. It has been 
maintained in the world ever since, and it will always be 
maintained in the world.

It will always be a Christian principle and nothing 
else, it matters not who may advocate it. And it is only 
antichristianity that will ever under any pretext impugn 
it or deny it.

Study the Constitution.

In pointing out the dangers that threaten the people 
of the United States, a writer of clear discernment speaks 
of the time when “our country shall repudiate every prin- 
ciple of its Constitution as a Protestant and Republican 
Government.”

The American Sen tin el  has shown quite fully the 
repudiation of every Protestant principle that has been 
accomplished for the country. We have also called at- 
tention to some things that have been against repub- 
lican principle. And now wé are compelled to notice an 
immense stride that has been made toward the repudia- 
tion of republican principle. This is the statement lately 
made by the Secretary of State, expressing the view of 
the President of the United States, that the President 
would not be bound by the action of Congress if that 
body were to pass a joint resolution, and he veto it, 
and then Congress pass it over his veto. This is a 
clear repudiation of the principle of republican govern- 
ment.

I t is true this was said wit-11 direct reference to a joint 
resolution recognizing the independence of Cuba. But 
that matters nothing. If he can so act upon this point 
in one matter he can do so in all. The Constitution 
makes but one exception. Here are the words:—

“ Every order, resolution or vote to which the con- 
currence of the Senate and the House of Representatives 
may be necessary (except on a question of adjournment) 
shall be presented to the President of the United States; 
and before the same shall take effect, shall be approved 
by him, or, being disapproved by him, shall be repassed 
by two-thirds of the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives, according to the rules and limitations prescribed 
in the case of a bill.”

And the statement of the Constitution in the case of a 
bill, is that when repassed by the requisite two-thirds ma- 
jority over the President’s veto, “ it shall become a law.”
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as so many Americans buy these things and pay immense 
prices for them, it may be said that these titles, dignities 
and royal airs belong to them too. Yet for all this they 
never can wear them becomingly in America; and not one 
in a thousand can wear them becomingly in Europe. 
They simply do not fit. And Americans only make them- 
selves ridiculous even in the eyes of Europeans in their 
efforts to secure them, or to wear them after they hav^ 
secured them.

Any American who will be simply what he is, just his 
plain everyday self, can travel all over Europe and be 
respected everywhere; but those who think they must 
put on European style and ape European ways, will be 
endured, if they are not despised, everywhere they go. 
How could it be otherwise? When people do not respect 
themselves, how can it be expected that other people will 
respect them? When people a t every turn manifest only 
littleness and insincerity, how can others do any more 
than endure them ?

It will not do to pass off all this running after foreign 
titles and dignities and recognitions, as but a little thing. 
In one sense it is of course a little thing, exceedingly 
little; but it is not by any means insignificant, especially 
when an ambassador from the United States becomes eo 
carried away by this spirit, as to compromise his own 
position and, in the presence of foreigners in a foreign 
land, criticise his own people as “a people hard to rule’" 
and that “must be held with a steady hand.” This from 
an ambassador of a Government that is “of the people, 
by the people, and for the people” !

All these things, though appearing very little in them- 
selves, when taken together, are plainly the manifesta- 
tions of another element working steadily and insidiously 
onward to the time when “our country shall repudi- 
ate every principle of its Constitution as a Republican, 
Government.”

Bishop Satterlee on Sunday Laws.

A “ mass m e e t in g ” in the interests of “ national re- 
form” was held in the Metropolitan Methodist Church, 
Washington, D. C., January 17. Dr. Lyman, president 
of the “Reform Bureau” a t Washington, presided.

The principal speaker was Bishop Satterlee, of the 
Episcopal Church, who addressed the meeting on the 
subject of “Sunday laws.” Some introductory remarks 
were made by the chairman, in which he said; “What we 
desire for the capital of this nation, a Christian nation, 
is that it shall be a Christian city.” This was to say 
that a t present Washington is not a Christian city, and 
this opinion found ample support in the speeches fol- 
lowing. How it is that the nation can be Christian, 
with its capital and seat of government unchristian, he 
did not explain.

Bishop Satterlee began by saying that he was a 
Christian, and believed that “no man can call himself a

which has Seventh-day Baptists and Adventists as a ma- 
jority enforce Saturday as a legal holiday, with all pen- 
alties attached to maintain its observance?

The Monarchical Spirit in America.

It  is interesting to note the monarchical tendencies 
among the would-be “ higher classes” in the United 
States.

The manifestations of this monarchical spirit and 
ambition are not by any means few. It is most marked, 
of course, among the idle rich; but it is by no means 
confined to that circle.

The ambition of American girls and women, to give 
themselves and vast fortunes for European titles and 
misery, is so notorious as to call for nothing more than 
mere mention in this connection.

Besides these there are thousands who, having no 
chance to secure titles, spend fortunes to secure the rec- 
ognition of the titled ones of Europe. People will spend 
years and thousands of dollars to gain entre to “the 
Prince of Wales’s set,” or to a  “drawing room” of the 
Queen of England; this “dignity” to be used in America 
in holding themselves as far as possible above other 
people.

And thousands of the people who stay a t home, or 
who, if they go abroad, have not the fortune to attain 
to such “dignity,” are themselves so imbued with the 
same spirit that they look upon those who have attained 
to it, as being thereby so far superior to what they ever 
were before as to be entitled to some sort of worship- 
ful reverence, and they proceed to pay it like any other 
toadies.

Then those who have in fact attained to such great 
“dignity” form themselves into exclusive “sets” in their 
several localities and ape the ways of royalty. And 
the others who would like to, but can’t, will gaze and 
admire and ape the ways of those who ape the ways of 
royalty.

I t is a fact that there are people who have gone to 
Europe and spent fortunes in securing a title or the rec- 
ognition of royalty, in order to obtain entrance to the 
exclusive sets on this side of the water.

And now there is one of these “sets” that has formed 
a society, which, instead of having a president, is to have 
a queen. In presiding she is to sit upon a throne, and 
have heralds and maids and lackeys and all the other 
toggery that becomes queens. She is not obliged to wear 
a crown, but it is specified that she “may or may not,” 
as she pleases—and who will doubt for a moment that 
she will please to wear one?

Now we are not casting any sort of reflection upon 
the people of Europe who have dignities, titles and roy- 
alties. These things all belong to them, and have be- 
longed to them for more than a thousand years. These 
dignities fit them and they can wear them becomingly; 
and in doing so they are entitled to respect. And indeed
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nal separation of Church and State in this country. We 
must carefully guard that, and we must not force our 
opinions upon others who have different opinions, and 
yet who are under the dominion of the same law. I have 
heard this Sunday law described within the last week by 
a very prominent legislator as the most moderate law 
on the subject of Sunday he had ever seen in his life. 
Therefore it offends no prejudices; therefore all men can 
unite as far as th a t is concerned, and become a t one in 
it. There is no place where one can insert an entering 
wedge. There is not a single knife edge where this ob- 
jection can be made. Throughout the law, from begin- 
ning to end, it speaks only of Sunday and the Sunday 
rest.”

It certainly would not be clear why a bishop in the 
church, rejoicing in the belief that this nation is Christian 
in character, and addressing an audience gathered for 
the express purpose of making the capital of the nation 
Christian by means of a Sunday law, should consider it a 
“great advantage” in tha t law that it contains not one 
Christian or religious word—were it not for his explana- 
tion that “we must not force our opinions upon others 
who have different opinions, and yet who are under the 
dominion of the same law.” In this country, “We be- 
lieve in the eternal separation of Church and State.’’ 
Therefore, “we” must say “Sunday” in our Sunday 
bill, instead of “Christian sabbath.” That makes a great 
difference in the character of the bill I

In other words, if “we” should force people to rest on 
the “Christian sabbath,” tha t would be forcing our opin- 
ions upon others of different belief. Hence we must only 
force them to rest on Sunday!

The bishop would prevent any union of Church and 
State, and any forcing of one person’s opinions upon 
another, by disguising the means that would be used for 
their accomplishment! But a thing is disguised only 
that it may the more surely accomplish the purpose for 
which it is used. And that is the case with this Sunday 
law. I t is a religious law, disguised as completely as 
possible in order that it may, if possible, deceive Congress 
and commit tha t body to Sunday legislation. That is 
the “great advantage” which the bill contains.

If any further proof of this were needed, it is furnished 
by Bishop Satterlee’s own words, uttered in the same 
connection; for it is with this evil scheme of Church and 
State union as it is with murder; it “will out.” And so, 
having called attention to the bill as one not a t all reli- 
gious and tha t could not offend the prejudices of any, 
the bishop in the very next breath stripped the disguise 
completely off, by saying:—

“ We are following the sample of the first law, follow- 
ing after the line of the first law—Sunday law, which Dr. 
Elliott, who is present here this afternoon, told me to- 
day was ever enacted in the world—that is the law of 
Constantine. When the Roman Empire became Chris- 
tianized many of its people were still heathen; and there- 
fore instead of saying upon the Lord’s day, or upon the 
Sabbath day, in th a t law of his, it was enacted that 
upon the great day of the Sun no work shall be done.”

This is as true a statement of the purpose of the

Christian unless he is in all times and places a true wit- 
ness for the Lord Jesus Christ.”

Judged by this rule, what must be thought of the 
propriety of calling the United States a Christian nation? 
Is it “a true witness for the Lord Jesus Christ” “in all 
times and places”? No sane person would affirm such a 
thing. Yet Bishop Satterlee is fully assured tha t this 
nation is indeed Christian. Have the advocates of “ na- 
tional Christianity” two standards of Christianity, one 
for the individual, and another for the nation? It would 
seem that they have. Nevertheless there is but one 
true standard, and by that standard no such thing 
as national or governmental Christianity can be pos- 
sible. Christianity will «fit the individual, and nothing 
else.

It must be said that Bishop Satterlee’s speech did 
not speak well for his own knowledge of Christianity. 
As proof that this is a Christian country, he affirmed 
th a t it “ is a country of universal suffrage,” and 
said that by this the nation manifests its confidence in 
humanity, and imitates the example of Jesus Christ, for 
“He trusted human nature.” ! What an assertion! If 
there was one thing Jesus Christ did not do, it was to 
trust human nature; and if there is one thing the follower 
of Christ must not do, it is this same thing. Human 
nature is fallen nature, and fallen nature is sinful nature 
80 sinful that it can descend to the lowest depths of wick- 
edness. The whole mission of Jesus Christ to this earth 
was to replace human nature by the divine nature, in 
which alone any being can safely trust.

To such lengths of error are men of intelligence and 
high church standing led in the search for some justifica- 
tion for Sunday laws.

“The highest law court in the land,” the bishop con- 
fcinued, “has decided th a t this is a Christian country. 
And the highest law in dictionary tha t I know anything 
about says tha t Christianity is the common law in Amer- 
ica in every State but Louisiana.” This being so, we 
may fairly expect, if Christianity amounts to anything, 
to find a wonderful difference between Louisiana and 
other States with respect to the moral condition of soci- 
ety; since in these States all persons would be Christians 
except such as are lawless. I t  does not appear, however, 
by comparison with her sister States, that Louisiana 
suffers in the least from the failure of the common law in 
her domain to  include Christianity. Nor does it appear 
tha t the people of those States which claim Christianity 
as part of their common law, however faultlessly they 
may observe the latter, are raised thereby one degree 
in spirituality above the plane of ordinary human na- 
ture.

Coming to the subject of the pending Sunday law for 
the District of Columbia, the bishop said:—

“ Now I wish this law first of all, ladies and gentle- 
men, because first of all there is a great advantage in 
this Sunday law that it is proposed to enact, it seems to 
me, simply because there is not a single word—Christian, 
*religious word—in the law itself. We believe in the eter­
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worth.” It is thus plain a t the start that Justice Clay- 
ton had more regard for authority than he had for sound 
argument; and this character he sustains even a t the ex- 
pense of logically confirming Jefferson’s argument while 
he authoritatively overrides it.

Jefferson had said that “ Sir Matthew Hale lays it 
down in these words: ‘ Christianity is parcel of the laws 
of England.’ But he quotes no authority.” And that 
“ Lord Mansfield qualified a little by saying . . . that
‘ The essential principles of revealed religion are part of 
the common law.’ But he cites no authority and leaves 
us a t our peril to find out what in the opinion of the 
judge, and according to the measure of his foot or his 
faith, are those essential principles of revealed religion 
obligatory upon us as a part of common law.”

To this Justice Clayton says that “ they had no oc- 
casion to cite any authority”; and that “Sir Matthew 
Hale was an authority o f himself, and is considered as a 
sufficient authority for a common law principle in every 
case when there is no contrary authority. What sources 
of legal knowledge his great erudition may have con- 
suited on this subject, we have no means of certainly 
knowing nor is it necessary to inquire”

This is the sum and the substance of his “ answer ” to 
Jefferson’s argument. And thus in spite of logic, in spite 
of sound argument, in spite of the plainly written Con- 
stitution which he had taken an oath to uphold, and 
solely on the dictum of an English judge, he carries over 
and establishes in Dela ware the English and papal prin- 
ciple of established religion.

After all this it is interesting to see what argument 
he made on his own part, to land himself comfortably in 
his arbitrary position. He made a distinction “ between 
a religion prefer reel by law, and a religion preferred by 
the people without the coercion of law; ” and says that 
“ every court in a civilized country is bound to notice 
what is the prevailing religion of the people” and by 
common law to protect it “to the full length of punishing 
any man who outraged the feelings of the people, by 
wantonly and maliciously reviling or ridiculing the reli- 
gion which they had freely preferred.”

He then says that if the people should change from 
the Christian religion and prefer Mahommedanism, then 
the courts would change their ruling also and punish as 
blasphemy the reviling or ridiculing of Mahommedanism, 
while taking no notice of such conduct toward Christian- 
ity. Then if the people should drop Mahommedanism 
and prefer the religion of Judaism or “ Joe Smith,” the 
courts would punish as blasphemy the “ malicious revil- 
ing of Moses” or of Mr. Smith. And all this change and 
counter-change because “ no human power can restrain 
them from compelling every man, who lives among them* 
to respect their feelings.”

It is perfectly plain, therefore, that Chief Justice 
Clayton would not have been as just as Pilate was; but 
would have sent the Lord Jesus to the cross upon the 
high priest’s charge of blasphemy. If any would be in- 
dined to doubt this, then let him read the following:—

movement for Sunday legislation by Congress, and as 
strong a condemnation of it, as was ever uttered. Noth- 
ing worse would be said of it than that it is a repetition 
of the movement inaugurated by Constantine in the 
fourth century. That first “sample” Sunday law, which 
was a very mild one, was speedily followed by others 
more rigid, until the “venerable day of the sun” was 
forced upon the observance of all classes by a law as 
complete and undisguisedly religious as the most ardent 
sun worshiper could desire. Out of that movement of 
Constantine’s, begun by his Sunday edict, grew the union 
of Church and State, the Papacy, the Inquisition, and 
the persecution and death of millions of Christian mar- 
tyrs. How much worse could anything be than a move- 
ment which starts out in the United States Government 
upon this same line?

Therefore, upon the representation made by the 
friends and advocates of this proposed law, as well as 
from what appears in the law itself, we are totally and 
unalterably opposed to its enactment. Nor can we see 
how any lover of liberty who is familiar with the history 
of Constantine and of the era which he inaugurated in 
Church and State, can fail to be as fully opposed to it as 
ourselves. That the religious character of this bill is 
disguised, only makes it the worse, and the more worthy 
of opposition.

Christianity and Common Law.

A ft e r  reading Jefferson’s exposure of the fraud by 
which “ Christianity” was made a part of the common 
law, which we reprinted last week, the reader may query, 
how, in the face of such an exposure, it could still be 
maintained by American judges that Christianity is a 
part of the common law.

As stated last week, Jefferson’s expose—written in 
1824, published in 182J)—was a complete answer to the 
New York and Pennsylvania cases. It destroyed the 
basis upon which those cases was made to rest. Before 
a religious despotism could be further perpetuated in 
this country by the fraud that “ Christianity is part of 
the common law,” this argument of Jefferson’s had to 
be overridden. This was done by Chief Justice Clayton, 
of Delaware, in 1887.

In sustaining a conviction for “ blasphemy,’' Chief 
Justice Clayton proffered an answer to Jefferson’s a.rgu- 
ment. Logically this proffered answer is a confirmation 
of Jefferson’s argument rather than an answer to it; but 
a« it was officially given as an answer, it has been allowed 
the weight of an answer by those who wanted an estab- 
lished religion, though in fact no such weight justly be- 
longs to it.

Justice Clayton speaks of Jefferson as “ this letter- 
writer” : and says that the “ letter is phrased in terms 
more becoming to the newspaper paragraphs [para- 
graphe/־»?] of the day than the opinion of a grave jurist 
who feels respect for the memory of the eminent lawyers 
of England, because he knows and can appreciate their
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ing of a social organization on one Sunday in a year is 
contrary to the more sensible public policy and the more 
liberal popular sentiment that now prevail.

Is This Public Policy?

J ustice P ryor , of the New York State Supreme 
Court, has decided tha t it is “ contrary to the public 
policy of the State ” for a corporate association to hold 
its annual meeting on Sunday. Upon what basis of fact 
does this “ public policy of the S tate’י—if such it be— 
rest ?

Would a private business meeting of a corporate as- 
sociation disturb the peace and quiet of the day? Is it 
upon this basis that the State would from public policy 
forbid such meetings one Sunday in the year and allow 
the running of street-cars and railway trains on every 
Sunday?

Does the public policy of the State forbid such n 
yearly meeting as a desecration of the day, while allow- 
ing the public and noisy desecration of the day by street- 
car and railway corporations every Sunday in the year ? 
It may be said that this desecration ought also to be 
prohibited; but that is not the question raised by Judge 
Pryor’s dictum. It is a fact that the State has allowed 
such desecration of Sunday from time immemorial; and 
it cannot be assumed that the State has gone contrary 
to its own public policy.

One other ground remains to be noticed, that of the 
public utility of idleness as compared with honest employ- 
ment. Does the public policy of the State demand that 
the people should be idle on Sunday, doing, in very many 
cases a t least, that which the devil finds for idle hands to 
do, rather than employed in some honest and virtuous 
occupation? The question needs no answer.

How then does it appear that a yearly Sunday meet- 
ing of a corporate body would be contrary to the public 
policy of the State? What does appear is that Judge 
Pryor has mistaken his own private policy for the policy 
of the people.

We are informed that some of the managers of the 
District of Columbia Sunday bill, are trying to make 
capital a t our expense over what they claim is a stroke in 
the air in our criticism of the bill.

It will be remembered tha t we pointed out in the bib 
a palpable compromise with the liquor traffic. They say 
tha t this point is vain because there is practical prohibi- 
tion by law in the District of Columbia. This claim how- 
ever is merely technical: because whatever this practically 
prohibitive law may be, it is not enforceable. %

This we know from those very people themselves. 
The Reform Bureau of Washington, D. C., reported in the 
Union Signal, of January 7, a “Calendar of Reform Bills 
in Congress,” and among them stands this: “Morse Bill 
(H R. 1888, House Report 1831), to make the liquor 
law of the District of Columbia enforceable.”

“ No man could justify himself under the present civil 
institutions of the State in endangering the public peace 
[by speaking against the prevailing religion]. He might 
feel himself impelled by a stern sense of religious duty to 
brave public opinion and become a martyr for his zeal. 
All this he might do and justify himself in his own opinion 
for it before God. . . . He who forcibly resists a bad 
religion is thus far like him who resists a bad govern- 
ment: if successful in his resistance he may become a re- 
former of men or a hero: if unsuccessful, a martyr or a 
traitor.”

And by this doctrine it would be a settled thing that 
the courts would be fully enlisted in the “ laudable” 
work of making martyrs and traitors of all such men. A 
blasphemer, a traitor, and a martyr, are precisely what 
were made of the Lord Jesus: and it was done by this 
identical doctrine.

Such is the doctrine, and such the authorityfor the 
doctrine, that is couched in the phrase “ Christianity is 
part of the common law.” And such is the means by 
which that doctrine has been perpetuated in the States 
of the American Union. For in spite of the splendid 
efforts of Jefferson and his fellowT־workers for religious 
freedom, and in spite of the constitutional provisions in 
all the States, Chief Justice Clayton’s decision has ever 
since been accepted as the standard on that subject.

How appropriate it is that such an enormous fraud 
should be supported by such a horrible doctrine. Yet 
what a pity and how astonishing it is that either the 
fraud or the doctrine should ever have found any counte_ 
nance by men who ever made any pretentions to enlight. 
enment or justice, or who ever heard of Christianity!

Blue Sunday Law With a Vengeance.

New Y ork  H erald.

In refusing to approve the certificate of incorpora- 
tion of a Hebrew society on the ground th a t its annual 
meeting was to be held on Sunday, Justice Pryor has 
carried the Puritanical spirit of the old Blue Sunday Law 
of this State even beyond its ridiculous letter.

No objection was made to the character of the soci- 
ety, and there was no pretense that its annual meeting 
would be disorderly, boisterous, or would in any way in- 
terfere with the usual quiet and orderly observance of 
Sunday. Nor did Judge Pryor find that it would be un- 
lawful for the society to meet on that day. His objection 
is tha t the meeting would be “ contrary to public policy” 
and in violation of “ the sanctity of the Christian sab- 
bath which is sanctioned and secured by repeated acts of 
legislation extending from the colonial times to the pres- 
■ent year and as well by the impressive deliverances of the 
Court of Appeals.”

That is Blue Sunday Law witli a vengeance. What- 
ever may be said of the rigid Puritanical legislation of 
colonial times, it is straining the law beyond obvious 
acts as well as all reason to hold tha t a harmless meet­
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Deity. If the way to obey it is to be idle on Sunday, then 
legislators and all others ought to be idle on Sunday. 
But, observe tha t there is no distinction whatever in this 
regard between legislators and others. Both obey or 
disobey the command of Deity in the same manner pre- 
cisely. And why? Because this command of Deity, like 
all other such commands, is addressed to the individual, 
as an individual, without any regard whatever to his 
official character.

Honesty, purity, fidelity, are demanded by the will of 
Deity in all men alike and in the same degree, without 
reference to social or political distinctions. But if no 
more is demanded of one man than another by that will, 
it follows that when a man through the human agency 
of voting becomes a member of the legislature, while he 
takes upon himself an entirely new set of obligations and 
duties with reference to the community, from which a 
non-member is free, yet his duty to Deity remains just 
what is w as before. The man is the creature of Deity; he 
must obey the will of Deity. The member is the creature 
of the State; her will is his law'. Thus, before a man be- 
comes a member of the legislature, he is under obliga- 
tion to obey the will of Deity and ‘‘remember the Sabbath 
day to keep it holy; ” but after he becomes a member of 
the legislature, he is under no additional obligation 
whatever in this regard. And, as the legislator does not 
assume any new duty toward Deity, as he undertakes no 
new' functions in the domain of religion by reason 
of his official duties, so he thence acquires no new 
rights or privileges in that domain. If he had not, 
as a private citizen, the right to enforce in others obedi- 
ence to what he considered a divine command, then he 
does not get that right by virtue o f his election.

The special right he thus acquires is of civil creation 
and of a civil nature altogether, and therefore to be exer- 
cised for civil purposes alone. It is the right to force on 
others to the extent of his vote, obedience to his notions 
of the dictates of worldly wisdom, for the sake of worldly 
welfare alone, and even this only within the limits of con- 
stitutional restrictions. And, as the legislator, as such, 
has no religious duties or privileges, of course there are 
no commands addressed to him as such, in the Book of 
Christian religion. To take the case now under consider- 
ation: It is nowhere commanded, “Thou shalt vote for a 
law to compel other people to keep holy the Sabbath 
day.” Upon this point the legislator is as free regarding 
his action from any command of Deity, as he is regard- 
ing his action on a tax bill. Of course he is commanded 
by Deity to discharge his duties as a legislator conscien- 
tiously, as he is to discharge all other duties; but the 
will of Deity is nowhere expressed as to what his duties 
as a legislator are. Their definition and limitation are a 
matter of human constitutional lawr entirely.

The w ill of Deity as to specific legislation has never 
been publicly revealed but once, and tha t was under the 
“pure theocracy” of the Jews. And even under that sys- 
tern the legislation was not directed to be enacted by 
human agency, but both the law’ and its penalties were

Now we do not believe that there is practical prohi- 
bit ion where the law is not enforceable. A law that is 
not enforceable is not practical and accomplishes noth- 
ing practical. And thus the liquor traffic is rife in the 
District of Columbia. Those folks will have to try  again 
before they can clear their Sunday bill of a palpable wink 
a t the liquor traffic.

Constitutional Relation of the Legislator to 
Religion.

F rom  1“ The Legal S u n d a y by J. T. R יי, inggold.

T he legislator who is induced to vote for a statute by 
the idea that it embodies a command of Diety, drops his 
 character as a legislator altogether and undertakes to־
act as the enforcer of the will of the Diety upon other 
people. This is no part whatever of his duty as a legis- 
iator, which is to legislate for the good of the people 
within constitutional limitations. And, however strongly 
he may be convinced that there is a divine command for 
Sunday idleness, and that it would be for the good of the 
people to have that command embodied in a statute, yet 
he breaks his oath as a legislator, and is in reality no 
legislator, but a religious propagantist, when he under- 
takes by his vote to do the people that good by violating 
the restraints laid upon his conduct as a legislator by 
the Constitution. It is to this that he has sworn allegi- 
ance as a legislator, to this alone that he owes his exist- 
ence as such, and to this alone may he rightly turn for 
the definition and limitation of his duties. And any 
statu te whose provisions by their very nature cause the 
mind of the legislator, when pondering his vote upon it, 
to  go outside of the Constitution altogether, and to de- 
termine his course by his conclusions on the question of 
whether the statute does or does not embody a command 
of Diety,—any such statute causes the legislator to break 
his oath of office. And when it becomes a law by means 
of legislative votes cast in its favor because of its sup- 
posed embodiment of a command of Diety, it sets up the 
union of Church and State and gives pro tanto a prefer- 
.ence to one religion over another־

Let us look at this matter a little closer. Some men 
decline to admit a Deity; others deny that his w ill is 
anywhere recorded; some insist that it is recorded in one 
place and some recognize it in another. “Let every man 
be fully persuaded in his own mind.” For the man him- 
self, of course, when he has found it, the expression of the 
will of the Deity is enough; he recognizes his obligation 
to obey, and he thinks other men ought to obey also. 
But here we must discriminate between the legislator and 
the man. Admit that the man is right, and that he has 
found an expression of the will of Deity; admit, further, 
th a t  the men who compose the membership of the legis- 
lature ought to obey that will. What is that will, as 
expressed in the case in hand ? “ Remember the Sabbath 
day, to keep it holy.” Every man in the legislature, and 
every man outside of it, ought to obey this command of



5(5 A M E R IC A N  SKNTIN11LL,.

embody a preference of one religion over another? But, 
if it embodies such a preference, it violates that constitu- 
tion which I have sworn to support. I t is the will of 
Deity that I shall not break that oath. Now, will it 
matter in the least in His eyes whether, in the breaking* 
of it, 1 vote to give a preference by law to the particular 
religion which I happen to profess, or to some religion 
professed by other people? ”

The correctness of this line of thought cannot be im- 
peached. It discriminates with right morality between 
the duty of the individual, which is to give a preference 
to the religion that he believes to embody the will of 
Deity, and the duty of a legislator, which is to vote 
against any law that gives a preference to his own re- 
ligion or any other, as against all laws tha t violate the 
Constitution under which alone he acts as a legislator. 
It distinguishes justly and properly between the man and 
the member. It is the reasoning of iiytellectual honesty, 
as opposed to the guidance of intellectual dishonesty, 
consciously or unconsciously inducing the legislator to 
regulate his official conduct by another standard than 
that to which he has sworn that he will conform.

Christian Citizenship and Hypocrisy.

T he object of the Christian Citizenship movement is 
to “ prepare the way of the Lord.” This preparation is 
“to have every mayor and every councilman a Christian.” 
When this is accomplished, it is declared, “ Christ wil 
rule.”

But are the promoters of this movement sure that 
they are able to discern between Christians and those 
who only profess Christianity? If it is known that only 
those professing Christianity can be elected to offices of 
trust and profit under the Government, will not many 
profess Christianity merely for the sake of the office? 1 
other, words, will not this movement to “prepare the way 
of the Lord ” by electing only Christians to office, really 
prepare the way of the devil by putting a premium on 
hypocrisy? It will be answered that the promoters of 
this movement are able to judge who are and who are 
not Christians. But facts show they are not, and the 
following bit of history will forcibly prove it.

One of the objects of the Christian Citizenship leaders 
is to secure the enactment and enforcement of rigid Sun- 
day laws. This is a part of their preparation for the 
coming of the Lord. In order to commit Congress to 
their movement they have united on securing a Sunday 
law for the District of Columbia. This done they propose 
to extend such legislation to all the territories and de- 
partments subject to Federal jurisdiction.

Their effort to commit Congress to such legislation 
by securing a District Sunday law was begun in 1890. It 
was decided a t that time by those engaged in what is 
now called Christian Citizenship work tha t it would be 
wise to select a Southern congressman to introduce the 
bill in the House and a Northern senator to introduce it

specifically revealed. It is as arrogant—shall we not say 
it is as blasphemous?—in a modern legislature to claim 
divine sanction for one of its enactments as it would be 
for a railroad company to assert the same inspiration in 
the selection of a particular route by its board.

Well, then, may we not say that a conscientious leg- 
islator, pondering his vote on a proposed Sunday law, 
with mind undarkened by the clouds of Brownism, and 
sincerely desiring to fulfill the will of Deity, would in his 
official action commune with himself somewhat after this 
fashion? “It is the will of Deity that I shall herein die- 
charge faithfully the duty I owe to the State, which the 
State has defined for me, and which I have expressly 
pledged myself to perform. I am not a t liberty to judge 
for myself what that duty is, unless in cases where my 
employer, the State, has failed to define it for me. Is 
this such a case? I cannot shut my eyes to the fact that 
this question of a Sunday law is q religious question. 
The character of its advocates, the fact that they consist 
exclusively of professional religionists, male and female, 
sufficiently demonstrates that: the nature of the argu- 
ments these people use in favor of the law, simply con- 
firms what is already clear from their pressure and their 
zeal. Now, the State has defined my duties, which it is 
the will of Deity that I should perform, in the constitu- 
tion. Let me look a t that, and see what my duty is, as 
to legislating upon religious questions. The constitu- 
tion says, ‘No preference shall be given by law to any re- 
ligion.’ This means that my duty as a legislator is to 
vote against the passage of any law which gives a prefer- 
ence to any religion.

“ Now, let me turn from the examination of the (;on- 
stitution, and examine myself for a moment. I know 
that these professional religionists are here urging the 
passage of this law for the reason, and for the reason 
alone, that they believe it will give a preference to the 
particular religion which they profess over all other reli- 
gions. Do I not also know perfectly well, in my own 
mind, that this belief of theirs is entirely correct? Am I 
not conscious that my inclination to vote for this law is 
based purely on my knowledge that it will give a prefer- 
ence to their religion, and my desire thus to oblige a 
number of good citizens?

“ But stop, there is another basis for this inclination 
of mine. Away down in the depths of my heart, there is 
a■ strong hereditary sympathy with the kind of religion 
these people profess. I may not live up to it—as many 
of them probably do not—in respect to Sunday observ- 
ance and in several other respects, but 1 have still a ‘pref- 
erence’ for it. As part of this religion, I have been 
taught to believe that there is a command of Deity that 
men shall not work on Sunday, and I should like to see 
all men obey the commands of Deity. Am I not, then, 
in danger of allowing my own preference in the matter of 
religion to influence my vote on this bill ? On the other 
hand, if I feel that it is this preference of others which 
alone inclines me to vote for the bill, then is it not evi- 
dent that, to my own inner consciousness, the bill does
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no more of the spirit o f Christ than the other heathen. 
. . . This was the real cause why the extraordinary
gifts were no longer to be found in the Christian Church; 
because the Christians were turned heathen again, and 
had only a dead form left.”—Quoted in debates o f O. L. 
SutJiff with Prynne, p. 6S.

in answer to the idea that the kingdom of God was 
established on earth by the success of Constantine’s 
Christian citizenship schemes, JohnWesley used this strong 
but truthful language

“ A wonderful instance of spiritual blindness is given 
us in a very celebrated work of a late eminent writer, who 
supposes that the New Jerusalem came down from 
heaven when Constantine called himself a Christian! I 
say called himself a Christian, for I dare not affirm that 
he was one any more than Peter the Great. I cannot 
but believe he would have come near the mark if he 
had said that it was the time when a huge cloud of infer- 
nal brimstone and smoke came up from the bottomless

pit. ”— Wesley7s Serm οn \s\ 
vol. 2, p. 97.

From these quotations 
it is plain tha t John Wes- 
ley considered that cloth- 
ing Christians in general, 
and the Christian clergy 
in particular, with civil 
power, instead of “prepar- 
ing the way of the Lord ” 
really prepares the way 
of the prince of the bot- 
tomless p it; and tha t 
those who cannot see th a t 
this is so furnish a “ won- 
derful instance of spiritual 
blindness. ” A ccording to 
John Wesley, we have in 
the Christian Citizenship 
movement which seeks to 
“ prepare the way of the 
Lord” by electing only 

Christians to office, a “ wonderful instance of spiritual 
blindness.” John Wesley saw clearly the wickedness of 
such movements. Would that those who now revere his 
memory could have their eyes annointed tha t they might 
see.

Before the day of Pentecost, the disciples asked for 
political office in the political kingdom which they sup- 
posed their Master had come to establish (Mark 10:36, 
37); and for power to punish those who rejected Him 
whom they thought to be head of th a t kingdom (Luke 9: 
56). But the outpouring of the Holy Spirit dissolved all 
their Christian Citizenship schemes, and their message 
was “repent . . . and ye shall receive the Holy Ghost” 
(Acts 2:38). “ Add to your [not to your neighbor’s by 
human law] faith, virtue, and to virtue knowledge . . . 
for so an entrance shall be administered unto you abun- 
dantly into the everlasting kingdom of our Lord and 
Saviour Jesus Christ.”

in the Senate. Inasmuch as this bill was a “ Christian ” 
measure for the purpose of preparing the way of the 
Lord, it was but consistent that “ Christians” be chosen 
to introduce the bill. After consultation and conference, 
the church leaders selected Congressman W. C. P. Breck- 
inridge, a member of an honored and influential religious 
body of the South, to introduce the bill in the House. 
Subsequent developments revealed the fact that Mr. 
Breckinridge was a t that time sadly lacking in true 
Christian virtue. These same people who selected this 
man to champion their Christian Citizenship scheme now 
speak of him, even after he professes repentence. as “that 
infamous old libertine named Breckinridge.”

Now, did these people, when they selected this mem- 
ber of a Christian church to champion their “ Christian ” 
bill,—-did they know that he was what they now term 
him, an “ infamous old libertine.” If they did they are 
no better than he was. If they did not, then it is clearly 
demonstrated that these 
Christian Citizenship lead- 
ers cannot discern between 
a Christian and an “infa- 
mous old libertine.”

And as surely as they 
are not able to discern be- 
tween a Christian and a 
libertine, just so surely 
will their movement drive 
out of public office self- 
respecting and honest dis- 
senters who will not be 
hypocrites, and invite in- 
to office such as are wil- 
ling to put on a Christian 
cloak for the sake of the 
spoils of office. This has 
always been the result of 
uniting Church and State, 
or showing government- 
al favor to any system of 
religion. It resulted thus when “ Christian Citizenship ” 
controlled affairs in the days of Constantine.

Of the hypocrisy engendered by that Christian Citi- 
zenship, John Wesley, the founder of Methodism, in ex- 
plaining the comparative absence of the manifestation 
of the Holy Spirit in the Christian Church of the third 
century, says:—

“ It does not appear that these extraordinary gifts 
of the Holy Ghost were common in the Church for more 
than two or three centuries. We seldom hear of them 
after tha t fatal period when the Emperor Constantine 
called himself a Christian, and from a vain imagination 
of promoting the Christian cause thereby, heaped riches 
and power and honor upon the Christians in general, but 
in particular upon the Christian clergy. From this time 
they almost totally ceased. . . . The cause of this was 
not because there was no more occasion for t hem. . . .  
The real cause was ‘the love of many,’ almost all Chris- 
tians (so-called), was ‘waxed cold.’ The Christians had
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convictions, for he claims that Christianity depends on 
convictions of conscience; but in his zeal to dominate 
others, he will compel them to abandon their convic- 
tions. This again shows that he is destitute of the 
spirit and works of Christ; for he says, “ If any man 
hear my words and believe not, I judge him not.” John 
12:47.

The power of the religion of Christ is purely spiritual; 
and its work is upon the individual heart, which by its 
influence is moulded after the image of Him that created 
him. This power cannot be derived by the government 
from the citizen; but only by the individual from Christ. 
“ If any man be in Christ he is a new creature.” “ If any 
man have not the spirit of Christ, he is none of His.” He 
is not a Christian. The power of the Holy Spirit can be 
derived from Christ by the individual only.

If one has a religion which he can, or wants to, dele- 
gate to government, and thinks such religion is Chris- 
tianity, he is mistaken. He has not learned the first 
principle of Christianity, which is liberty of conscience to 
“ whomsoever will.”

Governments derive their just powers from and by 
the consent, of the governed. The power of Christianity 
cannot be derived from, or delegated by, the citizen, to 
government. Therefore the government cannot justly 
exercise any authority or power in Christianity: neither 
to make laws nor to execute them, nor yet to employ its 
authority in issuing proclamations recommending or en- 
joining Christian worship.

Religion springing from the minds of men may be in- 
corporated into law by government; and these same men 
who form the government and invent the religion can 
delegate power and authority to force it upon others; 
but as it is not a spiritual religion to begin with, but 
wholly human, outward physical conduct is all th a t is 
obtained by the process. And that is not Christianity.

Again: Earthly government cannot exercise any au- 
thority whatever in Christianity; for it cannot be dele- 
gated by the individual as a citizen.

Whatever does not furnish power to the government, 
nor submit to be dominated by it, cannot be an element 
in the formation or maintenance of the government. 
Therefore, as Christianity can never be an element in the 
citizenship of earthly government, “ Christian Citizen- 
ship ” is false alike in its conception and in its name.

The truth is, then, that Christianity is known only 
to those who have come in contact with it as a spiritual 
power, which, admitted into the heart, renovates the 
soul and purifies the life from sin. The only source of 
this power to men is Christ. Could it be delegated to 
government, or transferred in any manner from one per- 
son to another, or to a government, or again from the 
government to individuals, men could be saved without 
going to Christ, as Christianity could be forced upon 
them by the power of the sword. Those who have such 
a view as tha t of Christianity are not acquainted with 
Christianity.

When this “Christian Citizenship” thing professing

When all who will, have thus been prepared by the 
kingdom of grace, then “ the Son of man shall come in 
his glory, and all his holy angels with him,” and “ then 
shall he sit upon the throne of his glory.” Matt. 20:31. 
“ Christian Citizenship ” can neither promote the kingdom 
of grace nor the kingdom of glory; it can neither prepare 
subjects for tha t kingdom nor enthrone its King. I t can 
and does promote hypocrisy. What its advocates need is 
the annointing of the Holy Spirit that they may know 
what this meaneth: “ Not by might nor by power, but 
by my Spirit, saith the Lord.” Zech. 4:6. a. f . b.

Christian Citizenship.

BY H. E. GIDDINGS.

I f  Christianity is to enter the realm of law, it must be 
an element in citizenship delegated by the citizen to the 
government. Then the citizens who have delegated this 
power have not only authorized the government to com־ 
pel others to act as though they were Christians; but 
have themselves consented to be controlled by the gov- 
emment in their religion as to belief and practice. And 
this not alone in some point that is in accord with their 
choice; but in all things. For, they establish the princi- 
pie tha t the government should regulate religious affairs 
by law, and as the choice and consent of the citizen is 
determined by voting, the question of religion is a t once 
expelled from the individual conscience instructed by the 
word of God and guided by the Holy Spirit, and is rele- 
gated to the ballot box instructed by the religio-political 
speaker and guided by the majority.

In this the individual conscience is set aside and ut- 
terly ignored, and religion is put into a sphere destitute 
of the Spirit and wholly unable to exert any power upon 
the heart.

Such religion may exist; but it is not Christianity. 
“ Every man shall give account of himself to God.” He 
is not required to give account of someone else, nor of 
any power given to government to compel others to do 
right, but each shall give account of himself.

Religion by law existed in Rome when she was pagan 
and when she was papal; but the Christian never wants 
to, and never will, delegate to government nor to anybody 
else any power in religion; nor will he consent to be gov- 
erned in his religion by the mind and conscience of an- 
other nor any mass of others. To do so would be to 
separate from God and ignore Him as moral ruler.

Whatever a man will submit to the decision of 
others, he holds only on a level with the common things 
of this world, subject to change a t the desire of others. 
If he should say that he would do this only when the 
laws favored his views, then he confesses tha t he is not 
doing to others as he would have them do to him; and 
again shows tha t he has not the religion of Christ. He 
wants laws in harmony with his convictions, that he may 
compel others to adopt them. He will not change his
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He then referred to “the Christian sabbath, which is ob- 
served in this country from end to end and enforced by 
State laws and even by the laws of the United States 
Government/י as an evidence that “we continually rec- 
ognize in all our . . . political, national and State 
relations, and relations to the laws of our country, the 
great underlying foundation” of these commandments. 
Would the senator oblige immigrants to read Sunday, 
or first day of the week, into the fourth commandment? 
When the senator himself is so blind with respect to the 
Decalogue as to think that it enjoins the observance of 
Sunday, is he well qualified to lead the blind in the path 
which it marks out ?

When the blind lead the blind, they must both fall 
into the ditch. IVhen the people of this country allowr 
their legislators to set themselves up as their religious 
guides, they are not far from disaster.

In and Around the Capitol.

From  our W ash ing ton  Correspondent.

The people of the city of Washington are fully aware 
that Wilbur F. Crafts is here w ith all his methods. On 
Sunday afternoon, the 18th inst., a so-called mass meet- 
ing was held in the Metropolitan Μ. E. Church. The at- 
tendance did not exceed two hundred people. At the 
close of the meeting the people w ere requested to vote to 
Dr. Crafts and his associates the right to petition Con- 
gress for the passage of the District Sunday Bill. Some 
of the people voted and some did not; but the vote 
was declared unanimous. It was not stated whether 
Dr. Crafts wanted to represent one hundred or one thou- 
sand.

The same scene was enacted in the evening of the 
same day a t another church of the city, where the at- 
tendance did not reach one hundred. The vote was 
taken by a show of hands and many did not vote, but 
as before the vote was declared unanimous. Since there 
was no limit placed on the power to petition, it is only 
fair to surmise that Dr. Crafts will use it to the full extent 
of his ability.

It is wonderful how these people can pile up petitions 
by their plan of “representative petitioning.” For an 
example, we have only to call to mind the record of the 
petitions for the Sunday closing of the World’s Fair, 
when the vote of the churches enabled these men to rep- 
resent more people in some States than the entire popu- 
lation of the State; so that they represented the increase 
of population to the present time.

From the beginning already made, we may expect to 
witness quite as great results as in the past. If the pas- 
tors of the different churches where the so-called mass 
meetings are being held, are only willing to open their 
church list, the Sunday-school list, the W. C. T. U. list, 
and the list of names of those that belong to the Young 
People’s societies, regardless of whether they attended the 
mass meeting or not, the list of petitioners will be a large

to be Christianity shall secure control of the Government 
and with governmental power enforce its notions upon 
the people, we shall have fulfilled the prediction of Rev. 
13:11-15. The power described in this Scripture is 
termed in Rev. 19:20, “ The False Prophet.” I t will be 
such because it will profess to represent Christianity when 
it is nothing of the kind. It will be “ The False Prophet” 
in that it will deceive the people into receiving its doc- 
trines and professions as Christianity, when in fact the 
whole combination will be antichristian and nothing but 
the living image of antichrist.

“ None of the wicked shall understand; but the wise 
shall understand.”

Pure Anarchy.

“ Except the State be born again, it cannot see the 
kingdom of God.” This statement is conspicuously in־ 
scribed upon the official organ of the “Christian Citizen- 
ship League,” and is credited to a “professor” of “applied 
Christianity” in a western college. It, is the doctrine 
th a t Christianity can be applied to the State—that 
Jesus Christ is the Saviour of the State as well as of the 
individual. There is but one way of salvation, and that 
is by being “born again,” as the Saviour explained to 
Nicodemus. Supposing then that the State could be 
“ born again,” what would result? It would have to 
manifest the spirit of Christ, which would necessitate that 
it forgive its enemies; and forgive them not once merely, 
nor “until seven times,” but “until seventy times seven.” 
Matt. 18:21, 22. So as often as the trespasser against 
the State might say, when brought into court, “I re- 
pent,” the State would be obliged to forgive him, and 
discharge the debt! Could any arrangement better suit 
the desires of the criminal classes ? or more quickly and 
thoroughly destroy the whole structure of civil govern- 
ment? Could any doctrine be more thoroughly anar- 
eh istic? These questions answer themselves.

And yet it is actually a fact that this doctrine is, in 
this very land of enlightened government, now held and 
advocated by nearly all the leading religious societies! 
And those who would warn the people against it are de- 
nounced as anarchists!

---------------------- + . ► ^ 4 - ---------

A feature of recent Congressional proceedings at 
the National Capitol, was an amendment offered by Sen- 
a to r Morgan to the Immigration bill, which would oblige 
all immigrants to this country, before acquiring citizen- 
ship, to  be able to read the Ten Commandments. In de- 
fending his proposed measure, which he affirmed was in- 
troduced “ in no spirit of levity,” Senator Morgan said 
he was actuated by “the most serious intention of mak- 
ing every man who comes to the test to acquire American 
citizenship show before the officer, the Judge who admits 
him, tha t he knows the foundations of the Christian reli- 
gion as they are taught in the Ten Commandments.”
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criminals by the statutes of the State? In other words. 
Is the Constitution to be made void by the statutes of 
the State?

Many of the best people of the State often express 
with great fervor the sentiment of “equal rights to all 
men and special favors to none;” yet there stands this 
law forbidding equal rights to all men and granting spe- 
cial favors to some. There it has stood since 1641, an 
unrepealed part of the Church and State system of colo- 
nial days; and can be used to bring unjust pressure upon 
one class of citizens to force them to conform to the 
wishes of another class. It can be used as a tool for per- 
secution, as similar laws have been, and even now are 
being, used in other States and other countries.

How long shall it stand thus a menace to liberty in 
our State? It menaces not only the liberties of the man 
who observes the seventh day, but it restricts the liberty 
of every other man, by demanding the homage due only 
to God. It says to every man in North Carolina, You 
have no right to act for yourself in this matter; you 
must rest on Sunday whether you believe it is right or 
wrong. You have no right to change your practice even 
though you in all sincerity change your conscientious 
convictions.

He who does not now protest against this usurpa- 
tion of authority, cannot be consistent in protesting, 
should the authority to make laws fall into the hands 
of Roman Catholics or infidels or any other class, and 
they make laws which conflict with his conscience, it is 
not impossible that such a change may occur.

It is not equal rights to all men to permit one class 
six or seven days a week in which to earn a livelihood, 
and say to those of another faith, Y"ou can have only five. 
Again, by the Word of God, the observer of the seventh 
day knows it wrong to pay the same respect to the first 
day of the week that he does to the seventh. Hence- 
compulsion here is a restriction of conscience.

Will not the good people of North Carolina, in plain 
right and simple justice, demand the repeal of this unjust 
law? Will not the men now assembled in the legislature 
rise up as one man and wipe forever from the statute 
books of the State everything contrary to its Consti- 
tution and “Bill of Rights” which they are pledged by 
their oath to maintain? If not, why not?

A Citizen .
Raleigh, N. C., Jan. .11, 1897.

I n a lecture in this city Sunday, January 3, on 
“America’s Debt to the Catholic Church,” Mr. Henry 
Austin Adams said tha t “The history of the crew which 
sailed with Columbus in the Santa Mai'ia shows that a 
man named Patricius McGuirio stood in the bow of the 
boat that first touched the shore of the New World, and 
that in the stern, as tillerman, sat one Giovani Moranio. 
These men \vere the first to jump from the boat to the 
shore. Their names, Anglicized, svere Patrick McGuire 
and John Moran.

“And the McGuires and the Morans have been here

one, and Congress will be led to suppose that all the 
people of the District are in fa vor of the passage of the 
Sunday Bill.

Dr. Η. H. George, representing another wing of the 
National Reform Party, laboring in the interest of the 
God־in־the־Constitution resolution, is here also; and Con- 
gress will no doubt be treated to more wisdom along the 
line of last year’s contention before the Judiciary Com- 
mittee of the House, i. e., that there must be a national 
conscience on all moral questions, and the individual 
conscience must yield to that of the nation. And while 
the individual would have to depend on the nation for 
his conscience, we should still have “no union of Church 
and S tate” ! Certainly this is as extraordinary as the 
plan of petitioning in the other wing of the party. The 
Christian lobbyists are capable of great things.

Religions Liberty in North Carolina.

In the North Carolina Declaration of Rights, Sec. 1, 
it is declared that “All men are created equal,’’ and are י 
“ endowed by their Creator with certain unalienable 
rights” as “life, liberty, the pursuits of happiness, and 
the enjoyment of the fruits of their own labor.” Sec. 
26 declares that “all men have a natural and unalien־ 
able right to worship God according to the dictates of 
their own consciences, and no human authority should 
in any case whatever, control or interfere with the rights 
of conscience.”

This, then, leaves to each person the right to follow 
his own conscience in his relation to his Creator, and al- 
lows the civil government the right to regulate only 
man’s relation to his fellowmen. This is not toleration 
merely. It asserts as unalienable the rights of men to 
worship, and at the same time to enjoy the fruits of their 
own labor—not of five-sixths only, but of all their 
labor. In other words, it declares that every man has 
an unalienable right to work all of the time his own 
conscience permits him, and that “no human authority 
should, in any case whatever, control or interfere with 
it.”

Now there are in North Carolina, as well as in all 
other States of this Union, evangelical Christians, as well 
as Jews, whose consciences lead them to keep as holy 
time the seventh day of the week—Saturday: and hence 
to work the other six, including Sunday, the first day of 
the week. In harmony with the said Declaration of 
Rights of North Carolina, and in harmony with the 
Sacred Scriptures, no human authority has any right 
to interfere with them in this, “in any case whatever.” 
But Sec. 3782 of the Code (Vol. II., p. 573) does inteir 
fere and forbid every man exercising that right under a 
penalty of one dollar for each offense. Thus conscien- 
tious, law-abiding citizens are left the choice of losing 
one-sixth of the fruits of their labor, or being considered 
criminals in the eyes of this law. Are men enjoying the 
guaranties of the Constitution while being branded as
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Fraudulent Petitions to Congress.

BY J. J. GARDIN EH.

In the village of Manns ville, N. Y., on Sunday, Dec. 
27, 1896, the pastor of the Baptist Church, a t the close 
of the service, read the petition for the “Christian Amend- 
ment” to the Constitution, urging its indorsement, stat- 
ing that if the vote was a majority, the names of the 
officers of the church would be placed upon it as repre- 
senting the membership of the church, which consists ac 
cording to the pastor’s statement of one hundred and 
sixty members.

There was not to exceed fifty of the members present, 
who were thus called upon to express by vote the wishes 
of the whole church, to our representatives in Congress. 
But that is not all; when the vote was taken the writer 
saw only three who voted in favor of it, although there 
might have been two or three more whom he did not see. 
So here we have not to exceed a half dozen persons al- 
lowed to declare for one hundred and sixty (for there 
was no dissenting vote) that they are all in favor of its 
passage!

Is not this another expression of the doctrine of the 
priests in the fourth century that it is right to do evil 
that good may come?

Winona, Jefferson Co., N. Y.

A Remarkable Finding.

New H a ven  Register.

J udge P ryor’s refusal to incorporate a Hebrew so- 
ciety upon the ground that its aim and purposes were 
calculated to infringe the civil law of New York regard- 
ing Sunday observance, continues to excite attention and 
ridicule.

The petition, which was made to him, set forth the 
following as the object: “To promote the strict observ- 
ance of and adherence to such customs, laws, usages and 
rites of the orthodox Hebrew religion or faith as are 
not repugnant to, and inconsistent with, the Constitu- 
tion and laws of the United States and the laws of the 
State of New York, to improve the condition of the or- 
thodox Hebrew congregations, and to abolish the now 
existing religious evils.

Judge Pryor refused to sanction the petition because 
the annual meetings of the society were to be held “on 
each and every second Sunday in January in each year.” 
This he declared to be an infraction of the civil law, and 
as a Justice of the Supreme Court, he could not officially 
approve a meditated infraction of the law. He set forth 
his views in a long and labored opinion which would 
have done justice to Judge Gaynor, who has proved his 
capacity to more peculiar things within a given time than 
any judge New York has ever had.

As an illustration of the general character of Judge 
Pryor’s finding, we quote the following paragraph: “ Al-

ever since (applause). And there is nothing to show 
that they ever conveyed to others their title, as first ar- 
rivals, to the country.”

“ Mockery and Sham.”

The In d ep en d en t, Jan . Ik, 1S97.

T he scandal caused by the protest of the Rev. S. D 
Brownjohn against the confirmation of Bishhop Temple 
ae Archbishop of Canterbury was not so much the 
scandal of his interruption of the ceremony as it was 
the scandal and sacrilege of the refusal to hear his pro- 
test.

After full public notice “given to all and singular op- 
posers” of the election of Dr. Temple as Archbishop to 
come to St. Mary־le־Bow Church on December 22nd to 
make their objections, Mr. Brownjohn appeared. The 
royal mandate was read in the presence of eight bishops 
commissioned by the Crown to confirm the election, citing 
all opposers, fif any, to appear. Mr. Brownjohn arose 
and said tha t he desired to protest against the confirma- 
tion of Dr. Temple’s election because of his belief in doc- 
trines which the protester believed to be absolutely “ in- 
compatible with fidelity to the teaching of the Book of 
Common Prayer.”

Thereupon he was told he could not be heard and 
tha t it had long ago been decided th a t the court had no 
power to entertain such objection. The Archbishop of 
York concurred, and the opposer was silenced. The cere- 
mony went on and the august company was told that 
the new primate was a prudent and discreet man, emi- 
nent for his knowledge of the Scriptures and in everyway 
suitable to the position.

Then the Apparitor-General proceeded slowly down 
the aisle, crying:—

“Oyez! Oyez! All ye and sundry who have any ob- 
jection to the confirmation of the Rt. Rev. Frederick 
Temple as Archbishop of Canterbury, come forward and 
ye shall be heard.”

Thereupon Mr. Brownjohn arose, and again tried to 
make his protest; but was again silenced, and told by the 
Archbishop of York tha t he could not be heard. Then to 
cap the absurdity of it all, the Vicar-General denounced 
as contumacious those who had failed to present their 
objections:—

“I accuse the contumacy of all and singular the per- 
sons as aforesaid cited, intimated, publicly called and 
not appearing, and I pray them to be pronounced con- 
tumacious.”

Now if there can be a greater mockery and sham, any 
greater scandal and sacrilege in a sacred ceremony than 
the public citation of objectors to whom a hearing is re- 
fused, we do not know what it is.

“ Right is indivisible: we obtain it for ourselves only 
by claiming it for others.”—De Pressens('.
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“ protect” some “ holy” day or holiday, and the carnal 
mind will a t once assert itself wherever it has not been 
dispossessed by the Spirit of God, and the old saying* 
which connects the devil with “ idle hands” will be veri- 
tied. The man is exposed to all evil in order to “ pro- 
tec t” the day! Better would it be to protect the man 
than all the days in the calendar.

The more “holy” days and holidays increase, and the 
more their observance is made compulsory upon the 
people, the more drunkenness, debauchery, murder, riot 
and general la\vlessness there will be. And the more 
honest employment can be provided for the multitudes 
whose hands are idle, and the more the people are left 
free to engage in honest work when they want to work, 
the fewer occasions there will be calling to mind the Ro- 
man Saturnalia. The truth of this is so evident that 
it can be be seen by any one who does not feel bound to 
uphold Sunday laws a t whatever cost.

The Washington correspondent of the New York 
Independent says that “there is no lack of statesmen 
to-day, who, on occasion, would turn down the Constitu- 
tion, as a once eminent member of the House did, when 
he said he did not know what the Constitution had to do 
‘between friends.’ ” Every one who is acquainted with 
the course of Government affairs, knows that this is true. 
Yet it is a most dangerous condition of things in a 
Government which professes to stand upon a written 
Constitution.
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though not explicitly stated, it is nevertheless an infer- 
ence from the face of the certificate before me that the 
members of the proposed corporation are of a race and 
religion by which not the first but the seventh day of the 
week is set apart for religious observances.”

It seems incredible that in this nineteenth century the 
prejudices of a judge can carry him thus far in a matter 
of this kind. He does not seem to realize that his argu- 
ment is purely a religious one, and bears very little rela- 
tion to the law. . . .

Why he should have gone out of his way, as in this 
instance, to insult this large and influential class of 
citizens passes all comprehension. The following extract 
from a Protestant periodical breathes a spirit which 
Judge Pryor will do well to imbibe: “If this does not stir 
the latent sense of justice and of loyalty to their ances- 
tral faith on the part of the Jews of New York, they will 
hardly be worthy of the liberty and the respect that this 
opinion denies them. Whatever else this opinion may be, 
it is a shame to its au tho r/’

► A 4 ־4־

“ Desecration” of Christmas.

A w r i t e r  in the Catholic Mirror, of January 2, 1897, 
says: “The saddest thing connected with the Christmas 
season is the terrible and widespread profanation of the 
holy day.” If Protestant ministers have a right to 
protest against the profanation of Thanksgiving Day, 
Roman Catholics certainly have a right to protest 
against the profanation of Christmas, which is a “ holy 
day ” in the calendar of their church. I t is certain, 
too, that Christmas Day and Thanksgiving Day stand 
upon exactly equal footing in respect to their alleged 
sanctity.

That the “ profanation ” of Christmas Day and other 
legal holidays is very bad, is true enough; not, however, 
because any such day is in any sense holy, but because 
they are given over by the masses to revelling and 
drunkenness. As the writer above quoted says: “In 
every section of our country the papers record melancholy 
and appalling evidence of drunkenness, debauchery, mur- 
der, and crimes of all kinds. A great many people think 
that Christmas is the period for reviving the Roman 
Saturnalia, or else they so conduct themselves.”

And what is there strange about this? The Roman 
Saturnalia just suited the carnal mind back in the days 
of the Cæsars, and why should it not just suit the same 
mind now? There is as much of that mind in the world 
to-day as there ever was, and as'much of it can be 
found in professedly Christian communities, as any- 
where else.

The trouble is that these legal “ holy days” furnish 
the carnal mind with just the opportunity that it 8e Jks. 
Let an individual have plenty of good, honest labor to 
perform, and the carnal propensities will remain com- 
paratively dormant. But shut off this salutary employ- 
ment of mind and hand, by legal provisions designed to
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most importance that our literature be circulated freely 
just now.

The following list embraces some of our most recent 
tracts, and we believe will be found admirably adapted 
to this work.

The tracts will be furnished a t one-half the retail 
prices, and the envelopes will cost about 45 cents per 
hundred.

Address all orders to your State Tract Society.
PACKAGE No. 1.

Looking Unto Jesus.................................. A. G. L., No. 1. .lc
Benefits of Bible Study..............................  “  No. 10.. lc
Can We Know?........................................... B. S. L., No. 4 9 ..lc
Church and State ...................................... R. L. L., No. 36. .lc
Without Excuse.......................................... B. S. L., No. 46. .lc

PACKAGE No. 2.
Is the End Near?........................................B. S. L., No. 5 0 ..lc
Truth for the Times....................................  “ No. 143. ·2c
God’s Message for To-day......................... “ No. 81...lc
He Saves to the Uttermost. . . .................A. G. L., No. 24. .^c
I Will Come Again......................................  “ No. 26. .£c
The Relation of the State and Church. . .R. L L., No. 33. .lc

PACKAGE No. 3.
Fighting Against God................................R. L. L., No. 4 1 ..3c
The Signs of the Times..............................B. S. L., No. 36. .2c
The Millennial A ge......................................  “ No. 186..2c

PACKAGE No. 4.
What Must I Do to Be Saved?..................A. G. L., No. 17. .lc
New Testament Sabbath................... . . . . .B. S. L., No. 137. 2c
Perfection of the Law of God...................  “ No. 122. .3c

PACKAGE No. 5.
Way marks to the Holy City.......................B. S. L., No. 115. .2c
America’s Crisis........................................  “ No. 138. .4c
The Eastern Question...............  “ No. 144. .2c

PACKAGE No. 6
Justified by Faith....................................... B. S. L., No. 104. .2c
Our Answer...................................................R. L. L., No. 37.1Jc
Seventh-day Adventists and Their Work A. G. L., No. 34. .2c 
Who Changed the Sabbath ?......................B. S. L., No. 107. .3c

A  N E W  T R A C T  C A T A L O G U E .
“ D escrip tive  Catalogue o f  the  R ib le  S tu d e n ts ’, A p p le s  o f  Gold, a n d  

R elig ious  L ib e r ty  L ib ra r ie s  ”  is the  title  o f  th is  3 6  p a g e  cata logue.

I t  gives a  p ithy  description of each t r a c t  and  pam phle t in th e  above 
Libraries, to g e th e r w ith th e ir size and  price. I t  will g rea tly  a ss is t the 
reader to  select such num bers as he m ay desire to  read  an d  c ircu la te ; and 
m ay be ob tained  FR E E  by addressing  the  Pacific P^ess Publish ing  Com. 
pany , O akland, Cal.; 39 Rond St., N ew T ork City, N. Y.; 18 W. 5 th  St., K an. 
sas City, Mo.; o r Review and H erald, R attle  Creek, M:ch.; A tlan ta , Ga.

We have received from the publisher, Mr. J. E. 
Woodward, of Chicago, a copy of his “Historic and 
Prophetic Diagram” of the principal dates, eras, and 
events, in the course of the gospel and the history of the 
world. It is the best thing of the kind tha t we have ever 
seen. The cuts and drawings are excellent, and the plan 
is admirable. It will richly repay study, and so is worth 
considerably more than is required to buy it. It is 5 feet 
6 inches long by 3 feet 9 inches wide. Printed on heavy 
cloth convenient for folding and carrying in small space 
$3.50; on best map-paper, cloth bound, with roller 
$2.75. Address J. E. Woodward. 4327 Evans Ave.. 
Chicago, 111.

Distribution of Literature.

There is no better way to disseminate light and truth 
than through the medium of the printed page, and to this end 
there have been a good number of very valuable tracts and 
pamphlets issued from the press. One of the best ways to 
distribute these and to get people interested in the doctrines 
they teach, is to hand to the persons desired to be reached a 
few selected tracts enclosed in a nice envelope having an 
appropriate inscription printed upon it, stating for what pur- 
pose the package has been placed in the hands of the re- 
ceiver, and a request that the party give the contents a careful 
perusal, etc.

To supply a growing demand lor such envelopes we have 
prepared ourselves to furnish them on short notice.

Our envelopes are made from 36 Pound Manilla Paper 
5jx8 inches in size, and open at the end.

We will print on them, to order, any thing desired not 
exceeding fifty words, and send at the following rates:—

50 envelopes, postpaid, - - $0.45
100 “ - - 0.65
200 “ “ - 1.10 
500 “ by express, not prepaid, - 2.00

1000 “ “ “ - 3.00 
2000 “ or more, at $2.50 per thousand.
Blank, or unprluted envelopes, $1.80 “

As samples of what would be appropriate to put on the 
envelopes we would suggest the following:—

The undersigned  ta k e s  p lea su re  in loaning  you th is  p ackage  of read· 
ing m a tte r  fo r a  sh o rt tim e. W ill call in a  day  or so.

------------- ------ Colporteur.

Dear S ir  or M adam  1

I  ta k e  p leasu re  in h and ing  you th is  package  of read in g  m a tte r, w ith 
th e  hope  th a t  you w ill give th e  con ten ts  a  carefu l perusal.

I f  you desire  m ore of th e  sam e kind, I  w ill g lad ly  supp ly  you.
R espectfu lly ,

-------------------, Colporteur.

The tra c ts  enclosed in th is  package  a re  loaned to  you  fo r a  few  days. 
P lease read  th em  carefu lly . I will call again , and  if you desire  to  pur- 
ehase  th em , th e  p rice  is One C ent fo r each  e ig h t pages. I f  you desire 
o th e rs  I will g lad ly  supp ly  you. Λ

------------------ , Colporteur.

This p ackage  of l i te ra tu re  is p resen ted  by one of o u r Sabbath-school 
ch ild ren , and  th e  p roceeds of sales th u s  a ris in g  will be given to  c a rry  the  
gospel to  ch ild ren  in darkened  India.

International Sabbath-school Ass’n.
P resen ted  b y ,----- -------------------

The name and address of the Colporteur can be printed 
on the envelope with the inscription, or the line left blank and 
the name can be written. We will make them any way to suit 
our patrons. Send in your orders.

Address, Pacific P ress P ublishing Co.,
39 Bond St., New York.

Tracts Recommended for Use in the Package 
System.

As the season has already come in which many of 
our members can find time to go out and distribute 
reading matter, and as the long winter evenings afford 
opportunities for reading which most people do not 
have during the other parts of the year, it is of the ut­
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TWO 
REPUBLICS.

Of Great Iirportance to 
Every American Citizen.

The

B y  ALO NZO  T. JO N E S.

A COMPARATIVE
HISTORY OF THE TWO GREATEST 

REPUBLICS,

Rome AND TH E United States
i=@«=@=4i=@־Ŝ־=i

The s tudy  of years and  e labo ra tion  of m any volumes, a re  presented in a  
concise an d  pleasing m anner. In  reviewing th e  h is to ry  of th e  R om an Re- 
public, th e  rocks upon which she s tran d ed  have been clearly poin ted  ou t. I t  
c o n tra s ts  th e  principles underlying enforced religious observances, w ith th e  
tru e  principles of

RELIGIOUS FREEDOM FOR EVERY ΠΑΝ,
which are  gua ran teed  by  the  C onstitu tion  of th e  United S ta te s . The “ Tw o 
Republics׳ ‘ com prises 890 oc tavo  pages, an d  is  p rin ted  from  d e a r ,  new 
electrotypes, on fine, tin ted  paper, beautifully an d  su b stan tia lly  bound, an d  
is illu s tra ted  w ith 67 full-page engravings. The work is furnished in  th e  
following styles of binding:—

Thin paper edition, plain edges $1.85
Cloth, marbled edges, - 2.50

“ Gilt edges, - - - - -  .3.00
PACIFIC PRESS PUBLISHING CO.,

39 B ond St r e e t , New York .
K ansas City, Mo. O akland, Cal.

Political Speeches and Debates
ABRAHAM LINCOLN and STEPHEN A. DOUGLAS,

C ontain ing  a ll th e  im p o r tan t speeches of “ The G ian ts from יי   1854 to  1861. 
giving a  fa ir  a n d  FU L L HISTORY O F T H E  SL A V E R Y  QUESTION, an d
the  g re a t  co n stitu tio n a l q u estio n s  involved th e re in , fro m  th e  beg inn ing  o f 
th e  na tio n  to  th e  o u tb re a k  o f th e  C ivil W ar. An a tta c k  w as th e n  being  
m ade upon  th e  D eclaration  o f Independence  and  th e  N ationa l C onstitu tion . 
To-day an o th e r a tta c k  is be ing  m ade  upon  th e se  sam e  c h a r te rs  o f o u r lib- 
erties. The h is to ry  m ade  ju s t  p rev ious  to  th e  Civil W ar fo rm s a  m ost 
vita l p a r t  of th e  na tio n a l annals, an d  shou ld , in  itse lf, w a rra n t th e  s tu d y  
of those tim es. B u t in view  o f th e  p re s en t a t ta c k  upon  th e  C onstitu tion , 
th is  s u b je c t becom es one of th e  g re a te s t im p o rtan ce  to  ev ery  th in k in g  in- 
dividual. The w ork  con ta in s  555 p ages, p r in ted  from  new, c lear type, w ith  
num erous fu ll-page ha lf-tone  illu s tra tio n s , inc lud ing  p o r tra i ts  of L incoln 
and  Douglas.

H ound in  Buckram , price, $1.75 ־  .
“  46 44 g i l t  ed g es, p r ic e ,  2 .2 5 .

PACIFIC PRESS PUBLISHING CO.,
39 Bond St r e e t , New York .

K iluhuh City, Mo. O akland, Cal.,

I n t e r e s t i n g  J f a c t s
Is  th e  nam e of a  n e a t little  book of 96 pages, 4 ^  x  5 inches bound in heavy 
paper, b rim  fu ll of “ in te res ting  fac ts ,”  questions and  answ ers on d ifferent 
subjects, religious and  political;

“ A Father’s T alk  to a Careless Daughter,”
“ How to Bring Up a Son,”

“ How to Bring Down a  Son,” etc ., etc.

The la s t 21 pages a re  an  a lbum  con tain ing  th e  p o rtra its  of 21 d ifferen t 
sovereigns of Europe, and  is w orth  alone th e  price  of th e  book.

R egu lar price, 25 cen ts; w e will send i t  post-paid fo r 18 cen ts, tw o fo r 
25 cents, s tam p s tak en . Address, Pacific Press P ub. Co.,

39 Bond S tree t, New York.

A New Book.

We have received a copy of a new book, by Alonzo 
T. Jones, entitled “ The Empires of the Bible/’ The 
author says tha t “ The effort has not been so much to 
write a history, as to compile a history from the best 
tha t have been already written. And as the period herein 
studied is tha t which is covered by the Bible and the in- 
scriptions, the history of Babylonia, Egypt, Israel, and 
Assyria, is taken almost wholly from these sources.

“This is not done in a way to tell in other language 
the story that is related in those documents, nor to tell 
about that story; but in such a way that the reader may 
have the history as it is told in the Bible and the inscrip- 
tions themselves.

“ Thus the reader may know that he has before him 
not only the very words of the best authorities of that 
period, but of the only authorities, because written by 
the original actors themselves.

“ By thus weaving together in one connected story, 
the history in the Bible and the inscriptions, it is hoped 
that the study of both the Bible and the history will take 
on a new interest in the mind of whomsoever shall read 
this book.”

The book contains 410 pages, Gx9J£ inches, and 
twenty-one full page maps: so that the history is mapped 
as well as written. We have read the book through, and 
can heartily recommend it as of great value. We know 
of no other book that occupies the field that this one 
does. And there is no other one book that contains so 
much of the most ancient history as this volume does. It 
covers the period from the Flood to the Captivity in 
Babylon. Price $1.50. For sale a t this office.

The Rights of the People, o r < ^ 2 s s ^
Civil Government and Religion.
B y  A L O N Z O  T . J O N E S .

THIS IS ONE OF THE VERY BES T BOOKS THA T HAS 
EVER BEEN WRITTEN ON THE RELATION OF 

THE CIVIL GOVERNMENT AND 
RELIGION.

4 4 4׳
I t  shows how C hristian ity  advanced in th e  R om an Em pire, n o t only 

W ithout th e  a id  of the  S ta te , b u t in th e  face of th e  b itte re s t opposition  from  
th e  S ta te ;  i t  discusses w hat the  C hristian  should  render to  God, and  w hat 
to  th e  S ta te , an d  how th e  powers th a t  be a re  o rdained  of God. The book 
then  tak e s  up th e  h is to ry  and  principles of th e  m ovem ent so active  now in 
th e  U nited S ta tes , look ing  to w ard  hav ing  th e  Church t ry  to  regu la te  and  
«leanse politics, an d  shows w h a t will be the  certa in  resu lts  of following th e  
policy advoca ted  by some of these church men. No m a tte r  w h a t y o u r views 
upon th is  question, yon c an n o t afford to  miss read ing  th is  book.

Cloth., 378 pp., 81.00.
Paper C o vers,...............................4:0.

PACIFIC PRESS PUBLISHING COMPANY,
48 Bond Street, New York City, N. Y.

K ansas City, Mo. O akland, Cal.


