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VOLUME 4.

OAKLAND, CALIFORNIA, JUNE 12, 1889.

NUMBER 20.

'T’lze @ﬂnzelci@arz 5@12’@2@1.

PACIFIC PRESS PUBLISHING COMPANY,

No. 43 BonND ST., NEW YORK;
18 PosT ST., SAN FRANCISCO, CALL.;
12111 & CASTRO STS., OAKLAND, CAL.

EDITORS,
E. J. WAGGONER, AroNzo T. JONES.

America remarks that Elizabeth Stuart
Phelps has contributed an able article to the
Forum, entitled, “The Christianity of Christ,”
and adds: “This subject is little studied in the
present generation, yet it is the only Christianity
which should engage our thoughts or our devo-
tion.”

America is evideutly not well indoctrinated in
the principles of National Reform, else it would
understand that the Christianity of Christ is get-
ting to be somewhat out of date, and is, according
to that program, to be shortly superseded by Na-
tional Christianity. Nevertheless, the words of
America are true; the Christianity of Christ “is
the only Christianity which should engage our
thoughts or our devotion.”

Tue Christian Union of May 9 notes the
action of Vanderbilt in reducing Sunday travel
on his railroads, and says: The thanks of the re-
ligious community areespecially due to Mr. Corne-
lius Vanderbilt, whose persistent urgency in this
matter has at length borne fruit.” "Why thethanks
of the religious community? They tell us that
this Sunday-rest movement is not.a religious
affair at all, but that it was started by the work-
ingmen, and is solely in the interest of the work-
ingmen. Then why should religious people feel
specially thankful, since, according to Mr. Crafts,
they only reluctantly took part in the crusade at
the urgent request of the laboring classes? It
doesn’t require very much discernment to tell
why the religious community alone are mentioned
as fecling thankful. Thereligious (not necessarily
Christian) community alone are interested in it.
The majority of the laboring men are indifferent
or opposed.

SomEBODY has sent us a Chicago paper con-
taining the following marked paragraph :—

“ The gentleman named Schweinfurth, who is pos-
ing as the Beekmanite Christ down about Rockford,
is in a very pretty fix. The White Caps have served
notice on him to leave that neck of woods. The
fetching part of the ukase, however, lies in the alter-
native which they present. If he doesn’t decamp
by a certain time the gentlemanly White Caps prom-
Ise to take Mr. Schweinfurth into the near-by woods,
plaster the tar on him as long as it will stick, and
then set him on fire. That’s all. Only just that.
And still Schweinfurth hesitates to skedaddle.”

We haveread of this man before, but never
thought him worthy of any mention, and do not
now; certain it ‘is that we have no sympathy
with his blasphemous pretensions, but we wish to
say, now that the matter is up, that we think that
bad ashe may be he is not half as dangerous to
the community as are the lawless scamps that
threaten dire vengeance against him ; neither are
his doctrines likely to do a tithe of the harm that
will surely rise from the idea that seems to be
gaining ground quite rapidly, that the majority of
a community have a right to dictate to a minor-
ity in matters of religion. If the Illinois pre-
tender has violated the civil or criminal law of
the State, then let the State deal with him as
with other offenders; but if his only offense has
been to teach erroneous doctrines, whereby he has
drawn away disciples after him, he should be pro-
tected from violence even if the Governor has
to order out the militia to do it. This White
Cap business should be promptly stamped out.
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A Misleading Petition—Which One Is It?

Ix the February number of Our Day, the
magazine edited by Joseph Cook, in an editorial
notice of the presentation of the Sunday-law
petition to Congress, we find the following :—

“ The Seventh-day Adventists, whose chief aim in
life seems to be to break down the American Sabbath,
are circulating a misleading counter-petition, which
gives the impression that it is the religious observance
of the Sabbath which the great petition asks Congress
to promote, whereas nothing is asked beyond pro-
tection of Sunday rest and public worship in the do-
main of the National Government, as has been
afforded in nearly all the States from the beginning to
citizens in the domain of State governments.”

About the same time Mr. Crafts published a
circular letter in which he said:—

“Prompt action on the petition is the more im-
portant from the fact that the enemies of the Sunday-
Rest law, a curious combination of Saturdarians,
saloonists, and a few papers, are becoming very active
in the circulation of misrepresentations and mislead-
ing counter-petitions, the latter so worded as to give
the false impression that we are asking for a law to
promote the religious observance of the Sabbath,
whercas our petition seeks only protection for Sunday
restand worship.”

Since so much is said about this counter-
petition, it may be well to publish it, that all the
readers of the AMERICAN SENTINEL may know
what it does ask for. The petition reads as fol-
lows:—

“To the Honorable, the Senate of the United States—

“We, the undersigned, adult residents of the United
States, 21 years of age or more, hereby respectfully, but
earnestly, petition your Honorable Body not to pass
any bill in regard to the observance of the Sabbath,
or Lord’s day, or any other religious or ecclesiastical
institution or rite; nor to favor in any way the adop-
tion of any resolution for the amendment of the Na-

tional Constitution that would in any way tend, either
dircctly or indirectly, to give preference to the prin-
ciples of any religion or of any religious body above
another, or that will in any way sanction legislation
upon the subject of religion; but that the total sep-
aration between religion and State, assured by the
National Constitution as it now is, may forever remain
as our fathers established it.”

Now we can compare the statements with the
petition. Mr. Cook and Mr. Crafts say that this
counter-petition is misleading, in that it gives the
false impression that the Sunday-law people are
asking for the promotion or protection of the re-
ligious observance of Sunday. But the most
careful reader of the counter-petition will fail to
find in it any reference whatever to the Ameri-
can Sunday Union, or to a petition for a Sunday
law, or to the Blair bill, or to anything whatever
that has been done. It simply asks that Congress
shall not pass a bill in regard to the observance
of the Sabbath, or in regard to any other relig-
ious institution; nor to favor any amendment
that would tend to give preference to any relig-
ion, or to any religious body, above another, but
to keep Church and State entirely separate, as
they were designed to be by the fathers of our
country. In short, the sum of the petition is
that Congress will not interfere in religious con-
troversies, and in matters purely religious. Our
Sunday-law friends claim that this is just what
they want ; they claim that they do not want re-
ligious legislation ; they claim that they want
Church and State kept entirely separate. Now
if they are sincere in their protestations, why do
they object so strongly to this counter-petition ?
Indeed, if they mean what they say when they
deny the charge that they are laboring for a un-
ion of Church and State, and are so bitterly op-
posed to civil interference in matters purely re-
ligious, they ought to sign the petition. Indeed,
they should be intensely anxious to sign it. If
their protestations are of any value, then this
so-called counter-petition is not a counter-petition
at all, but is exactly in harmony with their peti-
tion and their line of work, and they ought to
adopt it. But they do not indorse it; they most
bitterly denounce it. Then what shall we con-
clude? We can form ng other conclusion than
that they are not sincere when they say that they
do not desire a union of Church and State; when
they say that what their petition calls for is not
religious legislation. It is the wounded bird that
flutters. The hatred which they manifest to this
petition, and their evident chagrin at the large
number of signatures of the best people that have
been secured for it, show that the petition strikes
directly against their work. They show that the
counter-petition asks Congress not to do the very
thing that their petition desires it to do. And
what is that? It asks them not to legislate upon
the subject of religion, and not to do anything
that tends to Church and State union. By op-
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posing the petition which asks that this be not
done, they show that they want it done. In no
other way could they so clearly show the real ob-
ject of the Sunday-law petition, and the spirit of
the Sunday-law movement, than by the bitter op-
position which they make to this counter-petition.
Their action in the matter stamps their move-
ment as a movement to secure a union of Church
and State, and nothing else.

Now we will have a little direct testimony con-
cerning the matter of the religious observance of
Sunday, which both Mr. Cook and Mr. Crafts say
they do not desire. We will quote once more
a few statements which will show clearly just
what they do want. We have given them many
times, but we shall doubtless be compelled to re-
peat them many more times, for the Sunday peo-
ple persist in telling the people generally another
thing from what they talk among themselves.
First, we repeat the statement made by Mrs. Bate-
ham in her speech at the Washington Convention
last summer. Referring to the petitions that
hung around the assembly room, she said :—

“As T look about this church to-night, I cannot’
help thinking of the fourteen million people that
this meeting represents, all of whom are praying to
have the holy day observed. They are praying that
the Government will pass a law that will compel the
people to observe the first day of the week ; and peo-
ple in every Stateof the Union are distributing circulars
to secure signatures to that effect.”

This statement is taken from the report in the
Lutheran Observer of December 21, 1888, whose
editor, Dr. Conrad, was one of the speakers at
the convention, and is one of the officers of the
American Sunday Union. Nothing that we
could say could more directly contradict the
statement made by Mr. Cook and Mr. Crafts
than does this statement by Mrs. Bateham.
They say that their petition does not ask for the
religious observance of the day, but she says that
the petitioners pray to have the holy day observed.
Of course, we know that there were not fourteen
million petitioners, and that the day is not holy ;
but her statement intimates that those who signed
the petition intelligently did so with the under-
standing that it was a request to have the day ob-
served as though it were holy. It is true that
the petition itself does not say anything about
religious observance; but Mrs. Bateham says
that those who sign the petition thereby pray
that the Government will pass a law to compel
the people to observe the first day of the week.
And the fact that she calls it a holy day shows
that they sign the petition with the understand-
ing that it is to secure the compulsory observ-
ance of Sunday as a holy day. Therefore, if
Mr. Cook and Mr. Crafts are so righteously in-
dignant because their petition has been, as they
say, misrepresented and made to appear as though
it called for the religious observance of Sunday,
they should turn their guns upon Mrs. Bateham.
Not an enemy to the Sunday-law petition or the
Sunday-law movement has said a single thing be-
yond what Mrs. Bateham herself has said.

Again, in the report above referred to in the
Lutheran Observer, we find the following state-
ment made by Dr. Crafts. He said, “The bill
which has been introduced makes Sunday the
ideal Sabbath of the Puritan, which day shall
only be occupied by worship.” That bill was in-
troduced by Senator Blair in response to the peti-
tion which has been refcrred to, which was gotten
up by the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union.
Yet Mr. Crafts says that they do not want any-
thing like religious legislation, and that they
don’t petition to have Sunday observed religiously.

Again, Mr. Crafts said in his address before
the general assembly of the Knights of Labor, re-
ported in the Journal of United Labor, November
29, 1888, that “the weekly day of rest has never
been secured in any land, except on the basis
of religious obligation. Take the religion out
and you take the rest out.”

Col. Elliott F. Shepard is president of the
American Sunday Union. The New York Mail
and Ezpress of January 25, 1889, gives in full
his address before the convention upon his elec-
tion as president of the Union. In that address,
he spoke of the petition as follows :—

“We have already been told that there are upon
this petition for a National Sunday-Rest law some
six millions of Protestants, and some seven millions of
Romanists. The Romanists are supposed to be repre-
sented by that one signature—of Cardinal Gibbons—
which was obtairfed with much less trouble than the
greater part of the Protestants in our country. We
have some six millions already on the petition, so that
we have a basis to work upon; but there are still
fifty-two millions of Protestants whom we must inter-
estin this movement. We must go on; we must bring
them to sign the petition for the Sabbath. We
are very glad to welcome as a coadjutor the Roman
Catholic Church in any branch of Christianity, or in
any form of benevolent work in which it will consent
to join us; but we must not forget the greater number
of the population outside of that church, and we are
bound to prosecute this work until we lay its bind-
ing truths of divine authority before the whole people,
and bring them all into the valley of decision.
Choose this day whom ye will serve ; if the Lord be
God, serve him ; and if the world be God, serve that.
You have to say yes or no—whether you will stand
by the decalogue, whether you will stand by the
Lord God Almighty, or whether you will turn your back
upon him. The work, therefore, of this society has
just begun. 'We do not put this work on mere human
reasoning—for all that can be overthrown by human
rcason. We rest it directly and only on the divine
commandment.”

Now this shows that their petition is the one
that is misleading. It shows that they expect to
gain a great deal more than appears on the
face of their petition; it shows that they have
worded their petition just so as to secure the
greatest number of signatures to it. They are
multiplying signatures by every means, both fair
and foul—principally foul—counting in its favor
thousands of people who never heard of it, as
well as other thousands who have heard of it, but
who know really nothing asto its real design;
and then they -intend to wheel these petitioners
into line, as favoring their construction of the pe-
tition, and demanding a law to compel people to
observe Sunday as a holy day.

‘We might give other quotations from the lead-
ers in the Sunday movement, but these are suffi-
cient. We are not dealing in conjectures, but we
give the statements as they appear in black and
white, upon the authority of the leaders of the
Sunday-law workers themselves. If anything in
our language seems to be harsh, we leave it to the
candid reader to decide if it is not just. We
make no scruple in charging bad faith upon the
leaders in this Sunday-law movement, because
we condemn them only out of their own mouths;
but in so doing we wish to make no reflections
upon these men as individuals. We haveno doubt
that personally they are very pleasant men, and
that under almost any other circumstance they
would reason logically and act fairly. We attrib-
ute their course, not to any inherent wickedness in
themselves but to the force of circumstances. They
have committed themselves to the securing of an
iniquitous law, and such a law can be secured only
by iniquitous methods. Religious legislation
by civil Governments has always been marked by

fraud and a disregard for the rights of dissenters ;
and when these men give themsclves to such un-
righteous work they can do no other than what
they are doing. We pity them, and hope that
some of them, at least, may see the error of their
way and turn from it. E. J. W.

Trusts.

TaE “Trust” is now the favorite scheme by
which the greedy increase their gains. There is
the Whisky Trust, the Sugar Trust, the Coffee
Trust, the Oil Trust, and Trusts of all kinds too
numerous to mention. A Trust is formed by
the leading dealers in a certain article of trade
laying together all their interests in that line,
making a combination so strong as to control the
market, and then putting up the price to the
highest possible point. If a dealer refuses to
join the Trust and does not follow the rise in
price which is laid upon the article by the Trust,
then the Trust takes steps to compel him either to
join the Trust or go out of business. If the Trust
cannot so fully control the market as to keep him
from buying from anybody but them, at their own
price, then they will run down the price so low
that he cannot afford to sell at such a rate, and
in one way or the other the object of the Trustis
accomplished,—he is either forced into the Trust
or out of the business,—and then the Trust, hav-
ing the field entirely to itself, puts up the price
to the highest possible point, clears immense sums,
pays its trustees enormous salaries, and divides
the profits amongst the managers of the combina-
tion, making them, many times, millionaires in a
very few years. The Standard Oil Trust, for in-
stance, has nine trustees who are paid a salary
of $25,000 a year, and divides among its mana-
gers profits amounting to millions every year.

It will readily be seen that the word ¢ Trust”
is but another name for an organized monopoly,
but with this characteristic: it is wholly irrespon-
sible. A corporation, a railroad or steamboat
line for instance, may secure a monopoly of the
trafficin a certain locality, but being a corpora-
tion, receiving its charter from the State, it is re-
sponsible to the State, and the State may put a
check upon its exorbitant greed. But a Trust is
not incorporated, is responsible to nobody but it-
self. The following from the Christian at Work
fitly describes the Trust:—

“IWhat affer all is a Trust? Well, for one thing it
is neither a corporation nor a well-defined common-
law Trust; it avoids the checks and safeguards which
a wise public policy has thrown around corporate
acts; its articles of agreement are sccret and jealously
guarded even from the investor himself; no charter
nor statements need be filed for public inspection ; no
reports need be made or published ; it may carry on
any business it desires; the principles of ultra vires
acts do not check it ; no limit is placed by statute on
its capital stock ; no law prevents an increase or de-
crease of its Trust certificates; no qualifications are
prescribed for its trustees ; no tax is levied on its char-
ter or franchises or capital stock ; no limit is placed
by the public on the power and discretion of its trust-
ces; no publicity is given to its acts. It may move
from State to State; it may evade taxation and defy
the powers of courts; it wields vast sums of monecy
secretly, instantancously, and effectively to accompli<h
its nefarious ends; and it does all this not for the ad-
vancement of the community and the Nation, but for
the purposes of extortion and for the annihilation of
independent firms. Such a trust is the Sugar Trust;
such are the four great Oil Trusts—such in short are
almost all the Trusts.”

It is evident that, in its accepted use, the word
“Trust” signifiesa combination of capital for the
formation of an irresponsible monopoly to rob the
cousumer of the extra price which he can thus be
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forced to pay. This is the one extreme. There
is another monopoly, although not called a Trust,
at the other extreme, which is as irresponsihle,
and cousequently as despotic, as any Trust in ex-
istence can be. Although not called a Trust, to
all interests and purposes it is a Trust. Although,
by those who compose it, it is not granted that it
is a monopoly, yet a monopoly it is. Instead of
calling this a Trust it is called a Union. Instead
of a monopoly in certain lines of trade, it is a
monopoly of labor. What we refer to is the trades-
union. It is as really a Trust, and as certainly a
monopoly, as any Trust or any monopoly that
was ever formed. And, like any other monopoly,
its greed grows by what it feeds upon.

An instance in point (if any instance were
needed to show what is palpable to all) will show
that the action of the Union is identical with
that of the Trust: In the fishing season of 1888
the Fisherman’s Union in the Columbia River
formed a combination so strong that no outside
fisherman was allowed to enter the Columbia to
fish. Then, having secured control of the river,
they forced up the price of fish so that each fish-
erman of the Union made from seven to ten dol-
lars a day. The only difference between this and
the Trust is in the amount seoured to the parties
interested in the monopoly.

More than this, the trades-union not only as-
sumes the monopoly of work within the trades, it
monopolizes the trades themselves. This combi-
nation that is responsible to no law, presumes to
make and enforce the law that nobody shall learn
any trade without the consent of the Union; and
that consent is granted only to a limited number.
Under this “law’ of the trades-union Trust a
manufacturer cannot apprentice his own son, at
his own trade, in his own shop, without the con-
sent of the labor Trust. Some months since a
young man wrote a letter to Mayor Hewitt, of
New York City, asking to be directed to some
place where he could learn some mechanical em-
ployment. He said that he had applied to more
than fifty employers to be received as an appren-
tice, but could not find an entrance anywhere.
The mayor replied, regretting that he could not
give him a favorable answer, and said :—

“In this great city there ought to be abundant op-
portunity for every young man to learn a trade.
Under the regulations adopted by the various trades-
unions, the number of apprentices is limited, so
that there is growing up in our midst a large number
of young men who cannot find access to any mechan-
ical employment. This is a lamentable state of af-
fairs, because these young men are turned loose upon
the streets, and grow up in habits of idleness, result-
ing in vice and crime. If this action of the trades
societies in this matter really limited the competition
foremployment which they experience, it might be
defended, at least upon selfish principles; but inas-
much as foreign workmen are free to come to this
country in unlimited numbers, the only effect of
these regulations is to keep our own young men out
of useful employment, which is freely open to those
who are born and trained in foreign countries. The
evil is of the most serious character, and I trust that
this statement of it may lead to a reconsideration on
the part of the various trades organizations who now
restrict the right of employment without benefit to
themselves, but to the great injury of the rising gen-
eration.”

We seriously doubt whether this statement, or
any other, will ever lead to any such reconsidera-
tion as the mayor suggests. Monopolies never
voluntarily loose their grip.

Ouly lately some boys in Chicago made appli-
cation to the Police Court to be sent to the Indus-
trial School, or House of Correction, that they
might become sufficiently acquainted with some

trade so as to enable them to follow some useful
occupation. 'We are not informed whether their
request was granted or not. But even if it were,
we know that even this refuge is not long to be
left them ; for the despotism of the labor Trust is
controlling the State, and is already. declaring
that the trades shall not be followed to any ma-
terial extent even in penal institutions, but that
all ¢riminals shall be supported in comparative
idleness.

The third week of last July, the Legislature of
New York, in response to the “labor” agitators,
enacted a law which provides that no manufact-
uring machinery shall be used in any of the
penal institutions of that State; that hand labor
only shall be employed; that only such articles
shall be made therein as can be used in the penal
or public institutions of the State; and that none
of the prison products shall be sold to the pub-
lic. And why is this? Because, it is said, ar-
ticles manufactured in prison by conviet labor
and sold outside, come into competition with arti-
cles manufactured outside by “free labor,” thus
lowering the prices of the outside articles, which
tends to reduce wages and degrade “labor”!

Is it necessary to point out to any man who
thinks, the blind fallacy of such an argument?
Do these men not know that if the State is not
allowed to make the convicts support themselves,
they will have to be supported by taxation?
And if the manufacturer has to pay increased
taxes, wages will be lowered accordingly. But
the labor monopoly may say, We will not allow
him to lower the wages. Very well, he will then
add to the price of his goods the extra tax which
he pays to support idle convicts, and when the
laboring man buys any manufactured article he
will pay the tax. And if the merchant or the
grocer has to pay an increased tax for the sup-
port of convicts, he will add the amount to the
price of his goods, and when the laboring man
buys a piece of muslin, or a pound of coffee, he
pays the tax which the State is compelled to levy
to support the criminals, whom he himself has
declared shall not be allowed to do enough to
support themselves. The whole subject then re-
solves itself into this simple question: Shall the
convicts be made to do enough work to clear the
expense which they cause, or shall the laboring
man support them in idleness so that the proper
dignity of labor may be maintained ?

Thus the labor monopoly forces the youth into
idleness rather than to allow them to support
themselves by honest trades. Through enforced
idleness they are led into vice and crime, and by
that into jails and penitentiaries; and even there
the labor monopoly compels him to dwell in idle-
ness. Therefore of all Trusts the labor Trust is
the most heartless; of all monopolies the labor
monopoly is most wicked. To say that such or-
ganizations are in the interests of labor, is a per-
version of language. Their principal effect, if
not their direct aim, is solely to promote idleness,

with its inevitable consequences,—vice and crime.
A T. J.
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Revicrous FrREEDOM.—One fatal mistake
which has contributed to support the throne of
Intolerance, is to suppose that people may be
made religious by force; that torturing and
mangling the body may benefit the soul. It ap-
pears much more sclf-evident that it a man has
not a religion of his own choice, he can have none
at all. A man may be constrained to dissemble
what he really is, and to affect to be- what he is
not; but he cannot be compelled to be a servant
of God.—Selected.

Mr. Crafts against Facts.

Wz have before us a copy of the Vineland
(N. J.) Evening Journal, of April 19, which con-
tains a report of an address on the Blair Sunday-
Rest Dbill, delivered in that place by Doctor
Crafts. From that report we make the following
brief quotations, that we may compare them with
the facts:—

“The Blair bill, said he, is not what its enemies
would have it. Blair drew this bill for the Sabbath
men the same as any lawyer would draw bills for any
client. Blair has drawn bills for another sect who are
opposed in some degree to the American Sabbath, or
a day of rest. The two bills are put together by
enemies of the Rest bill, and thus misrepresentations
are made. When Blair drew the original bill he
used his own language, and the bill read ‘ promote’
Sabbath observance instead of ‘ protect.” Enemies
took the word ¢ promote’ as an effort to get God in
the Constitution and establish State religions—that is,
religions supported and maintained by the State.

“ The friends of the bill never had any desire to‘ pro-
mote ’ Sabbath observance,and therefore that word
was stricken out and ¢ protect’ inserted,and this was
donc immediately, but the enemy still delights in in-
forming the people that ‘ promote’ is the word. Dr.
Crafts gave a history of how the movement for Sab-
bath observance first started, and denied, as has becn
charged, that the W. C. T. U. was at the head of the
move. The movement was started, not as a religious
measure at all, but because some people saw that it
was necessary to have a day of rest for the health of
the multitudes, and that in these days of soulless cor-
porations and combinations, it was necessary that
law should stand between the ‘spoiler’ and the em-
ployes. When P. M. Arthur, the head of the Loco-
motive Engineers, and T. V. Powderly, the head of
the Knights of Labor, each representing thousands of
signatures, signed the petition for this Sunday-Rest
bill, it was plain that they saw a need of a day of rest
for the workingmen. Now labor organizations are
taking the matter up and will carry reform out. Un-
derstand that ‘ religious observance’ nor the ‘ word
of God’ are not mentioned in .the bill, and are no
part of it. The ‘Rest bill’ is for the benefit of the
masses and the health of the people. The bill does
not deny the right to work to anycitizen in the United
States, on any day of the week, provided that citizen
does not engage in trade where there is competition, so
that his neighbor is compelled to keep open hisshop.”

We know nothing of a bill that Mr. Blair has
drawn for a sect that is opposed to the American
Sabbath or to a day of rest. Indeed, we do not
know of any sect in the United States that is op-
posed to a day of rest; but whatever other bills
Mr. Blair may have drawn up, the enemies of the
Sunday-Rest bill have not put together nor con-
founded it with any other. All our strictures
have been made upon the Sunday-Rest bill, with-
out any regard to any other bill. Further, Mr.
Blair did not draw up the Sunday-Rest bill just
as a lawyer would draw up any Dbill, but has
shown himself intensely partisan in pushing the
bill. In the notice which the April number of
Our Day gives to the hearing on the Rest bill,
we find thissentence: “ Wesubjoin from its pages
some of the dialogues between Senator Blair (who
showed himself matchless in cross-questioning)
and the opponents of the bill.” This states the
case exactly, as the reader of that hearing will
see. Mr. Blair did act the part of a paid attorney,
cross-questioning and arguing with the opponents
of the Dbill, but assisting those that were praying
for its passage. This may be set down as one in-
stance where Mr. Crafts unfortunately differs
with facts.

Again, concerning the relative importance of
the words “promote” and “protect.” It is not
true, as Mr. Crafts states, that “thecenemy still
delights in informing the people that ¢ promote’ is
the word.” It is a matter of fact that the bill
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was not amended, nor was any substitute intro-
duced during the session of Congress. All there
is to # is this: The American Sabbath Union,
at its meeting in Washington last December, saw
that the statement that the bil was designed to
_promote the observance of Sunday as a day of re-
ligious worship, showed too plainly upon its face
that it was an act to establish a State religion.
Accordingly they appointed a committee to for-
mulate changes they desired in the bill. This com-
mittee reported; and among other things was the
substitution of the word “protect” for “ promote ”
in the preamble and last clause of the bill. These
«changes we immediately noted, publishing the
original bill side by side with the bill as the
Union desired it to read; we have printed it
more than once, and have repeatedly referred
to the change from “ promote” to *protect;” al-
though, as it has been said before, the bill which
was introduced into Congress read, “to promote
its (the first day) observance as a day of religious
worship,” until the bill died a natural death by
the adjournment of Congress.

What Mr. Crafts objects to, however, is the
fact that we have showed that the word “protect”
does not conceal the object of the bill any more
than did the word “promote.” We have shown
again and again that so far as the people who ob-
serve Sunday are concerned, they do not need any
more protection than they already have. There
is abundant provision in the laws of every State
for the protection of religious worship. And the
bill which Mr. Blair introduced does not say that
it is desired that the people shall be protected, but
that the religious observance of the day shall be
protected ; and that can mean nothing else but
that all the people shall be prohibited from using
the day in any other way than as a day of religious
worship.

And this i¢ just what Mr. Crafts himself has
said that they desire to secure by the passage of
the bill. In the Washington Convention he de-
clared that “the bill which has been introduced
makes Sunday the ideal Sabbath of the Puritans,
which day shall be occupied only by worship.”
So here we have No. 2 of Mr. Crafts’s unfortu-
nate collisions with facts.

Again, the report says that « Dr. Crafts gave a
‘history of how the movement for Sabbath observ-
:ance first started, and denied, as has been charged,
that the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union
was at the head of the movement.” Unfortu-
mately for Mr. Crafts, we have something upon
this point also. In the Union Signal of May 3,
1888, there appeared a report of a hearing which
the Senate Committee on Education and Labor
gave on the 6th of the preceding month to the
friends of a Sunday law. Mis. J. C. Bateham,
the superintendent of the Sabbath Observance
Department of the Woman’s Christian Temper-
ance Union, presented the opening paper, and was
followed by several ministers. The Union Signal,
to which we just referred, said: “Senator Blair
will now draft and present a bill for us.” This
shows that the bill was introduced at the request
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union.

Again, in the hearing before the committee on
Education and Labor, on Thursday, December
13, 1888, Mrs. Bateham, in replying to a question
by Mr. Blair, said: “This petition work has
been done chiefly by our Woman’s Christian Tem-
perance Union. The ministry, I may say, have
had almost nothing to do with it. It was started

in behalf of the elevation of the masses to protect
L]

the morality of the people.” This is sufficient

on that point.

Mr. Crafts says that the movement was started,
not as a religious measure at all, but because
some people saw that it was necessary to have a
day of rest for the health of the multitude.
Again hesays: “Understand that ‘religious ob-
servance’ nor the ‘word of God’ are not men-
tioned in the bill and are no part of it. The
Rest bill is for the benefit of the masses, and the
health of the people.” Mr. Crafts may presume
upon the ignorance of the people to whom he
lectures, but he ought to take some precaution
to keep his lectures from getting into print, where
they can be seen by those who are familiar with
the Blair bill. With his statement that relig-
ious observance is not mentioned in the bill, and
is no part of it, compare the preamble of the bill.
We quote it with the changes desired by the
American Sabbath Union, so that Mr. Crafts
can find no fault with it. It reads as follows :—

“A Dbill to secure to the people the enjoyment of
the Lord’s day, commonly known as Sunday, as a
day of rest, and to protect its observance as a day of re-
ligious worship.”

Now it is technically true that the term “re-
ligious observance” does not occur in this pre-
amble; that is, the words do not occur in just
that relation ; but nevertheless it is plainly de-
clared that the bill is to protect the religious ob-
servance of the day. But this is not all; the
bill itself closes with the statement that “the act
shall be construed so far as possible to secure to
the whole people rest from toil during «Sunday,
their mental and moral culture, and the protec-
tion of the religious observance of the day.” Yet
in the face of this Mr. Crafts wishes us to under-
stand that “religious observance” is not mentioned
in the bill and is no part of it! The reader can
draw his own conclusions as to the design of Mr.
Crafts in making that statement.

Again he says that “when P. M. Arthur, the
head of the Locomotive Engineers, and T. V.
Powderly, the head of the Knights of Labor,
each representing thousands of signatures, signed
the petition for this Sunday-Rest bill, it was
plain that they saw the need of a day of rest
for the workingmen.” Mr. Crafts is here trying
to substantiate his assertions that this Sunday
movement was originated solely by the working-
men and not by the churches. But it is about as
nefarious a statement as the other; for, as a mat-
ter of fact, Mr. Powderly and Mr. Arthur did not
indorse the petition in behalf of the thousands
who had never seen it, until Mr. Crafts had la-
bored with them for several hours, overcoming
their objections. And further than this, the
Union.Signal, referring to the vote passed by the
General Assembly of the Knights of Labor after
Mr. Crafts had argued and pleaded with them,
said that it was a wonderful victory achieved by
Mr. Crafts. It could not have been very much of
a victory to secure the signatures of those working-
men, if the workingmen had instituted the move-
ment. There seems to be a little discrepancy
here which we will leave to Mr. Crafts to ex-
plain.

Once more, Mr. Crafts says that the bill does
not deny the right to work to any citizen in the
United States, on any day of the week, provided
that citizen does not engage in trade, where there
is competition, so that his neighbor is compelled
to keep open his shop. _If we had the space we
would reprint the bill in full; but those who have
files of the AMERICAN SENTINEL can find it, and

can verify our statement that the bill specifies
nothing of the kind. We will quote enough to
show that it does deny the right of any per-
son subject to the exclusive jurisdiction of the
United States to work on Sunday, even if he is
not engaged in trade, and if there is no compe-
tition. Section 1 of the bill (and let it be under-
stood that we are quoting from the bill as
amended by the American Sabbath Union) reads
as follows:—

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representa-
tives of the United States of America in Congress assem-
bled, That no person or corporation, or the agent,
servant, or employe of any person or corporation,
shall perform or authorize to be performed any secu-
lar work, labor, or business to the disturbance of
others, works of necessity, mercy, and humanity ex-
cepted ; nor shall any person engage in any play,
game,or amusement, or recreation, to the disturbance of
others on the first day of the week, commonly known
as the Lord’s day, or during any part thereof, in any
Territory, district, vessel, or place subject to the ex-
clusive jurisdiction of the United States; nor shall it
be lawful for any person or corporation to reccive
pay for labor or service performed or rendered in
violation of this section.”

We advise Mr. Crafts to study the Sunday bill
a little more thoroughly before he lectures again.
We might dwell at length upon the last state-
ment quoted by Mr. Crafts in regard to compe-
tition, but if we merely call attention to it it will
be sufficient in this place to let the reader see
that if his statement were true it would show that
the Sunday movement was simply a part of a gi-
gantic monopoly, that if carried out would eclipse
anything that has ever been known. All that we
designed to do in this article was to call attention
to the almost constant collisions between the
statements of the leaders in the Sunday-law
movement and the truth. It can truly be said of
them that they are not afraid of the truth, for
they meet it in conflict nearly every day.

E. J. W.

-0

Is the United States a Christian Nation?

THIs question is answered in the affirmative by
most Christians living in our glorious country.
Let us see if the affirmation is based upon truth.
How do those who hold that we are a Christian
Nation prove, or attempt to prove, such to be a
fact? Some would-be proofs for our national
Christianity have recently come to our notice in
the Rocky Mountain News, a leading political pa-
per in this section of the country. Before giving
his reasons why we are a Christian Nation, the
editor of the News in the issue of April 11, by
way of general remark, says: “It is singular
that an intelligent person should question a prop-
osition that is so palpably true.” That proposition,
however, is not so palpably true as the editor would
imagine. “The truth is,” the editor says a few
sentences further onward, “that it (the first
amendment to the Constitution of the United
States) merely establishes an equality of rights
among Christian denominations, and incidentally
admits and tolerates unbelief.” This sentence
misrepresents the first amendment entirely; but
even if the sentence contained the truth, does the

“fact, we ask, that the Nation in its Constitution cs-

tablishes, and that merely establishes, an equality
of rights among #he various Christian denomina
tions, constitute it a Christian Nation? No, nc
more than does the “incidental toleration of un-
belief” constitute it an infidel Nation.

One of the “reasons” why we are a Christian
Nation, accordingto the News, is the following:
“The Nation was established by Christians and is
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still mainly composed of the same class of beings.”
But an institution established by Christians is not
necessarily a Christian institution ; the church fair
of the Roman Catholic Churches in Deunver,
which was mentioned in No. 15 of the Witness,
was gotten up and was patronized by persons de-
nominated Christians; but did that fact make it
a Christian affair? Then it is not true that the
Nation at the present time is mainly composed of
Christians. Statistics serve to show that only one-
third of the population of the country is pro-
fessedly Christian. Another proof advanced
for our being a Christian Nation is the fact, as
the editor says, that the Christian religion was
recognized in various conventions prior to the
Continental Congress, also in that Congress, also in
the Constitution, in so far as the latter has « the
provision that precludes Congress from ¢ prohibit-
ing the free exercise thereof’ ”  But recognizing
the Christian religion in the manner in which the
Constitution does, this does not make the respect-
ive person or Nation a Christian person or Nation.
For how isit recognized? Is it recognized by the
Nation in its Constitution by declaring it to be the
religion of the Nation ? No; the Christian religion
is recognized by the Nation only in so far asin
its Constitution it declares this religion to be one
which the members of the Nation may believe,
and the precepts of which they may practice.
Then the Christian religion is not even definitely
or separately mentioned, but all other religions
are placed on the same plane with it, and as far
as the Constitution is concerned are entitled to
equal respect, belief, and practice in this coun-
try.

yThese proofs for our being a Christian Nation,
it is evident, we trust, are unsound; let us throw
them overboard. If this is all that can be ad-
duced as proof that we are a Christian Nation,
then the assertion may fearlessly be made that
we are not a Christian Nation.

In order to set forth the truth of this proposi-
tion more plainly, it must continually be borne
in mind what constitutes a nation. A nation is
a mass of people living in a given country and
governed according to given laws, which are in
conformity with a certain so-called constitution.
Now in order to determine whether a nation is
monarchical, aristocratic, or democratic, refer-
ence must be had to the constitution of that na-
tion, and not to the private opinions of its differ-
ent members. For, granted that, in the present
day, a majority of our people, which, however, we
hope is not the case, were monarchical in their
views and tendencies, would that make our Na-
tion a monarchy? Notatall! But those people
could make this Nation monarchical, provided
they were sufficiently strong in numbers to have
the Constitution altered according to their wishes,
and actually had this done. But so long as that
has not been accomplished, the Nation remains a
democracy, in consequence of the Constitution de-
claring it such and actually constituting it such.

Likewise, if we wish to determine whether the
United States as @ Nation is a religious Nation,
we must not ask, Are the majority of the people
religious or not? but recourse* must be had to
the Constitution. Now is the United States a
religious Nation? Yes, if the word religion is
taken in its broadest sense; for the Constitution,
indirectly at least, as we take it, recognizes a
God, a supreme Being, for instance, in Art. IT,
Sec. 1, No. 9. But is the United States a Chris-
tian Nation? No; for nowhere in the Con-
stituwtion can there be found one word that rec-

ognizes the Christian God and the Christian
religion, nor that can be construed as recognizing
them. So little does the Constitution even dream
of doing this that it forbids it in its very first
amendment, which is as follows: Congress
shall makeno law respecting an establishment of
religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof;
or abridging the freedom of speech or of the
press; or the right of the people peaceably to as-
semble, and to petition the Government for a re-
dress of grievances.”

In the Rocky Mountain News of March 25,
of the present year, there is an article in which
the following words occur pertaining to the
Christian religion and the Constitution of the
United States: “In a letter published in the Sen-
tinel, December 5, 1789, addressed to the Pres-
byterians of New Hampshire and Massachusetts
(who had complained of the omission of an ac-
knowledgment of God in the Constitution) George
Washington said that religion was left out of
that document ¢ because it belongs to the churches
and not to the State” ‘Religion,” said Madison,
‘is not within the purview of human government.’
Benjamin Franklin wrote, October 9, 1780:
¢ When a religion is good I conceive that it will
support itself, and when it cannot support it-
self, and God does not care to support it, so that
its professors are obliged to call for help of the
civil power, it is a sign, I apprehend, of its being
a bad one’ Justice Story said: ‘It was deemed
advisable to exclude from the National Govern-
ment all power upon the subject. The Catholic
and the Protestant, the Calvinistand the Armenian,
the Jew and the infidel, may sit down to the
common table of our national councils.” A treaty
adopted between the United States and Tripoli,
November 4, 1796, signed by George Washington,
contains this sentiment: ‘ The Government of
the United States is not in any sense founded on
the Christian religion.” ”

These sentiments express the Lutheran doc-
trine concerning Church and State. The Church
and the State are two radically different institu-
tions, each moving in a sphere peculiar to itself.
Let each remain in its own sphere; let neither
interfere with the affairs of the other. Both have
a work to perform ; let each perform the work ap-
pointed to itself—Rev. H. Raup, in Lutheran
Witness, St. Louis, May 7, 1889.

-

How to Reach the Masses.

I L1ve in Washington City, and am pastor of
the Central Presbyterian Church, which is lo-
cated in a densely-populated portion of the city.
There are no rented pews; the seats are free at
all the services; the entire revenue is derived
from the weekly gifts of the congregation; all
comers are equally and alike made welcome.
There are persons of all conditions and classes
who are regular members of the church and con-
gregation. In the last few years every house
within four blocks of the church has been visited
by members of the congregation, going two and
two, and the inmates have been kindly and cor-
dially invited to the services. The pastor has
extended repeated invitations to scores of the
“masses” living near the house of worship. Yet
at this very moment there are enough of these
“masses” within five minutes’ walk of the church,
who never attend the worship of the Most High
God, to pack to its utmost capacity our present
edifice and another one of the same size.

Now, what are we to do to save these masses
who refuse to be saved; to evangelize these masses

who will not be evangelized; to gather into the
church these masses who will not be gathered?
Some of the masses are lawyers, capitalists, mer-
chants, mechanics, wage-workers, and some very
poor; but, as they do not and will not come to
church, they are all masses. Is my life and the
life of my congregation to be entirely devoted to
one unceasing effort to bring these people to
church? If] after repeated invitations and offers
of the gospel, they continually and willfully re-
ject Christ, is it like our Lord, and does it honor
him, to force his salvation on unwilling souls?

A chosen apostle said: “Seeing ye thrust it
from you and judge yourselves unworthy of ever-
lasting life, lo, we turn to the Gentiles.” The
church has been fairly flooded of late years with
publications of all sorts and sizes proclaiming
the gross neglect of the masses by evangelical
churches and Christians. Statistics have been
tabulated, ad nauseum, to prove that all manner
of failures and dire evils are upon us. True, the
facts are dark enmough. The devil is very busy,
and evil is rampant. True, believers continue,
as they have ever been, a little flock, and as they
will continue until the Lord returns, when he will
give them the kingdom. Christ is still a rejected
king. I venture the assertion that nine-tenths of
the churches of this land, city or country, are
never filled at any regular service, morning or
evening; and, if all the services are considered,
we can furnish seats free for just as many more
people as now come to church. The church has
always furnished, and is furnishing to-day, far
more seats than there are persons who come to fill
them. The gospel agents, agencies, and accom-
modations are sufficient to evangelize all the
masses of cities and countries in less than a week,
if only the masses were willing; but, alas! this
unwillingness is the supreme difficulty, which only
the Holy Spirit can remove.—Rev. A. W. Pitzer,
in the Interior.

A Statement of Baptist Principles.

THE following letter, referred to elsewhere in
these columns, and which we are kindly per-
mitted to publish, is from a Baptist clergyman,
and should commend itself to every fair-minded
person, both by the candor of its tone and by the
sentiments expressed in it. It is another evi-
dence that all Baptists are not ready to prove rec-
reant to the principles for which Roger Williams
so heroically suffered. We trust it will be care-
fully read, and candidly pondered, especially by
those who imagine that opposition to religious
legislation is akin to infidelity.

SaviNas, Cal,, May 9, 1889.

W. A. Run~NeLs—Dear Sir: Your kind letter
of April 17 is before me, and I have received
two or three copies of the AMERICAN SENTINEL.
One of the principal reasons why Iam a Baptist
is the positive and radical position of the denom-
ination on<he subject of Church and State. The
entire and absolute separation of Church and
State has been a cardinal principle with American
Baptists from Roger Williams down to the
present time. It was through the direct efforts of
Virginia Baptists, aided by Washington, Jeffer-
son, and Madison, that the first amendment to
the Federal Constitution was adopted, providing
that Congress should have no power to establish
a religion, or prohibit the people in the free ex-
ercise of their individual religious convictions.
The literature of the American Baptist Publi-
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cation Society is liberally permeated with the
doctrine of soul liberty and the rights of con-
science.

The sermon on this subject, by Rev. R. D.
Clark, of Eureka, published in the SENTINEL of
April 24, has the true Baptist ring. No intel-
ligent Baptist can controvert his position. It is
as fundamental and firm as the everlasting rock,
and in vain will the waves of religious fanaticism
and intolerance break against it. All that Chris-
tian people have a right to ask of the State is,
protection in their worship and church work. All
Sunday laws and Sabbath laws which require the
people to yield a certain observance of a certain
day in the interests of religion, is contrary to the
spirit of our Government, and an invasion of the
civil rights guaranteed to every citizen of the
republic. 'When will the people learn that the
religion of Jesus Christ can never be implanted
in the heart by legislative enactments and civil
processes? I believe the first day of the week is
the “Lord’s day,” to be observed by his people
under the new covenant, but I do not believe its
observance s to be enforced by legal enactments.
If this institution of religion is to be sustained by
the pains and penalties of civil power, then why
not all other Christian institutions, including
baptism and the Lord’s Supper? Where is the
difference in principle? While I insist upon my
right to hold public worship on the first day of
the week, I insist with equal tenacity that the
Sabbatarian has just as good a right, from a civil
standpoint, to hold public worship on the seventh
day of the week.

It is the province of the State to recognize,
track out, and punish crime; but, when it comes
to the ordinances, institutions, and forms of
Christian worship, we say to it, HANDS oFF.

These are my views upon this subject, and I
have written them at your request. You are at
liberty to make any use of them you think best.

Very truly yours, E. B. Harcn,
Pastor Salinas Baptist Church.

Py
e

National Reformers.

THEY tell us again and again that our Govern-
ment is atheistic, because, as a Nation, we have
never acknowledged God as the supreme ruler of
the universe, a statement wholly at variance with
truth, no matter how often it may be repeated.
They can hardly put on cheek enough to deny the
official character of the Declaration of Independ-
ence, the national and necessary preamble to the
Constitution and laws of the United States. Every
school-boy knows that in the first sentence of that
first official deliverance of the Nation, “the law
of nature and of nature’s God” are acknowledged ;
and again, near the close of it, it “appeals to the
supreme Judge of the world ” and confesses “reli-
ance on divine providence.” If this is not ac-
knowledgment of God by the Government of the
United States, then there was no Fourth of July
in 1776. This is our atheistic Government!

But they ask that the name and the religion of
the Son of God be put in the Constitution. Now a
little reflection will convince the candid mind
that this would unite Church and State.

The blessing of God and “the protection of di-
vine providence ” having been invoked in behalf
of the Nation in its preambles, the Declaration of
Independence, the Constitution itself must be an
inventory of its own powers. These powers all
being compulsory, forbid its connection with the
Christian religion.

God has appointed the State, or secular power,
as a representative of justice with power to compel
obedience.

He appointed the church, or spiritual power, as
a representative of mercy, with power only to per-
suade. If] then, the religion of Christ be recog-
nized by the secular power at all, it will belong to
that power as a proper subject of forcible propa-
gation or forcible suppression, neither of which
is admissible. God has appointed his church to
carry the religion of his Son to all the world, but
he has not appointed the State either to help or
hinder, because it knows no power but force.

It is the duty of the State, or secular power,
here and everywhere, to protect the persons and
property of those who believe, preach, or practice
the religion of Christ, and nothing more. The
church of Christ, with her omnipotent Founder to
lead, needs no State support, nor will her great
charter allow it. To show that the National
Reformers hold no such truths as these, we have
only to quote from their own official organ, the
Christian Statesman. That paper says:—

“We advocate such a religious amendment to the
Constitution of the United States as will place all our
Christian laws, institutions, and usages on an unde-
niable legal basis in the very charter of the Govern-
ment.”

The above language certainly implies an amend-
ment that would give Congress the control of the
Christian religion, and it would depend upon the
religious complexion of that body whether we had
a Protestant or Catholic establishment. They tell
us that their amendment would not unite Church
and State, for the Constitution already provides
that “ Congress shall make no laws respecting an
establishment of religion or prohibiting the free
exercise thereof;” and that is true, and a glorious
truth while it stands there; but we propose to
show that their amendment will erase it. For
example, Article IV, section 3 of the Constitu-
tion provides for the rendition of fugitive slaves,
but the thirteenth amendment abolishes slavery
entirely, and of course abrogates the rendition
article. -An amendment always abrogates a for-
mer clause inconsistent with that amendment, and
the courts will so decide. Now take the Chris-
tian Statesman for what that amendment is to be,
and put it in the Constitution, with congressional
power to enforce it, then if you have not got a
union of Church and State there is not a lawyer
in the United States that can write down with
pen and ink what would constitute a legal estab-
lishment of religion by the State.

They are challenged and defied to answer the
following question without self-stultification: If
there was a party in this country that wished to
unite Church and State, where else could they
begin than with this amendment ?

WiLL M. GLENN.

Coulterville, Penn.

-

That Civil Sabbath.

THE New York Mail and Express says:—

“ These Sunday newspapers take away the Sabbath
of those who make them up and sell them. They
teach young people, into whose homes they go, that
worldly matters need not be laid aside on Sunday;
they secularize the day for every Christian who reads
them.”

How do the Sunday newspapers take away the
rest of those who work at them on Sunday?
Why, just as a farmer’s corn-field takes away his
rest when he hoes corn on Sunday. But who is
to blame? the farmer or the corn-field ? the printer
or the Sunday paper? A corn-field or a Sunday

paper that is mean enough to take away a man’s
rest on Sunday ought to enter the toils of the In-
quisition at once.

But why need worldly matters be laid aside on
Sunday? Isn’t it a “civil Sunday”that they
want the law to enforce by civil penalties? Are
not worldly matters civil matters? and is it not
proper to attend to civil matters on a civil day ?

Again, “they secularize the day for every
Christian who reads them.” Who secularizes the
day for Christians? Is it the paper? or the pro-
fessed Christians who read it? Is it the corn-
field? or the Christian that hoes in it? Why
don’t you tell the truth, and put the blame where
it belongs? Why don’t you say that these ex-
cellent Christiaas (?) have not enough conscience
and moral backbone to do what they believe to
be right, and that you want a law that will take
away from them all chance to do wrong, so they
will be compelled to receive the blessing of God
and go to Heaven? Without a Sunday law, no
doubt many of these good Christians would con-
tinue reading the Sunday newspapers till the day
of Judgment; and when asked why they were
not ready for Heaven, they would reply, “O
Lord, we should have been ready if it had not
been for those Sunday papers. You see we tried
to get a law to stop them, for we did not want to
read them ; but they kept on printing them, and
they would creep right into our homes on Sunday,
and we just had to read them.” And they will
expect the Lord to excuse their hypocrisy and
pass them into the realms of the blest, while he
pronounces judgment upon the Sunday news-
papers in the words, “ Be ye cternally damned!”

But why should you blame the Sunday papers,
or Christians, or anybody else, for secularizing
Sunday? Isn’t that what the leaders in the Sun-
day-law movement profess that they are trying to
do? Are they not urging Congress and every
State Legislature to pass lawsenforcing the ob-
servance of Sunday “ as a civil institution,” and do
not secular and civil mean the same thing? We
would like to have somebody tell how they can
make Sunday a “civil institution ” without making
it at the same time secular. The Christians who
read the Sunday papers are merely carrying out
in their actions what those that censure them are
trying to enact into law. They are making Sun-
day a civil, or secular, institution.

A. DeLos WESTCOTT.

THE Christian Nation says of such men as
Murat Halstead, editor of the Cincinnati Com-
mercial Gazette, that “the best thing to do with
them is to send them out of the country.” What
is his offense? Why, he is not the kind of a pol-
itician that suits the National Reform idea. If
it will aid in securing the supremacy of his party,
he “will openly declare that a Sabbath law can-
not be enforced anyhow.” That makes him an
awfully bad man from a National Reform stand-
point, and he “should not be appointed to any
office.” It is said that “coming events cast their
shadows before,” and such utterances as these
from the Christian Nation show what kind of a
Government we may expect when the “Reform-
ers” shall have succeeded in making this a
¢« Christian Nation” by constitutional amendment.
They make very smooth pretensions, but occa-
sionally the real spirit of the religious amend-
ment moveinent crops out. The foregoing is in
perfect keeping with the sentiments expressed by
leading National Reformers on various occasions,
and is a fair indication of their ultimate inten-
tions.
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HISTORICAL ATLAS

And General History.

By Robert H. Labbertcn.

1Vol., 8x11 inches. 213 pages of text. 30 gcnca-
logical charts. 198 progressive colored maps,
in which every nation has, and always
retains, its distinctive color.

History of the East, . . s 19 Maps
History of Greece, .17 Mai’s
History of Rome, .. 26 Mai’s
History of Middle Ages, 35 Maps
History of Modern Times, 49 Maps
History of America....cocveivnienicennns 52 Maps

“ 1 had no sooner laid eyes on the work than |
said, ‘I must have it.”” Oliver Wendell Holmes.
“ This book has something to say that every cd-

ucatcd man wants to know.”
Rev. Charles S. Robinson.

“Such geographical pictures are the best and
surest way of teaching history. A. Il. Sayce,

Professor of History,

University of Oxford, England.

“The work is an extremely valuable one, from
its comprehensiveness and its accuracy.”

Dr. James McCosii.
~ “In my study you will find the great Unabridged
in a rack at my right hand and the Labberton in
arack at my left.” Lew Wallace.
_ “There is nothing to compare with it, especially
in modern history.”—The Nation.

“ Altogether the bestthing of the kind published
anywhere.” Geo. A. Bacon,
Syracuse High School.

“ The book™is simply incomparable.”

Alfred S. Roe,
AVorccster High School.

“No teacher or student can afford to be with-

outit.” * . Il. Cochran,
Brooklyn Polytechnic Institute.

Yew Y ork City asa text-book in the Normal
College.

Philadelphia asa text-book in the Boys’ High
School and Manual Training School.

Boston as a reference book in the High and
Latin Schools.

The Governmentas atext-book at West Point
and Annapolis.

The State Universities of Indiana, Illinois,

Wisconsin, Minnesota, lowa, Kansas, Ne-
braska, etc.
Cloth, $3, Half-Sheep, $4, Half-

Morocco, giltedges, $5.

PACIFIC PRESS PUBLISHING CO,,
Oakland, Cal.

G. H. KKIECHBAUM,
DENTIST,
Office 854) Broadway, Corner Seventh, Oakland.

Office Hours—9to 12 A m. and 1to 5 p. m.
Rooms 17 and 18.
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business college

Life Scholarship. $75.

By calling at oraddressing
to 116 Front St., San Fran-
cisco, Cal., you will find it
greater to your advantage

y examining my stock of
Glue before you purchase

Great Reduction in Pure Hide
elsewhe e. "Ground and

U White Glue a specialty.

Also keep in Stock Pure Neat’s-foot Oil.
CAL- GLUE WORKS, M. Holje, Prop.
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MANUFACTORIE!
The New

A POOR FOUNTAIN PEN

IS A NUISANCE;

But a Good One is a Joy Forever.

Wec carry a full stock of the best makes of fount-
ain pens, and feel sure we can suit the most fas-
tidious.

Remit $2.50 and with it send a sample of the
steel pen which suits you best, and we will send
you a fountain pen that xvill give you satisfaction,
it is so convenient to have a pen which is
always ready, and which can be used as
easily as a lead pencil.

Give us a trial order. Pens sent by registered
mail. The trade supplied. Address,

PACIFIC PRESS PUBLISHING CO,
Or43Bond St., N. Y. Oakland, Cal.

THE YO SEMITE VALLEY,
BIG TREE GROVES, Etc.

“In the Heart of the Sierras”

Is the only book ever issued which in any way
does justice to this wonderful Valley and its
surroundings. The

FULL-PAGE ARTOTYPES

Are the most charmingly characteristic of any
illustrations ever produced, and are perfectly true
to life, having been photographed direct” from
nature.

THE WONDERFUL YO SEMITS

Is here Eresented in all its beauty and majesty.
The book isfjust the thing foragents to handle, and
good reliable agents are wanted ever¥where to in-
troducc this book. Our outfit is perfection itself
and our terms to agents arc very liberal. Send
for circulars and full particulars. Address,

PACIFIC PRESS PUBLISHING CO,,
Or 43 Bond St., N. Y. Oakland, Cal.

SinitlisDiagram of Parliamentary Rles

A lucid and interesting treatise on Parliamentary
usages. By asimple map, with converging lines, it
shows the relation of any one motion to e\ery other
motion, and at a glance "answers over five hundred
questions in regard to parliamentary matters. A
very ingenious and useful arrangement.

The N. Y. Independent says: “ Smith’s Diagram
of Parliamentary Rules” is an admirably ingenious
simplification of the confused matter of parliamentary
practice. Mr. U. Smith has put more of the essence
of parliamentary practice into small space and lucid
order than wec find in any other manual.”

Breast-pocket size, 34 pages, bound in muslin.
Price, 50 cents. Send for a copy.

Pacinc Press Publishing Company,

Qakland, Cal.
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HOMEe Sewing Machine Co.

The Teachers’ Outlook.

t Published b¥TheTeacherﬁ’PubI|sh|n (%omgarw,
Dos Moines, lTowa. A monthly magazine for teach*
ers and_pupils that proposes to supplement other
school Jour_nals rather than to occupy the same
field. It will seek to provide an Outlook upon af-
fairs of life and facts 'in science and nature which
illustrate and test theories; to stimulate thought,
andﬁﬂwe the teacher’s mind a fresh source of in-
spiration.

A review of current events, civil and Industrial
problems, inventors,discoveries, etc., will
portant feature of the magazine, and a complete
review of current literature will also be given by
competentcritics.

Another, and very important, feature ofthe mag-
azine will be that all teachers_and students are in-
vited to join its circle of writers, out of which it
%ropos_es to_ draw its corps of future contributors.

n this point it has some original plans of mut-
uni helpfulness to carry out: aid to give writers in
introducing them to thé public, and suggestions to
hose. who_ need practice and training in the ex-
pression of thought that will be helpful. Send 50
cents for magazine eight months. Agents wanted.

TEN LECTUTES

NASAL CATARRH,

Its Nature, Causes, Prevention and Cure, and
Diseases of the Throat, Eye and Ear,
due to Nasal Catarrh; with a
chapter of Choice Pre-
scriptions

BY J. H.KELLOGG, 91. !>,

Medical Superintendent of the Largest Medical
and Surgical Sanitarium in the World.

_The work consists of 120 pages, and is embel-
lished with a colored frontispiece an

Six Beautifully Colored Plates,

Besides many illustrative cuts of the throat and
nasal cavity’in health and disease.
. This little work costs only 30 cents, and is
in great demand.

PACIFIC PRESS PUBLISHING CO.,
Or43Bond St., N. Y. Oakland, Cal.

WEBSTER

3000 more Words and nearly 2000 more Illustra-
tions than any other American Dictionary.

WEBSTER IS THE STANDARD
Authority in the Gov’t Printing Office, and with
the U. S. Supreme Court. Itis recommended
by the State Sup’ts of Schools in 36 States, and
by leading College Pres’ts of U. S. and Canada.

It is an invaluable companion in every School
and at every Fireside.
Sold by all Booksellers. Pamphlet free.
G &C. MERRIAM & CO.,, Pub’rs, Springfield, Mass.

159

Civil Government
and Religion.

BY A. T. JONES,
0lic uf the Editors of the American Sentinel.

Scriptural, Logical, Plain
and Forcible.

This important work shows clearly the relation
that should exist between Church and State at
the present time, as proven by the Bible and his-
tory of the past twenty-five centuries.

" CIVIL GOVERNMENT AND RELIGION "

Is a pamphlet of 176 large octavo pages. Brice 25
cents. Millions of copies should be J)laced in the
hands of thinking people at once. It clearly de-
lines what position we, as American citizens,
should sustain toward the effort now 011 foot to se-
cure religious legislation. Address,
CIFIC PRESS PUBLISHING CO.,,
12th and Castro Sts., Oakland, Cal.
Or 43 Bond Street, New York.

Views of National Reform.
SERIES 1.

This is a pamphlet of 151 pages, and contains all
that the package of 13 tracts formerly published
under the same name contained. The volume is
paged consecutively, has an index, so that an
tract may be instantly referred to, and is muc
more convenient and attractive than when issued
as a package of separate tracts. Price, 15cents,
with liberal discount when ordered in quantities.
Address, PACIFIC PRESSPUBLISHING CO.,

Or43Bond St., N. Y. Oakland, Cal.

A vigorous and stirring ad-

886‘&'. R!J'rl?lrl_jl.\i, dressonsocial purity

by J. H. KELLOGG, M. D., Superintendent of the
Largest Medical and Surgical Sanitarium in the
World. Fifth edition. Fiftieth thousand. Also con-
tainsa “Talk totxfrls,” by Mrs. E. E. Kellogg,
A. M., Associate Superintendent of Social Purity
Department of the National Woman’s Christian
Temperance Union. This talk is full of helpful sug-
gestions to mothers and their daughters respecting
the means of promoting the development of a higher
type of womanhood in the rising generation of girls.
A copy should be placed in the hands of every man,
woman and youth. 64 large octavo pages. Price, 15
cents; 20 copies, post-paid,$2.25. Address: Pacific
Press Publishing Co., Oakland, Cal.

West Shore Railroad

N.Y.C &H.R. R R. Co. Lesse

The Picturesque Route for Business and
Pleasure Travel-

“SUMMER EXCURSIONS,” a handsomely
illustrated book, giving description of the Hudson
River, Catskill Mountains, Saratoga and other
New York State resorts, will he mailed 01l receipt
of five cents in postage stamps.

For tourist books, time-tables and information
regarding West Shore Railroad, call on or address

H. B. JAGOE, General Eastern Passenger Agent,
363 Broadway, or

C. E. LAMBERT, General Passenger Agent, 5
Vanderbilt Avc., New York.

THE SENTINEL LIBRARY

Will contain articles on the various phases of
the National Reform Movement, the Union of
Church and State, Civiland Religious Liberty, etc.
Itwill beuniform in size (page about 5x7” inches).
Each number will contain from 8 to 56 pages,
and will have a neatly en%raved cover de5|?n.
Price, 75 cents per year of 25 numbers. The fol-
lowing numbers arc now ready

No. 1. The National Reformed Constitution.
Price, 3 cents.

No. 2. Religious Liberty. Price, 1cent.

No. 3. The Evils of Religious Legislation.
Trice, 1cent.

No. 4. The Blair Sunday-Rest Bill.

The Blair

Price, 7

cents.
No. 5.

Price, 3
No. 6.

Educational Amendment.

cents.

. 6. The Purity of National Religion. Price,

1cent.
No. 7.

science.
No. 8.

National Reform and Rights of Con-
Price, 2 cents.
The American Papacy. Trice, 2 cents.
No. 9. The Salem Witchcraft. Price, 1cent.
No. 10. National Reform Is Church and State.
Price, 2 cents.
No. 11. What Think Ye of Christ? Price, 1
ent.
No. 12. Bold and Base Avowal. Price, 2 cents.
No. 13. The National Reform Movement an
Absurdity. _Price, 2 cents.
No. 14" The Republic of Israel. Price, 1 cent.
No. 15. National Reformed Presbyterianism.
Price, 4 cents.
_Orders can be filled for back numbers at any
time and in any quantity desired, as each number
is printed from electrotype plates. Liberal dis-
count when ordered in quantities. Address,
PACIFIC PRESS PUBLISHING CO,,
Or 43Bond St., N. Y. Oakland, Cal.
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Note.—No papers are sent by the publishers of the
AMERICAN SENTINEL to people who have not subscribed
for it. If the SENTINEL comes to one who has not sub-
scribed for it, he may know that it is sent him by somes
friend, and that he will not be called upon by the pub-
lishers to pay for the same.

TuE excellent article, “Is the United States a
Christian Nation?” on another page of this paper,
is from the Lutheran Witness, published in St.
Louis, Mo., and is well worth a careful reading.
In these days, when, through a mistaken zeal, the
leaders of so many of the churches are seeking
some sort of an alliance with the civil power, it
is refreshing to find in the organ of one of the oldest
and most respectable denominations, the proper
relation of Church and State so clearly set forth.
The sentiments expressed in the article are not
only Lutheran doctrine relative to Church and
State, but they are the doctrine of all true Prot-
estants of whatever name.

©—¢o

M. A. Gavuwr, district secretary of the Na-
tional Reform Association, says that there are
four ways by which this may be made a Christian
Nation, namely, first, agitation ; second, petition ;
third, by the ballot; fourth, by the sword. In
attempted justification of the latter method, he
says: “Don’t think we are advocating war ; but if
we are not faithful in the use of these other
means, as it was with the anti-slavery question,
after they had agitated and petitioned, and used the
ballot, they drew the sword ; so shall we, as a last
resort, be compelled to wuse the sword and the
bullet.” And in this he exposes the true-animus
of the association to which he belongs.

@

Discussing Sunday laws in a recent letter to
that paper, the Washington correspondent of the
Cluristian Standard says:—

“ No State Legislature has a right to pass a law be-
cause it is the will of God ; to put on the statute books,
for example, the first and second commandments;
to legislate people into Christianity. To do this
would be for the State to establish a religion, and to
infringe that right of self-liberty which is the atmos-
phere of our Constitution and laws. Again, it will
not do to pass a law for the benefit of the individual ;
to make a man more moral ;to compel a man to at-
tend divine worship. To doso would violate liberty.”

Yet, strange to say, that same correspondent
urges the passage and the enforcement of laws
compelling everybody to rest upon Sunday. His
want of consistency brands him as a genuine Na-
tional Reformer.

P
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THE St. Louis Observer says:—

“ Christ’s kingdom is not of this world. The church
is not a police board, nor Cwesar’s lieutenant, but a
Saviour of lost sinners. Its simple, sole, glorious mis-
sion is to bring sinners to Jesus by preaching the
gospel to them with the Holy Ghost sent down from
Heaven.”

And commenting upon this the Cedar County
(Neb.) Nonpareil remarks:—

“ This has been our idea of true Christianity, and
of the duty of the church. That is, to convert, to
preach the gospel, and argue, and appeal to man’s
better nature—rather than to say to the sinner, You
must do this and you must not do that, and meddle
with politics and pass laws in the attempt to compel
people by force to be good.”

All of which is sound and in accordance with
the principles advocated by the AMERICAN
SENTINEL.

TrE Christian Statesman of May 16 has the
following item:—

“ There is sufficient justification for a general move-
ment of workingmen to recover their lost Sabbath, in
the following words of Carroll D. Wright : ¢ No man
likes to work on Sunday; the only railroad men who
favor Sunday work are those who don’t work them-
selves on that day.’ At the samec time, while this
would justify a general movement of the working
classes, it will never bring it about. The only motive

strong enough to preserve and maintain the Sabbath

is the religious motive. The fear of God is the only
sufficient defense for the rights of man!”

We doubt Mr. Carroll’s statement, though
possibly he may voice the feelings of the majority
of railroad men; but even if they all want to rest
on Sunday that would not justify alaw compelling
other people to rest if they don’t want to. But
the point to which we wished specially to call at-
tention is the admission made in the latter part of
the paragraph quoted, namely, that the religious
motive is the only ene strong enough to maintain

Sunday rest. It has been most persistently urged-

that the movement in favor of Sunday laws was
not from a religiousbut from a sanitary standpoint;;
now the Statesman candidly acknowledges that
the religious motive is the only one strong enough
to do the work. It follows that if the religious
element is the stronger it must give its color to
the whole thing, and so, after all the denials, the
demand for Sunday laws is a demand for religious
legislation.

P
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A MINISTER of the Christian Church writes from
Winters, Cal., to a friend of the AMERICAN SEN-
TINEL, as follows:—

DEAR Sir: Your letter is before me. In
reply, will say, first, I am opposed to civil enact-
ment for the purpose of compelling obedience to
religious rites, ceremonies, ordinances, or institu-
tions. Such laws contravene the law of God and
invade the rights of men. God requires a will-
ing and personal obedience, not one made manda-
tory by civil enactment. Man is accountable to
God alone for his religious faith and practice. I
regard the efforts being put forth by the Sabbath
Union as Gentile-Judaism gone mad. Such laws
as they seek to have enacted would be subversive
of every principle of individual religious liberty,
and would outrage the consciences of Christian
people who fail to understand that God made a
mistake and meant the first day when he com-

manded all Israel to observe the seventh day as a |

Sabbath of rest.

I doubt the wisdom of a law compelling the
people to rest one day in seven asa police measure,
and when a civil enactment intervenes to compel
all people to observe the first day of the week as
a Sabbath such intervention is an outrage upon
personal liberty. The right of candid investiga-
tion and independent inquiry in all matters per-
taining to faith and morality are through such
laws slaughtered by blind fanaticism, religious
bigotry, and intolerance. Such a law would be
an unwarranted assumption of power.

As a Disciple I do not feel it my duty to ob-
serve any day as a Sabbath. It seems to me,
however, to be the climax of absurdity and re-
ligious ignorance for these first-day-of-the-week-
Sabbath observers to base their authority upon
the fourth command of the decalogue, which
plainly made mandatory the observance of the
seventh day. In all the Old Testament Scriptures
no reference is made to the first day of the week
as a Sabbath-day, and to use the fourth com.
mand of the decalogue to prove that the first
day of ghe week is a Sabbath-day, or to enforce its

observance as such, is about as logical as an
essay on botany for the solution of a mathematical
problem. While I do not indorse all of the re-
ligious views of the AMERICAN SENTINEL, I can
but admire its ability, honesty, and devotion to
personal liberty in religious faith and practice,
and its able defense of such liberty.

T am, with great respect, your humble servant,

kX
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SUNDAY-LAW advocates claim that such legisla-
tion is no infringement upon the rights of those
who observe the seventh-day Sabbath, as they are
at perfect liberty to keep any day they choose.
Suppose that we have a Monday law, instead of
a Sunday law, would the first-day philanthropists
think that it was no hardship on them to forego
business on that day on account of their conscien-
tious rest on Sunday? Indeed, they would not so
admit. One of their strong arguments in favor of
a law to compel all classes to close business on
Sunday is, that he who conscientiously rests on
Sunday cannot successfully compete with others
who continue their business seven days. They
protest against the financial disadvantage against
which the Sunday man labors in resting while
others work, but claim that it is no disadvantage
to the seventh-day man to be required to do the
same thing. The man who is foolish enough to
keep the seventh day according to the fourth
commandment, ought to be willing to pay tribute
of one work day’s income for the privilege of
obeying God—in this land of liberty! This is
another specimen of National Reform consistency.

°
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O~ another page we publish a letter from a
Baptist minister of this State, which breathes
true Baptist principles. Indeed, as we not long
since told a prominent Baptist clergyman of this
State, the principles for which the AMERICAN
SENTINEL contends are those for which Roger
Williams contended, and every consistent Baptist
will be with us. 'We are sorry to know, however,
that all Baptists are not consistent. Many forget
the persecution which Baptists suffered for their
religion in the early history of this country, and
are willing, in turn, to become persecutors for
conscience’ sake. A case in point is called to
mind by the reference made in this letter to the
sermon preached by Rev. R.D. Clark, of Eureka,
which was recently published in the SENTINEL.
Because of that sermon, Mr Clark has been com-
pelled to resign his pastorate. But we rejoice to
know that there are many, not only among the
Baptists, but among all the denominations, who
heartily indorse the work of the SENTINEL.

&
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WESTERN civilization utterly repudiates the
idea of paternal government, and denies the ex-
istence of any analogy between the family and
the State.— President George Washburn.
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AN EIGHT-PAGE WEEKLY JOURNAL,
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of the United States Constitution as it is, so far
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