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Association, and editor of the Association’s organ, The
Arbitrator.  This fact is very suggestive.

The proceedings of the Convention will be watched with
much interest by many of the best friends of humanity in
every nation. A concerted movement of this kind seems to
us much more hopeful than any effort to bring about a treaty
of arbitration hetween two single nations, such as the pro-
posal for such a treaty between France and the United
States, which is just now attracting some attention. Such
an arrangement, made and carried out in mutual good faith,
might be a grand thing in itself, and would be a distinct
advance in the direction of a universal agreement. But then
the motives of the two nations would always be open to sus-
picion, and it is undeniable that the tendency of such a
treaty to lapse into an alliance would always be strong, and,
under certain circumstances easily imagined, might become
irresistible. Witness the fact that influential American news.
papers, among them some of a religious character, which
express themselves in favour of such a treaty with France,
are decidedly opposed to a similar one with Great Britain.

To be able to believe that the world is yearly drawing
nearer to the age of universal disarmament and internation-
al tribunals for the settlement of the international ditficulties
would be to be able to answer atfirmatively and confidently
the question, “Is the world growing better 1”7

E3 * ~

The Day ot Rest.

rFHE Seventh-Day Adventists are a small sect whose mem-

bers hold themselves bound to keep holy the Seventh
Day, our Saturday, according to the divine law which they
claim is still in force. These people have, of course, in a
free country, a perfect right to their own conscientious opin-
ions touching a question of Scripture interpretation. They
have also a perfect right to carry out those opinions by
observing the Seventh Day of the week, instead of the First,
as their Sabbath.
Province of English-speaking America has any one attemptod
or desired to interfere with the free promulgation and prac.
tice of these beliefs. But it appears that the Adventists, or
some of them, go a good deal further and claim that the
same command, “Six days shalt thou labour,” ete., which
forbids them to work on Saturday, commands them to do
s0 on every other day, and so, of course, on Sunday. In
several cases in some of the States, and now in one case at

‘We have not heard that in any State or

least i Ontario, these people have heen prosecuted and pun-
ished for persisting in working in the fields in open violation
of the Sunday laws of the State or Province.
cry against what is called ¢ Religious Persecution ” has been

Hence an out-

raised, and not only members of their own hody but repre-
sentatives of other religious denominations are denouncing
the enforcement of the Sunday laws against them, and sym-
pathizing with them as suffering persecution for conscience’
It may be easy to
demonstrate the folly of their assumption that in observing

sake. The case is somewhat perplexing,
Saturday as a day of rest they are keeping sacred the exact
twenty-four hours set apart hy the law of Moses, But that has
Tt is a matter for their
own judgments and consciences. The principle involved seems
to us to be just this. If and so far as work on Sunday is
forbidden and punished on religions grounds, the State is
interfering with men’s velations to God, which are matters
for their own consciences and (uite outside of and above the
sphere of human governments. But it will generally be con-
ceded, and is, we hold, scientifically demonstrable, that the
enforcement of a weekly day of rest is ubsolgt;e]y necessary
to the physical and moral well-being of the citizens of every
State. In order to the enjoyment of such vest by the whole

really nothing to do with the case.
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bserved by

people it is indispensable that the same day be obse o
all.  No one can doubt that Sunday is the day thh's\l_‘w
best the interests and convenience of an immense m“.]o"lr't
and is therefore indicated as the proper day to be seb &Pﬂus
by the State as the Day of Rest. Tt is, no doubt, & serio
inconvenience and loss to those who feel conscientiousy
bound to keep holy the Seventh Day, to be compelleu
abstain from work on the First Day also, but is it not &

. : e
they owe as good citizens to the community to submit t0 ¥I¥

sacrifice? The sole practical question, to our thlnkI?PIr’c:
whether it is practicable to make an exception in the en Ow A
ment of reasonable Rest-Day laws in favour of thqse o
may solemnly declare that they have conscientious objecty Ve
to abstaining from work on Sunday. If this can be dor}e}'l’bhe
do not say that it can-—without serious interference Wit hor
general enforcement of the Sunday laws in the case of }(;gurd
citizens, it might be well to make the exception—=ab
though the conscientious scruple may seem. to others.

But if, in order to meet these scruples on the p
few, the health and welfare of the whole people, or of
number of them, are to be made to suffer by _the wal
periodical day of rest, one can hardly a\fmd tl}e
whether it is not a questionable kind of religion which W
thus sacrifice the good of the many to the peculiar notior
the few.
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, , 1 My (anegie’s
Professor Clawrk Murray on Mr. Carnegl
“High Politics.”

rl‘HE Open Court of July 11th is almost entirely given :}:
to a Canadian view of that U.S. attitude t(;l\v?itﬂ'
Canada, which Mr. Carnegie and Senator Lodge autho
tively announced in Z%he Forum of last March. O 8
tlemen are shining lights of the Republican party ; ‘th its
that party will sway the next Congress and probably € 0 i
candidate on the Presidential throne at the next elect(llo,g s
is well for us to know the true mind of its leaders, 351) lt,he
well for the people of the United States to const b'lw or
real meaning and the probable outcome of its _pohc?’, r;(izt i
as a friendly neighbour is concerned. No one 1n CM’l‘ arate
better fitted to discuss such a subject, in wise and te’}‘ﬁlnt ¥
tashion, than Professor Murray, because he lfzns consl: -e"tl/
maintained his Free Trade position in a city like Montre

: £ s life-long
largely given over to Protection, hecause of his hf}fi]oso'
friendship for the United States, and because of his g frow

phie spirit and sympathy for modern as (ustlnglllst}}“;r side,
military civilization. His rejoinder gives ¢ the oti .

. . - o articles i
in a tone, too, in marked contrast to that of the ar fic onte

: - ) es
cussed. The only wonder is that his side was not plm be &
: 3 9 1O
to the world in Zhe Forum. A forum is suppose serident
place where both sides are heard ; and when two States

voices declare it to be the solemn duty of the United "
to aim at separating Canada from Britain and u.nnexllfea ol
to the States, and that the best means of effecting 5_31 . on®
is by a hostile tariff directed against Canada, Sm;e}stiof"
philosopher might be allowed to ask the pertinent 4 fessor
“(Can Canada be coerced into the Union?” 1f -Pr*epﬁe ,
Murray’s article was sent to 7%e Fornm, but not “‘“ ins
we have another indication of the ext!’ﬂ‘)’_'dmm(}jlanndu,
entertained in some influential quarters, ugmm?,' - which
simply because she desires to live her own life——ih_l’ll‘L:n the
twists the journalistic as well as the conunercid éo-inﬂ”y
political mind. Tf, however, the article was sent 07 liny f
to The Open Court, it can only be regretted that ]ll'll{ely t0
those who read Messrs. Carnegie and Lodge are n,o'f/ lFoi'um
read the rejoinder, and it may be hoped that The to give
will see the propriety of asking some qualified p.efs(flla(iex.s

the Canadian view of the subject, in justice to its U
well as to the grave practical issues involved. ofessOr

“Come now and let us reason together, ublic®

Murray calmly says to the two exponents of the Ripl R
policy. He asks them two questions: (1) whe anad®

present position of Canada justifies their fears th“‘tm .

may be called on, at the dictation of Britain, to 111:3 orcio?
upon the United States; (2) whether the policy 01 round.s'
by a hostile tariff which they advocate, on politic 5 gis
presents any reasonable probability of being succesSt ' ple

. ihee reads -
answers to hoth yuestions ought ‘to convince FO™ qon
me”

thos

people, and —though we know what happens to nable
O £4

vinced against their will ”—there are enough reas

Those 6%




