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THE Protestant doctrine touching the right
.of private judgment, is not that opposite doc-
“trines may both be true, but it is that there is
‘on the face of the earth no visible body to
‘whose decreos men are bound to submit their
‘privite judgment on points of {aith.— Macau-
lay.

ot

National Reform in the South.

THE Christian Statesman says that recetitly -

National Reform ¢ Secretary ” Weir ¢ has met
with a cordial welcome for the sake of his
cause,” in Maryland and Virginia, and thereby
“hag been convinced that the work ought to
be carried at once into the Southern States.”
The Statesman and Mr. Weir are both way
behind the times. If they had carefully read
the SgnTivzr they would have learned that
National Reform hag already begun—more
than a year ago—in the Southern States.
Both in Arkansas and in Tennessee, quite a
‘goodly number of people have been fined and
imprisoned, within the past year, for worship-
ing God according to the dictates of their own
consciences, But if Secretary Weir or some
_other leading National Reformer should go
down there, we have no doubt that the good
work could, by organization, be greatly pro-
moted, and their ebullient zeal made much
‘more effective in rooting out heresy. TFor the
information of whoever of the *Secretaries”
‘shall go to the South, we would state that he
will certainly find at Springville, Arkansas;
Paris, Tennessee; and Atalla, Alabama, a cor-
dial welcome for the salke of his cause. He
would do woll to malke these places his heud-
quarters. At Paris there are now honest
Christian men lying in prison for conscience’
gake; in Springville the same thing has been;
and in Atalla thero is an earnest desire on the
part of certain persons that it shall be. Also
in Worcester, Massachusetts, there are men
who are soon to bo compelled to stand trial for
conscience’ sake; we would direct the National
Reformers- to that city as a promising field.
We'would advise all the « District Secretaries”
. to become subscribers, and regular rcaders of
tho AMERICAN SENTINEL. They can thus keep
“well informed in regard to all the particularly
- good openings for the digplay of their activities
“for'National Reform.

The ‘ American Sentinel,*> Volume 2..

THE first volume of the AMERICAN SENTINEL
met with as great favor as could be expected,
or even desired. True,its circulation was not
nearly as large as it should have been, but
wag a8 large as could reasonably be expected
under the circumstancos.
many intelligent. and appreciative readers;
and many have confessed themselves en-
lightened upon the subjeet of which it treats,
and have become aroused to the importance
of the subject, and to the danger which im-

| pends over our beloved country from the

strenuous cfforts which are being made to
unite Church and State in this land.

Volume Two is cgmmenced under more fa-
vorable auspices. ‘Frici@eave been raised up
who are pledged to aid in extending its circu-
lIation. We have reason to confidently look
for a largely increased subscription list for
1887,

The progress of the National Reform party,
and the courge of the Christian Statesman,

the organ of that party, we have carefully

watched for about a score of years. We have
marked every phase of the agitation of the
question of a Religious Amendment of the
Constitution of the United States, and closely
gtudied the arguments by which that party
seeks to accomplish its ends. That many of
those people think they are laboring for the
glory of God, and for the upbuilding of the
kingdom of Christ, does not turn their soph-
istries into truths, nor lessen the danger
which their movement threatens. The ulti-
mate action of the Inquisition—the burning
of heretics—was named an “act of faith.”
The Saviour forecwarned his followers that the
time would come when “whosoever killeth you
will think that he doeth God service.” John
16:2. Zeal for the church and for the cause
of ‘God, led Saul to persecute the Christians;
but that did not remove the guilt of the perse-
cutors, nor lighten the stones by which Ste-
phon was put to death. '
Considering the magnitude and the rapid
growth of the Religious Amendment move-
ment, it is snrprising that so little attention
has been paid to it by the secular press. The
public press ought always to be tho advocate
of the people’s rights—the vigilant guardian
of our liberties. Some of the newspapers
have highly commended the SEnTINEL, While
others have expressed their surprise that any-
body considered the movement worthy of so
much notice. "We fear that the majority of
the papers will utterly ignore this subject un-
til our dearest liberties.are subverted, and the

way is opened for the scenes which marked

It bag had a great-

“the dark ages” of European history to be
re-enacted in America.

While we have followed the Amendmentists
in the announcements of their purposes, in
their platform, their published speeches, their
sermons, editorials, etc., they have studiously
avoided meeting our arguments, concealing
them from their readers. They only meet us
with repeated sneers at, what they are pleased
to term, our ignorance of the Bible, of history,
of the principles of civil government, and
even of their own intentions. It may be
gratifying to their self-complacency to hide
themselves behind slurs and insinuations; but
the popularity of their cause will not always
prove a shield for their course.

They bave declared, with great assurance,
that they have not given us much notice be-
cause our argumonts “do not meet the ques-
tion.” But we appeal to the readers, both
theirs and ours: ‘What is the point which we
have to meet? Where shall it be found? Wo
propose to briefly re-examine some of the po-
sitions which they have taken before the pub-
lic, and if we do not both touch the question,
and fully meet it, we invite them, one and all,
to point out our failure. '

The National Reform Convention held in
Pittsburg, Pa., Feb. 4, 5, 1874, was the largest
of the kind that was ever held, and the States-
man says the report of its proceedings is
“more full of life than either of the others.”
Hon. Felix R. Brunot, president of the Na-
tional Association, was chosen president of
this convention. On taking the chair, Prosi-
dent Brunot delivered an address, in which he
quoted verbatim from the published principles
of the Association, as follows:—

“We propose ‘such an Amendment to the
Constitution of the United States (or its pre-
amble) as will suitably acknowledge Almighty
God as the auwthor of the nation’s existence
and the ultimate source of its authority, Jesus
Christ as its ruler, and the Bible as the su-
preme rule of its conduct, and thug indicate
that thig is a Christian nation, and place all
Christian laws, institutions, and usages on an
undcniable legal basis in the fundamental law
of the land.””

This paragraph expresses the very “sum
and substance” of tho aims and designs of
the Religious Amendment party. A more clear
and explicit expression of the object of that
party could not be made. As we will further
show, in another article, this is the point of
their movemeont.

Now wo inquire: Have we mistaken “the
point” aimed at by the Religious Amendment-
ists? Surely we havonot. President Brunot,
speaking for the Association and the conven-
tion, says, “ We propose”’—~and then follows




2 THE AMERICAN SENTINEL.

this declaration of their aims.
to “meet” this point, as they bave said? The
leading article of the first number of the SEN-
TINEL was mostly devoted to an examination
of this very paragraph. Andin every number
we have taken up the speeches and writings
of tho leading advocates of that Amendment,
and pointed out tho sophistries of their reason-
ings and the dangerous tendency of their doc-
trines. TFailed to meet the question, indeed !

The correct way to judge moasures is by
their consequences. The plan of these *‘Re-
formers” may seem plausible; but we must
look beyond present appearances, and inquire
what effect this Amendment would have on
the administration of our Governmaomt. This
1s a question of interest 1o every citizen, and
in answering it we shall deal only with ovi-
dent facts,—so evident that none can possibly
deny them. ’

1. To place the laws, institutions, and usages
of Christianity on a legal basis is to mako
them matters of legal enforccment. And as
no law can exist or be enforced without a
penalty, so Christianity, or what they may be
pleased to recognize as Christianity, would
then be enforced by civil penalties. Anything
less than this would not place the laws of
Christianity on a legal basis in the law of tho
land.

2. A person can bo convicted of a misde-
meanor only before a court of justice, and the
court is necessarily constituted the judge or
exponent of the law. And, therefore, undor
the proposed Religious Amendment, the court
would have to decide what is or what is not
Christian law, institution, or usage.

3. But the Amendmentists do not intend
that such questions shall be decided by ciyil
courts. May it not beo, then, that they will
do something torelicve this matter of its odious
appearance? Lot us sce.
Christian Statesman 8ays:—

“ We will not allow the civil Government to
decide betwoon thom {tho churches] and to
ordain church doctrines, ordinances, and laws,”

But we sce no hopoe of relief in this sngges-
tion. No matter what is the nature of tho
court or tribunal which shall determine ques-
tions of Christian institution or usage, the fact
would romain that matters of Christian faith
and practicc would be removed from the do-
main of individual conscience, and placed in
the hands of a legal body, whose duty or priv-
iloge it should bo to decido what is and what
is not Christian faith and pmctlec —what wo

“may and what we may not believe and prac-
tice as professed Christians! For, remember,
whatever thoy decide is Christian institution
or usage, is to be placed on a legal basis in the
law of the land.

4. Therc are many- different forms of religion
in the land; and inasmuch as all creeds “and
faiths cannot possibly be embraced in the same
legal enactmont, it will become the duty of
the law-makers to decide which shall be en-
forced as the true religion ! It then needs no
exténded argument to show that somebody’s
religious rights will be trampled under foot.
And it would not make any difference how
small the minority whose consciences were
ignored, and who were made to conform to

Have we failed

laws, institutions, and usages,”

A writer in the

-time,

somebody else’'s religion which themsclves did
not believoe, it would still be religious dppres-
ston, and a subversion of the dearest principles
of our Government.

5. It is quito useless forthe advocatoesof the
proposed Religious-Amendment to deny that
their movement tends to a union of Church
and State, for they expressly declare-that ¢ the
State and its sphere exist for the sake of and
to serve. the interest of the Church.” (See
Christian Statesman of March, 1884.) In tho
same article it was declared to be “the duty
of the State, as such, to cnter into alliance
with the Church of Christ, and to profess,
adhere to, defend, and maintain, tho true re-
ligion.” And they complacently talk of what
tho churches will and will not saffer the civil
Government to do in carrying out the Relig-
ious Amendment. Now if placing Christian
usages on a legal basis, and subordinating tho
civil State to the will and interests of the
Church, is not a ynion of Church and State,
then we shall be pleased to be informed what
would be such a union. Such a state of things
oz¢e existed under the Roman cmperors and
popes, and it is universally rogarded as a union
of Church and State. And so it would be
here.

6. Not only rcligionists, but non-religionists,
have rights. Not_oply #ll minorities in re-
ligion be compelledto 6bse3;ve religious usages
whieh they do not believe, but non-religionists
will also be compelled to observe < Christian
withont any
religious conviction whatever. These model
“Reformers” do not protend that they can
mako men Christians by legal enactmeont; they
only intend to compel them by law Zo act as { f
they were Christions! -

7. Under the proposed Amendment, and in
such a Government as they contemplate, only
professed Christians can be oligible to office.
They have already announced that in their

system of government every consistent infidel

will be disfranchised, and Christians alone, or
thoy who conform to Christian usages, can be
permitted to hold office. It needs no great
insight into politics and human nature to foroe-
sco that every persistent office-seeker will
then becomo a momber of the church—tho
most popular one, of course—as the surest
stepping-stone to office. And in this manner
theso model Reformers propose to turn our
republic into tho kingdom of Christ !

8. But one more point we will notice. The
National Reformers profess the intention to
rotain tho republican features of our Govern-
ment; ‘tho officers will be clected by the ma-
jority, and the administration of the Govern-
moent will be shaped according to the will of
the majority. But the will of the majority
is constantly changing, as parties rise and fall.
As there arce now party politics, so then there
will be party religions.. To suppose otherwise,
is to suppose that human nature is suddealy
to be ontirely transformed. The majority,
wherever that majority may be found, will
always have it in their power to determine
what religion shall be enforced at any given
And the religion of the nation will e
put in the market at every gemeral election.
Religious questions will then be canvassed, not

only in the churches and in the eivil courts,
but on the stump, on the streets, and in the
saloons, Candidates will be put up on this
and that roligious issuc. And what would be
the consequence? Religion itself would be-
come contemptible in the eyes of the massos,
and a reaction would take place, fatal 1o the
cause of Christianity in our country, or clse a
religious tribunal of last resort would be de-
manded—a second papal system, modelod aftor
that of Rome.

This is but a digest of theso subjocts as they
have been presented in tho first volume of the
SeENTINEL, and we repeat our appeal to the
reader: Have we not herein met tho vory
point, the vital question at issuc? Wo invito,
we earnestly urgo, our opposers to point out;
any, particular wherein we err in our conclu,
sions. Please to show that what we hdave. in-
dicated as conclusions, are not relovant. We
affirm that what we have indicated as the re-
sults of that Amendment being a,dopted aro
not only possidle, but inevitable.

American citizens, sons of the patriots of
1776 and 1787, our appcal is unto you. Do
not be deluded by the siren song of “assured
peace in the land.” Strife and contention,
religious intolerance and persecution, are as
sure to follow the adoption of a Religious
Amendment to our National Constitution as
effect follows cause. It isin your powor now
to avert it. But if you let the warning pass
unheceded; if you suffer the flood-gates of
bigotry and intolerance, of misguided religious
zeal, to be opened in this land, be assured that
no hand can stay the flood until desolation
and ruin are left in its track. J.H.W. '

-

Civit Government and the Mediator.

Tae grand error, perhaps, of National Re-
form is in its persistently hugging the fabu-
lous and shadowy being it calls a “moral por-
son.” DButlet us admit (for the argument) that,
the Stateis a moral person, as National Reform- )
erg say. 1t will bo admitted that no unfallon
being or person approaches God through a Me-.
diator. Adam and Eve did not before the fall,
Holy angels do not. now. Tho question then
arises, Is civil government, if a “ moral porson,’’
a fallen person? Civil government was insti-
tuted after man’s fall and was intendod for the
bonefit of believers and unbelievers, and dif
fored in this respect from the church, \V]]iCI_;l..,
wag intended by its founder to be made up
only of belicvers. Thero has been no chango
made in the constitution of civil government
since it was instituted. If then it is aia,llon(
person, it must have. boen created 8o by a
holy and righteous God; which is a conclu-
sion too dishonoring to God to be entertained
for a moment. Civil government then not
having fallen from ¢ its fiest ostate,” needs no,
Mediator, and has no atonement, as ono writer
in the name of National Roform admits. It
worships God in obeying his commands, and
that without a Mediator.

Wo notice a fow seriptures. N ational Re-.
form says, “Christ as Mediator ropresents
the Godhead in the government of the world.”
That is for National Reformers to prove. It
seems monstrous to hold that God can sur-
render, or dolegate his cssentinl kingdom tu
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another.
ing idea, to understand that when Christ de-
clarcs a sparrow shall not fall to the ground
without the permission of our heavenly Father,
the reference is to the mediatorial kingdom
instead of God’s kingdom of providence, or
bis ossential kingdom; that when our Saviour
taught his disciples to pray to their heavenly
Fathcr for daily bread, the Mediator was
meant. Will some ardent National Reformer
cite us to a single passage of Scripture that
asserts that Christ as Mediator ever furnished
a mouthful of food for his people except by
miracle? His whole work upon the hearts of
men is supernatural. Christ as Mediator does
not interfere with the cssential government of
thé Godhead in his natural and providential
dealing with mankind, eXcept as the interests
~of his ehurch require. - Saint and sinner cat of
- the grain from the same field, warmed by God's
. gun, fertilized by his rains, and the only differ-
endo is, the saints through mediatorial interces-
sion receive a supernatural blessing with if.
" National Reformers cite Matt. 28 : 18, «All
power is given unto me in heaven and in earth.”
They set up a man of straw; no onc denies
tho power of the Mediator. But the question
ig as to tho exercise of that power. Wo hold
to the declaration that the excrcise of the me-
diatorial powor is subservicnt to the interests
of the church. The mediatorial power is in-
finite, but its exerciso is just cqual to the need
of the children of God. The grace of the Me-
diator is infinite, but its cxercise is limited to
the perfect welfaro of the elect. So it is we
apprehend in regard to the power of the Medi-
ator; it is limited in its cxcreisc to the needs
of the clect. If wo arc charged with impicty
in holding to the latter, National Reformers
arc liable to the same chargo in refcrence to
the former.

Matt. 28 : 18 is cited, but this does not refer
to'tho government of the world in the exercise
of “all power” but to the needs of his church
baptizing and teacking. It refors undoubtedly
to Christ’s spiritual kingdom. * We believe the
National Reformers make a gross misapplica-
tion of the text. The work that Christ put
upon his disciples was a mighty one. From
tho human standpoint the means to the end
were insignificant and foolish. Hence Christ,
to help their wavering faith, prefaced his com-
mand. by telling them, all power in earth and
heaven was given unto him. ¢ Go yo there-
foro,” said he¢, without fear and doubting, “ and
disciple all nations” ‘“and, lo, I am with
you alway.” The reference is undoubtedly
to the exercise of Christ's power in cstablish-
ing bis spiritual kingdom. This will be clcar
when wo compare Rev. 2:26 with the text
cited. This passago gives the same power pre-
‘¢isely into tho hands of believers. If the pas-
sago cited by the National Reformers gives
Christ, as Mediator, rule over civil govern-
ments, or ¢ tho nations,” then in that case he
is to have rivals to his supremacy, for Rev. 2:
26 puts. the same power into the hands of be-
licvers. “To him [“that overcometh '] will
1 give power over the nations.” We have
had these passages oxamined by a critical and

learned expositor, and he tells ug the original

‘wort is thi sams in oth places.

We are, according to this astound- |-

One passage more, Col. 2:9, 10. These
verses have no reference whatever by any
kind of twisting to civil government. Na-
tional Reformers, to make this citation avail-
able, must show that civil governments are
included in the words, “principalities and
powers.” This no man can do; because the
apostle settles it beyond all controversy the
other way. In the fifteenth verse it is said,
baving ¢ spoiled principalities and powers;”
and if civil government is included, then the
apostle was mistalken, for civil government yct
lives wnspoiled, for National Recformers to
quarrel over with the rest of the world. The
allusion is doubtless the same the apostle makes
in.Eph. 6:12, to spiritual powers: “TFor we
wrestle not against flesh and blood, but against
principalities, against powers, against the rul-
ers of the darkness of this world, against spir-
itual wickedness,” etc. The exposition that
National Reformers give would make the Me-
diator “spoil ” an institution of which National
Reform declares him the head. He is absurdly
made by them to overwhelm his own kingdom.
They seem detcrmined to “talke him by force
and make him King.” We are profoundly
persuaded that the crown National Reform

bolds in its hand is a crown of thorns.
ORIENT.

Both Sides.

- T'romrthe Rev. Robert White, of Steuberrville,.
Ohio, we have the following communication un-
der the heading, “Hear the Other Side,”
which in harmony with his request we gladly
give place in the SENTINEL:— .

“Through your kindness I have received
the AxericaN SENTINEL for January, Febru-
ary, March, October, and November, 1886.
I have given them careful porusal, and have
also noted somec things to which, with your
permission, I would like to roply in your col-
umns.

“ As your aim and mine is onlyto know-and
to do what is right, and as it is not victory
for its own sakc,%ut for truth’s sake that wo
arc (or ought to be) siriving for, I fcel sure
you will cheerfully accord me the privi-
lege of correcting what I regard as misstate-
ments made (no doubt honestly) by you of
the scntiments, purposes, and position of the
National Reform Association. This, and not
the ‘Recligious Amendment party,” or the
¢ God-in-the-Constitution’ party, is our cor-
rect designation. These and all similar titles
we disown and disclaim. Whatcver may be
the design of those who employ them, they
convey a wrong, because a onc-sided and im-
perfect, notion of the object of the National
Reform Association.

«“ Beforc, however, proceeding to the correc-
tion of what I consider misinterpretations
and misapprehensions of the declarations and
views of the advocates of National Reform, I
desire to enter my protest against the vory
serious charges you lay at their door. Al-
though you pay a not undeserved tribute to
the respectability, lcarning, piety, and patriot-
ism of its published list of officers, over and
over-again you affirm that our professed ob-
ject is one thing while our real object is an-
other and = totally difforent thing (p. 76).
You assert that we are laboring to subvert
the Constitution of our country (p. 78), and
to overthrow all that was done by the Revo-
lutionary fathers (p. 81); thatwe proposeto put
in practicopersecutionfor conscience’ sake (pp.
78, 84); that we are seeking our own aggran-
dizement (p. 86); that weare actuated by am- -
bition (p. 76); and that our répeated re-affir-

mations or denials that we do not contemplate
in any sense a union of Church and State is a
mere blind (p. 19), a display of effrontery (p.
81), an exhibition of duplicity (p. 74), and a
piece of Jesuitical casuistry to hide our real
intention (p. 19). You also say that ‘we do
not see how we can expect anything else of
that party. Its cause is worthy only of Jes-
uitism and the Inquisition, and can only be
justified by such casuistry as a Jesuit might
cnvy’ (p. 20).

“Do you really think, Mcssrs. Editors, that
this is an honorable modeof warfare? Isitnec-
essary to the success of your cause? Ifit is,
then verily it must be a bad one. When such
questionable measures have to be employcd to
defend it, it is ¢ condemncd alrcady. If you
think the advocates of National Reform are
mistalken or misguided, have a zeal that is not
according to knowledge, and do not perceive
the natural and nccessary conscquences. of

" their movement, you have an undaunted right
to say so, and also to try to prove what you
say. DBut to hold them up to public rep-
robation as dcliberate and intentional deceiv-
ers is, to say the least, very unfair, Insinu-
ation, defamation, and aspersion of motives
are not argmmnents. Let us reason together,
but because we differ, let us not descend to
vituperation. , :

“A great deal of what you have written
against the National Reform Association ariscs’
from a misreading (how to account for it I
do not know) of the constitution of the Assd-
ciation. In almost every paper you sent me
(and I suppose the same is truc of those I.
have not received), you say that the object
of the National Ref%rm Association, in the
Amendment to our National Constitution they
wish incorporated in that instrument, is ¢ to le-
galizc the laws and institutions of Christian-
ity, or of that which they may claim is Chris-
tianity; or ‘to place the laws, usages, and
institutions of the Christian religion on an un-
deniable legal basis’ (pp. 1, 3, 4). How for-
eign this is to our purpose will be seen almost
at a glance b¥ comparing your way of putting
it with the language of the constitution of
the National Reform Association. As many
of your readers may ncver have seen it, and
as it is of itself a sufficient reply to much that
‘has appearcd in the SENTINEL, I ask as a mat-
ter of justice, and that your readors may have
an opportunity ofjudging for themselves, that
you publish it in full. ~ Tho readers of the Sen-
TINEL Will do thomselves a favor by referring
to it as often as may be necessary.

CONSTITUTION OF THE NATIONAL REFORM ASSOCIATION.

¢ ¢Believing that Almighty God is the source of all
power and authority in civil government, that the Lord
Jesus Christ is the Ruler of nations, and that the re-
vealed Will of God is of Supreme authority in civil af.
fairs;

“ ‘Remembering that this country was settied by
Christian men, with Christian ends In view, and that
they gave a distinctly Christian character to the institu-
tions which they established;

¢ <Perceiving the subtle and persevering atbempts
which are ;made to prohibit the rea.dins of the Bible in
our Public 8chools, to overthrow our Sabbath Laws, to
corrupt the Family, toabolish the Oath, Prayer in our
National and State Legislatures, Days of Fasting and
Thanksgiving and other Christian features of our in-
stitutions, and so to divorce the American Government
from all connection with the Christian religion;

¢ ¢ Viewing ‘with grave apprehension the corraption of
our politics, the legal sanction of the Liquor Traffie,
and the disregard of moral and religious character in
those who are exalted to high places in the nation;

¢ ¢ Believing that a written é:mstitution ought to con-
tain explicit evidence of the Christian character and
purpose of the nation which frawes 1t, and perceiving
that the silence of the Constitution of the United States
in this respect is used as an argument against all that
is Christian in the usage and administration of our Gov-
ernment; . o

¢ <We, citizens of the United States, do associate our-
selves under the following ArricLEs, and pledgé our-
selves to God, and to one another, to labor, throughwise
and lawful means, for the ends herein set forth:—

ARTICLE T.

. % ¢This Societyshall be called the “NATIONAL Rax
L PORM ASSOCIATION.” <
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ARTICLE II.

¢“¢The object of this Society shall be to maintain ex-
isting Christian features in the American Government;
o promote needed reforms in the action of the Govern-
ment touching the Sabbath, the institution of the
Family, the religious element in Education, the Oath,
and Public Morality as affected by the Liquor Traffic
and other kindred evils; and to secure such an Amend-
ment to the Constitution of the United States as will
declare the nation’s allegiance to Jesus Christ and its
acceptance of the moral laws of the Clristian religion,
and so indicate that this is a Christian nation, and place
all the Christian laws, institutions, and usages of our
Government on an undeniable legal basis in the funda-
mental law of the land.’

«After reading this constitution law, can any
one truthfully atirm that the aim of the Na-
tional Reform Association is ‘to place the
laws, usages, and institutions of the Christian
religion on an undeniable legal basis’? Tt dis-
tinetly specifies <the Christian laws, usages,
and institutions of our Government’—these
and no more. Between the statement of the
SENTINEL, ‘to place the laws, usages, and in-
stitutions of the Christian religion on an un-
deniable legal basis in the fundamental laws
of the land,” and the one in the constitution
of the National Reform Association, ¢to place
all the Christian laws, institutions, and usages
of our Government’ on such a basis, there is
a world-wide difference. The former om-
braces all the doctrines, rules, and principles
of Christianity; the latter only such ¢moral
laws of the Christian religion’ as are neces-
sarily involved in the practical administra-
tion of our Government. The chief of these
arc mentioned in the constitution of the Asso-
ciation, and the undeniable fact ¢that the si-
lence of the Constitution of the United States
in this regpect is used as an argument against
all that is Christian in the usage and adminis-
tration of our Government,’ is asserted. The
SENTINEL’s version of our aims and purposes
is as wide of the mark as it possibly can be.
To any such schome as that attributed by
the cditors of the AMERICAN SENTINEL to the
friends of National Reform, the latter are as
much opposed (and as-honestly) as are or can
be the former. The AMERICAN SENTINEL,
therefore, is wasting its ammunition, firing at
a specter of its own creating, fighting a ghost
of its own imagining.

«Ag this-communication is already. perhaps
too long, I reserve, with your permission, fur-
ther criticisms to a future-article.

“ RopErT WHITE.

«“Steubenville, Ohto.”

We have no desire to- present a one-sided
view, and shall always be glad to publish
views of the other side when thoy are pre-
sented in as temperate and candid a manner
~asrare the above. Indeed-this has been our
course from the first.

Mr. White refers to several expressions
which he has found in different numbers of
the SENTINEL, and asks if we “really think
that this is an honorable mode-of warfare?”
We can apswer that if the expressions had
been used with no direct-or dependent con-
nection, if they had been printed as a series
of expletives with no explanation, we should
not consider such to be an honorable mode of
warfare. But when in every instance the ex-
pressions are simply and only the logical de-
duction from the propositions-of the National
Reformers themselves, then we are prepared
to say ‘without hesitancy that such is an hon-
orable mode of warfare.

Tt is:an honorable mode-of warfare to trace
every proposition to its logical conclusion;
and if sound logic demonstrates that while
the professed object of National Reform is one
thing, the real object is a totally different
thing; if the logic of the thing shows that.

it is subversive of the constitution; if not only
logical conclusions, but their own words, show
that the practice of persecution for conscience:
will be the outcome of the success of National
Reformers; if sound logic develops casuistry
and even Jesuitical casuistry; then we say
that in all this there is nothing but an honor-
able mode of warfare. )

Mr. White speaks of our “insinuations,” &e.
Now Webster's Unabridged says that to in-
sinuate is “to hint; to suggest by remote al-
lusion.” So far as we know we have insinu-
ated nothing. What we have had to say we
have said openly and plainly. And if what
we have said.appears to him as “insinuations,”
then we should be glad for him to tell us how
we can speak plainly and directly.

We wish Mr. White had spent his time in
showing that our reasoning is not logical, and
that our expressions are not the plain state-
ments of logical .conclusions from the proposi-
tions of National Reformers, instead of com-
plaining of the expressions themselves. If
our reasoning is not sound, if our conclusions
are not logiecal, it ought to be easy enough for
the principals in the movement to show it.
There are certainly enough professors, and
Doctors of Divinity; and Doctors of Laws,
pledged to National Reform, to furnish some
one to point out wherein we have reasoned
wrongly, or where we have missed the point
in our arguments on the propositions of the
National Reformers. Besides this, if in our
arguments we have so constantly missed the
point of National Reform, how does it happen
that our efforts hurt the National Reformers
so much? If they are not hit, how does it
happen that ihoy are hurt? And if the real
point of National Reform is missed, how does
it happen that the National Reformers are A:z?

If the reader will look over the numbers of
the SENTINEL, he will find copious oxtracts
from the writings-of National Reformers. We
have endeavored to reprosent them. fairly,
and in order to do this, have uniformly quoted
their own language. If wehave misconstrued
the sentiments, the purpose, and the position
of the National Reform Association, it can
only have been because its advocates have
not meant what they said. In noticing the
strictures of Mr. White, we shall simply ro-
quote a few statements made by National Re-
formers. And here we would say that we
have never yet used the expression « God-in-
the-Constitution ” party. We have referred
to the National Reform Association as the
“Religious Amendment party,” and we think.
justly, although they may disclaim that dis-
tinctive title. To show that this is so, we
quote from a-speech made by Professor Blanch-
ard inthe National Reform Convention held
in Pittsburg in 1874, He said:—

¢ Constitutional laws punish for false money,
weights, and measures, and, of course, Congress
establishes a standard for money, weight, and
measure. So Congress must establish a stand-
ard religion or admit anything called religion.”

In tho same convention President Brunot
said:— '

“The American people must say that the
Bible is the word of God, and that Christian-
ity is the religion-of this country.” '

In March, 1884, Rev. J. M. F{)‘ster, writing

“in the Ohristian Statesman, concerning the

model State, said:— .

“According to the Scriptures, the State
and its sphere oxisted for the sake of and to
serve the interests of the church.” And again:
““The expenses of the church in carrying on
her aggressive work it meets in whole or in
part out of the public troasury.”

Rev. R. M. Somerville, in the Christian Na-
tion of July 14, 1886, declared that it is right
to take public money to teach principles, en-
force laws, and introduce customs:to which
many members of the community are consci-
entiously opposed. )

The National Reform Association has for its
avowed object the securing of such an Amend-
ment to the Constitution of the United States .
as will indicate that this is a Christian Nation. -
And when that Amendment shall have been
secured, Congress must, according to Pro-
fessor Blanchard, establish a standard religion.
If, then, the Amendment which they desire is
not a Religious Amendment, language does
not mean anything. Moreover, Christianity
cannot be separated from religion, for it is re-
ligion. A Christian man is a religious man,
and a Christian nation must be a religious na-
tion; therefore we say again, that if the Con-
stitution is so amended that this Nation shall
seem to be a Christian Nation, the Amend-
ment which secures that object will be a Relig-
ious Amendment, Although National Re-
formers repudiate the title of ¢ Religious
Amendment party,” their own writers pro-
claim the fact that they do-want a religious
test for citizenship. We do not see, therefore,
how the emphatic declarations, mado again
and again by National Reformers, that they
do not want a Religious Amendment to the
Constitution, nor anything like a union of
Church and State, can be-considered as any-
thing else than a “blind,” or a manifestation
of Jesuitical casuistry. . '

In view of the above quotations, we think
we are justified in calling the National Re-
formers the “Religious Amendment party.”
In fact, we always wince whenever we write
« National Reformers” and « National Reform
Association,” for we cannot-regard-their move-
ment as a reform inany particular. Tt is true
that many advcecates of this movement are
highly respectable and learned and pious, and
we cannot believe that they realize what will
be the result of their proposed Amendment.
But we cannot allow that they are patriotic,
even though theyarehonestintheirpurpose,for
patriotism seeks only the welfare of the coun-
try, and the success of their movement would
be the greatest calamity which this Nation
ever suffered. We are obliged, however, to
discredit the piety of many who stand high
in the National Reform coungels, and the rea-
son for this will shortly appear.

Now a few words concerning the consti-
tution of the National Reform Association.
Acoording to that its idea is to place «all
Christian laws, institutions, and usages of our"
Government on an undeniable legal basis in
the fundamental law of the land.” Ifthey pur-
pose to follow the letter of their constitution,
they might as well stop at once, for in our-
Government there are no Christian laws or in-
stitutions.  «Christian laws” are precepts
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regulating the practice of the Christian relig-
ion.- Christian institutions are those ordi-
nances which Christ has placed in the church,
such as baptism and the Lord’s supper. To
the claim that it is desired to regulate mat-
riage laws, judicial oabhs, and the observance
of the Sabbath, we submit that these are not
Chiistian institutions. The moral law of ten
commandments antedates Christianity and is
obligatory on all mankind. For the observ-
ance or non-obgervance of its precepts, Jew

and Gentile, Pagan and Christian, will alike f

have to give an’ account to -God. That part
of .the law which relates especially to man's
- duty to his fellows and ‘tends to secure har-
mony and good order in society, human Gov-
ernments are empowered to enforce, and that

without regard to tho form of religion that

may ‘be professed. The Czar of Russia, the
Shah of Persia, the emperors of China and
Japan, the queen of England, and the Presi-
dent of the United States are alilke ministers
of God to execute wrath upon those who
trample upon tho rights of their neighbors.
And itis a fact that in many heathen coun-
tries the rights of citizens havg been as well
maintained as in some so-called Christian na-
tions. It is also a fact that there is no such
thing as Christianity in marrviage. Marriage
“wasinstituted in Bden for the whole race, and
themarriage of the Jew is just as sacred as that
of the Protestant. The regulation of mar-
riage is within the province of every nation,
whether itis Christian or Pagan.

_ Mr. White uses the expressson “moral laws
of the Christian religion.” This is simply an
absurdity. The Christian religion has no
moral laws. The moral law is of primary and
univérsal obligation. It covers every con-
ceivable act or thought. If the moral law
had never been broken there would be no
necessity for the Christian religion, but since
it has been violated, Christianity is the means
devised to bring man back to obedience to it.
We cannot refrain from saying, what we be-
lieve to be the truth, that if those who call
" themselves National Reformers had a just
donception of the true object of the Christian
religion, and of the Spirit which actuated its
Founder, they would cease their efforts to
tamper with the Constitution of the United
" States. Christ said, “ My kingdom is not of
this world,” and steadfastly resisted all hu-
man efforts to make him king. When two of
his disciples wished to call down fire upon
some who did not acknowledge his divinity,
he rebuked them, saying, “ Ye know not what
manner of spirit ye are of.” And when Pe-
ter drew his sword in defense of the Master,
he was sternly rebuked.

Mr. White is grieved because the SENTINEL
attributes to National Reformers the purpose
to put in practice persecution for conscience’
sake. Let National Reformers answer for
‘themselves on this point. Rev. Jonathan
Kdwards, one of the vice-presidents of the
Agsociation, says:
There is nothing out of bell that I would
not tolerate as soon.” And the same man
classes deists, Jews, Seventh-day Baptists,
"and, in fact, all who deny the claims of the
National Reform Association, as atheists,

“ Tolerate atheism, sir?

And now remembering that opposition to the
so-called National Reform movementis counted
as infidelity and atheism, we quote the follow-
ing from another vice-president, Rev. E. B.
Graham. He says:—

«“If the opponents of the Bible do not like
our Government and its Christian features,
let them go to some wild, desolate land, and,
in the name of the devil, and for the sake of
the devil, subdue it and set up a Government
of their own on infidel and atheistic ideas, and
ghe?, if’ they can stand it, stay there till they

ie

'This is the fate to which at least one Na-
tional Reformer would consign, not only those
who deny the existence of God, but also
those who, believing in God and Christ and
the Bible, are content to rely upon the aid of
the Spirit of God alone in their efforts to

_spread the gospel, and who refuse to.invoke

civil aid in that work, or to yield their con-
sciences to the will of any human power.
Again we quote from the pen of Rev. M. A.
Gault, one of the leading lights of the National
Reform Association. He saysi—

“Whether the Constitution will be set right
on the question of the moral supremacy of
God’s law in Government without a blood
revolution, will depend entirely on the strengtﬂ
and resistance of the forces of antichrist.”

That is Lo say that National Reformers are
ready to shed blood if need be in order to en-
force their ideas of Christian morality upon
the people. If this does not mean persecution
for consclence’ sale, then such a thing never
existed. It may he that we have been mis-
taken in charging duplicity and Jesuitical cas-
uistry upon National Reformers who claim
that they desire no union of Church and State,
and that the success of their movement can-
not result in persecution; but if so, then we
are forced to attribute to them a degree of ig-
norance which is inconceivable.

Once more: The Christian Statesman of
December 11, 1884, stated its desire to join
hands with Roman Catholics in carrying for-
ward the work of National Reform. And in
the Statesman of August 31, 1881, Rev. Syl-
vester F. Scovel, speaking of this desire to se-
cure the co-operation of Roman Catholics,
said:— .

“ We may be subjected to some rebuffs in
our first proffers, and the time has not yet
come when the Roman Church will consent
to strike hands with other churches, as such;
but the time has come to make repeated ad-
vances, and gladly to accept co-operation in
any form in which they may be willing to
exhibit it. It is one of the necessities of the
situation.”

Now when we remember what the Catholic
Church has been and has done in the past,
and that it is the church’s boast that Rome
never changes, and that in the encyclical
letter published by Pope Leo XIIL only a
little over a year ago, every act of every Pope

.was endorsed, certainly every one who is

not willingly blind must see that when Na-
tional Reformers co-operate with the Catholic
Church on its own terms, and when by such
co-operation they have secured the power
which they desire, persecution will follow as a
matter of course. The idea that in matters
of religion the minority must submit to the
majority is of long standing with Roman
Catholics, and is openly avowed by National

‘Reformers.

But minorities do not always
submit willingly, and if that idea is carried
out, force must be used.

But space forbids our making further quota-
tions, We submit to Mr. White that it is

strictly an honorable mode of warfare to

condemn an opponent out of his own mouth.
We have made no statements concerning Na-
tional Reformers which the facts will not
warrant, While we cannot believe that all
self-styled National Reformers are actuated

by sincere motives, we do believe that many

of them are honest at heart and desire only
the truth, but are deceived as to the real ob-

ject and the necessary result of the National -

Reform Association.
gladly place our correspondent. And as our
desire is to reclaim those who have fallen into

error, a8 well ag to bring the real truth before -

all, we hold our columns open to any one who
is competent and authorized to speak for the
National Reform Association, who shall wish
to make a statement as to its nature and object.
E.J. W,

-4

The Arkansas * Extravagan'ce.”

IN the October SENTINEL, we commented

upon an editorial, and an article, both from

the Christian Cynosure. The article, copied
entire from the columns of the Cynosure, was
written to that paper by Elder R. M. Kilgore,
from Arkansas, giving an account of the per-
secution of some Seventh-day Adventists in
that State for working on Sunday after hav-
ing conscientiously kept what they believed
to be the Sabbath. The Cynosure correspond-
ent gave a number of names and facts such as
clearly showed the meanest kind of persecu-
tion.

It seems that the Cymosure got hold of a
copy of the SENTINEL containing the matter
mentioned above, and from the way in which
it refers to us it would appear that the Cyno-

In this latter class we

sure does not recognize its own article, but

attributes the thing all to the SENTINEL. In
the Cynosure of November 25, 1886, 1n a short

‘editorial we find the fo]lowmo —

¢ The AMERICAN SENTINEL, of Oakland Cali-
fornia, comes lo us with a

a long reply to' an’

edxtornl of this paper, in which the writer "

gives a long list of fines and imprisonments of |-

Soventh- d‘\y Adventists for work on Sunday.

One man is said to have been sent to jail from

Springdale, Ark., for ¢digging potatoes .for
his table on Sundwy’ This and other parts
of the article wear an aspect of extravagance,
so that we must wait for confirmation of the
facts before commenting on them.”

More than half of our “long reply” and all of
that part of it that “ gives a long list of fines and
imprisonments” wagthe aforementioned article
from the columng of the Cynosure itself. As
it appears to the Cynosure to be so extrava-
gant, we would mildly inquire whether it is

the habit of that paper to print accounts that -
are so extravagant that they cannot be be- -

lieved withoul confirmation? We might ask

too what the Cynosure would count a “con- -

firmation”’? The account which we copied-

from the Cynosure is already a matter of pub- -

lic record in Arkansas even to the Supreme
Court. In Tennessee also there are similar
facts that are likowise a matter of public
record. Does the Cynosure demand another
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bateh of these perseeuting proseeutions to
eonfirm the statements printed in its own
‘columns? It seems to us that the Cynosure
is- exceedingly hard to eonvinee.

:Ag-for eommenting on the matter the Cyno-
sure did that vigorously, and very properly
‘condemned the perseeuting proeeedings, and
‘asked that the names and the jails should be
published at onee, while as yet it was a mere
matter of report; but sinee the fucts have
been given, and the names and the jails have
been published in its own eolumns, not a
word has the Cynosure had to say on the
subJect And when we published the Cyno-
sure’s report in full, and eommented on it in
our columns, that paper turns upon us, and
aeeuses its own artiele of wearing ¢ an aspect
of extravaganee,” and demands “eonfirma-
tion” of its own published report before
« eommentmg on” it.

»As the editor of the Cynosure sSeems not to
be aequainted with the matter he printed in
his own paper, we will give him some refer-
enees. Please look at the Cynosure of July
29, 1886, editorial page, and the editor's eom-
ment, and eall for names and jails will there
be found; then look at its correspondents’
eolumns in the Cynosure of August 12, 1886,
and there will be found the names of the
persons, plaees, and jails, and with these the
“Jong list of fines and imprisonments” and
the faets, whieh seem to the editor of the

Cynosure to wear so much of “an aspeet of

extravaganee.”” We hope the editor of the

Cynosure Will examine the artieles referred to,

for we very mueh desire to see whaf eomments
- he will make upon the faets.

If the Cynosure must still wait for more
counfirmation, we know not how it can be sat-
isfied exeept by repetition of the persecution;
but to report such repetition would be only
adding more extravaganee to that whieh al-
ready has appeared. We agree with the Cyno-
sure that the facts of this perseeution do wear
an aspect of extravaganee. In faet we know
not How the matter eould be more extravagant

without bordering very elosely upon the man-
ners and methods of the Romish Inquisition.
Yet. as the outeome of the National Reform
movement will be to make sueh extravaganee
National, and. as the Cynosure is heartily in
favor of National Reform, there appears no
ground of hope that we shall ever see in the
columns of the Christiun Cynosure any just
comments upon sueh persecuting extravaganee.

AT J.

-

The Situation of the Present as
Related to the Past.

In reading the lives of John and Charles
Wesley, one is astonished at the unreasonable
prejudiee manifested against the labors of these
men. They were frequently set upon by mobs,
and miserably abused when they had eommit-
ted no offenseé exeept preaehing plain Bible
truths without eonforming to all the burden-
gome ritual of the Hstablished Chureh. But
any attempt at a deseription of the opposition
they had to meet would be out of plaee in this
short article. The point whieh I wish to no-
tiee is the opinion that was entertained by the
reformers of those times ‘regarding ministers

meddling themselves much in matters of civil
government. ; '

Dr. Whitehead was a personal friend of
John Wesley, and one of three to whom Mr.
Wesley willed all his manuseript. From this
manuseript the Doetor wrote the authorized
lives of the Wesleys. Inthisbook he expresses
the sentiment of his fellow-laborers. In this
work he publishes an aceount of a Methodist
minister named Westall, preaching at Cam-
bourn; England, in the year 1751. The serv-
iees were held in the house of one Mr. Harris.
In the midst of the diseourse he was assaulted
by a mob and forcibly taken from the house.
This was on Sunday. He was held by them
until the following Tuesday, at which time
the Rev. Dr. Borlase issued his mittimus, by
virtue of which Westall was to be eommitted
to the house of correction at ‘Bodmin as a va-
grant. He was kept in eharge at that plase
until the next quarter, when the justiees met
and decided the action illegal. This cireum-
stance eaused Mr. Whltehead to remark as
follows:—

“How seldom -have we seen elergymen in
the commission of the peaee, but they have
negleeted the duties of their profession, and
grossly abused the power eommitted to them!

Our Lord deelared his kingdom was not -of

this world, and when his ministers, of any
denomination, obtain dominion and authority
over the temporal things of others, or aequire
any share in the eivil government, it seems.as
if acurse attended everything they do. They
mar whatever they meddle with, and ocoaslon
infinite eonfusion and mischief.”

It will be seen from the above expression

of sentiment that the early Methodists were |

far from favoring the meddling of ministers
with the eivil government. ~As they sought
God in earnest prayer for divine aid, they
could realize something of the ineonsistency
of a ehurch professing to follow-the meek and
lowly Saviour, and yet at the same time en-
deavoring to foree every one to worship God
just as they did. In their eondition they eould
measure the enormity of the erime attaehed
to the perseeution of the righteous, beeause
they ehaneed to be on the side of the few.
These representative pioneers eould then pass
sweeping eondemnation upon the very things
now-so earnestly sought after by their pro-
fessed followers.

It is to be supposed that there are honest;
God-fearing people not on the popular side of
some of the theological problems of our times.

What shall these expeet from the reverend

magistrates when all Christian laws, institu-
tions, and usages (as they shall interpret

_them) shall be plaeed on an undeniable legal

basis in the fundamental law of the nation?
Will any one have an occasion to complain of
these elerieal officials then as Dr. Whitehead
and Wesley remonsfrated against them .in
their day? Are men 80 mueh better now than
they were then that they make t0 us a great
blessing out of what proved to be sueh a eurse
then? ~If mankind has improved so much
sinee Wesley’s time that there is no danger of
¢ivil power being prostituted for partisan pur-
poses, we would- then suppose that the people.
are 50 far enlightened that they eould become
religious without the aid of a theoeraey to
eoerce them into the serviee of the Tord:
“VWEM CovERm:-

_upon them,
thé people the Words of the Liord, and gathered*

Our One Hundred Thousand Rulers.

[Ir will be notieed that the following article
is on the same subjeet as one already printed
in the Deeember nmumber of the SENTINEL.
The writer of that artiele was absent from
the office when he wrote it, and this article
was written several days before that one
reached the office. Consequently this artiele
was laid over, and that one was printed. This
is not pmnted now beeause we think that jus-
tice was not done in the other, but because it
was already written and beca,use it treats the’
subjeet so differently that really there is no
repetition.]

In the SexTiNerL for June we inserted the
following: “The National Reform party pro-
poses to make Christ king of the United
States, and yet they maintain that the Gov-
ernment must still remain a republie! WIHA
the Ohristian Statesman or some other one of
the advoeates of this ‘reform’ tell us how
thig thing can be?” Rev. M. A. Gault found
this item in the SENTINEL, and in it he found
somethihg with whieh he eould make his voiee
to elash, and so, in the Qhristian Statesman of
Oetober 14, he hag undertaken to tell us just
how this thmg ean be, and this is how he does
iti—

“If you Would study your ‘Bible more before
you spring into the arena to champion the
anti-National Reform eause, you would know
that the model of Govornment which Christ
gave to Israel was mueh more republiean than
that of the United States. All their rulers
were eleeted by the people, while there are
one-hundred thousand of ours in whose elec-
tion the people have no voiee.”

Maik- it; reader, in the “model of govern-
ment whieh Christ gave to Israel,” «all their
rilers were elected by the people.” We know
not exactly what time it is to which Mr. Gaul¢
refers as the one when Christ gave to Israel
their ¢“model of Government.” We -do not
know whether he refers to the time when
Moses was ehogen; or when the seventy elders
were ehosen; or when the judges were chosen;
or when Saul was ehosen; and sonot knowing
to whieh time it is that he refers we shall
have to notice all four of these, and of eourse
the first one to whieh we eome where the
rulers were eleeted by the people, that must
be the time, and that the “ model of Govern-~
ment” reeeived from Clhrist, to’ Whlch Mr
Gault refers.

If the gentleman refers: to the “model of

. government’’ that was instituted when Moses

was ehogen, then we should like very much-

for him to tell us about how many, if any,-of

“the people ” were at the burning- bush When/

| Moses was eleeted. Exodus 3.

If Mr. Gault refers to the “model of gov-
ernment ” instituted at the time the seventy
elders were chosen, then we would refer him
to the following seripture: “And the Lord
[not the people] said unto Moses, Gather unto
me geventy men of the elders of Israel, whom
thou knowest to be the elders of the people, and
officers over them; and bring them unto the
tabernaéle of the éongregation, that they may
stand there with thee. And I will come down"
and talk with them there; and I will take of
the Spirit whieh is upon thee, and will put it
. . And Moses went out, and told

the’, seventy men: 6f the eldets of the-people;
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and sot - them round about tho tabernacle.
And the Lord came down in the cloud, and
spake unto him, and took of the Spirit that
was upon him, and gave it unto the seventy
elders; and it came to pass, that, when the
Spirit rested upon them, they prophesied, and
did not cease.” Num. 11:16, 17, 24, 25. And
in, view of this wo wish he would tell us ex-
actly what part “the people” bore in the
‘election of the seventy elders. '

If our critic refers to the “model of Gov-
ernment” in which the judges ruled, then we
would call his attention to Judges 2:16-18:
«The Lord raised up judges. And
when the Lord raised them up judges, then
the Lord was with the judge, and delivered
them out of the hand of their enemies all the
‘days of the judge.”” And in view of this
scripture will he tell us exactly what part
“the people ” bore in the election of a judge
whom the Lord raised up ?

Or if| perchance the reverend gentleman
refers to none of these, but means that ¢“model
of Governmcnt ” which was estabhshed when
a king was chosen, then we ask him to read
the following: “ Now the Lord had told Sam-
. uel in his ear a day before Saul came, saying,

To—morrow about this time I will send thee a |

man out. of the land of Benjamin, and thou
shalt anoint him to be captain over my people
Israel. . . . And when Samuel saw Saul,
the Liord said unto him, Bebold the man whom

I spake to thee of! this same shall reign over

my people.” ¢« Then Samuel took a vial of
oil, and poured it upon his head, and kissed
him, and said, Is it not because the Liord hath
anointed thee to- be captain over his inherit-
ance?” -1 Sam. 9:15-17; 10:1. DBut Saul
was ﬁnally rejected, not by the people, but by
the Lord, and again Mr. Gault may read:
“The Lord said unto Samuel, How long wilt
thou mourn for Saul, seeing I have rejected
him from reigning over Israel? fill thino horn
with oil, and go, I will send thee to Jesse the
Bothlehemite; for I have provided me a king
from among his sons.” And when after all
the other sons.of Jesse had passed by, and
Damd was sent for, when he came, “the
Lor:d said, Arise, anoint him; for this is he.
Thcn Samuel took the horn of oil, and anointed
bim in the midst of his brethren; and the
Spirit-of the Lord came upon Daniel from that
day forward.” 1 Sam. 16:1,12,13. And to
Dayid God said: «“When thy days be fulfilled,
and thou shalt sleop with thy fathers, I will
set up thy seod after thee, which shall proceed
out of thy bowels, and,[ will. establish bhis
kingdom. . .
kingdom shall be established forever before
thee; thy throne shall be established forever.”
2 Sam. 7:12-16.

Now as Mr. Gault conveys the idea that he
has studied the Bible a great deal, it certainly
is not asking too much of him to request that
he tell us about how many of “ the pedple”
cast their ballots when Saul or Da,vxd was
olected king of Israel.

_Here, then, in these four forms of Govern—
ment—that under Moses and Joshua, the sev-
‘enty elders, the Judwes, and the kmgsmare
all wherein there is any possibility of finding

ﬁf‘,mode_l of Government which Christ gave

And thine house and thy |.

. nue-collectors, and such like!

to Israel,” and the plain Seripture, the plain
matter of fact, is, that in not a single one of
them is there a shadow or a hint of such a
thing as that “all”” or any, of «their rulers
were elected by the people.” So much for
Mr. Gault’s study of the Bible and of the
“model of Government which Christ gave to
Israel.” ‘

Now just a word upon his study(?) of our
own Government. Ile says that in our Gov-
ernment, in this Government of the United
States, ¢ there are one hundred thousand rul-
ers in whose election the people have no
choice.”” If this were to come from anybody
but a leading National Reformer, we should
call it a most astounding statement. But as
these are the men Who are to be made the
mterpretels of the Scriptures on all points
civil, eeelesiastical, and moral, and whose de-
cision is.to be final, when one of them speals
ex cathedra, it becomes us, to whom there
belongs no right of interpretation nor decision
on any subject moral or civil, to be very meck
about how we shall handle it. 'Therefore we
shall be very careful in our cxamination of
this oracular utterance,

 No doubt it will be a piece of very interest-
ing news to the American people to learn that
they have in this Government “one hundred
thousand rulers” at all; much more when it
is declared that this is only the number of
thoge ¢ in whose election the people have no
voice;” and that consequently there are in
the United States “onc hundred thousand
rulers ” beside those who are elected by the
people! Now we have looked this thing over
somewhat, and we know that from the Presi-
dent of the United States down through the
governors of States, to the constable of a
precinet, they arc all «rulers,” as we presume
Mr. Gault would call them, in whose election
the people do have a voice. To go outside of
the list of these, then, the only other place
under the Government where we find “rulers”
is among officers of the army and navy, for
there we know there are some who rule with
an iron hand. But they have nothing to do
with us, they are not rulers “ of ours;” besides
there are not one hundred thousand persons
in the army and navy together, officers, sol-
diers, and marines. So assuredly these cannot
be the ¢ rulers” whom our critic has in mind.

We cannot imagine, therefore, to what class
of our rulers.it .can be to which Mr. Gault
refers by such a vast number “in whose elec-
tion the people‘have no voiee,” unless it be to
the appointees of the cicil service! that is, the
postmasters, registers, and receivers of land
offices, internal revenue collectors, ete., ete.,
and all their clerks! These we believe now
amount to just about a hundred thousand;
and these ‘“rulers” are all appointed. In re-
gard to these Mr. Gault is correct in saying

-that in their “election the people have no
" voice.”

And as these are the only “rulers”
«of ours” in whose ¢ clection the people have
no voice,” we are absolutely driven to the
conclusion that these are the “rulers” to
whom our eminent critic undoubtedly refers.

But the idea of applying the title of “rulers”
to postmasters, registers of land oﬁices, reve-
The idea of

calling a lot of servants, ¢rulers”! Well‘
weil, no number of exclamation points could
expross our astonishment, and we are«utterl;y:f
at a loss for language to fitly characterize such |
a conception of Government, and of rulers;
especially when it is coupled with the ambi”;
tion to male itself the sole interpreter in all
affairs-of Government.

And it is such men as Mr. M. A. Gault
‘whom the National Reform party proposes to
make the National interpreters of Scripture
“on moral and civil as well as on theological
and ecclesiastical points;” men whose inter-
pretations the most casual roader can see are
utterly at variance with every portion of
Scripture on the subjeet; and whose ideas of
Government are so crude as to suppose that a
lot of Government clerks are.rulers of the
people. It is such men as this, and men of
such ideas of Scripture and of Government as
are these, into whose hands the American peo-
ple are coolly asked to put, by Constitutional
Amendment, the direction of all the affairs
of religion and Government. It.is such men
as these whom we are asked to make the
supreme arbiters of the Nation, and whose
deeision will be “final.” And the worst of it
all is, that from what we see actually occurrent
in the Nation at this very time, we are not
prepared to say but that the American people
are going to do just this thing. But lel them
know of a surety that in the day when the
affairs of this Nation are put into the ambi-
tious hands of the National Reformers, in
that day the American people will bind the
fair form of Liberty in fetters more absolute
than any she has ever borne outside of the
bitter rule of the Papal Inquisition.
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Seorion VII of the constitution-of Kansas
reads as follows:— :

“The right to worship God according to the
‘dictates of conscience, shall never be infringed;
qnor shall any person be compelled to attend
or to support any form of worship; nor shall
control of, or interference with, the right of
conscicnee ‘be permitted, or any preference be
‘given by law to any religious establishment
or mode of worship.”

And f?ret Mr. M. A. Gault, speaking.-with di-
rect reference to this section, calls the Kansas
constitution a ‘rickety constitutions See
Christian. Statesman, October 22, 1885.
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“SEORETARY’ (FAULT says:—

“An ungodly world has over frowned con-
tempt upon ministers of the gospel who take
an active part in“thoe politics of the day. The
devil only asked of the Saviour that he would
withdraw from politics and let him manage
the governments of the world.”

Webster defines blasphemous as “wickedly
calumniug,” and under this definition we think
-we are just in saying that the above paragraph
* is blasphemous; for it is false-and libelous, and
-eould ‘have been written by no one except a
¢ National Reformer,” or an avowed infidel.
If Mr. Gault hag ever read the Bible he mugt
know-that our Saviour never had anything to
dowith politics. He must know also-that the
. devil tried to draw our Saviour into politics,
and-as an inducement offered him “all the
kingdoms of the world and the glory-of them,”
but the offer was rejected with scorn. Yet
Mr. Gault is the man who advises SENTINEL
writers to study the Bible, and is one of the
men to whom, when “National Reform” ghall
have succeeded, the courts must look for tho
interpretation of the Bible. All true Chris-
tians should pray to be sparcd the sight.
Wewould inform Mr, Gault that the Saviour
could have entered into politics only at the
expense of falling down and worshiping Satan.
This proposition is still open to the ministers
‘of Christ, and they cannot mingle in politics
without to-a greater or less extent accepting
it.
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Tag-Christian Nation puts-the whole thing
in.a nut-shell, when it.says:—

“There seems to us to be a feeling through-
out the rank and file of our workers for Na-
tional Reform something like this: Securc the
respect of men for our cause first, and then
work ag much ag possible without losing that
respect.”

It would be impossible to make a clearer or
better analysis of the methods of National
Reform. The Nation calls upon them to get
down from their “loftiness;” but we are quite
sure that they will not doit. Their movement
is essentially of this world, and is dependent
solely upon worldly influences, worldly meth-

ods, and the political preferences of men am-
bitious of worldly power; therefore, the first
and last consideration must be to secure the
respect of men. For the National Reform
workers to get down from such “loftiness”
would be the certain destruction of their
cause. : .

Wendell Phillips said: “No reform, moral

or intellectual, ever came down from the upper

classes of society. Xach and all came up from
the protest of martyr and victim.” This very
characteristic, and the essential one, of Na-
tional Reform, of working exclusively amongst
“the upper classes of society,” of courting the
rospect of the ¢respectable classes,” shows
that it lacks the element of a true reform.
It bogins in the wrong place; it uses the
wrong mothods of true reform. By Mr. Phil-
lips’ statement—and it is the truth—¢Na-
tional Reform” is the reverse of true-reform,
and_therefore is not reform at all.

(o o)

OQur Questions Answered.

Ix several different issues of the SENTINEL
we have ingerted for the special benefit of
Mr. M. A. Gault a “clashing voices” exercise.
So far we have no evidence that the reverend
gontleman has applied his genius to the ex-
plication of any oue of them. Now we have
an exercise to which we would-call the partic-
wlarly special attention of Rev. M. A.-Gault,
District-Secrotary of the National Reform As-
sociation.

This which we now insert is not exactly a
clashing voices exercise. Weo rather think
that it would be more to the credit of Mr.
Gault-if it were. The voices are entirely too
much alike to appear well. We happen to
have in this ofﬁlce a copy of the St. Louis
Republican of Sunday, August 1, 1886, in
which there is an article written by Mr.
George Yule, of St. Louis, under the heading,
« Christians against Christ.” The last-words
of Mr. Yule’s article-are as follows:—

«TIn conclusion I would remark that it is
absolutely suicidal for the pastor of the First
Christian ‘Church to continue fooling, like a
giddy little boy, in front of the ponderous
wheels of the Juggernaut of Truth. 17 may
be an exhilarating thing for him to stand upon
his head and turn handsprings before the public
upon the serious Sunday question; bul as his
true friend, we beg-of him, we plead with him,
we ¢mplore him, to keep out from wunder those
wheels.” .

Now with the last sentence of this, please
«read, compare, and inwardly digest” the
following written by the Rev. M. A. Gault in
the Christian Statesman of. October 14, 1886,
page-4, first column. :

« It may be exhilarating for the editor of the
SENTINEL to stand on his head and turn hand-
springs before the public upon 80 serious and
important a question; but as his true friend,
we beg of lim, we implore him, to keep out from
under the.whesls of the National Reform move-
ment.” |

We say again that these voices are entirely
too much alike to appear well for Mr. Gault.
A comparison of theso two quotations casts a
good deal of a shadow upon Mr. M. A, Gault’s
literary honosty. And, lest some one should
think that we are indulging in “insinuations,”
weo would say that as a matter .of fact Mr.

Gault’s words appear to be a downright pla-
giarism. For about his words in the Statesman
there is not a sign of quotation marks nor of
credit. The words appear in the Statesman
as wholly his own. If the words are his own,
then a comparison with those of Mr. Yule re-
veals a psychical phenomenon that is truly
wonderful. :

In our December issue we printed an article
under the heading, “Is It Ignorance or Du-
plicity ?” in reply to Mr. Gault’s «counter-
blast to " the SENTINEL. And in view of that
article and the evidence here presented, wo
think there can be no doubt as to how our
question should be answered. Our columns
are open. Will Mr.-Gault rise and explain?
A TJ

Lo o

National Reform and Romanism.

NAarioNAL REFORM says:—

“The churches and pulpits have much todo
with shaping and forming opinions on moral
and civil, as well as on theological and eccle-
siastical, points; and it is probable that in the
almost universal gathering of our citizens
about these, the chief discussions and the final
decisions will be developed there.”— Christion
Statesman, Feb. 21, 1884. ‘

It was in this way that Rome placed her-
self in the position of sole interpreter of the
Scriptures on all points. Whenever a conflict
of opinion occurred, it was brought immedi-
ately to the notice of the church, and sho
must decide as to what was the Scripture in
the case, and which onc of the disputants was
in the right,.and her decision was final; con-
scquently no opinion conld be held, and no
duty practiced, which she chose to declare
unscriptural. Therefore, if the Scriptures
were to be interpreted alone by her, and con-
duct was to be regulated.alone by her decis-
ions, it is manifest that tho more the people
read the Scriptures,the more-was she annoyed
by new controversies, and by the necessity of
rendering new decisions; and then why should
she not prohibit the laity from reading the
Seriptures? Besides, where was the use of
the laity reading the Seriptures anyhow, when
none but the clergy could interpret?

When the National Reformers shall have
succeeded, will they prohibit our reading and
interpreting the Scriptures? Ifnot, whynot?
Would it not be vastly better to do so at once
than to be kept in a constant whirl of “ inter-
protations” and decisions? Then they could
regulate the faith and practice of their so-
called Christian government by bulls issued,
as occasion required, “in Domino salutem et
apostalicam benedictionem.” This would save
them a vast deal of labor, and doubtless would
work just as well. A.T. 3.
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