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Epitor, - -

It is stated that, according to a recent
ukase of the Czar, no person who is not
of the Christian faith will be allowed to
serve on a jury, unless by the special ap-
proval of the Minister of the Interior, and
of the Minister of Justice. Of course to be
a Christian in Russia, means being a mem-
ber of the Greek Church; what it would
mean in this country, should the National
Reformers besuccessful, remains fo be seen ;
probably membership in any of the so-
called orthodox churches would fll the
bill.

-
-

An infidel paper says: ‘It is hard for
a Christian to be tolerant; to be just.
There is somewhat in Christianity that
makes its adherents bigots.” This is a
mistake; those who are called Christians
are often bigoted and intolerant, but the
spirit of true Christianity is opposed to

bigotry and intolerance. The fundamental -

principle of Christianity is, ‘“All things
whatsoever ye would that men should do
to you, do ye even so to them,” and this
leaves no room for bigotry and intolerance.

The gospel of Christ is a gospel of peace,
not a gospel of .force. Said the Saviour:
¢‘Behold, I send you forth as sheep among
wolves; be ye -therefore wise as serpents,
and harmless as doves.” Acting under
the divine commission to preach the gos-
pel, the apostles went forth, not appealing
to human governments to compel men to
accept their message, but beseeching men
“by the meekness and gentleness of
Christ.” Said the apostle: ‘‘Now then
we are ambassadors for Christ, as though
God did beseech you by us; we pray you

in Christ’s stead, be ye reconciled to God.”
The Christian who desires to go beyond
these scriptures and compel men to believe,
or to act as though they believed, should
stop and ask if he has not himself lost the
Spirit of Christ, if indeed he ever had it.
““The fruit of the Spirit is love, joy, peace,
longsuffering, gentleness, goodness, faith,
meekness, temperance.” Whoever has the
Spirit of Christ will bring forth the fruits
of the Spirit; and ““if any man have not
the Spirit of Christ he is none of his,”
even though he may be called by his
name. Said the Saviour: ‘‘Not every
one that saith unto me, Lord, Lord, shall
enter into the kingdom of heaven; but he
that doeth the will of my Father which is
in heaven.”

<
+>-

Divine Right and Precedent.

Ix view of the proposed Amendment to
the Constitution of the United States,
making Christianity an essential part of
the public-school curriculum, and also the
Edmunds Bill for the establishment of
a national university in which ‘*Chris-
fian theology ” shall be taught, the ques-
tion of the Bible -in the public schools
anywhere in the counfry is a mnational
question. The principles involved in the
‘Wisconsin case, therefore, are just as
much national as though it were a case
in a Federal court itself. We have given
the Supreme {ourt side of this case quite
fully and repeatedly in THE SENTINEL;
but what some would call the other
side has not been noted so fully. There
has been issued by the Rev. W. H.
McAtee, D. D., of Madison, Wisconsin, a
pamphlet of seventy-two pages, entitled,
““Must the Bible Go? a Review of the
Decision of the Supreme Court of Wis-
consin in the Edgerton Bible Case,” which
we must notice. In the beginning of the
prefatory note he says:—

No American State has ever taken the attitude
toward the Christian Scriptures and the worship of
Almighty CGod, now assumed by Wisconsin. Five
have expressedly refused to do so; and in no other
has the question ever been raised.

This is just that much more to - the

credit of the State of Wisconsin, The
attitude that has been taken by this State,
is the attitude that properly belongs to
every State on earth. It is the attitude
of the TUnited States Government, the
Constitution of which forbids Congress fo
have anything to do with religion.

There is no State on earth, neither by
executive, legislative, nor judicial process
that has any means of discovering and
deciding authoritatively what are the
Christian Scriptures,” or who is Almighty
God. There is no executive, nor legisla-
tive, nor judicial power, or authority on
earth that has any right to decide for
anybody what system of religion that
person shall study or read, or hear read;
nor have the men who compose any of
these departments of government any
power to decide for anybody, but their
own individual selves, what religion is,
what ‘“the Christian Secriptures” are, or
who the Lord is. What means has any
man, elected to office, of discovering after
his election, what is the truth in religion,
that he had not before? The men who
oppose this decision, including, we are
persuaded, Mr. McAtee himself, would
deny the right of any one man, in his
place simply as a man-among men, to
decide for anybody else what God it is
he shall honor, or what religion it is which
he shall receive. This being so in the
case of men before they are elected to
office, what is there in their election, or
in the position to which they are elected
which instantly clothes them with a
power which neither they, nor those who
elected them had before they were chosen
to such office? The claim that men sit-
ting in Supreme Court, or in any other
court on earth, or in any department of
government, are clothed with such power,
or authority, or right, is in principle only
the old claim of the divine right of kings,
and of the present claim of the infallibility
of popes. It is, in principle, a claim that
there is a divinity that hedges the office
itself, and that he who attains to the office
becomes, by that means, clothed with the
divine right to act authoritatively in the
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place of God, and to decide the things of
God for all the people.

The attitude assumed by the Supreme
Court of Wisconsin, therefors, in which is
denied the principles of the divine right,
and the infallibility, of office, is the cor-
rect attitude. Its refusal to assume a
power that by no possible means can be-
long to it, is altogether to its everlasting
honor; and that it was done in the face of

- precedents, even though the precedents
might have been much more numerous,
is just so much more to the honor of the
Court. To have followed the precedents of
the five States referred to by Mr. McAtee,
would have been only to follow precedents
that are essentially wicked, because those
precedents themselves follow other prece-
dents which are an essential part of the
Papal system of Church and State, which
is the very “mystery of iniquity.” This
in fact is virtually confessed by McAtes,
in another place. On page sixty, he
says —

The very -fact that it is without precedent in all
history, is enough to startle the most indifferent.
No other State in Christendom has ever dispensed
with the Christian Scriptures in its educational sys-

tem, much less in its penal, reformatory and chari-
table institutions.

Suppose it be so, that does not prove the
decision to be wrong; because the same
precedent which proves that no other State
in Christendom has ever dispensed with
this, will likewise prove that no other State
has dispensed with an established religion,
with injustice to its people in religious
things, or with persecution for conscience’

,sake. And these we all know are wrong.
In short, the only way that the Court
could be right in this, wasg to act contrary
to all the precedents of Christendom and
_of history. And the safest thing for Wis-
consin or any other State to do in thigline,
is always to go directly contrary to the
precedents of Christendom and of all his-
tory.

"But the idea that any court should
decide any case upon the merit of prec-
edents is just as far wrong as is the claim
that a -fallible court should assume the
prerogative of infallibility, or that a
power, that is merely the collective, repre-
sentative will of the people, should assume
to act by divine right. A court that de-
cides any -case upon precedent ceases to
be a court of justice, in any true sense of
the word, for that is simply to abdicate
its own functions and its own reason as
a court, and pass off upon the people the
will of some other court, chosen by some
other people and representing the will of
an entirely different class from those who
established the court. For any court of

justice, or any lawyer, or any man, to al-.

low his honest convictions to be swayed
by precedent, is ‘to deny himself; and
when he does 80 in a representative capac-

ity, it is to deny the people whom he |

represents.
. There is not a judicial crime, nor a form

of governmental oppression that might be
committed, that has not abundant prece-
dent.  There is not a step that has ever
been taken in human progress that has not
had to be taken against universal prece-
dent. As a guide in human conduct, it is
principle and not precedent that should
be followed. The question can never be
rightly asked in any such case, ‘“ What
has been done?” but in every such case
the question must be, *“ What ought to be
done?” To rest upon what has been
done, is precedent; and that is stagnation.
To inquire what ought to be done, is
principle; and that is progress.

‘We have not space to enlarge more at
this time upon this point, we only say,
precedent lawyers, precedent judges, and
precedent courts are the bane of States
and nations. And precedent preachers
are the bane of the human race.

A T. J.

B

Civil Government and the Divine Law.

THE National Reform theory is that
civil government is not a voluntary asso-
ciation, but a divine institution, and that
it is clothed with authority and power
that transcend all human institutions.
Tts design, they assert, is not the securing
of human rights, but the suppression of
wrong and promulgation of good. *“Civil
government,” says Rev. Foster, one of the
National Reform secretaries, ‘‘is the
keeper of both tables of the law.” We
have often shown in these columns that
the theory that the State, or civil govern-
ment, is the keeper of the law of God or of
any part of it, is most mischievous, for the
reason that it makes men judges of that
law, and destroysdirect individual account-
ability to God. If God has made the
State the custodian of his law, he has also
made it the interpreter and expounder of
his law, and it is the duty of the people
to recéive the law from the State. This
is substantially the claim made by the
Papal Church, a claim which Protestants
hold to be blasphemous. Butif it be blas-
phemy when made by a church, is it not
even more so when made in behdlf of the
State ?

But, perhaps, for the purpose of this
article, the proposition thaf civil govern-
ment.is the keeper of the divine law will
be best examined in the light of the more
explicit statement made by Mr. Foster,
namely, that ‘‘the State is the keeper of
the second commandment, and should pro-
hibit idolatry either on the part of the
Chinaman or Romanist.” Now if the
proposition be correct that the State is
the keeper of the divine law, the conclu-
gion that it is in duty bound to enforce that
law cannot be avoided. But let us exam-
ine this a little and see how it would
work.

Passing by all Chinamen as idolaters
of the most gross sort, we will apply this
rule to the Romanist. Mr. Foster, who

is, we must not forget, a representative
National Reformer, says, that the State
should prohibit idolatry on the part of the
Romanist. But the Romanist denies that
he is an idolater. He will admit that he
bows to pictures and images, but will
stoutly assert that they are simply sym-
bols of the Unseen, to which his worship
is in reality directed, and that the image
or picture is only for the purpose of as-
sisting his faith. It is true that, as Prot-
estants, we call that idolatry, and such it
is; but covetousness is also idolatry (Col.
3:5), and is just as truly a transgression
of the .divine law as are the more gross
forms of idolatry. Shall we then punish
covetougness ? ‘

But it may be said that the law can
only take cognizance of the outward acts,
and that while it may punish a man for
bowing down before an image, it cannot
punish him for the thoughts and intents
of the heart, because man cannot deter-
mine the thoughts of the heart. But if
the State is the keeper of the law, and is
to enforce the law as the low of God,
where or how shall we draw the line? Is
it not as certain that the man, who shows
by his every-day life that he is covetous,
is a violator of the divine law, as it is
that the man, who prays to a picture of
the Virgin Mary, is an idolater ? It may
even be the case, and it is often true, that
such .an one is in every way a better
citizen, a better neighbor, and a better
man, than the one who is covetous.
Moreover, it is just as easy to demonstrate
to the satisfaction of an impartial person
that the one is an idolater, as it is to show
that the other is an idolater. The occa-
sional act of the one shows that he is
guilty of violating the second command-
ment, while the whole life of the other,
his every business transaction, all his
dealings with his neighbors, show con-
clusively that he violates the same com-
mandment. Shall the law lay its hand
upon the omne, and spare the other?—
Certainly not.

Properly speaking, the State is not the
keeper of the law. There is no part of
the law of Gtod which can be enforced as
such, by civil government. For instance,

it is within the physical power, though

not within the proper sphere.of govern-
ment, to compel its citizens to refrain
from ordinary labor upon Sunday, or on
any other day of the week that it may see
fit, but it is not within the power of any
government to compel its citizens to obey
the fourth commandment. That com-
mandment says,  Remember the Sabbath
day to keep it holy;” and simply resting
from labor is by no means all that is re-
quired in that commandment. According
to Isa. 58: 18, true Sabbath keeping is not
only to refrain from labor on the Sabbath,
but to ““call the Sabbath a delight, the
holy of the Lord, honorable.” And this,
civil government cannot compel ; therefore,
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it dis impossible for civil government to
enforce the fourth commandment; neither
_can civil government enforce any other
eoﬁimandment as the law of God. Take,
for example, the sixth. The Saviour said
that he that hateth his brother is a mur-
derer. A man may manifest all the ha-
tred of which he is capable, and may even
express that hatred, and yet the civil law
cannot lay hold upon him as a murderer.
True, if he makes threats, that is, if he
declares his intentions to use violence, the
law can place him under bonds to keep
‘the peace. It may be demonstrated as
fully as human testimony can demonstrate
. anything, that his heart is full of hatred,
" and yet no one would say that the civil
law ought,to touch him. 8till, in thesight
of-God the man is a murderer. The
" seventh commandment furnishes another
111ustrat10n, which we mneed mnot dwell
~upon, as all are familiar with the teach-
" ings of the Saviour on that point. And

thig is sufficient to show that civil govern-

ment Qa,mi;ot enforce the law of God.
- There is another feature-of this matter
“which .demands attention, namely, the
fact previously referred to, that to at-
tempt to enforece the decalogue would be
to constitute men judges-of the divine
.law. God is the interpreter of his own
law, Human beings differ in their inter-
pretationsof that law. Of this, thesecond
_commandment furnishes an illustration,
as already shown. The Protestant says
that bowing. to an image or picture is
idolatry; this the Romanist denies. Now
who shall judge between them, and decide
~which is right? If it were the prerogative
of civil government to decide this question,
then, if the judge were a Protestant he
,Would decide from a Protestant standpoint,
and the Papist would be punished for the
use of pictures and images. But suppose
the judge himself were a Papist, he would
then decide that such worship was not idol-
atry, and the accused would go free. Thus,
it appears that that which is 1dolatry to-
day, mlght be held to be perfectly right to-
morrow; or that which would be decided
to be idolatry in New York, might be held
to be perfectly innocent in New Jersey;
and yet, in both instances, according to
National Reform logic, the decision would
be rendered by the duly authorized agent
of the Almighty.

If indeed it were true that civil govern-
‘ment is ordained of. God, in the seuse in
which National Reformers claim that it
is, then the Government of Spain in the
days of the Inquisition was just as truly
a Glovernment of God, as is the Govern-
ment of England or the Government of
the United States to-day. But it cannot
Yo true that governments are ordained of
God in that sense, for if it were true God
would be the minister of sin. “‘Govern-
ments,” says the Declaration of Independ-
ence, ‘‘derive their just powers from the
consent of the governed;” and had this
maxim always prevailed, despotic govern-

ments never would have been known.
The very idea of government which Na-
tional Reformers advocate, is responsible
for the barbarities and iniquities of all the
despotic Governments in the world; and
the only wonder is that citizens of the
United States could for a moment enter-
tain such a proposition. If is as clear as
the noonday sun that the National Reform
theory is at variance with the principles of
this Government, and to carry out the Na-
tional Reform idea would be simply to
overthrow republican institutions.
¢. P. B.

4

Political Divinity.

A sHORT time ago, we printed in TaE
SENTINEL the statement of Rev. Dr. Park-
hurst, of this city, that ‘it is as much a
Christian’s duty to love his country, as his
God;” that ¢ the stars and stripes ought
to be as mauch a part of a man’s religion
as the Sermon on the Mount;” and that

‘it is as much the Christian’s duty to go
to the polls and vote on election day, as
to go to the Lord’s table on communion
day.”

If this be correct it would be proper to
interpret the Scriptures accordingly, and
read, ¢ Thou shalt love the Lord thy God,
and. thy country with all thy heart, and
with all thy soul, and with all thy mind,
and with all thy strength.” And as we read
at the close of the Sermon on the Mount,
“Whosoever heareth these sayings of
mine and doeth them, I will liken him
unto a wise man which built his house
upon a rock;” it would be proper also to
read in connection therewith something
like this, ¢ Whosoever, therefore, heareth
the laws enacted under the stars and
stripes, and doeth them, the same shall be
likened unto a man which built his house
upon a rock,” etc

It is not necessary to go any further in
this. This is sufficient to show how nearly
akin to blasphemy such a sentiment is.
But Dr. Parkhurst. is not alone in this
sentiment that reduces divine things to
the level of human and political things.
The Union Signal runs in the same line.
An editorial, in its issue of April 10, says:—

In this country where the ballot is the badge of
sovereignty, and every voter is a sovereign, no more
sacred act can any man perform than that of voting.

This likewise puts the most sacred acts
upon a level with those of mere human
and political expediency. It is neither
surprising nor inappropriate, therefore, to
find the Signal next referring to Plato for
an example in political philosophy. This
is perfectly proper, for the sentiment itself
is pagan, and it is only right that a pagan
should be appealed to. It is a pagan sen-
timent only that makes political things
divine. In the philosophy of paganism,
the State is the supreme deity. All politi-
cal things, therefore, are of the highest
order of sacredness, and there is no such
thing as a distinction between duty to God

and duty to the State. This is the philos-
ophy of paganism, of Dr. Parkhurst, of
the Unidon Signal, and of many others in
this day. Christianity separates the things
of God from the things of the State; sepa-
rates duty to God from duty to the State,
and renders to God that which is God’s,
and to Ceesar that which is Csesar’s.
A.T. T,

-
-

Chicago Correspondence.

WHILE the Commissioners of the Co-
lumbian Exposition are busying themselves
in settling the matter whether the fair
shall be on the Lake Front or not, and
while they are deciding who is the best
man to place at the helm to guide the
mammoth undertaking to success, and
while the Illinois Legislature is planning
for special legislation to give Chicago the
legal right to raise, in the way they de-
sire, the necessary funds for the great
fair; the clergy and others, in Chicago,
are agitating the question thus early as
to whether or not the Exposmon shall be
opened on Sunday.

Dr. Utter, of the Unitarian persuasion,
expressed himself recently as very decid-
edly in favor of opening on Sunday. This
drew from the ranks of the Sunday-clos-
ing advocates a volley, threatening the
divine vengeance if the Nation should add
rebellion to impiety, by opening on Sunday
an exhibition upon which the gaze of the
world was fixed. Dr. Henson, in particu-
lar, threatened fearful judgments if the
great ‘“ American Sabbath” should be so
disregarded. He advocated the idea,
strongly, that Chicago should be made .
a model Christian city before the fair
comes off, so that the inhabitants of the
Old World could see a living example of
what Christianity would do for a mation.

As we listened to the reverend gentle-
man giving utterance to the above
thoughts, we could not refrain from so-
liloquizing. We will suppose the great
Exposition on the Lake Front, as proposed ;
and in our imagination we will behold
every door barred against the visitor
whose conscience would not condermn him
for going on Sunday; the perfect quiet of
the ideal Sabbath reigns throughout the
entire grounds occupied by the prodigious
exhibit; people from every corner of the
earth are there; and as they witness the
“Sabbath hush” of the fair, the first
thought will be, ‘‘what good "people must
dwell in the immediate surroundings of
such an enclosure, fortified by all the in-
gignia of outward plety.” And, since the
fair cannot be visited on Sunday, the
visitor starts through the city to form
an acquaintance with some of these
good people. Before fairly entering the
thronged streets he sees the glittering
sign of a saloon, and, perhaps, hears the
carousals of debauchery within. While
this shakes his exalted ideas of Chicago a
little, he is ready to excuse it by thinking
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he is fallen into one of the worst places in
the city, a little section as yet unreclaimed
from its gross corruption, so he passes on.

As he rounds the next corner, another
like spectacle of a slum stands out before
him; a little later, a gambler allures this
unsuspecting innocent into his net, and
draws from him his hard-earned money.
By this time his eyes are beginning to be
opened to the situation, and he secures a
copy of the Saturday Daily News, and is
perfectly horrified to read its bold attacks
on the immoralities of the city. He is
dazed as he reads about the crime on
every hand, and his sensibilities are
fairly paralyzed as he still further reads
that the City Council is in connivance
with these agents of lawlessness, and that
the reputable citizen cannot be stirred to
the importance of going to the polls to
vote ‘“ the rascals out.”

‘Would such a spectacle make a very
favorable impression on the visitor, from
the Old World, who had not accepted
Christ? And yet, such is the condition of
Chicago to-day. With a saloon at every
turn; with debauchery and vice on every
hand; with the grossest corruptions right
in the very council chamber of the great
city’s lawmakers; and with public senti-
ment so sleepy on the subject, that some of
tho Chicago papers claim that they cannot
arouse the people to the gravity of the
situation, does it look much as though
the whole city could be made a model of
primitive Christianity before the opening
of the Exposition in 1893 ?

Perhaps the exigencies of the situation
will suggest to some one, the idea of cen-
tering all the great evangelists here, to
take the city by storm. But Mr. Moody
has been working here for a long time,
and what he has been able to accomplish
would only be like taking a drop from
the great ocean of crime. The renowned
Messrs. Jones and Small worked here for
some time, but did not seem t0 make any
perceptible impression on the wickedness
of this modern Sodom. The famous
““Boy. Preacher,” Harrison, tried his
evangelistic skill on the wicked city, and
only a few of its swarming inhabitants
seemed to know he was here. While we
would very seriously question whether any
good comes out of the kind of work done
by some of the above named gentlemen,
it is true that they, together with many
evangelists of lesser ‘note, beside the great
army of resident ministers, have been
working away on Chicago for “Lo! these
many years,” and still the great crimes
go on,

In the face of all this, is it not the
greatest conceivable vagary for a minister
to think and talk of having Chicago, in
so short a space of fime, wholly within
the fold of Christ? If it could be done
why do not the ministers who believe
that way, plan to do it without waiting
for the Exposition ? If it could be done,
is not the minister committing sin who

waits for a great fair to move him to ac-
tion? But, personally, I have as much
faith in the idea that Sodom could have
been converted, as I have in the con-
version of Chicago. But so great is this
Sunday-law panacea for all moral ills, that
its advocates would say by their actions
and words, ‘“Only give us a lever by
which we can close the Exposition on
Sunday, and Chicago is instantly trans-
formed into a city of saints.”

In regard to some of their plans, to
secure such would-be benefits for Chicago,
I will speak in another letter.

A. O. Tarr.

-

The State Cannot Be Religious.

Ir is affirmed by those who demand
religious legislation, that God requires
from all nations, an acknowledgment of
his supreme authority, in recognition of
his prospering care over them, on the
ground that they are the creatures of
God, and therefore stand in the same
relation to him morally, as human beings.
But, if nations ought to acknowledge God’s
authority over them, solely on account of
being his creatures, then all created beings
should certainly be required to do the
same. Such a rule, however, presents one
very formidable objection, which briefly
stated is this: Any outward acknowledg-
ment of Deity, is a form of worship ren-
dered in recognition of moral responsi-
bility; and any form of worship is a
devotional, or religious act. But every
religious act must, of necessity, spring
from some preconceived opinion regard-
ing religious doctrine, which requires a
certain degree of intelligence.

It does not follow, then, that because
some existing thing is a creature of God,
it is therefore charged with moral re-
sponsibility. Not only does this require
intelligence, but a high order of intelli-
gence. It is true that any person, who
has mental power enough to entertain
distinct ideas of a Supreme Being, may
recognize his moral obligations to that
extent that he will reverently worship
God; but it will readily be conceded, that
there are those, such as idiots and insane
persons, who are not capable of exercising
this high privilege, and yet no one will
deny that they are God’s creatures. There
is still a larger class of God’s creatures—
beasts, birds, and reptiles—that have no
visible form of worship in recognition of
the source of their being, because they are
not possessed of that order of intelligence
by which alone, the Creator is recognized
as an object of worship, love, and obedi-
ence. :

The recognition of God, therefore, and
of accountability to him, require not only
a distinct intellectual faculty, but that of
a high order. Where, in a government,
shall this faculty, this infelligence, be
found ? In order that there may be a gov-
ernmental recognition of God, it is nec-

essary that what is thus held to be the
government, shall be a distinet entity, a
personality, possessing an intelligence of
as high an order, and as real, as that which
is found in each individual soul. Where,
then, we ask again, is there in a gov-
ernment any such intelligent personality
as is thus shown to be essential ? There
is no such thing; there never was any such
thing, and there never can be any such
thing.

While it may be freely admitted that
God asks human intelligences to individ-
ually acknowledge him as the source of
their existence and happiness, the fore-
going clearly shows that there is no
ground for the assertion that a mnation
is a moral being, simply because it is or.e of
God’s creatures. 'We do not, however, ad-
mit the proposition that nations are, prop-
erly speaking, creatures of God; but could
it be positively shown that nations are
the direct creatures of God, it would in no
wise follow that they, ag such, are there-
fore capable of recognizing moral obliga-
tion, which requires special intelligence
of, and full belief in, a personal Supreme
Being. Nations being only political bodies
of men, a portion of whom are in doubt
upon the question of a personal God, it
cannot be truly said that any whole na-
tion entertains such a belief. It may be
contended that, because a majority of those
in a nation do believe in a personal God,
that is, therefore, the faith of the nation.
But such a claim does not change the facts
of the case. Since the majority in a na-
tion cannot bear moral responsibility for
the minority, they cannot represent their
religious belief or moral standing. Then,
just in proportion as the individuals who
constitute the nation personally fail to
truly recognize God, the nation itself is
lacking in that particular, and no ma-
jority representation can make it other-
wise.

The truth of the matter is, that while
each person in the world is a living and
conscious moral unibt, no collection of
such units, however large, or in whatever
manner related to each other, can possibly
transfer their personal, moral obligations
to the political body, and thus make it a
moral person. This idea holds even in
the Church of God. There, the standing
of one member in no way represents the
standing of another. One member cannot
worship for any one else, neither does the
fact that he is enrolled as a member with -

“others who have genuine faith in the

tenets of the Church, ensure him salvation
with the others, except he has a personal,
living faith for himself. Then, if the
Church, which was instituted for purely
moral purposes, cannot unite into one, the
moral units of its organization, how much
less can a nation do it which is established
on an entirely different basis, and for a
wholly different purpose.

Every one in a nation may have as
much personal faith in Gtod, as the mem-
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bers of a church, but that does not, there-
fore, constitute the nation a moral being.
Only the personal units are, or can be
so held, arid these, only because they are
“individually accountable to God’s moral
law. Thus, weread: ‘“Now weknow that
what things soever the law saith, it saith
to them who are under the law, that every
mouth ma;y be stopped, and all the world
may beoome guilty before God.” Rom.

3:19.

The words of the prophet are often
~referred to, in vindication of the idea that
nations are moral persons: ‘The nation
and kingdom that will not serve thee,
" shall perish.” But this text proves noth-
ing. of the kind. We read in 2 Kings,
9:8, also, that: ‘“The whole house of
Ahab shall perish;” but that certainly
does not show that the house of Ahab
was a persona,hty composing a moral
bemg, distinet from the individuals who
fotmed the household. It could mean
nothlng more than that the persons who
composed Ahab’s household were to per-
-ish ‘because they were all guilty of wrong.
But God never punishes any one for the
sins of another, even though he may be
connected, with a guilty party, by family
or national ties. The assurance of this, is
found in the words, “The soul that sin-
neth, it shall die.” So, if only one of a
nation’s representatives were found right-
eoug, while all the others were guilty, the
one righteous person would be preserved,
because of his individual integrity, while
" the- others would be made to suffer for
their individunal sins only.

‘The apostle has positively stated that
“éyery one of wus shall give account of
himself to God.” Rom. 14:12. This
being true, it follows that no one can do
more than to answer for his own conduct,
at the bar of God. In other words, since
) every one answers for himself, no one
will be requlred to answer for him. It is
therefore” plain that the only moral ac-
countability which God rvecognizes, is
that of individuals. Then, when men
_act in the capacity of statesmen, and
administer the affairs of government,
the incumbent of one department, cannot
be held responsible for the wrongs which
he does not sanction, and which may
be done in another department with which
he has had no connection. On the same
principle, no government, as a whole,
can be held morally responsible for the
actions of even a majority of its represent-
atives. It matters not, therefore, with
what body a man may be connected, that
body is not responsible for his individual
acts. It therefore follows, that if nations
are not morally holden, as such, they can
have no conscience, and of course, no re-
ligion, and have, therefore, no right to
meddle with matters of religion.

J. 0. Cormiss.

More about the “Cijvil Sabbath.”

. THE argument for the ‘‘civil Sabbath’
rests on the falge distinction made between
the spiritual intent of the Sabbatic insti-
tution, and the physical, social, and intel-
lectual good derived from it. It is said
that ‘“God gave the Sabbath for a religious
purpose—for the gpiritual good of his
children, and because it pleases him to
have them meet and worship him—and
with this of course the civil law can have
nothing to do; but as it is discovered by
experience that a great physical, social,
and intellectual good, fo the people, is de-
rived from keeping the Sabbath, therefore
the State may enforce such Sabbath keep-
ing for civil reasons.”

This argument rests firgt, upon the dis-
tinction made between the divine and
human intent of the Sabbath ; butsecondly,
it rests upon the assumption that the gov-
ernment is the proper guardian of the
physical and social good of its subjects.

"Regarding this assumption, it is only
necessary here to remark, that the mo-
ment the government commits itself to
such a guardianship, there is no logical
stopping place this side of a complete su-
pervigion of the eating, bathing, sleeping,
and dressing of all its subjects.

To say nothing of the expense and
inconvenience of running such a govern-
ment, and of the intolerable interference
of the government officials with the sa-
cred privacy of family life, it has been
proven by experience, that such paternal
guardianship on the part of the govern-
ment, tends directly to produce, on the
part of the people, a corresponding child-
ish dependence. Thus, by keeping the
mass of the people in perpetual childhood,
and throwing all the care and responsi-
bility of their welfare on a few persons,
the distance, between the governing and
the governed, is perpetually widened, and
the tendency is directly toward monarchy
and despotism. It need not be said, that
nothing could be more utterly subversive
of all the principles of democracy and
freedom than this.

Our Sunday laws in the States are relics
of a barbarous past. And the clamor of the
National Deformers, and the anti- American
Sabbath Union, for national Sunday laws,
is the asking of our Nation fto commit
itself to a theory of government which
logically includes all the despotism and
oppression so terribly illustrated by the
bloody past. But, now for this distinction
between the spiritual interest and the
physical and social good of the Sabbath.

Mr. L. C. Inglis, in his paper, read
at the Waghington Convention, of the
American Sabbath Union, declared that,
““practically this is a distinction without
a difference.”

Thus the very foundation of their whole
“ ¢ivil Sabbath” theory was declared false,
by one of their own speakers on their own
platform; and as the distinction is false,

it is the}efore a,:hm’rted that all “civil
Sabbath ” legislation is in reality religious
legislation.

Perhaps the fallacy of this distinction
may be best proven by showing that it
would apply equally well to all the other
commandments in the decalogue; and that
as the law contains the whole duty of man
(Eccl. 12:13), therefore, by the same
method of reasoning, all religious and
moral duties could be enforced by law,
for civil reasons. Take the first com-
mandment for illustration: ‘“Thou shalt
have no other Gods before me.”

It is well known that most terrible wars,
and untold misery, have been inflicted by
the nations upon themselves and one an-
other, because of different gods or dif-
ferent views of the same God. In fact,
very much of the war and bloodshed of
the past is traceable to the violation of
the first commandment.

The very reason God gave that first
commandment, was, not that he had a
desire to be worshiped, but that by
teaching all men to look up to the one God
and Creator as their father, he might
unite them all into one peaceful family of
brothers and sisters, instead of having the
world divided into hostile sects and
nations.

‘Why not, then, for civil reasons, that is,
for the welfare and peace of the State,
establish the worship of the one God, and
carefully describe by law the character of
this God, and state definitely what shall
pertain to his worship? In other words,
why not establish a national religion at
once, and enforce it ?

Take the second commandment as an-
other illustration. From violating the
first commandment, men have been led
onward to the violation of the second and
all the others of the ten.

‘Why not, then, for civil reasons prohibit
all image worship, and all violation of any
other of the commandments? for the
same principle is involved throughont.
This is the very way people have always
reasoned when they have established State
religions.

‘““Well,” saysone, ‘“why isnot the reason-
ing good ? If all this good will come from
a unity of faith and practice, why not en-
force such nnity ?” Simply because it can-
not be done; it is utterly beyond. the
power of the State. The State might as
well legislate to enforce an eclipse of the
moon once a week.

In the Middle Ages, they attempted to
enforce such a unity of faith and practice.
They compelled whole tribes to be bap-
tized, and to receive the eucharist. No
one will, to-day, claim that those poor
unfortunates really partook of the eucha-
rist, far less that they experienced any
of that union of feeling that comes from
a real participation in that sacred or-
dinance.

Later, victorious Christian (?) kings
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drove hoards of the conquered barbarians
through the rivers of their blood-stained
lands to baptize them, and yet they were
unbaptized still, as all must admit who
have any true idea of baptism.

A glimmer of this truth seemed to dawn
upon the minds of the bigoted Spaniards,
who, after compelling the Moors to be
baptized, decided that they were still non-
Christian (¢. e. unbaptized) dogs, and that
they mutt therefore be exterminated.

This distinction between the spiritual
intent, and the civil benefit of the law of
God, rests-on a false and arbitrary idea of
God’s government. It assumes that the
pleasure of God is to domineer over his
creatures, and if in obedience to such arbi-
trary rules, there comes any benefit to the
people, well and good. On the contrary,
the highest pleasure of God, is the pleasure
and welfare of all his creatures. There
is nothing arbitrary in all God’s govern-
ment. A thing is not right or wrong
simply because God said so; but God says
so because it is so.

There are certain principles, which in
the very nature of things, in all the uni-
verse of God, must tend to the happiness
of all intelligent beings, and there are
other principles which tend to their mis-
ery. Of the first, God said, ‘‘ Thou shalt,”
and of the second, ¢ Thou shalt not.”
Thus, all God’s law rests in his love for his
creatures, and in his desive for their hap-
piness and well-being; but this law can
not be enforced by the civil power, and
any attempt to thus enforce it upon the
people, tends, and in all history has tended,
to their misery and <ll-being, and is, there-
fore, utterly subversive of the designs of
God’s law and government.

By this it is seen that the same argu-
ment that upholds the so-called ¢ eivil
Sunday,” would carry the nation to any
lengths into the iniquitous labyrinths of
religious legislation and persecution.

G. E. FIrFrELD.

-

Our friends who are exercised over the
question of a Sunday law in California
are in a great strait. They want a Sun-
day law, but they know that the people of
California will not listen to any talk of
religious legislation, and so their per-
plexity is to have the observance of Sun-
day enforced, and at the same time not let
the people know that any religious legisla-
tion is going on. The California Chris-
tian Advocate says of the Sunday ques-
tion: ‘““It must be brought before the
country as a civil measure, yet in such a
Way. as not to secularize the day.” Just
$0. We have all heard of the hunter who
aimed at an animal so as to hit it if it was
a deer, and to miss 1t if it was a calf. It
is somewhat amusing to see our friends
attempt this feat on the Sunday question.
—Stgns of the Times.

NATIONAL,

RELIGIOUS LIBERTY ASSOCIATION.

SV \ 3, 1"‘ \\« ‘
DECLARATION of PRINCIPLES.

We believe in the religion taught by Jesus Christ.

‘We believe in temperance, and regard the liquor traffic as &
curse to society. . ) .

‘We believe in supporting the civil government, and submit-
ting to its authority.

We deny the right of any civil government- to legislate on
feligions questions, . .

e belleve it is the right, and should be the privilege, of
every man to worship according to the dictates of his own con-
sclence,

We also believe it to be our duty to use every lawful and
honorable means to prevent religious legislation by the civil
government; that we and our fellow-citizens may enjoy the in-
cstimable blessings of both religious and civil liberty.

OFFICES.
43 Bonp STREET, New Yorx Ciry;
225 A Sr., N. E. WASRINGTON ;

28 CoLLEGE PLACE, CBICAGO.

C. ELDRIDGE, ~ - - - - - -
W. H. McKgr, - - - - - - .

A Lawyer’'s View of the Nature of
Sunday Laws.

President.
Secretary.

I~ his brief in the well-known King
case, recently passed upon by the Supreme
Court of Tennessee, Col. T. K. Richard-
son, attorney for the plaintiff in error,
gave the following history of the law
under which Mr. King was indicted :—

The only statutes on the subject will be
found in the act of 1741, enacted by His
Excellency, (tabriel Johnson, Esq.,. Gov-
ernor, by and with the consent of His
Majesty’s council, and (General Assembly
of the province of North Carolina; and is
as follows :—

‘Whereas, in well-regulated governments effectual
care is always taken that the day set apart for
public worship be observed and kept holy, all and
every person or persons whatsoever shall, on the
Lord’s day, commonly called Sunday, carefully
apply themselves to the duties of religion and
piety; and no tradesman, artificer, laborer, or other
person whatsoever, shall upon the land or water,
do or exercise any labor, business, or work of their
ordinary callings—works of necessity and charity
only, excepted—nor employ themselves either in
hunting, fishing, or fowling, nor use any game,
sport, or play, on the Lord’s day aforesaid, or any
part thereof, upon pain that any person so offend-
ing, being of the age of fourteen years and upwards,
shall forfeit and pay the sum of one dollar and
twenty-five cents. All and every Justice and Jus-
tices of the Peace, within his or their respective
counties, shall have full power and authority to
convene before him or them, any person or persons
who shall offend in any of the particulars before
mentioned, in his or their hearing, or on other legal
conviction of any such offense, and to impose the
said fine or penalty for the same. See laws of
Tennessee, Scott’s Edition, Vol. 1, page 55.

This act was passed when the church
was a part of the State—when there was
a State religion. Its purpose was that
Sunday should be kept holy. After the
Revolution, this act seems to have been
retained amongst the statutes of North
Carolina, as well as incorporated in the
laws of Tennessee. And in 1803, after
the admission of Tennessee, as a State, into
the Union, the Legislature passed an act
entitled as follows:—

An act more effectually to prevent the profana-
tion of the Lord’s day, commonly called the Sab-
bath. . :

Be it enacted by the General Assembly: of the State
of Tennessee, that if any merchant, artificer; trades-
man, farmer, or any other person- shall be guilty
of doing or exercising any of the common avoca-
tions of life or causing or permitting the same to be
done, by his, her, or their childven or ‘servants, acts
of real necessity or charity excepted, on the Lord’s -
day, commonly called Sabbath, such person or
pérsons on due conviction thereof befere any Jus-
tice of the Peace within the county where such
offense shall be committed, shall forfeit and pay
the sum of three dollars, one-half to the person
who shall sue for the same, the other half for the
use of the county wherein such recovery may be
had. This act was passed November 8, 18038, See
laws of Tennessee, Scott’s Edition, Vol. 1, page 795;
also Car. & Nich., Art. ‘‘Sabbath,” pages 638, 639,

Can there be any doubt that the act of
1741 was passed to favor and promote
Christianity, and also the interests of the
Church of England? then the religion
and Church of the State. Is it not equally
plain that the act of 1803 was passed to
promote and give preference to the Chris-
tian religion? that it was passed to pre-
vent the profanation of a day sacred to
certain persons claiming to be members of
the Christian Church, or of certain sects
of Christians ? This Court knows histor-

.ically, if not judicially, of the wonderful

revivals and wide-spread religious excite-
ment in the year 1800. They created a
deep and lasting impression upon the peo-
ple.  They prevailed most extensively
throughout the States of Kentucky and
Tennessee. They were conducted princi-
pally by the Presbyterians and Methodists,
and the power and influence then obtained
by the latter, are felt and seen to the pres-
ent time.

That the act of 1803 was the result of
those revivals, and passed in obedience to
the behests of those churches and to, con-
form to their religious views, no one can
doubt. That the law was enacted to com-
pel the observance of Sunday in conform-
ity with their tenets, and to coerce the
conscience of all persons who might differ
with those sects, can be denied by no can-
did mind. <

By those acts exclusive jurisdiction was
given to Justices of the Peace, to try, and
punish those who violate their provisions.
For nearly a century no member of the
Bar or Bench ever dreamed or held that
the Circuit Courts of the State, had juris-
diction over the offense, as created by
those acts. ‘

For a half century or more after the
passage of the act of 1803, it was re-
garded as the expression of earnest but
fanatical zeal, and was allowed to fall into
‘“innocuous desuetude.” It is the fit
instrument of petty persecution, and has
been seldom used, even by the most ear-
nest of zealots.

To the credit of the Christian people of
the State, it can be truly said, they have
generally scorned to use such means of
persecution or coercion,
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' THE Press, of this city, suggests that
when lightning struck the Metropolitan
Museum of Art, one Saturdaymight, it was
doubtless trying to open the door, so that
working people could get into the museum
on Sunday.

.
+

ON July 8, Senator Sherman presented -

in the Senabe, petitions ‘‘numerously

signed,” from Ohio, Indiana, Illinois,

Maine, Pennsylvania, New York, Iowa,
Kansas, Vermont, and Michigan, praying
for an acknowledgment of Almighty God,
and the Christian religion, in the Constitu-
tion of the United States. The petitions
were referred to the Committee on Judic-
iary.

-0

JUDGE PENNYPACKER, of Philadelphia,
in the case of an appeal from the justice
court, by William R. Waldman, a barber,
convicted and fined for Sunday-shaving,
has affirmed the conviction with a long
opinion, in which he bases his affirmance
upon a law of 1794, which provides a fine
of four dollars ‘‘for the performance of
any worldly employment on the Lord’s
day, commonly called Sunday.”
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A CALIFORNIA paper, the Citrograph,
notes the fact that Congress is being
flooded with petitions for the closing of
the Chicago World’s Fair, on Sunday,
and says: ‘“Should this be done, hundreds
of thousands of workers will be debarred
from visiting the exposition. These Sun-
day-closing-petition signers can visit the
exhibition any day they like; but the poor
laborer, the workingman whose daily toil
" just suffices to keep his family going,
must either be debarréd from seeing the
sights of the fair altogether or go on
Sunday. We certainly hope Congress
will totally ignore these petitions.
otherwise will be to work a great hardship
on the toilers of Chicago and vicinity.”
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JusT now, Cardinal Gibbons is in bad
odor with the Mail and Express, because
he has said that he is in favor of opening
museums and art galleries on Sunday, and
that “‘apart from such religious exercises
as each man’s conscience may impose upon
him, the day should be given up to such
recreations as contribute to the physical,
mental, and moral benefit and enjoyment
of the people.” ¢ His position,” says the

To do -

Moail and Hwxpress, ‘“‘is thoroughly con-
sistent with the practices of his church.

In Romanist countries Sunday is
usually a day of shows, and general dissi-
pation. The priests are satisfied, if the
people go to mass in the morning, and
to confession occasionally, to have them
desecrate the Sabbath in any way they
please.” The gentleman .who presides
over the destinies of the Mail and Express,
would be satisfied with nothing less than
the devoting of the whole of Sunday to
religious exercise and spiritual meditation,
saving that he would probably allow am-
ple time, for those who could afford it, to
enjoy the usual Sunday dinner.
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Tur Methodists of Utah have adopted a
strong resolution warning the people of
the United States against Mormonism; and
declaring that the radical cure for what
they call the new and dangerous form of
Mormon rebellion, is to be looked for
largely in the pending legislation in
Congress. Commenting upon this a sec-
ular. paper remarks, that in this they
“appear to have fallen into an error in
the language, at least, of their resolution.
The resolution condemns Mormonism.
But the Government of the United States
has no war to wage against Mormonism.
Apart from polygamy, the rights of the
Mormon Church in this ecountry do not
differ from those of any other church.” .
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Now that the national Government has
taken charge of the landing of immigrants
at New York, a writer in the Mail and
Ezpress is anxious that Congress should
regulate the time of departure of steam-

ships from foreign ports, so that they

should not arrive and .disembark their
passengers here on Sunday. He thinks that
if the national Government would notify
steamship companies that after a given
date immigrants would not be allowed to
land on Sunday, there would be no trouble
in obtaining compliance with such a regu-
lation. ‘‘This when accomplished,” he ex-
claims, ‘‘will be another point gained in
favor of Sabbath observance.” How nu-
merous, and how wonderful are the ways in
which it is sought to commit Congress to
Sunday legislation.!
-

REFERRING to the fact that the Gov-
ernment has been for years granting
money to various denominations, for the
education of certain Indians, the World
asks: ‘““What business has the United
States to engage in religious proselyting
of the Indians, when its policy towards
them for a hundred years has been rob-
bery and extinction?” Only one answer
can be given, namely, that the United
States has no business whatever to en-
gage in any such work. If the Govern-
meunt had let the religious education of
the Indians alone altogether, it is highly
probable that they would have received

more and better religious instruction than
they have received, In that case, men
and women having a genuine missionary
spirit would haye been sent among them,
who would ‘have labored from love of
souls, instead: of love for Uncle Sam’s
dollars. The greatest service that civil
government. ‘can possibly do genuine
Christianity, ist6'let religious instruetion
and religious questions severely alone.
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Tue Central American correspondent
of the New York Sun, says: ‘‘A move-
ment is going on in all the five republics
to close the shops and stores on Sundays.
The markets and establishments where
provisions are sold, will be opened during
a certain part of the day.” Although the
Roman Catholic Church has been dises-
tablished in Central America, yet, that is
the form of religion quite universally es-
poused by the ruling classes; it is not
likely to be difficult there, therefore, to
obtain a formal observance of Sunday,
enforced bylaw. To all who are experi-
mentally acquainted, however, with Cen-
tral American life and manners, such a
“movement” presents itself as a grim
sarcasm on the mock Christianity of this
whole politico-legal hypocrisy.
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Tur Christian Inquirer, a Baptist pa-
per of this city, says:—

The Bible is the creed of Protestants. In this
day when there is so much attention paid to con-
fessions of faith, and so much said about a revision
of creeds, the Church needs to swing back to the
Bible as the supreme authority of doctrine and
life, creed and conduct. Our battle will be shorter,
sharper, more conclusive, and our victory surer and
more glorious when we meet the hosts of infidelity,
Romanism, and all sorts of falsehood and wicked-
ness, with the Bible only, in our hands. Our appeal
must be to the Book ! Every doctrine of men
must be brought to the test of God’s word. If it be
of God it will stand; if not, it will perish, and
ought to perish. ’

That is good; the Bible ought to be in
fact, as it is in theory, the creed of Prot-
estants. But how about forcing ‘the
creed of Protestants” upon everybody by
the power of the State? And if Protest-
ants are indeed willing to bring every-
thing to the test of the Bible, and if they
believe that everything that is of God -
will stand, why do they seek to have
some so-called Christian institutions bol-
stered up by civil laws? '
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