
party and was promoted from time to time from one position to another 
until, during the last few years of his employment, he became one of 
the Company’s most trusted and confidential employees. The appellees 
had every reason to believe that appellant during the years of his employ- 
ment by the McCormick Company had rendered faithful, loyal and 
efficient services to it, and at the time of the distribution of the stock 
in question, no facts of any kind had come to their knowledge, or to the 
knowledge of any of them, which would lead them to believe that he 
had not been a faithful and loyal employee of the company. Appellant 
was taken by appellees into their confidence in the matter of the pro- 
posed distribution of stock and the subsequent details of the plan 
were disclosed to him. It was decided by appellees that appellant should 
receive as his portion of the distribution of stock six hundred shares 
of the stock of the International Company, and accordingly on or about 
the 20th day of February, 1904, the certificate in controversy was duly 
executed on behalf of the appellees and delivered to him. 

After the sale of the assets of the McCormick Company appellees 
became the owners of a large part of the stock in the International 
C ompany, a fact well known to appellant, who entered into the employ 
of the latter company in the latter part of 1902, and since that time has 
held an important and confidential position with said International 
Company. 

Within a few weeks last past for the first time it came to the knowl- 
edge of appellees that appellant in the year 1903, and prior to the month 
of November in said year, was guilty of conspiring with sundry persons 
to defraud the International Company. During the summer of 1903 
appellant was at the head of the experimental department of the Inter- 
national Company and his advice and counsel in the matter of purchas- 
ing patent rights was relied upon by the directors and officers of the 
Company. During the summer appellant recommended to the directors 
and officers that they should purchase from one Hadley certain patents 
for tiie sum of seventy-five thousand dollars, and thereupon said directors 
and officers, relying upon the advice of appellant, directed the purchase 
of the patents at said price. 

Prior to said purchase one Willis C. Swift, brother of appellant, 
acting under the assumed name of Henry C. Chatfield, had obtained an 

option for the purchase of the Hadley patents for fifty thousand dollars. 
After the directors and officers of the International Company, on the 
recommendation of appellant, had authorized the purchase of the patents 
for seventy-five thousand dollars, said Willis C. Swift completed the 
purchase of the patents from Hadley and paid him therefor fifty thou- 
sand dollars, which was furnished by appellant. Shortly afterward an 

assignment of the patents was delivered to the^nternational Company, 
and it paid therefor to one Charles S. Cairns, who was acting as attorney 
for said Willis C. Swift, the sum of seventy-five thousand dollars. Out 
of the amount thus paid appellant received from his brother the sum of 
$19,141, which he retained for his own use and profit. The fact that 
appellant made a personal profit out of the transaction was unknown 
to the stockholders, officers and directors of the International Company. 

In procuring the option to purchase the Hadley patents said Willis 
C. Swift acted under the direction and advice of appellant, and appellant 
well knew that the patents could be purchased for $50,000, and entered 
into a conspiracy with his brother to purchase the patents, relying upon 
his influence with the officers of the International Company and in the 
confidence which they reposed in him to induce them to pay for the 
patents a sum largely in excess of the amount for which Hadley was 

willing to sell. The entire transaction of the purchase of the patents 
was a fraud upon the International Company devised and engineered 
by appellant for the purpose of making money for himself out of that 
Company. 

In May, 1902, said Willis C. Swut, acting under the same assumed 
name of Henry C. Chatfield, purchased from a Mrs. D. F. Lottridge a 

six-eighteenths interest in certain letters patent then owned by her for 
the sum of $100, taking an assignment in his assumed name of Henry 
C. Chatfield. May 22, 1902. Afterwards appellant, acting on behalf of 
the McCormick Company, purchased from his brother said six-eigh- 
teenths interest in said patent and upon appellant’s recommendation 
the McCormick Company paid for said interest the sum of $3,250 by its 
check drawn to the order of said Charles S. Cairns, who was then acting 
for and on behalf of said Willis C. Swift, and thereupon the latter, 

-under his assumed name of Henry C. Chatfield, transferred said six- 
eighteenths interest in said patent to the McCormick Company by 
instrument dated June 27. 1902. 

Appellant, as appellees are informed and believe, received for his 
own use a large part of the purchase price which was paid by the 
McCormick Company for said Lottridge patent, and the fact that he 
made a large profit out of the purchase was unknown to the officers, 
directors and stockholders of said company. Appellant, as appellees 
are informed and believe, directed his brother to purchase said Lottridge 
patent and furnishes the money therefor with the intent and purpose 
of subsequently selling the same to the McCormick Company at a largely 
enhanced price, and appellant relied upon the trust and confidence 
reposed in him by the officers and directors of the McCormick Com- 
pany to induce them to pay for the Lottridge patent a sum largely in 
excess of the price paid therefor by him and largely in excess of its 
real value. Said entire transaction was a fraud upon the McCormick 
Company devised by appellant for his own profit. 

Appellant, as appellees are informed and believe, at other times in 

ihe year 1902 and in the years prior thereto, took advantage of his con- 

fidential position with said McCormick Company and of the trust and 
confidence reposed in him by the stockholders, directors and officers 
thereof, to defraud the Company in other ways. 

It was well known to appellant that the gifts of stock made to the 
employees of the McCormick Company by the appellees were made on 

account of faithful, loyal and efficient service to that company. If the 
facts above set forth concerning the conduct of appellant in relation to 

ihe business of the McCormick Company and of the said International 
Company had been known to appellees at the time they gave appellant 
the certificate in controversy, representing six hundred shares of Inter- 
national Company stock, no such gift and no gift of any kind whatsoever 
would have been made by appellees to appellant. Appellant well knew 
that if the transactions by which he had defrauded the McCormick 
Company and the International Company, as above set forth, had been 
known to appellees, no gift of any kind would have been made by 
appellees to him. In order to receive a share in said stock distribution 
appellant, well knowing that said distribution was contemplated, con- 

cealed from appellees all knowledge of the various transactions by which 
he had defrauded said company and had betrayed the confidence of 

appellees and the Company’s directors and officers. It was solely by 
reason of the concealment by appellant of the various transactions above 
herein set forth that appellant was enabled to obtain a share in said 
stock distribution. Said gift of six hundred shares of stock from apellees 
to appellant was obtained by appellant by fraudulent concealment on 

his part of facts which it was his duty to disclose to appellees. Appellant 
was not in fact entitled to receive any gift from appellees, and said 
gift was made by appellees and obtained by appellant through the 
fraudulent procurement of appellant. 

By reason of the tacts above set forth appellees have elected to 

revoke and rescind the said gift of six hundred shares of stock to 

appellant, the reasonable value of which is $60,000. 
The prayer of the bill is for a writ of injunction restraining appellant 

from in any manner transferring or disposing of the certificate in ques- 
tion until the further order of the court, and that upon final hearing 
it may be decreed by the court that the gift made by appellees 
10 appellant was procured by fraud and concealment on the part of 
appellant, and that appellees have a right in equity to revoke said gift 
and recover said certificate, and that appellant may be decreed by the 
court to surrender and deliver up the certificate to appellees, or in case 

it shall appear that he has disposed of the certificate, that appellees 
may have a decree against him for its money value. 

The bill is verified by the affidavit of appellee Cyrus H. McCormick, 
which sets forth that its allegations are true to his own knowledge, 
except the allegations therein stated to be upon information and belief, 
which allegations he believes to be true, and that the rights of appellees 
will be unduly prejudiced if the injunction prayed for in the bill is not 

issued immediately and without notice to the appellant. 
Upon the bill thus verified the court, without notice to appellant, 

entered an order restraining appellant, until the further order of the 
court, from in any manner transferring or disposing of Certificate No. 
4, dated February 20. 1904, known as a “McCormick Certificate of In- 
terest in International Harvester Company Stock”, representing six hun- 
dred fully paid shares of the par value of $60,000, mentioned in said bill. 
From this interlocutory order the present appeal was perfected. 

MR. PRESIDING JUSTICE BALL 
DELIVERED THE OPINION OF THE COURT. 

The injunction in this case prevents appellant from disposing of the 
gift made to him by appellees until the further order of the court. In 
this action appellees seek to have the gift revoked and to have the cer- 

tificate returned to them for alleged fraud. The state of the pleadings is 
such that all material facts well pleaded in the bill are admitted to be 
true. If these facts are established'and unanswered on the hearing 
they will strongly tend to prove that appellant, at the time the gift 
was made, did not belong to the class of faithful employees whom 
appellees were desirous of and intending to reward. The circumstances 
of the gift are unusual, and the certificate-is peculiar in some of its con- 

ditions. It is not proper for us to pass upon the merits of the case on 
this interlocutory appeal. The oral and printed arguments of counsel 
for the respective parties have convinced us that this injunction should 
stand until the final hearing, and that so to order will not harm the 
appellant beyond the reparation afforded by the injunction bond. 

The decree of the Circuit Court is affirmed. 
AFFIRMED. 

I, JAMES S. McINERNEY, Clerk of the Appellate Court, in and 
for the First District of the State of Illinois and keeper of the records, 
files and seal thereof, Do Hereby Certify That the foregoing is a true 

copy of the opinion of the said Apellate Court in said cause'as appears 
of record in my office. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I have set my hand and affixed the 
seal of the said Appellate Court, at Chicago, this tenth day of August, 
in the year of our Lord one thousand nine hundred and sixteen. 

JAS. S. McINERNEY, 
Clerk of the Appellate Court of the First District, Illinois. 

The promoters of his (Swift’s) campaign didn’t figure carefully. 
They forgot to look up Swift’s record; they neglected to see if there was 

anything against Swift which would make it unpleasant for him per- 
sonally to sit in the Senate, providing the voters themselves, before- 
hand, didn’t hear of it. They didn’t know that the Appellate Court of 
Illinois ruled against Swift in such a case of importance that A STAIN 
WAS PLACED ON HIS NAME WHICH CANNOT BE EFFACED. 

They did not take the trouble to find that extradition papers were 

issued by the governor of Indiana on the governor of Illinois, demanding 
his return to the State of Indiana for trial. 

Or, were they aware of Swift’s past court experience, wherein the 
courts enjoined him from deriving benefits from the sixty thousand 
dollars’ worth of stock which the McCormicks had given him in return 
for faithful service, which they later found AN ACT OF DISHON- 
ESTY, DISLOYALTY, AND BUSINESS TREACHERY? 

Did they know these things and were they willing to permit him 
to SACRIFICE HIMSELF just to SATISFY THEM in having a can- 

didate? Were they willing to resurrect a thing which Lake County 
people generally did not know in Mr. Swift’s past, rvhich they must have 
known would develop before the people of the district were through 
with the campaign, a thing which would have to come out? 

Did they willingly permit Swift to enter the race, with the realiza- 
tion that, after he had finished, the revelation which must be made of 
his past experience in dealing with his employers would have shown 
him to be a man convicted of a most UNPARDONABLE OFFENCE 
—TREACHERY—to those who made him, to such an extent that the 
COURTS BRANDED HIM in no UNCERTAIN TERMS? 

A man in the Senate should be above reproach in integrity and in 
his dealings with his fellow men. 

Imagine sending a man to the Senate who has done what the court 
records of Illinois declare Mr. Swift has done! 

A thing of this sort never will wrear off, and the people of the dis- 
trict do jiot care to have a man it calls Senator have attached to his 
name the odium that exists in this case. When a man aspires to such 
an office as Senator, he must do so only with clean skirts and with a 

record that is irreproachable.—Editorial from “The Daily Sun,” Wau- 
kegan, Illinois, Tuesday, August 22, 1916. 

THE “TRUSTED” “TRUST” EMPLOYE 
It isn’t beclouding the issue when, in the campaign now on between 

Senator Olson and Rodney Swrift of Libertyville, friends of Mr. Olson 
who believe he is too valuable a public servant to lose at Springfield, 
point to the court record of his opponent and declare in no uncertain 
terms that he isn’t the man for this place of honor and responsibility. 

What about the WIDOW who also took her case into court because 
she contended that Swift, through a co-conspirator, paid her but $100 for 
a patent which later was sold to the Harvester Company for $3,250! She 
sued and the court held that she had been shamefully wronged. The court 
held that Rodney Swift KNEW when the widow was given the paltry 
sum that the Harvester company would pay many times that sum for 
the patent. In this case there was no dodging the issue when the 
Appellate court held, in referring to Swift’s dealings, that “All the 
material facts in the pleadings are admitted to be true.” There was no 

uncertainty in this, do you think? Therefore, if it is justifiable for a 

man to be disloyal to a company which had paid him huge salaries, if 
it is defensible for this man to double on his employer to the extent that 
the court holds him guilty of conspiracy and later extradition papers are 

issued to bring him back to face trial, what about the case of the 
widow? Is THAT also justifiable? 

Read this extract from the extradition orders issued by Governor 
Hanley, of Indiana, against Swift on the Governor of Illinois, July 
20, 1905: 
“To the Governor of Illinois: 

“You are respectfully requested to issue a requisition to the gov- 
ernor of the State of Illinois for the apprehension and rendition of 
Rodney B. Swift who-stands charged by an indictment pending in the 
Marion Criminal court, with the crime of obtaining property and money 
under false pretense committed in Marion county, in this state, but who 
has, since The commission of said offense and before an arrest could 
be made upon process issued by said court, and writh a view of avoid- 
ing the same, fled from the justice of the state of Indiana, and into 
the said state of Illinois, where I believe he now may be found. 

“The time and circumstances of his flight, and the reasons for my 
belief as to where he may be found, are as follows: at the time of 
the commission of the above offense, Sept. 15, 1903, said Rodney B. 
Swift was not in person in Marion, county but his representatives and 
co-conspirators were, as set out in said indictment, said Rodney B. 
Swift on said date was a party to the conspiracy described in said 
indictment and is now in Chicago, 111. On said date of Sept. 15, 1903, 
while he was without this state he committed and consummated the said 
crime by means of his co-conspirators named in said indictment which 
co-conspirators were on said date of Sept. 15, 1903, in Marion county, 
Indiana. The said crime was not discovered till 1905, when a civil suit 
relative to the patents described in said indictment disclosed the com- 

mission of the said crime. That thereupon the evidence was gathered 
and presented to the grand jury of Marion county and the above indict- 
ment was returned by said grand jury in July, 1905. 

“In my opinion, the ends of justice require that he be brought back 
to this state for trial; that the facts stated in said indictment are true, 
and I believe that sufficient evidence can and will be produced in the 
prosecution of the said Rodney B. Swift to secure his conviction of the 
crime charged. * * * 

Thus, if this man who now aspires t<> be Senator, would do the 
things cited in the court records of Illinois can you imagine what might 
happen if the PEOPLE of the district rather than a widow or a har- 
vester company, placed a trust in his hands? If he misused .friendship 
in individual cases to bring emoluments to himself, what could he do 
if he was handling public matters?—Editorial from “The Daily Sun,” 
Waukegan, Illinois, Wednesday, August 23, 1916. 

YES, THE POOR WIDOW! ♦ 

TO CANDIDATE SWIFT: What about the widow who now lives 
in Iowa and makes her living by washing, who is said to have received 
$100 for a patent which the Harvester Company subsequently paid 
$3,250 for—and which she and her relatives claim Swift knew, at the 
time he closed with her, his company would pay that amount for?— 
Editorial in the “Daily Sun,” Waukegan, Illinois, Saturday, August 
26, 1916. * 

• 

A MATTER OF RECORDS 
We have said, and we repeat, that his (Swift’s) record, as set forth 

in the Appellate court records of the State of Illinois, is such that we 

believe Mr. Swift to be an unfit man for any position of trust. We do 
care for the opinion of Justice Ball of the Appellate court, who states in 
his opinion in the matter: “The state of the pleadings is such that all 
material facts well pleaded in the bill are admitted to be true.” 

Among these facts are, in substance: 
First: Swift, through his confidential position with the Trust, 

which had presented him with $60,000 in stock, knew the concern was 

willing to pay $75,000 for certain patents. He used this information to 
his own advantage, and his brother, under an assumed name, bought 
the patents for $50,000, and later it was turned over to the company for 
$75,000. 

Of this amount Rodney B. Swift received and retained $19,141 for his 
own use and profit. 

Second: Under the same circumstances and conditions, a widow 
was induced to sell her rights to certain patents for $100. and the said 
rights were turned over to the company for $3,250. 

SOMEBODY GOT THE $25,000 AND THE $3,150! 
We repeat that it is our opinion that a man who would so abuse 

his confidential position is not a fit man for public office. 
We refuse to believe that the people in this Senatorial district 

would be safe in putting their affairs in the hands of a man who, 
although well paid and made wealthy through his connections with a 

large corporation, lost out with the company through the deals above 
mentioned. 

The query arises: If he would do that to his employers, what 
would he do to the people of the state of Illinois if he had a chance?— 
Editorial in the “Dailv Sun,” Waukegan, Illinois, Monday, August 28th, 
1916. 

A man (referring to Rodney B. Swift) who could not be trusted by 
a private corporation would undoubtedly be equally, if not more, brazen 
if elected to office. It seems to us that somebody recently was talking about the leopard and his spots. What about it?—Editorial in the “Daily 
Sun,” Waukegan, Illinois, Friday, September 1, 1916. 

SO IS THE WIDOW MATTER 
He has made no public reference to the widow case as yet, and the 

widow who was given $100 for a patent, which, later, Mr. Swift is said 
to have sold for $3,250, is still making her living taking in washings in 
an Iowa city.—Editorial in the “Daily Sun,” Waukegan, Illinois, Satur- 
day, September 2, 1916. 

It isn’t Mr. Olson who has told what Mr. Swift did to Widow Lott- 
ridge; it isn’t Olson who says the widow was cheated out of her money 
by Swift—it is the Appellate court of Illinois which says it, and Olson 
and his friends have merely called the public’s attention to it, for the 
opinion of the high court says: “All material facts well pleaded in the 
bill are admitted to be true.” This is Presiding Justice Ball’s opinion. 

Mr. Swift cannot hide behind the skirts of Lake County; he must 
toe the mark. 

At the time he was being paid a salary of $3,000 a month—$36,000 
a year—by his employers, he was, as the bill states, “defrauding the com- 

pany in various other ways.” An enviable record, surely! A fine ped- 
estal for a man to stand on and aspire to occupy a seat in the State 
Senate, representative of the best county in the state!—Editorial in the 
“Daily Sun,” Waukegan, Illinois, Thursday, September 7, 1916. 

Rodney B. Swift poses as a watch dog of treasuries. His record 
with the Harvester company shows him as some watch dog— he (Swift), 
a trusted employee, receiving a salary of $36,000 per year! Don’t vote 
to send such a watch dog to Springfield. 

Rodney B. Swift was not expelled from the Milk Producers’ Asso- 
ciation because he opposed the Cooperative Marketing Company, but 
because he maliciously maligned the men who built up and made pos- 
sible our association, and because it was evident that he was trying 
to disrupt and break up the association.—Quotations from Special Bulle- 
tin, Milk Producers, in the “Daily Sun,” Waukegan. Illinois, Saturday, 
September 9, 1916, and signed: “Respectfully submitted, Finance Com- 
mittee, Milk Board, Campaign Committee, W. J. Kiddle, Secretary Milk- 
Producers’ Association.” — Editorial in the “Daily Sun,” Waukegan, Illinois. 
Monday, September 11, 1916. 
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BAND CONCERT 
Thursday Evening, May 1, 1919 

SHILOH TABERNACLE 

Splendid Program 
Everybody Invited All Seats Free 

Zion—The Wonder of 
the Twentieth Cen- 

tury 
By Apostle Anton Darms 

The establishment of the City of Zion 
is the wonder of the Twentieth Century! 

By provision of the constitution and 
statutes of the State of Illinois, John Alex. 
Dowie founded the City of Zion on the 
shore of Lake Michigan, midway between 
Chicago and Milwaukee. 

The Motto, selected by John Alex. Dowie 
for the year 1901, was the words, “Arise ye 
and let us go up to Zion unto the Lord our 

God.”—Jeremiah 31:6. 
Monday, July the 15th, was the date set 

for the opening of the gates of the City of 
Zion, which was to be a place of refuge for 
the afflicted of God’s people—a city for 
those who would live godly in Christ Jesus, 
where the true Christian home would be 
established and maintained in all its purity 
and where the people of God could be 
trained and prepared for the coming of 
Jesus Christ our Lord. 

In large bold letters, the declaration was 

sent far and wide throughout all parts of 
this and other lands, that at last a city had 
been established where there were 

NO 
Breweries or Saloons 
Gambling Hells 
Houses of 111-Fame 
1 log Raising, Selling, and Handling 
Drug and Tobacco Shops 
Hospitals or Doctors’ Offices 
Theaters, Lodges, or Apostate Churches 
Bad Books, Pictures, or Papers 
Nor any other curses or abominations, 

which defile the spirits, souls and bodies 
of men. 

In an Editorial by John Alex. Dowie, 
published in Leaves of Healing, Yol. 9, No. 
11, prior to the opening of the gates of the 
City of Zipn, the declaration was made that 
the land would be conveyed by Lease only 
and not by deed, the land being leased for 
One Thousand One Hundred Years, leav- 
ing us “One Hundred Years for the Lord’s 
coming and the Rapture of the saints, which 
will be followed by the return of Christ and 
His saints for His Millennial Reign—One 
Thousand Years.” 

i he City of Zion was established upon the 
statute given by Moses to the children of 
Israel, found in Leviticus 25:23, 24: 

The land shall not be sold forever; for the 
land is mine; for ye are strangers and sojourn- 
ers with me. 

And in all the land of your possession ye 
shall grant a redemption for the land. 

The position taken by John Alex. Dowie 
in opening the gat£s of‘the City of Zion 
was “that the land of Zion City shall never 
be alienated front God. It came from God; 
it was given to us by God; and it must be 
used for God and for Him alone.” 

He, therefore, declared that “every evil 
thing forbidden in certain parts of the Word 
of God, in the Old Testament and in the 
whole of the four Gospels of our Lord and 
Savior Jesus the Christ, will be absolutely 
forbidden in Zion City forever. Zion City, 
by the Grace of God, will be clean and the 
things and the people that attempt to defile 
and destroy it will be resolutely removed 
and kept away to the utmost extent of our 

power. Generation after generation will 
then grow up in Zion to be a blessing to this 
and every land in this and all the comine 
time.” 

1 he State of Illinois has reason to be 
proud of the little community of Zion, 
where thousands have come from many 
parts of this and other lands for the pur- 
pose of working out the ideals of the teach- 
ings of our Lord and Savior Jesus Christ, 
as given in the sacred Word of God. It 
stands to reason that not many of the world- 
ly-wise fell in with the project of such high 
and inspiring purpose. It was left for a 
class of common and humble people to make 
good its great project of establishing a 

Christian Commonwealth “in the midst of 
the babel cities of the world, where vice 
vaunts shamefully in the onen day his dis- 
ease-breeding and his disgusting fleshlv 

oeauty, which only thinly conceals the cor- 

ruption of hell,” as John Alex. Dowie said. 
A large number of people, from many 

parts of the United States and from other 
lands, were willing to make the sacrifice 
needed to create and establish such a com- 

munity. Notwithstanding many trials and 
adversities, the ideals, principles, and pur- 
poses in founding the City of Zion are more 
firmly rooted and more strongly established 
today in the hearts of its citizens than when 
the first people arrived at the opening of its 
gates in the year 1901. 

Illinois has more popular cities, greater 
business institutions and industries, larger 
educational institutions, finer boulevards, 
and more magnificent mansions than the 
City of Zion can point to; but Illinois has 
no more devout people, desiring earnestly 
and sincerely to worship God in spirit and 
in truth and to serve Him acceptably; no 

purer homes, where the family altar is 
maintained and the Word of God is read; 
no better city ordinances and statutes for 
the punishment of vice and protection of 
virtue; and no better schools for the in- 
struction and training of boys and girls, 
which shall make for sturdy and noble 
citizenship in our great Commonwealth. 

lhe City of Zion elects men for its 
Mayor, its Aldermen, and its City Officials, 
who, bv their clean habits as well as their 
sterling Christian character, set noble ex- 

amples to their fellowcitizens in upholding 
decency, good behavior, and proper conduct 
within its borders. The City of Zion takes 
no second place to any communitv in pro- 
testing against and abolishing evils of every 
description, which are a menace to a God- 
fearing and Christ-loving community. It 
stands in the vanguard of social and politi- 
cal reform. It is the only city where the 
use of tobacco, liquor, and swine’s flesh is 
absolutely forbidden, where doctors, drugs, 
and surgeons are debarred, and where secret 
lodges, theaters, and moving picture shows 
are ostracized. 

1 he Word of God, inspired and infallible 
Guide and Compass as it is, is the founda- 
tion of the teaching and practices of the 
Christian Catholic Apostolic Church in 
Zion, of which the City of Zion is the 
Headquarters. 

The ancient world pointed with pride to 
its famous Seven Wonders, accomplished by 
the genius of its civilization in the famous 
Pyramids of Egypt; the Light Tower of 
Pharos; the beautiful Hanging Gardens of 
Babylon; the brazen Colossus of Rhodes; 
the magnificent Temple of Diana at Ephe- 
sus; the Statue of Jupiter by Phidias, and 
the magnificent Mausoleum of Halicarnas- 
sus, with its thirty-six columns of marble, 
erected by Artemisia. v 

The Twentieth Century points with still 
greater pride to its wonderful accomplish- 
ments of the wireless telephony and teleg- 
raphy ; of the gigantic steamships and 
aeroplanes; of the phonograph and moving 
pictures, and many other wonderful accom- 

plishments, which have brought about a new 

era. 

However great has been the progress of 
mankind along the lines of invention, 
knowledge, and civilization, the heart of 
man still remains corrupt and is drifting 
away farther and farther from God. The 
one great need, therefore, of the world 
today is not an increase of comfort, or 

knowledge, or wealth; but what the world 
does need to solve its intricate and perplex- 
ing national and international problems is a 

knowledge of God the Father; of Jesus 
Christ, the Savior, Healer, Cleanser, and 
Keeper of His people; and of the Holy 
Spirit, our Comforter, Counsellor, and 
Guide, as set forth in the inspired Old and 
New Testaments. 

Zion stands forth, like the Statue of 
Liberty in Hell Gate Harbor, New York, as 
a beacon light, preaching a mighty sermon to 
this great Commonwealth of America, that 
it is “righteousness that exalteth a nation 
and that sin is a reproach to any people” 
and that “it is the blessing of the Lord that 
maketh rich and addeth no sorrow to it” 
and “by the blessing of the upright the city 
is exalted, but it is overthrown bv the mouth 
of the wicked.” 


