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SPEECH

MR. JOHN CHARLTON, M.P.

"HOUSE OF

COMMONS

MAY 2nd, 1894

LORDS DAY

OBSERVANCE

THE SABBATH FOR MAN—THE TOILE
TO SUNDAY REST

Mr. CHARLTON moved second reading of
Bill (No. 2) to secure the better observance
of the Lord’s Day, commonly called Sunday.
He said : I feel quite well aware than in
approaching the discussion of this question
I am not entering upon a subject likely
to be of very great interest to the House.
regret that this should be the ease, butf
think I may assume that it is. I have, how
ever, to ask that my fellow-members will
comsider this question without any part
bias whatever, because it is in no scase a
party question. 7Tt has nothing whateve "o do
with party politics, and should De coux 1
entirely uninfluenced by such conside
at all. T hope, also, that the cousidera
the question will be approached by bon,
bers without their being influenced by ,
sonal considerations—by what the mover
of the Bill may have said in the House
upon various public questions, which pos-
sibly may have created some little
feeling against himself in the contests
that have taken place hLere. 1 should
deprecate any such feeling existing towards
me of a character calculated to prejudice any
chance this Bill otherwise might have., I
remember, some years ago, when I was pro-
moting a Bill in this House, I approached
the gentleman who was then the first Can-
adian of his day, and the leader of
House, and I asked him to be so kind as
to allow no consideration connected with my
having been in opposition to him to influ-
ence his opinions or decision with regard to

{ hon.

this |

that Biil, and that hon. gentleman said to
me that he would be sorry to have me or
any other gentleman entertain so poor an
opinion of his disinterestedness and his char-
acter, as a man, to suppose that he would
allow the fact that the mover or promoter
of a Bill had been opposed to him politically,
to have any influence whatever with him.
I may say that the Bill succeeded. 'The
gentleman who le¢ the Government
never interposed an objection, prompted by
the consideration that I was a political op-
ponent, and through his kindness the Bill
received in this House consideration on its
merits. I ask the same treatment from
my ‘hon. friend opposite. I present this
Bill upon its merits. I ask that it may
be considered on its merits, and that my
own position in the House or in the publie
may not, in any sense or degree, prejudice
its chances of success.

Many attacks have been made, I am sorry
to say, im connection with the Bill, upon the
character of its promoter as a erank, a fana-
tie, a saintly man, a Puritan, a self-righteous
man, and so on. I am sorry to say that we
all deserve to confess our sins, and look to
a higher source for forgiveness. Our highest
aspirations often savour somewhat of earthly
things :

We hope, we resolve, we aspire, we pray,
And we think we mount the air on wings,
Beyond the recall of sensual things,

While our feet still cling to the heavy clay.
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I wish to claim, in connection with this l be a member of this House_ or a member of
matter, no merit further than that of seeking | any other body or not ; religion and morality,
to serve my fellow-countrymen and of being! nevertheless, Mr. Speaker, have very much
governed by what I believe to be good | to do with the interests of the state. George
intentions. I do not present the BIill | Washington, in his farewell address to the
because I think it reflects the opinions | American people, used this remarkable lan-

of one section more than another, but because
its provisions will benefit the whole country.
I believe it to be a public measure, con-
ceived in the highest interests of the people.
I believe that, if passed, it will reflect credit
on the House and be a blessing to the people.

This is not a popularity yielding measure |

certainly ; but it will be a beneficent mea-
sure, in my humble opinion, if it passes.

This Bill, Mr. Speaker, is based, of
course, upon religious cobnsiderations. The
sabbath was set apart in the first place to
commemorate the creation of the world ; it
was set apart by the Creator and hallowed
by him. The only institutions that were
transm‘tted to posterity from the possessions
of ma. s first estate of innocence were
the sabbath and marriage, and when
the time came to inaugurate a greater event
than the creation of the world, when the
time came to redeem man, the hallowed day
was changed from the seventh day of the
week to the first and re-established as a me-
morial of redemption. And thus it stands to-
day recognized by nearly all Christian

churches—recognized by the Catholic church, |

recognized by almost every Protestant church
—as the day set apart by Divinity to cele-
brate that great event, the greatest of all
events in human history.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I propose to present
this Bill not from the religious standpoint
except incidentally. I propose to presen:
this Bill and urge its claim upon the mem-
bers of this House from a civil standpoint. |
I propose to present it as a civil measure ;|
as a measure designed to secure for the |
people of this country their civil rights, and
their religious rights as well, under the law.
The aim of the Bill is not to prescribe reli-
gious observances ; it will not interfere with
the belief or religious observance of the Ma-
hommedan or the Jew, the Pagan or the infi-
del. It will prescribe to no man what his re-
ligious belief or his religious conduct or his
religious observances shall be. It is designed
to secure to all men certain civil rights ; it
is designed to secure to the labourer the
right of rest on the first day of the week ;
it is designed to secure the right to the
Christian labourer to enjoy religious observ-
ances or ordinances upon the first day
of the week—and, unfortunately in many
cases, unless the law steps in and protects
him in that right, it is impossible for him
to exercise it. The foundation for action in
this Bill is, first, that the Bill is in the in-
terest of human liberty, and send, that it
is in harmony with divine law.

Now, while we may not be callel upon
to legislate with regard to religion and
morality, while we may not make a man’s
religion or a man’s standard in morals some-
thing that will determine whether he shall

| guage :

| Of all the dispositions and habits that lead to
political prosperity, religion and morality are indis-
pensable supports. In vain would that man claim
| the tribute of patriotism who would labcur to sub-

| vert these great pillars of human happiness.

Now, the state, while it is not called upon
to dictate what a man’s religion shall be
or what a man’s religious observances shall
be, ought not to sanction that which pro-
motes irreligion and vice. No Christian state
| would be justified in doing that. The state
[ is nov justified in sanctioning and promoting
| obscene plays, the introduction of obscene
| literature, gambling or vice of any kind. It
| is the proper function of the state to pro-
| hibit all those usages and practices ; it is the
| proper function of the state to refrain from
| that which promotes irreligion and vice;
{and no civilized state, whether there be
| there a connection between church and state
or not, would be performing its duty if it
| permitted any usage which promoted ir-
| religion or which created or increased vice.
All human iaw rests upon the Decalogue :
| Thou shalt not Kkill ; thou shalt not steal ;
| thou shalt not bear false witness against
| thy neighbour ; thou shall not commit adul-
| tery—these a.e the foundations of civil law.
| And the Decaldgue, Mr. Speaker, is not of
I parital obligation—it is a symmetrical whole ;
;and the state cannot observe part of the
| Decalogue and disregard partof the Decalo-
gue. If it gives heed to the sixth or the
seventh or the eighth commandment, it must
give heed also to the fourth, which is part
|of the symmetrical whole. Now, although
there is no union of church and state in this
country, there is, nevertheless, some inti-
mate connection between the ecivil institu-
tiors of the country and religious obligations.
No state can be entirely divorced in its
laws and usages and constitutions from this
obligation. St. Paul said with regard to the
empire of Rome, *There is no power but
of God; the powers that be are ordained
of God.” “By me kings reign and princes
decree justice,” said Solomon, in referring
to Jehovah. Men cannot sever the con-
qection that exists between religious ob-
ligation and civil institutions, whether
there is a wunion of church and state
or mnot. Christianity has stamped its
distinctive features upon the civilization of
this century, upon its political institutions,
upon its social institutions, upon its religious
institutions—the teaching of the great pro-
phet of Nazareth leavens all phases and all
functions of society; and the contrast that ex-

ists between the civilization of the nine-
teenth century and the civilization of Rome
under Nero and Caligula is entirely due to the
operation and influence and the formative
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power of Christianity brought to bear upon
the society of our age. So, Sir, we are
bound, in the consideration of this question,
to give the requirements of the higher the di-
vine law due consideration. We are bound
to permit these requirements to have their
duc weight and to determine what bearing
they have upon our civilization and to what
extent we are meeting these requirements.
As I have said, the state cannot dic-
tate the creed, the mode of worship or the
religious observances of the people. But just
as truly the state should not promote in-|
fidelity, the state should not dishonour God’s |
law. It is just as absolutely debarred if
governed by correct principles from doing
the one thing as it is from doing thc¢ other,
if it properly discharges its duty. The state
should protect the rights of conscience. The
state should protect every citizen within its
bounds in the exercise of religious liberty ;
and I hold that the state may properly pro-
vide such laws as public necessity and the
public good require.

I lay this foundation, because every princi-
ple in this Bill is involved in it. I proceed next
to the consideration of the question, Have we
any precedents for the legislation that is pro- |
posed in this Bill ? Is this some new scheme
hitherto untried ? Is it a new theory that
is propounded here for the first time ? 1Is
there any precedent for the action proposed
in this Bill ? I answer, Yes, not oriy one
precedent, but multitudes of precedents. A
law of this kind was first put upon the
Statute-book in England in the reign of
Edgar, in the year 958. Between that year
and 1854, there were thirty laws placed upon
the Statute-book of Great Britain with re-
gard to sabbath observance, more or less
stringent in their character, but all conced-
ing the principle that the state could pro-
perly legislate with regard to Lord’s Day
observance. Shortly before Queen Victoria's
inauguration, a Royal Commission was ap-
pointed to examine into the question of
Sunday observance in England, to traverse
the whole field of investigation, and report
as tc the character of such laws, to re-
port as to the character of Sunday observ-
ance, to report as to whether additional
legislation was necessary, to report whether
legislation of this kind was justifiable. This
commission was struck in the year 1832 ;
it was a special commission, consisting of
twenty-nine members, among whom were
Sir Andrew Agnew, Sir Robert Peel,
Sir Robert Inglis, Lord Viscount Mor-
peth, Lord Viscount Sandon and Sir
Thomas Baring. Many celebrated men were
members of this commission. The evi-
dence taken before this commission fills
some 200 pages. They proceeded to
summon witnesses, medical men, em-
ployers of labour, manufacturers, mer-
chants, all classes of business men in Eng-
Jand. They made an exhaustive examina-
tion of all the questions bearing on this
matter, and I shall make two or three ex-

tracts as indicating the character of their
report. In their report, paragraph 23, the
following language occurs :—

In recommending a general revision and amend-
ment of the laws for the observance of the sabbath
it should be observed that Sunday labour is gener-
ally looked upon us a degradation, and it appears
in evidence that in each trade, in proportion to its
disregard for the Lord’s Day, is the immorality of
those engaged in it.

Now, that statement, if you will pause a
moment to consider it, is pregnant with sug-
gestive truths—that labour done on that day
is looked upon as a degradation, and that

| Sunday labour promotes immorality ; para-

graph 24 declares :

The workmen are aware, and the masters in many

trades admit the fact, that were Sunday labour to
cease, it would occasion no diminution of the
weekly wages.
I shall read one more extract from the re-
port of the commission, and one extract
from the evidence given before that com-
mission. At paragraph 29 of the report, I
read :

The express commandment of the Almighty
affords the plain and undoubted rule for man’s
obedience in this as in all other things; and the
only question therefore, is, in what particular cases
should the sanctions and penalties of human laws
be added to further and enforce this obedience to
the divine commandment; a question which
should be approached with much seriousness of
mind, when the obligations of legislators to pro-
mote, by all suitable means, the glory of God, and
the happiness of those committed to their charge,
is duly weighed.

These extracts correctly indicate the char-
acter of the report made upon this question
by this commission in the year 1832 ; and I
would just produce one item of evidence
given before the commission by John Richard
Farre, M.D. :

The researches in physiology by the analogy of
the working of Providence in nature, will establish
the truth of revelatior, and consequently show
that the divine commandment is not to be con-
sidered as an arbitrary enactment, but as an
appointment necessary to man. This is the posi-
tion in which I would place it, as contradistin-
guished from precept and legislation; I would
point out the sabbatical rest as necessary to man,
and that the great enemies of the sabbath, and
consequently the enemies of man, are all laborious
exercises of the body or mind and dissipation,
which force the circulation on that day in which it
should repose ; whilst relaxation from the ordinary
cares of life, the enjoyment of this repose in the
bosom of one’s family, with the religious studies
and duties which the day enjoins, not one of
which, if rightly exercised, tends to abridge life,
constitute the beneficial and appropriate service of
the day. The student of nature, in becoming the
student of Christ, will find in the principles of
this doctrine and law, and in the practical appli-
cation of them, the only and perfect science which

Jeli

proloags the present, and perfects the future life.




So much for the repoert of this commission,
and the charvacter of the evidence given be
fore them, which led to their recommenda
tion that the Sunday observance laws of
England should be made more stringent.

If we turn from Great Britain to the
varicus colonies, we will find that scarcely
one English colony is without some kind of
an enactment with regard to the lord's
Day observance.. I believe there are only
two of the forty-four American states thai
have not upon their Statute-books laws of
a similar character. Precedents are abund-
ant, and I think, Mr. Speaker, we may fairly
come to the conclusion that the laws were
warranted by divine authority and by hu-
man need. If human need had not requireA
the placing of such laws upon the Statut-
book, surely we would not find thirty sta
tutes in Great Britain, we would not have
over forty American states with laws of
that kind, we would not have every English
colony, with perhaps one or two exceptions,
with laws of that kind ; and the univer-
sality of those laws, and the length of time
during which they have been in force, and
the result of those laws in all these cases.
render the conclusion inevitable that the
laws were warraated and that they were
justified by experience.

If we look at the character and progress
of states and nations that have enacted and
lived under these laws, one of the most
powerful arguments bearing upon their pro-
priety and necessity, is furnished. Take the
Anglo-Saxon race itself, a sabbath observing
race from the commencement, with 6,000,000
people in 1700, with twenty and a half mil-
lions in 1800 ; the English language the fifth
among the languages of Europe in the year
1800,spoken in that year by twenty and a half
millions of people, spoken to-day by one hun-
dred and fifteen millions ; risen from the rank
of the fifth language in Europe in 1800 to the
first language in Europe in 1890 : spoken
by sixty millions more people than the

French language; spoken by thirty-six |

millions more people than the German lan-
guage. Surely there is some cause for
the wonderful progress of this race. Its
institutions must have been of a good
character, its laws must have been well
adapted to secure national growth and
prosperity. In my belief nothing marks the

contrast between Angio-Saxon states and |

continental states more pointedly than the
laws of the Amnglo-Saxon states with rela-
tion to sabbath observance, to obedience to
divine law, and to rendering obedience and
homage to the will of Him who rules nations,
by whose edict nations prosper or nations
are brought low.

The Scotch people are prominent above all
other people for their observance of the Lord’s
Day. I do not suppose that there is a race on
the face of the earth whose progress has been
more remarkable, whose influence is more
widely extended, that has made a better
figure in science and literature and material

advancement than the Scotch people, who
inhabit a little country, with a limited popu-
lation, but the leaven of whose influence has
reached the ends of the earth; it is felt in
this Dominion, in the United States, in
every British colony, and in proportion to
their number their influence is vastly greater
than the influence of any other race on the
face of this globe. It is not because of the
superiority of the race or of any natural
advantage, but it is in consequence of the
stability of character, firmness and persist-
ency in adbering to their rules in regard
to religious matters and sabbath observance,
a characteristic which they have displayed
during the last two ¥ 1red or three hun-
dred years. We »p safely follow those
precedents and &xs s because the whole
course of experier with respect to them
points in one d .on and in one direction
only, and prov. :hat this experiment has
been pre-eminently a success.

I shall proceed in a few moments to the
citation of authorities on this question, which
[ trust will have some weight and influence
with almost all members of this House, and
especially with those hon. members who
come from the province of Quebec. Before
doing so, however, I may be permitted to
say, or rather it may be necessary to say
a few words with respect to the change
of the Sabbath from the seventh day
of the week to the first day of the
week. I judge this is necessary from
the fact that last year one of the
leading newspapers of this city contained
an editorial, in which it combatted the posi-
tion that the law with respect to sabbath
res’. had any application now, or if it had
any application it referred to Saturday and
not to the first day of the week, and an
| hon. friend, who sits behind me, took the
same ground, that we were arguing for the
enactment of a law requiring the observ-
ance of a day for the observance of which
tl}ere Wwas no sanction or requirement in the
divine law. T do not think it is necessary
to enter into an extended disquisition on this
| boint.  Suffice it to say that the Catholic
| Church has accepted the first day of the
week as the Lord’s Day, and the Protestants
| have accepted it, with one or two trifling
exceptions, and the change of the day is held
to rest upon the example of the early Apos-
tolic Church. Recently a manual of worship
of the early Christian Church was found in
one of the Greek convents of Constan-
tinople. That manual gave the order
of worship among the early Christians
and dealt with all the religious observ-
ances, and it required explicit observ-
ance of what is termed the Lord’s Day of
the Lord as a day of rest and religious ob-
Servance, when the people should be gather-
ed together for the purpose of b

early Christian Church adopted that day,
and if we refer to the further fact that
the institutions of the Christian Church were

bread. If we establish the fact that the *
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fixed, not by chance, but by the direction
of the Third Person in the Godhead, the
Holy Spirit (the apostles were commanded
to tarry at Jerusalem for that spirit till it
came, and it was poured out upon them
at Pentecost), if we consider that influence
directed the apostles in laying the founda-
tion of Christian institutions, we have the
fact that the selection of the first day of
the week was by virtue of the influence
and direction of the Holy Spirit, and that
the Catholic Church and all other churches
that recognize that day are following the
example of the Apostolic Church, and that
the Apestolic Church was governed in its
decision by the influence of that power that
our Saviour promised to send tc direct them
and instruet them and bring to mind and
remembrance all things he had said unto
them. Let these remarks suffice for this
branch of the question.

With respect to the propriety of the choice
of this day from a civil standpoint, of course
for obvious reasons it is necessary to have a
uniform day. One body might observe Satur-
day, another Friday and another the first day
of the week, and the result would be great
confusion in civil employment. The lawyer at
the bar might observe one day and the judge
on the bench another ; the clerk in the store
might observe one day and the customer
another ; the locomotive engineer might wish
to lay off on Saturday and the fireman on
Sunday, and this would produce great con-
fusion. So the necessity of enacting one
day as the legal day of rest and thus fol-
lowing the example of the Christian Church,
is apparent, and that should be the day of
the week as laid down by the Christian
Church.

1 wish, having shown that there are many
precedents for a law of this kind—precedents
in British legislation, precedents in colonial
legislation, precedents in American legisla-
tion, and I will show later that there have
been precedents in recent days in Euro-
pean legislation—to refer to some of the
authorities for the cbservance of this day,
and I take into account the fact that I have
many friends in the province of Quebec
who are somewhat sceptical as to the pro-
priety of legislating for the observance of
this day, not that they do not recognize the
day, not that their church does not recognize
the day, but they have some doubt as to the
propriety of this House of Commons interfer-
ing in this matter. I desire to refer to cer-
tain Catholic authorities for the purpose not
only ol strengthening my position, but of in-
fluencing the convictions of my fellow mem-
bers who are Catholics. I take the liberty
of reading what the Holy Father Pope Leo
XIII. said about this matter of Sunday ob-
servance in one or Lis deliverances to the
church of which he is the head. His Holi-
ness said :

The observance of the sacred day which was
willed expressly by God from the first origin of
man, is imperatively demanded by the absolute

and essential dependence of the creature upon the
Creator. And this law, mark it well, my beloved,
which at one and the same time so admirably pro-
vides for the honour of God, the spiritual needs
and dignity of the man, and the temporal well-being
of human life. This law, we say, touches not only
individuals, but also people and nations, which
owe to Divine Providence the enjoyment of every
benefit and advantage which is derived from civil
society. \nd it is precisely to this fatal tendency,
which to-day prevails to desire to lead mankind
far away from God, and to order the affairs of
kingdoms and nations as if God did not exist, that
to-day is to be attributed this contempt and
neglect of the day of the Lord. They say, it is
true that they intend in this way to promote in-
dustry more actively, and to procure for the peo-
ple an increase of nrosperity and riches. Foolish
and lying words ! They mean, on the contrary, to
take away from the people the comforts, the con-
solations and the benefits of ,religion ; they wish
to weaken in them the sentiment of faith and love
for heavenly blessings ; and they invoke upon the
nations the most tremendous scourges of God, the
just avenger of His outraged honour.

These are the words of the head of the
Catholic Church. These are weighty words,
these are words of wisdom, these are words
that every man, whether Catholic or Pio-
testant, in this Dominion may well heed,
these are words directly warranting the ac-
tion proposed on this occasion, to ask by
legislative enactment to some extent the
honouring of this day for which His Holi-
ness speaks. I have here expressions on
the same line from His Eminence Cardinal
Taschereau, from His Grace Archbishop
Fabre, from His Eminence Cardinal Mec-
Closkey, from Cardinal Gibbons, from Arch-
bishop Ireland, from Archbishop Riordan,
from Archbishop Goss, from Bishop Keene,
of Richmond, Va., from the Bishop of
Buffalo. All these Catholic prelates take
exactly the same position (some of them in
a more pronounced way) that is taken by
the head of their church. As to the Pro-
| testant clergy, it is unnecessary to quote
from them ; it is only necessary to say that
all are in favour of legislation that will
secure a better observance of this day for
the public benefit and for the civil govern-
| ment of man. As for jurists, I might quote
| the language of Lord Mansfield, the language
| of Sir Matthew Hale, the language of Black-
| stone, the language of Justice Wield, the
| language of Judge Thurman, and I will
; quote an extract from Judge Kelly of Minne-
I apolis, which is so pertinent to the case
land is so recent that I will place it upon
record now. Judge Kelly says :

The Puritan taught and enforced a sirict, very
strict observance of the sabbath-day. And he
made that day the corner-stone of his political
fabric. . I am aot a Puritan, nor a descendant of
the Puritan. I am a Southern Lorn and Southern
reared. By blood, I am Irish, and by faith, Catho-
lic. All the traditions of my life have been adverse
to the Puritan and his teaching. But for all that,
T thank God that the Pilgrim Fathers left Leyden




and landed at Plymouth, and that the impress of
their presence and labours here have been left in
the character of every American state. If, per-
haps, they were in their ideas about the sabbath
too severe, that very fact has made the impress
more lasting.

This is the language of a judge in one of
the western states, and an Irish Catholic. |
Then' with regard to statesmen, I mizh¢|
quote the words of Disraeli, the words cf |
Gladstone, the words of Argyle, the wordy |
of Bright, the words of Shaftesbury, lth'
words of Washington, the words of Lincoln, |
of Garfield, of Harrison, of our own states-
men of Ontarioc. Mowat—I am afraid I could |
not quote the words of some gentlemen who !
are interrupting me on the other side of the |
House. As to labour organizations, I might}
quote the words of Henry George, of T. V.|
Powderly, of P. M, Arthur, of the American |
Federation of Labour. There is not a labour |
organization, I believe, upon this continent |
that has not placed upon record its desire |
for Sunday rest through resolutions passed by |
the order, and through the language of its/|
recognized head. As to religious organizations
I will quote from one only ; I will quote the |
following from the circular of the Third
Catholic Plenary Council, assembled at Balti-
more :

And the consequences of this desecration are as
manifest as the desecration itself. The Lord’s
Day is the poor man’s day of rest; it has been
taken from him,—and the labouring classes are a
seething volcano of social discontent. The Lord’s
Day is the home day, drawing closer the sweet |
domestic ties, by giving the toiler a day with wife
and children ; but it has been turned into a day of
labour,—and home tiesare fast losing theirsweetness
and their hold. The Lord’s Day is the church day,
strengthening and consecrating the bond of bro-
therhood among all men, by their kneeling together |
around the altars of the one Father in heaven ; but |
men are drawn away from this blessed communion ‘
of saints,—and as a natural consequence they are |
lured into the counterfeit communion of socialism,
and other wild and destructive systems. The Lord’s |
Day is God’s day, rendering ever nearer and more
intimate the union between the creature and his |
Creator, and thus ennobling human life in all its |
relations ; and where this bond is weakened, an |
effort is made to cut man loose from God entirely, |
and to leave him, according to the expression of St. |
Paul, ““ without God in this world.” (Eph. ii. 12.) |
The profanation of the Lord’s Day, whatever be its |
pretext, is a defrauding both of God and his crea- |
tures, and retribution is not slow.

The case could not have been put in better
form than in this circular of the third Catho-
lic Plenary Council of Baltimore. Now, Mr.
Speaker, there has been manifested a grow-
ing discontent among the labourers of Europe
and the labourers of America because of the
exactions of capital, and because of the gra-
dual lcss of their privileges as regards the
day of rest. These labourers have felt in-
stinctively that the demands of corporations
and employers that compel them to labour

seven days out of seven, was trampling upon
their just rights. Whether they had religious
scruples or not, whether they believed in
God or not, whether they believed that the
Lord’s Day was of divine origin or not;
these men have instinctively felt that as a
civil right they were entitled to one day’s
rest out of the seven ; and this agitation has
begun to produce fruit. There was formed
in Geneva in 1861, the Sabbath Observance
Federation. The operations of this federation
at first attracted little attention and produced
little resiits, but at the time of the holding
of the World’s Fair at Paris in 1889, atten-
tion seems to have been called to this ques-
tion by the example of the United States and
of Great Britain with regard to their ex-
hibits. These exhibits at the Paris exhibi-
tion, as well as the exhibits of all the British
colonies, were closed on Sunday, and this
was an object lesson which seems to have
produced a powerful effect on public senti-
ment in Paris, to the extent, at least, of
drawing attention to this question. In con-
nection with this fair, an International Con-
gress of Weekly Rest was held at Paris
under the authorization of the French Gov-
ernment from 24th September to 27th Sep-
tember, 1889. This national congress made
recommendations with regard to Sunday rest

| by passing resolutions advising legislation

with reference to this matter, and recom-
mending the securing of Sunday rest to the
labourer, by legislative enactment. This in-
ternational congress was followed by the
Internationl Labour Congress which was
convened by Emperor William II, of Ger-
wany, at Berlin, in March, 1800, less than a

| vear after the congress at Paris. The In-

ternational Labour Congress which sat from
15th March to 30th March, also passed reso-
lutions in favour of Sunday rest. Here then
we have the resolutions of the International
Congress of Weekly Rest at Paris in 1889,

| the resolution of the International Labour

Congress, convened by the Emperor of Ger-
many, at Berlin, 1890 ; and following these
recommendations came fruits.

Germany passed a law in 1891, and again
in July, 1892, and in that law, the prosecut-
ing of certain employments was prohibited
on the Lord’s Day, and clerks in all callings
were only employed five hours on the Lord’s
Day, while work in mines, manufactories,
workshops, tile shops, dockyards, and build-
ing yards was prohibited. Austria passed
|laws of a similar character in 1884 and in
| 1885. Hungary passed a law of a similar
| character in 1891, and the association of
| newspaper editors and printers has main-
| tained a severe struggle to bring to an end
i the printing of newspapers on Sunday, with
| good prospect of success. Belgium passed a
law in 1885, and the law was further amend-
ed in 1889. By this law letter delivery

was curtailed more than one-half ; fifteen
hundred freight trains were discontinued on
Sunday, the freight depots were closed, post-
men are free every Sunday, and the service

—
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performed by special persons, and various

in Germany, Austria, Hungary, Belgium,

other provisions were made for securing Sun-| Denmark, Spain, France, Holland, Rus-

day rest for employees, and so the principle
of recognizing man’s right to Sunday rest
was recognized in Belgium. Denmark passed
a law in 1891 which released 100,000 Sunday
slaves from their labour on that day. Spain,
the last country we would almost dream of
in connection with Sunday rest-reform pass-
ed a law in February, 1892, and under the
provisions of that law, Sunday rest was
made obligatory in every government estab-
lishment in Spain, and Sunday labour in all
factories was prohibited for persons uuder
eighteen years of age. France passed
a law on the 16th of February, 1892,
and again on the 2nd of November,
1892, and by these laws contractor8 were pro-
hibited from compelling labour upon Sun-
day, women and children were secured their
Sunday’s rest, und this provision of the law,
curiously enough,—I wish to call the atten-
tion of my hrn. friends to this fact—
guaranteed women and children one
day’s rest a week—not the sabbath
nor the Lord’s Day, but simply one
day’s rest a week. The legislators did not
dare to use the expression Sunday rest, as
they were afraid to seem to make conces-
sions to the Catholic party, who were de-
manding this legislation, but they gave a
law guaranteeing one day’s rest a week ; and
this indicates pretty clearly what the Catho-
lic sentiment of France is with regard to the
mattor. The fact being that the Catholics
have become ardent friends of the labour
Sunday rest movement. Through the in-
fluence of this movement the government
has closed its freight depots on the railways
after 10 a.m. Sunday, postal deliverers have
been reduced one-half. Sunday fairs in
many instances have been deferred till Mon-
day, and in the French army Sunday is kejt
strictly as a day of rest. Holland passed a
law in 1889 dealing with the Sunday rest
question. Sunday work for women and
children in factories is forbidden. A Ilarge
proportion of Sunday freight trains have
been discontinued. Postmen and telegraph
employees are free on Sunday. Railway em-
ployees have more or less Sunday rest. Elec-
tions have been discontinued on Sunday. The
civic guard does not drill that day, and no
Sunday papers are issued. Italy is movingin
the direction of a Sunday law, under the ad-
vice of the Pope, and the influence of the
Congress of Workingmen’s Societies, and
other leagues and organizations. A law is in
course of preparation in Russia itself for
securing a cessation of labour on the Lord's
Day. Norway has a law in the same direc-
tion. Sweden has a similar law. In Switz-
erland almost every canton has a Lord’s
Day law and prohibition of Sunday news-
papers. Now, here are the fruits of th's
agitation in these continental countries
where a few years ago there —-as scarcely a
whisper of legislation with regard to Sun-

sia, Norway, Sweden and Switzerland ;
and surely Canada ¢  never claim to be the
moral leaders of is continent or a
moral leader in any sense, if we lag
behind in this matter, and refuse to
place a law of the same character
upor our Statute-book. This movement for
sabbath reform is a movement, I repeat,
specially in the interest of labour, and it is
an interest in regard to which labour is
beginning to awake. The labourers of all
countries are realizing that they are being
made slaves to the exactions of corporations
and capitalists, and that unless the legit-
latures step in ana secure to them the rights
they desire to maintain, they will continue
to be slaves to Sunday labour.

Last fall there was held at Chicago the
most remarkable of all the Sunday rest
conventions or congress as yet held in the
world—the Inter national Congress on Sunday
Rest, which met on the 27th of September,
and remained in session three days. This
congress was attended by leading statesmen,
public men, journalists, jurists—

An hon. MEMBER. And priests.

Mr. CHARLTON. Yes; priest and preachers:
and Archbishop Ireland was one of the most
active among them. Leading men were there
from all sections of the civilized globe, and
the expression of opinion with regard to this
matter was of the most unmistakable char-
acter. The arguments placed before the
public through the medium of that Inter-
national Sunday Rest Congress are unan-
swerable, and to my mind among the best
papers presented to that congress were those
of Cardinal Gibbons and Archbishop Ireland.
That international congress has given to this
‘movement in the United States an impetus
that will be sure to tell in the mear future.

It is conceded on all hands that the
rights of labour cannot be secured without the
intervention of law ; it is conceded that the
law must step in, or the labourer is power-
less ; it has been shown that the advocacy
of Sunday labour comes not from the men
who perform the labour, but from the men
who pocket the dividends, and who profit
by trampling on the rights of the individual.
It has been shown furthermore that the
labourer is not a free agent in ‘this matter.
He reaches home Saturday night too tired
to continue to work, and too poor to quit;
and he is compelled to work. With him it is
not a free choice, but a choice between
breaking his conscientious scruples and star-
vation for himself and his family ; and un-
less the law protects him in the right he
desires tc enjoy, he is powerless and at the
mercy of those corporations who wish to coin
money out of his life-blood, his sufferings
and his loss, and by the deprivation of him-
self and his family of every religious privi-
lege and every natural right.

Now, Sir, we have in all parts of
the world at the present time Ilabour

day observance. We have now such laws
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troubles and wunrest; we have to-day |
200,000 miners on strike in the United |
States ; we have an army of disaffected men
marching on to Washington ; we have bomb
throwing in almost every capital of Europe ;
we have society trembling on the verge of
greatt social upheavals; and we are all
standing in dread of the changes that may
speedily come. Wnat is the matter ? Has
all this trouble and unrest come because we
have been dealing with the disaffected classes |
on the basis of Christian privileges and Chris-
tian usage ? 1Is it because we have paid heed
to the injunctions of the Teacher of Naza-
reth, and have found that these injunctions
have proved insufficient ? No, Sir ; it is be-
cause we have disregarded those injunctions;
it is because modern society disregards the
principles of Christianity and the commands
of its Founder ; and the remedy for all these
difficulties lies in the application of Christian
principles, which will make better masters
and better men. Unless these principles are
opplied, these social upheavals will continue;
ard the first step to take in applying them
is to recognize God’s law, that the sabbath-
day is to be remembered and kept holy, and
the labourer is to be secured in the posses-
sion of his right to enjoy that day as a day
of rest.

Now, Mr. Speaker, T come to the point
where I propose to inquire, do these Sun-
day laws that are proposed violate any of
the true principles of human liberty ? Tt
is claimed that they do. It is claimed that
it is an unjust interference with a man's
natural right to say that he shall not be
permitted to labour, that he shall not be
permitted to employ labour, that he shall
not be permitted to do just as he pleases
with regard to such things. If a Sunday
observance law is an infringement of any
just and true principle of human liberty,
then, of course, we cannot pass that law -
and the question is, is it ? With regard to
this matter I wish to refer to just thiee au-
thorities ; though T might refer to hundrods.
I wish first to refer to Blackstone, who we
all know is a very eminent English jurist,
whose opinion on a legal or any other ques-
tion should command respect. With regard
to the Sunday rest he says :

It is of admirable service to a state, considered

merely as a civil inssitution.
Mr. Justice Field, of the United States Su-
preme Court, one of the foremost jurists of
this continent, in giving a decision in Cali-
fornia some years ago, when he was chief
Justice of that state, said :

The legislature had the right to make laws for
the prescervation of health and the promotion of
good morals, and so to require periodical cessation
from labour, if of opivion thatit would tend to both.
Archbishop Ireland said in my hearing last
September, at Chicago, wich reference ‘to
this matter : i

I know well we cannot”ask the interference of the |
civil law for mere religion's sake. This cousidera- |

tion is often urged against enactments of Sunday
laws. But Sunday is more than a religious day.
Sunday is the safety of society, the safety of the
nation. Sunday is the inheritance of those whe
are disinherited from the wealth of the world.
Sunday is the day needed by the masses of our
people. On this ground I appeal to our lawmakers
to aid us in preserving us it from desecration.

Noble words these, carrying cc - iction to
every man who is open to coprviction—words
pronounced by one of the highest ecclesi-
astical authorities on this continent, and
one of the foremost and purest mea in the
world. We have, in these declarations by
jurists and ecclesiastics, the foundation laid
for the vindication and proof of the assertion
that Sunday laws do not violate the prin-
ciples of human liberty. In conclusion, in
urging this branch of the subject, T may
say that it is proper for this Legislature, or
for any Legislature, to uupose any degree of
restraint necessary for the general welfare.
All laws impose restraints. TLaws against
theft impose restraint; laws against murder
impose restraint; laws against any crime
impose restraint, Any restraint it iS neces-
sary to impose for the purpose of securing
the public weal is a restraint which the law-
maker has a right to impose, and if it can
he shown that this restraint with regard to
Sabbath observance is a salutary one, cal-
culated to benefit society, this Legislature
has the right to impose it.

[ propose to inquire briefly into the ques-
fion : In what respect does a Sunday rest law
promote the public interest? And in what re-
spect is it necessary in the public interest? I
answer that it is necessary in many respects.
It is necessary, first, as a sanitary regulation.
We have the power to make quarantine re-
zulations.  We appoint health officers who
impose restraints, who interfere with in-
dividual liberties. and they have the right
(0 do so in the public interest. We have
the right, as a sanitary regulation, to abate
4 nuisance of any kind, detrimental and
wejudicial to health. We have the right
to regulate the hours of labour. We can
pass a 10 or an 8 or a 12-hour law ; we
an regulate the hours of labour upon the
crounds of a sanitary regulation. We can
inspect foed ; we can pronibit the use of
certain articies of food. We can exercise
the most arbitrary powers in connection
with food inspection, as a sanitary regula-
tion.  'We can order the desiruction of in-
fected clothing and diseased ecaitle. We
can do anyihing that the publie oood and
safety require.  And I say that the Sabbath
obseryance ww, as a sanitary regulation, is
in the pablie torest, With regard to
its bearing on the question, as a saniiary
regulation, iot us see what the outcome of
the deliberations of the Royal Commission,
appointed in 1832, was:

This commission took ihe testimony of medical
men as to the utility of Suaday vest in repairing
the waste of physical energy. ‘i'he impression
produced by this testimony was protunnd, Al

ey
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concurred in the opinion, fortified by experiment

and experience, that the respite from toil one day

. in every seven was essential to man and beast as a

condition of the higuest development. Other in-
uiries as to economics and the interests of manu-
acturers, operatives and of the people in general,
led to the same conclusions. And for sixty years
the laws unchanged, have continued to bless a
great pegple.
So I come to the conclusion that this law, as
a sanitary regulation, is justified upon the
ground of public necessity.

In the next place, I come to the conclusion |
that this Sunday observance law does not vio- |

late the principles of human liberty, but, on

the contrary, is necessary in the public inter- |

est, because it has a tendency to promote

good morals and social, purity. Now, what |

rests upon the morals of the individual ? If

there be no private virtue, how can you |

expect public virtue ? If there be no publie
virtue how can you expect stability in our
institutions ? Is the state not interested in
securing a condition of things that will pro-
mote private virtue ?
mit the unrestrained introduction of ob-
scene literature ? Will it permit the placing
before the public of obscene plays? Do we
establish reformatories and houses of cor-
rection ? What is our justification for our
expenditure on these ? Jt is our wish fo
promote public virtue. We wish to re-
claim those who have fallen; we wish to
promote the interests of the state, because
there can be no public virtue without private
virtue, no stability of human institutions
without private virtue, and consequently a
law which above ai. others will nromote
good morals and social purity is a law
which should pass. Permit me in this
connection to make two guotations from
papers contained in the compilation of pro-
ceedings o©f the International Sunday Rest
Congress at Chicago. ‘ The Sunday Prob-
lem ; its Present Day Aspects.” Pre
vention is always bet'er than cure. A
policy that will promote soecial virtue and
purity is a policy of prevention, the pre-
vention cof eviis that result from vicious

Will the state per-|

more fo the peace and good order of nations than
could be accomplished by standing armies and the
best organized police force. The officers of the
law are a terror, indeed, to evil-doers, whom they
arrest for overt acts; while the ministers of reli-
gion, by the lessons they inculcate, prevent crime by
appealing to the conscience, and promote peace in
the kingdom of the soul.

A third reason for the enactment of suc
a law is that it gives higher education, and
in that sense supplements the efforts made
in our public s¢hools. The public take an
interest in educational matters. - It is felt
to be a part of the duty of the Legislature
of a state to see that the children under
its care do not grow up in ignor-
ance, and provisions are made for
their education. These provisions are,
in the main, for secular education.
Now, a man may be a very highly educated
man, and his education may only increase
his powers for evil. The Sunday observ-
ance law steps in and offers to supply the
deficiency of secular education by giving to
the child the, opportunity for that higher

| education which is given in the church and
| in the Sunday-school, and by the religions
| instruction, which will not be given if the
| Lord’s Day is not observed, and will nat he

given thoroughly unless the state throws its
influence on the side of right and upon the
side of the observance of the Lord’s Day.
Now, intelligence is a good thing, and the
fear of God is just as good a ikiug, and if

| the public school gives education in the

line of intelligence and the higher education
of which I speak is given in the church and
Sunday-school the state is deiny iis full duty,
and only its full duty, if it permits this
higher education to suppiement the eduea-
tion given in the common schools.

In the fourth place an additional reason for
enacting such a law as vhis is the fact that
the law is calculated to secure the rights of
conscience and religious liberty. Now, we
proress in this country to have religious

| liberty ; we profess to regard the rights of

courses. And in connection with this]|
matter, one of the most emiunent doctors of |

law, Dr. Butler, in his address at Chicago,
said :

The practical solution of these questions has been
reache(r by dealing with the Day of Rest as au ac
cepted and essential part of the established crde.
of Christian civilization, demanded by the physical,
moral, and social needs of mien, and requivinz the
exercise of the power of the state to prolect its
citizens in its enjoyment, and to compel its observ-
ance so far as may be necessary to that end, wholly
aside from any attempt to enforce its religious
observance.

Cardinal Gibbons, in the same connection,
said :

How many social blessings are obtained by the
due observance of the Lord’s Day? The insti
tution of the Christian sabbath has contributed

conscience. It would be considered an out-
rageous thing if any law was placed upon
the Statute-book which interfered with the
free =veicise by any citizen of his rights of
conscience and religious liberty. There is
no member of this House but wcuald raise
Liz voice against such an outrageous enact-

i>nt. but, Sir, there are scores of thou-
gands of men in this Dominion, there are
meore than a million of men on this continent
who cannot exercise their rights of conscience,
whose religious liberty is denied them,
who are obliged to work on the Lord’s Day,
and have no remedy, and can have no
remedy until the law steps in and protects
them. And the obiect of this law is to give
ithese men the rights of conscience and re-
ligious liberty—not to say to them that
they must go to church, not to say to them
that their religious observances must be aec-
cording to this rule or according to that ;
but to say to them : You may go to church,




10

and the state will protect you in your right
to go to church, the state will see to it that
you shall go to church if you want to, and no
human power shall prevent it. That is the
object of this law—not to force religious
observances upon the people, but to permit
religious observances ; not to interfere with
religious liberty and therights of conscience,
but to secure a religious liberty and the
rights of conscience ; und, without this law,
these rights cannot be secured ; without this
law there must be thousands of men in
this Dominion who cannot and will not ex-
ercise these rights which we here hold they
have a right to exercise, and in the exercise
of which the law should protect them. At
the Sunday Rest Congress there was a gen-
tleman of the name of Beach who was
sent to the congress by the Pennsylvania
Raijlway to read a paper. He went on, Sir,
in a very plausible way to state that the
roads were quite in favour of diminishing
Sunday labour as far as it was possible,
but there were seasons of the year when

there was great pressure on the roads, and |

there was such a thing as emergency
freight. Here would be a steamer at New
York going to sail on Tuesday, and some
shipper away back in the western states
had some freight he wanted to send by her,
and, in order to get it there in time, they
would have to send it over the road on Sun-
day, and, consequently, it was necessary
to do a very large amount of Sunday work.
When I followed I showed that there was
certain emergency work upon a farm : Here
was a farmer with grain standing in the
field, when it looked as if it might rain
on Monday, and he felt the pressure of an
emergency to put it in the barn the day
before. But it was not held that he had
the right to do so, and no Christian society
would bear him out in the assertion that
he had the right to do so. I was followed
by Mr. L. S. Coffin, a member of the Iowa
Railway Commissioners Board, who was at
Chicago as the representative of the Brother-
hood of Locomotive Engineers, the Brother-
hood. of Railway Trainmen, the Order of
Railway Conductors and the Order of Rail-
way Telegraphers, numbering in the aggre-
gate 110,000 men. Mr. Coffin differed from Mr.
Beach, and showed most conclusively that
the statements made by that gentleman with
regard to the railway companies would not
hold water. He said there was no such
thing as emergency freight, no such thing as
perishable freight since the introduction of
the refrigerator car system ; delay only in-
volved the use of a little more ice. He
showed that stock in the cars was all the
better for the rest on Sunday. If the railway
was pressed with work in the fall it was a
confession that there was a dearth of motive
power, and, instead of violating God’s com-
mand and compelling their men to work on
the Lord's Day, they had only to add one-
sixth to their working force and one-sixth to
their rolling stock to overcome the difficulty.
He said that it was the cupidity of the rail-

way stockholders and of the management
that disregarded the rights of labour and
failed to provide sufficient working force and -
rolling stock which deprived labour of its
right to Sunday rest.

The next reason, Mr. Speaker, why a Sun-
day observance law is in the public interest,
and a law that we ought to pass, and a
law that every civilized state ought to
pass, is that it secures good homes.
Daniel Webster once truly said that the
good home was the bulwark of the state.
Now, a good home that graduates an hon-
est, industrious, virtuous, God-fearing son
as a voter, lies at the foundation of the
state’s prosperity and permanence. The
bad home that graduates the vicious man
who has no regard for God and no regard
for morality, and no regard for principle, is
doing its utmost to sap the foundation of the
state. And, if a Sunday observance law is
calculated to secure good homes, and it is
generally proved that its practical operation
is to promote that end, we need no other
reason than that fact as a justification for
the passing of such a law. Now, the state
ought not to be indifferent to evil influences.
I wish to read a short extract, which shows
about how this compelling of men to work
on the Sabbath is looked upon by the labour-
er himself. This Mr. Coffin, to whom I
have alluded, in speaking of this matter of
men being compelled to work in the rail-
way yards and on the train without being
secured their Sunday rest, spoke of a man
in the city of Keokuk, in the state of Iowa,
and he gave the language of that man when
he was conversing with him and asking how
often he had been in church during the last
five years. The man said:

For five years I have lived at Keokuk ; for five

years I have been every Sunday in the yards, mak-
ing up trains and getting in cars, and for these five
years I have not been inside of a church on Sunday.
My wife, thinking that if I had to work it was her
duty to stay at home and get me a good dinner,
for those five years has not been inside of a church
on Sunday,. My children do not go to Sunday
school. And when T have been in the yard with
those cars I have thought it over, and have come
to this conclusion : It is the almighty dollar that
everybody is after and they don’t care a —— for
us.
Now, that was this man’s process of reason-
ing. The lack of a law securing to that
man his Sunday’s rest had kept him out of
church, had kept his children out of church
and Sunday-school, had kept his wife out
of church for five years, and in conse-
quence of this failure to protect them, they
were existing and the children were grow-
ing up in a condition of semi-heathenism.
What kind of a Christian nation is it that
turns a deaf ear to the cry of scores of
thousands of people who ask simply that
there shall be a law passed that will secure
to them a right which God has given, which
the state can give, and the exercise of which
the state is bound to secure them if it dis-
charges its du* to its citizens ?
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In the sixth place, Mr. Speaker, this law
is quite consistent with the principles of
human liberty and demanded by human
necessity and the necessities of so-
ciety, because it promotes temper-
ance and obedience to the Ilaw, be-
cause its direct tendency is to diminish crime.
Now, we all deplore the evil of intemperance,
we discuss the possibility of putting an end
to it. We discuss prohibition, we discuss
high license, we discuss one remedy and
another, but the best remedy, and you and I
both know it, Mr. Speaker, is to reach the indi-
vidual man, to reach his convictions, to reach
his conscience ; and to do that we must
adopt the approved channel and methods,
and a Sunday observance law is right in the
direction of reaching that man and bring-
ing him under the influences that will pro-
duce the desired effect. Now, we provide
jails for criminals. Would it not be a great
deal better to keep the man out of jail ?
Certainly it would. We have institutions for
the administration of justice, we pay an
enormous sum for the administration of jus-
tice. Would it not be a great deal better
to have less justice to administer ? Certainly
it would. We punish crime—not from any
feeling of revenge, but we punish crime as
an example to deter others from committing
it. Would it mot be well to adopt some more
effectual method to keep men from commit-
ting crime ? We are a terror to evil-doers,
and we should be a praise to those that do
well, and we should attempt to do well our-
selves ; but we cannot attempt it in a better
way than to obey the commands that a
higher power has placed upon us, and to
move in the direction of the institutions that
He has laid down for our guidance and gov-
ernment. Now, no cause that would check
these evils should be disregarded, and why
should we overlook that cause which prom-
ises to be more effectual than other influ-
ences ? The enactment of a law which will
bring people under religious influences, which

will give them Sunday observance and Sun- |
day rest, will, so far as the state is able to |

produce that result, make these men and
women, and boys and girls, better individu-
als, and better members of society.
that this law is of a character calculated to

promote temperance, to promote obedience |

to law, to diminish crime, and no other rea-
son than that is necessary to justify the pass-
age of such a law.

In the last place, this law is justified upon
the grounds of public necessity and public
welfare, because it is a law that promotes the
welfare and prosperity of the state. We meet
here and we discuss the tariff—discuss it at
great length, greater length than necessary,
sometimes ; we discuss law, we charter com-
panies, we discuss policies. What do we do
all this for ? Why, the professed reason is
that we wish to promote the public good. to
increase the prosperity of the state. That
is the excuse of holding these sessions.. If
we did not do that, or attempt to do it, we
would not be discharging our public duty.

I hold |

Now, if this law will promote the welfare
and prosperity of the state, it is a wise, just
and beneficient law, a law justified upon
the ground of public mecessity, a law that
needs no other reason to justify its passage.
Now, who says this law will not promote
prosperity ? Who says this law will rot
make better individuals of the peorle of the
country ? Who says it ‘will not promote
material prosperity, and place it upon a
higher moral plane, and in every way act to
strengthen the nation and make it more
powerful and prosperous ? Nobody can say
SO. We waste timz here on a thousand
schemes, and the whole of them combined
are not as well calculated to secure the re-
sult we are talking about as this single
law. Now, Sir, if all these things are so, if
these seven reasons, any one of which would
warrant the passage of this law, are rea-
sons that can be defended, are reasons that
can be proved to be well founded, then, why
not be guilty of recognizing God ? Why not
promote, hy legislation, morality, promote
thrift, promote cleanliness, promote public
health, promote self-respect, promote in-
dividual and national prosperity, and pro-
mote respect to human right ? We can pro-
mote all these things by this law, we con
promote all these things more offectually by
this law than by amny other law. We can
promote all these thiigs more effectually
by this law than by all other laws.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.

Mr. CHARLTON. Those hon. gentlemen
say, “ Hear, hear,” perhaps in a tone ~f
irony. I tell you, Mv. Speaker, that if any
man believes there is a God—and I amn not
talking to those who do not—if any ran be-
lieves there is an overruling Providence, if
any man believes that it is a divine command
to remember the sabbath day and keep it
holy, if any man believes in respect for, and,
obedience to, God’s law, and in laying the

| foundation of our public institutions and pub-

lic education in that law—if any man
believes this, he cannot but believe that this
law is the best calculated of all laws to
secure the prosperity and welfare of the
state. If he does not believe this, all these
arguments are thrown away on him, as a
matter of course.
Now I come
this Bill. It is

of
Bill,

the

provisions
not a drastic

it is not a puritanical Bill ; it is a Bill that
fails to meet the expectations of the greater
portion of the Christian people of this coun-

to

try. The word “religion” is not in the
preamble of this Bill, the word “religion”
is not in the body of it. It makes no pro-
vision whatever for religious observamce ; it
does not profess to imterfere with the right
of any citizen of Canada with regard to
religious observance. One of the aims of
this Bill is to secure religious rights. An-
other aim, and the chief aim, is io secure
civil rights, to check the influences that are
at work now, and that threaten our national
welfare. For that purpose, this Bill pro-




poses three or four simple things. It pro-
noses, in the first place—and perhaps some
of my hon. friends will be shocked at a pro-
posal so puritanical and absurd—it proposes
to put an end to the publication of Sunday
newspapers in this Dominion. The provision
is this :

Whoever shall, on*the Lord’s Day, either as pro- |

prietor, publisher, or manager, engage in the print-
ing, publication or delivery of a newspaper, journal
or periodical, and whoever shall, on the Lord’s Day,
engage in the sale, distribution or circulation of
any newspaper, journal or periodical, shall be
deemed to be guilty of an indictable offence.

Now, I pointed out a short time ago that
Sunday mnewspapers are not published in
Great Britain, they are not published in
Switzerland, they are not published in Hol-
land. An effort has been made, and the
effort will probably prove successful, ito
secure a law in Hungary by which
their publication will be prohibited there.
One of the American journalists, Mr.
Bennett, of the New York ‘Herald’ 1 be-
lieve, spent a great sum in finding out that
the British people would not tolerate a
Sunday newspaper. The Sunday news-
paper is an institution of modern date. I
can well remember when the first Sunday
newspaper was published in the United
States. There are nearly 700 daily mews-
papers published on Sunday in the United
States at present. One of the greatest Am-
erican editors, Horace Greeley, denounced
the Sunday newspaper as a social demon ;
and so it is. Its influence upon the re-
ligious and moral life of the United States
is most disastrous. It tends to sap every
good influence that exists in the country ; it
banishes the Bible, it banishes religious
reading matter ; it banishes all solid litera-

ture from the family. It begets a lower tone l

‘of sentiment. Triviality, superficiality, and
immoralily are the characteristics of the Sun-
day newspaper. A man who reads the Sun-
day newspaper is a superficial and trivial
being, to the limit of the Sunday paper's
influence upon him. The. Sunday news-
paper is the sworn enemy of the sab-
bath, the avowed enemy of the sabbath. It
makes no concealment of its desire to break
down the Bible. It defies and opposes the
sabbath at every step of its career.
A newspaper in a city may not have the
voluntary choice whether it will issue a
Sunday edition or not. If a newspaper is
issued on Sunday, another newspaper is com-
pelled to follow suit or fall behind in the
race of competition, and upon hundreds of
publishers the necessity of publishing a Sun-
day edition is forced by the fact that other
newspapers publish Sunday editions. Under

the old American sabbath which prevailed
Exhibition, |
| I repeat that we do not want this American
| Institution in Canada. We do not want
| that condition of things which has dragged
the United States down from the position of

at the time of the Centennial
that Exposition was not open on the Lord’s
Day; at the time of the Paris Exhibition
the exhibits of the United States were not
open, nor were they at the Vienna Exhibli-

, :
| tion; but we notice the influence of the Sun-
day newspaper in the intervening years by
the fierce indignation displayed against the
principle of Sunday closing at the Chicago
Exhibition. We "otice that every Sunday
newspaper in the Jnited States derided and
belittled that sem ‘ment of the thirty or
forty imillions of people who petitioned
against the opening of the Exhibition on
the Lord’s Day, and we know the influence
of the Sunday newspaper in the United States
has been most disastrous, most debasing,
most demoralizing, and its existence in that
country is a great evil. The Sunday news-
paper is the anti-christ of America ; itself
a violation of divine law, it is the enemy of
all divine law ; and unless it is put Jdown
the Christian religion will be put down ;
within its theatre of operations it is a ques-
tion between Christian institutions and this
engine of the devil. We propose to prohibit
the publication of Sunday newspapers. We
propose to foilow the exampie of the mother
land, an example of many hundred years,
which has carried her over all her difficulties.

I wish now to refer to one or two authori-
ties, contained in the International Sunday
Rest Congress papers, with respect to the
publication of Sunday newspapers in the
United States. My first authority is J. W.

A. Stewart, D.D., and my second is His
Eminence Cardinal Gibbons. Dr. Stewart
says :

In the name of all that is sacred, let six dayssuffice
| to ding it continually in my ears that I belong to
| sense and to time ; let there be one day on which
| the ‘“still small voice” may be heard, which
1 whispers that I belong to eternity and to God. The

spiritual man does not stop to ask whether the

Sunday newspaper is a sin ; he instinctively says it
| is an impertinence. After he has given six days of
| thought and time to temporal things, it comes and
does its best to drown that voice which tells him
| of his higher destiny ; it comes to pre-empt his
| thoughts and his hours, and to drive away prayer
|and the Bible and holy meditation. I say to the
| spiritual man it is an impertinence.

“ Cardinal Gibbons says :

A close observer cannot fail to note the dangerous
| inroads that have been made on the Lord’s Day in
| our country within the last quarter of a century.
If those encroachments are not checked in time,
the day may come when the religious quiet, now
| happily reigning in our well-ordered cities, will be
changed into noise and turbulence ; when the sound
of the church bell will be drowned by the e¢cho of
the hammer and the dray ; when the Bible and the
| prayer-book wili be supplanted by the newspaper
| and the magazine ; when the votaries of the theatre
| and the drinking saloons will outnumber worship-
| pers, and salutary thoughts of God, of eternity,
{and of the soul will be checked by the cares of
i husilr(lless and by the pleasure and dissipation of the
world.




13

a nation which was once known for its re-

the sabbath being interfered with so far as

gard for the sabbath to a nation which per- | worship is concerned, and is one that should

mitied its great Columbian Exposition to be

opened on the Lord’s Day, and is rapidly |

declining from tLe proud position it once

occupied as a Christian, sabbath-keeping |
nation. I repeat that we will act wisely if

we follow the example of the mother land
and prohibit the publication of the Sunday
newspaper, and by prohibition ef its publi
cation save the country from the attendant
horde of evils that have attended its intro
duction in the United States.

It is shid by some that we have not the |
power to deal with this question, that we

have not the power to deal with this ques-
tion of overwhelming importance which
threatens the religious and moral life of the
nation. T do not believe it. I believe, as
the Parlament of this Dominion, we have
power to make a criminal offence of any
act calculated to injure this counfry. We
have the right to make a criminal oifence
of theft, arson, murder and assault, and
we have the right to make criminal a

' thing which is infinitely worse than all

I affirm

those acts in individua! instances.

that it is worse than any single case|

of murder—the consequeiices of publishing
Sanday newspapers are worse than those
following a single case of murder, &rson or
theft. I tell this House that the conse-
quences of the introduction of the system,
looking at the experience of the United
States and judging, not by theorizing, but
by the actual results following this great
outrage on (iod’'s law, are of & character
so grave and serious that the Government
are warranted in dealing with this question.
We have power over the introduction of
obscene literature, we have power in the
matter of copyright, we control the trans-

{ be adopted, as this country does not want
to place itself in the position of committing
| breaches of a divine law.

Section 3 of the Bill is with respect to
railway traffic. This Bill has been submitted
to all the railway men of this country. In
1890 letters were received from Mr. Van
Horne and Sir Joseph, then Mr. Hickson,
with respect to this Bill, and the manager
of the Grand Trunk made certain suggesticns
{ which are embodied in it. I assume, and
I have a perfect right to assume, that the
Bill is satisfactory to the railway man-
agers, because no protest has been re-
ceived from any of them since 1890, and
the Bill has been submitted every year
since that» time. The provisions with re-
spect to railway traffic, I am sorry to say,
rare perhaps not of a very important nature.
The question was surrounded by difficulties.
It was found practically impossible to deal
. with the question of through trains without
inflicting serious consequences upon the rail-
ways. Their business connections with the
American roads render it necessary for them
to conform in this matter to American usage
to some extent ; at least, it is held that that
is the case, and I presume it is correct.

* An hon. MEMBER. You are making a
| compromise.
{

| Mr. CHARLTON. My hon. friend says:
it is a compromise of the principle. This is
an attempt to secure all that is practicable
{in the line of the principle. We might
| easily fail in asking more than we can get.
| Al great reforms are secured step by
| step and item by item, and if the choice is
placed before us either of securing some-
| thing that is tangible ana something that

mission of printed matter through the mails; | will lead to the securing of something more,

and is it to be said that the central power | I hold that it is prudent and proper that
of this country, possessing power over copy-| we should take a practical course and not
right, over the mails, over the importation stand on a theory that will wreck our at-
of impure literature, is incapable of stretch-| tempts to do anything in the matter. Now,
ing forth its hand and dealing with the Mr. Speaker, this provision with regard to
greatest danger which threatens the people | railway traffic goes as far as it is possible
of this country? Why should we go for | to go at the moment, by positive legisla-

national rather than local control? Because |

we want to make Canada the moral leader
of this continent. We want to set an ex-

ample to the neighbouring nation and we |
desire to place ourselves right where that|

country is wrong. Let Canada take this
course, let Camada grapple with this evil
and take heed of the results which have fol-
lowed it in the neighbouring nation, and,

forewarned, let Canada place herself in al

position where she will be forearmed.

The second provision of the Bill is with
respect to the closing of canals from six
o'clock in the morning until nine o'clock on
Sunday. A great many people think this
is a surrender of principle, and that the
canals should close during the twenty-four
hours. However, the provision will be one

tion, and it places before the United States
and upon the United States, the responsi-
bility of continuing the evil of through
freight traffic, by offering to them recipro-
city in legislation upon this matter and de-
| claring our readiness to abate this part of
| the evil if the United States will render it
| practical to do so by concurrent action. This
| is the provision :

[ At such time as the laws of the United States
| shall make corresponding provision, no through

freight in transit from one point on the frontier
| of the United States to some other point on the
| said frontier, shall be allowed to pass over Cana-
| dian roads on the Lord’s Day, except live stock
| and perishable goods.

As soon as the United States will make cor-

that will prevent the quiet and sanctity of l responding regulations we place before them
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this proposition. We greatly strengthen the
hands of that element in the United States
that are agitating for railway reform. We |
go as far as we can go, without inflicting |
ruinous consequences upon our own roads,
and we take a step which, in my opinion,
will speedily secure for us the realization
of what we desire by the adoption, on thé
part of the United States Government of
that proffer which we make, to act in co-
operation with them for the purpose of put-
ting an end to freight traffic on the Lord’s
Day as far os it is possible to do so. The
Bill, so far as it stands now, deals with
local traffic. It prohibits local freight
traffic, it prohibits local passenger trains, it
leaves other trains with - their necessary con-
nection as it was thought necessary to do so.
I may say with reference to the provision of
this section, that this Bill was submitted to
a special committee three years ago. Upon
that special committee were representatives
of all the railway interests in this country,
and these points were thoroughly discussed.
The difficulties that stood in the way of
this arrangement were all raised and met,
and the provisions of the Bill were neces-
sarily made to meet the objections of those
men, or the report of the measure could not
have been secured. I repeat that the Bill,
so far as it refers to railway traffic, makes
the best provision that under the circum-
stances it was possible to secure.

The last provision of the Bill is with regard
to excursion trains, and it prohibits excur-
sions by train, partly by train and partly
by steamboat, on the Lord’s Day. This pro-
vision was introduced into the House several
years ago, but the Bill failed to pass. A
member of this House at that time, the Hon.
Mr. Bowell, sent the Bill to a friend of his,
Mr. Wood, in the Ontario Legislature, and
Mr. Wood introduced in that Legislature that
same Bill, and it was passed and is now
the law of Ontario. This section provides:

Excursions upon the Lord’s Day by steamboats
slying for hire, or by railway, or in part by steam-
}mut and in part by railway, and having for their
ouly or principal object the carriage of passengers
for amusemeat or pleasure and to go and return
the same day by the same steamboat or railway or
any others owned by the same person or company,
shall not be deemed a lawful conveying of pas-
sengers within the meaning of this Act; and the
owner, superintendent or person by virtue of
whose authority and direction such excursion is
permitted or ordered on the Lord’s Day shall be
deemed to be guilty of an indictable offence ; pro-
vided that nothing in this section shall be deemed
to prohibit the ordinary carriage of passengers
authorized by provincial statute.

That is the provision with regard to Sunday
excursion trains, and that is, as I have said,
now the law of Ontario. There is, I be-
lieve, some pressure on the part of the
public to induce railway managers to relax
the policy they have hitherto pursued in re-
gard to Sunday excursion trains. The great

raiilway managers c® this continent are op-
posed to Sunday excursions, and they are
desirous, I believe, so far as it is practicable
in that respect, to give their nployees Sun-
day rest, and the primary . eaction to the
Sunday excursion train is fou d in the fact
that one class of employees are robbed of
their Sunday’s rest in order that another
class of ewployees may have a day of
frolic. 7'hig is very happily set forth by
Archbishop Ireland in his address at the
International Sunday Rest Congress at Chi-
cago, where he says:

The opponents of the Sunday strive to have us
believe that the violation of Sunday rest is more
or less in the interests of labour. When the ques-
tion was agitated whether or not the Exposition
should be kept open on Sunday, the chief reason
put forward was the interest of labour. It turned
out afterwards that sixteen thousand men were to
be employed seven days in the week, so that other
labourers could visit it on Sunday. Labour is
most concerned in the sacred observance of Sunday.

And labour is concerned in the prohibition
of Sunday ~xcursion trains. Labour is con-
cerned in ‘iz prohibition of anything that
may act a4S an entering wedge to deprive
the labourer of his Sabbath rest. No labourer
actuated by proper motives would desire to
rob his fellow-labourer, the engineer, the
fireman, the brakeman, the conductor of the
excursion train, of his Sabbath rest, in order
that he might have a frolic upon that day.
And if Sunday rest is to be preserved, the
principle must be respected by all labour-
ers, and will be respected by all labourers.
No labourer with a true sense of what is
at stake, will require any other labourer to
lose his Sunday rest, feeling that he himself
may be the next to suffer. The opening of
the Britisk Museum on the Sabbath has been
systematically opposed from the commence-
ment by the labourers of London. They
realize that the opening of that museum and
the consequent requiring of those in charge
to lose their Sunday’s rest would be apt to
react upon themselves, and with instinctive
realization of what is at issue they have
uniformly opposed the opening of that
museum on Sunday. In the interest of
labour, I repeat, Sunday excursions should
be prohibited. Anything that involves Sun-
day labour should be prohibited, and the
argument : that it is in the interest of labour
that these violations of Sunday observance
are made, is a fallacious argument in all
cases.

With regard to Sunday excursions, Mr.
Speaker, let us see if they are desirable in
themselves apart entirely from the con-
sideration of labour being required and men
being robbed of their Sunday rest in order
that an excursion may be obtained. I hold

they are not. In the first place, Christian
people necessarily avoid the Sunday excur-
sion; in the second place, the worst class
patronize them, so far as my observation:
goes, and they are too often a saturnalia
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of drunkenness and vice. In the city of San
Francisco, where there is no Sunday law,
the police were obliged to suppress the Sun-
day excursion as a public nuisance. Sunday
excursions would go to the suburbs of San
Francisco, and a crowd of male and female
hoodlums would terrorize the suburbs all day.
Then the trains would get back at night
filled with a drunken rabble, the lights were
turned out, and the scenes became so scandal-
ous that the police of the city suppressed a
Sunday excursion train as they suppressed a
brothel. The planters of Louisiana were
obliged to petition the Legislature of that
state to prohibit Sunday excursion trains, be-
cause they led to a sulphurous Monday and
a blue Tuesday, and their employees worked
only four days in the week. It is the uni-
form testimecay of employers of labour, that
the efficient labourer, the happy, clean, self-
respecting labourer, is the man who stays at
hcme on Sunday, goes to church and Sun-
day school, and comes up to his work on
Monday morning fresh and alert and ready
to grapple with his duties ; while the man
who goes on a Sunday excursion is demoraliz-
ed and bedraggled, if not ‘worse, on Monday
morning, and is unfit to go to his work. Such
2 man has not had what the Lord intended
to give him, he has not had his Sunday
rest, with Christian worship, and enjoyment
in the bosom of his family ; but he has been
spending the day in dissipation. He might
better have been at work for two days than
to spend one day in that kind of dissipation.
Therefore, aside from the fact that the Sun-
day excursions inevitably deprive the labour-
ing man of the rights that should be guar-
anteed to him by law, they are vice breeders
and undesirable in many respects.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I repeat that the provi-
sions of this Bill are moderate, that it is not
in any sense a drastic measure, that it is not
a puritanical measure, that it is not open to
the objection that it forces upon any class
of people in this country any religious ob-
servance or usage whatever. I repeat that
the object of the Bill is to secure to the
labourers of this country certain civil rights
—the civil right to the rest day, the civil
right to religious observance if they wish to
participate in them, the civil right of con-
science that will permit them to go to church
if they want to, and if they do not, they
may settle the matter with their spiritual
advisers. The object of the law is to pro-
vide that no employer of labour shall make
a slave of a man and prevent him going to
church on Sunday if he wants to. It is not
a religious enactment ; it stands purely and
squarely on the principle of civil rights, ard
the religious portion of the law is merely in-
cidental. Of course, religious conviction is
an important matter. It is important that
we would realize that the provisions of this
Bill will be blessed by the great Lawgiver
who gave the day of rest for man’s benefit.
But the Bill deals with a civil question, and
aims to secure for men a civil right. Now,

the state should be on the side of justice,
good order and turth.

Petitions have been presented to this House
deprecating the passage of legislation of
a religious nature, assuming that a mea-
sure of this kind is a measure to se-
cure some kind of religious usage, or
some kind of law that will affect a
man’s religious standing. Those petitions
do not meet the case: the Bill is not
one of the character that they assume.
It does not propose that the state shall legis-
late with regard to any religious observance.
It does mot propose that the state shall
say that Armenians are right or that Cal-
vinists are right, or that the doctrine of the
Trinity is right, or that Unitarianism is
rigkt ; it does not propose to say one word
about religious observances or tenets or
ordinances. 'The Bill plants itself squarely
and unequivocally on the principle that the
state does not dictate to men what their re-
ligion shall be, but guarantees to them the
enjoyment of the privileges of the religion
that they believe in, and that is all there is
in the measure.

Now, I wish to call attention to the
significant character of the opposition to
this Bill, and to all Bills of a kindred
character. Not that some good men do not
oppose the Bill ; not that some conscientious
men, a great many of them, do not oppose
it. But I affirm that you can find no bad,
vicious element of society in favour of this
Bill. The hoodlum, the Anarchist, the thief,
the brothel-keeper, the brothel inmate, the
saloon keeper, the drunkard—every vile,
satanic element in society is opposed to this
Bill ; and I call upon the men who oppose
this measure to take notice of the society
and associations in which they are placed.
The bearing of this question, not upon re-
ligious life primarily, but upon national life,
is a matter of very great importance to us.
The highest requirements of statesmanship
are involved in the consideration of this Bill.
The question is, will this Bill have a tend-
ency to lay broader and more securely the
foundations of the state that we are build-
ing on the morthern part of this continent.
The question is, will this Bill promote re-
lizious liberty ? Will it promote public vir-
tue ? Will it have a tendency to promote
good morals, and from a blessed combination
of good influences clustering around the
christian Sabbath to graduate good men and .
good citizens ? Will this Bill promote tem-
perance ? Will it promote obedience to law ?
Will it promote respect for God’s command-
ments ? Will it have a tendency to secure
to the inhabitants of this country that higher
education which must go with secular edu-
cation if we are to turn out men properly
equipped for their duties as citizens ? These
are the questions involved in the considera-
tion of this Bill—questions of statesmanship
higher than the consideration of a tariff or
the question of the establishment of an ex-
perimental farm, or the usual questions sur-
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rounding any proposal as to. a public mea-
sure. These are questions of the highest
possible importance in their bearing upon
the future of this nation, not only in
this decade and the next decade, but in
all succeeding decades as long as this na-
tion shall have life. There are upon this
continent to-day, seventy millions of English-
speaking people. There will be upon this
continent a hundred years from to-day, in
all human probability, three hundred and
seventy-five millions of English-speaking

people. How are all these people to be|

educated ? In what way are the founda-
tion of the future to be laid ? What is to
be the character of the influence to be ex-
erted by these Lnglish-speaking races upon
the world ? What kind of a nation are we

to build here, with our vast natural resources |
and capability of supporting a hundreC mil- |

lion people ? Shall we stop to consider these

questions ? §Shall we realize that upon us|
devolves the responsibility of building for |
the future ? And shall we take into con- |

sideration this measure in the spirit in which
we ought to consider it ? Shall we con-
sider that God has not laid upon us
an unreasonable demand, and never did ?

He never made upon any human being an
unreasonable demand. He never required of
man anything that was not in man’s in-
terest. He mnever required of man anything
that man would suffer by performing, and he
requires of us, as a Legislature, attention to
this matter in the light of our responsibility
to him, in the light of our responsibility to
the people of this country. He requires our
attention to this with a due sense of the im-
portance of this question and the responsi-
| bility that rests upon us. The wisdom of
the infinite is a safe guide, and we can not
despise the means which He has appointed
{to secure national wealth and prosperity,
| without invoking upon our own heads the dis-
| asters that will be sure to follow the dis-
| regard of His commands. For that reason
I press this Bill, believing it is in the high-
est interest of Canada, believing I am just-
fied in urging its passage in the warmest
manner. I present it to the kindly and ju-
dicious consideration of every member of
this House—the leader of this House, and

| every one of his followers and the gentle-
' men who sit in Opposition—and I ask that
|it may receive that consideration which the
importance of the questions demands.

~
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