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Adventists and Sunday Opening.—With
characteristic recklessness the Christian

Statesman asserts that the temporary or-
der of a State court requiring the World’s
Fair to be kept open on Sunday was
granted by a Hebrew judge to a Seventh-
day Adventist. The fact is that the suit
was brought by Ex-Congressman Wm.
Mason, of Chicago, at the instance of Mr.
Clingman, a prominent stockholder, and
not an Adventist. Seventh-day Advent-
ists were interested in the case only so far
as it touched the question of the right of
Congress to do indirectly that which the
Constitution forbids it to do, namely, to
pass any law interfering with the free
exercise of religion. The Adventist po-
sition, consistently maintained from the
first, has been that the managers of the
Fair had a right to open it on Sunday or
not to open t, just as seemed to them best,
all things considered ; and that they should
- in this matter be alike free from congres-
sional bribes, un-American and unchris-
tian boycotts, and legal processes, just as
any other private or semi-private business
enterprise should be free.

The so-called Protestant churches of the
land, largely under the leadership of the
Christian Statesman, were not satisfied to
leave the managers of the Fair free to
take their own course in the matter of
Sunday closing; and failing in more dras-
tic measures, they, by threats of political
boycott, induced Congress to purchase
Sunday closing. Adventists were inter-
ested in the Clingman injunction suit only
so far ag Judge Stein’s decision restores to
the whole people the rights wrested from

them when Congress, at the behest of over-

reaching sectarian zealotry, took money
belonging to the whole people and appro-
priated it to the support of a religious
institution recognized by only a portion of
the people.

Even had this money been appropriated
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in the interest of a vast majority of the -

people, which it was not, the action would
still be without warrant, either of sound
principle or American law. The preser-
vation of inalienable rights demands that
civil government shall let religion alone;
while the Constitution of the United States
forbids Congress to make any law in any
way interfering with its free exercige.
From any standpoint except that of the
sectarian bigot, more concerned for his
dogmas than for the rights of his fellow-
men, the action of Congress in condition-
ing the appropriation on the observance
of a religious institution was utterly inde-
fensible.

On this subject the Advent Review and
Sabbath Herald, the denominational or-
gan of the Seventh-day Adventist Church,
published at the headquarters of the de-
nomination, Battle Creek, Mich., says in
its issue of June 6:—

‘We were hailed by a friend upon the street the
other day, with the exclamation, ‘“Well, you have
the answer to your prayers, and the Fair is to be
opened Sunday.” No, we replied, we have put up
no prayers, nor signed any petition that the Fair
be opened on Sunday; that is to us a matter of in-
difference. All our contention has been that Con-
gress should keep its hands out of that with which
it has no business to meddle. We refer to the mat-
ter simply to show how the position of the Seventh-
day Adventists is misapprehended. No divine law,
or sanction, or example would be violated by keep-
ing the Fair open on Sunday. But if those within
whose jurigdiction the question of opening or clos-
ing on that day, or on any other, properly comes,
desire to close it, let them do so. 'We have nothing
to say. What we object to is, Congress, contrary
to the Constitution, legislating upon religious ques-
tions. And no word would have been heard from
Adventists on the subject had not religious bodies,
80 called reform associations, and Sabbath unions,
begun to besiege Congress to set up its authority
and enter the fatal path of religious legislation.
So, whatever may come, let no one lay it at the
door of the Seventh-day Adventists.

In perfect keeping with this expression
from the Review and Herald, is the fol-
lowing from the Signs of the Times, an-
other Adventist paper published in Oak-
land, Cal., by direct authority of the Gen-
eral Conference of the denomination:—

No credit is due the World’s Fair management

. for Sunday opening. It is a matter of policy all

the way through, policy at the sacrifice of prin-
ctple. Principle was sacrificed in the first place in
the action of Congress, because the §5,000,000 were
wanted, and-now the Fair is opened contrary to
agreement with United States Congress, because
more money is wanted. That Congress should vote
the Fair any appropriation they desire is all proper,

but the matter of the Sabbath the Government had
no right to meddle with; that ought to have been
left to the local directory. '
This is not a new thought with the Ad-
ventists. The position of the denomination
has been similarly defined before, both
by the Review and by the Signs of the
Times. We have also repeatedly said the
same thing. If, asthe Christian Statesman
intimates, any Adventist has assumed any
other attitude than this, he has done it as
an individual (which, of course, he had a
right to do), and not as a representative
of the denomination. B.

What Constitutes a Union of Church.
and State.

AN opinion very generally entertained
is that the recognition and support of a
single sect is essential to a union of
Church and State, and that as no sect or
church is in the majority in this country,
there never can be in this Nation any such
union. But those who entertain this
opinion have read history to very little
purpose. Nevertheless, it is only fair that
one who holds this view should be per-

“mitted to state it. In the Christian States-

man, of April 10, 1890, Rev. W. J. Cole-
man, Professor of Political Science in
Geneva College, Pennsylvania, and a
prominent National Reformer, in attempt-
ing to show that a union of Church and
State was impossible in this country, said:

In the phrase, ‘“union of Church and State,”
there can be no doubt as to the sense in which the
word ‘‘State” is used. The State means
the Nation, or whole body of people. The
word, ‘‘church” may mean: (1) a building where
worshipers meet; (2) those who gather in such
building, or a congregation; (8) a body of believers
acknowledging the same ecclesiastical authority,
or denomination; (4) the collective body of be-
lievers in the world. These acknowledge no cen-
tral authority, and are not combined in any human
organization; (5) the aggregate of religious prin-
ciples and ideas in a community. . . The
union of the State with the Church, taken in the
first, second or fourth sense, would be impossible.

‘When, however, we turn to the third and
fifth meanings, we reach the heart of the whole
difficulty.

Referring, then, to the claim that the
adoption of this ‘‘aggregate of religious
principles and ideas” would be a union of
Church and State, Professor Coleman
says:—

We deny this in toto, and declare that when the
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State adopts an idea or principle, it does not con-
gtitute such a union.

But a denial is not proof, and so we
must examine the facts before we can feel
warranted in accepting this disclaimer, ex-
plicit though it be.

The Professor then makes the merely
technical argument that ¢ a principle and
a State not being of the same species can
not be united.” This is specious, but
will not bear investigation. Put the
principle, or idea, in the shape of a civil
statute, thus making it possible for those
who adhere to that idea to force it upon
others, and it will be found to be a very
substantial thing. Of course, as one has
well expressed it, the fruit of such a union
can be only “a sort of mule animal,
capable only of destroying, and not of

_breeding up;” but this disproves only
the propriety of the union, not its possi-
bility. ,
The whole body of believers, Professor
Coleman says, may properly be called the
Church. But he assumes that they recog-
nize no central authority. This is, how-
ever, a mistake, as he himself shows later
~on in his own article. The Church, in

this broad sense, does recognize a common
autnority. All denominations more or
less fully recognize God as the great moral
Governor, and his law as that by which
all men will be judged; in short, the re-
vealed will of God is the authority recog-
nized by the Church in this broad sense;
and it is this same authority that the
churches demand shall be recognized as
the supreme law of the United States,
thus making the law of the Church and
the law of the land one and the same. If
this would not be a union of Church and
State, in all essential particulars, it would
be hard to say what would constitute such
a union.

¢“The American objection to a union of
Church and State,” says Professor Cole-
man, ‘“is founded on the evils which such
a union has produced in the nations of the
Old World. The phrage, therefore, has
an historical sense, and to take it from
that sense is to give it a new meaning
with which to deceive people, who sup-
pose that we are talking of the same kind
of a union of Church and State that pro-
duced the evil results. The wunion of
Church and State found in history has
always been the union of an organized
State with an organized Church. In Eng-
land the State is united with the Episcopal
Church, in Scotland with the Presbyterian
Church, in Prussia with the Lutheran
Church, in Spain with the Roman Cath-
olic Church. . . . This is the kind of
union of Church and State that the Amer-
ican people are opposed to.”

But why go back only four hundred
years for examples of a union of Church
and State? Why not go at once to the
fountain head of all corrupt church estab-
lishments, namely, Rome in the fourth
century ?

Every one who is familiar with the his-
tory of the first four centuries of the
Christian era knows that the first union
of Church and State was nothing more
and nothing less than that which Professor
Coleman insists would not now constitute
such a unjion. Constantine did only that
which the Supreme Court and Congress
have done, namely, he made the nation
Christian by adopting the Christian reli-
gion as the national religion. Then the

bishops -of the Christian Church, that is, -

. of the whole body of believers, came to-
gether and decided what was the Chris-

tian religion; and this was formed the
nucleus of what has for centuries been
known as the Roman Catholic Church.

To say that only a union of religion and
the State is desired, and not a union of
Church and State, is to say that the
Church and religion can be separated.
But this is impossible. Constantine only
adopted the Christian religion; he did not
make any denomination the State Church.
He had no thought of such a thing.

Neander testifies that it had become Con- -

stantine’s *‘ favorite plan tounite together
all his subjects in the wcrship of one
God.” That is he wished all to become
Christians; not necessarily to come to-
gether in one organic union, but in one
faith so broad that all could assent to if.
The emperor ‘ represented the questions
in dispute as being nothing but rash, spec-
ulative questions, standing in no connec-
tion whatever with the essence of Chris-
tianity.” He reasoned, no doubt, as men
do to-day, that even if all could not see
alike on all points, they ought to upon
essential doctrines, and therefore he
wanted some authority to decide what
were the essentials, And that is just
what is sald mow about the differences
which separate the various denomina-
tions. These, we are told, are minor dif-
ferences; and that which they demand
and which the Government has recognized
is what they term the fundamental, non-
sectarian principles of Christianity, those
things upon which all can -unite, not in
the senso of forming one organic whole,
a single denomination, but in the sense of
giving united moral support to these prin-
ciples. And this is just what they did in
the time of Constantine; they simply
agreed that Christianity, in the abstract,
should be the recognized religion. "But as
soon as the bishops had decided what was
Christianity, a church began to crystallize
around the creed which contained their
definition of Christianity. And it was
inevitable that it should be so. It could
not have been'otherwise. And it is the
same now.

February 29, 1892, Justice Brewer,
speaking for the Supreme Court of the
United States, declared this to be a Chris-
tian Nation. This was at once urged as a
reason why Congress should require the
closing of the Columbian Exposition on
Sunday; and in taking that action Con-
gross did define Christianity to the extent
of declaring Sunday observance a neces-
sary part of Christianity. So that already
we have taken the second step in the path
which Rome trod fourteen hundred years
ago, namely, having by decree of the
Supreme Court made Christianity the re-
ligion of the Nation, we have by act of
Congress begun to define that veligion, or
in other words, to formulate a national
creed.

Of course nobody intends that this shall
result as it did in Rome. Nobody wants
to make any denomination the State
Church, but it is none the less the truth,
that the adoption of Christianity by the
Nation constitutes a union of Church and
State just as truly as such a union was
forme(;i in the time of Constantine the
Great. It is true, as Professor Coleman

says, that ¢‘the phrase, union of Church

and State, has an historical-sense;” but it
is also true that that historical sense is
just as inseparably connected with the
history of the Church in the fourth cent-
ury as in the fifteenth, or at any other
time.

Of the relation of the Church to the

State during the early part of the fourth
century, Neander says:—

With the commencement of this period the
Church entered into an entirely different relation
to the State. It did not merely become a whole,
recognized as legal, and tolerated by the State—
which it had been already from the reign of
Gallienus down to the Diocletian persecution—but
the State itself declared its principles to be those
to which everything must be subordinated. Chris-
tianity became, by degrees, the dominant State
religion, though not entirely in the same sense as
paganism had been before. Church and State con-
stituted, henceforth, two wholes, one interpen-
etrating the other, and standing in a relation of
mutual action and reaction., The advantageous
influence of this was that the Church could now
exert its transforming power algo on the relations
of the State; but the measure and the character of
this power depended on the state of the inner life
in the Church itself. The healthful influence of
the Church is indeed to be perceived in many par-
ticular cases, though it wag very far from being go
mighty as it must have been Kad everything pro-
ceeded from the spirit of genuine Christianity,
and had the State actually subordinated itself to
this spirit. But,, on the other hand, the Church
had now to struggle under a great disadvantage;
for instead of being left free, as it was before, to
pursue its own course of development, it was sub-
jected to the influence of a foreign secular power,
which in various ways would operate to check and
disturb it; and the danger, in this case. increased
in the same proportion as the political life with
which the Church came in contact was corrupt.

And this is exactly the relation which
the leaders in church circles insist exists
between the State and the Church in this
country; and this is the nature of the
temptation to which they expose the
Church. They demand that the Chris-
tian principles, the principles of the
Church, shall be those to which every-
thing shall be subordinated; and already
the Church; as such, participates in polit-
ical matters.

But being under one law, governed by
one principle, what was theresult in Rome ?
Let Neander answer: —

The supreme magistrates now considered them-
selves as members of the Church, and took a per-
sonal share in its concerns; but it was no easy mat-
ter for them to fix the proper limits to this partici-
pation,

And who can doubt that like causes,
which exist in this country to-day, will
presently produce like results ? Now that
the civil authorities have been called
upon by the churches to decide a purely
religious question, as in the matter of
closing the World’s Fair on Sunday, can
the Government ever be separated from
the interpretation and administration of
the divine law, which, in the matter of the
Fair, was so misconstrued by Congress?
Certainly not; it is inevitable that either
the civil power will rule the Church or
the OhuroE will dominate the civil power,
as it has already done in the matter re-
ferred to; and as between two such evils
there is small choice.

The National Reform movement of the
nineteenth century, as seen in our land
to-day, is the National Reform movement
of the fourth century over again. Then,
under stress of so-called Christian influ-
ence, the State declared the principles of
the Church to be those to which every-
thing must be subordinated, and the Su-
preme Court and Congress does the same
thing to-day at the behest of an aggres-
sive minority. Can we hope that the re-
sult will be different? The demand as
now formulated is that ‘¢ Christian moral-
ity shall be taken as the ultimate standard
of right, and that all our laws shall con-
form to this standard,” This simply
means to make the divine law, or rather
that which the courts and Congress may
hold or the Church decide to be the divine
law, the fundamental law of the land.
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It must then be superior to the Constitu-
tion, and human judges must administer
the divine law, and decree punishment for
its infraction! As before stated, the
Church and the State must both be gov-
erned by the same law; in the Church it
must be known as ecclesiastical law, in
the State as civil law; but it is the same
law. This is simply what was done in the
Dark Ages; and the evils of a union of
Ghurch and State are inseparable from
such a system, whether it be called a
union of Church and State, or only a
union of religion and the State. But call
-it what you will we have it in the United
.States to-day, and time alone is required
to develop it, so that it shall be seen as
clearly as we now gee it in the history of
Rome. C. P. B,

-

Chicago Correspondence.

The United States vs. the World’s Fair.

THE second open Sunday of the World’s
Fair has passed. The attendance on both
days has been large, although the people
did not come in such great numbers as
was expected. The quietness and good
order of the crowds, which were double or
treble the ordinary week-day attendance,
was very marked. No drunkenness or
disorder of any kind occurred on either
Sunday, and it was evident that all who
came were there with the earnest purpose
to see and to learn and gain the most
profit possible from the exhibition.

The second open Sunday was upheld by
a peculiar series of legal events. First,
the World’s Fair Directory determined,
two weeks previous, that in view of fhe
failure of the Government to keep its con-
tract in the matter of the souvenir coins,
it had freed the Fair management from its
obligation to close Sundays, and passed
resolutions abrogating the Sunday-closing
regulation; second, this resolution to open
on Sundays, the World’s Fair Commis-
sioners failed to modify,—it therefore
stood, authoritative, according to the ac-
tion of the Board of ‘Directors; third, in
the case brought by Ex-Congressman Ma-
gon in behalf of a stock-holder of the
‘World’s Fair, to restrain the World’s Fair
Directors from closing the park, in which
the Fair is gituated, to the people on Sun-
day, a temporary injunction was granted
and the final hearing set for ten days;
fourth, in the meantime the United States
brought its action in the United States
Court to enjoin the World’s Fair author-
ities from opening the Fair on Sunday,
and this case received a three days’ hear-
ing, cloging on Friday, June 2,—the
judges reserving their decisionuntil Thurs-
day, June 8. Thus quite a remarkable
combination of circumstances supported
the directory in holding the Fair open on
Sunday, June 4.

The bill filed by District Attorney Mil-
christ in behalf of the Government for
the Sunday closing of the World’s Fair, is
a lengthy document and cites the act of
Congress providing ‘‘for celebrating the
four hundredth anniversary of the dis-
covery of America by Christopher Colum-
bus by holding an international exhibition
of arts, industries, manufactures, and the
products of the soil, the mine, and sea, in
the city of Chicago, in the State of Illi-
nois;” and also the Sunday-cloging pro-
vigo in the Civil Sundry bill, and the ac-
tion of the directory and commissioners
thereon. The bill pleads farther, that the

directors and commissioners are still
bound by this Sunday-closing action and
charges a conspiracy wherein the World’s
Columbian Exposition corporation with
others is conspiring and confederating,
and are ‘‘assuming to bein possession and
control of the said Exgosition and grounds
and have usurped and are attempting to
usurp an unlawful authority over the
same, and assume to have the right to
open and control the said gates and said
grounds for the admission of the public
thereto on the first day of the week, com-
monly called Sunday, during the continu-
ance of the said Exposgition, and that by
reason of such unlawful ¢laim and author-
ity to open said gates and grounds to the
public on the first day of the week, com-
monly called Sunday . . . notwith-
gtanding the fact that the said unlawful
assumption and the attempt and purpose
as aforesaid to open the said grounds and

* Exposition on Sunday are .in direct con-

travention of the terms of the said act of
Congress.”

The plea in the bill that the Columbian
Exposition corporation and others “are
congpiring and confederating together and
are assuming to be in posesession and con-
trol of the said Exposition and grounds,”
gives the key-note to the whole contention
made by the attorneys for the Govern-
ment. Their claim, made in various forms
by each of the counsel for the Govern-
ment, was in substance that the gelection
of the site and its approval by the United
States Government and its acceptance at
the time of dedication-combined with the
legislation which has been had upon
World’s Fair matters, in effect, constitu-
ted Jackson Park for the purposes of hold-
ing the Expogition and for the time dur-
ing which such Exposition was held there,
a (Government reservation. They held
that during that time the Government
had the same authority over the Exposi-
tion and the Exposition grounds which it
would have over the navy yards, forts, or
any other property distinctively dedicated
to Government uses and accepted and oc-
cupied by the Government. These aver-
ments were not made in such precise lan-
guage, but the arguments were based
upon just such a supposed state of facts,

The answer on the behalf of the Colum-
bian Exposition Company to the bill of
District Attorney Milchrist was fully as
lengthy and gave also a histor{r of the leg-
islation in behalf of the World’s Fair by
Congress and of the gelection of Jackson
Park as a place for the holding of the Ex-
position, cifing in connection therewith,
in full the Park Commissioners’ ordinance
entitled, ‘ An ordinance to allow the use
of Jackson Park and the Midway Plai-
sance for the purposes of the World’s Co-
lumbian Exposition.” The action of Con-
gress in making its several appropriations
for the Exposition is then cited, and the
condition attached fo the souvenir coin
appropriation treated as a contract, and

the plea made that when the Government -

failed in the performance of the contract
in full on its part, and retained a portion
of the souvenir coins, the authorities of
the Columbian Exposition were freed from
the further fulfillment of the contract on
their part. It is denied that there is any
law either State or national, forcing the
Board of Directors to close the Fair on
Sundays, and the entire Federal control
over the Exposition and its site and the

“local corporation, is denied. Mention is

made of the restraining order issued from
the Superior Court by Judge Stein in ac-

cordance with plea that the Columbian
Exposition ‘““had by its certain rules and
orders excluded the public from admission
to said Jacksen Park and Midway Plai-
sance, in violation of the act of the legisla-
ture of the State of Illinois creating said
parks, and praying that said defendant Le
enjoined from prohibiting the use and en-
joyment of said park by the plaintiff and
other citizens on Sundays or any other
day of the week” and that ‘“said case is
still pending in said Superior Court, that
it has jurisdiction, and that such jurisdie-
tion was taken by said court prior to the
filing of the complainant’s bill herein.”
The arguments presented by all the
different counsel for the Government,
hinged entirely upon the plea of supreme
jurisdiction of the general Government
over the Fair and the entire control of its
business operations; the Local Board and
the commissioners being agents of the
Government doing its will and subject to
it. This plea, of course, included also the
right to make all rules and regulations
deemed desirable including Sunday clos-
ing and the duty of the I.ocal Board to
submit thereto. To this plea a portion of
the argument of attorney Edwin H.
Walker was as follows :— ‘

For the first time the Government comes into
court and claims complete jurisdiction over the
Fair, but the 50.000 stockholders and those who
have loaned $5,000,000 to the Exposition will never
yield jurisdiction until ordered to do so by a man-
date of this court. The claim of jurisdiction is
without mandate of law. The directors have
never by action or word tried to minimize the
Fair as a national concern. We have never ‘ad-
mitted that the Government was to have control of
the enter{)rise. This local corporation, organized
to control the Fair by express assent of the Federal
Government, is not yielding at this late day. Cer-
tain organizations are behind this prosecution who
have cried out that the law-breakers should be
punished. If the directors, who have endured all
their censure, are guilty of the wrongful act, they
should be censured by the court of public opinion.
‘While I admit that this is a Christian Nation I
claim that I have the privilege to exercise my right
to a free conscience without any dictation from
any outside agency. Congress did not pass a law
closing the Fair Sunday. Congress knew such a
law would have been unconstitutional and repug-
nant to the principles of the Constitution. There
is no provision in the acts of Congress that would
empower the representatives of the Government to
contract for labor or material, or even pay a gate-
keeper to watch the gates, and yet counsel for the
other side informs us that the work of the Fair is
done under the authority of the United States Gov-
ernment. . . .

Under the act of 1890, and subsequent acts of
Congress there is no intimation that the Govern-
ment was to have the control of the Exposition.
The petitioners contend that the Government
should have the power to declare whether the gates
should be open Sunday on account of the morals
of the people. A court of equity has control of
property and not of morals. The remedy must be
sought elsewhere.

It will be clear to any one who has fol-
lowed the progress of legislation in behalf
of this Columbian Exposition, that the
position taken by Mr. Walker in opposi-
tion to the counsel fer the Government, is
the true one. The idea of the supreme
control of the Government over the Expo-
sition, and the agency only, of the Local
Directory composing the Illinois corpora-
tion, is a second thought and not the orig-
inal intent of the act of Congress or the
view taken of it by congressmen at the
time of the passage of that act. Congress
has carefully avoided all financial respon-
sibility in the matter of the World’s Fair,
and would be, if in session now, the last
to agsume such responsibility and give the
(Government’s guarantee for all financial
shortages which may occur. If the United
States Government is the principal and
the World’s Fair Directory its agent, the
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principal is responsible for the acts of its
agent and all who have claims, either now
or hereafter, against the World’s Colum-
bian Exposition, may have recourse against
the United States Government. Such a
position as this, Congress has carefully
»avoided from the beginning.

Although in the pleadings, the constitu-
tionality of the Sunday-closing proviso
made by Congress was not impugned, yet
in the course of the arguament by Com-
missioner St. Clair and Attorney Edwin
H. Walker for the Columbian Exposition,
its constitutionality was several times
called in question and denied. It was ex-
pressly declared by Mr. Walker that ‘‘the
Government was prohibited by the Con-
stitution from interfering,—that even if

the act of March 3, 1893 had never been

passed, section 4, (the Sunday closing sec-
tion) of the act of 1892 was unconstitu-
tional. When the counsel for the Govern-
ment quoted the words of Judge Cooley in
reference to the status of Sunday laws in
the United States, Mr. Walker replied
that “Judge Cooley never said that the
United States could come into Illinois and
enact Sunday laws.”

The counsel for the Government did
not fail to make the plea that this is a
Christian Nation, and cited Justice
Brewer’s decision in the case of the
Church of the Holy Trinity of New York
City vs. the United States, in the support
of that idea. This decision was referred
to at considerable length and with the
most marked assurance. The counsel for
the Government also pleaded that Chris-
tianity was embedded in the laws of this
country and was a part of the common
law; and the inference, of course, drawn,
that therefore the Government might
make laws in reference to religion, and
that they were properly enforced and
should necessarily be obeyed.

After an interesting and exciting trial,
which lasted through three days, and in

_ a crowded court room, the case was taken
under advisement by the judges, Grosscup,
Wood, and Jenkins, and on Saturday
morning notice was given that a decision,
would be rendered Thursday, June 8.

‘When District Attorney Milehrist, in
behalf of the Government, asked for a
temporary injunction compelling the clos-
ing of the World’s Fair on Sunday, June
4, the court refused to act, leaving the
directory to open the Fair on that day.
From this action, the conclusion ig drawn
by some, that the court will refuse to in-
terfere at all in the Sunday-closing mat-
ter, but that is a mere inference and there-
fore no data from which to give an opin-
ion what the final decision of the court
will be. If it should be decided that the
United States has supreme jurisdiction
and that its Sunday-closing proviso wag
proper legislation, and should an injune-
tion, restraining the authorities of the
World’s Fair from opening on Sundays
be had, the event will mark the most re-
markable assumption of paternal and cen-
tralizing authority ever exhibited in this
country, The question of the corflict of
authority between the State Court and
the United States Court will then come
up; and if, in the case brought before
Judge Stein, the final injunction should
be granted, the issue would be directly
made as between the people and State of
Illinois and the general Government.
Such an issue as this is sure to come
sooner or later, for the upholding of re-
ligious legislation and the continuance of
its growth in this country necessarily re-

quires that State rights should be abro-
gated and the general Government assume
to itsslf authority over the manners,
morals, and religious conduct of the cit-
izens of the United States in general.
w. H. M.
Chicago, June 6.

<

The Sunday Laws of England.

ENGLAND is well provided with Sunday
laws, having no less than twenty-four,
all of 'which are in force at the present
time. Of these, eleven refer to manu-
factory and trading, eleven to the sale of
liquor, five to amusements, five to travel-
ing, two to the employment of young
persons and women and one to elections.
The first law was enacted 1854, and the
last in 1887, and they are still at it. In
fact Sunday laws are on the steady in-
crease, sixteen having been made during
the reign of Viectoria. Surely if law can
bolster up the Sunday institution this
array of Parliamentary statutes should
do it. But their very number only shows
their weakness, for were there any power
or virtue in a Sunday law, one would be
enough. But when once men attempt to
make others righteous by law they have
before them an endless task, for they are
attempting the impossible, and can only
result in a barren form of legalism, such
as the endless ramifications placed upon
the Jews by the Scribes and Pharisees.

The first Sunday law was passed in
1354 during the reign of Edwarci) II1., and
prohibits the showing of wool on the
magic day. The next was in 1448, and
forbids all manner of fairs and markets
‘““on the principal feasts, and Sundays
and Good Fridays.” Ten other Sunday
statutes also include the principal feasts
of the Church, and six of these were en-
acted in the present reign. In this they
are consistent. For Sunday is merely a
church festival—a creation of the Ro-
man Catholic Church—and stands on the
same basis as other days ordained by the
game church. If it is right to enforce
Sunday it is also right to enforce Christ-
mas day, Good Friday and all the rest.

But the Sunday law that is most known
and respected is 29 Chas. II., ¢. 7., which
passed 1676, It is entitled ‘‘ An act for
the better observation of the Lord’s day,
commonly called Sunday.” Section 1.
enacts that ‘“all the laws in force con-
cerning the observation of the Lord’s day,
and repairing to the Church thereon,
shall be carefully put in execution.” This
itself shows the worthlessness of these
laws. As soon as one is made, another
has to be made to enact that the first one
shall be enforced. This in itself ig a con-
fession that there was no power in the
first one; and there is no more in the sec-
ond, and as nothing added to nothing
makes nothing, these lawmakers are just
where they started, and so set to work
and make another law to help ouf those
already in existence, and so the game has
gone merrily on until we now have
twenty-four and the end is not yet.

Thig law of Charles II. not only for-
bids all ““worldly labor,” but also com-
pels ¢ repairing to the Church” and *‘ en-
acts” that ‘“all persons shall, on every
Lord’s day, apply themselves to the ob-
servation of the same, by exercising them-
selves thereon in the duties of piety and
true religion, publicly and privately.”
This is the pet law of a certain class of
clergy and what they are most anxious to

have enforced. To do so would mean the
revival of the Inquisition; for whereas
by dragging a man to church and holding
him in a pew they might satisfy them-
selves as to his public exercise of religious
duties; the only possible way for them to
find out if he hag done so privately is to
put him on the rack and wring from him
a confession of his thoughts. This beauti-
ful relic of Puritanism also practically
decrees that any man may rob or knock
Sunday travelers on the head and no ac-
tion may be brought for the said robbery.
So it would seem that Sunday traveling
ig unpardonable, but Sunday robbery er
murder is all right.

Another masterpiece of Satan is 21
Geo. IIL., c. 49, passed 1780, and called,
‘““An act for preventing certain abuses
and profanations on the Lord’s day, called
Sunday.” Section 1. has this, ‘* Whereas
certain houses have of late
frequently been opened under’
pretext of inquiring into religious doc-
trines and explaining texts of holy Scrip-
ture, debates have frequently been held
on the evening of the Lord’s day concern-
ing divers texts of holy Scripture by per-
sons unlearned and incompetent to ex-
plain the same, to the corruption of good
morals, and to the great encouragement
of irreligion and profaneness. It was en-
acted that the keeper of such a room be
fined £200 for every day such a room or
house was open. The chairman was to
also forfeit £100 to any one who should
sue for it, and the door keeper to pay
£50; which is $1,750 in all.

And yet there are some people in Amer-
ica who are trying to prove that Sunday-
laws are not religious in character.

. Francis Hork.

Belfast, Ireland.

-

Modern Christian Methods.

THE continued controversy over- the
question of Sunday -opening of the
‘World’s Fair furnishes a striking spec-
tacle of the effects of uniting Church and
State, even partially. In theory we have
no such union in this country, but in
practice we have. In theory we say that
no man’s conscience shall be dominated
by another’s, and that no one ghall force
any part of his religion upon another.
The Constitution expressly states that
Congress shall make no law respecting an
establishment of religion. Yet we prove
the Constitution a lie and our theories of
no effect by permitting religious organiz-
ations to control the Government and
make various laws for the establishment
of religion, such as exemption of church
property from taxation, requiring the ob-
servation of Sunday, ete. In no instance
has the tyrannical nature and intolerant
spirit of ecclesiasticism shown itself more
strongly than in connection with the Chi-
cago HExposition. HFrom the start the
Church power has been determined to
close the gates on Sunday, and to accom-
plish that object has resorted to all the
tricks of politics.

Petitions were sent to Congress contain-
ing names numbering more than double
the population of various States; lobby-
ists were sent to Washington to influence
congressmen; at every conference resolu-
tiong were adopted threatening that if the
Fair were not run according to the wish,
will and instruction of the ‘‘Christian
conscience,” said conscience would do all
it could to injure it, both by staying away
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and by inducing others to do the same.
Now that the management has decided to
return the Government loan, and both the
local directory and the national commis-
sion have voted to open the gates on Sun-
day in response to public pressure, these
threats aré being renewed, and rule or
ruin is declared to be the intention of the
church element.

All this may be according to the Chris-
tianity of Christ, but it doesn’t look so to
us. 1t may be consistent with a religion
‘which is “not of this world,” and whose
weapons are expected to be only spiritual
ones, but it doesn’t look so to us. It may
be in accord with the principles of reli-
gious liberty, separation of Church and
State, and equal rights, but it doesn’t look
80 to us.—Independent Herald.

Was It a New Thing?

Ir any are still disposed to think that
the decision of the Supreme Court of the
United States, of Feb. 29, 1892, declaring
this to be a *‘Christian Nation,” and cit-
ing Sunday laws to prove it, made no new
thing, let them consider the use that has
been made of it and is still being made of
it by the advocates of compulsory Sunday
observance. Note the following :—

This decision is vital to the Sunday question in
all its aspects.—Pearl of Days, May 27, 1892.

This is a Christian Nation.—U. S. Supreme Court,
Feb. 29, 1892. The Christian Church, therefore,
has rights in this country. Among these is the
right to one day in seven protected from the as-
saults of greed, the god of this world, that it may
be devoted to worship of the God of heaven and
earth. —Christian Statesman, May 21, 1892.

‘T is a Christian Nation, and therefore Sunday
work is wrong, says the Rev. Herrick Johnson.—
Chicago Evening Journal, April 8, 1893

Thig is a Christian Nation—the Supreme Court
has so affirmed—and we rejoice in the decision.—
Christian Statesman, May, 6, 1893.

A reporter for the Chicago Hwvening
Journal recently interviewed a number of
Chicago divines upon the question of en-
forcing Sunday observance. The follow-
ing is from his interview with Frederick
A. Noble, pastor of the Union Park Con-
gregational Church:—

If Sunday observance as you advocate it is con-
sidered oppressive by a majority of all the people,
would you still enforce it ?

Exactly as I would enforce the law in any other
respect. The Supreme Court has declared this to
be a Christian country, and the foundations of the
country were laid in Christian truth.—Chicago
Evening Journal, April 8, 1893.

The following also is from an interview
with Rev. Dr. Withrow, pastor of the
Third Presbyterian Church, of Chicago:—

‘Would you compel others to observe Sunday in
your way ?

Never! I believe in the fullest religious and
civil liberty. But neither civil or religious liberty
means 1aw{essness on the part of any portion of the
community. There is a Sabbath observance law on
the statute books of this and most of the other
States, and the Supreme Court has lately recog-
nized the Christian Sabbath. Sunday observance
is the law of the land, and that must be enforced
the same as any other law. Anything legs than
that would be anarchy.—Idem.

In his ‘‘ Brief” of April 1892, “in favor
of keeping the World’s Fair closed on
Sunday,” presented before the House and
Senate committees on the Columbian Ex-
position, Col. Elliott F. Shelfrd quoted
that part of the decision of the Supreme
Court mentioning ‘‘the laws respecting
the observance of the Sabbath,” and de-
claring that ¢ this is a Christian Nation.”

And Judge 8. B. Davis, of Terre Haute,
Ind., in an eight-page pamphlet which
was generously distributed at the hearing
before the House Committee on the Co-
lumbian Exposition last January, three

times cites this decision to prove the ‘ con
stitutionality of Sunday laws as affecting
the Columbian Exposition.”

From all this it is evident that this de-
cision of the Supreme Court did make
some new thing. It made a foundation
for the advocates of Sunday legislation to
stand upon which they did not have be-
fore,—an ‘‘undeniable legal basis” for
which they had so long been waiting. In
other words it made the image to the
beast. The Sunday law passed by Con-
gress following this decision gave life to
it. Thus it was declared would be the
case.

Our land is in jeopardy. The time is drawing on
when its legislators shall so abjure the principles of
Protestantism as to give countenance to Romish
apostasy. The people for whom God has so mar-
velously wrought, strengthening them to throw off
the galling yoke of popery, will by a national act
give vigor to the corrupt faith of Rome.—Great
Controversy Vol. IV (edition 1884), p. 410.

‘When our nation shall so abjure the principles of
its Government as to enact a Sunday law, Protest-
antism will in this act join hands with popery; it
will be nothing else than giving life to the tyranny
which has so long been eagerly watching its oppor-
tunity to spring again into active despotism.—7Tes-
timony No. 33, p. 240.

Thus it was in the creation of man.
‘When God spoke man into existence he
formed him of the dust of the ground;
but he was not alive until God breathed
into him the breath of life; then he be-
came a living soul, and was capable of
speaking and acting. The record in the
Book of Jasher corresponding to Gen. 2:7,
says that God formed man of the dust of
the ground, and ¢ blew into his nostrils the
breath of life, and man, became a living
soul endowed with speech.”

So in the formation of the image to the
beast. The Government by its powers
speaks it into existence. But the making
of it is one thing, the giving life to it an-
other, and the speaking and acting of it
follow these first two necessary steps, it
making use of these, and depending upon
them, as it were, for its very existence.
And all these different steps are indicated
in the prophecy. First, the statement is
that they should ¢ make an image to the
beast;” then ‘““he had power to give li{e
(margin, breath) unto the image of the
beast;” and all this ‘‘that the image of
the beast should both speak and cause
that as many as would not worship the
image of the beast should be killed.”

And what is the speaking of the image?
As long ago as 1885 this word was
printed :—

The Sunday movement is now making its way in
darkness. The leaders are concealing the true is-
sue, and many who unite in the movement do not
themselves see whither the undercurrent is tending.
Its professions are mild and apparently Christian;
but when it shall speak, it will reveal the spirit of
the dragon.—Testimony, 82, p. 208.

So it is the Sunday movement that is to
speak; and when it speaks, its language
will be that of the persecutor—the voice
of the dragon. Already this is beginning
to be manifest. The Christian Sabbath
Watchman for March 1893 prints the fol-
lowing from a speech made by Rev. Dr.
Mackay Smith at the hearing in Washing-
ton :—

The Fair managers have accepted the people’s
money under the explicit condition that they shall
keep clogsed Sunday. They could have refused.
But now, having pocketed the money, they want
to evade or crawl oub of the proviso. They should
be compelled to do as business men elsewhere—live
up to their agreement.

Although this legislation was secured
professedly in the interests of the laboring
man, yet when the Central Labor Union,
of Chicago, proposed to change their day

the man he betrayed.

of rest to some other day and work on
Sunday in order that they might visit the
Fair and lose no time at their regular
work, Rev. Dr. Bolton, of the Centenary
Methodist KEpiscopal Church, Chicago,
said :—

If the Union is in earnest let them try it. Then

we will see if there is any law in this country.—
New York Mail and Express, April 4, 1893.

_And Rev. Dr. Henson, of the First Bap-
tist Church of Chicago, recently gave,
utterance to the following :—

There ig an attempt on the part of secularists to
violate the Sabbath by suggesting that the Fair be
kept open on the first day of the week. Congress
has decided that the Fair shall be closed, and woe
betide the man who plants himself in the way of
God and the will of the Nation. The Nation has
spoken, and it must be obeyed. . . Congress
is not to be trifled with. 1t decided that the Fair
should be closed Sundays, and it must be obeyed.—
Chicago Herald, May 1, '98

No one who reads these statements can
fail to see that there is a compelling, per-
secuting spirit behind this movement, and
that persecution is to come out of it. But
all this was involved in that first fatal
step, the decision of the Supreme Court.
Of this the National Reformers themselves
have truly observed:— ‘

All that the National Reform Association seeks
.o is to be found in the development of that
royal truth, < This is a Christian Nation.”—Chris-
tian Statesman, Nov. 19, 1892.

On this was based the plea for the law
to close the World’s Fair gates on Sunday,
and who does not know that the same
movement which sequred this law will be
the one which will demand the death de-
cree for the extermination of those who
refuse to observe the papal Sabbath? The
same spirit pervades them all. The first
step involved the last.—W. 4. Colcord, in -
Home Misstonary.

—_— aa

A Maryland Judas.

Millington, Md., May 31, 1893.
AMERICAN SENTINEL: Mr. Hdgar Price,
elder of the Seventh-day Adventist Church
in this place, was arrested yesterday for
working on Sunday. Mr. Price is ac-
knowledged by all to be one of the best,
most peaceable, and law-abiding citizens
of Millington. Mr. Price was working in
his barn, which is half a mile from the
home of the informant and more than a
fourth of a mile from any house.

The informer is a member of the Meth-
odist Episcopal Church and had heretofore
been the recipient of many favors from
Judas-like he
came to the home of Mr. Price as a friend,
sat at his table, partook of his hospitality,
and then according to his own statement
had him arrested to satisfy his church.
At the magistrate’s office he said he did
not want to have Mr. Price arrested but,
said the informer, ‘‘The church has done
it.” It was clear to all present at the trial
that it was a case of religious persesution,
and that the Methodist Episcopal Church
here has simply used the informer to do
its dirty work of persecution. Sunday
work is a common thing in this town, and
that by the very ones who have under-
taken to persecute Mr. Price. Fishing is
carried on all day Sundays, and at the
present time goods can be bought in the
store of one of the most violent opposers
of Mr. Price and his faith; all this goes
unnoticed. But when a man acknowl-
edged to be a good citizen and a Christian,
in the exercise of his God-given right,
goes quietly about his work on Sunday
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after observing the day before according
to the plain letter of God’s Word, he is
arrested, fined and imprisoned like the
worst criminal, and that by so-called
Chrigtians, : )

The following from the Centreville
Record is to the point:—

News reached here to-day that Mr. Edgar Price,
of Millington, who has accepted the Adventists’
faith, was arrested on Monday for attending to his
duties on Sunday. The informer, like Judas, ate
Mr. Price’s bread and butter at supper and went
away and betrayed him. The informer is a mem-
ber of the Methodist Church. We find that some
of the professed Christians are displaying a spirit,
but not the spirit that you find in the Word of God.
His Word does not teach that one Christian should
haveanother persecuted because he does not believe
like himself.

Sunday laws of any kind are ungodly
relics of barbarism, and as long as they re-
main in force, will be used by religious
bigots to enforce their opinions on those
who religiously differ with them. A dark
cloud is hanging over this fair land which
will soon burst in all its fury on those who
obey God’s word in the observance of the
seventh day. The church that uses the
civil power to enforce its doctrine or ob-
servances is destitute of godliness and in
open rebellion against the government of
God. E. E. FRANKE.

-t
-

~The Christian’s Duty Is Plain.

SoME of the papers are gravely advis-
ing Seventh-day Adventists to obey the
Sunday laws until they can secure their
repeal or modification.  Indeed, one
Maryland paper insists that as conscien-
tious men they must do this for ““itisa
Christian duty to bs subject to civil
rulers.” But that depends altogether
upon - what civil rulers require. From
the days of the Apostle Peter until the

resent time the Christian motto has

oen, ‘“We ought to obey God rather than
men.” The blood of millions has been
shed in support of this principle. The
Christian can go to prison or to death,
but he can not deny his faith even at the
behest of civil rulers, for the instant he
does so he ceases to be a Christian, and
ig, in fact, only an idoclater, worshiping
at the shrine of mammon and making a
god of the State.

““One of the strangest and yet most
logical results of the Christian teachings
and practice (and one which has been,
for very sufficient reasons, ignored by
the theologians),” says the author of
““Ariue, the Libyan,”* ‘‘was to develop
a radical and uncompromising spirit of
democracy throughout the Christian com-
munities or churches. The early Chris-
tians uniformly held that they, as Chris-
tians, belonged to a kingdom which was
in, but not of, the world—a kingdom for
which no earthly potentate had right or
power to legislate; and this living faith
loosened the bond of allegiance and dis-
-solved the sense of obligation as to all
human authority, and was the negation
of the lawfulness of temporal govern-
ment over the subjects of the kingdom

for which they recognized no king but

Christ. While, for the sake of peace,
they were willing to render unto Ceesar
the things which are Cessar’s, by payin
taxes to that government under Whic%
they lived, and by even yielding read
. obedience to all laws and customs whic
~ did not come in conflict with the higher
*Of this book the New York Observer says: “A work of
great beauty and power, and with fascinating style and in-

mate knowled%g of the history of the early centuries of the
Christian era.” D. Appleton & Co., New York.

law of the kingdom, the rights of con-
science, they universally regarded these
laws as extraneous to their own organiza-
tion, foreign statutes, imposed upon them
from without; and, being solicitous to
render unto Grod the things which are
God’s they steadily abstained from any
participation in the affairs of government,
and quietly assumed the right to judge
for themselves whether any law, regula-
tion, or custom, prescribed by the sov-
ereign power, or other human authority,
was or was not such as they might
consgcientiously obey. . . , But this
fearless assertion of the rights of con-
science necessarily involved the right to
sit in judgment upon all human laws and
the powers that ordained them, and to
determine for themselves whether the
law was lawful. That helpless spirit of
blind obedience to the decrees of despotic
governments which characterized the
pagan peoples was, therefore, impossible
to the Christians. The logical
tendency of Christianity was, therefore,
to originate the idea of personal liberty
“for all men, unknown to the world be-
fore; to repudiate the heathen doctrine of
the divine character and right of kings;
to sit in judgment upon their laws, and
to intelligently obey, or refuse to obey,
them;in a word, to cultivate and exer-
cigse, as a matter of religious faith, that
spirit of personal independence, both of
action and of thought, which we in later
times denominate democracy, the con-
crete form of which was the election of
deacons, presbyters, and bishops by the
people unto whom they ministered.”

The Christian’s duty is plain, namely,
to preserve ‘‘a conscience void of offense
toward God, and toward men;” but this
can be done only by rendering *‘‘unto
Ceosar the things which are Cesar’s; and
unto God the things that are God’s.” The
Christian must be in subjection to eivil
rulers in their appropriate sphere, for con-
science’ sake; but when civil government
transcends its jurisdietion, and Ceesar de-
mands that the things that belong to
God shall be rendered unto the State, the
Christian has no option but to disobey
and suffer the consequences; to do other-
wise would be treason to his divine King,
even Jesus Christ, who though he ‘did
no sin, neither was guile found in his
mouth,” suffered as a malefactor because
Ceosar exceeded his authority. B.

-
>

Persecution - Becoming Unpopular in
Tennessee,

The following private letter which we are per-
mitted o publish, written to a friend by an Ad-
ventist minister in Tennessee, will be of interest to
our readers.]

Nashville, Tenn., June 6, 1893.

My Drar BroTHER: I was at Paris
several days before the trials of our
brethren came off, and while listening to
discussions of principles involved by dif-
ferent parties and classes of men, had an
opportunity to learn considerable concern-
ing public sentiment. .

There has been a radical change during
the past year concerning this kind of
work. Nobody, or but few, seem to de-
sire the continuance of the persecution
which so many have heretofore considered
a necessity. Hardly an expression was
to be heard, either from the witnesses
summoned by the prosecution, by gentle-
men about the court-house, or on the
trains, in favor of depriving Adventists
of a portion of their God-given time for

labor, because somebody else desired to
worship on that day.

This change in public sentiment is
doubtless due, at least in part, to the fact
that .the subject of religious liberty is
being more studied and better understood
than formerly.

Good men ia,ve often been led to perse-
cute those who differed from them in
religious belief. When such men saw
and accepted the true principles of reli-
gious liberty, they themselves became the
willing subjects of persecution at the
hands of those who chose to remain in
darkness. The Apostle Paul is a noted
case of this class; and to many who may
be led to engage in the persecutions of
the last days, he may say, ‘‘ And such were
some of you; but ye are washed, but ye
are sanctified, but ye are justified in the
name of the Lord Jesus, and by the Spirit
of our God.”

There were but two cases of indict-
ments; Brethren Thomas Dortch, who was
held over from last term of court, and
Frank Stem. Not much more than half
an hour was occupied in both these cases;
and for lack of evidence that either had
maintained a ‘ public nuisance” the
judge, with the consent of the jury, dis-
charged each. .

It seemed as if the presence of the
Spirit of God was especially manifest in
that court room during the trial of these
brethren. An unseen power pervaded the
atmosphere and controlled minds. _

The Lord has permitted some of the
persecutionis of the past few years to go
further than this; and in this way he has
showed to such men as the governors,
senators, reﬁresentatives, judges, attor-
neys and others, of the ‘‘great State of
Tennesses,” the true nature of the power
by which this work is being carried for-
ward.

Thanks be to God for the change which
this knowledge has produced! And the
good people of this State may well join
in thanking him for the powerful influ-
ence for good which has been exerted by
the AMERICAN SENTINEL, through which
some of this has been accomplished.

Your brother in Christ,
' C. L. Bovp.

<
-

Not a Physical Question.

It is a little singular how anybody
can determine that it is mnecessary to
the well-being of man and beast that
one day in seven should be ‘‘kept.” Log-
ically, if the farmer who works but six
or eight hours a day in the winter should
keep one day in seven, in the summer
when he works twelve to sixteen hours a
day ought to keep two days in seven.
Such illustrations might be multiplied, all
tending to show the absurdity of this rest-
day business from a hygienic standpoint.
All will agree that in the case of an
individual there is a limit beyond whic
labor would be injurious, but that limit
can never be fixed to a certainty even by
the individual himself, and must vary in-
finitely with times and seasens, character
of work, changing physical conditions,
etc., all of which go to show that the
question of rest as well as that of work
should be left to each individual to deter-
mine for himself. Most people are not apt
to work too much, and but for the religious

nestion involved, no one would ever have
thought of any prescribed rest day or
compulsory rest abt all,—Sidver Creek
Times.
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THE BATTLE CREEK BAKERY=——-——

—HEALTH FOODS.

PURE CRACKEIRS AND BISCUITS, AND CERIEAIL, COIFFILIE.
MANUFACTURED BY THE BATTLE CREEK BAKERY COMPANY.

We manufacture a choice
tile following prices :—
* A" Fruit Biscuits,
Ggn e &

white flour, sweetened,
whole wheat flour, sweetened.
Fruit Crackers, not sweetened, ...

line of these goods, entirely free from lard and all adulterations, at [

IN 1881.——

——ESTABLISHED

. L The Alma Sanitarium, Alma, Mich.

| The remainder of the invoice of Gluten arrived this morning and was found to be correct. Will
you please ship us by freight, as soon as possible: 14 doz. pkgs. Pure Gluten, 25 1b., Wheat Gluten.,

THE SANITARIUM Co.

The Review and Herald Pub. Co., Atlanta, Ga.
The crackers came all right and in good shape.

o

aer:ﬁ;x:n()l}';eia::rllﬁlgsiscuits, sweotened. ... ovuuiiiiit e PEERRIET 11222: give perfect satisfaction. Cras, F. Curris, Mgr.
s Ceiieaeas e Creeaiiaas e
(‘)82‘{{1?}31 Eiscﬂg& " i h‘£1 obhemed BEREEETET %(2]2 Gentlemen: The Biscuits and Crackers came to hand in good ordei; andH are genex'cally liked.
¢ raham Crackers. slightly swedtened..........coovioiiiiiinicns 0 e Ev. HENRY S. CLUBB.
“ ]1;: “ “ I(lglagg‘eg& i(éi-é'i’éi"fi');sﬁéi)'t T RO e 118(0} 5 Editor Food, Home, and Garden, Philadelphia, Pa
“ A" Oatmeal “ slightly sweetened............. ORISR “ . 10¢ . Hillsboro, Norih Dakota,
wp» « no% SWEELONGM . v v evsvrrennrnnne R, $ e 10c The sample box of your Health Foods received, and would say, that we are well pleased with
Whole Wheat Crackers... .. voviiuieerereaiesmecoscnnss ey T 10c them, and with this I send an order for 100 Ibs. B. D. ECELER.
< “

White Crackers, very palatable. .. MREEELE 1% o 202 Huron Ave., Port Huron, Mich.
Carbon = beeieraiasennies PEEREEEES 300 Please send me a descriptive circular of your Health Foods with prices to dealers and I will en-
Glutex}l od grain food (fhe & formerly advertised under deavor to get some merchant here to handle them. I have preseribcd other health food products
Cereo! t& a prepared graln £oo % ﬁ( same as Ltormerly adve . 10¢ to some extent, but my friends in another part of the State say they prefer yours, which are noton
Pure Gton o botle .. I e ilee | Hhemarket here, C. Tiosow Covex, M. D,
Wheat Gluten, in bulk............... R L L R RN L AP TRAn ¢ R0 . . . . LaCrosse, Wis,
Cereal Coffee, prepared from grains only. a very choice and healthful The barrel of food came safely and in good time. We are delighted with it and the brethren

drink (once used, never again refused), in 134 1b. packages........ coeeaRBC want it so much that a large amount of it is gone already. Will have to order more soon and possi-

CEREOLA, The King of Health Food
Manufactured only hy us.

E. W. WEBSTER.

. Sorrento, Lake Co., Fla.
The two barrels and box of crackers came all right and in perfect condition, and we are all de-
lighted with them. I want to thank you for putting them up so satisfactorily I am canvassing all
the time and they are my main stay while I am out. Z. 8. AruY.

: Chicago, Tl1.

bly some for a grocer or two.

S. .

Coods to the Value of $8 will be Sent on Receipt of $6, Being 25 per

cent discount.
‘We are now prepared to supply in large
stating how many barrels they wish to handle, etc.
714 cents per lb. (net).

Cereola and Gluten are prepared foods,
of some fluid, as milk, cream, fruit juice, or water,

CEREOLA is a Universal Health Food, and is Calculated
’ for use both in sickness and health.

In ordering please remember that the rate of freight on 25 Ibs, will be the same as on 100 1bs,

Remit by Bank Draft, Money Order, Express Order, or Postal Note. No private checks accepted.
added new improved machinery to our plant and
Therefore, with these superior advantages, we
anicer and more palatable article in this line than has

During the month of November last we have
otherwise increased our manufacturing facilitles.
promise the consumers of Health Foo
ever before been produced.

WRITE US FOR SPECIAL RATES ON LARGE LOTS.

oy & 9 uangitigs (‘:]’(11? SMA%.L .E{C&UN DHBtUTTEtE& CP%ACK]?ES;
1 SHORTENED, and dealers wishing to kandle such will do well to write us for prices
B oy Larrels’ s The price per barrel of about 50 lbs. is about

thoroughty cooked and ready for use by the addition
as best agrees with the individual.

Through a friend of mine I have learned of your Cereal Coffee; having so_many patients that
must not drink the other coffee, I have concluded to recommend your coffee. I myself and family
use no other, I like it very much, Please send by return mail how I can obtain it in quantities,

E. K. SieaMUND, M.D,, 39 Menomonee St.

REFERENCES.

To Whom it May Concern:

‘We, the undersigned. residents of Battle Creek, Mich., take pleasure in stating that Mr, Joseph
Smith, manager of the Health Food Department of the Battle Creek Bakery Co., has resided in
Battle Creek for nearly twenty years, and is a competent and responsible man, and of long experi-
ence in his line of business, and one whose goods we can heartily recommend to the public.

Urian SmitH, Editor Review and Herald. How. W. . GaGE, Ex-Mayor.

J. B. Krug, of Krug’s Business College. Taomas H. Briges, M. D.

Hon. GrorGE WILLARD, Publisher Journal. S. 8. FrENCcEH, M. D.

R. T. KinaMAN, Vice-President City Bank. M. RORABACHER, M. D.

Hon. W, H, Mason, Postmaster. Hon. J. W. BaiLey, Ex-Mayor.
T. E. Sanps, M. D,

SPECIAL NOTICE.

TESTIMONIALS.

Medical Department, Mich. University, Ann Arbor, Mich.
BarTLE CREER BAKERY Co0.—Gentlemen: The goods arrived O. X. and are very fine. Allow me
to congratulate you on the excellent quality of your foods, which I am satisfied are not excelled if

equaled by any others on the market, Yours truly,

Much confusion has of late been caused in the mail of the ““Battle Creek Bakery Co,” and the
“Sanitarium Food Co.» many not considering that two houses are thus represented. The two
houses are entirely distinct and we ask our customers when ordering to carefully observe our list,

" BATTLE CREEK BAKERY CU. Battle Creek, Mich.

FRED. WILDANGER.

THE BATTLE CREEK SANITARIUM

[ bt T ]
Ll

For more than sixteen years the Battie Creek Sanita.
rian has maintained a Health Food Department, at first for
the benefit f its patients and patrons, later, and for more
than a dozen years, with increased facilities, to supply the
general public. Within the last year Mlore than 150
Tons of the following mamed foods have been manufactured
and sold:—

Oatmeal Biscuit, Rye Wafers,
Medium Oatmeal Crackers,
Fruit Crackers, Carbon Crackers,
Plain Oatmeal Crackers,

No. | Graham Crackers, Avenola,
No. 2 Craham Crackers, Granola,
Plain Graham Crackers (Dyspeptic),
Wheat Granola, White Crackers,
Whole Wheat Wafers,

CGluten Blscuit, No.l, Gluten Wafers,
Gluten Biscult, No. 2, Infants’ Food.

Granola, TIIEE;m of Health Foods.

Our Granola, which has now been manufactured by us for
nearly seventeen years, is unquestionably the finest health
food ever devised, and is greatly superior to any of the numer-
ous imitations to which its success has given rise.

We are constantly improving our foods, and adding to our list as the result of experimental researches conducted
the Sanitarium Laboratory of Hpygiene and our

HEALTH FOODS.

TO THE PUBLIC: Thiscertifies that the Battle Creek Sanitarium Health Foods, manufactured by the Sanitarium
under the name of the Sanitarium Food Company, are made under my direction and supervision,

and that Granola and the other special foods manufactured by this company, are not made or sold by any other firm or person

except their duly authorized agents. J. H. KELLOG, M. D.

Our goods are ship%oed to ever, gart of the world—to Australia, New Zealand, India, Persia, and other foreign countries, as
well as to all parts of the United States; and in every instance they have demonstrated their wonderful keeping properties.
The following are a few of the hundreds of testimonials received from persons who have for years made use og- our foods.

MICHIGAN.
.Y have for three years used the * Health Foods™ in my family. and can heartily recommend them, both for purity and health-
giving properties. C. F. PORTER, D. D. 8.

INDIANA,
1 have used Granola but a short time, but have already
I also find the Zwlebach nourishing and toothsome.
D. M. KAuFFMAN,
It is highly pleasing to the taste, easy of digestion, and the most
Dr. R. W. BuLa.
NEW YORK.
1 have already sold nearly two thousand pounds.
A. J. BROUGHTON.
CONNECTICUT.
We have used your ‘“‘Health Foods™ in our family for three years, and can not get along without them: Having been troubled
with dyspepsia and chronic inflammation of the stomach, I find that your Granola, Avenola, Wheatena, and Gluten are the only
foods that I can eat with safety. Wu. M. MERWIN,

OHI10.
eight pounds, and is as ruddy and healthy a
er flesh is firm and sound, and she is very

Your “ Health Foods ™ are the wonder of the nineteenth century.
experienced relief from indigestion and acid, or flatulent dyspepsia..

1 have personally tested your excellent food known as Granola.
nutritive cereal production with which I am acquainted.

Your Granola is the best selling invalid food I have ever handled.

Qur baby is a testimonial to Sanitarium food. She is ten months old, weighs CWentK-
specimen as can be seen. She has actually gained flesh while cutting her last two teeth.

strong. FrED. L. ROSEMOND.
MINNESOTA.
‘We have twins, and the little fellows are thriving nicely. The food agrees with them perfectly, and I have recommended it to
! many who are bringing up babies *“ by hand.” D. W. McCourt. .

in

Experimental Kitchen. For the Ilatest

descriptive circular and price list, address,
SANITARIUM HEALTH FOOD CO., Battle €Creek, Mich.

They are liked by all who have seen them and
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Reap ‘“A Maryland Judas,” on page
189. It illustrates, about as forcibly as
anything could do, the base uses to which
Sunday laws are put.

e

Wz erred last week in stating that
Bishop Fallows had taken part in reli-
gious services *‘in the grounds the first
Sunday that the Fair was open.” Theserv-
ices were in the Art Palace, which ig five
miles from the Fair grounds. The SEN-
TINEL wishes to state everything fairly.

e

IT is stated that the Pope has instructed
Monsignor Satolli to express to Cardinal
Gibbons his thanks for the discourse re-
cently delivered by the cardinal in favor
of the restoration of the temporal power
of the Pope, and to inform his eminence
that the great infallible is entirely satis-
fied with the language and argument of

the cardinal in the discourse.
e

A WOMAN, a member of the Seventh-
day Adventist Church, at Ford’s Store,
Queen Anne’s County, Md., has been
arrested for sewing on Sunday. Her trial
was set for the 14th inst. The woman’s
own brother is the complaining witness.

At the same time two male members of
the same church were arrested for hauling
some goods from the wharf on Sunday.
In these cases the complaining witness
wag also the brother of one of the arrested

men.
————

IT is a strange thing that a good many
papers that see no impropriety in compel-
ling the observance of a religious institu-
tion by means of a Sunday law, think the
Presbyterian Church intolerant for depos-
ing from the ministry a member who per-
gisted in teaching contrary to the tenets of
the church. They would have the State
enforce religious dogmas by civil penal-
ties, while denying to the Church the right
to maintain discipline by ecclesiastical cen-
sure. A strangeinconsistency, truly !

———————

Ix the injunction suit brought by the
United States to restrain the Local Direc-
tory from opening the World’s Fair gates
on Sunday, Judge Woods announced on
the 8th inst., that he and his associates
failed to agree on certain points, and that
sach would formulate hig ideas in an in-
dividual opinion. Judge Wood’s individ-
ual opinion was that the injunction must
issue and the gates be closed. Judge Jenk-
ins agreed with Judge Wood on the

main point in the World’s Fair injunction
proceedings, and he also held that the in-
junction must issue and the Fair be closed
on Sunday.

This decided the question.
Grosscup held that the Fair might be kept
open. Attorney Walker at once gave
notice of an appeal and asked for a stay,

pending the final decision.

A CORRESPONDENT writes us tHat a
Methodist preacher in his neighborhood
recently preached a sermon in which he
asserted that Sunday is the Lord’s day.
But the preacher’s saying so does not make
it so. The Sabbath is the Lord’s day.
Ex. 20:8, we read that ‘the seventh day
is the Sabbath of the Lord thy God.”
Then it is the Lord’s day. In Isa. 58:13,
we have these words: ‘“If thou turn
away thy foot from the Sabbath, from
doing thy pleasure on my holy day.”
Again the Sabbath is the Lord’s day.
Then in Mark 2:28, we have the declara-
tion of our Lord that he is Lord of the
Sabbath day; and again the Sabbath is
the Lord’s day. What difference does it
make what any number of preachers say,
when we can read for ourselves what the
Bible says?

THE New York Independent is opposed
to an open Sunday Fair, but it is likewise
opposed to the-antichristian boycott which
a portion of the religious press and a great
many of the Sunday preachers have been
urging. The Independent says:—

‘What should be the attitude of Christian men
and women toward this International Fair? They
have been strongly advised to boycott it, to remove
their exhibits from the grounds and to refrain from
vigiting it. 'We have never believed that such a
movement could be successfully conducted. We
have not. advocated it and shall not do so now.
The Fair itself ought not, in our judgment, to be
condemned because it has been opened to the pub-
lic on Sundays. It is legitimately open six days
in the week. It is a legitimate Fair six days in the
week. If any have lost interest in it because it is
open seven days instead of six and do not want to
visit it, well and good. Let them stay away. Let
every man be fully persuaded in his own mind as
to whether he shall go or not go. 'We can see no
wrong in visiting the Fair on any week day. We
do not believe any good can come from advising
Christian people to stay away altogether. The
churches ought not to take any such attitude. Let
them make their protest fairly and squarely against
Sunday opening, as they have done. But for them
now to propose a boycott would be unwise, unnec-
essary and illogical.

The Independent might have added,
illegal and unchristian to its list of adjec-
tives descriptive of the boycott. It is
unchristian, for it is in violation of the
Golden Rule; it is illegal, for it is conspir-
acy.

THE Battle Creek BSanitarium is the
pioneer in the health food business in this
country, and has established an enviable
reputation both for the excellency of its
foods and for promptness and fair dealing.
We have used these foods ourselves and
can testify to their excellent quality, For
particulars see our ad. page.

Judge,

“THE violation of Sunday by opening
the gates of the Fair is imaginary,” says
the Cincinnati Commercial Gazelte. Yes,
and so is the violation of Sunday by any-
thing else that it is proper to do on any
day. It is refreshing to know that
thfough the agitation of the Sunday-clos-
ing question the fact is becoming pretty
generally recognized that Sunday sacred-
ness is also purely imaginary.

For years Sunday laws were urged in
the interests of temperance. The Sentinel
said all the time that the real object was
not to promote temperance but to exalt
Sunday. Now the facts demonstrate the
truth of our contention. A year ago the
demand for Sunday closing was very gen-
erally coupled with a demand that no
liquors be sold on the grounds; now that
liquors are sold there, nothing is said of
boycotting the Fair for that reason but for
Sunday opening; and not only so, but the
Political Dissenter, a National Reform
paper published in Allegheny, Pa., in its
jssue of June 1, says:—

‘We admit that the use of the pressure of this
pledge to stay away from the Fair carries with it
an implied assurance that, if the Fair is closed on
the Sabbath, the Christian people of America will
support it by going to it. And much as we bave
been opposed to the liquor traffic of the Fair, and
earnestly as we have approved a pledge to remain
away on account of that feature of it, we are read
now, in view of the supreme importance whici
the Sabbath-closing question has assumed, to be
held to the implied promise of approval and sup-
port on which the management, in case the Fair ig
finally and permanently closed, will say they have
trusted in making the Exposition a Sabbath observ-
ing enterprise. They will naturally make their
argument and appeal to Christians in this way:
““In all this conflict before Congress and since, you
friends of the Sabbath have declared that you
would remain away from the Fair if the gates
were opened on the Lord’s day. We, together
with Congress itself, have understood you to mean
by this pledge that you would not stay away if the
gates were closed. Encouraged by your implied
promise of countenance and aid, Congress passed
its law, and the management is accordingly run-
ning the Fair with closed gates. And now we look
to you for your promised support.” There is logic
in this argument. Awnd the struggle has brought
out the full force of it. And if after such a con-
flict the gates are faithfully closed, we are con-
strained to say it is wise and right, in view of all
that has entered into the struggle, for Christians
to give the Fair their patronage and support.

This shows that Sunday and not tem-
perance is the object aimed at. Rvery-
thing is to be made subservient to this
one idea, the sacredness of the man-made
Sabbath, the Sunday of the Papacy, ¢ the
wild solar holiday of all pagan times.”

We take pleasure in calling the atten-
tion of our readers to the new Advertise-
ment of the Battle Creek Bakery on an-
other page of this paper. Nobody who
has ever used these health foods will will-
ingly do without them.
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