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“WHILE THE DAYS ARE GOING BY”

TeeRE are-louely hearts to cherish,
While the days are going by ;
There are weary souls that perish,

While the days arc geing by.
If a smile we can renew
As our journey we pursue,
Oh! the good we all may do,
While the days aro going by.

There’s no time for idle scorning,
While the days arve going by;
Let your face be like the morning,
While the days are going by ;

Oh ! the world is full of sighg—
Full of sad and weeping eyes—
Help your fallen brotker rise,
While the days are going by.

All the loving links that hina us,

While the days are going by,
One by one we leave behind us,

While the days are going by:
But the seeds of good we sow,
Both in shade and shine shall grow,
And shall keep our hearts aglow,

While the days are passing by.

—Sel.

LIFE OF WILLIAM MILLER.

CHAPTER SEVEN.

INCIDENT AT SHAFPTSBURY-—RESULTS OF H1$ LABORS
~—TESTIMONY OF A CONVERT FROM INTIDELITY~—
LETTYER OF REV. €. TITCHU—URGENT APPERALS TO
VISIT VARIOUS TOWNS, &c.

Mr. Miller again lectured in Dresden, N.
Y., on the Tth of August; in Orwell, Vi,
on the 11th of September; and in Kees-
ville, N. Y., on the 18th. He then gave
courses of lectures, beginning at Lawrenoce,
N. Y., onthe22d; Stockholm, on the 29th;
Parishville, on the Tth of Getober; Mas-
sena, N.' Y., on the 14th. He gave ten
lectures at Fort Covington, N. Y., begin-
ning on the 20:h, and was at Chataugay,
N. Y, on the 27¢h. This terminated his
Tabors for the year 1836. In allusion to
these lays visits, he wrote on the 23d of
December :—

“] have not visited a place where the
Lord has not given me one or two souls
for my hire. I have spent eight weeks in
3t. Lawrence County, and delivered eighty-
two lectures this fall. Next week I am go-
ing to Shaftsbury and vicinity.”

He visited Shaftsbury, Vt., the 23d of
January, 1837, and gave his full course of
sixteen lectures. At the eclose of one lee-
ture, a Baptist clergymen arose, and stated
that he had come there for the purpose of
exposing the folly of Mr. M., but had to
coufess that he was confounded, convicted,
and converted. He acknowledged that he
hadapplied various unhandsome appellations
to Mr. Miller, calling him ¢ the end of the
world man,”” ¢ the old visionary,” ¢ dream-
er,” ““fanatic,”” and for which he felt cover-
ed with shame and confusion. That con-
fession, evidently so honest, was like a
thunderbolt on the audience.

Very few particulars of interest have
been gathered respecting his labors during
the year 1837. According to his memoran-
dum-book, he lectured in Wells, Vt., on the
3d of Tebruary; in Shrewsbury, Vt.,on the
3d of March ; in Andover, Vt., from the 5th
to the 12th of March ; in Weston, V., four
days, beginning with the 18th; in Mt.
Holly, Vt.,onthe 17th; in Orwell, Vt., on
the 23d of April and Tth of May ; in Danby,
Vt., the 14th of May; in Poultney, Vt.,
eight days, beginning with the 218t of May;
in Orwell, again, on the 4th of June; in
North Springfield, Vt., from tha 11th to
the 17th; in Ludlow, Vt., from tn. 19th to
the 21st; in Mt. Holly, Vt., from the 25th

of June to the 2d. 6f July;* in Orwell,
Vt., on the 9th of July; at Fairhaven, Vt.,
from the 1lth to the 20th; in Whiting,
Vt., on the 28d ; in Fairhaven, Vt., on the
13th of Aug.; in Moriah, Vt., from the
14th to the 22d of Gctober; in Ludlow, Vt.,
from the 29th to the 6th of November, and
at Stillwater, N. Y., on the 31st of Decem-
ber.

With the 1st of January, 1838, he com-
menced a gecond course of lectures at Lan-
singburg, N. Y., in compliance with the
urgent request of the Baptist church in
that place, and of E. B. Crandall, their pas-
tor. The lectures continued nine days, and
were listened to by crowded and attentive
audiences. The result also was most heart-
cheering. Infidelity had several strong-
holds in that neighborhood, and many of
that class attended his lectures, and were
greatly affected by them. Ina letter dated
on the 25th of that month, two weeks after
the close of the lectures, a gentleman of
that place writes to Mr. Miller :—

“JI have never witnessed so powerful an
effect in any place, as in this, on all who
heard. I am of the opinion that not less
than one hundred persons, who held infidel
gentiments, are brought to believe the
Bible. Infidelity is dumb in this place, as
if frightened, and converts are many.”

The following testimony of one who was
converted from infidelity during these lec-
tures, is copied from the Boston Investiga-
tor (an infidel paper) of January, 1845 :—

" “Mr. Epitor :—I was a warm supporter
of the views of Abner Kneeland, attended
his lectures and protracted dances, disbe-
lieved in divine revelation and a future ex-
istence, and fully accorded with Mr. Kuee-
land’s views of religion. Having read every
work of note that I could obtain, and hav-
ing heard many lectures opposed to God and
the Bible, I considered myself prepared to
overthrow the Christian faith, and feared
no argument that could be brought from the
Bible. With these feelings, I attended a
full courge of Mr, Miller’s lectures. - He gave
his rules of interpretation, and pledged him-
self to prove hig position. I approved of
his rules—to which I refer you—and the
result was, he established the fact that the
Bible is what it purports to be—the word of
(od—to my mind, beyond a doubt; and I
have taken it as the man of my counsel. I
notice your doubts of the truth of the state-
ment in relation to hundreds of infidels be-
ing converted under the preaching of M.
Miiler. This may possibly be owing to
your never having given Mr. Miller a can-~
did and thorough hearing. He is a man
mighty in the Scriptures, and bas done ter-

{ rible execution in the ranks of the ¢King's

enemies,” with the sword of the Spirit, which
is the word of God. I am personally ac-
quainted with nearly one hundred, who held
to similar views with Abner Kneeland, who
were converted under the preaching of Mr,
Miller; and we did not yield the point with-
out a struggle, nor without due considera-
tion. Iach and every prop and refuge of
infidelity and unbelief were taken away from
us, and our sandy foundation was swept
by the truth of the Almighty as chaff
ig driven by the wind. Yet we parted with
them much as a man parts with a diseased
tooth. We tried to cure and keep it there,
and when made to know that the roof and
foundation was rotten, it was painful to part
with; but we rejoiced and felt better after
the separation; for there is balm in Gilead
—there is a Physician there.

¢« Lansingburgh, N. Y., Jan., 1845.”

On the 14thof January, MrMillerlectured
at Westhaven, N. Y., and two weeks from
that day, at Low Hampton, N. Y. On the+
4th of February, he commenced a course of
lectures at Panton, Vt., which he continued
eight days. He then returned to West Ha-

* At this place they raised, and placed in his
hands, quite a sum of money for his services. He
took $1.50 to pay his stage fare to the mext place,
and directed them to give the balance to some benev-
olent object.

ven, N. Y., and lectured seven days, begin-
ning February 18th.

On returning to Low Hampton, he found
the following letter from Rev. Charles Fitch,
pastor at the Marlboro’ Chapel, Boston. It
wag the beginning of an acquaintance be-
tween those dear brethren in Christ, and as
such, will be read with interest by all:— -

¢« Boston, March 5, 1838.

“ My pEar BRoTHER :—I am a stranger
to you, but I trust that, through the free
gsovereign grace of God, I am not altogether
a stranger to Jesus Christ, whom you serve.
I am the pastor of an Orthodox Congrega-
tional church in this city. A few weeks
since, your lectures on the Second Coming
of Christ were put into my hands. I sat
down to read the work, knowing nothing of
the views which it contained. I have stud-
ied it with an overwhelming interest, such
as I never felt in any other book except the
Bible. I have compared it with Scripture
and history, and I find nothing on which to
rest a single doubt respecting the correct-
ness of your views. Though a miserable,
guilty sinner, I trust that, .through the
Lord’s abounding grace, I shall be among
thoge that *love hig appearing.” I preached
to my people two discourses yesterday on
the coming of our Lord, and I believe a
deep and permanent interest will be awak-
ened thereby in God’s testimonies. My ob-
ject in writing you, my dear sir, iz twofold.

“1st.  Will you have the kindness to in-
form me, by letter, in what history you find
the fact stated that the last of the ten kings
was baptized A. D. 508, and also thaf the
decree of Justinian, giving the Bishop of
Rome power to suppress the reading of the
Scriptures, was issued in 538? All the
other data which you have given, I have
found correct, and I know of no reason to
doubt your correctness in these. But, as I
have not yet been able to find a statement
of those facts, you will do me a great favor
by just informing me where I may find them
and I shall then feel prepared to defend the
truth, and to point others to the right source
of information.

“There is a meeting of our Ministerial
Association ,to-morrow, and, as I am ap-
pointed to read an essay, I design to bring
up this whole subject for ditcussion, and
trust that I may thereby do something to
gpread the truth.

“2d. My second object in writing wag
to ask if you would put me in the way to
obtain a dozen copies of your lectures. I
know of none to be obtained here. I know
of several individuals who are very desirous
to obtain the work, and if you can tell me
of any place where it can be obtained in this
city, or in New York, you will greatly oblige
me. If you can Eive me any information
of importance on the subject, not contained
in your book, I should greatly rejoice, be-
cause, as I stand a watchman on the walls,
I wish to ¢ give the trumpet a certain sound,’
and to make that sound as full, and explicit,
and convincing, as pogsible.

“Yours in the faith of Jesus Christ,

- “ CmarLEs Firen.”

On the 12th of March, Mr. M. commenced
a course of lectures, and continued eight
days, at Benson, Vt. Previous to this, he
had received urgent requests from the Rev.
Mr. Hill, of the First Church in Troy, N.
Y., and Rev. Mr. Parke, of the church in
West Troy, uniting with their respective
churches, for a course of lectureg In each
place; and they were expected, in West
Troy, to have been commenced previous to
those in Benson, Vi. Their disappointment,
and the great anxiety of ministers and peo-
ple, at that period, to secure his services,
may be judged of by the following letter
from the pastor of the ehurch in that place:

' ¢“West Troy, March 12, 1838,

“Wirtam S. Mrinier, Esq.:* Dear

Sir,—I received a line from. you, dated
March 1st, and was glad to hear that Father

* A son of Mr. M., who was at that time Post-
master in Low Hampton,

Miller had concluded to visit West Troy on
Saturday last. With much anxiety, all
looked forward to that day, expecting the
privilege of hearing something upon the
subject of Christ’s Second Coming. But,
alas ! we are disappointed. Dear sir, 1
write these few lines, letting you know some-
thing of the state of feeling in this place
upen the subject of Mr Miller's lectures.
In the street, in the house, in short, wher-
ever (almost) you meet an individual, the
first thing is, Has Mr. Miller come yet?
When 18 Mr, Miller going to be here?
What is the reason he does not come ? &e.
If the old gentleman can possibly come
down to West Troy, I wish him to come as
goon as possible. I hope he will not delay.
I think we have a little claim upon him, if
our wishes may ‘be brought into account.
Dear sir, upon the reception of this, please
write me the reason of the disappointment ;
also, when he will come, if at all, that I may
give an answer to them that ask.
“Yours in haste,
“ FrepurIc S. PARKE.”

At the same date, Mr. Miller’s son re-
ceived » letter from Troy, N. Y., stating
that ¢ Rev. Mr. Hill is at present very anx-
ious, and most of his church, for your father
to come to East Troy first, and he has un-
dertaken a negotiation with Eld. Parke, for
your father to visit them half of the time.”

In compliance with these urgent requests,
he commenced a course of lectures at West
Troy, N. Y., on the 8th of March, and con-
tinued till the 15th, when he began in East
Troy, where he continued till the 25th.
These were attended with happy results.
In March of the next year, the Rev. Mr.
Parke wrote Mr Miller as follows :—-

It is my privilege to say that God in
mercy is doing a great work in West Troy.
Old and young and middle-aged are alike
made the happy recipients of grace. The
Dutch Reformed church are enjoying an in-
teresting state of things. The Methodists
are full of the Spirit, and the Baptists are
pressing on in the good cause. Praise the
Lord! A number date their awakening to
your lectures on the Second Coming of
Christ. You have great reason to
rejoice that God is pleased to make you the
honored instrument of awakening poor sin-
ners.”’

Previous to these lectures, he had received
the following urgent request from Rev. Em-
erson Audrews, of the Baptist church in
Rome, N. Y. :—

“Rome, N. Y., March 20, 1838.

“DEsAR BrorHER MILLER:— . . . .
We have heard something of you and yours,
and waunt to see you here in person, and
hear your whole course of lectures. I feel
a8 if the time had arrived for you ¢ to preach
the gospel at Rome also.” There is more
attention to religion now than formerly, and
some anxicty. The desire to hear from you
is very great. We want you to come iro-
mediately, the first Sunday, if possible.
Don’t, I beg of you, make any delay, or ex-
cuse, but come right off. I want
you to be here before the time if possible.”

Fogagements at Troy made it necessary
to defer compliance with the above till they
were attended to. After a few days’ rest,
he visited Rome, N. Y., began his lectures
there on the 6th of May, ard continued till
the 16th. In the absence of any journal,
or of any reference to these lectures in any
of the letters preserved by him, their re-
sults cannot be here recorded.

In June following, he again visited his
friends in Canada Kast, and lectured at
Outlet on the 10th and 11th, and at Bolton
from the 12¢h to the 14th,~—retarning home
before the end of the month. After this, he
gave courses of lectures, commencing on the
26th of August, at Braintree, Vt.; on the
16th of September, at White Creek, Vt.; on
the 3d of October, at Pittsfield, Vt.; on the
7Tth, at Randolph, Vt.; and on the 16th, at
Brookfield, Vt.

This last course was given at the urgent
request of Rev. Jehiel Claflin and the Bap-
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tist church in that place. As early as the
26th of June, Mr. C. wrote him: ¢ There
are a great many people in this and the ad-
joining towns, who are very anxious to hear
you lecture on the subject of the Millen-
nium.”’  And, on the 16th of July, he wrote:
“T received your favor of the 30th ult., and
read the same with much delight, to find
that you could gratify the wish of 30 many
friends in this, and the adjacent towns. I
read your letter in meeting, yesterday, to
my congregation; and, some being pres-
ent from abroad, I consulted them accord-
ing to your request, and found an increas-
ing anxiety in their minds that you should
gome and lecture in this vicinity, or near
y"? N )
On the Tth of November, he commenced
a course of lectures at Montpelier, Vt.,
which he continued there and in the neigh-
borhood till the 28d. On the 17th, he writes
from that place to his son:

“There is a great excitement on the sub-
ject in this place. Last night, we had a
solemn and interesting meeting. There was
a great breaking down, and much weeping.
Some souls have been born again. I can
hardly get away from this people. They
want me to stay another week; but I shall
go to the next village on Monday. Mr.
Kellogg, the Congregational minister here,
is a good man, and his church are living
"Christians. Montpelier is quite a consider-
able village, and contains some very intelli-
gent people, who appear to listen with much
interest. 'This afternoon, I meet the citi-
zens, and am to give them an opportunity
to ask questions and state objections. . . . .
May God help me to give his truth! Iknow
my own weakness, and I know that I have
neither power of body nor of mind to do
what the Lord i3 doing by me. It is the
Lord’s doings and marvelous in our eyes.
The world do not know how weak I am.
They think much more of the old man than

* I think of him.”

A gentleman in this place, on the 20th of
TFebruary following, wrote to Mr. M. as fol-
lows: “I am happy to inform you that
your labors with us have been blessed, and
twenty have united with our ‘ church [the
Baptist] since you left Montpelier, and
twenty or thirty more will soon join, all of
whom date their awakening at the time you
lectured here. Bro. Kellogg (the Congre-
gationalist minister) is strong in the faith,
and his views are with Bro. Miller on the
second coming of Christ.”

On the 24th of November, he commenced
a series of lectures in Jericho, Vt., which
continued till the 2d of December. On the
28th of this month, he went to Stockbridge,
Vt., and on the 30th, to Rochester, where he
continued till the 6th of January, 1839.

On the Tth of January, 1839, he wrote to
hig son from Bethel, Vt., that he had lec-
tured in those places to large audiences,
and was on his way to Woodstock. Ie ar-
rived at that place on the Tth, and com-
menced a second courge of lectures, which
continued to the 14th. From that date to
the 20th, he lectured at Pomfret, Vt.; from
the 21st to the 27th, at Bethel, Vt.; and
from the 28th to the 81st, at Gaysville,
Vt. ;—from which place, he returned home.
On the 28th, he wrote fron Gaysville to his
son : "

‘“There has been a reformation in every
place that I have lectured in since I left
home, and the work is progressing in every
place rapidly. The meeting-houses are
crowded to overflowing. Much excitement
prevails among the people. Many say they
believe ; some scoff; others are sober and
thinking. Give my love to all—mother and
the children. I remain yours, ete.

‘ “Wm. MinLzr.”

On the 10th of March, he commenced in
Essex, Vt., and lectured till the 17th.” From
the 18th to the 24th, he was at Williston,
Vt.; and on the 26th, he commenced an-
other course of lectures at Waterbury, Vt.,
which closed on the 1st of April.
projected a tour into Massachusetts about
this time, he was obliged to disappoint a
large number who had solicited visits from
him. As evidence of the great desire to
hear him, he then had on file, urgent re-
quests from Frederic Daley, ¢ preacher in
charge,”. Northfield, Vt.,—with fifteen sig-
natures from Strafford, Vt.,—expressing “a
great anxiety on the part of the public to
hear a courge of lectures;”” from Joseph
Chase, Middlesex, announcing that the
meeting-house had been opened for him
without a dissenting vote, and urging him
to come by all means; Wm. D. Leavett,
‘Grantham, N. H.—urging his presence
there “at as early a day as possible ;” Z.
Delano, Hartford, Vt., wishing him to come

Having |

as early ““as practicable;” Jonathan Woods,
Dover, Vt.—*“many people being desirous
to hear;”’ Hiram Freeman, pastor of the
Congregationalist church in Middlesex, Vt.
—stating that ¢ the church would gladly
see him, and were generally anxious for him
to come, * ete., ete.;—none of which ap-
pear to have been complied with.

Oratery in Prayer.

TaE subject of ¢ speech-making in pray-
er,” ig thus deprecated by the Christian Ad-
vocate, New York :

Should prayer offered;in public be an ora-
tion ? A few months ago, we went to church
on a Sunday evening, in a large country
town, and heard something which so im-
pressed us that we have since thought about
it very often. It wasnot thesermon; there
was nothing memorable in that. It was a
prayer, or, atleast, when the minister began,
hegaid, “Let us pray,” and the people bowed
their heads as if in supplication. Then we
heard a brief eulogy on human nature, set-
ting forth its dignity and independence.
Then there was a description of the horrible,
enslaving effects of superstition, and of false
views of the character of God, which have
always been entertained in the Christian
church. After thig the result of modern the-
ological criticism was summed up, the prayer
concluded with a sketch in outline of the
‘“good time coming, when a man will be
emancipated from the bondage of traditions,
and rites, and superstitious usages, and will
reverence and worship only the divine in his
ownnature.”” Thisis no caricature ; itis an
accurate report of what we heard on the oc-
casion referred to, and in important respects
it is much like what we have often heard in
our own denomination and in others. There
18 a great deal of praying in public that
closely resembles speech-making. Of course
we intend no criticism of the obvious ideas
and opinions of the minister whom we heard ;
we only ask whether such an oration can
properly be termed a prayer ?

A Good Fight,

Ir isa sad thing to see a man contending
for a livelihood under disadvantages ; but to
see a delicate woman, with helpless little
ones at her back, fighting the giants of
poverty and sorrow, is more affecting. It
was a humble home ; and passers-by knew
not that within those four walls were displays
of courage more admirable than that of
Hannibal erossing the Alps, or in the pass of
Thermopyle, or at Balaklava, where, ¢ into
the jaws of death rode the six hundred.”
These heroes had the whole world to cheer
them on ; but there were none to applaud
the struggle in that humble home. She
fought for bread, for clothing, for fire, for
shelter, with aching head, ayd weak side,
and exhausted strength, through the long
night, by the brook Jabbok. Could it be
that none would give her help? Had God
forgotten to be gracious? No! contending
soul, the midnight air is full of wings coming
to therescue. She hearsit now, in the sough
of the night wind, in the ripple of the brook
Jabbok—the promise madeso long ago, ring-
ing down the sky : ¢ Thy fatherless children;
I will preserve them alive; and let thy
widows trust in me.”” Some one said to a
very poor woman, ~’ How is it that in such
distress you keep cheerful ?”” She said: "I
do it by what I call ¢ cross-prayers.’” When
I had my rent to pay, and nothing to pay it
with, and bread to buy, and nothing to buy
it with, I used to sit down and ery. Butnow
I do not get discouraged. If Igo along the
street, when I come to a corner.of a street,
I say: ¢ The Lord help me.” I then go
on until I come to another crossing of the
street, and again I say : ¢The Lord help
me.” And so I utter a prayer at every
crossing ; and since I have got into the habit
of saying these ¢ cross-prayers,” I have been
able to keep up my courage.”’— Talmage.

Childhood.

LgT man enjoy what he will in after-life, |

if his childhood has been blessed with the
care and kindness of a judicious mother,
there will come moments when the cup of
pleasure will be dashed from his lips as
tasteless, in comparison with those hours of
sweet and social intercourse, when he first”
learned to look for a pervading spirit in the
realms of nature—to welcome all the anima-
ted and joyous creatures of earthas members
of hig own wide brotherhood, and to hail the
beams of morning as pledges of the inex-
haustible beneficence which created both life
and sight, and ordained them as blessings to
mankind.

* THE STATESMAN ARTIOLES,

ARTICLE SIX.

TESTIMONY OF PAUL AND JOHN TO THE
" FIRST-DAY SABBATH.

Two important portions of the inspired
records remain to be considered. The first
of these reads as follows: ¢ Now concern-
ing the collection for the saints, as I have

- given order to the churches of Galatia, even

so do ye. Upon the first day of the week
let every one of you lay by him in store, as
God hath prospered him, that there be no
gatherings when(I come.” (1Cor.16:1,2.)

From this passage it is clear that the
churches of Galatia, as well as the church
at Corinth, or that Christians generally,
were required to set apart a proportion of
their worldly goods, as God prospered
them, for benevelent purposes. It is also
clear that the act of setting apart the re-
quired proportion of means was to be per-
formed statedly, every week, on the first
day of the week.

Whatever may be the correct interpreta-
tion of the words, “lay by him in store,”
enough is beyond all doubt and agreed up-
on by all, to show that the first day of the
week was regarded by the apostle and the
Christian churches ag a special day, and one
more fitting than others for the benevolent

-and religious duty enjoined.

The phrase renderedin our version, “ by
him,” is unquestionably an idiomatic Greek
expression for ““at home.” (Compare Luke
24 :12,and John 20:10.) And even if we
understand this phrase to be connected
with the word rendered ‘“in store,” which
is a participle signifying ¢ treasuring up,”’
the proof of first-day sacred observance is
still clear and strong. But the tyue con-
nection of the words, ‘“at home, ”’ is with
what precedes. ¢ Let every one place or
devote at home.”” Place what? The an-
swer is not hard to find—a proportion of
the -weekly earnings; a suitable part of
what God in his bounty had given. When
this . proportion was separated by each
Christian at home, from the rest of his
weekly earnings, it was to be treasured up.
But where ? This is the important ques-
tion. Where was the money each Christian
set apart at home on the first day of the
week, from his weekly receipts, to be keptin
store? It appears that this treaguring up
was not at each Christian’s home :

"1. Because the phrase, ‘‘at home,” gram-
matically connects, not with the word,
¢ treasuring,” but with the preceding verb.
This verb does not mean “lay by,” but
‘“lay,” or “place.”” The preposition ren-
dered “by” is part of the phrase, “at
home.” If it is insisted that the idea of
treasuring in store is in the word rendered
“lay,”” then we have this tautology: ¢ Let
every one place in store, or lay by at home,
placing in store.”” Paul did not write in
this way.

2. The first day of the week must have
offered a special facility for doing what was
required. True, if nothing more is meant
than laying by at home, even that marks
the first day with distinguishing honor.
But the placing or putting of God’s pertion
by itself, separated from the balance of the
receipts of the past week, on each first day,
in each Christian’s home, was in order to
something else, for which the first day
alone gave opportunity. On that day, as
we have learned from Acts 20 : 7, and other
portions of Scripture, Christians were ac-
customed to meet for public religicus ser-
vices, and at these public gatherings, each
Christian put into the treasury of the
church what he had set apart at home from
the rest of the gains of the week.

8. The most conclusive argument, how-
ever, is drawn from the end that Paul de-
gired to accomplish. He states expressly
that his aim in giving his directions was
to avoid the necessity of gatherings or
collections -when he should come. The
force of this consideration is evaded by ex-

-plaining the apostle’s words as meaning

“gmall collections.” But if every Chris-
tian had his money laid by at home, whether
it were much or little, the ¢collections”
would still have to be made. Kach Chris-
tian, it is true, would have his sum already
made up, and would need to make no per-
sonal gathering. But the apostle’s word
is much more naturally and fittingly ap-
plied to collections on a larger and wider
scale. And to effect the apostle’s end, and
avoid such collections at his coming, the
Corinthians, like the Galatians, were to
make a collection every Lord’s day, of what
each one at home had set apart or placed
aside from the proceeds of his business

during the preceding week. In no other
way would the moneys needed be in perfeet
readiness for the apostle. If left in the
hands of individuals scattered around, there
would be uncertainty about the apostle’s
receipt of them, and there would still be
trouble in connection with colleetions on
his arrival. But with the moneys already
gathered at the regular weekly meetings in-
o the common treasury of the church, and
there waiting his coming, his aim is satis-
factorily accomplished.

The only remaining passage is Rev.
1:10: <1 wasin the Spirit on the Lord’s
day.” It has been admitted by opponents
of the first-day Sabbath, that if by the
Lord’s day in this passage, the first day of
the week is meant, their causeis lost. And
lost it is; for no other day can be meant.
Three interpretations have been given of
John’s words:

1. By the Lord’s day is meant the day
of Judgment. Wetstein, in his elaborate
edition of the Greek New Testament, in the
year 1752, first advanced this view. Hisg
comment i8: “Hune diem judieii vidit in
spiritu; i. e., preevidit representatum.’”’
¢ John saw in Spirit the day of Judgment :
that is, he foresaw it represented.”” The
phrase, “the day of the Lord,” does mean
in the Scriptures the day of Judgment.
But that phrase is different from the one
here employed. The literal rendering of the
former is, ‘“the day of the Lord.” The
literal rendering of the other is, ¢the do-
minical day.” This was not a day foreseen,
but a day on which John was in the Spirit
—a day of weekly recurrence, which the

Lord claims as his own, as he claims the

dominical supper.

2. By the Lord’s day, it is maintained
again, 13 meant the seventh-day Sabbath.
In support of this view, it is said that the
phrase employed by John corresponds with
such Old-Testament expressions as ““a Sab-
bath to the Lord,” and with the Saviour’s
language : “The Son of man is Lord even
of the Sabbath.” But the very fact that
the seventh day had a well known and
distinetive name by which it was always
designated, is strong presumptive proof
that this new and unusual phrase used by
John cannot apply to it. It would be
most natural to suppose that some other
day is meant, and this is clearly proved to
be the fact.

8. The phrase, the Lord's day, was the
common expression for designating the
first-day Sabbath from John’s time onward.
As the meal which the Lord hallowed as
his own was called the Lord’s Supper, so
the day hallowed by the Lord’s resurrec-
tion; by his repeated meeting with his
disciples after rising from the dead; by the
descent of his Spirit; by the weekly relig-
ious assemblies of his people with their
communions, preaching and hearing the
word, prayers and almsgiving, was properly
termed the Lord’s day. It has been argued
on the other side of the question that the
Lord had a day, and but one in the week,
called specially his own. But, as has been
shown, Jesus himself, after his resurrection,
paid no regard to the seventh day. His
digeiples did not observe it. It could not,.
therefore, have been the Lord’s day. On
the other hand, Jesus did honor the first
day, and the Christian churches everywhere
did the same; and thus this honored day is
the only one of which John could speak
when he said he was ““in the Spirit on the
Lord’s day.” By this name, as will be
seen in our next article, the firat day of the
week was known in the early ehurch.—
Christian Statesman, Jan. 11, 1873,

C“PESTIMONY OF PAUL AND JOHN TO THE
" FIRST-DAY SABBATH.”

A REJOINDER.

WiTH no small degree of interest we
have perused the article entitled ¢ Tezti-
mony of Paul and John to the First-day
Sabbath.” The two texts which it brings
forward in defense of the theory of a
changed Sabbath, are regarded by the
friends of that theory, generally, as among
the strongest of its supports. The first of
them (1 Cor. 16 : 1, 2), we had assailed, and
adduced a criticism, from the pen of Mr. J.
W. Morton, which was of great importance. -
In it, the very stronghold of the Sunday
argument had been fearlessly attacked, and,
to our mind, carried beyond all question.
The writer whom we quoted presented
twelve versions and translations, all of
which clearly sustained the position that
the expression, “by him,” was equivalent
to the term, ‘‘at home.” If this were true,
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, then beyond all dispute the Sunday argu-
ment had been denuded of all its strength,
provided it ever had any ; for the support
of its logic was the assumption that the
transaction brought to view in this text was
to take place in the respective assemblies of
the saints.

It is, therefore, with the most profound
satisfaction that—if we rightly apprehend
the remarks of our reviewer—he concedes
the point that ‘the words, “by him,” do in-
deed answer to a Greek idiom, of which the
original terms are equivalent to the expres-

“sion, ‘“‘at home.” This being true, we are
agreed that at least a portion of the duty
which Paul commanded was to be per-
formed, not at the house of assembly, but at
the dwelling of the individual Christian. In
other words, he admits that the money
which they were to ¢ place or devote” to
charitable purposes, was first to be esti-
mated and separated while yet they were in
their own houses. Having conceded thus
much, he reasons that the money was to be
carried to the place of worship, and laid up
in store, or deposited ameng the collections
regularly made on the first day of the week.
In order to sustain this view, he offers a
grammatical eriticism to which it cannot be
objected that it is not drawn finely enough
to meet the taste of the most fastidious.
But the writer does not seem to plant him-
self go squarely upon it as we would natu-
rally expect one would who feels that he is
standing upon solid ground.

The force of his logic seems to be drawn
from the object which Paul had in view, in
ordering beforehand this weekly laying
aside of money for the poor saints at Jeru-
salem. The writer thinks that the evident
reference of Paul, in the words, ¢ that there
be no gatherings when I come,” is to con-
tributions to be taken up in the ‘congrega-
.tion when he should have reached the place.
If he is wrong in this, he is wrong in all;
for no one will dispute that money could®
be ““laid by in store " at home, as well as
in the church, since to lay by in store, is to
put in some safe and accessible place.

Right here, then, we inquire, What were
the  gatherings” which Paul sought to
avoid on hig arrival? They could refer to
but one of two things ; either, first, the col-
lection of moneys in the church; or, sec-
ondly, the collecting of them by individu-
als from -those who were indebted to them.
That the first was not the sense in which
Paul employed the word, we submit is ap-
parent, from the fact that the end to be
gained by writing months beforehand, in or-
der to prevent the taking up of a collection
in the church, was not commensuraté with
the dignity which is given to it by so prom-
inent a place in the sacred epistle. So far
as the collection itself was concerned, it
could have been brought about, unquestion-
ably, within the space of fifteen minutes.
The amount of time, therefore, which it
would consume, is too insignificant to be
worthy of mention. .

Again, a3 it regards the moral complex-
ion of the act, it will not be objected by our
reviewer that it was to be avoided from any
scruples in that direction, since he believes
that such collections were taken up on ev-
ery first day of the week. On the other
hand, taking the second view as being the
one which properly expresses the facts, we
find that itis in perfect harmony with the cir-
eircumstances of the case, and consistent with
the notion that Paul had a sufficient motive
for writing heforehand, as he did, concerning
the collections. He was about to make a
brief visit to. Corinth. How long he should
remain, he could not tell. While there, he
wanted the undivided attention of the peo-
ple to be given to religious purposes, and
also that the money which he expected
should be in readiness, so that no delay
might be necessary. .

This, however, could not be, since, not
knowing the exact time of his arrival, they
would not be likely to have it on hand when

he should come, unless they laid it by, week-

1This point is an important one; and as we are
anxious to satisfy the reader that it is well taken,
‘we append the following remarks of Albert Barnes,
who—though agreeing with the writer in the Stafes-
man that this passage furnishes proof for Sunday ob-
servance—nevertheless frankly concedes, s will be
seen, that the construction of the original phrase for
““treasuring up,” is such as to admit of the idea that
the work was to be done at home. He says: ¢ The
phrase in Greek, ‘treasuring up,” may mean that
each one was to put the part which he had designated
into the common treasury. This interpretation seems
to be demanded by the latter part of the verse. They
were to lay it by, and to put it into the common
treasury, that there might be no trouhle of collecting
when he should come. Or, it may, perhaps, mean
that they were individually to freasure it up, having
designated in their own minds the sum which they
could give, and have it in readiness, when he should
gome,

ly, at their homes. Should he, therefore,
drop in upon them suddenly, they would be
thrown into a confusion of mind illy com-
patible with the purposes of daily worship
during his vigit, since they would be an-
noyed and distracted by the necessity of
gathering from this direction and that, the
amounts of the weekly contribution which
they had agreed to make for the benefit of
the suffering saints at Jerusalem.

But once more : Having settled the point
that the explanation claimed does not satis-
factorily account for the mention of the
subject in an epistle, while the one which
we present meets the requirements of the
cage in every particular—since it both sup-
plies the money, and furnishes the apostle
with a body of Christians ready to listen to
the preaching of the word—Ilet us look at
the matter from another standpoint.

The plan proposed by Paul could have
been arrived at in but one of two ways.
Every Christian was expected, either, first,
to give a fixed sum, every week, of an
amount equal to that which the general
valuation of his property would require;
or, secondly, he was, as the writer supposes,
to pay in a fluctuating amount weekly, that
amount to be determined by the gains or
losses of the week,

We will suppose, for a moment, that the
first theory is correct, and will test theplan
in question thereby. While doing se, for
convenience’ sake, we will employ the cur-
rency of our own time. Hereis a Corinth-
ian Christian who is worth, say $10,000,
He decides that he will give for the pur-
poses mentioned, ten dollars per week. He
has money in his purse, and nothing to pre-
vent his doing it at any time. Being anx-
ious to obey the injunction of Paul, he pro-
ceeds as the writer suggests. On Sunday
morning he is at home, knowing just what
he must contribute on that day, when he
goes to church, having previously decided
this point. The amount, as we have seen,
is precisely ten dollars. But Paul says he
must do something with it “at home,” be-
fore going to church. What was he to do
with it ? The writer says, * to place or de-
vote it.” Well, he takes out his purse;
from it he extracts just ten dollars. He
holds it in his fingers. Now, what shall he
do with it? The writer says he must
“place or devote it.”” Yes, but we inquire,
What does place or devote mean, in such a
connection as this ? In other words, What
shall he do with the money at home ? Shall
he take it out, and turn it over, and look at
it, and put it back in his purse again, and
then go to church and place it in the con-
tribution box ?  We answer, that this would
be a solemn farce. To say, also, that hav-
ing taken it out of hispurse he must not
put it back again, but must place it in some
other pocket, and .then carry it to church,
is simply ridiculous. So far, therefore, as
the men were concerned whose property was
fixed, and whese contributions were the
same, weekly, all that was said by Paul
about ¢ devoting or placing ’’ at home was
pure nonsense, in the light of the exposition
offered.?

Now for the other class, or the men of
 fluctuating resources. How shall they pro-
ceed? Were they to estimate the amount
of their weekly gains, and to collect in the
sum, on the last day, which they were to
give on the first day of the week? If so,
then in their cases, as well as in those of
the first order, the whole process was a
mere sham, an empty and meaningless form.
For they also, at their homes, would simply
have to take out their money and look at
it, and then put it back and go to the
church for the purpose of donating it.

But again ; as we have seen, that unless
the work of deciding how much they ought
to give, and separating the amount for that
purpose while at home on the first day of
the week, was a part of the plan of the
apostle, the whole suggestion had in it nei-
ther rhyme nor reason, we now turn to
the only alternative left our opponent;
which is the conclusion that the work indi-
cated by the term, “place or devote at
home,” was that of deciding upon and sepa-
rating the sum which they could spare to
the weekly contribution.

What are the consequences of such a po-
sition? We reply, It overturns and ut-

2 Instead of selecting & wealthy person able to con-
tribute ten dollars per week, as has been done above,
let an individual be chosen from the poorer classes
of Corinthians—say from among those who would be
able to donate only twenty-five cents per week—and
the reader will be more forcibly impressed with the
unreasonableness of that construction which makes it
necessary that so small a pittance should first be
placed or devoted at home, and then carried to the
church, and there deposited in the general -collec-
tion.

terly uproots the whole theory of Sunday
sanctity ; for the lesson taught by 1 Cor.
16:1, 2, instead of being favorable to the
conception that Paul held to such a theory,
shows that he regarded the first day of the
week as secular time. Do youask, How do
you reach such a conclusion ? I answer, It
18 inevitable, since the men who were act-
ing under the instruction of Paul could not
carry out the work prescribed by him with-
out devoting at least the morning of the
first day of the week to worldly business,
such as that of figuring up and deciding

‘upon the losses and profits of the preceding

week, and, perhaps, collecting from out-
standing matters the pro-rata ameunt nec-
essary for the stated collection at the
church.

Should it be objected that our suggestion
is open to the criticism that the well-to-do
class of Christians could have furnished
their means at any time, we answer, Very
true; but that, should week after week

‘elapse without the separation, en the part
of the wealthy, of the stipulated sum, it.

might, before the arrival of the apostle,
reach figures which it would be difficult
even for them to meet without perplexity.
And besides, the better, easier, more nat-
ural, and we think, spiritually, the more
profitable method, even for them, would be
found in doing it weekly. We might offer
many reasons for this conviction, had we
space. Paul was giving a general rule to
meet the condition of all classes. The poor
comprised the larger portion of these classes,
and a-principle was laid down, therefore,
which, while it was better for the rich than
any other, was indispensable,- for the pur-
poses in question, to the men of moderate
circumstances. _

Our interpretation, stated in brief, is sim-
ply this: 'The apostle instructed them on
the first day of the week to lay by in store,
at home, what they proposed to give to the
saints at Jerusalem, hoarding it up until he
should visit them, so that at his arrival they
might put it into the common treasury;
thus avoiding the possibility of being una-
ble, on the one hand, to meet their pledges,
and on the other, of being necessitated to
have their minds occupied with temporal af-
fairg, during his stay. This conception is
free from embarrassments. KEven were the
gentleman’s interpretation of the passage
correct, it cannot be shown to be unsound.
He would read the scripture substantially
as follows : ¢ Let every one of you devote
at home, treasuring up, that there be no
gatherings when I come.” To our mind,
there is no tautology, even in the declara-
tion of the apostle thus expressed, which is
worthy of mention; for should the term
“treasuring up”’ be interpreted to mean
the same as placing or devoting at home, it
is explanatory, not of the command, but of
the purpose of the command. A para-
phrase, which is often employed with profit
in the writings of Paul, will make it all
clear : ¢ Upon the first day of the week, let
every one of you lay aside, or devote to the
Lord, an amount commensurate with the
prosperity which he has bestowed upon you,
treasuring it up, so that there need be no
gatherings when I come.”

The only difference between the gentle-
man and myself, therefore, would be as to
the place where it was to be treasured up ;
he insisting that it was at the church, and
we, at the house of the individual Christian.
We have shown that his epinion is not only
unnecessary, but that it is also absurd, since
it divides a transaction which Paul does not
divide ; and, after admitting that a part of
it transpired at the home of the individual,
it represents the other part as having taken
place at the church; whereas, neither the
church, the contribution boz, nor the assem-
bly, are so much as mentioned. And be-
sides, it presents Paul in an attitude which
certainly does not compliment his sagacity.
Mark you, it is ‘‘every one of you” that
he ingtructs to *‘lay by-at home.”” It must
therefore be, not the church collectively,
but its individual members who are called
upon to treasure up, or lay by in store.
Just here we submit that the language em-
ployed is literal, and net figurative, and
that, this being true, the moment that the
saints at Corinth placed their funds in the
common treasury, they violated the injunc-

| tion of the apostle, which was that they

should treasure it, up, or lay it by in store,
individually, By way of enforcing our
logic, we inquire of the reader, who bas
doubtless contributed many times to church
collections, Can you look upon money thusg
bestowed as in any proper sense of the term
belonging to you individually ? or as still
treasured up or laid by in store? - We

think that your answer will not be equivo-
cal. To lay by in store, as before stated,
is to put in some safe and accessible place ;
but money once donated is not accessible to
the individual centributor, since he has no
longer any individual preperty in it.

Here we must terminate our remarks on
1Cor. 16:1,2. As we do so, we have
dispesed of the last Bible text which will be
cited in the support of a supposed practice
of Sunday-keeping on the part of the early
church. Error begets error. Having re-
jected the obvious teaching of Acts 20:7,
that Paul, after holding a meeting on the
first day of the week, traveled nineteen and
a half miles on foot, and having endeavored
to explain away this journey by inferring
that 1t took place on the second day of the
weék, which is not mentioned in the con-
nection, our opponent comes to the consid-
eration of 1 Cor. 16 : 1, 2, lugging along in
his arms a precedent which God had clearly
taught him was not designed to teach the
lesson which he sought to extract from it.
With this precedent thus illegitimately ob-
tained, he seeks to explain the language of
Paul which we have been considering. By
this means, he has been led to indorse er-
ror. But we need not recapitulate.

In conclusion on this point, we remark :
How admirable is the providence of God!
He has instructed us in his word, in regard
to duty, by clear precepts, and has never
told us to study its requirements simply in
the light of human example. How remark-
able, therefore, that he should have conde-
scended to so order, by his Spirit, the rec- .
ord which has been made in the case of ev-
ery precedent brought forward, that the-
text and context would utterly overthrow
every effort of him who should attempt to
employ them in the interest of a false doc--
trine. On the day of the resurrection, asif
to show that it wasnot holy time, two disci-
ples are brought to view as traveling fifteen
miles ; a portion of the distance in company
with their approving Lord, and the balance
of it after he had appeared to, walked and
conversed with, them. In Acts 20:7, ap-
parently perceiving the use which might be
made of it, he places, in the foreground of
the sacred record, the apostle, threading a
weary journey on foot from Troas to Assos ;
and lastly, in 1 Cor. 16: 1, 2, he framed
the language so that it should inculcate, not
the idea that the first day of the week was
holy time, but, on the contrary, that it
might be devoted to the secular work of
casting up accounts and collecting funds.

With the exposition offered of the words,
“T was in the Spirit on the Loyd’s day,”
Rev. 1:10, we shall make short work.
What we have previously said on that pas-
sage is not sufficiently disturbed to warrant
extended remark. Beit remembered, then,
that, as said above, the passage proves that
God has a day in this dispensation. At
this point commences our divergence, We
say that the term ¢ Lord’s day ” refers to
the seventh-day Sabbath. The writer says
that it refers to the first day of the week.
The declaration that Christ paid no atten-
tion to the seventh-day Sabbath after his
resurrection, needs no reply here, except
that he was under ne ebligation to do so,
and there was no good reason why he -
should, since he regarded it strictly in his
lifetime, and enjoined it upon his followers.
Perhaps, however, it would be well to add
that he at least never did anything after his
resurrection which might be construed into
a desecration of it ; whereas, in the case of
the only first-day on which it can be proved
that he ever met with his disciples, after
his death, he devoted a portion of its hours
to travel on the highway.

To the objection of the writer that, if the.
term ¢ Lord’s day,” in the case before us,
does apply to the seventh-day Sabbath, it is.
strange that it should have been called in.
every case but this < the Sabbath,” we re-
ply, that, were this true, this would simply
prove a choice in titles, and implies no dis-
respect to the day itself, since the term
¢ Sabbath,” equally with that of ¢Lord’s
day,” was a sacred denomination. Not so,
however, if he be right in the supposition
that the term ¢ Lord’s day '’ applies to the
Sunday ; for if he be correct in this, then
indeed we have something which is passing
strange. For, in all the New Testament,
that which he is pleased to style the ¢ Chris-
tian Sabbath,”” and to which, according to
his theory, belonged the honorable name of
“Lord’s day,”’ is not only so called but
once; but, lgeing spoken of nine times by
inspired men, it is mentioned eight times
out of the nine by them in an utter disre-
gard of its hallowed nature, in the terms

(Continued on page 158.)
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Does Rom. §:18, 19, Teach Universalism ¢

ELD. JAMES WHITE, %

THE verses referred to read: ¢ Thercfore as
by the offence of one, judgment came upon all
men to condemnation ; even so by the righteous-
ness of one, the free gift came upon all men unto
justification of life. Tor as by one man’s diso-
bedience many were made sinners, so by the
obedience of one shall many be made righteous.”

The one through whom condemnation came
upon all, it need not be said, was Adam. His
disobedience was his transgression by which-
death came into the world. The “many”” who
were made sinners by his disobedience, were all
his posterity, the entire human race. The one
whose obedience is brought to view was the sec-
ond Adam, Christ. Tlis obedience was the acts
by which he provided a sinless, and therefore an
efficacious, offering for all the world. The
“many” who are made righteous by his obe-
dience, are—how many? This is the question.
Is this second many as comprehensive as the
first? Does it like the first include the whole
race? If o, are not all men to be made right-
eous, and 8o all to be saved, through Christ?
And ig not then universal salvation the result ?
Or, on the other hand, since it appears from
other texts that only a few, comparatively, will
reach that degree of righteousness through
Christ that will entitle them to salvation, can
the second “many,” that are to be made right-
eous, be limited to that number while the first
is unlimited ?

The statement of verse 18 seems to cut off
positively the idea of limiting one of the terms
and not the other. It says that judgment came
upon all men to condemnation, and also that the
free gift came upon all men to the justification
of life. Here the same expression “all men,” is
used in both terms of the proposition. So the
~ many that are made sinners, and the many that
are made righteous, must include the same num-
ber. All the race are made righteous by the

obedience of one, Jesus Christ.
Then is not Universalism the result? It

would be altogether too hasty to so conclude, be-

fore we inquire in what respect, and to what ex-

tent, all men are made sinners, and in what re-

spect, and to what extent, all are made righteous |
by Christ; for here is a point upon which, after

all, everything may turn.

When God commanded Adam not to partake
of the tree of the knowledge of good ard evil,
the penalty he attached to disobedience was sus-
pended upon no conditions, Adam transgressed
and the penalty was inflicted. He became pos-
sessed of a mortal dying nature. He could
bequeath to his posterity no higher nature than
he possessed ; hence the unborn millions of the
race were involved with him in the effests of
that penalty, and all became subjeot to death.

Who are subject to death? Those who are
in some sense sinners; for death is the direct
result of ‘sin. But from whose sin does the
death we experience in thig life result? From
our own personal sins, or from thoge of some
other pexson ? Not from our own; for no per-
gon now suffers the first or temporal death as
the penalty for his own personal sins. He may,
to be sure, so violate the laws of his physieal
nature, as to hasten the stroke of death, or he
may so offend .against high Heaven that God is
compelled to cut short in wrath his guilty career.
But this only brings on his death a little sooner
than it would otherwise oecur. This does not
affect the fact that death stands forth as the lot
to which we all are doomed, and that, too, irre-
spective of character. The righteous die as well
as the wicked; those who try to live in strict
obedience to moral and physical law, as well as
those who wildly and recklessly transaress them.

From whose sin, then, does deatl. Jome upon
us? Answer: From the sin of Adam. We
die because Adam sinned. Just in this respect,
and just to this degree, therefore, are we made
ginners by Adam, that we are involved in the
result of his transgression. Just to this degree
¢ judgment has come upon all men to condem-
nation,” for this one man’s sin. But it goes no
farther ; for we are not held on our own per-
sona] aceount, ag transgressors on aceount of the

g

But now the curtain rises, and a new seene is
disclosed to our view. Christ steps upon the
stage and offers his intervention in behalf of the
human race. Had he not come to our agsistance,
death would have been the extinction of Adam
and all his posterity. Our lot would have been
one of hopeless despair, and as death closed the
soene, that would have been our final end.
Then the consequences of Adam’s sin to us, in-
stead of being temporary would have been eter-
nal. But the love of Gtod has arranged in our
behalf that our eternal destiny shall not he de-
termined by the action of another but by our
own personal course of life. Hence it has been
provided through Christ that the race should be
placed upon a new probation, and every man
. determine by his own obedience or disobedience,
what his final doom should be ; and it is further
- provided, to make salvation possible, that when
we &in, since we labor under the disadvantagé of
having inherited from Adam a fallen nature,
the sentence shall not stand absolute and inex-
orable against us, but may be averted, if we will
seek pardon for our offense through Jesus
Christ.

With this provision, and on these conditions,
the history of our race has progressed for six
thousand years from the expulsion of our first
parents from the garden of Eden. And every
individual is answerable for his course of life,
and the use he makes of the privileges within
his reach. And so the apostle has written:
“For we must all appear before the judgment
seat of Christ; that every one may receive the
things done in his body, according to that he
hath done, whether it be good or bad.” 2 Cor.
5:10. And again, in Rom. 14:12, he says,
‘“BSo then every one of us shall give an account
of himself to God.” .

The good and bad, according to these Serip-
tures, are alike to give account of themselves,
and receive their just’deserts for the things done
in the body. But this account we do not ren-
der up in this life. Before the judgment seat
of Christ we do not stand in this state of exist-
enct. How, then, is this to be brought about ?
It can be done only by a restoration of all from
the grave. A resurrection from the dead of the
whole human family, irrespective of character, is
the absolutely unavoidable sequence of the work
which Christ has undertaken for fallen man. As
in Adam all die so in Christ sball all be made
alive. And when we are made alive by the res-
urrection, we are released from all the effect of
Adam’s sin upon us. KEvery one can then say,
I was made subject to death by Adam’s sin;
and I died. DBut all that is past; the power of
that death is broken, and I am placed back
again upon the plane of life. I now stand just
as I should have stood, if Adam never had
sinned;, my future now depending wholy upon
my individual character. And those who are
then found righteous either because they have
never violated the law, or because they have se-
cured through Christ forgiveness for all their
transgressions, will live forever, while those who
have failed, will for their sins come under the
same penalty that was pronounced upon Adam
for his sin, namely, death ; and no release being
provided from this death, it will be eternal.

With these facts before us, the application of
Rom. 5:18, 19, can be made in few words.
We have seen that all are made sinners by
Adam only so far as to be involved in death in
consequence of his sin. And we have also seen
that all are to be released by Christ from those
consequences. 5o far then all are made right-
eous by Christ. We are made righteous just as
far as we are made sinners, and no farther. All
the world are included in both declarations.
Bat none are made sinners in Adam so far as to
insure their eternal ruin; and none are made
rightecus in Christ, irrespective of character, so
far a8 to secure their eternal salvation.

“They Never Speak Roughly,”

I was walking lately with a young, uncon-
verted friend, in whom I felt a great interest,
and in the course of conversation, I gaid:—

“How many of your companions do you
think are Christians ?”

In reply she gave me the names of four:
J. | , AL , M. M ,and S. L, .

I said: “ Why do you think they are
Christians 9

“Becaugse,” she replied, ¢ they never speak
roughly.”

Is not this a lesson to the children of God,
of the deep importance of words ?¥—Lz-

sin of Adam.

change,

Stumbling Stones.

A BROTHER writes: “ With shame and sor-
row I have to report no progress in divine life.
Still stumbling over ¢visions’ and ¢ health re-
form.””’

The very thing which should prove a help is
a stumbling stone. Christ came as the prophets
had foretold. Hverything connected with his
advent should have caused them to believe.
These things were the evidences of the truth of
the predictions of the prophets, and of the
claims of Jesus as being the promised Christ.
Prophets had spoken, their words were fulfilled ;
and the only logical conclusion was faith in Je-
sus. But they stumbled and fell, because of
unbelief. Cod laid this stumbling stone in
Zion; but not for the purpose of causing men
to stumble, but for the very purpose of produe-
ing faith. Hence it was said, ¢ He that believ-
eth on him shall not be confounded.”

It is just so at the present time. God has
promised the spirit of prophecy as a characteris-
tic of the remnant of the true church, the peo-
ple that, under the proclamation of the last mes-
sage, keep the commandments of God. Rev.
12:17,and 19:10. The exercise of the gift
of propheey, in connection with the proclama-
tion of the warning of the third angel (Rev.
14:9-12), is one of the strongest evidences of
the divinity of the work, or, in other words,
that the hand of God is truly set to fulfill this
all-important warning to marnkind. But that
which was designed to produce faith, and is the
best calculated to have this effect, to unbelief
becomes a cause of stumbling. By the preach-
ing of the Heaven-sent message, men are con-
vinced of the perpetuity and immutability of the
law of God. Then they fancy that they
would engage in keeping the commandments
entire, were not the message encumbered with
the faith that God is verily in the work. In
other words, if' the message was wanting in gome
things that were promised, they could believe
and embrace it heartily, This is the logic of
unbelief. Faith believes what has been prom-
ised when it comes.

And is there not need enough of health re-
form ? and is 16 too small a matter for God to
care for? Those who believe that the body is
an essential, as well as material, part of man,
should not be slow to believe that a proper care
for it has a great moral and spiritual value.
We believe, as a Methodist minister of my ac-
quaintance expressed it, that if we save our
souls, we shall save our bodies also. - And the
Seriptures also are full of this doctrine. * Your
body is the temple of the Holy Ghost.” ¢ There-
fore glorify God in your body” If any man
defile the temple of Glod, him shall God destroy;
for the temple of God is holy, which temple ye
are.” “Let us cleanse ourselves from all filthi-
ness of the flesh and spirit, perfecting holinessin
the fear of the Lord.”

God gave the Israelites in the desert lessons
in health reform, and has set them forth as our
examples, or as warnings to us, 1 Cor. 10, and
is it not evident that in these degenerate days
he should teach us to care for cur bodies, enfee-
bled by disobedience of physical laws, and to do
what we ean for them, before he gives them the
finishing touch of immortality’ by a translation
without death ? It is true, he might do every-
thing for ug, which he saw fit; but did he not
intend that we shall do what we can for our-
selves? He might give us the products of the
earth without our labor, but he has seen best
that we should labor for them; and this is for
our health. ‘

Those who believe present truth in full are
the ones that we should expeet would make pro-
gress in the divine life. And such we see to be
the fact, Those who receive the truth and act
upon it without reserve, are those who are gver
found at the post of duty.

- R. F. CorrrELL.

Objections to the Sabbath Answered.

SEVENTEENTH OBJECTION.

The Sabbath has been nailed to the cross.
Col. 2:14-17.

Answer. We will quote the entire passage :
¢« Blotting out the handwriting of ordinances that
was against us, which was contrary to us, and
took it out of the way, nailing it to his cross;
and having spoiled principalities and powers, he
made a show of them openly, triumphing over
them in if. Let no man therefore judge you in
meat, or in drink, or in respect of an holy day,
or of the new moon, or of the Sabbath days,

- which are a shadow of things to come ; but the

body is of Christ.”

I believe it can be clearly shown that there is
not one reference in all this-to the decalogue, or
the seventh-day Sabbath. On this, Dr. Adam

- Clarke says, ¢ By the handwriting of ordinances,

the apostle moss evidently means the ceremonial
law.”’” Com. on verse 14. Took at the figures
used. ‘ Blotting out.”” That which was writ-
ten on parchment in books, as was the ceremo-
nial law, could be blotted out with a wet sponge.
See Num. 5:28. But it would be improper and
absurd to talk of blotting out what was engraved
in stones, as was the decalogue. ¢ Handwrit-
ing.”” The ceremonial law was the handwriting
of Moses, but the decalogue was written by the
finger of God. Ex.31:18. ¢ Of ordinances.”
Here is further preof that it is the law of cere-

monial ordinances which is meant. Compare
Heb. 9:10: ¢ Which stood only iz meats and
drinks, and divers washings, and carnal ordi-
nanees, imposed on them until the time of ref-
ormation.”  Then there was a law which stood
only in these carnal ordinances of meats, drinks,
&e., the very things of which the apostle speaks
in Cologsians. Mark that these were Ymposed on
them as a burden. So in Eph. 2:15: “ Hav-
ing abolished in his flesh the enmity, even the
law of commandments contained in ordinances.”

Here, too, we have the law of ordinances, the
enmity, abolished. ¢ That was against us, which
was contrary to us.” The ceremonial law, with
all its innumerable rites and ordinanees, which
must be carefully regarded in the smallest affairs
of every-day life, was indeed a burden, a yoke,
and against them, imposed upon them to keep
them a separate peoplo till Christ came. But
which of the ten commandments is against us ?
Look them over. Is itagainst us, 1. To haveno
other gods ? 2. Not to make or worship an im-
age? 3. Not toswear ? 5. To honor our par-
ents? 6. Not to kill? 7. Nor commit adultery ?
8. Norsteal? 9. Norlie? 10. Nor covet? Are
not these commandments good, and for our best
interest ? But perhaps the fourth precept, the
Sabbath, is against us ? No, indeed ; for Chriss
himself said, ¢ The Sabbath was made for man.”
Mark 2:27. That which is for man cannot be
against him.

“ Nailing it to his cross”” It would be proper
to speak of nailing to the cross a parchment, or
laws written on paper, but entirely improper if
the reference is to the tables of stone. They
could not be nailed up. Notice now the items
which the apostle mentions, not one of whichisin
the decalogue, but all of which are in the ceremc-
nial law. * Liet no man therefore judge you in
meat. Auny thing in the ten commandments
about meat? Not a word. “ Or ¢n drink.”
Any thing there about drink ? Nothing. « Or
in respect of an holy day.”” The original word
here rendered holy day, is Zeortes, which means
a feast day. Thus Greenfield defines i6: “A
solemn feast, public festival, holy day.” It oe-
curs twenty-seven times in the New Testament,
and is, except in this place, every time rendered
“feast,” or “feast day.”” The Diaglott renders
it thus: “Let no one, therefore, rule youin food,
or in drink, or in respect of a festival.” There
were many festival (feortes) days in the ceremo-
nial law, but not one in the decalogue. See the
yearly festivals enumerated in Lev. 28:2, 4, 6,
34, 87, 39, 41, &c., where the original word ren-
dered festival is heortes every time. And this
is the word which Paul uses in Col. 2: 16, thus
carefully pointing out those old yearly festivals
of the ceremonial law. No such festival is
mentioned in the ten commandments; hencs he
has no reference to them.

“ Or of the mew moon.” Any thing about
new moeons in the ten commandments? Nota

| thing. Hence this can be no reference to that

law. Was there a law touching the celebration
of new moons? Yes; the ceremonial law. See
Num. 10:10; 28:11; Ps. 81:3,4. Thus far
we have not found the slightest reference to the
ten commandments, but every item mentioned is
found in the ceremonial law outside of the deo-
alogue.

“ Or of the sabbath days.” Here our oppo-
nents are in high glee thinking that the seventh-
day Sabbath is surely meant by this; but we
are as confident that it is not, and will give our
reasons for it. Many of the ablest commenta-
tors agree with us in this. Dr.Clarke on this
says, “ The apostle speaks<here in reference to
some particulars of the handwriting of ordi-
nances, which had been faken away, viz., the
distinction of meats and drinks, what was
clean, and what wunclean, according to the law:
and the necessity of observing certain Aolidays
or jfestivals, such as the new moons, and partic-
ular sabbaths. . . . There is no intimation here
that the Sabbath was done away, or that its
moral use was superseded by the introduction of
Christianity. I have shown elsewhere, that re-
member the Sabbath day to keep it holy, is a
command of perpetual obligation.”

The American Tract Society comments thus
on this passage: “ A holy day—sabbath days;
in the original, a festival—sabbaths. The days
referred to ave those required to be observed in
the ceremonial law ; days associated by God with
meats, drioks, and new moons. The passage
does not refer to the Sabbath of the moral Jaw
associated with the commands forbidding mur
der, theft, and adultery.” :

The following are some of the reasons why
this does not apply to the weekly Sabbath :—

1. If it doee, then it leaves us no weekly Sab-
bath day at all ; for no exception is made. It sets
aside the first-day Sabbath, as well as the sev-
enth day—* Let no man judge you in respect to
the sabbath days.”. If Oone man is not to be
judged for disregarding one day, then another is
not to be judged for disregarding another day,
and so we need keep no day.

2. This interpretation contradicts the many
plain and direct texts which assert that the law,
which includes the Sabbath, is still in force and
must be kept, even to the smallest point. Rom.
8:31; Matt. 5:17-19; Jas. 2:8-12, &e.

3. If this proves the Sabbath nailed to the
cross, then the other commandments went with
it, and so the law against murder, adultery,
theft, &ec., has been abolished.

4. Not a single expression in the whole pas-
gage, unless it be this one touching the Sabbath
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days, is applicable to the law of God engraven
in stones, as we have seen.

5. Hvery item in the context, enumerated by
the apostle, viz., mests, drinks, festivals, and
new moons, is found, not in the decalogue, bub
in the ceremonial law. This is a strong indication
that he is simply talking of the institutions of
that ceremonial law, and hag no reference to the

_moral law.

6. Buat were there any sibbath days in the
ceremonial law? Yes; several yearly sabbaths
besides the Lord’s Sabbath, and the two had no
connection. They are deseribed at length in
Lev. 23. We will notice a few of them :—

Verse 24 : “In the seventh month, in the first
day of the month, shall ye have a sabbath, a
memorial of blowing of trumpets, an holy convo-
cation. Ye shall do no servile work therein.”
This sabbath was on the first day of the seventh
month, which could only come once a year, as
all can see.

Verses 27-32: ‘“ Also on the tenth day of this
seventh mouth there shall be a day of atone-
ment, It shall be unto you a sabbath
of rest, and ye shall afflict your souls; in the
ninth duy of the month at even, from even unto-
even, shall ye celebrate your sabbath.” The
Greck word here vendered sabbath is sabbaton,
the same that is used by Paul in Col. 2:16.
This sabbath was on the tenth day of the sev-
enth month and so could come only once a year.
The first and tenth days of the month were sab-
baths, which shows that they are not weekly
Sabbaths ; for they are ten days apart—rather a
long week ! .

Verse 89: ¢ Also in the fifteenth day of the
geventh month, when ye have gathered in The
fruit of the land, ye shall keep a feast unto the
Lord seven days; on the first day [of the feast,
hence the fifteenth of the month] shall be a sab-
bath, and on the eighth dayshall be a sabbath.”
Here we have two more yearly sabbaths. That
these are not weekly Sabbaths is furthér proved
by the fact that the tenth and the fifteenth days
of the month were sabbaths—a week only five
days long! Turther, the Lord says these are to
be kep$ beside his Sabbath,

Verses 37, 38: “These are the feasts of the
Lord, which ye shall proclaim to b8 holy convo-
cations, to offer an offering made by fire unto
the Lord, 2 burnt offering, and a meat offering,
a sacrifice, and drink offerings, everything upon
his day; beside the Sabbaths of the Lord.” &e.

Thus we have the fact plainly before us that
there were gseveral yearly sabbaths connected
with meats, drinks, new moons, feasts, &ec., be-
gides Giad’s Sabbath. And this is the very list
which Paul names in Col. 2 as nailed to. the
cross and blotted out. 7. The sabbath days
mentioned by Paul he says were a shadow of
Christ. Verse 17. This was true of the cere-
monial sabbaths, but not of the seventh-day
Sabbath. It pointed back to creation, not for-
ward to the cross; hence it iz not what the
‘apostle meant. ;

But, says one, days is a supplied word in Col.
2:16. 8o the original would read, ¢ Or of the
Sabbath,” singular number, hence the Sabbath,
the seventh day, and not the sabbath days, the
yearly sabbaths, plural. I answer, It is true
that *“ days’ is not in the original; but sabbaton
ig in the plural; hence if we do not render it
sabbath days, we must render it sabbaths, plu-
ral, which is the same in substance. So our op-.
ponents have not even a single hook upon which
to hang their theory in this passage.

D. M. CANgiGHT.

Practical Thoughts.

INVESTING MONEY WHERE IT WILL PAY.

Turs is what shrewd managers in temporal
things do; and true believers in the last mus-
sage of mercy will not be behind the men of this
world in putting out their means where it will
bring them rich returns. They have found a
way to have their money bring more than one
thousand fold at the end of a very few years,
and that is by investing all chey can in the dif-
ferent branches of the glorious cause of present
truth. It would seem as though theéy received
more than their pay here, in the approving bless-
ings of God’s Spirit, in seeing souls embrace the
truth, and in seeing the cause prosper; but
their full returng and rich reward will be real-
ized in the settling-day, when those whom they
have been the means of saving, by a right uge
of their talents, shall shine in the crowns of
their rejoicing. Oh! what a satisfaction to
meet such in the kingdom of glory! Who can
express the blessedness that will result from such
ameeting ¥ What a thrill of humble joy and
gratitude will then fill the souls of those who
shall have improved every opportunity of help-
ing push forward the work of God, with their

- means, as they behold on every hand immortal
and glorified saints saved, forever saved, as the
results of their sacrifices in connection with the
grace of God. Such will not then feel tempted
to think that God’s servants, who invited them
to lay up for themselves treasures in Heaven,
were dunning them for selfish purposes. Ohl
no; it will then seem that the sight of one of
the saved, who will be worth more than ten
thousand worlds, will more than pay them for
all they have done. But this %ill be but a small
part of their reward.

TAKING ADVANTAGE OF THE TIMES, AND IN-
VESTING LARGELY IN THOSE ARTICLES THAT
ARE LOW IN THE MARKET.

This is what sharp speculators do. They
keep posted on market prices, and keep their eye
on those articles that people must have, and
when such articles get very low, they invest
largely in them. ‘By-and by, the property they
have purchased comes up, and they make a for-
tune. Much of this prineiple should be fol-
lowed in religion. In the spiritual market,
there are also articles which are valued verylow,
even by the mass of professors. One of these is
the suffering, self-denying part of religion for
the sake of unpopular truth. This article is
looked upon by the masses as being almost, or
quite, valueless. But it is sure to come up in
the spiritual market, when troubles come upon
earth, and when the reward is bestowed. Ib
will work out for us a far more excceding and
eternal weight of glory. This part of religionis
so despised, that but few dare to purchase it
This is true of those who are governed by world-
ly principles, and walk by sight, and not by
faith. But thank God that some ave taking, as
it were, advantage of the times, and they are
willing to invest all in the sacrificing part of re-
ligion.

‘ VENTURING IN BUSINESS.

While it is sometimes true that he who ven-
tures nothing loses nothing, it is also true that
men often come to turns in their worldly affairs,
that, unless they venture, they shall gain noth-
ing, and perbaps lose much. IHence men will
run great risks, at times, to better themselves
pecuniarily ; and they will sometimes lose much;
but their hope revives, and they will try again.

Why not also run risks for the Lord, and not
be so fearful that his cause will prove a failure ?
Every great undertaking set on foot, thus far,
for the furtherance of God’s cause, has proved a
success. Some enterprises may have received
slight jogs ; but even these have been like the
wind blowing on a tree firmly rooted in rich
soil, which only serves to increass its growth,
strength, and firmness. We should not be dis-
couraged till we have lost as much in the Liord’s
cause as we have in our temporal matters. Lost,
do Isay? There can be no entire loss in ven-
turing for God, for God will reward us accord-
ing to our good motives in giving. Can we be
justified before Good unless we venture as much
for him, in point of means, as we do for ourselves ?
But how easy it is for us to excuse ourselves for
not giving, and to think that when a call is made
for means, it is made to others, and not to us.

TIMID AND DESPONDING CHRISTIANS

Are in danger of thinking that their cases are
hopeless, while there is often a greater prospect
of their being saved, than there would be if
they had no deep sense of the sinfulness of sin,
and of the narrowness of the way thas leads to
the kingdom of God. ‘When men and women
have principle and moral courage to take hold of
unpopular truth, and sacrifice for it ; when they
open their hearts and their doors to receive
God’s children, and delight to see them enjoy
the serviee of God, and to see the cause prosper,
we think that their case is very hopeful. Yet
they are not without their dangers. They must
make an effort to lodk on the bright side, to be-
lieve that God does forgive them their sing, and
to shut out the temptations of Satan by taking
up their cross, and doing every known duty.
The best way for timid souls to get confidence
and strength, is to exercise. Thousands have
learned this from experience, and others can do
the same. True, the eross of such may be heavy,
at first, and we should bear with them ; but
they, too, may triumph in God, and help others
by a rich experience.
D.T. BourDEAU.

The Amendment,

" 1 orrp the following from The Independent of
Teb. 27, 1878, in reference to the Constitutional
Amendment. It speaks for itself :—

AN UNCHRISTIAN AMENDMENT.

Those persons who believe that it is lawful to
use force in propagating-Christianity are hold-
ing a public meeting in the Cooper Institute in
this city as this paper is passing through the
press. The call for the meeting is signed by a
Justice of the Supreme Court, by several gov-
ernors, ex-governors, bishops, doctors of divinity,
and other notabilities, civil and ecclesiastical;
many of whom are men of uadoubted worth and
respectability, and whose connection with this
enterprise is the only impeachment of their good
sense,

We say that these people propose to use force
in propagating the Christian religion. That is
a point which must not be lost sight of. Lawis
force. It rests upoa force; it is maintained by
force ; whenever it is violated, force must be
appealed to for its vindication. We always speak
of enforcing law; and it is noba figure of speech,
by any means. An amendment to the Consti-
tution recognizing and proclaiming Christianity
as the supreme law of the land would be main-
tained only by the suggestion or the use of car-
nal weapons., This is directly contrary to the
letter and the spirit of Christianity. My king-
dom is rot of this world” said the Master; and
those who undertske by potirie.d methods to ad-

vance his kingdom are disobeying his express
command. . . . . . . .

No worse dishonor has ever been put upon the
religion of Christ by its professed adherents than
this proclamation, signed by a chief justice of our
Supreme Court and a vast number of other dig-
nitaries, that “every Christian feature” will sure-
ly be obliterated from existing institutions unless
we “make the Constitution explicitly Christian.”
The power of the pulpit and the Christian press;
the influence of Sunday-schools and home mis
sions ; the moral and spiritual forces at our com-
mand : the promised aid of. Him who said, “ Lo!
I am with you alway ”’—all these will be of no
avail to preserve our land from heathenism, if
we cannot get a few words of religious dogma
into the text of our Constitution! We desire
the public to understand that these men do not
represent the Christian sentiment of this land.
They are but aninsignificant factionin the church-
es, and their numbers will not increase, Many of
them are wholly sincere in their advoeacy of this
measure ; but there is not a ghost of a chance
that it will be adopted, and the agitation of it can
result only in harm. It is not only an unchris-
tian but an Antichristian project, and ought to be
repudiated with indignation by every man who be-
lieves that ¢ where the Spirit of the Lord is there
is liberty.” . )

The. Bditor of the Christian Union, in a late
issue, also speaks as follows :—

1. The method here proposed is antagonistic to
the Christian method, which, in its purest forms
and pre-eminently in tbe hands of Cnrist himself,
has ever been to deal first with the inside, and
work thence outward; to attach great value
to the spirit, and very little to mechanical devi-
ces, to secure the good profession by securing
first the good heart. But the process advocated
by the National Association is exactly the re-
verse of this. Its plan is to secure an opsration
which is begun on the outside and not within:
to get the mechanicpl device of a formal ac-
knowledgment, in our national charter, of God,
of Jesus Christ, and of the Bible, without any
account being taken of the attitude of the national
spirit; to obtain a profession by the lips, what-
ever may be the testimony of the heart and the
life. et it not be said that this question of meth-
od is unimportant. Nay, it goes to the very es
sence of the strife between Christianity and all
corruptions of it. The first note of a fatal Japse
from the spirit of Christ i3 to be discoveged in
the shifting to the field of religious operation
from the interior to the surface. The worst op-
ponents whom Christ encountered on earth were
those Hebrew religionists whose external service
was perfect ; and who continually wore upon their
foreheads slips of parchmenton which was inserih-
ed the devout ¢ recognition of Almighty God.”
The plan we are discussing is a proposal to wear
a phylactery upon the forehead of the Consti-
tution.

2 The method of the"National Association is
antagonistic to the spirit of American civil lib-
erty. HEvery argument which has been or can
be used in favor of the theological amendment of
the Constitution, has been used a thousand times,
just as logically, for the union of Church and
State. Moreover, every one of these arguments
would justify prosecution in the courts of the
land for opinion’s sake. Suppose that you have
carried your amendment, Instantly you have
revolutionized sthe eivil spirit of this Republic.
From the moment of your victory, you make the
holding of certain theological opinions, different
from your owp, an offense indictable in our courts
and punishable in our prisons. When you have
gained so much, what have you left of American
liberty ? -

Both ag Christians and as patriots, therefore,
we solemnly protest against the measure now in
agitation. It is a measure in every way evil.
Tts success would be fatal at once to religion and
to freedom in Awmerica. .

Thus speak two of the leading papers in
America, and although they cherish the belief,
the project will not succeed, as in the language
of one of them they think the scheme as * im-
possible as it is objectionable,” what would be
their consternation were their eyes open to the
future of this government as delineated in the
sure word of propheoy.

How thankful ought we to be as a people for
the light which has shone upon us in advancs.
Who shall be ready for the contest ?

: Caas. A. RussuLL.

Plainwell, Mick.

Confidenece in God.

“Trust in the Lord and do good.” Ps. 87:3.

Farrn is the foundation of Christianity. A

sincere, rational, and unshaken confidence in
the Creator of all things, as the author of all
that is good, must underlie the whole system of
practical godliness: for doubt on this subject
causes just such a catastrophe here as happens
to a building when the foundation is defective
or decayed, or is wholly removed..
. A man who doubts the Bible, or its author,
has already, not only renounced Christianity,
but, ranked himself with Paine and Voltaire,
and the infidelity of the age.

The persons to whom the text is adressed,
are supposed not only to have a faith in theory,
but they are supposed to have a practical faith,
that can trust God in emergencies, when dif-
ficulties arise, when want or misfortune lay a
heavy hand upon the trusting saint.

When all the artillery of Satan is let loose
upon the child of God, he may be in want, or
sorrow, persecuted by enemies, and forsaken of
friends; he may be friendless and alone, or he
may be the victim of a Herod or a Nero, or a
victim of the more refined cruelty of councils
and edicts, yet faith and confidence in God
never fail him; but, like the strong arm of
Omnipotence, it lifts him above the earth.
He seems to breathe the atmosphere of Paradise ;
and the greater his suffering, the stronger his
faith, and love, and joy.

J. CLARKE.

Take Heed to the Sure Word of Prephecy.

“1 BeHELD then because of the voice of the
great words which the horn spake: I beheld
even till the beast was sluin, and his body de-
stroyed, and given to the burning flame.” Dan.
7 :11. ¢ And thenshall that wicked be revealed,
whom the Liord shall consume with the spirit of his
mouth, and shall destroy with the brightness of
fis coming.” 2 Thess. 2:8,

The following statements from Connellan in
the Pilot—a strictly Catholic organ, printed in
Boston, we think are wonderful concessions to
the verification of the above prophecies. In-
deed, it seems not a little singular that such
statements should come from such a source. We
give the italics :—

The year that has just been gathered to the
past, while it has not been distinguished by
those greater events which strike men with
wonder and horror, has yet been filled with
many grievous incidents, and has been marked
by the development of prineciples which have
produced, and will continue to produce, sad re-
sults ¢) Korope. More than all other years,
1872 will stand out in modern history as the
year when a general Huropean persecution
against the Catholic church was inaugurated.
From west to east, from north to south, from
France (where, indeed, the opposition to Cath-
olicity s less, perhaps, than anywhere else) to
Turkey, from lItaly to Russia, the rulers of
Burope are in arms agarnst the Catholic church.
In some fashion or other the Catholics of every
country are suffering, Here, education is the
channel through which persecution is inflicted ;
there, sequestration of church propertyis thegriev-
ance, and, in other parts, banishment of the elergy
inflicts the gravest wrong on Catholics. A rapid
glance at the various countries of Hurope, ans a
review of the salient points in their history dur-
ing the past year, will show what spirit is at
work, and will enable us to connect the events
of the twelye months that are gone with the
events that may ocour during the ‘year that is
beginning.

ROME.

To Catholits, Rome must be the beginning
and the end of every question touching religion
or foreign politics. The conditions made around
the Pope, his continued imprisonment, his words
and his acts, possess at the present time a more
powerful interest than any other series of ques-
tions ocoupying the nations of the world.

The latter days of 1871 beheld Pius IX. for-
saken by the governments of the world, with the
solitary exception of the Republic of Hcuador,
and the year 1872 opened and concluded, leav-
ing the Pope in a similar, probably in a worse,
condition with goveraments. * * * The nations
of Europe are thus, for the most part, in open
warfare with the Sovereign Pontiff. In person,
surrounded by enemies, slandered in the press,
insulted by caricatures, his guards slain, his
mandates disregarded, his words perverted to
basest uses—behold the condition of His Holiness
Pope Pius IX. in the 8lst year of his age, in
his holy city of Rome'!

Controversy.

I rrESENT the following extract as Worthy of
notice in discussions, especially upon religious
subjects. A. P, V. H.

“T like controversy when it is thoroughly
honest. I do admire to see two large and gen-
erous: minds approach a subjeot from opposite
quarters, and then to watch the new lights that
flash over it, and show it in a thousand relations
that were not obvious before. It lifts us-out of
the ruts of our sect and party, in whose tread-
mill we have been grinding all our lives, and
mistaking it for the universe. But controversy.
with small minds is the smallest business that is
done in this world. It slides inevitably into
word-catching, and ends in personalities. The
moment I saw a man consciously trying to put
my language to a different use from what T had
pus it myself, I would stop short with him and
say: ‘I am glad to compare ideas with you, but
I have no time for word-catching’ To say, as
Dr. Johnson did, ‘I can’t furnish meaning and
brains too,” is not courteous. The only contro-
versy that ever convinces the controvertists is a
friendly comparison of beliefs, each turning the
other’s round, and -viewing it under all the an-
gles of reflection. It is not this sort of contre-
versy, but fighting with word mongers, that Dr.
Holmes must have in mind, ‘You know that if
you had a bent tube, one arm of which was the
size of a pipe stern, and the other’big enough
to hold the ocean, water would stand in the same *
hight in one as in .the other. Controversy
equalizes fools and wise men in the same way,:
and the fools know it” "—Rev. 2. H. Sears.
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SABBATH EVE.

Faruur! The sun, with dying glow
Of gold and crimson, sinketh low,
The shadows creep across the plain,
The Sabbath eve is here again.

Father, earth cares—a myriad train,
Have bound me with their six-days’ chain,
But this ealm hour brings blest release,

A presage of eternal peace.

Father, cach word and law of thine,
But most this Sabbath hour divine,
Binds to thy throne our finite powers,
We feel creation’s God is ours.

Then hail, thrice-hallowed Sabbath eve,
That brings from toil a sweet reprieve,
That lures the earth-bound spirits hence,
And links it with Omnipotence.
Junia H. Wooprurr,

- @rogress of the Ganse.

~——~—

o that goeth forth and weepeth, bearing preciousseed,shall doubt-
less come again, with rejoicing, bringing hissheaves with him,

California.

Tuzr interest of the work here in Wood-
land is greater than ever before. Since the
dedication of the church, I have been labor-

- ing constantly in public and from house to
house, and while I have besought the Lord
with many prayers and tears, for myself and
this people, the work has revived, and in-
creased each day until the present time.
Eleven more were baptized yesterday, mak-
ing, in all, twenty since the hofise was dedi-
cated. .

_The editor of the Yolo .Democrat, Mr.
William Saunders, formerly editor of a paper
at Charlotte, Mich., with his wife and daugh-
ter, were among the happy number baptized
yesterday. Also the foreman in his office,
with his wife. Bro. Saunders had investi-
gated very thoroughly, and after weighing
the matter for several months took a firm
and decided stand. Being a man of sterling
integrity and of good report, and highly
prizing the truth he has embraced, we shall
confidently hope that he will be a pillar in
the cause here. The baptismal scene was
one of unusual interest and solemnity. The
Spirit of God rested down upon us, and
many were affected to tears. Hard hearts
were softened, and some noted skeptics
were constrained to acknowledge that it
was surely the work of God.

Several more decided last evening, and
many more are under deep conviction. I
had planned to go to another field before
this, but can get no liberty to leave here
while this harvest is ungathered. So long
as my burden of prayer and freedom in
speaking continues, and souls are pressing
to the light by scores, I cannot leave. My
courage was never better than now, and I
want to say to all the workers in the cause
that you may reckon on all there is left of
me in this harvest work until it is done. I
believe God accepts me anew as a laborer,
though I feel very unworthy to be trusted
with so responsible a work. My gratitude
to' God knows no bounds, and I praise him
day and night for such goodness and mercy.
The work 1s the Lord’s, and to him be all

the glory. M. E. CorNgLL.
Woodland, April 14, 1873,

?Iﬁrm:t and S iasiomry @wmtmmt.

——01———

‘Quarterly Meeting of Ohio T. and M, Society.

Tur second quarterly meeting of the Ohio
T. and M. Society was held at Clyde, March
28, 1873. Meeting convened at 9 o’clock.
Bro. St. John being present, addressed the
congregation briefly on the subject of mis-
sionary labor from Eecl. 11: 6,

Business meeting at 104 o’clock. Opened
with prayer by Bro. St. John. O. F. Guil-
ford in the Chair. Report of the previous
meeting was called for, read, and accepfed.
Reports of the several districts of missionary
labor for quarter ending March 23 showed
the following results:—-

Pamphlets and tracts distributed, 70,417
pages; No. of families visited, 1673 No. of
letters written, 117.

Received for Memberships, $10.00
A “ . Donations, 29.57

“ ¢« Book Sales, 11.89
Total, $51.46

Subscribers obtained for Ruview, 81; In-
structor, 49 ; Reformer, 49.

Distribution of reading matter, REviEws,
97 Instructors, 52; Reformers, 81,

‘Money raised for delinquents, $218.60
Paid out “ ¢« 195.21
Balance, ‘ $ 28.39
Cash on hand at the Office, $ 54.34

“ in % of Treasurer, 74.73
Total, $129.07

Moved, That the Chair appoint a commit-
tes of three to drawup resolutions, Carried.
Committee on Resolutions: H. A. St.-John,
John Mears, and Emory Hutchins.

Resolved, That each church furnish the

W(irthy poor of its number with our periodi-
cals. A ,

Resolved, That the T. and M. Society
furnish the worthy poor outside of the
churches, who desire our periodicals, with the
same, and charge to the Missionary Fund.

Resolved, That the director of each
several district decide who are worthy to
receive our periodicals free, or below sub-
scription price, in their districts, and draw
from the Missionary Fund to meet the
want. Resolutions adopted.

Moved to adjourn.to first Sabbath and
Sunday in July. Carried.

O. F. GuiLrorp, President.

M. E. Rex~oLps, Secretary.

The Statesman Articles.

) (Continued from page 155.)
employed, since it is referred to by its sec-
ular name, first day of the week, in all
these instances. The reader will recollect
that, in our positive argument, we showed
that the term ¢ Lord’s day "’ was a fitting
one for the last day of the week, provided
the term translated ¢« Lord " was applica-
ble to Grod, the Father, as well as to Christ,
the Son. 1. Because it was the day which
he blessed and sanctified in Eden, thus
claiming it a8 his own (Gen. 2: 3).

3. Because, in

day,” ¢ the holy of the Lord,” &e.

In addition, we might cite other honora-
ble and distinguishing terms, by which it is
pointed out in the Bible as a day which be-
longs peculiarly to the Lord our God, but
these are sufficient.

If it be replied that the word translated
“TLord” in Rev. 1:10, is necessarily lim-
ited to Christ, we answer: 1. Ags we have
argued formerly, that he said he was Lord
of the Sabbath. Mark 2: 27, 28. 2. That
the following texts show conclusively that
the divine Son of God was engaged, equally
with the Father, in the creation of this
world # and, therefore, that he undoubtedly
shared in the rest which furnished the foun-
dation for the Edenic Sabbath, as well as
in the act of blessing and sanctifying it, or
setting it apart for religious purposes.
¢« All things- were made by him [Christ]:
and without him was not anything made
that was made.” Johnl:3. ¢ e was in
the world, and the world was made by him,
and the world knew him not.”” John 1:10.

<, . . Who [God] created all things by

Jesus Christ.”  Eph. 3:9. . ¢ For by him
were all things created, that are in heaven,
and that are in earth; . . . all things were
created by him, and for him.”” Col. 1: 16.
¢ God . . . hath in these last days spoken
to us by his Son, whom he hath appointed
heir of all things, by whom also he made
the worlds.” Heb. 1:1, 2. Even though
we should grant, therefore, which we do
not, that the term translated ¢ Lord,” as
above, applies~exclusively to the Son of
God, we cannot see why the seventh day
might not, with all propriety, be called
after him the Lord’s day.

In the concluding remarks on this branch
of the subject, it will not be considered out
of place for us to remind the reader of the
protest which we offered, in the rejoinder to
the second article of the gentleman of the
Statesman, against his effort to obtain all
the benefit-which could be derived from his
interpretation of Rev. 1: 10, before he had
struck a single blow, either in the direction
of overturning our construction, or estab-
lishing, by fair argument, his own. The
reason why this protest was offered is now
apparent. The gentleman there, by antici-
pation, assumed that John meant by the
term, ¢ Lord’s day,” the first day of the
week. He promised that in due time he
would make good his assertion. But how
hag it proved, now that he has reached the
very point where he should have fulfilled
this engagement? HEvery one must see
that he has utterly. failed. Proof was the
very thing which was promised, and which
was needed, right here. It is the very
thing, also, which he has neglected to ad-
duce. All thatis said in referencs to the
theory of Wetstein, may have served to give
respectability, in point of length, to the

treatment of that which he has regarded a|

most important geripture in his line of evi-
dence ; but it was utterly irrelevant to any-
thing which we had said; for the reader
will remember that we emphatically planted
ourselves on the position’ that it was the
weekly Sabbath to which allusion is made.

To the restatement of the scriptures em-
ployed in vindication of this last opinion,
there can be no objection, but we inquire

2. Be-
"cause, in the commandment, he calls it ‘“the
' Sabbath of the Lord.”
 Isa. 58:18, 14, he makes mention of it in
 the use of the terms, ¢ Sabbath,” ¢ my holy

- good, no, not one.”

again, Where are the passages, where the
deductions from Scripture teachings, by
which the gentleman has proved that the
Lord’s day is the first day of the week?
He has not so much as cited one. He has
not made even a respectable effort at argu-
ment ; but, with a haste which is irrever-
ent, if not indecent, he rushes away from

' the book of God; as if impelled by the con-

viction that his view will find no support
there, and plunges headlong into the re-
gions of patristic myth and moonshine. ' At
this we are not surprised. It is just what
we expected. Sabbatarians are as well ac-
quainted with this device as they are with
the emptiness of the so-called Bible argu-
ment for the Sunday. It simply serves to
strengthen their convietion, so often ex-
pressed in these articles, that the strong-
hold of first-day observance will ever be
found in writings which have been manipu-
lated, retrenched, and interpolated, by the
church of Rome. For, be it remembered,
it is from the authorities to which the gen-
tleman now appeals, that the papacy brings
its stoutest testimonials for apostolic suc-
cession, papistic supremacy, and the other
heresies which blacken the record of its
apostasy. All it is necessary to say to the
reader here is, therefore, that he should
bear in mind that Sabbatarians are willing
to leave the arbitrament of this whole ques-
tion where it can be determined from the
standpoint of Bible evidence. It is the op-
position, and not we, who make it neces-
gary, in the investigation of this subject, to
go upon forbidden ground. ¢ All seripture
18 given by ingpiration of God, and is prof-
itable for doctrine, for reproof, for correc-
tion, for instruction in righteousness; that
the man of God may be perfect, thoroughly
furnished unto all good works.” 2 Tim.
3:16, 17. If, therefore, first-day sanctity
has no warrant in the Bible, which we have
seen to be the case, then it is not among
those things which are profitable, or which,
as Christian doctrines, are necessary to fur-
nish the man of Godunto all good works.
W.-H. LITTLEJOEN.

DISCUSSION ON THE SABBATH QUESTION

BETWEEN RBLD. J. H. WAGGONER, 8. D.'ADVENTIST,
AND ELD. PETER VOGEL, DISCIPLE.

THIRD PROPOSITION.

Do the Scriptures teach that the seventh-day Sab-
bath is to be observed by Christians throughout
the gospel dispensation 2 '

ELD. WAGGONER affirms; ELD. VOGEL denies.

ELD. WAGGONER’S EIGHTH AFFIRMATIVE.

Eld. Voerr said, *“That no passage of Scripture is
so fortified but that an ingenious opponent can say
something contrary to its most obvious sense, and
even make his position seem plausible.”” Had he
been only intent on illustrating this in all his course
he could have hardly succeeded betier than he has,
except that he has not by any means always made
¢“his positions seem plausible.” I have aimed mere
to get the truth before the readers than to notice all
his efforts to cover it up, exposing the more promi-
nent as oceasion seemed to require. I will briefly
notice the objections remaining.

He says ¢ under grace’ meang “under the gospel,”
and answers that ‘the children of wrath” are
¢under the gospel,” and so ‘under grace.” But
every reader knows that Paul, in Rom. 6 and 7, ad-
dressed only thogse who had died to sin, and were
baptized into the death of Christ. Have the children
of wrath been ¢ delivered from the law” by ¢ Ahav-
ing become dead to the law by the body of Christ?”
Have they ¢¢ obeyed from the heart thatform of doc-
trine” delivered unto them? Are they under grace
because they are dead to sin, as sin has no domin-
ion over them? A more manifest perversion of
Scripture I never saw than Tld. V.’s comments on
Rom. 6 and 7. He applied chap..7 to the Jews,
who, he said, were ‘“joined to Christ” by his eruei-
fixion! and yet says ‘‘under grace’ does not
prove ¢ union with Christ.” dHe also said chap. 7
does not describe a ¢constant Christian experience.”
But I ask, Does it describe the experience of one
convicted of sin, who is looking to Christ for salva-
tion? Not a single verse in these chapters will ap-
ply to ¢ the children of wrath,’”” or to the Jews who
are not in ‘‘union with Christ.” There is no hint
of the death (or abolition) of the law, but of ‘individ-
uals who, dying to sin, are ‘“‘redeemed from the curse
of the law ” that they may be united to Christ.

He made a just distinetion between ¢ carnal”
as applied to sinful man, in Romang, and as applied
to a positive law, in Hebrews, and then illogically
proceeded to apply the semse of the ¢ carnal com-
mandment * of Hebrews to Romans! ¢ Carnal,” in
Rom. 7 and 8, is a state of sin, of enmity agaiust God
and opposition to.his Iaw. There can be no higher
or stronger sense of carnal than that of enmity to
Grod,—sold under sin; but this is placed in opposi-
tion to the spiritual law of Rom. 7.  And spéritual can
be used in no higher sense than as the opposite of sin,
or of enmity against God. Eld. Vogel persistently
confounds things essentially distinet. I will speak
of this subject again.

He again affirms that Rom. 8 :10-19, refers only
to the Jews, and cites to the O. T. quotations as
proof. We will look at one of them: ¢ God looked
down from Heaven upon the children of men fo see
if there were any that did understand, that did seek
God. Every one of them is gone back: they are al-
together become filthy; there is none-that doeth
If Eld. V. cannot see that this
applies to ‘“all the world,”” he might yet submit to
Paul, who so makes the application. Inchap. 2, Paul
has been speaking directly of Jews and Gentiles, and
then agks, ‘“What advantage then hath the Jew?”

.such thing.

over the Gentiles, of courge.” e has gtill both

classes before his mind. ¢ What then? are we

[Jews] better than they [Gentiles?] No, in no wise,

for we have before proved both Jews and Gentiles,

that they are all under sin, as it 4s written, * There is

none righteous, no, not one,” &c. T rest this with

the reader. It is most remarkable with what ease
Eld. V. oan find proof, in his favor, in the merest in-

ference, but none at all in a plain declaration against
him.

He cites the case of a will, to prove that an abol-
ighed law may be in force as regards that will,—
which is not, however, the correct way of stating it
—and then says that that proves that pardon and ab-
olition of law go together! Can he be so ebtuse as to’
think that iss0? Let him show a case of prosecution
and conviction under an abolished law, and he will-
then have approached the point. If his eyes shall
ever be opened to see the difference between moral
and circumstantial duties he will understand the dif-
ference between crime, and the distribution of prop-
erty!

'Lyhere is not the least evidence that either Jacob or
Jonah thought of getting ¢ beyond the jurisdiction
of God.” But look at his position in that light.
Jacob was one of the very few on earth who had
preserved the knowledge of the true God; and the
world did not improve in piety from his time to that
of Moses, REld. V. said the law wag given in “a
tangible form?* ¢ that they might see sin where be-
fore they did not.” And this was essential fo be
done, in the condition of the race. DBut the gespel
swept away all that means of instruction in moral
obligation, and restored men to their former liderty,
without a ¢ direct enforcement” of even the law
against murder! leaving men under ¢ principles’
by which they had never yet known God or their
duty to him. What a gospel!

The letter of the Jews fo Voltaire says their ¢ gov-
ernment” was both civil and religious, and Eld. V.
says this proves that they considered the ‘‘ten com-
mandments” a political instrument. It proves no
He complains that I make him say the
law was only political, whereas he said it was mainly
politigal. He said *“it was political,” ‘“a secular
compact,” and argued on these statements without
qualification. If he is not always consistent with
himself, it is not my fanlt. I took the basis of his
argument as the ground of my assertion, and he has
no right to complain.

He says, « Eld. W. is constrained to admit that the
0ld covenant is abolished.” Well, that is cool! Will
not Eld. Vogle next say that the power of his logic has
driven me to acknowledge that we are in the Chris-
tian dispensation and claim it as a vietory? I
charge directly that such things ean only be said
¢«for effect.”

He denies the relation of covenants as presented
by me, that is, that the first covenant (agreement)
of Ex. 19 was Based on the covenant (law) given in
Ex. 20. 1 gave 2 Kings 23:8, as an illustration.
This he denies, and says the people alone could not
make a covenant with God—they only made a ¢ vow ”
to keep the covenant. I gave the verse in full—the
king ‘“made a covenant before the Lord,” ¢ to per-
form the words of the covenant that were written in
this book.”” Tt is ensy to see his object in thus directly
contradicting this text, but how he dares to do itis
not so easy to understand. It proves his saying that
¢<gn ingenious [?] opponent can say something con-
trary to its obvious sense!”

He says Deat. 5:5, cannot refer to Ex.19. It
reads, <“I stood between the Lord and you at that
time to show you the word of the Lord; for ye were
afraid by reason of the fire, and went not up into the
mount.”” But it is true that in Ex. 19, Moses took
the word of the Lord down to the people, and re-
turned the word of the people to the Lord; verses
5-8, And it is true that by reason of the manifesta-
tion of God’s glory on the mount, ““all the people
that was in the camp trembled.”> Ex. 19:16, &c.
These are the very things to which Deut. 5:5, does
refer.

Eld: V. would do well to inform his readers how
much of the word of inspiration may be safely thrown
aside as a ¢ poetic cutburst.” That which David
gsaid was commanded to a thousand generations (and
to Abraham) was confirmed to Jacob and to Israel
for ¢ law, and an everlasting covenant. Christ and
the apostles recognized the inspiration of David’s
< poetic outbursts.” Is Eld. V. greater than they?
There is no parallel between ¢ a thousand genera-
tions” and ‘your generations.” Everlasting, and
Jorever, may be so limited as to be less than one gen-
eration. See Ex. 21:6. )

Matt. 19: 21, does not prove that the first covenant
failed of its object ¢t when fully kept,” for it never
was fully kept. 1t was designed to develop a holy
people (Ex.19:5-8), but it failed, for they did not
keep it. The Saviour quoted a part of the decalogue
to the young man, that which hangs on the duty of
love to our neighbor, Matt. 22 : 84-40, and thus proved
that,the young man was selfish and covétous. His
testimony in his own favor is not decisive; for it is
not unusual to see “a young man” vain-glorious
and self-conceited.

James’ ¢ law of liberty” says ¢ thou shalt not
kill;” but Eld. Vogel says this law is not ¢ directly ”
or ¢tangibly” enforced in the N. T! Therefore
James’ law is not that of Eld. V. James tells us
some of the things that his < law of liberty” says;
but Eld. V. cannot tell what his law says because 1t
is “intangible.” Nay, such a law cannot say any-
thing.

Higs vemark on Rom. 3: 81, was not misunderstood.
He did refer it to the whole Mosaic code with espe-
cial reference, &o.

To make plausible his absurd statement that the
constitution of the new dispensation is the Messiah-
ship of Jesus, he quotes the figurative expression, “0n
this rock will I build my church.” This may be
good proof to one who teaches things ¢ intangible.”

I did not ridicule his crude notions of law and
character, only as they appear ridiculous in a fair
presentation. My illustrations hold good, and his
emphasis does not change the nature of his expression.
It amounts to this: A certain thing tested by a stick
is straight as fo that stick though the stick itself be
erooked! What kind of straightness hasit? Or, a
certain angle, because it agrees with an obtuse an-
gle, is a right angle as fo that obtuse angle! But
what is the form of such a right angle? Perhaps he
cannot see anything crude in such a position as his—
it is not for me to measure his capacity.

His comment on my view of Rev. 11:19, is cér-
tainly unworthy of any man professing the least de-
gree of candor. 1 said, and proved by IHeb. 8: 1-5,
&e., that the temple of tabernacle of testimony in
Heaven is the antitype of the Jewish sanctuary ; and
he says my argument would ‘ramsfer the Jewish
temple to Heaven! e might as well assert that my
saying that Christ is a priest in Heaven would trans-
fer the Levitical priesthood to Heaven. I made a
clear distinction between the type and antitype;
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why does he try to cover it up? There is just as
clear o distinction between the church and the sanc-
tuary, a8 there was between the children of Israel
and, the ssnetuary. His reference to ¢‘the vail”
within which Christ * is entered ”’ does not show that
there is but one of ¢  the holies ”” in Heaven, for Heb.
9: 3, speaks of ““the second vail.” The second proves
a first; therefore there are two. In Rev, 16:17-21,
the ¢ great voice out of the templs of Heaven, from
the throne” is followed by thunders, lightnings,
earthquake, and hail-storm on the earth ; and so in
chap. 11:19. IIe has better shown ability to car-
icature the Revelation than to expound it. He also
says I err in applying the ¢ heavenly things” of
Heb. 8: 5, to @ place rather than to o condition. But
verse § i the complement of verses 1 and 2, which,
corrected to suit his theory, would read, ¢« We have
such anr High Priest who is set on the right hand of
the throne of the majesty in’" the condition! It is not
in that condition, but in that place, thathe is ¢ a minis-
ter of the senctuary, and the {rue tabernacle, which the
Lord pitched, and not man,” and of which (sanctu-
ary) that pitched by man was a type.

Ex. 24:12, is an important proof text, and I know
not how to charasterize his course on this except to
call it an evasion. When 1 quoted it literally ac-
cording to the original— ¢ the law "’—he said :—

- ¢ Isaid that T knew of no text which calls the ten
commandments the law simply. (Please note this
little word when you quote me again, Bro. W.)’

Did he require that the word, simply, should be in
the text which calls the ten commandments ¢ the
law?”’ That would be a miserable cavil. Or, did ke
use the word in the sense of solely, as calling them
and them only, the law? If so, Bx. 24: 12, does ex-
actly that thing, end he cannot demy it. Or, was this
word, simply, tarown in to help to evadethe conclugion
when the text was produced? In either case it was
a very simple thing. Deside his learned (!) reference
to the Hebrew on this text, he tries to evade its force
by reference to the Lnglish grammar. Behold his
parallel—¢ The man who is upright.” I trust our
readers are not so easily deceived as to take this as
an illustration in point. Eld. Vogel knows there is
no clagsification in Ex. 24:12. Were the ten com-
mandments one of a class of laws written on tables
of stone? No. A qualifying sentence which can
refer to only one individual, as is the ease in this
text, does not weaken the specifying power of the
article.  The ten commaundments are the only low
that ever had the honor of being spoken and written
by Jehovah, and he who detracts from the holiness,
the justice, and the authority, of that sacred law
cannot fail to briag confusion upon his own head.

All readers of the Bible know that Moses was re-
quired to make a copy in a book of all the laws given
through him. Al the ceremonial laws and types of
Christ were therein written. But the argument of
Eld. V. was this: The ten commandments were the
only law that God cver wrote; therefore they alone
are the ¢ handwriting,” and to them Paul refers
when he says the handwriting was ¢ blotted out.”
That being so the tea commandments only were
nailed to the cross! The laws written by Mo-
ses in a book were typical, and being so, must be
nailed to the eross of Christ—the antitype. (Not,
however, nailed to the day of Pentecost, as Eld. V.
would have it!)

Aud T will leave it to the reader if « blotting out”
is not a figure morc suitably applied to that which
Moses wroto in a book, than to that which God wrote
on tables of stone, And whether ¢ nailing to his
cross,’”’ and “taking out of the way,” are not more
fitly referred to types of the cross and to positive in-
stitutions, than to such precepts as these. ¢ Thou
shalt not kill—Thou shalt not commit adultery-—Thou
shalt not steal.” FFor whose benefit, or in what in-
terest, were they taken out of the way. In whose
“way’ did these precepts stand? or what elass of
men would rejoice to be assured that these. were
‘“blotted out,” and loft on no ¢ tangible” foobing of
‘direct enforcement?’ Rld. V. re-iterates this po-
sition in his last article, saying that not the Sabbath
alone “ was against us and contrary to us, This we
have seen to be true of the entire decalogue.” Ts it
possible that the ¢ cntire decalogue ” if ¢ directly en-
forged ”” even in the most ¢¢ positive manner ”” would
be “agaiast’”” Eld. Vogel, and ‘ contrary to”’ him ?
Is he willing to admit that the precepts, ¢ Thou shalt
not kill—Tnou shalt not commit adultery,” would bein
fis way if they were yet of ¢“direct enforcement ?’”’
Are they “contrary to” him, and to the ¢ liberty”
which he desires? Or if he would not admit the con-
clusion of his argument as applied to himself, I ask
again, Out of whoseway were they taken? In what
interest were they abolished? This antinomian her-
esy ig nothing new. It has been deprecated by the
thoughtfully pious of all ages. And happy will'it be
for the world if the advocates of such a theory never
fall altogether to the level of their own teachings.

He plays upon the words, ‘“as given to Israel,”’

and “ positive enaction,” as if they changed the nature
of the precepts of Jehovah. He knows that he can-
not justly apply these words to the ten command-
ments in the sense of merely positive laws, but only in
the gense of expressly revealed laws. They do not af-
fect the question of their morality at all. It is no
credit either to himself or to his position that he per-
sistently harps on the conclusion when he has been
once compelled to renounce the premise.

After a long delay lhe closing part of Eld. Vogel's
article reached me as I had written this. I care to
notice only a few points on the Hebrew, barely suffi-
clent to submit the question. .

(1.} Lhave not denied that the predicate may take the
article, and sometimes does, asg exceptions exist to
the best aceredited rules; but that it necessarily or
usually does I deny, and point to the uniformity of
use in the instances given, to sustain me. As fo
whether Winer is comparable to Gesenius as author-
ity, I say nothing, as it i not a question of argument.
But of the facts presented, I know.

(2) Iyieldnothing on Ex. 16: 23. I laid no claim
on the use of the preposition, only beeause I knew it
was no sufficient ground; and he has now conceded
that point. He admits that the preposition is used
In its possessive sense when the firgt noun is indef-
inite. Then, of course, that use does not prove the
tirst noun to be definite, as he claimed; that must be
determined by other means. My wonder was that
he so confidently made such a claim in the face of
this fact. Yet he seems determined to show his in-
consistency by again quoting that it *¢ may be sub-
stituted for the construct relation,” not seeming to
understand that it is only in its possessive sense, not
affecting the question of its definiteness. He cannot
possibly avoid the dilemma in which I placed him by
comparing Fx. 16:25, and 20:10. But he says
¢¢ the contextual connection > alters the case! And
8o after all it is ¢he conmtext and not the use of the
preposition that makes it definite, is it? This is the

* first of my knowing that & noun may be proved to be
“definite by construction,” ‘by the context, when it
cannot be done by the construction of the sentence!

He has given no just reason why Ex. 20:10, is defi-
nite—the true reason he denies.

(8.) Myecriticisms on Ex.24:12, he sebs aside by sim-
plyreasserting hisposition andappealingto thelearned
for its justness. Thisis perhapsnextto the bestthing
he could do in the case; the best would be to frankly
confess his errors. If he really think his position
is just, then I ¢ reassert my position,”” that it is be-
cause he knows nothing of Hebrew accents. And
yet I query thus: It seems that he must know
enough of Hebrew to be aware of the error of his
gtatements when the facts are pointed ouf, even if
he knew nothing of those facts before. I feared from

the first that he was not so ignorant as his position’

would indicate ; but I was willing to put the mildest
possible construction on his cdase. There are those
who will have an interest to put it into the hands
of ¢“the learned’ for decision, and if Eld. Vogel is
willing to risk a reassertion of his position before’
them, I am satisfied. I cheerfully submit it. I
might point out other errors in his last, but I take
leave of the Hebrew unless he opens it himself.

When I congented to hold this disecussion I stipu-
lated for the privilege of ten articles on this propo-
gition, promising, however, to confine it to eight if
possible. I have matter prepared for others, but I
could not present all my proofs even with many
more, and I let other considerations prevail, and
thus abruptly close. The unusual length of Eld. Vo-
gel's last suggested this method of closing by length-
oning this, reserving a summary till the final close.
I think I may safely say that proofs beyend contro-
versy have been presented that the moral law is yet
of force—yet the means of condemning sin. I pray
that all of our readers may weigh the evidenees wish
that candor and reverence that is due to such an im-
portant subject.

The Lord’s Servants.

¢“And the servant of the Lord must not strive;
but be gentle unto all men.” 2 Tim. 2:24.

My mind has been called, of late; to the
above text, by the deportment of a public
speaker, a professed minister of the Lord
Jesus. I requested him to show the people
wherein I had taught error—when, lo! he
turned upon me, using such language, and
making such gestures, that, to say the least,
the people declared his demeanor wrong.

We should never try to build up self, nor
the cause welove, on tlie mistakes of others ;
this is wrong. To imagine yourselves to be
right, simply because we can see faults in
others, is truly a superficial conclusion.
“But they, measuring themselves by them-
selves, and comparing themselves among
themselves, are not wise.”” 2 Cor. 10:12.

That all our hearts may be more fully
inclined to the soulpurifying service of
Him who said, ¢ Learn of me; for I am
meek and lowly in heart,”” do I offer the
following thoughts :—

Our calling is to be servants, not of self,
but of the Lord. How high, how holy, the
vocation! As high as perfection’s mark,
Phil. 8:14, and as holy as Heaven. Heb.
3:1. “And who is sufficient for these
things 7’ No one, innately; but he who is
willing to ‘ deny himself, and take up his
cross, and follow” the Lord, may say, ¢ I
can do all things through Christ which
strengtheneth me.”” Oh! for that consec-
ration that will be accepted in Heaven.

But further : Having heard the call, and
become his servants, how it becomes us to
yield a full and willing service, in truth;
nothing short of this will be acceptable in
the sight of our Maker.
realize this truth, we are not standing
where we should.” God has spoken; shall
we not all give ear ? ¢ The servant of the
Lord must not strive ’—must not contend
for the superiority—¢but’ he must ¢ be
gentle unto all men.”” Toward those who
oppose our faith, should we manifest this
lovable spirit of gentleness, just as fully as
toward those in unison with us.

This just requisition has reasons append-
ed: 1. “A wrathful man stirreth up
strife,”” but it is appeased by him who “is
slow to anger.”” Prov. 15:18. 2. To al-
low the spirit of unsanctified contention to
rule in our hearts, proves us carnal. 1
Cor. 3:38. 3. Strife is seed sown for a
fruitful harvest of ¢“every evil work.”
James 3:16.

Its presence ig to be deprecated in all;
but especially so in the labors of the Lord’s
ministers. ¢ Some indeed preach Christ
even of envy and strife ; and some of good
will.” Phil. 1:15. Two classes are here
brought to view: Omnepreach ¢ Christof con-
tention, not sincerely, supposing to add af-
fliction;” ¢the other of love, knowing that”’
he is ¢ set for the defense of the gospel.”
Verses 16, 17. Popular ministers often
“gtrive for masteries’ because they fear
the loss of their people’s favor—apprehend
that the God-fearing members of their
flock will sce and cherish the light of
truth, and, as a result, they will be com-
pelled to sustain a decrement of their
fame ; a decrease in the membership, and
a diminution of their hire. For a better
description, see Isa. 56 : 9-12; Eze, 34: 2,
3; Matt. 15:14; 23:1-8.

Dear brethren, while we would strive to
“declare all the counsel of God,” may we

And until we-

have wisdom “to feed the church of God;”’
to reclaim those who ““ err from the truth;”
and to save souls from the second death.
This is our calling—but how little we real-
ize it! Lord, help us to comply with the
requirements of thy word more and more
perfectly, that at last it may be said to us,
“Well done.” G. W. CoLcorp.

Govei'nment of the Tongue.

How beautifal is that admonition of St.
James, from the propriety of the imagery

under which the moral is conveyed! He ex-

horts to govern the tongue, which, though so
small a member of the body, is yet of such
great effect, that to govern the tongue is to
govern the whole man. ¢ If any man offend
not in word, the same is a perfect man, and
able also to bridle the whole body. Behold,
we put bits in the horses’ mouths, that they
may obey us, and we turn about the whole
body. Behold, also, the ships, which, though
they be so great, and are driven of fierce
winds, yet are they turned about with a very
small helm, whithersoever the governor
listeth.” Nothing upon the subject can
possibly exceed the eloquence of this pas-
sage ; and the apostle carries on his discourse

-all the way in the same beautiful style of

allusion.

Writing for the Paper.
4

Ir a man could sit down and write his
thoughts, just as they come to him, with
the glow of feeling that comes with them,
and without the restraint that is put upon

him by the consciousness that he is writing |

for others to read, who will question his
facts, controvert his views, and criticise his
syntax, it would be far easier to express one’s
thoughts, or tell his story. Not that there is
no advantage in this public censorship, for
there is, both to the writer and the reader.
The discipline is an advantage to him in this,
it makes him more careful in his style and
statements. Itis anadvantage to the reader,
because he knows that he may have confi-
dence in what he reads. To write for a dai-
ly newspaper, if it be news, it should be
stated concisely, yet in full.  If it be edito-
rial; it should be comprehensive, plain and
direct. A leader should be, in one sense,
a summary of important news, or a short,
clear statement of a public question or of
matters vital to the interests of the people.
. An editor, while he is neither a preacher,
lawyer, doctor, manufacturer nor merchant,
igall in one. He must know and have some-
thing to say on all that pertains to these
callings. IHeis not to write pleas, essays,
nor treatises, but to embrace something of
each, as the occasion may require.’ A daily
paper is a journal, a teacher and a guide.
The man whose time is mostly taken up in
his business, so that he has but little time
for reading or literary entertainment, ex-
pects, when he looks over his paper at night,
to find true information in good form ready
for him. Those who write for the papers
should observe three things-—condense, write
short articles, and to the point. The first
excellence in a newspaper article is its point;
the second, its clearness ; the third, its brevi-
ty.—Providence Journal.

The First Prayer in Congress.

In Thatcher's Military Journal, under
date of December, 1777, is found a note
containing the identical ¢ first prayer in
Congress,” made by the Rev. Jacob
Duche, a gentleman of great eloguence.
Here it is—a historical curiosity :—

O Lord, our Heavenly Father, high and
mighty King of kings, and Lord of lords,
who dost from thy throne behold all the
dwellers of the earth, and reignest with
power supreme and uncontrolled over all
the kingdoms, empires, and governments,
look down in mercy, we beseech thee, on
the American States, who have fled to thee
from the rod of the oppressor, and thrown
themselves on thy gracious protection, de-
siring to be henceforth dependent only on
thee. To thee they have appealed for the
righteousness of their cause; to thee do
they now look up for that countenance and
support which thou alone canst give. Take
them, therefore, Heavenly Father, unto thy
nurturing care. ~(five them wisdom in
council and valor in the field. Defeat the
malicious designs of our adversaries; con-
vince them of the unrighteousness of their
course and if they still persistin sanguinary
purposes, oh! let the voice of thine ownuner-

ring justice, sounding in their hearts, con-

strain them to drop the weapons of war
from their unnerved hands in the day of
battle. = Be thou present, O God of wisdom,

and direct the councils of this honorable
assembly. Enable them to settle things on
the best and surest foundations, that the
scenes of blood may be speedily closed, and.
order, harmony and peace may be effectually
restored, and truth and justice, religion and
piety, prevail and flourish among thy peo-
ple. Preserve the health of their bcdies
and the vigor of their minds ; shower down
upon them and the millions they here rep-
resent such temporal blessings as thou
seest expedient for them in this world, and
crown thém with everlasting glory in the
world to come. All this we ask in the
name and through the merits of Jesus
Christ, thy Son, our Saviour. Amen.

Olitnavy WMotices,

Blessed are the dead which die in the Lord from henceforth.

Diep, at Patricksburg, Owen Co., Ind.,
March 19, 1873, our much esteemed sister,
Rebecka McCully, in the 34th year of her
age. Sister McCully had loved and ob-
served the Sabbath with all of God’s com-
mandments since she first saw the light,
nearly three years since. She seemed to
love every cross, and bear all with willing-
ness. Iler disease was consumption, and
although she was a great sufferer, still she
seemed to have much of the grace of God
to help her to endure, till death took her.
She gave good evidence of departing in the
triumphs of faith, and we trust she sleeps in
Jesus, and will have part in the first resur-
rection. Funeral discourse by Eld, D. H.
Oberholtzer, 8. D. A. E. B. L.

Diep, near Woodburn, Clark Co., Iowa,
March 3, 1873, of consumption, sister Mary
A., wife of Mahlon W. Neal, aged thirty-one
years, six months, and fourteen days. She
leaves five children and her companion to
mourn their loss. She died in hope of a
part in the first resurrection. The funeral
was attended the 5th. Remarks by Bro.
H. Nicola, from Job 14:14. B. AuTen.

Digp, in Ringville, Franklin Co., N. Y.,
March 17, 1873, of fits caused by whooping
cough, Willie K., infant son of R. and H.
Town, aged seven months and eight days.

Funeral sermon by H. W. Lawrence, of
West Bangor. Ricaarp Town.

Digp, in Ceresco, Feb., 1873, of spinal
meningetis, Thomas Crouch, near twenty
years of age. Being an only child, it ren-
ders the affliction severe to his dear par-
ents. May his mother, who is feeble in
health, be sustained in this trying hour.
Funeral discourse by the minister of the
Baptist church in the village.

J. BYiNgToN.

Dikp, in Hillsdale, Mich., of putrid erysip-
elas, Almon T. Pond, in the seventy-second
year of his age.

After many years of toil and adversity,
our dear father is at rest. Ile suffered much,
as the disease went to his lungs, yet not a
murmur or complaint escaped his lips. He
was sick just one week. In his prolonged
agony, he would look up and say, “How
long, O Lord, how long !”” .and, “Lord, speed
the time.” As if in answer to our earnest
prayers, his death was like one falling into a
quiet slumber. ' ‘

Although we mourn our loss; yet the hope
of meeting again in the glorious resurrection
morning gives sweet consolation to our ach-
ing hearts. He leaves-a wife and four chil-
dren, one an adopted daughter, whose untir-
ing efforts for his comfort were remarked by
all.

As no minister of like faith could be had,
Prof. Dunn, I. W. Baptist, spoke words of'
comfort on the foundation of the Christian’s.
hope, from 2 Cor. 4: 14. E. J. Panve.

‘Diep, at Waterloo, March 31, 1873, of
consumption, after a lingering illness of
months, our beloved Bro. Wm. Elwell, aged
43 years and 11 months,

Our brother called his fiiends and weep-
ing wife and children to his bedside, exhort-
ing them to live out present truth. Ife has
been a faithful woldier of the cross. He
leaves a wife and five small children, who
hope soon to meet him beyond this vale of
tears. Funeral discourse by the writer.
Text, Job 14 : 10. Davio DowxEer.

Digp, at Lapeer, Mich., March 26, 1873,
sister Margaret Castle. Sister Castle has been
identified with God’s commandment-keep-
ing people about fourtéen years, having, T
believe, embraced the truth under the la-
bors of Bro. Lawrence. Funeral services
by the writer from 2 Sam. 14: 14,

- A. M. WgEks.

Diep, at Waterloo, Feb. 21, 1878, Lucinda
Deulard, infant child of Alrezo and Mary
Deulard, aged six weeks and four days.
Discourse by writer, from 2 Sam. 12: 23.

‘ D. DownEr.
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p&@F= We have just now, quite & large amount of
manuscript on hand. Correspondents will therefore
please have patience for the appearance of their ar-
ticles,

RE5 A correspondent says: Ag Bro. Canright is
answering objections to the Sabbath, I hope he will
take up the no-Sabbath theory, and expose its fals-
ity.

B> We have received from the General Western
Passenger Agent of the C. B. and Q. R. R., Chicago,
Ill., a pamphlet entitled, How to go West; a guide
to Southern Towa, Nebraska, Kansas, California, and
the whole Great West. This is an ingtructive and
interesting pamphlet of 78 pages containing numerous
maps and illustrations. Sent free of charge to those
desiring the information it contains. Those who are
traveling extensively in the West, would do well to
obtain it. Address as above.

Games of Amusement,

To ruosr correspondents who have inquired re-
specting the lawfulness of games of amusement, and
bow far they should he allowed, we would say that the
question was recently discussed by the Literary Se-
ciety, and Bro. Geo. I. Butler was appointed to write
an article on the subject for the Revinw,

To Correspondents.

W. L. Brissin: We regard the drying up of
the Euphrates, Rev. 16:12, as the complete over-
throw of the Turkish power; and the fact that the
prospect mow seems to be that that power must
soon be overthrown is evidence that we must be
near the time of the pouring cut of the plagues.

Baptism we regard so far a saving ordinance that
it cannot with impunity, be intentionally disregarded,
any more than any other requirement of the gospel.
But we think that when a person is hindered by un-
avoidable circumstances from receiving baptism, he
may still be saved.

J. Horrer: We see nothing cut of the way in
raising and selling chickens, unless you live in a
city and have neighbors who don’t keep them.

R. R. Moon: We understand that the gospel
was preached to the dead, as stated in 1 Pet. 4: 6,
while they were yet alive, not after they died. For
amn exposition of the spirits in prison, 1 Pet. 8: 19, see
the forthcoming volume on the State of tire Dead,
and the Destiny of the Wicked.

A. Rasmussen: We do not think a Christian ean
geripturally marry an unbeliever, nor that a person
can be called a health reformer, while indulging in
pork and tobacco.

A. F. Srover: Foran cxposition of Matt. 24: 80,
see the Exposition of that chapter, for sale at this
Office.

N. B.: A Sabbath-keeper cannot consistently ac-
eept any office which will require him to violate the
Sabbath.,

N. 8. Ravsoyp: We understand that the kiss
with which Paul commands the brethren to greet
oue another, is a token of Christian fellowship. It
seems, at least, appropriate to make use of it at the
celebration of the ordinances, as well as on other oc-
cagions. The question whether the reports of the
auditing committees should be made public, is one for
the different Conferences to decide at their annual
seasions.

\

&
A. Farrtey: The Jews are enlitled to credit res-

pecting the compilation of the books whick constitute
their Sceriptures. They assign to Kzra the work of
collecting and arranging them down to his day, and
atterward to ‘“the great synagogue.” We know of
ro authority for the statements of the man yourefer to,
that they were twice destroyed and re-written. ¢ The
complete canon of the New Testament, as commonly re-
ceived at present, was ratified at the third Counecil
‘of Carthage, A. ». 891, and from that time was ac-
cepted throughout the Latin church.” Smith’s Bible
Dictionary, art , Canon of Seripture, *
Py

To Seattered Sabbath-Keepers in Minnesota.

Dear BrerHREN AND SIsTERS: As I cannot see
you, either at your homes orin ourmeetings, I take this
way to address you. As nearly as I can learn, from
one quarterto one-third the Seventh-day Adventistsin
Minnesota are scattered, one here, two or three there,
&c., in almost every section of the State where they
ean have no meetings nor attend those we hold with
the different churches. Being thussituated, manylose
the spirit of the message, do not keep up with the
progress of the work, leave off sacrificing for the
cause, drink in the spirit of the world, and finally
either backslide entirely, or live in a half dead and
alive condition, '

Knowing that there is greater danger of your doin'g
thig, than there would be if you were where you could
- bhave thesociety anid encouragementofachurch, I want
to remind you of this danger and help you all I can.
Wateh yourselves, examine yourselves offem, try
yourselves honestly whether you are not letting the
truth leak out of your hearts, little at & time. I once

tried living alone for five years, and came near losing
my soul. Ience, I knowhow tosympathize with you.

If you live as you ought and work as you should.
you may be preparing the way for the truth to be
preached sooner or later in your different places. If
thig does not come as soon as you wish, hold on, stick
to it, and keep calling till you do get help. Some,
after they have written once or twice for help, be-
come tried with us because we do not immediately

-come, and will write no more, nor help the cause any.

This is wrong and foolish. We try to plan our work
in the fear of God and go where there is the best
prospect. . .

I now have this special request to make of every

Sabbath-keeper in Minnesota who either does not.

belong to any one of our churches or who is not now
paying 8. B. which he or she has pledged to some
church :—

Write to me. immediately at Hrtehingson, McLeod
Co., Minn., and state very distinetly, 1. Where you
live, town and county, nearest village, railroad de-
pot, and your post-office. 2. What is the opening to
present the truth there or near there, 8. Whether
you take the REviEw, Reformer, and Instructor. 4.
Tell me what you are willing to give per week for
the next year, beginning April 1, 1873, for the sup-
port of the cause in Minnesota. This need not be
paid now, but at any time during the year.

Come my brother, my sister, don't excuse yourself
now and so do nothing while all the rest are sacrific-
ing to help on the good work.
this more for your own sake than because we need
the means, though it is needed much. We know that
if you do not give soniething you will lose your inter-
est in the work and the reward in the kingdom.
Are you poor? So are others. Give a little. Then
God will bless what ycu do have. You are not poorer
than the poor widow. The Lord is coming soon.
The harvest is being gathered. Are you helping?
Don’t wait till you are rich. This is a deception of
the devil. Wait till you are out of debt? Yes, but
you always manage to keep in debt. Don’t be de-
ceived. i

Our report for Conference must be prepared soon.
We want to know how the State stands, what we can
depend upon for another year. What shall we report
for you? Do you wish to give $1.00? That will be
2 ots per week. $5.00 will be 10 cts per week. $10.00
will be 20 ots per week, &c. Let me hear from you.

We are determined to get all our forces in Minne-
sola into good order and working condition this sea-
son go far ag possible. Will you help us? or do you
feel no interest in the cause ?

We want you to do

D. M. CanrigHT.

To the Wisconsin Conference.

I wism to say that I expected that before this my
wife’s health would be so much improved that I could
be relieved from taking care of her and be engaged
in laboring in my Master’s vineyard. Buf, in this, I
have been disappointed. Ever since Christmas, she
has been confined to her bed almost constantly, and
most of the 1ime, she ecould not stand alone nor turn
herself in bed. She has suffered almost constantly
with neuralgic pains through her body, and an al-
most congtant sickness at the stomach, with spells of
vomiting every few hours. I finally decided to have
her go to the [Tealth Institute. She has been here
most three weeks. I soon found that she must have

'some one with her all the time, and that no one ecould

wait on her so well as myself. I therefore decids
to remain here while she stays. And although she
suffers considerable, yet I think there ig some im-
provement in her condition.

T also wish to say to all the churches that expected
me to visit them before camp-meeting, Please wait
patiently ; for I believe the Lord will yet open the
way before me so that I may be frec to labor in his
cause as in the past; but perhaps not before camp-
meeting, May T therefore have the fervent prayers
of all the faithful, that this affliction may have a
sanctifying influence upen us? I. Ssnporw.

Health Institute, Battle Creek.

Notice.

As T have decided to 'go back to Wisconsin, my
address will be Monroe, Green Co., Wis., till further
notice is given. 1. SaxBORN,

Errarum. Read last line of 4th column, on page
148 of last week’s Ruview, as last line of second col-
umn. - -

Rews awd Biscellany.

A~~~

“Can ye not discern the signs of the timeg?”’

Greatness of London,

Tuz population of London, according to the last
census, is 8,883,000, This vast multitude is more
thaa the combined population of New York, Philadel-
phia, Brooklyn, St. Louis, Chicago,. Baltimore, Cin-
cinnati, Boston, New Orleans, San Franecisco, Buf-
falo, and Alleghany City, Penn. To lodge thesc peo-

/| ple, 777,000 dwellings are required, and the people

consume annually about 4,480 600 barrels of flour,
420 000 bullocks, 2,975,000 sheep, 49,000 calves,
61.250 hogs, and one market alone supplies annually
7,048,750 head of game. This, together with 5,200,-
000 salmon, irrespective of other fish and flesh, is
washed down by 75,600,000 gallons of ale and por-
ter, 3,600,000 gallons of spirits, and 118,750 pipes
of wine. To fill its milk and cream jugs, 22,750
cows ave kept., To Jight ite streets at night, 680,000

gaslights are required, consuming every 24 hours
22,270,000 cubic feet of gas. Its water system sup-
plieg the enormous quantity of 77,670,824 gallons per

day, while its sewer system carries off 16,629,770 |

cubic feet of refuse.

Trial of a Prophet.

JoserH S. CurRY, the so-chlled prophet of the new
dispensation, was tried at Oppling, Columbus County,
Georgia, last week, on a charge of adultery and for-
nication, before County Judge Wilson. Curry came
from Massachugetts with a colony of about 200 men
and women, over a year ago, and bought lands, and
settled in Columbus’County, They lived in tents and
held the property in common., Curry ealled himself
¢ Elijah ” and the ¢ Prophet of Jehovah,” supreme
in all things spiritual and temporal. The colony
went on swimmingly for a brief period, but the
¢ prophet” took to himself too many wives., Jeal-
ousy and insubordination ensued iu the colony and
many of the colonists returned to Massachusetts, be-
ing provided with free passage to the nearest sea-
ports, with free tickets to Charleston or Savannah.
Finally, the colony became so demoralized and Curry
so licentious, that the grand jury indicted him and
his queen-paramour. Curry, robed in white linen,
with head and feet bare, in imitation of the Saviour,
appeared before the court. His queen appeared in

- the same attire, with white stockings on her feet and

a white bow on her head. Speaking in his own de-
fense, he maintained that men and women could live
together as man and wife without cohabiting, and
that by mortification and prayer they could become
perfect. He repelled the charge of insanity, and dis-
played much erudition and familiarity with the
Seriptures. He said be had revelation after revela-
tion that a new era had dawned, when men and
women should come out of the natural order of things
to a higher state of purity. After speeches from the
prosecutors and defendant, the jury retired, and after
half an hour’s absence returned and gave a verdict
of guilty, with a recommendation to mercy. Sentence
has been deferred for a few weeks. Itisthoughtthat
the ¢ prophet” and his followers will be given an
opportunity to find anether Canaan far away to pitch
their tents.— Detroit Post, Apr. 1, 1873.

%

Railways in Russia,

Tue new railway and telegraph chart of the Rus-
sian empire, just published, seems to have taken the
German general staff by surprise. Russia is shown
by this chart to possess railways and telegraph lines
actually in operation of which the world outside had
not the slightest notice, or even sugpicion. There is
a complete system of strategical railways, radiating
from the three principal lines uniting at St. Peters-
burg, Moscow, and Kieff, and extending even tq the
Asiatic frontier in no less than ten lines. All the
military centers, even Nova Tcherhash, the head-
quarters of the Don Cossacks, are accessible by rail;
and in a short time, if not at this moment, Russia
can move large bodies of troops and concentrate
them within a few days atany desived spot. ‘In view
ot these facts, the German journals urge their gov-
ernment to hasten forward the construction of rail-
ways on their own eastern {rontier, which they will
need for their own safety in case of war.

Tur Spanish republic appears to be in a very bad
way, and ¢ getting no better very fast.” The Span-
ish army is insubordinate, as might be expected where
the soldiers are some of them Carlists, some Com-
munists, some Republicans, some Federalists, and all
ignorant, badly paid, and not well discip.ined. Under
these eircumstances, the Carlists have won important
advantages, which they appear to have cruelly abused.
Spain is a bigoted Roman Catholic country, and the
priests are nearly all Carlists ; hence, discontent, su-
perstition, insubordination, and other evils in the
army are natural, smd the wonder is that the army is
not entirely disorganized. A republic cannot long

succeed upon any other basis than free popular ed-

ucation, free religiom, and popular equality. Spain
must get rid of her grandees, abolish the rule of
prisstcraft, educate her masses, and become thrifty
and intelligent, before she can expect quiet and good
order. It will require a Jong and arduous struggle
to bring this about against the opposition of the no-
bles, the priests, and the superstition and ignorance
of the peasantry. If Dox Carros succeeds, his sue-
cess will only be the beginning of a long and bloody
strnggle, probably. If he fails, he will not be the
last enemy the republic will have to conquer.

- Dppeintmenta,

And as ye go, preach, saying, The kingdom of Heaven is at hand

Tracr and Missionary Meeting at Aledo, IlL., May
10, 11. At Screna, 17, 18. There should be an ex-
tra effort made to attend these meetings; especially
ghould the direcfors of all the distriets in the Confer-
ence and also the Vice-president and Secretary at-
tend oue or both of them. Bro. 8. N. Haskell is ex-
pected.

Now, brethren, is our opportunity to get instructed
as to the best manner of prosecuting this work. Let
us not permit the pressure of the business affairs of
this life to keep us away, and we thus lose the good
that we might have gained by attending.

R. F. ANDREWS.

ProvipeENcE permitéing, I will be at Soldier Val-

‘ley, Iowa, May 3 and 4; Onawa, Tuesday and

Wednesday evenings, 6 and 7; at the Barcus school-
house Decatur, Neb. 10 and 11. I hope to see the
friends from Hooper and Mt. Pleasant at this meet-
ing. Cherokee, Iowa, at the Bugh school-house,
Tuesday and Thursday evenings, May 13 and 15,
Bach Grove, at the Gensman school-house, May 17
and 18, Hool’s Point, 24 and 25. Washington.
May 81 and June 1. At these meetings, opportuni-
ties will be afforded for baptism. Will Bro. Webb
meet mo at Duncombe Station, Friday, May 16?
B. M. Kingorg.

Ar Parma, in Quarterly meeting, the first Sabbath
in May.” Hope to see a general attendance.
. ‘ A. 8. HurcHiNs.

QuARTERLY meeting for 8. D. Adventists of Gratiot
Co., will be held at Alma, Sabbath and Surday, May
3 and 4. Brethren and sisters from other churches
are invited. G. W. Stares, Clerk.

QUARTERLY meetings of the N. Y. and Pa. T. and
M. Society will be held as follows :—

Dist. No. 9, at Wheeler, May 3 and 4, 1873.
¢« 30, ¢« Ulysses, Pa.,, May 10 and 11, 1878.
¢ ¢4, ¢« Where Bro. Welch may appoint,

May 17 and 18. Further appointments may appear
next week. P. Z, Kinnw, Pres.

MoxrHLY meeting at the Sands school-house, for
the Onawa and Decatur churches, May 10. Will
Bro. Bartlett meet with us? M. D. Crark.

Business Depavtment,

Not slothful in Business. Rom,1%:11.

Business Notes,
J. B. ForrerT : Please give former address.
J. C. Wirrer: Please givo address in full.

Compr Caeman, New London, Wis., wanis work
in & mill, or on a farm, through the summer. Ad-
dress him as above. .

Special Notice to Subscribers.

A blue oross on the margin of yeur paper signifies that your subsorip~
tion will expire with two more numbors. A remewal is earnestly solicited.
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Annexed to each receipt in the following list, is the Volume and
Number of the Review & HERALD TO whioh the money received
pays—which should oorrespond with the Numbers on the Pasters If
money to the paper is not in due time aoknowledgsd, immediste notice
of the omissicn ghould then he given.
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Michael Follan 43-24, I' Nelson 46-1, A M Rathbun
43-9, Sarah Jones 43-14, J W Bond 43-20, 1l S Griggs
45-3, J H Chandler 43-20, Naney Sisco 43-20, J W
Rickett 43-20, E Stone 44-2, D Malin 43-20, C J Boon-
ville 43-20, J I1 Morrison 43-20, Jesse Vansyoc 43-20,
M B Philips 48-19, ¢ People’s Library ” 44-10, H C
S Carus 43-14,J T Carlton 43-20, F H Thurlow 43-20,
John B Webster 43-19, F Harmon 438 18, Wm Har-
mon 48-17, John Taylor 43-18, Kathrenia [Hale'43-20,
P Robinson 43-20, I: G Doud 43-21, D A Albin 48-20,
Jacob Thompson 41-1, A II Vankirk 43-4, Thomas
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$1.00 eacr.. J H Murray 42-20, Einor Rathbun
48-14, John A Towns 42-14, Martha Coombs 43-1, W
E Armstrong 42-20, C 8 Straw 48-1, Theodore Brack-
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Eli Wisbey, David Estes, Minuic Baker, Annie Coil,
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Mrs Jaycox 10e, D M Canright 4.87, N Hutchison
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Rice 1.00, S B London 3 2b, Mary Capen 1.00, W C
Wiggins 5 00, II A Higley 1.10, J B3 Ingalls 50c, O W
Austin 1.26, D A Albin 2.10.

Boolks Sent by Fxpress.
Theodore Pickard $14.00.
Cash Recctved on Accownd.,

11 F Phelps $10.00. A C Bouideau 5,00, W II Han-
kins for J W Adams 16 60, M J Sawyer 2.10, N Car-
ahoof per W W Sharp 8.60, R Stringer 2.00, O W
Austin 26¢, J II Morrison 16.00, G W Colecord 5.82,
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Shares in Publishing Association.
E S Griggs $10 00, J Puls 80.00.
Shares tn Health Institute.

I 8 Griggs $25.00, J Puts 25.00.
Donations for the Danish Nonilhiy.

L A Sargent $2 50, II A Weston 2.00, Emma F
Sargent 50¢, D T Bourdeau 5,00, A friendin Worth
5.00, B M Osgood 1.00, Mary A Davis 50c.

HYGIENIC BOOK FUND.
J Puls $15.00, A Persing 5.00.
Book Fund.

J Puls $20.00.
Michigan Confcrence Fund.

Rec’d 0{; 11 C Booker of Ransom Center $2.00, Hills-
dale 20.00, Tuscola 20.00, Burlington 10.00.
Review to the Poor.
A friend in Worth $5.00, A lone one in the faith
5.00, B M Qsgood 76¢, Richard Moon 50e, Juliana
Hoffer 2.00.

The Beview wud Hevald.
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