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Daily Living.

How many stars upon my crown,
Shall shine forever bright,
To show the souls that I have won
\ From darkness unto light?
From death, and wickedness, and strife,
To joy and everlasting life?
How oft have I, in earnest love
Of those in error’s way,
Pointed their souls to Him above
Whose will they should obey ? N
Who ever loves and waits to bless
Each soul in error and distress.

How often have I sought the lost,
And pleaded long in love, E
. Beseeching them to take the cross,
And seek a home above? .
Urged them with patience to endure,
And thus eternal life secure ?

Have I resisted every sin,
With patience, day by day,
And sought a starry crown to win,
That fadeth not away ?
Pressed onward to those mansions fair
Which Jesus promised to prepare ?

And has my life a pattern been
To dying sinners here,
To lead them to forsake their sin,
And for their Lord prepare?
Whose vengeance soon will on them fall,
1If they obey not mercy’s call.
0, Lord, forgive, that I no more
Can show a8 work for thee;
8ince thou hast ever of thy store
Blest me 8o bounteously.
Since thou hast left thy home in Heaven,
And died that I might be forgiven.
Oh! may my life, my all, be given
Henceforth, dear Lord, to tkee;
And may I ever point to Heaven
Each wandering one I see ;
That when my race on earth is run,
My Lord may say to me, ““ Well done!”
Burksville, W. T. Mary OGDEN.

General Articles.

The Scripture Doctrine of a Future
Life.--No. 3.

BY ELD. D. M, CANRIGHT.

THE NATURE OF THE SOUL.

TaE Bible is commonly supposed to teach
that there is something about man which is
immortal. 'We have searched thoroughly
for this supposed entity, and have not found
it. If there is such a thing, in what part of
man does it reside? :

The body? Certainly it is not the body
which is immortal, for we know that this
dies. All agree to this. God says, ‘Dust
thou art, and unto dust shalt thou return.”
Gen. 3:19. The Bible frequently speaks of
dead bodies. ¢‘ Together with my dead body
shall they arise.” Isa. 26 :19. We see the
body die and putrefy, Indeed, it is declared
to be mortal. ‘“Shall also quicken your
mortal bodies.”” Rom 8:11. We find no
immortality here.

The man? Some people make a distinec-
tion between the body and what the Bible
" calls the man. TIs this what is immortal?
Is this the thing that does not die? Hardly;
for the man was made out of the ground.
< And the Lord God formed man out of the
dust of the ground.” Gen. 2:7. Then we
frequently read about man’s dying. ‘‘But
man dieth and wasteth away.” Job 14:10.
So men die. We see them die. We know
they die. More than that, the Bible often
speaks of dead men. ¢ Behold there was a

dead man carried out.”” Luke 7:12. ‘“Thy
dead men shall live,” TIsa. 26:19. “J am
forgotten as a dead man.” Psa. 31:12. A

dead body lies on the ground, the breath of
life has left it, and is where you please and
what you please. But the dead body is the
man ; the man is not the breath of life; that
is something which has left the man. Make

"Joseph died.”

what you please of it, endow it with what
attribute you like, locate it where you may
imagine, it is not the man. It has left the
man behind it. The carcass it has abandoned
is he. So we find no immortality here.

The person? Well, then, is it the ¢ per-
gon ” that is immortal? This word is often
used as applied to individuals. But the Bi-
ble declares that the person dies, perishes, is
slain. ‘T have occasioned the death of all
the persons.” 1 Sam. 22:22. ¢ Wicked
men have slain a righteous person.” 2 Sam.

4:11. ¢ The fool and the brutish person
perish.”” Psa. 49:10. We also read about
dead persons. ‘¢ They shall come at no dead
person.” Ezek. 44:25. Tt cannot be the

person, then, that does not die.

Proper names? It is according to univer-
gal usage, both in Bible times and since, to
gpealk of men as ‘Joseph,” ¢ Lazarus,”
¢ James.” Perhaps here we shall find that
which does not die. Let us see. Upon
turning to the Bible, we read thus: ‘‘So
Gen. 50:26. - ‘“Lazarus is
dead.” John 11:14. ¢ And Sarah died.”
Gen. 23:2. And so of all who are named.
‘Was there such a man as David? Yes, but
the Bible declares plainly and repeatedly that
David ¢‘died”—that David is ‘“dead.”
Again we are disappointed in our search.
At every step we fail to find anything about
man which does not die.

The soul? ““There!” exclaims the reader,
““now we shall find it. The soul i immor-
tal—it can never die.”

This has strangely come to be the popular |

belief. Ttis entertained by multitudes of real
Ohristians ; though such an error compels
them to study the Scriptures to very great
disadvantage. In the Old Testament the
word from which ‘“soul” is translated is the
Hebrew term ne-phesh, with just two ex-
ceptions—Job 30:15; Isa. 57:16. Ne
phesh is pever translated “spirvit.” It is
translated soul, 473 times ; life, 118 times;
person, 29 times; mind, 15 times; heart,
15 times; body or dead body, 11 times;

will, 4 times; also appetite, lust, creature, |

etc,—in all 44 different ways. This will give
the reader a fair understanding of its real
meaning. The great Hebrew scholar, Gesen-
ius, thus defines nephesh: ‘1. Breath. 2.
The vital spirit, as the Greek psuchee; and
the Latin anima, through which the body

lives, ¢. e., the -principle of life manifested.

in the breath. 3. The rational soul, mind,
animus, as the seat of feelings, affections, and
emotions. 4. (Concrete) a living thing, ani-
mal, in which is the nephesh, life.” Park-
hurst, a distinguished lexicographer, says;
¢ Ag a noun, nephesh hath been supposed to
signify the spiritual part of man, or what we
commonly call his soul. I must for myself
confess that I can find no passage where it
hath undoubtedly this meaning.”

Soul, in the New Testament, comes from
one Greek word, psuchee, which means the
same in Greek as nephesh dces in Hebrew.
Psuchee is translated soul, 58 times; life,
and lives, 40 times; mind, 3 times; heart,
twice ; us and you, once each. It is defined
by Rcbinson to mean primarily, <“The breath.
Usually and in the New Testament, the vital

breath. Latin, anima, life, through which:

the body lives and feels, <. e., the principle
of life manifested in the breath. Hebrew,
nephesh.”

Greenfield says: ¢¢ Psuchee, breath, life,
4. e., the animal soul, principle of life, state
of being alive, existence, spoken of natural
tife.” ¢« That which has life, a living crea-
ture, living being.”

The first and most common meaning of
the word soul in the Bible is person—the
whole man. The next most frequent mean-
ing is life—the vital principle in man or
beast. After this it means the mind, the
affections, etc. But there is not a single
instance where it means an immortal, undy-
ing prineiple in man, which can live in a
conscious state when the body is dead.

1. The soul was made of dust. The very
first thing that we learn, on theopening page
of the Bible about the soul, is that it was
made of the dust of the ground. ¢ And the
Lord God formed man of the dust of the
ground, and breathed into his nostrils the
breath of life ; and man became a living soul.”

Gen. 2:7. What became a living soul?
The man that was made of dust. It does
not say that God put a soul into the man’s
body, but that tke man that was made of the
dust became a living soul. Paul settles the
matter in his comment on this very text.
He says: “And so it is written, The first

man Adam was made a living soul.” 1 Cor.
15:45. Then he explains it thus: ¢ The
first man is of the earth, earthy.” Verse 47.

The first man was made of the earth.
Kitto, in his Cyclopedia of Biblical Literature,
renders Gen. 2 : 7 as follows : ¢ And Jehovah
God formed the man dust from the ground,
and blew into his nostrils the breath of life ;
and the man became a living animal.” On
this he remarks: ‘“ We should be acting un-
faithfully if we were to affirm” that ‘‘an
immortal spirit "’ is ‘‘contained or implied in
this passage.” Vol. 1, p. 59. Thereigthen
no immortality here. The phrase, ‘living
soul,” is translated from the Hebrew nephesh
‘chatyah. The very same words are used in
chap. 1:20, 21, 30. “ And God said, Let
the waters bring forth ‘abundantly the [ne-
phesh chaiyak] moving creature that hath life,”
(Hebrew, ‘‘living soul;” marginal reading,
‘“that hath soul.”) ““And God created
great whales, and every living creature [Heb.,
nephesh chatyah—1living sonl] that moveth,
which the waters bring forth.” Verse 21.
““ And to every beast of the earth, and to
every fowl of the air, and to every thing
that creepeth upon the earth, wherein there
is' life.””  Verse 30. Margin, ‘‘a living
soul,” from the same original terms. ‘¢ And
out of the ground the Lord God formed
every beast of the field, and every fowl of the
air, and brought them unto Adam to see
what he would call them, ' and whatsoever
Adam called every living creature, [Heb.,
nephesh chaiyah— living soul] that was the
name thereot.” Gen. 2:19. In verse 7,
man is called a living soul; and in verse 19,
all the beasts are called living souls too.
SeealsoGen. 9:10, 12,15, 16, Lev. 11:46.

Furst, perhaps the highest existing auth-
ority on the Hebrew language, in his con-
cordance defines nephesh as ‘‘ the soul, by
which an animal lives, bcth of man and
brute.”” It is too bad for the cause of truth
that the translators have covered up these
facts by rendering the same word§ one way
when applied to man, and quite another
when applied to beasts. ‘“In whose hand is
the soul of every living thing, and the breath
of all mankind.” Job 12:10. So every
living thing has a scul. ‘A rightecus man
regardeth the life [Heb., nephesh—soul] of
his beast.” Prov. 15:10. ‘‘And the sec-
ond angel poured out his vial upon the sea ;
and it became as the blood of a dead man;
and every living sow! died in the sea.” Rev.
16:3. Thus we see that every living animal
on the eartb, in the air, or in the water, is
called a living soul, the same as man. Does
this prove that all these beasts are immcrtal ¢
No; neither dces it prove it for man.

2. The soul eats natural food. <1 will
even set my face against that soul that eateth
blood, and will cut him off.” Lev. 17:10.
«T will say to my scul, Soul, thou hast much
goods laid up for many years; .take thine
case, eat, drink, and be merry.” Luke 12 ;
19. Of eating forbidden flesb, the Lord
says: ¢ The soul that eateth of it shall bear
his iniquity.” ¢¢The soul that eateth of the
flesh of the sacrifice, . . . even that soul
shall be cut off.” Lev. 7:18,20. If ¢ thou
shalt say, I will eat flesh, because my scul
longeth to eat flesh, thou mayest eat flesh,
whatsoever thy soul lusteth after.” Deut.
12:20. We might quole any number of
texts like the above, where it is said that
souls eat blood, meat, food, and drink wine,

water, etec. Then the soul must be a mate-
rial thing. Scme claim that the soul is an
immaterial, immortal, intangible essence.

These facls show that this can not be true.

3. The soul hungers and jfuints. *‘Thou
mayest kill and eat flesh in all thy gates,
whatsoever thy soul lusteth after.”” Deut.
12:15. ¢¢ As cold water to a thirsty scul.”
Prov. 25:25. The scul tbirsts for water.
« Hungry and thirsty, their souls fainted in
tkem.” Ps. 107:5. Then the soul becomes
hungry and thirsty, and faints if it is not
i fed. ¢ When my soul fainted within me, I

remembered the Lord.”” Jonah 2:7. Both
of these texts speak of the soul which is
within a man, and they say that this soul
faints. This does not look as though the
soul was iinmortal.

4, The soul dries away. ‘‘But now our
soul is dried away ; there is nothing at all be-
sides this manna before our eyes.” Num.
11: 6. What caused their souls to dry
away? Lack of the food they desired It
must be ‘a perishable thing, then, as it is
wholly dependent upon daily food for
strength.

5. The sword can reach the soul. Speak-
ing of war, the prophet says: ‘‘The sword
reacheth unto the soul.” Jer. 4: 10. More
than that, many a soul has been reached and
killed by the sword. ‘“ And they smote all
the souls that were therein with the edge of
the sword, utterly .degtroying them: there
was not any left to breathe.” Josh. 11: 11.
Here weré many souls utterly destroyed by
the sword. .Then the soul must be material,
else how could the sword cut it? Souls
breathe air as well as eat food, as the above '
verse shows.

6. The soul fails. ‘“For I will not con-
tend forever, neither will I be always wroth ;
for the spirit should fail before me, and the
souls which I have made.” Tsa. 57: 16.
God himself declares that the soul would fail,
if he were always to visit his wrath upon it.
‘'his is positive proof that the soul could not
endure eternal torment. It would fail and
die in the trial. Then it is not immortal.

7. The soul is in danger of death. ¢ Say,
I pray thee, thou art my sister, that it may
be well with me for thy sake; and my soul
shall live because of thee.” Gen. 12:13.
He feared they would murder him, and so his
scul would die. So believed Abraham.
And thus Lot plead with the angel: ‘‘ Let
me escape thither, . . . . and my
soul shall live.” Gen. 19:20. . His soul
then was in danger of dying. And so the
prophet warned the king: ¢‘Go forth unto
the king of Babylon's princes, tLen thy soul
shall live, and this city shall be burned with
fire; and thou shalt live.” Jer. 38: 17.
According to God’s Loly prophets, then, a
man’s soul is in danger of dying. ‘“And
Samson said, Let me [margin, my soul] die
with the Philistines.” Judges 16: 30, "Let
me [margin, my soul] die the death of the -
righteous.” Num. 23: 10. Any Hebrew
scholar knows that in the original the Holy
Scriptures often speak of the death of the
soul. Our common translation covers up this
fact largely.

8. T'he soul must be specially preserved by
God, or it will die. The Scriptures upon this
point are numerous and decisive. We will
qucte a few. ‘O bless our God . . .
which holdeth cur soul in life.”” Ps, 66: 8,
9. “None can keep alive his own scul.”
Ps. 22:29. Then it is quite liable to die.
““Theu hast delivered my soul frcm death.”
Ps. 56: 13. “To deliver their soul frem
death, and to keep them alive in famine.”
Ps. 33:19. If the scul cannot die, these
texts are meaningless ; but if it is mortal and
subject to death, then they are easily under-
stocd. N

9. God threatens the soul with death.
¢““The soul that sinneth, it shall die.”
Fzek. 18: 20. How then do men vainly say
ihat the scul cannot die? Dces not God
know? If thesoul wereimmortal, it could nct
die; but God says it shall die; hence it is
mcrtal. Again; ‘“ When the wicked man
turneth away from his wickedness that he
hath committed, and dceth that which islaw-
ful and right, he shall save his sowl alive.”
Verse 27. ¢“For pieces of bread to slay the
souls that shculd nct die, and to save the
souls alive that should nct live.” Kzek. 13:

19. Who can doubt that the scul can die?
10. The soul can be destroyed. ‘‘He that
dceth it destroyeth his cwn soul.” Prov. 6:

32. ““Thesamescul will I destroy.” Lev.23:
30. ¢‘Fear him which is able to destroy
both scul and body in hell.” Matt. 10: 28,
Here again we see that the soul i8 not immor-
tal, for it can be destroyed. Indeed, every
wicked scul “will be destroyed in hell. It
will not simply be cast into hell, but it will
be destroyed. That which is destructible is
not immortal.
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THE GREAT CONTROVERSY

BETWEEN CHRIST AND HIS ANGELS AND SATAN
" . AND HIS ANGELS.

. CHAPTER FOUR.
THE PLAN OF SALVATION,

BY MRS. E. G. WHITE.

Sorrow filled Heaven, as it was real-
ized .that man was.lost, and the world
‘which God had created was to be Afilled
with mortals doomed to'misery, sickness,
and death, and there was no way of es-
«cape for the “offender ; the whole family
of Adam must die. The heart of the
Son of God was touched with pity for
the lost race. Upon his lovely counte-
 mance rested an expression of sympathy
and sorrow. Soon he approached the
exceeding bright light which enshrouded
the Father, and he seemed to engage in
<close converse with him. The anxiety
of the angels was intense while Jesus
thus communed with his Father. Three
" times he was shut in by the cloud of
'glory ; the third time he came forth his
countenance was calm, free from all
perplexity and trouble, and shone with
benevolence and loveliness, such as words
cannot express. He then made known
to the angelic host that a way of escape
had been made for lost man. He told
them that he had been pleading with his
Father, and had offered to give his life a
ransom, and take the sentence of death
upon himself, that through him man
might find pardon; that through the
merits of his blood, and obedience to the
Haw of God, man could again have the
faver of God, and be brought into the
Yheautiful garden, and eat of the fruit of
#he tree of life.

" At first the angels could not rejoice,
‘for their Commander concealed nothing
from them, but opened before them the
plan of salvation. He told them that he
would stand between the wrath of his
Father and guilty man, that he would
Jbear iniquity and scorn, and but few
would receive him as the Son of God.
He would leave all his glory in Heaven,
:appear upon earth as a man, become ac-
-quainted by his own experience with the
various temptations with which man
would be beset; and, finally, after his
mission as a teacher should be accom-
plished, he would be delivered into the
hands of men, and after enduring almost

every cruelty and suffering, that Satan )

and his angels could inspire wicked men
to inflict, he would die the cruelest of
deaths, hung up between the heavens
and the earth as a guilty sinner. And
mot merely would he suffer bodily pain,
Tout mental agony. The weight of the
sins of the whole world would be upon
him. He told them also that after his
death he would rise again the third day,
and ascend to his Father to intercede for
wayward, guilty man.

The angels prostrated themselves be-
fore their beloved Commander, and of-
fered to give their lives. Jesus told
them the transgression was so great that
the life of an angel could not. pay the
.debt ; his life alone eould be accepted by
‘his Father as a ransom for man. But
the work of the angels was assigned
them, to descend with strengthening balm
from glory to soothe the §
his sufferings, and to minister unto him.
Also, their work would be to guard the
subjects of grace from the evil . angels,
and the darkness constantly thrown
around them by Satan.*

With a holy sadness Jesus comforted‘

.and cheered the angels, and informed
them that hereafter those whom he should
redeem would be with him, and ever
dwell with him; and that by his death
he should ransom many, and finally de-
.stroy him who-had the power of death.
And his Father would give him the king-
dom, and the greatness of the kingdom
qunder the whole heaven, and he should
possess it forever and ever. Satan and
sinners should be destroyed, never more
o disturb Heaven, or those who should
#nherit the new earth. Jesus bade the
Theawvenly host be reconciled to the plan
that his Father had accepted, and rejoice
. that fallen man could be -exalted again,

“through his death, to obtain favor with,

God and enjoy Heaven.
Then joy inexpressible filled” Heaven,

| rebels.

on of God in.

condition.

and the heavenly host sung a.song of
praise and adoration. They touched
their harps and sung a note higher than
they had done before, for the gr eat mercy
and condescension of God in yielding up
his dearly Beloved to die for a race of
Praise and adoration were poured
forth for the self-denial and sacrifice of
Jesus; that he would consent to leave
the ‘bosom of his Father, and choose a
life of suffering and a,normsh and die an
ignominious death to Tedeem the fallen
race.

The Father did not yield.up h1s dearly

beloved Son without a struggle, whether

to let guilty man perish or to give his
Son to die for the lost race. It was im-
possible for God to change his law, or
give up the smallest part of its elalms
in order to save man; therefore he suf-
fered his Son to die for man’s transgres-
sion,

When the plan of salvation was re-
vealed, Satan rejoiced with his angels
that he could, by ecausing man’s fall, pull
down the Son of God from his exalted
position. He told his angels that when
Jesus should take fallen man’s nature,
he could overpower him, and hinder the
accomplishment of the plan

In humility and inexpressible sadness,
Adam and Eve left the lovely garden
wherein they had been so happy until
they disobeyed the command of God.
The atmosphere was changed. It was
no longer unvarying as before the trans-
gression. God clothed them with coats
of skins to protect them from the sense
of chilliness and then of heat to whlch
they were exposed.

Angels of God were commissioned to
visit the fallen pair and inform them
that, although they could no longer retain
possession of their holy estate, their
Eden home, because of their transgres-
sion of the law of God, their case was
not altogether hopeless. The Son of God
had been moved with pity as he viewed
their hopeless condition, and had volun-
teered to take upon himself the punish-
ment due to them, and die for them that

{ they might yet live, through faith in the

atonement which Christ proposed ‘to
make. A door of hope was opened, that
man, notwithstanding his great sin, might
not be under the absolute control of Sa-
tan. Probation would be granted him
in which, through a life of repentance,
and faith in the atonement of the Son of
God, he might be redeemed from his
transgressmn of the Father’s law, and
thus be elevated to a position where his
efforts to keep that law could be aec-
cepted..

The angels related to them the gnef
that was felt in Heaven, as it was an-
nounced that they had tra,nsoressed the
law of God, which had made it expedi-
ent for Christ to make the great sacri-
fice of his own precious life. .

When Adam and Eve realized how
exalted and sacred was the law of God,
the transgression of which made so
costly a sacrifice necessary to save them
from utter ruin, they pleaded that they
and their posterity. might endure the
penalty of their transgression, rather
than that the beloved Son of God should
make this great sacrifice. The anguish
of Adam was increased. He saw that
his sins were of so great magnitude as
to involve fearful consequences. And
must it be that Heaven’s honored Com-
mander, who had walked with him and
talked with him while in his holy inno-

cence, whom angels worshiped, must be-

brought down from his exalted position
to die because of man’s transgression.
Adam was informed that an angel’s
life could not pay the debt. The law of
Jehovah, the foundation of his govern-
ment in Heaven and upon earth, was as
sacred as its divine Author and for this
reason the life of an angel could not be
accepted of God as a-sacrifice for its
transgression. His law was of more
importance in his sight than the holy
angels around his throne. The Father
could not change nor abolish one pre-
cept of his law to meet' man in his fallen
But the Son of God, who
had in unison with the Father created
man, could make an atonement for man

acceptable to God, by giving his life a
'sacrifice, and bearing the wrath of his

Father. As Adam’s transgression had

.crease |

brought death and wretchedness upon
the race, life and immortality would be
brought to light throuO'h the sacrifice of
Jesus Christ, a sa,crlﬁce of 'suek infinite

value as:to make a man who should'

avail himself of it more precious. than

fine gold, even 'a man than the golden

T

wedge of Ophir. ,

To Adam were revealed future import-
ant events, from his expulsmn from
Eden, to the flood; and onward to.the

“first advent of Christ upon the earth.

His love for Adam and his - posterity
would lead the Son of God to, conde-
seend to take human nature, and thus
elevate, through' his own humiliation, all
who Would believe on him. Such a sac-
rifice was of sufficient value to save the
whole world; but only a few would
avail themselves of the salvation thus
brought to them.

* The many would not eomply with the
conditions. They would prefer sin, trans-
gression of the law of God, rather than

repentance and obedience, relying by|.

faith upon the merit of the sacrifice of-
fered.

Adam was carried down throuorh sue-
céssive generations, and shown the in-
crease of erime, of guilt and defilement,
because man would yield to his natu-
rally strong inclinations to transgress the
holy law of God. He saw the curse of
God resting more and more heavily upon
the human race, upon the cattle, and
upon the earth, because of man’s con-
tinued transgression. He saw that in-
iquity and violence would steadily in-
yet amid all the tide of human
misery and woe, there would ever bé
a few who would preserve the knowl-
edge of God, and would remain unsullied
amid the prevailing moral degeneracy.
Adam was made to comprehend what

sin is—the transgression of the law. He

was shown that moral, mental, and phy-
sical degeneracy would result to the race,
from transgression, until the world would
be filled with human misery of every
type. :
The days of man have been shortened
by his own course of sin in transgressing

.the righteous law of God. The race has

5o greatly depreciated as to become al-
most . worthless. Because of the indul-
gence of the carnal mind, they are gen-
erally incapable of appreciating the
mystery of Calvary, the grand and ele-
vated facts of the atonement and the
plan of salvation. Yet, notwithstanding
the weakness, and enfeebled ‘mental,
moral, and physical powers ot the human
race, ‘Christ, true to the purpose for
which he left Heaven, continues his in-
terest in the feeble, dep1ee1ated degen-
erate specimens of humanity, and invites
them to hide their weakness and great

‘deficiencies in him. If they will come

unto him, he will supply all their needs.

When Adam, according to God’s spe-
cial directions, made an offering for sin,
it was to him a most painful ceremony.
His hand must be raised to take life,
which God alone could give. It was the
first time he had witnessed death. As
he looked upon the bleeding v1et1m
writhing in the agonies of death, he was
to look forward by faith to the Son of
God, whom the vietim prefigured, who
was to die man’s sacrifice.

This ceremonial offering, ordained of
God, was to be to Adam a perpetual
reminder -of his guilt, and also a peni-
tential acknowledgment of his sin. This
act of taking life gave him a deeper and
more’perfect sense of his transgression,

which nothing less than the death of.

God’s dear Son could expiate. Adam
marveled at the infinite goodness and
matehless love which would give such a
ransom to save the guilty. As he was
slaying the innocent victim, it seemed to
him that he was shedding the blood of
the Son of God by his own hand. He

knew that if he had remainéd steadfast.

to God, and true to his holy law, there
would have been no death of beast nor
of man. Yet in the sacrificial offerings,
pointing to the great and perfect offer:
ing of ‘God’s dear Son, there appeared a
star of hope to illuminate the dark and
terrible future, and relieve it of its utter
hopelessness and ruin.

In the beginning, the head of each
family was considered ruler and priest
of his own household. Aftelwa,rd as

ple.

said, “I am the light of the world.”

the race mulfiplied upon the earth, men
of divine appointment performed this
solemn worship of sacrifice for the peo-
The’ blodd of beasts was to bz as-
sociated in. the minds of sinners with

-the blood of the Son of God. The death

of the vietim was to.evidenee to all that
the penalty of sin was death. By the
act of sacrifice, the sinner acknowledged
his guilt, and mamfested his faith, look-

‘ing forward to the.great and perfect sac-

rifice of the Son of God, which the offer-
ing of beasts preﬁorured Without . the
atonement of the Son of God there ‘could
have been no communication of blessing
or salvation from God to man. God
was ‘jealous for the honor of his law.
The transgression of that law had caused
a fearful sepa,ra,tion between God -and
man. To Adam In his innocence was
granted communion, direct, free, and
happy, with his Maker. After his trans-
gression, . God would communicate to
man only through Christ and angels.

Nature in the Bible.

Is nature in your Bible? Are the
works of nature there? Are the beau-
ties of creation there ?

What! in a book that is inspired to
reveal to us the things which are not seen
and are eternal, and to lift the veil that
hides God himself and all futurity from
our view ?

Yes, nature is there.

" Is the sun there? Yes, it shines upon
us in the word of God about 130 times.
Is the moon there? Yes, it breaks from
behind ‘the clouds about 50 times. Are
the stars there? Yes, in distinet con-
stellations, in single stars, or in their
united host, about 500 times. Are clouds
there ? Yes, more than 100 times. Arve
mountains there, and hills? Yes, the
mountains rise to view about 200, and
the hills 130 times. Is the sea there?
Yes, it may be seen from different points
of view 250 times. Are rivers there?
Yes, 120 times. Ave trees there? Yes,
the palm-tree and the sycamore, the ce-
dar and the oak, the olive and the vine,
the fig-tree and the myrtle, the fir-tree
and the box-tree ’ together. Are-flowers
there? Yes, the rose and the lily are
there; but flowers are not so abundant
there, as the flowery preaching of some
might lead us to suppose. Ate springs
and lakes there, dewdrops and floods,
winds and whirlwinds ? Yes, and in all
the changes of the seasons. There are
minerals and precious stones in all their
variety. There are animals, too, in their
different, tribes: « All sheep and oxen,
yea, and the beasts of the field ; the fowl
of- the air, and the fish of the sea, and
whatsoever passeth through the paths of
the sea.”” These are not a.lwa.ys there as
emblems, but still they are there; and,
though in some cases hlstoncally onlv,
they are frequently introducsd for illus-
tration of Bible truths and are insepara-
bly connected with them.

We know that the Son of God. has
come in the flesh, by the print of his foot-
stepsin the ﬁelds in the wilderness, and
on the mountain side. Going forth with
his disciples one morning at sunrise, he
Af-
ter feeding the multitude in the wilder-
neéss, he sa.ld “1 am the bread that came
down from heaven.” Sitting by the well
of Samaria he said, “ Whosoever drink-
eth of the water that I shall give him

‘shall never thirst; but the water that I

shall give him shall be in him a well of
water springing up into everlasting life.”
Passing by a vine-tree he said, “Iam the
vine, ye are the branches.” Observmor a
shepherd folding his flock at eventide, e
said, “ I am the good shepherd : the crood
shepherd giveth his life for the sheep
There is no need to visit Palestine to
see the image which our Lord has-left of
himself in the natural world; to" look
upon the veritable well by which hé sat,
and the lake by which he taught, and the
garden in which he agonized, and the
spot on which he was crucified, and the
mount from which he ascended to where
he was before. He put himself in every

-rising sun, in all bread, in all rivers and

tountams in all gardens and cornfields,
in all sheepfolds and, in fact, in all na-
ture ; and there he is still, and there we
may see him and converse with hun st1ll
—Rev. George Rogers. :
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The Seventh Day or the First.

To THE EDITOR OF THE OREGONTAN: Some
two years ago the question as to whether the
Christian world was right in keeping the first
day of the week instead of the seventh was
brought forcibly to my mind by a new and
carefully prepared presentation of the sub-
ject. From that time to this I have been as
candidly and fully weighing all the argu-
ments for and against the present view and
practice as I was able, and I have to confess
that I believe we are wrong. If God has
commanded us to keep the seventh day of the
week as a day of rest from labor, and a day
of special worship of him, then men have no
right to assume that the first day may be
substituted for it. It is a principle in all
good government that we submit ourselves to
law, even though we may think something
else, or some other way is equally good. In
the family and in the school the child is re-
quired to obey, and we even expel him from
the privileges of the school if he sets up his
own wishes in opposition to his teachers, who
require him to study on Monday rather than
on Saturday. Monday may be a better day
for him, and for all his companions than Sat-
urday, and they may all choose that, but the

rule of the teachers is that he be in school on.

that day, and ke is obliged to obey. The
wishes of the child, if submitted to, would
break up the school. = It would destroy all
the authority of the parent and send the child
forth into the world prepared to follow his
own will and be withiout law—a hoodlum in
society. . The question then comes, Is there
any other day than the seventh which God
has ordained as the Sabbath? If there is
another day, and CGod has made the change,
then it is right for us to keep that other day.
On this question, the one question of fact,
the whole argument turns.

Tt is said by a large share of the Christian
world that the day has been changed, and to
an investigation of this point I have applied
myself, but can find nothing, either in the
sayings of "Christ or his apostles, which on
any other subject or in any court of law
would warrant us in believing that the origi-
nal law, ag given to the world on the seventh
day of creation had been changed.

Our Saviour says in His Sermon on the
Mount that he came not to destroy the law
but to fulfill. He came toobey the law. I
came down from heaven not to do miiie own
will, but the will of Him that sent me.” He
was careful ““tofulfill all righteousness,” even
to the unnecessary things (as man views it)
of circumecision and baptism. He never, in
any instance spoke against obedience to any
one of the commandments of God, but reit-
erated the duty on many cceasions. When
the Jewish traditions, which He found in
practice worked against the spirit of love to
our neighbor and good will toward man, He
rebuked those traditions, even though the
Jewish doctors contended that they were
founded upon the law of the Sabbath. He
showed that it was right to heal the sick on
the Sabbath day. When the disciples were
hungry and had no means of satisfying that
hunger but to nib out the kernels of wheat
as they went through the field on the Sabbath,
and the Jews found fault with it as a
violation of the law of the Sabbath, he
declared to-them that the Sabbath was made

for man, and not man for the Sabbath; that |

he was Lord of the Sabbath day, thereby
indicating that he had the perfect right to
interpret the meaning of the law in regard to
it.  But in no instance and by no word did
he abrogate the law in its original purpose as
given to man. This we find to be his course
all through his teachings. He and his apos-
tles néver make void the law, but in every
instance show that it is the law that is to
agsert its power more and more as men cowme
into an understanding of the high and Loly
ends to which it reaches. It not only con-
demns the outward acts of violation, but lays
hold upon the spirit within and declares that
anger may be murder and even the look of
lust adultery. - ' :

If then the law of God, as given on Sinai,
is not abrogated, and there has never been
any change by one who has a right to make
that change, then the law of the Sabbath
still remains unrevoked, as all the other
-commandments remain in force to the
Christian world. Looking at things in this
light, which T must do unless some one
comes forward to help me out of the sorest
trial of my life, I do not see but I must
shut up my store on Saturday, and utterly
refuse the hundreds who may come for sup-
plies, although they may come with the
sanction of good society, and with the ap-
proval of thousands of -the best minds of the
whole Christian world. O. DicriNsox.

Salem, Ogn., Jan. 8, 1879. "

A oop name is better thén riches—provi-
vided that it is well earned.

Arguments Against the World's
Conversion. .

Tt is often charged that the arguments of
the Pre-Millennialists on this subject rest
chiefly, if not entirely, upon the more ob-
scure and symibolical portions of the Scrip-
tures. It is even said by some that their
case rests chiefly, if not entirely, upon a cer-
tain interpretation of Rev. 20, touching the
first and second resurrection. It is proposed,
therefore, in the present inquiry lo waive
reference to the prophecies of the Old Testa-
ment and the symbolical portions of the Bi-
ble generally. We shall all agree that in
our interpretation of the Bible, the interpre-
tation of that which is obscure or symbolical
is to be determined by that of those portions
which are evidently to be taken in a literal
and diadactic sense.  Especially must the
New Testament be ever allowed to determine
the interpretation of the Old, and not the
reverse. On these principles all wise inter-
preters of every school must agree. W hat,
then, saith the Scripture on the subject be-
fore us?

1. The first notable fact bearing oh the
decision of the question before us is the utter
absence of any statement ix the New Testa-
ment that any such period of universal con-
version and long-prevailing righteousness is
to be witnessed previous to the coming of the
Lord. This fact is peculiarly notable and
significant in the case of the apostle Paul.
In our day the expected conversion of the
world is constantly held up as the great mo-
tive and incentive to missionary labor. We
are even told by many who ought to be able
to-judge, that if through the prevalence of
the contrary view people shall come to doubt
this, a sad decline in missionary activity of
the church must be expected as the inevitable
result. But here is the very chief’ and
prince of all missionaries, holding his com-
‘mission direct from the Master, taught, as
+he tells, not by any fallible or even inspired
man, but directly by the Lord himself and
His Spirit. More than once he tells us of the
motives that urged him on, and filled him
with a zeal for the salvation of men which
has been rarely equaled and never excelled.
‘But never does he state that his motive
was found in the expectation that the world
was to be converted by his preaching or that
of ‘any other man. He speaks, indeed, of a
time when all Israel shall be saved. But
that does not affect the precise fact which
we now urge, that nowlere does he repre-
sent the subjugation of the world to Christ as
the motive which was the inspiration of his
unequaled labors and sufferings. On the
contrary, when he states his motives, he does
it in language like the following: ¢ Know-
ing the teiror of the Lord, we persuade men;
the love of Christ constraineth us.” 2 Cor.
5:11, 14. < Endure all things for the elect’s
sake, that they may obtain the salvation
which is in Christ Jesus with eternal glory.”
2 Tim. 1:10. T am made all things to
all men that I might by all means save some,”
1Cor. 9:23. Nor does it appear as if he
expected the conversion of the world -as the
final result of such labors by his suceessors in
the future. ‘¢ The last times ' he tells, shall
differ from the times before only in that they
shall be ¢ perilous times.” 2 Tim, 3:1.
On one occason in particular the apostle had
very special reason, if he expected a millen-
nium of peace and holiness before the com-
ing of the Lord, to refer to the fact. When
the Thessalonian Christians on one occasion
were greatly troubled because they had been
led to believe that the day of the Lord had
already come, Paul quieted their apprehen-
sions—how{ By telling them, as was most
natural if the modern doctrine were true,
that ““the day of the Lord would not come
except the world should. first be converted
unto God ¥’ If this were the truth, it was
the very thing to say. It were, indeed,
simply inconceivable that the apostle, if he
knew anything about this coming conversion
of the world as the necessary antecedent of
the Lord, should not have said so. But the
fact, simply unaccountable upon the truth of
the modern theory, is that he did not. Nay,
so far from this, he told them' the exact re-
verse; not that the millennium must come
first, the world be converted, but that ¢‘the
man of sin "’ must first be revealed, whom the
Lord would ¢ destroy with the brightness of
his coming.”

2, But we may go yet farther. Not only
does the New Testament nowhere state that
the intended result of the preaching of the
gospel in this dispensation is the conversion
of the world to God, but when that object is
formally stated, as it is in two. places, it is
‘stated in terns which imply the exact reverse
of this. The first passage we may note is in
Acts 15:14. 'The Jewish Christians were
greatly scandalized that Peter should have
preachied the gospel to the Gentiles, or hea-

then.as we should call them, and received

for his name.”

them into the chuwbh along with the circum-
cision. Peter, it appears, felt it necessary to
justify himself for this before the council of
the churech in Jerusalem. How natural it
were, again, if that preaching of the gospel
to the Gentiles were for the conversion of the
whole of the Gentiles to God, that Peter
should have said so. But here again we
have no hint from him of such an issue,
though, if he knew about it, it was evidently
the very thing to say. His language, on the
contrary, seems rather to exclude any general
conversion. For we read,: ‘“God did visit
the Gentiles, to take out of them a people
But some one may ask, is it
not possible that the preaching should go on
until all mankind, in an age to come, should
be numbered among the people of God?
This question is explicitly answered in the
other passage, where according to the usual
understanding, the object of the present min-
istration of the gospel is formally stated, viz:
Matt. 24 :14, where we read: ¢¢This gos-
pel of the kingdom shall be preached in all
the world,” not for its conversion. Why did
not the Lord say so if that were indeed the
object 4—but ‘“ for a witness unto all nations
and then”’—without waiting for a general
conversion of the nations—¢¢then shall the
end come, all nations must hear, and then
shall the end come.” To sum up this argu-
ment, we may safely say that in the whole
Bible, among the .formal statements of the
object of the preaching of the gospel by
Christ’s ministers, there is not a gingle one
which states that object to be the conversion
of the world to God. - If we are to expect a
millennium of rightecusness before the Lord’s
return, how is this fact to be accounted for?

3. Again, any theory which, like the mod-
ern Post-Millennial doctrine, interposes a
period before the Advent so long that it
should be known as impossible within the
lifetime of any individual generation of be-
lievers is irreconcilable with the repeated
statements of the Seripture that we know not
the day ‘“ when the Master will return from
the far country” whither he has gone;
whether His coming will be ““in the first
watch or in the second watch, or at the cock
crowing, or in the morning.” According to
these words, it was far from being certain that
He would not come until almost the morn-
ing watch ; that it was represented as likely
enough, for anything that His people knew
to- the contrary, that He might come even in
the first watch of the night. . So far from
there being any revelation which should war-
rant any generation of believers in assuming
that the coming of the Lord was a thousand
years or more away, this postponement, as it
were, of the coming of the Lord, is in utter
opposition to all those statements of the word
of God that we know not the day of Christ’s
appearing.  On this subject Archbiskop
Trench- has well and truly said, ‘It is a
necessary element of the doctrine concerning
the second coming of Christ, that it should
be possible at any time, that no generation of
believers should regard it as impossible in
theirs.” Those, therefore, who fix a time
in the distant future before which Christ can-
not come, equally with those who fix a time
in the near present by which he must come,
place themselves in conflict with the word of
the Lord:

4. And this argument becomes even more.
forcible when we consider the duty which, in
view of this utter uncertainty of the time of
the advent, is everywhere urged upon the
diseiples of Christ in all ages to watch con-
tinually. Matt. 24:42, ete. We cannot
refer these words to .death, as is sometimes
done, because in no place where these words
ceeur is there the slightest reference to death
in the whole context, but only to the return
of the Lord Jesus. Not an instance can be
adduced in the whole Bible where the phrase
““the coming of the Son of Man” can be
proven to refer to death, Nor can we accept
that exegesis which in certain places, at least,
refers the phrase to the destruction of Jeru-
salem. For although undoubtedly the chap-
ter in Matthew’s gospel, to which reference
has been made, does contain a prophecy of that
event, yet that coming of the Son of Man
for which Christ bids his disciples to watch
cannot possibly be understood of the destruc-
tion of Jerusalem, for the sinple reason that
the coming in question is expressly said to
take place ‘“ after” that event, and therefore
cannot be the same thing. It can only be
that glorious coming of the risen Jesus in the
clouds of heaven which the universal church
expects sooner or later, of which in the pas-
sage cited we are told that no man knows the
time, and for which all believers in all ages
are therefore bidden to wateh until He shall
come. Now, on the common hypothesis that
the entire world is to be converted and con-
tinue in that happy state for centuries before
the Lord can come, how is it possible for any
generation of believers receiving that theory

as certain truth to watch for the coming of
the Lord till that expected Millennium shall
have come and gone! It is too often for-
gotten that theories as to the interpretatiom
of prophecy should never be allowed to affeet;
‘our attendance to plain precepts. It is quite:
safe to say that any interpretation of proph-
ecy which makes obedience to any command
a moral impossibility is 4pso facto proven to
be erroneous. But is it a possibility for a
believer who is assured that the coming of the
Lord is at least a thousand years away, to:
watch for that coming in his lifetime? If,
for example, I take a journey to another:
country, and on departing tell my son that I
shall not return for ten years, or for any other
fixed and definite time, and then tell him to
watch for me every day, would I not seem to
him utterly inconsistent? If, on the other
hand, he believes my assurance that I will
not return before a certain appointed time,
will it not for that very reason become im-
possible for him to watch for me till that .
time is up? And on the other, would not
my charge to watch for me every month and
year inevitably suggest to him a doubt
whether after all I am sure that I will not
return much sooner than I had said? Forit
is plain that the mental state or act of watch-
ing for a person implies not only a general
expectancy that the person will come some-
time, but beyond a doubt involves as a neces-
sary condition the belief that the person may
come at any time. Inasmuch, therefore, as
no candid person will deny that the Lord
does command his disciples in all ages to
watch for his coming, it follows irresistibly
that the Lord intended that we should think
of his advent as always possible, and forbids
us to interpose any such fixed period of time
between us and his coming as shall make it im-
possible for us to believe that he may come in
our own day.—Dr. S. H. Kellogg, in Proph-
etic C'onference.

Subject to Whom ?

‘WuerevER we are asked to indulge i
amusement or engage in practices over whicl
Christ is allowed to have no jurisdiction, and
which would have been as they are now, even
if He had never come into the world, we are
asked to recognize the world as supreme, and
by yielding we dishonor Him. W herever
we are met with the well-worn maxim, that
“When we are at Rome we must do as they
do at Rome,” we are at the gate of the world,,
and if we pass through, we part company
with Christ. Wherever, therefore, the world
is the acknowledged sovereign, then, evemw
though in the absiract we may think the
place indifferent, we should not enter.
Gessler’s cap, in the abstract, was nothing at
all, and it was a small matter to salute it ;
but, in the ecircumstances, the salutation
meant allegiance to Austria, and William Tell
showed his patriotism by refusing so to honor
it.  The question is not whether, -in ‘other
circumstances, the things done there may not
be done without sin, but whether, in present
circumstances, we should do them, when the
doing of them is recognized as homage to the
world; and when it is thus put, no true
Christian can waver for a moment as to his
answer. The believer knows no king but
Jesus, and where His royalty is ostentationsly
repudiated, no Christian can be a subject.
TlLat is a plain principle, easily understood,
and not difficult of application.

If we are asked to specify individual things
which come under this principle, ther we
have to answer that we decline to be the
keepers of other men’s consciences. The
Protestant principle of the right of private
judgment involves in it also the responsibility
of every man to examine such cases and judge
for himself. . We give the general law. Let
every man apply it for himself. That which
we repudiate when we come into the Church
is the supremacy of the world, and every
time we acknowledge the world as king, we
are guilty of treason against the royalty of
Christ.

But we cannot understand why any omue
should seek to haggle and bargain here. For
us in reference to all such things there is a
golden lesson in the parable of the Hidden
Treasure : “ The kingdom of heaven is like
unto treasure hid in a field ; the which when
a man hath found, he hideth, and for joy
thereof goeth and selleth all that he hath and
buyeth that field.” ¢ For joy thereof.” He
talks not of sacrifice, or of giving up. His
heart is filled with the gladness of discovery
and possession, and in that he forgets to think
of cost. So will be the man who has a right
idea of the value of Christ and His salvation ;
and they who stand outside the Church agk-
ing ¢ What must we give up?” have need +o
be exhorted first to estimate the value of that
which they profess to have received.— Clhris-
tian at Work. '

HEar instruction, and be wise.
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WE call attention to the fact that a full as-
sortment of all our Religious and Health pub-
lications are f{ept in stock at Denison, Texas.

There is a large stock of the beautiful Hymn
and Tune book, entitled Song Anchor, on hand.
These publications can be furnished by mail,
express, or as railroad freight at the same prices
as at Battle Creek, Michigan, or Oakland,
California. Sums exceeding $2, should be
* gent in drafts or money orders.

Address Mrs. M. J. Bahler, Denison, Texas.
James WHITE.

The 'Seventh Day.

A B APTIST paper, from which we should look
for better things, is out with the assertion that
the fourth commandment does not say the sev-
enth day of theweek! Thisobjection is so weak,
and has so often been exposed, that we are as-
tonished that writers, who have any regard for
their reputation as Bible scholars and Chris-
tians, should persist in using it. Mr. Baird, a
Congregational minister of Michigan, whose
work was highly complimented by his friends,
laid much stress upon this point in a pamphlet
which he published against the Seventh-day Ad-
ventists. In our review of Mr. Baird we used
the following language which we recommend to
the notice of our friend, the Baptist editor :—

The cycle of seven days to the week was
plainly pointed out at creation, and no one can
point to anything else as its origin. And we
have seen that no-fact recorded in connection
-with the institution of the Sabbath will apply to
any day but fo the seventh day of that first week of-
time. Therefore, to assert, as Mr. Baird re-
peatedly does, that the commandment does not
rofer to the seventh day of the week is an eva-
sion and a perversion of the law of God. It is
only folly to assert that the phrase, ‘‘the sev-
enth day,” means a seventh day, or any seventh
day after any six days. If that is the meaning
of the language, then the phrase, ‘‘the sixth
day,” in Ex. 16, would mean any sixth day af-
ter an interval of five days. That is, if ‘‘the
seventh day” is a term of proportion, and marks
indefinitely a seventh of a cycle of seven, then
also * the sixth day ” marks merely a sixth part
of a cycle of six. From this, it is easy to see
that the order to gather manna on the sixth day,
that is, on a day of a cycle of six, would soon
come in conflict with the order to gather none
on the seventh day; for the end of the sixth
cycle of seven would coincide with the end of
the seventh cycle of six. So absnrd is this in-
definite-seventh-day theory.

Dr. Edwardsleadsthe way in which Mr, Baird

" has followed, saying, in his (so-called) Sabbath
Manual, that the words six and seven in the
commandment denote proportion, and not order.
But the falsity of this assertion is too evident to
require much argument for its refutation. For
the word ‘“ seven ” is not in the commandment,
but the word ‘“seventh,” which is an ordinal
number. Order, and not proportion, is the idea
of the law. To justify this perversion, Mr.
Baird says the commandment does not say the
seventh day of the week. This is a very weak
evasion. It refers to no seventh day but that
of the week. When God rested and blessed the
seventh day, only one week had elapsed ; hence
it was of necessity the seventh day of that week.
No other computation but that of the week was,
at that time, possible. At the falling of the’
manna the seventh-day Sabbath iminediately
succeeded ‘¢ the sixth day.” Now thissixthday
was either the sixth day of the week, or it was a
sixth part of a cycle of six, after Mr. Baird’s
favorite method of computing cycles. But it
could not have been a part of a cycle of six, for
in seven such cycles it would coincide with the
seventh day of a cycle of seven ; and therefore
the requirement to gather a double portion of
manna, and that not to gather any, would have
fallen on the same day. Hence it was the sixth
day of the week, and the seventh day following
it was the seventh day of the week. Again,
while the Saviour lay in the grave, his disciples
“‘ rested the Sabbath day according to the com-
mandment.” And the day following was ‘‘ the
first day of the week.” As every week has seven

days and no more, the seventh day of one week
must immediately precede the first day of the

next week. Therefore it was the seventh day
of the week which was then kept ““according to
the commandment.” Nor could they have kept
any other day of the week and kept the com-
mandment. For the commandment is based
entirely on the fact that God wrought six days
and rested the seventh day of the first week of
time. No other cycle but that of the week then
existed, and the weekly cycle originated there,
and there only.

We will illustrate the folly of Mr. Baird’s
method of identifying the seventh day. Say a
man has seven sons; the first-born is named
John ; the youngest, Robert. The father makes
a will, bequeathing to each of his sons one thou-
sand dollars, but having a customary fondness
for his youngest, bequeaths to his seventh son
ten thousand dollars. John determines to gain
the ten thousand dollars for himself ; therefore
he calls the family together, and places them in
a circle ; commencing just next to himself he
counts around, and of course reckons himself the
seventh ! and on that enumeration claims the
ten thousand dollars. Now John has thor-
oughly instructed them that ‘‘ the seventh son”
means one son after six others, no matter where
you begin to count! And while Robert fully
believes in the correctness of this method in re-
gard to the claims of God and his command-
ments, he is not so ready to admit it when his
own rights are involved ; and therefore he
throws the matter into court where John's
method of determining ‘the seventh son” is
condemned on short hearing. And so, when
God shall bring every work into judgmentin the
light of his own commandments, will be con-
demned all the petty evasions by which men
seek to escape God’s requirement to keep the
seventh day. :

Woman and Christianity.

THe Bible account of creation makes wo-
man the ‘counterpart ” of man—for this is the
nearest to a literal translation of the Hebrew
rendered *‘ help meet” for him. And it is only
where the Bible and Christianity are known and
respected that woman is recognized as the com-
panion of man, having equal moral responsi-
bilities. A missionary, writing from Africa,
says i—

¢ A Zulu audience at a Kraal is a mest inter-
esting sight. All are seated on the ground, a
few young men perch themselves upon the cat-
tle-wall enclosure. The men are all together ;
the women, the maidens, are each in separate
lots, the little children near their mothers, the
larBer ones nearer the front. All listen atten-
tively.
and girls from the real listeners. There are
many exceptions, I am glad to say; but the
whole life and traimng of these poor, poor wo-
men produce this effect: It makes them regard
themselves as not fit to understand anything

one says to them, and therefore they do not try |

to understand.

“One day I was talking with two women,
telling them that there was a heaven for those
who loved God, and a hell, ete. One of the
women burst out into a loud laugh, not at the
truths told her, but simply at the very idea of
my telling her at all, she being a woman.”—
Heathen Women's Friend.

The Shame of Protestantism.

A coRRESPONDENT of the Chicago Telegraph
thus speaks of his visit to the * Church of the
Holy Family,” a Catholic church of that
city —

¢T loitered about until the eight o’clock con-
gregation had gone, and the half-past eight
o'clock congregation came. It was the largest
of the day. High Mass attracted what is com-
monly called a ¢ fashionable ” attendance.
Many families came in their own carriages.
There was quite a display of fine toilets. On
the other hand, the poor were there, too; and
the contrast thus presented can be seen no-
where butin the Catholic Church. The poor they
have al ways with them ; they do not go to hear
Prafessor Swing ; they cannot be detected in
Grace Church on Wabash Avenue; they never
mingle with the gorgeous deposits that are left
by brilliant equipages at the door of Unity
Church on Dearborn Avenue. The Protestant
Church has driven the poor out by its coldness
and its wealth. The Catholic Church welcomes
them, puts them in its front pews, treats them

kindness, and when days of prosperity come
they remember their early friends.”
No one can deny the statements here made.

And who can read them without feelings of sad-

ness ! It is as unfortunate as itis true, that the
spirit of caste —of personal admiration—has

' dependence which is placed upon it.

I must except, however, the women |

eaten out thé vitality from the Protestant
churches. It is not a process merely going on ;
—it is a fact already accomplished. Too much
comparative importance is attached to the con-
version of a rich man; a poor man is worth as
little on the church Toll as on the bank book.
We would not under-estimate the importance of
money as a help to carry on the work of Chris-
tianity ; but we do speak decidedly against the.
God can
bless the humble offerings of the poor, as he did
the mites of the poor widow, to the accomplish-
ment of great things.

As a general thing the cause of God is best
cared for by the poor. If any hold back from
doing their share, they are quite often the
ablest in the congregation. True, the rich
build enormous churches in the large cities ;
but they are often the evidences of the pride
of their founders; the courts of Mammon,
where the poor are not permitted to come.
Where the example of Christ is not followed,
the Spirit of Christ will not remain. The
second chapter of James is quite forgotten.

Sunday-Keeping—Is It of Rome?

THE clain that the Christian Church is in:
debted to the papacy for Sunday as a Christian
institution, rests upon manifold proofs.

We have, first, the prophecy (Dan. 7:25)
that the papal power should undertake to change
the law of God; and it is easy to show that
what the Church of Rome has attempted to do
in changing the Sabbath, is a most explicit ful-
fillment of the prophecy; and further, that nb
other event can be found which can be claimed
as a fulfillment, and if that has not fulfilled the
prophecy, then the prophecy has failed.

We have, secondly, the testimony of history
showing how the first day of the week was lifted
up among festival days, till finally that power
which attempted to dictate respecting both faith
and practice to all the churches, claiming to be
the head over all, even Christ’s vicegerent upon
earth, endeavored to enforce it upon all as a di-
vine institution.

We have, thirdly, the doctors of the Catholic
church expressly claiming that their church has
changed the Sabbath, that it had the right and
power to change it, that its success in putting
Sunday in place of the Sabbath, is proof of its
right in this respect, and that all who observe
Sunday as the Lord’s day, thereby acknowledge
the right of that church to institute festivals of
precept, and therefore act inconsistently when
they refuse to observe other festivals ordsined
by the same church. And this teaching they
put into their standard catechisms for the in-
struction of their children ; and the priests ard
all Catholics who are intelligent in regard to
their faith, will tell us that such is the position
of that church respecting the institution of the
first-day Sabbath. ‘

But here an attempt is made to nullify all
this evidence by the assertion that we do not
receive the institution of the Sunday-Sabbath
from the Catholics, but from the apostles ; and
that Romanists themselves claim that the
change was made by apostolic authority, and
hence that it is wholly wrong to call Sunday--
keeping a papal observance. i

We recently received a letter from a Metho-
dist minister who had just read the tract pub-
lished at this Office, entitled, ‘“ Who changed
the Sabbath?” in which are given extracts from
Catholic catechisms in which they claim to have
made the change. Our clerical friend thought
we were appealing to the prejudices of the peo-
ple on the Sabbath question. We replied that
we were not appealing to prejudice, but to facts;
that we claim no more than what the Catholic
church itself claims, that it has made the change,
and that we are indebted to it for the Sunday-
Sabbath. He replies that the catechism of the
Council of Trent claims “ that the change was
made during apostolic times, and was done by
apostolic authority.” Aud'he adds, “If your
authorities are correctly quoted, of which fact I
have no. doubt, it simply shows the want of
harmony in that church respecting this ques-
tion ; but as my authority is that of a Council,
and ¢ published by command of Pope Pius the
Fifth,” it will stand against all the individual
writers that can be brought on the other side.”

‘The catechisms from which we quote do not
rest upon merely individual authority. They !
are not the expression simply of individaal

with delicate “consideration and *l'.houghtsful.i B ot G o s o el

for the edncation of Catholic children every-!
where. And we may be sure that a chuich
which exercises such untiring and keen sur-}
veillance over all the literature that goes into '

the hands of its members, would not tolerate !

: any lack of harmony in the fundamental princi- :
!all.

ples which they teach their children.

That the Catholic church claims that the
change was made in apostolic times, we are well
aware. For instance, in one of the catechisms
quoted in the tract above mentioned, in an-
swer to the question, ‘“ What warrant have you
for keeping the Sunday, preferalle to the an-
cient Sabbath, which was the Saturday ?”’ this
answer is given : “ We have for it the authority
of the Catholic church, and apostolic tradition.”
Now because they refer it to apostolic times
and apostolic tradition, does that invalidate
their claim and ours that it is an institution of
the Catholic church? Let us look at this point
candidly.

The rule of the Protestant is, that whatever
is taught in the Bible, we can find there as well
as others, 8o that there is no need of tradition
in the matter. But do the Romanists claim
that this change of the Sabbath can be proved
from the Bible? By no means. On the con-
trary, they say that ‘* the Scriptures do not in
particular mention this change” (Cath. Chris.
Instructed ) ; and after referring to Acts 20:7;

|1 Cor. 16 :2; and Rev. 1;10, they say, ‘‘ Nei-

ther the one nor the other [of these texts] tells
us that the first day of the week was to be hence-
forth the day of worship, and the Christian Sab-
bath ; so that truly the best authority we have
for this is the testimony and ordinance of the
church.” (Id.) They furtherspeak of it as ““a
change for which there is no scriptural author-
ity,” and say that Protestants do not find for
their practice in this respect any ‘‘ permission
clearly laid down in the sacred volume.” (Doc-
trinal Catechism.) They call it a change ‘¢ that
cannot be evidently proved from any text of
Scripture.” (Robt. Manning.) And they even
go so far as to say that it is ‘‘against the plain
letter of the Bible.”

Thus the Catholic claims no apostolic author-
ity for the change except what rests upon tradi-
tion ; but the Protestant does not admit tradition
as of any authority in matters of faith; there-
fore the Catholic reference to apostolic authority
for the change of the Sabbath is not of such a
kind as Protestants can indorse at all.

All Protestants are ready to admit that purga-
tory, prayers for the dead, and invocation of
the saints, are Catholic doctrines, and rest upon
the authority of the Catholic church; yet that
church claims apostolic authority in these mat-
ters, even more distinctly than for the change
of the Sabbath ; not written out, to be sure, in
the New Testament, but resting on tradition ;
and they throw it into the face of all Protestants,
that if they could produce no better proof for
these doctrines, than Protestants can produce
for first-day observance, then might Protestants
indeed have good cause to laugh them to scorn.

This brings us to the second stage of the an-
swer to the question whether the Catholic appeal
to apostolic authority for Sunday-keeping inval-
idates our claim that it is a Romish institution.
The fact already established that they have no
apostolic authority except what rests upcn tradi-
tion, destroys it for all Protestants. But there
is something more. When we search for the so-
called Christian Sabbath, as a historical fact,
where do we find it? In the apostles’ days?
No. In the age immediately following? No.
It is not till we come down well into the centu-
ries, to that period which developed in its
strength the great apostasy, that we find it tak-
ing its place authoritatively in the church ; and
then we find Sylvester, one in that line of the
bishops of Rome now called popes, formally
giving to Sunday the imposing title of *‘Lord’s
Day,” and enforcing it by the unrepealed law of
Oonstantine which, before his conversion to
Christianity, he enacted in behalf of Sunday as
a heathen festival. This is the time, and these
the circumstances under which, Sunday-keeping
first appeared in fact, as a Christian institution
of binding obligation. Every one will acknowl-
edge that it is just to attribute the origin of any
institution to that people among whom, and by
whose instrumentality, it first appears. But
the Catholics say Sunday is of apostolic author-
ity. What of that? So they say of all their
errors and corruptions. But when we search’
the apostolic writings, and do not find them,
oh ! they tell us, they rest on tradition. And
Sunday-keeping rests right there too. = Are not
all these things then of Roman Catholic origin ?

| and do not all who receive them take them from

that church ?

To illustrate : Suppose any church of the pres-
ent day, the Methodist for instance, should suc-
ceed in introducing and establishing some new -
practice. Suppose they should say then that it
was not their own, but was introduced by the
apostles. Would it make any difference what
they should claim in regard to its apostolic
origin, if we could not find it there? None at
Every one would say that such institution
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was wholly a Methodist concern ; and this would
be a correct decision. Just so with the Sunday-
Sabbath. Facts, applied according to the same
principle, show it to be wholly a Romish institu-
tion. U. 8.

The Two Covenants.

WE should not overlook this important fact,
that the establishment of the new covenant
was solely with the Hebrew people. Our Lord
confined his ministry to the Jewislt people, de-
.claring that he was not sent but to the lost
sheep of the house of Israel. Matt. 15 :24.
When he sent out the twelve during his own
ministry, he ¢ commauded them, saying, Go
not into the way of the Gentiles, and into any
ity of the Samaritans enter ye not; but go
rather to the lost sheep of the house of Israel.”
Matt. 10 : 5, 6. And when he sent the seventy
also, it was only into those cities and villages
whither he himself would come. Luke 10 : 1,

His apostles were all Jews. And with them
was the first solemn act of ratification of the
new covenant in the cup out of which ali drank,
representing the new testament in his blood.
Luke 22 :20; 1 Cor. 11:25. And here cones
in the fact that the seventy weeks of Daniel's
prophecy pertain exclusively to the Hebrew
people. Dan. 9:24. The last, or seventieth,
week was devoted to the confirmation of the
«covenant.: Dan. 9:27. It began with our
Lord’s ministry to the Hebrews, and eunded
when the apostles turned to the Gentiles. It
was in the midst of this week of confirming the
covenant that our Lord.was crucified. And
thus we find that, after our Lord’s ascension,
the ministers of the word preached the gospel
““to none but unto the Jews only.” Acts 11:19,
Tt was unto the Jews first that God, having
raised up his Son, sent him to bless them iu
turning them away from their sins, Acts 3:
25, 26. The termination of the seventy weeks
<closed the period in which the work pertained
exclusively to-the Hebrews. The work for the
{Gentiles was opened by the conversion of Saul,
and by his commission to them as their apostle.
Acts 9; 26:17. It was also opened on the
part of Peter by his wonderful vision of the
sheet let down from heaven, and the commis-
sion given him at that time. Acts 10:9 ;15:
7, 14-17.

_But what was the condition of the Geutiles
‘befors ‘“the door of faith’ was opened to them?
Let the apostle Paul answer this, Eph. 2:11-13,
‘“ Wherefore remember, that ye being in time
past Gentiles in the flesh, who are called Un-
circumicision by that which is called the Circum-
cision in the flesh made by hands ; that at that
time ye were without Christ, being aliens from
the commonwealth of Israel, and strangers from
the covenants of promise, having no hope, and
‘without God in the world; but now in Christ
Jesus ye who sometimes were far off are made
mnigh by the blood of Christ.”

The apostle goes on to speak of the union of
-Jews and Gentiles in one body as follows, verses
14-20 : ““ For he is our peace, who hath made
both one, and hath broken down the middle
wall of partition between us ; having abolished
in his flesh' the enmity, even the law of com-

- mandments contained in ordinances; for to
make in himself of twain one new man, so mak-
ing peace; and that he might reconcile both
unto God in one body by the cross, having slain
the enmity thereby; and came and preached
‘peace to you which were afar off, and to them
that were nigh. For through him we both have
access by one spirit unto the Father. Now
therefore ye are no more strangers and foreign-
-ers, but fellow-citizens wilh thz saints, and of
the household of God ; and are built upon the
foundation of the apostles and prophets, Jesus
Christ himself being the chief corner-stone.”

Those who sneer at everything which God
has committed to the Hebrews, and boast them-
selves of their Gentile descent, would do well
to compare this statement of the condition of
the Gentiles with Paul’s statement of the ¢ ad-
vantages” of the Jews, and his enumeration
of the things that pertain to them. Rom.
3:1, 2; 9:4,5 God purposed to make of
‘the Circumcision and the Uncircumcision one
people for himself. The first thing was to abol-
ish the eumity, viz., the code which created
-national distinction, which was circumeision and
the ceremonial law. See Acts 11:3; Col. 2:
13-17; Gal. 2:11,12. Of the Gentiles it is
said that they were ‘‘in time past Gentiles in
the flesh,” and ‘‘at that time . withouy
Christ, being aliens from the common wealth o
TIsrael, and strangers from the covenants of prom-
ise, having no hope, and without God in the

world.” Of the Israelites it is said: ¢To
whom pertaineth the adoption, and the glory,
and the covenants, and the giving of the law,

and the service of God, and the promises;
whose are the fathers, and of whom as concern-
ing the flesh Christ came, who is over all, God
blessed forever. Amen.” Certainly the Gen-
tiles have no occasion for boasting. They did
not take into the union that which added much
to the common stock. = They came in as the
veriest beggars. They became rich by sharing
with the Hebrews the blessings which God had
for long ages preserved in their hands. The
Gentiles were made partakers of the spirit-
ual things which God had wisely and justly
placed in the hands of Israel. Rom. 15:27.
But bsing thus brought nigh by the blood of
Christ, Paul says of those who were Gentiles
“in time past” (but not now) that they were
no more strangers and foreigners, but fellow-
citizens with the saints and of the household of
God.” They were no longer Géntiles, but Isra-
elites. They became sharers in the name and
in the riches of Israel. And it is by this adop-
tion into the commonwealth of Israel that they
became sharers in the blessings of the new cov-
enant. The subject is wonderfully illustrated
by the words of Jer. 11:16; and Rom. 11
17-24. Thus we read :—

¢¢ The Lord called thy name, 4 green olive tree,
fair, and of goodly fruit ; with the noise of a
great tumult he hath kindled fire upon it, and
the branches of it are broken.”

. ¢ And if some of the branches be broken off,
and thou, being a wild olive tree; wert graffed
in among them, and with them partakest of the
root and fatness of the olive tree; boast not
against the branches. But if thou boast, thou
bearest not the root, but the root thee. Thou
wilt say then, The branches were broken off,
that I might be graffed in. Well; because of
unbelief they were broken off, and thou stand-
est by faith. Be not high-minded, but fear;
for if God spared not the natural branches, take
heed lest he also sparemnot thee.
fore the goodness and severity of God: on
them which fell, severity; but toward thee,
goodness, if thou continue in his goodness;
otherwise thou also shalt be cut off. And they
also, if they abide not still in unbelief, shall be
graffed in ; for God is able to graff them in
again. For if thou wert cut out of the olive
tree, which is wild by nature, and were graffed
contrary to nature into a good olive tree; how
much more shall these, which be the natural
branches, be graffed into their own olive tree?”

Here is the good olive tree, representing the
family of Abraham, as adopted by the God of
the whole earth, when he gave up the rest o
mankind to their own chosen idolatry and wick_
edness. It is a ‘“green olive tree, fair, and of
goodly fruit.” To this olive tree pertain the
covenants of promise. The first covenant is
made with the people thus represented. The
new covenant is made with the same people that
the first covenant was 1Pade with. The break-
ing off of many of the branches of the tree is be-
cause that God’s ‘ancient people continued noj
in his covenant. This is why he regarded them
not. Jer, 31:32; Heb. 8:9. Indeed, in the
chapter in which Jeremiah predicts the break-
ing off of the branches of the olive tree, he as-
signs the reason : The violation of the covenant
God made with his people when he brought
them forth out of Egypt. See Jer. 11. By the
new covenant, those who were broken off can, if
they will, be graffed in again, and not they only,
but the Gentiles also with them. We may con-
sider the good olive tree as having twelve larger
branches, and a vast number of small branches.
The tree will at the close of human probation,
stand complete, representing the twelve tribes

of ‘“the Israel of God.”

There can be, therefore, no dispute that the
first covenant, and the new covenant, were each
made with the Hebrew people ; the first, at the
departure out of Egypt ; thesecond, at the time
of our Lord’s ministry and death. The Gentiles
share in the blessings of the new covenant by
becoming members of the commonwealth of
Israel. Eph. 2:12, 19. J. K. A,

The Closing Message of the Gospel,

TaE common reader can see thatin Rev. 14: 6
and onward to the end of the chapter, is de-
scribed the closing work of the gospel. Great
learning is not necessary in order to come to
this conclusion, for it is evident to every ordi-
nary mind. And it isremarkable that the last
message brings a test upon the ‘‘command-
ments of God and the faith of Jesus.” Had
there not been' a great apostasy from the com-
mandments and the faith, this test would never
have been brought upon the professed worship-
ers of Gud in the last days.

The result of the warning against the worship
of the beast and his image is the development of

:

Behold there--

the true people of God, who are described as
those who keep both the commandments and the
faith. These obey the warning ; therefore it is
evident that the worship of the beast is some-
thing which is opposed to the commandments
and the faith. If the professed worshipers of
God were really keeping all his commandments,
such a terrible warning and trying test would
not be needed at the close of the gospel day to
prepare a people for the coming of the Son of
man. The fact that such a fearful warning
closes the preaching of the gospel, proves that

L till then the great apostasy, at the head of which

is the beast, has not been cured, but that there
is still a strong tendency to follow it, and con-
sequently great danger of falling under the
threatened wrath of God.

Now what is described under the symbol of
the beast ? and what has he done in opposition
to the commandments of God ?

The beast is described in Rev. 13 :1-10. Its
ten horns identify it with the fourth beast of
Dan. 7, and his likeness to the leopard, with
the feet of a bear, and the mouth of a lion,
shows that it succeeds those beasts in Dan:
iel’s prophecy, and-the description given identi-
fies it with Daniel’s fourth beast under the rule
of the little horn which came up among the ten.
It is generally admitted by students of prophecy
that this fourth beast is the Roman empire ; that
the ten horns are ‘the ten kingdoms into which
Rome was divided, and that the little horn be-
fore whom three fell is the Roman papacy.
This little horn of Daniel, the beast of Revela-
txon, and the ‘““man of sm,” described in 2 Thess.

2, all point to the same papal power, which re-
sulted from ‘“a falling away,” or apostasy in
the church.

What has this power done, or what are its
claims, that the people of the last generation
should be so solemnly warned against following
or worshiping it? The most succinct descrip-
tion of it is given in Dan. 7:25: ‘“ And he shall
speak great words against the most High, and
shall wear out the saints of the most High, and
think to change times and laws ; and they shall
be given into hishand until a time, and times,
and the dividing of time.” Each of these speci-
fications have been fulfilled by the papacy. It
has been a blasphemous and persecuting power,
and has reigned the full time assigned to it—
1260 prophetic days, that is, literal years.

But the point on which it has led the people

astray, so as to make necessary a severe test on

the commandments of God in the closing up
of the great centroversy, is the fact that, in the
fulfillment of the prediction, it has thought to
change the times and laws of God. The papal
church claims to have power to ordain feasts and
to command them under sin, that is, to make
that a sin which was not a sin before. This she
claims is proved ¢ by the very act of changing
the Sabbath into Sunday.” She claims to have
““substituted the observance of Sunday, the
first day of the week, for the obsel"vance of Sat-
urday, the seventh day, a change for which
there is no Scriptural authority.” This is the
language of accredited Roman Catholic writers.
They ‘‘think” they have changed the law of
God, and the great majority of Protestant Chris-
tendom accept of, and hold to, the change.

Now.the meaning of the last warning to man-
kind can be seen. The beast has thought to
supersede the commandments of God by a law
of his own. Inthedarkages of the world, when
the Bible was kept from the people, he succeeded
in making them accept the false claim and yield
to his dictates. Now, that the Bible has been
put into the hands of all the people, God will
test the people on his commandments.as therein
written. Hence the message: ‘‘If any man
worship the beast,” etc., and,  Here are they
that keep the commandments of God.”

At the present time this solemn message of

warning is spreading over the earth. Inalmost |

all the States and territories of this Union, and
in almost every country of Europe, besides some
in Africa, and in the islands of the ocean, there
are those who have returned to the observance
of -the Sabbath which God commanded. The

‘| prophetic words are being fulfilled and the pro-

phetic people are appearing all over the earth.

Will the reader be one of the number, and so

be prepared for the coming of the Son of man?
R. F. CorrrEeLL

Across the Atlantic.

IN my last-article for the Review, I stated
that I expected soon to sail for Liverpool in the
steamer ‘‘ Minnesota,” of the Warren Line.
Oa Dec. 13 I went to Boston, expecting to sail
Wednesday, Dec. 18, at four p. . Having
made my arrangements, I returned to South
Lancaster. Near the close of the Sabbath I re-

ceived a telegram from Mr. O’Hara, the Boston
agent of the Warren Line, stating that the Min-

nesota would take no passengers this trip, but

the company would dispatch the Homer on
Monday, Dec. 16, with excellent accommoda-
tions; and that if we would consent, they
would transfer us to the Homer and give us a
rebate of $10 on our fare. I replied that even-
ing, accepting the transfer.

On Monday, Dec. 16, we went to Boston to
set sail. Mr. O’Hara met us at the boat, and
stated that the captain of the Homer had now
refused to take any passengers this trip. Said
he, “ The only chance for you now is for us to
transfer you to the Williams and Guion Line,
New York. They dispatch the steamer Nevada,
Tuesday, Dec. 17, at eleven o'clock. ' If you
say 80, we will transfer you to that boat, and
meet all the expense of the transfer ourselves.”
After a few moments of prayerful thought, we
decided to go. They did as they agréed, al-
though to do so was an expense to them of over-
$20, as they paid the whole $110 I had paid to
them for our tickets on the Nevada. We
reached New York at 8:30 4. M., and at 10:30
we were on board the steamer Nevada, which
set sail at 11:30 A, M.

The steamer Nevada is one of nine ships of
the Williams and Guion Live, U. S. mail ships,
sailing weekly from New York to Liverpool.
The Nevada is a strong-built, iron-bound pro-
peller, 450 feet in length and 50 feet in' width.
It has berths for 72 first cabin, and cabins for
1071 second-class, passengers. The price of
first-class rooms was $75 each person ; but after
our ship set sail, the steward transferred us to
the very nicest room on the ship. .

In the providence of God, we found ourselves
sailing for our English mission from a point
about forty yards from the pier from” which I
sailed June 24, 1868, to enter upon the Cali-
fornia mission. For the first hour our course
was the same as that on which we started for
California. Our prayer went up to God that
success might attend this mission in even greater
measure than it had attended the California
mission.

There is but little travel on the Atlantic at
this season of the year. On our ship there Was
but one first class passenger besides ourselves.
He was a Mr. Ward from Miraflores, Mexico,
on his way to his home near Liverpool, Eng-
land. Our trip to Liverpool took a little over
twelve days. It required more time than usual,
not that we met severe storms, but some days
the sea was very rough as the result .of heavy
storms which had passed over a few hours be-
fore us. We felt sometimes the force of the
hymn,

¢« Let the high-heaving billow and mountainous wave
Fearfully overhead break,”

as great waves would strike the bow of the shlp,
going as high as the smoke-stacks and sending
their waters to the stern of the ship. Although
for the first five days our course was not more
than one hundred miles from land, yet we were
out of sight of land ten days, and it was a joy
t0 all when we first saw the south coast of Ire-
land Sabbath morning, Dec. 28. We found our
roughest seas in mid-ocean, where the water is
supposed to be from two to four miles in depth,
and as we entered St. George’s Channel the sea
became more calm.

At three P. M., Sabbath, we touched at
Queenstown, Ireland, and at two P. M. Sunday,
we landed safely at Liverpool. ~ We passed
without trouble and without customs through
the custom-héuse, and arrived at Eustin Sta-
tion, London, at ten . M. On Monday, Dec.
30, at nine A. M., we crossed the river Thames
to Waterloo station, and at 1:30 P. M., We
arrived at Southampton. We soon found our,
way to the house of Bro. Henry Cavill, Free-.
mantal, Southampton. This godly family were
grea,tly rejoiced to see us, and were ready to’'
receive us to their home with open arms. Ina
few minutes Bro. Ings came in from his mis-_
sionary work. Bro. Ings arrived from Switzer-
land four days before we came.

We have felt the presence of God with us at
every step, and we realized that thousands of
prayers were daily offered with ours at the
throne of grace. The providence of God has
been with us at every turn, and is still opening
the way before us. Praise his name.

We have been here now only about twenty-
four hours, yet we have succeeded in securing a
house, and expect to be settled in house-keep-
ing before next Sabbath, and to take hold of
our work as rapidly as possible.

J. N. LoUGHBOROUGH.

—>

AvraoucH thy opinion be good, yet if for
God’s sake thou defer to that of another, it will
be more profitable to thee. —Thomas A4’Kempis
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Decreed.

« InTo all lives some rain must fall,”
Into all eyes some tear-drops start,
Whether they fall as a gentle shower,

Or drop, like fire, from an aching heart.
Into all hearts some sorrow must creep,
Into all souls some doubtings come,
Lashing the waves of Life’s great deep-

From dimpling waters to seething foam.

Over all pathways some clonds must lower,

Under all feet some sharp thorns spring,
Tearing the flesh to bleeding wounds,

Or entering the heart with their bitter sting.
Upon all brows rough winds must blow,

Over all shoulders a cross must be lain,
Bowing the form, in its lofty high,

Down to the dust in bitter pain.

Into all hands is some duty thrust,
Unto all arms some burden given ;
Crushing the heart with its dreary weight,
" Orlifting the soul from earth to heaven.
Into all hearts and homes and lives
..-God’s dear sunshine comes streaming down,
‘rGilding the ruins of life’s great plain—

Weaving for all a golden crown. —Sel.

Walter Gordon’s Resolution.

- Step by step, Walter Gorden had sunk
from a position of respectability to that of a
confirmed inebriate. When he first com-
menced visiting the tavern at which liquor
was dealt out, he did so with a feeling of
shame, which led him to go at a time when
he was likely to meet few persons. . But as
the habit grew upon him, he became more
reckless of public opinien. Gradually his in-
come from his business—he was a carpenter
—diminished ; people being afraid to trust
him with commissions, for they would proba-
bly have to wait a longer time than was con-
venient.

Walter was-a married man. At the age
of twenty-five he had united himself to an
estimable girl, who, though she brought him
little in the way of worldly goods, proved an
excellent wife.

They had now been married .ten years,
and had one child, a boy of six. Charley
Gordon was a brwht rosy-cheeked boy, with
merry ways that mlght have gladdened any
father’s heart.

Of course their worldly circumnstances had
been sensibly affected by Mr. Gordon’s
course. Dollar by dollar, the little hoard in
the savings bank had dwindled away. next
commenced -the diminution of their domestic
comforts. ~ - It cost Mrs. Gordon a long fit of
weeping, when cne day the landlord of the
village tavern, a rough man, with neither
principle nor refinement, drove up to the
door, and on her opening it, announced that
he would take the sofa.

“The sofa!” exclaimed Mus.
amazement.

¢ Certainly ! hasn’t your husband told you
about it%"’

¢“ Why should he tell me?” inquired the
wife, not yet suspecting the truth.

““He sold it to me,” said the landlord,
looking shamefaced, in spite of his brazen
eﬁ"rontery

¢ And without saymg a word to me about
it rl 1

¢¢That’s his affair, not mine.”

¢ What induced him to sell it how much
did you give him for it}” -

«“ He was owing me a debt—a matter: of
fifteen or twenty deollars,” muttered the
landlord. ’

. ““ And this debt was for rum, I suppose,”
said Mrs. Gordon, bending her eyes search-
ingly upon the landlord, like an accusing
spirit. .

““Well, and suppose it was.
it’s a debt for all that.”

““You can take the sofa,” said Mrs. Gor-
don; ‘it is in that room. But I warn you,
John Glover, that the riches you are fast ac-
camulating will bring you no happiness.
Ruining your fellow-men is a great price to
pay for “wealth.”

““ When I want to hear preaching, I can
go to church,” muttered the landlord, a lit-
tle uneasy in his conscience at the words of
his victim’s wife, callous as he had become.

A month afterwards, the Gordons moved
from this comfortable house which they had
hitherto occupied, to a miserable old build-
ing which had not been tenanted for a long
time, and ought to have been pulled down.

" But it had fallen into the hands of John
‘Glover, the tavern keeper before referred to,
and he had persuaded his victim to hire it.

Sad days succeeded the removal. First,
the physmal discomfort of living in such a
migerable shell was not small. It afforded
scanty protection against the wind and rain,
and this discomfort was increased by the de-
ficiency of suitable furniture. ~ All that was
good had gone the same way as the sofa.
Not a carpet was left, and but a single stove.

Gordon in

I suppose

So they were obliged te live during the cold
season in one room.  Walter Gerdon, how-
ever, was seldom at home. It had long since
lost its attractions for him, and he was: gen-
erally to be found in the bar-room, where the
landlord was gracious, and his drunken hi-
larity and jests were appreciated by the com-
pany. It was not quite time for the land-
lord to break with him. That he would de-
fer until his victim was completely ruined,
and there was no prospect of his getting any
more money from him,

One night Walter Gordon had remained
in the bar -room longer than usual. He re-
mained until all his companions had slipped
off one by one, and he was left alone.  He,
too, would have gone, had he not fallen into
a drunken stupor, which left him half insen-
sible to what was going on. Half insensible,
I say, for events proved that he was not
wholly se.

At this time a stranger entered the room,
and wished to speak with the landlord apart.

““I have no fire elsewhere,” said the land-
lord. ““Youcan speak freely here.”

““But—" expostulated the stranger, point-
ing over his shoulder at Walter Gordon,
who was reclining on the settee.

£“Oh, that will make no difference. He's
a poor drunken fellow, and is far enough
over the bay not to comprehend anything
that is going on.”

“Faugh!” said the other, ‘I shouldn’t
think you would harbor such miserable fel-
lows as he.”

‘T shan’t much longer,” said the landlord,
carelessly; ‘“I've most cleaned him out,
and when I have I shall order him off.”

‘With this they proceeded to business,
which was of a character not to require our
further attention.

The landlord supposed Walter Gordon was
too far gone to hear what he said.  Perhaps
it would not have troubled him much, if he
had known that it was a mistake.

‘Walter Gordon did hear the last words that
were spoken, being, as has been said, only
half wunconcious. He had still manhood
enough left to feel them acutely. He had
never before felt the full measure of his deg-
radation. Now it was presented to him ina
way that was humiliating enough.

“So, T'm a poor drunken fellow ! ” thought
he to himself. ¢ That’s what the landlord
says, and he ought to know, for ke made me
what I em. And yet, no, I cannot say that,
for if I had not given my consent, his efforts
would have been powerless.”

These thoughts ran through Walter’s
mind. Meanwhlle the conversatlon went on,
and he heard Glover express determinaticn
to have done with him, after he had cleaned
him out.

This declaration filled him w1th secret in-
dignation, and yet it was only what he might
have known before. But the landlord’s
manner had been so smooth and polite, that
he never suspected the oplmon which he en-
tertained of him.

His first impulse was to leave the room,
but something restrained him. Without ap-
pearing, therefore, to have heard what had
been said, he continued to lie quiet for a few
moments, then yawning naturally, be stag-
gered slowly to his feet.

“Goingt” inquired the landlord, in his
usual smeoth tone, and with his hrypocritical
smile.

“Yes, it's getting late,”’ said Walter.

““You won't take another glass for a
night-cap, you know?”

“No; I won't take. anything more to-
night,” and Walter slowly walked out of the
room. He did not hear the landlord’s sneer :

““The first time I ever knew Gordon to
decline drinking. He must have taken an
overdose to-night.”

Out-in the fresh air a new spirit seemed
to possess Walter Gordon, Reflection had
completely sobered him.  He lcoked back at
the building from which he had just emerged,
and exclaimed in a low, but resclute voice:

““T will never drink another glass of li-
quer in that room, or any other place, so
help me God!”

It did him good to make that resolution.
He felt instantly, he knew not how, a con-
viction that God would surely help him;

and, in spite of his ragged clothes, his desti-

tute family, and miserable prospects, he was
cheered by the hope of better things.

His wife was awaiting him, not with re-
proaches, for these she felt would only make
matters worse; but with an air of depres-
sion which pained him to witness. He
wanted to tell her of his new resolution, but
decided not to do so, till he could give her
some decided proof that it would be carried
out in practice. She, for her part, did not
perceive much difference in his demeanor
from that which she usually observed. °

The next morning, early, Walter Gordon
awoke, and left the house, his wife supposed,
for the tavern.

She was mistaken. He bent his steps to
the house of Deacon Holmes.

‘“ Deacon Holmes,” said Walter Gordon,
“T have heard that you are intending to
build a barn.”

“Yes,” the deacon replied, “I am thmk
ing of domg so.’

“« Have you engaged any one to build it?”’

““No,” said the deacon, hesitatingly. Heé
a,ntlelpcnted what was coming next, and it
embarrassed him.

“Y am in want of work, and will do it as
cheap as any one.”

The deacon locked down.
dently trying to frame a refusal.

“1 would take care that the work was$
done well.”

“Yes. I am aware that you are a good
workman, but—" .

“ But my intemperance is an objection, I
suppose you would say.” -

“Frankly, now that you have mentioned
it, that is an objection—the only one I have
—but as you will admit, I think, a weighty
ope.’

“Ttis; I freely ackrowledge it. But,
Deacon Holmes, I made a resolution, last
night, never to touch intoxicating liquors
from henceforth.” >

¢“Deo.you think you have strength to abide:
by that resclution ?” said the deacon, eagerly.
“ Are you willing to sign the pledge!”

T am desirous of doing so,” said Goordon.

““What, may I ask, led you to form this
resolution

In answer to this question, Walter Gor-
don detailed to the deacon the particulars
with which the reader is already familiar,

¢ And now do you think,” he said in con-
clusion, ‘‘that you are willing to trust me
with this job?”

X will trust you,” he said, heartily, ex-
tending his hand to Walter Gordon, ¢ Ged
forbid that I should discourage you in your
resolution, by a refusal. Perhaps, however,
it will be better to employ you by the day;
trusting te you to make the job a short one,
since you might find it difficult to get trusted
for the timber, if you attempted to procure it
on your own responsibility.”

‘“Thank you, deacon, for your considera-
tion. I have, I am aware, destroyed my
credit.
own terms. 'When shall I begin?”

¢ I will order the timber to-day, so that it
may be on the ground to-morrow. Mean-

He was evi:

.while, I have little jobs around the house,

sufficient to occupy you to-day.”

That evening, Walter Gordon came home |

at six o'clock, somewhat to his wife’'s sur-
prise. How much greater was her surprise,
when he took from his pecket a two dollar
bill, saying kindly: .

¢“Clara, you must need some money for
household expenses.”

¢« Oh, Walter,” she said, with tremulous
hope at his unwonted action, ‘‘can it be
that you—"’

““That I have reforrmed? With Heaven’s
help, T think I have, Clara. I shall try to
be a better husband in the future.”

There was joy in the humble home of
Walter Gordon that night—the joy of a wife
who bad found her hushand, and of a man
who had found himself.

‘When John Glover heard of Walter Gor-
don’s reformdtion, he laughed incredulously,
and said :

Y shall have him before the week is
out.” -

He was not mistaken. Walter Gordoen
did call on him before the week was out;
but his errand was to say that he was about
to vacate his present house, and move into a
better one, owned by Deacon Holmes.

Three years passed by. At the end of
that time,Walter Gordon was well, happy,
and prosperous, while the landlord had sunk
into a drunkard’s grave,” which he had pre-
pared for so many others.—H. Alger.

Diperor says: ‘“The best way to educate
a child is to tell it stories, and let it tell
stories to you;”’ but why say that thi§ is the
best way, since it could never be made com-
plete, not even practical, within the peried
usually alletted to a child’s so-called education?
There is a story ‘of a college student who
could call a horse by its name in every known
language ; yet the stable-boy, who orly knew
the horse by one name, was familiar with all
the qualities, disposition, uses, and possibili-
ties of the animal, of which the student
knew mnothing. Any one kind of educating
process would fail in its results, it is likely,
and the old-fashioned way of lesson upon
lesson, with a never-ceasing accompaniment
of oral teaching is about as satisfactory as any
plan. And after all the ‘teaching,” the
children teach themselves; profoundideas go
in at their eyes and their ears, and the first
any one knows, the youngster amazes the
wiseacre with opinions which he obtained
withiout knowing when, how, or where.

I shall be happy to take it on your |

How Shall We Train Our Girls?

AMERICANS always censure that usaﬂe
which in England gives the titles and estates
to the oldest son, and leaves the others too
often to shift for themselves, or what is worse,
to sit down in mean and beggarly dependence
on the favored one.

But do net many among us make quite as
unjust 2 distinction between the boys and
girls of their families?

All Americans, except snobs and simple-
tons, rear their sons, no matter what their
prospects to some honorable business or pro-
fession, But too many train their girls for-
mere parlor playthings, and defraud ‘them of
all chance for honest independence in the
days of darkness which may come. There is.
an insane idea among a certain class, that an
idle girl, ignorant of all the useful arts of
life, is a lady above her who applies herself
to study, and learns to do something thor-
oughly—who has an aim in life.

The hope of such weak parents is that
their daughter may make a great marriage,
and be the ornament of some elegant home.

‘Will this be less likely if she knows how
to order a home, if she 15 well read, if she is
skilled in music, in painting, in writing, or-
sewing? Will ishe be less a lady in her own:
home for having had the training of a sensi-

| ble woman in her father’s housge?

Suppose this girl never marries—many no-
ble women do not—and that her riches take-
wings, and the strong arm she.has leaned on.
fails; what is to become of her then! She
will be utterly helpless, and will become an
unhappy woman, whom the world can lese
without missing.

The Princess Louise is an artist, and has
illustrated the poem which her noble young
husband, the Marquis of Lorne, has recently
pubhshed

There is no royal road to art, and her skill,.
like that of any other noble woman, is the re-
sult of study and laber.

Bismarck’s daughter is what we in Amer-
ica should call ‘“a capable girl.” Besides.
her accomplishments, she has great skill with.
her needle, is versed in all the gocd German
thome arts, and is possessed of rare good sense’
and kindly virtues.

Let us be done with the nonsense which
awards the title ‘“gentlemen” to our sons
who work, and denies that of ‘“lady” to-.
any but aimless, useless girls. Let our girls.
all have a chance for honest independencein
this world of many changes.—7"%e Watchman..

Never Satisfied.

. SoME people are never content with their
lot, let what will happen. Clouds and dark-
ness are over their heads, alike whether it
rains or shines. To them every incident is
an accident, and every accident a calamity.

Even when they have their own way, they
like it no better than your way, and, indeed,

consider their most voluntary acts as matters.
‘of compulsion. We saw a striking illustra-
tion the other day of the infirmity we speak
of, in the conduct of a child about three years.
old. He was crying because bis mother had
shut the parlor door. ‘‘Poor thing,” said
a neighbor compassionately, ‘‘you have shut
the child out.” ¢ It’s all the same to him,”
said the mother, ‘‘he would cry if I called
him in and then shut the door. It's a recu--
liarity of that boy, that if he is left rather
suddenly on either side of a door, he consid-
ers himself shut out, and rebels accordingly.””
There are older children who take the same
view of things.—Sel.

Short Dresses.

"IN the street costumes of the present sea-
son the most noticeable feature is the extreme
simplicity of the dresses and the quiet shades,
which are so prevalent that a bright color,
except it be used in the way of trimmings, is
something to be remarked.

. Short costumes are almost universally
adopted ; but to be really stylish.they must.
not touch the ground at any point, and
should be short encugh to show the heels of
the boots. This necessitates that careful at-
tention should be bestowed upon the chassure.
The success of these costumes, after so many
years of neglect, is truly astomshmg They
ar'e the source of so much ease and comfort
that they undoubtedly.will remain in favor
for some time to come. Walking dresses are
principally made of woolen fabrics, which, in
merit of their durability, softness, and the
facility with which they fall into graceful
drapery, are rapidly superseding silk for
street wear.— New York Tribune.

~—

A Goop conscience is better than two wit-
nesses-—lt will consume grief as the sun
dissolves ice. It is a spring when you are
thirsty, a staff when you are weary, a
screen when the sun burns, and a pillow in.
death.
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. Good Health,

<« Wg may live without poetry, music and art;
“We may live without conscience, “and live without

heart;

‘We may live without fmends, we may l1ve without
books ;

But civilized man cannot live without cooks. v

He may live without books; what is knowledge but
grieving ? .

He may live without hope—whatis hope but decemng?
He may live thhout love—what is passion but pmlnﬁ?
But where is the man that can live without dining?”,

And therefore every one should under-
stand how  to dine so as to best preserve
health and prolong hfe

Warning to Gll‘lS Who Chew Gum

Tug habit of chewmd gum, 50 popular of
late.years, has' been strongly condemned by
physicians, and especially. by hygienists be-
cause they so well understand the importance
of correct habits: It is as-disgusting to oth-
ers as it is injurious to the chewers. The
following is well named a warning; but we
fear it will not be much heeded, as slaves to
filthy habits are not easily induced to break
their chains. It is from the St. Lowis Neows
of January 10th:---

Late last Saturday evening an incident oc-
curred on Portland avenue that may serve as
a warning to hundreds of young persons who
have entered upon a career of wax-chewing.
A girl named Lida Smith had been a chewer
for nearly a year. She is eleven years old,
rather bright and intelligent, and chewed
about the same quantity of the material that
was used by neighboring girls along the. ave-
nue. On Saturday evening she took her wax
from her mouth, stuck it under the edge of
the mantel until she could go to the kitchen
to get a swallow of water, and on her return
her parents were horrified to see her jaws
moving rapidly. She was told to throw the
wax from her mouth, and on investigation it
was found tbat she was not chewing any-
thing ; still her jaws kept moving at a rapid
rate. The parents sent for a physician, who
came and attempted to hold the jaw in proper
position, believing it to be only temporary,
ut he could not stop the regular movement.
The child grew nervous, and the excitement
only J_ncreased the action of the jaws. The
phys101an put a tight bandage over her face
and this partially 1eheved the movement, but
then' the twitching of the muscles extended
all over her face. As a last resort a mode-
rate dose of morphine was administered, and

. the little girl kept up incoherent mutterings,
accompanied by a general disturbance of the
muscles of the upper portion of the body, du:
ring the early portion of the night, and to-
wards morning the little sufferer was restored
‘to her normal condition. The physician says
he never heard of such a-case before, and
thinks it was brought about by a spasmodic
action of the muscles of the face, caused by
overaction. The little girl after enduring a
night of suffering is now restored, but noth-
ing in the World could induce her again to
«chew wax. :

- - - 42"
How..to Make the .Skin Healthy..

- A maN who has a perfectly healthy skin
is nearly certain to be-healthy in other re-
spects. In no way can. the bhealth of the
skin be preserved but- by frequent bathing.
A daily or tri-weekly bath, accompanied by
friction, will keep the skin clean, supple,
and vigorous. There is no reason why the
whole surface ‘6f the body should not be
washed as well as the face and hands. The
addition of a little soap is necessary to re-

move the 01ly secretion deposn:ed upon the.

skin.

A lady of fashion, in enumeratmo- the
means for preserving beauty, says: - Clean-
liness, my last receipt (and which is.applica-
ble to all ages), is of most- powerful efficacy.
It maintains. the limbs in. their pliancy, the
skin in its softness, the complexion in its
luster, the eyes in their brlo-htness, the teeth |
in their purity, and the constitutien .in. its
fairest vigor. To promote cleanliness, I can
recommend nothing preferable to bathing.’
The frequent use of tepid baths is not more
grateful to -the sense than it is salutary to
the health and to beauty. . By such
means, the women of the East render their
skins softer than that of the tenderest babe
in this climate.” ‘¢ I strongly recommend to
every lady to make -a bath as indispensable
an article in her house as a. looking glass.”

When the foul matters which ought to be
eliminated by the skin and quickly removed
from the body are allowed to remain unre-
moved, the skin becomes clogged ‘and inact-
ive, soon loses its natural luster and color,
becoming dead, dark and inactive. When
bathing 1s so much neglected; it-is no maxrvel

| next, and work like a man.

that palnts powders lotlons and cosmetics
of all sorts, are in such orreat demand. A
daily bath, ‘at the proper temperat_ure, is the |

most agreeable and efficient of all cosmetics. |

Pare the Apples.

«

" MANY people have the habit of ea.tmv }

apples and other. fruits without removing the
outer skin. Sometimes this is done Wlth ‘the
idea that this is.the more healthful. way.
This is certainly an error.. The outer cover-
'ing of most fruits is of a Woody, indigestible
natule and hence of no use as an aliment.
In many cases it is a mechanical irritant, if
not 1n]ur10us in any other way. But it can
be shown that the.eating . of the skins of
fruits, especially of applesJ is often decidedly
danoerous Dr. Tsohamer, of Graz, has dis-
covered that the black specks which are often
seen on apples and oranges are - clusters of
fungous growths. They are of a character
similar to those which give rise to diphtheria
Dr. T. scraped from an orange some of these
black specks -and inhaled %hem. 1In the
course of a week the unpleasant symptoms
first experiericed had developed into genuine
whooping-cough, which led him to “believe
that this is one of the causes of that disease.
Whether the cohclusion be correct or not, it
is pretty certain that fungi ought not to be
eaten, and so fruit skins should be discarded.
—_Good Health.

An Appeal from a Lady to the Gentle-
men,

To raE EDITOR OF THE CHRONICLE—SIR :
My curiosity, the curiosity of a woman, is
aroused. Will you or some of your scien-
tifically inclined readers try to satlsfy it? I
have sought in vain and must have help. I
am recently from an interior city. There

tobacco-juice and swearing Wwere a never-end-
In the

ing source of trouble on the streets

house—whether that house was public or |.

private—we were comparatively free from
either nuisance. ”  On’coming here the infre-
quency of pr ofane language and tobacco-j juice
on the street was a source of surprise and
pleasure to me, but I find that no place of
amusement or of instruction, not-even a pri-

vate parlor, is sacred from the invasion of to-'

bacco, and ladies in public business have as-
sured me they are obliged to cover the cen-
ter of their carpets to save them from.the
greatest enemy of neatness and cleanliness
known to woman. Why, a year-old baby
with a cup of syrup and teaspoon will not
injure a parlor worse in half an hour than
will a manwith ten cents’ worth of tobacco.
Why can't they use it in their offices, work-
roomns, saloons, etc., and keep it out of rour
way? That's what we want to know. If
you must be dirty, gentlemen, please don’t
make us suffer at home and abroad for your
ill taste. Lizy.
Sam Francisco.

-

Prescriptions for Fits.

For A F1T oF PasstoN.—Walk out in the
open air. You may speak- your mind to the
winds without hurting any one, or-proclaim-
ing yourself to be a 51mpleton _““Be not
hasty in thy spirit to be angry, for anger
resteth,in the bosora of fools.”

For A Fir or IpLENESs.—Count the tick-
ings of a clock. Do this for one hour, and
you will be glad: to pull-off your coat the
¢¢ Slothfulness
casteth into a deep sleep, and an idle soul
shall suffer hunger.”

. For A Fir ‘or EXTRAVAGANCE AND FOLLY
—Go to the workhouse, or speak with the
ragged and wretched inmates of a jail, and
you L will be convinced

Who makes his bread of briar and thorn
Must be content to lie forlorn. .

““Wherefore do ye spend money for that
which is not bread? and your labor f01 that
which satisfieth not ¢”

For A Frr oF Ampirion.—Go ton the
churchyard and read the gravestones. ~ They
will'tell you the end of man at his best es-
tate. ‘“ For what is your life? It is even
a vapor that appeareth for a little time and
then vanisheth away.” ¢ Pride goeth before
destruction and a haughty spirit before a fall.”

For 4 Frr or RepiNiNg.-—Look about for
the halt and the blind, and visit the bedrid-
den, the afflicted, and the deranged, and they
will make you ashamed of complaining of
your light afflicticns. ¢ Wherefore -doth a
living man complain?’”’ : '

For Ao Fir or Exvy.—Go and see how

‘many who keep their carriages are afflicted

with rheumatism, gout, and dropsy; how
many walk abroad on crutcles or stay ab
home -wrapped up in a flannel, and how
many are subject to epilepsy and apoplexy.

¢« A sound heart is the life of the flesh.
- Envy is the rottenness of ‘the bones.”

‘ Jornia Christian Advocate :

%:hgwns gjrw.us and flotes.

, .-—Mr. Sankey has commenced a new series of |

evangelistic services at N e\vcastle-on—Tyne

—The Baptist. church in Paris is now com-
posed of 110 members, two-thirds of whom are
converts from Romanism.

“_Senator Christiancy of Michigan has pre-

pared a strong anti-polygamy b1ll whlch has
been favorably reported.
. —Four colored students have entered the
Episcopal Divinity School at West Philadelphia
X?o expect to emgage in Missionary work in

Tica.

" —There' is noted, a large fallmg oﬂ' in the
number of candidates for admission to theolo-
gical seminaries connected with the Presbyte-
rian church.

The Catholic Mirror closes an earnest appeal
in behalf of ‘the pope with the declaration that

he Isnot only * poor and aged,” but that he is |,

‘in a prison in Rome,”

—1Tt is proposed to abolish the office of chap-
lain in both branches of the Massachuseétis
Legislature; the salary which is $800, havmg
become a source of contention.

—Charles Demond, Treasurer of the Mas-
:sachusetts Home Missionary Society, has re-
signed by request of the executive committee,
for making unauthorized use of the funds.

—The Methodist Recorder says that ‘“the
love of some members for tobacco is stronger
than their love for the Methodist Protestant
church.” Poor sort of Christians, such nico-
tine Christians, we should say !

—The Second Baptist Chuarch of St Louis
was destroyed by fire a week ago, and in a few
days the rabbi of the Hebrew Tabernacle offered
the pastor of the church the use of that edifice
for a place of worship on Sunday. .

—The statement is put forth that Archbishop
Purcell’s indebtedness on account of his trust
furids is so great that it is feared that ‘‘not
even the entire property of the church in the
diocese will be sufticient to meet the demands,”

—This prayer was found i the late Doctor
‘Bethune’s Bible at the time of his death ;

““Lord, pardon what I have been; sanctify
what I am, and order what I shall be, that
Thine may be the glory, and mine the eternal
salvation.

—A Catholic priest in San Francisco advises
the formation of another party—a Christian
party—to. be composed of Catholics and Protes-
tants united, and very suggestively asks if Catho-
licism and Protestantism are worse than infidel-
ity in the public schools.

—The Sunday-school assembly which is pro-
posed to' be held next June in the Yosemite
Valley, is to be, managed by Dr. J. H. Vincent,
and is to be dedicated the first Sunday in that
month. Funds are now being received for the
dedication of the chapel and other expenses.

—At the dedication of ‘the Congregational
church in Oakland, Dr. Benton, who has been
a missionary, said, there:are three missionary
religions in the world, Christianity, Buddhism,
and Mohamedamsm and that Buddhism is
spreading faster on the African contment than
Christianity.

—The following query we find in the . Cali-

licensed to" preach the gospel in the M. E.
Church who is able, and yet will not take any
of our church. papers? Don’t you think he
would be a little like those who still vote for
General Jackson ?”

—The Methodist makes a good. point when it
.says, touching those good brethren who will
sing the psalms, and who won’t sing uninspired
hymns: ¢ We' cannot see, however, why they
should preach their own sermons or make their
-own prayers ; better sermons and prayers can
be found in the Bible.”
" —Dr., Schaff, in his ‘‘ Creeds of Christen-
dom,” is of opinion that in 1ts present com-
plete form ‘¢ the apostolic creed,” can hardly be

traced beyond the sixth, certamly not beyond ’

the close of the fifth eentury, while its triumph
over all the other forms in thé Latin Church
was not completed until the eighth century.
—A Unitarian writes to the Christian Regis-
ter :  “1feel that the blight of worldliness is
falling upon the ministry in general, and the

*,| Unitarian ministry in particular, because preach-

ers, too, have commenced to go for the loaves
and fishes, the chief seats in the synagogue, the
comfortable places ; considerations of self have
come to be almost as common as the spirit of
self-sacrifice.” Well, the Unitarians are not
alone in this, ) '

—The Rev. Dr. Morris, of the Lane Theolog-
ical Seminary, propounds this conundrum :

¢ What shall the Presbyterian charch do with
those of its ministers' who have embraced the
belief set forth in the recent Prophetic Confer-
ance ?”

Why not turn them out of the church—

and then abont 1909 meetin General Assembly, |°

and take them all back again, and have a grand |’
hand-shake 1— Chyistian at Work,

—Bishop Simpson was about to begin his lec-
ture before the Yale theological students the
other day, when he was seen to pause and look
for something. ** Young gentlemen,” he said,
“T find myself in the pusition of the preacher
who was informed by a lady that thirdly had
flown out of the window.” A part of his MS.
was missing, and while Professor Fisher went
away to search for it, the Bishop entertained
his audience with a half-hour’s talk on Presi-
dent Lincoln.

lecture began.

‘“Should a man be |.

lation of the election laws.

Then the MS. appeared, and the’

Seealar frlvs,

—The Missouri Lunatic Asylum at St. Joseph
was burned January 25.

—Four democratic United States Represen-
tatives have died within a month.

—Great alarm prevails in Europe eoneernlng
the rapid spread of the black plague.

—The winter continues excessively severe in
Europe. Paris has been blockaded: with snow.

—The gold mines of Georgia are said to pro-
duce not less than $1,000,000 per annum.

—Mayor Doyle was inaugurated last week as
Mayor of Providence, R. L., for the 14th time.

—South Carolina has. abohshed her only di-
vorce law, thus leavmg no way at all open to
secure a divorce.

—The valuable library-of the ermlngha:m
and, Midland Institute, numbering 80,000 vol-
umes, has been burned. .

—General Trevino, a Mexican, is successfully
moving against the ‘ Texas raiders.” Peace on
the border seems to be assured

-—The best thing’ ever said about drink was
said recently in England when one of the speak-
ers styled it ‘¢ thé Devil in solation.”

A gang of ex-county officials at Belvidere, N.
J., have been sentenced to imprisonment at
hard labor for stealing the public funds.

—The Cubans have ratified a treaty by which
the.Chinese are to be allowed all the privileges,
rights and 1mmumt1es of other foreigners as
soon as they land on the island.

—The total Republican majority in the
French Senate proves to be 55—which exceeds
what the Republicans dreamed of ; ‘Gambetta
himself claiming only 25 majority.

—Two planing mills near the foot of Castro
street, Oakland, were burned the morning of
the 23d. The abundance of dry material ren-
dered the labors of the firemen unavailing:
Loss about $40,000.

—Governor Fremont is makmg himself very
busy in ‘Arizona. He goes about visiting all
parts of the Territory, by personal inspection
ascertaining the extent and character of its
natural wealth and the immediate needs of its
people.

—A man in Fountain cowty, Indlana, was
killed by a meteoric stone, January 13." The
aerolite came through the roof striking him in
the breast, he being in bed. It passed through
the bed, and floor, and buried itself five feet in
the earth beneath. It weighed twenty. pounds

—The chief of the Chinese Legatlon in this
country was asked, it is stated, what would
become of those of Tis countrymen who
wished to live and work away from China, in
case of the United States deciding not to receive
them. ¢ They will all go to Ireland,” is the re-
ply he is said to havergiven ; ¢‘ that is the only
country that theIrish do not rule.”.

—There is now in construction at Oakland; by
the Central Pacific Railroad, the largest steam
ferry boat in the world, Length 425 feet;
width, 116 ; depth of hold, 18 feet. Itis de-
sxgned for transportatlon of - trains across the
Straits to Benicia ; it will have four tracks its
entire length, and will carry entire trains,
locomotives and all. This route materially les.
sens the-distance from San Franmsco to Sacra-
mento.

—The jury in the case of" the- Breva,rd
County, Florida, Canvassing Board for making
false returns of the late Congressional election,
brought in a verdict of gu1lty, with a recom-
mendation to mercy. . The Sheriff, a Justice of
the Peace, the County Canvassmg board and
two Inspectors of the late election from Alachua
county were arrested to-day on a charge of vio-
Much crime is also
developed in the South Carolina election.

ey

-—In Germany, as in our own country, it is

.evident that since her late war there has been a

vast augmentation of crime. In Prussia alone
thé convictions have risen from 6,403, in 1871,
to 12,807, in 1878. Assassinations, maimings,
forgerles ‘and fraudulent bankruptcies have all
greatly increased. This is largely to be attri-
buted to the more expensive mode of life and
the dissipation, which have prevailed since the
French indemnity flooded Germany with money.

—Earl Derby made a speech in Liverpool on
the 2d inst., in which he ‘told the people there
was no remedy for the present distress in'-En-
gland except through wholesale emigration ‘to
America and Australia. This means that the
statesmen of England, looking over the whole
field, realize thatitis no temporary distress which
has come upon their countryvmen, but that the
causes which have brought affairs to their pres-
ent condition are steadily gaining in menace,
and that England, with all her power, cannot
buy food and successfully combat the terrible
competition of the United States.

QDbitumfg.

. Diep, in Fairview, Fresno County, California,
of diptheria, Jan. 15, 1879, George Edwin, son
of Brother George W. and Sister. Nettie Hutch-
ings, aged 2-years, 6 months, and 12 days.
This, the. only child of the bereft, was fair
and promising in life and Jovely in death,
Remarks were made by the writer from Mait.
18 : 24, showing the importance of having a part
in the New Covenant work and becoming hum-
ble children of God. . ;
¢« He sleeps in Jesus soon to rise
*When the last trump shall rénd the skies ;
Then burst the fetters of the tomb. .
To wake in full immortal bloom.”
R. A. MorToON.
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THE permanent address of Elder J, N. Lough-
borough is ‘“ Stanley Cottage, Stanley Street,
near Shirley Road, Freemantle, Southampton,
England.”

TaE permanent post-office address of Elder
B. A. Stephens is Box 445, Reno, Nevada.

The Weather.

TrE much longed-for rain has at last visited
California, but contrary to all precedent the
weather continues cold. Ice formed in San
Francisco the night of the 26th, and the hills
back of Oakland are covered with spow, (28th),

Drifting Where?

BroTHER Wo00D sends the following, which
he cut out of the Visalia Delta, Tulare Co.,—

‘“ PorTERVILLE,—Christmas passed off pleas-
antly.” The dinner realized over sixty dollars,
it holding out abundantly for the ball supper.
Sixty ball tickets were sold, at $2.50 each, all
for the benefit of the Presbyterian church. The
hall being small for the number in attendance,
some of the boys proposed to use the church to
dance in ; others thought it hardly suitable.”

Particular Notice.

1. Do Nor direct business letters for the S1aNs

. to the editor. Look at the address—S1ons oF

THE TiMes. Sent to the editor there is some-
times trouble and often delay.

2. Tract Society Secretaries, agents, etc.,
should remember this : Never send money for
any one in any case, or order a paper changed,
without giving the address of the subscriber,
We have just been shown a card which says :
‘I send $2 for J. C.,” no post office given, and
J. C. does not receive his paper at the same of-
fice with the person who wrote the card. Now
don’t write s0 and then complain of the office
because they do not attend to your orders.

Sound Speech.

WE call the attention of the reader to the ar-
ticle in the editorial columns of this paper en-
titled, ‘‘Sunday Keéping—Is It of Rome?”
The argument is very clear, and cannot fail to
be convincing to every careful and conscientious
reader. In this case we have another evidence
that objections urged against our faith only
serve to make the truth shine brighter.

Also the article on the ‘‘Two Covenants” in
this number is of unusual intereet and impor-
tance. Several articles on this subject by the
same writer will be given in the Siews, and we
bespeak for them a careful and cindid reading.

Bro. Dickinson’s Letter.

We feel specially interested in the letter
which we copy from the Oregonian, of Salem,
Oregon, on the third page of this paper. Bro.

Dickinson built up the first Congregational |

church in Salem, but retired from active service
in the ministry, and was keeping a store when
we became acquainted with him at the time the
tent was in Salem. At that time he was much
impressed with the truth, and gladly received
the light on the destruction of the wicked, saying
on hearing a discourse on Matt. 25:46, that it
brought great relief to his mind, giving light
where many things had looked dark before.

We congratulate Bro. D. on his full accept-
ance of the truth on the holy Sabbath ; and we
congratulate the church in Salem on this acquisi-
tion to their ranks. May the association prove
to their mutual beuefit.

Is Faith Essential ?

THE New York Independent contains the fol-
fowing item :—

*“The Jewish Reformer wants some Christian
editor to answer the question, ‘Does Christian-
ity teach that all men who do not believe that
Christ was Messiah will be eternally damned ?’
The Independent says: ‘No. God is no re-
specter of persons ; butin every nation he that
feareth him and worketh righteousness is ac-
cepted with him.” Acts 10:34, 35.”

If the Independent is correct in its belief it
has been most unfortunate in its selection of a
text to prove it. Cornelius was instructed by
an angel to send for Peter who would tell him
what he ought to do. Peter did, indeed, tell
him and his associates that the workers of right-
eousness in all nations are accepted with God ;
but he did not tell them that this acceptable
righteousness could be wrought outside of faith

in Christ. To the contrary, he said that
‘“ through his name whosoever believeth in him
shall receive remission of sins.” And on their
believing, ‘‘he commanded them to be baptized
in the name of the Lord Jesus.”

Further than this, Peter elsewhere said there
is salvation in no other than Jesus, and that re-
pentance and remission of sin is granted in his
name. Paul said all men everywhere are com-
manded to repent. And Jesus said no man
cometh to the Father but by himself. We
should fear to trust to the theology of the Inde-
pendent on this all-important point ; we think it
can only tend to confirm the Jews in their re-
jection of Jesus as the Christ.

Napa Valley Ice Crop.

“Guess Nor.—‘We are credibly informed,’
says the SioNs or THE TimEs, ‘that a gentle-
man whose ranch extends into a canyon on the
west side of Napa Valley, four miles south of
St. Helena, put up fifteen tons of ice on the
last day of December. Had he commenced a
day earlier, or had the rain held off a day, he
might have secured 50 tons. This is the first
ice crop of Napa Valley.” Now we venture the
assertion that the TimEs’ informant is about
fifteen tons out of the way, and that neither the
editor, his informant or any one else now cn
earth will live to see the time when fifty tons
of ice can be taken from any point in the valley,
and especially above Napa City.”—Calistogian.

““The ice spoken of last week in the Star as
put up down the valley, near here, was by E.
B. Smith, at Nook Farm, west of Rutherford.
It formed in the reservoir in the canyon back
of his place, and was four inches thick. He
could easily have had 40 to 50 tons, had he
place to house .it, and gathered it in time. As
it is he has about 15 tons put up, which will be
ready for use next summer. It is nice, pure
ice, and there is no joke about the story. A
frozen truth.”—S¢t. Helena Star.

We profess no infallibility, and are dependent
for much of our news upon the daily papers. But
our news columns are made up with great care,

.and may generally be relied upon as correct.

In this instance we reported the ice yield of
Napa Valley ahead of any paper in the Valley.
Will the Calistogian acquit the SiGNs oF THE
TimMEs of error in the case ?

‘Wxo can forget—never to be forgot— )
The time that all the world in slumber lies,
When like the stars, the singing angels shot
To earth and Heaven awakened all its eyes,
To see another sun at midnight rise
Onearth? was ever sight of pareil fame ;
For God before man like Himself did frame,
But God Himself now like a mortal man became.

A child He was, and had not learnt to speak,
_That with h's word the world before did make ;
His mothe1’s arms Him bore. He was 8o weak.
‘Who with one hand the vaults of Heaven couldshake.
See how small room.my infant Lord doth take,
Whom &'l the world is not enough to hold |
Who of His years or of His age hath told?
Never such age 80 young,—never 2 child so old!
—@iles Flelcher, 1623,

A Subterfuge.

It is wonderful how professedly learned and
pious men will resort to the most flimsy and
transparent subterfuges in the support of tradi-
tional errors, and to evade the force of the most
obvious truth.

Not very long since, a man of learning, it
would seem, and a teacher of the people, having
seen it asserted in one of our publications that
the first day of the week is nowhere called the
Sabbath in the New Testament, felt it his duty
or privilege to deny the assertion, and to un-
dertake to prove that the first day is called the
Sabbath in Matt. 28:1, which says, ““In the
end of the Sabbath, as it began to dawn toward
the first day of the week.”

It is true that the Greek word for Sabbath is
in the phrase translated *‘the first day of the
week,” but it is used with a numeral signifying
the first, and all well-informed persons know
that the term Sabbath was used to signify the
whole week. The week being bounded by the
Sabbath, the intervening days were called the
first of the Sabbath, the second of the Sabbath,
and so on till they came to the seventh day
whick was simply called the Sabbath. If our
translators were wrong—if they ought to have
said, Sabbath, instead of first day, how does our
friend know so positively that the term is ap-
plied to the first day of the week ? If his claim
is true, that it is called the Sabbath, then it is
not called the first day of the week. He may
say, ‘‘It was the next day following the Sab-
bath.” Well, that day was always the first day
of the week, and therefore our translators were
right. According to the special translators of
our times, the self-righteous Pharisee said, ‘I
fast twice in the Sabbath.” Luke 18:12. If
that Sabbath was a single day, he must have
taken one meal in the course of the day, if not
two. R. F. CorrrELL.

Representing the Devil.

A sTRANGE story comes from the north of
Spain. A moribund landed proprietor, not-
withstanding the entreaties of his family and
friends, refused to receive the comsolations of
religion. His family, thinking they had over-
come his scruples, sent for the parish priest ;
but upon his arrival the sick man declined to
receive him, and the priest withdrew, declaring
that the devil would come in person to carry off
8o hardened a sinner as soon as he was dead.
A few hours afterwards the sick man died, and

while the family were watching over the body ]

the door of the room was opened with a great
noise, and there appeared upon the scene a per-
gonage arrayed in red, brandishing a p:t:hfork,
dragging a long tail after him, and smelling
very strong of sulphur. His appearance created
go much terrcr that the women present fainted,
and the men rushed out of the room by another,
door. A man-servant, hearing the screams, and
thinking that thieves had broken into the house,
armed himself with a revolver, and made his
way to the room from whence they proceeded.
For a moment he, too, was terrified by the ap-
pearance of ‘‘ the devil,” who by this time had
got the body in his arms; but, mastering his
fears, he fired three barrels of his revolver at

him, and the supposed devil, who fell to the |

ground, proved to be the parish sexton, who
by the orders of the priest, had disguised, as
conceived, as Satan. He was quite dead when
picked up, and four priests who are suspected
of complicity in this attempt to work upon the
superstitious feelings of the family of the de-
ceased, have been taken into custody.— Pall
Mall Gazette.

Appointment.

San FraNaisco-—Services at the Seventh-day
Adventist church, on Laguna street, between
Tyler and McAllister, every Sabbath (Saturday),
at 11 a.M., and Sunday evening at 7:30.
Prayer-meeting every Wednesday evening at
7:30. The Hayes Valley cars of Market street
and the Lone Mountain cars of the Central rail-
road cross Laguna street near the church.

Pusiness Bepartment.
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The Constitntional Amendment. A discussiom
between W. H. Littlejohn and the editor of the * Chrise
tian Statesman.” Bound, $1.00. Paper 40o. First part

10c.

‘Spirit of Prophecy, Vol. 1. Mrs. E. G. White..
416 pp. $1.00.

Spirit of Prophecy, Vol. II. Mrs. E. G. White..
400 pp. $1.00.

Spirit of Prophecy, Vol. III. Mrs. E, G. White..

{400 pp. $1.00.

Life of Christ, in six pamphlets, by Mrs. E. G.

. White:— .

" No.1l. His First Advent and Ministry - . 10 cts-
No. 2. Mis Temptation in the Wilderness - 10 cts.
No. 8. His Teachings and Parables - - 15 cts.
No. 4. His Mighty Miracles - - . - 15 cts-
No. 5. His Sufferings and Crueifixion . - 10 cts.
No. 6. HisResurrection and Ascension - - 1Qcts.

The Apostles of Christ, in two pamphlets. Mrs..
E. G. White:—

No.1l. The Ministry of Peter - . - =~ locts.

. No. 2. The Teachings of Paul .- 10 cts-

Sabbath Readings for the Home Circle. In two-
volumes. 60 cts. each.

The State of the Dead and Destiny of the Wicked..
" U. Smith. 40c.

The United States in Prophecy. TU. Smith..
Bound, 40c. Paper, 20c.

A Woré for the Sabbath, or False Theories Ex~
posed. (Poem.) U. Smith. Muslin, 30c; paper, 15c.

Advent Keepsake. Muslin, 25¢.

Sermons on the Sabbath and Law, embracing am
_outline of the Biblical and Secular history of the Sabbath
for 6,000 years. J. N. A. 25¢.

Facts for the Times. 25c.

The Nature and Tendency of Modern Spiritualisnr..
9. H. Waggoner. 20c.

Our Faith and Hope. Sermons on the Millen--
nium, Second Advent, the Kingdom, the Judgment, the-
Time, the Sanctuary, and Saving Faith. 20c.

The Ministration of Angels, and the Origin, His-
'tory, and Destiny of Satan. D. M. C. 20c.

The Atonement.
The Spirit of God. J. H. W.
Miraculous Powers. 15c.

The Complete Testimony of the Fathers concern-
ing the Sabbath and First Day. J. N. Andrews. 15c.

The Three Messages of Rev. 14, and the Two
Horned Beast. J. N. Andrews. 10c.

The Morality of the Sabbath. D. M. C. 15c.

The Resurrection of the Unjust; a Vindication of
the Doctrine. J. H. Waggoner. 1bc.

The Two Laws. D. M. Canright. 15¢c.
The Seven Trumpets of Rev. 8 and 9. 10c.
Redeemer and Redeemed. James White. 10c.

Christ in the Old Testament and the Sabbath in.
the New. James White, 10c.

The Truth Found. J. H. W. 10c.
The Two Covenants. J. N. Andrews. 10c.

The Hope of the Gospel; What is it, and when it
will be copsummated. J. N. L. 10c.

Review of Gilfillan on the Sabbath. 10c.
Vindication of the Sabbath. Morton. 10c.

The Date of the Seventy Weeks of Dan. 9, estab-
lisbed. J. N. Andrews. 10c.

Matthew Twenty-four. James White. 10c.

Review of Baird's two Sermons on the Sabbath
and Law. J. H. W, 10c. .

The Ancient Sabbath.
Considered. 10c.

Four-cent Tracts: The Second Advent—The-
Seventh Part of Time—Celesfial Railroad—Samuel and
the Witch of Endor—The Ten Commandments not Abol--
ished—Address to the Baptists--Present Truth—The Suf~
ferings of Christ—The Two 1 hrones--The Third Mesgage
of Rev. 14—Spiritualism aSatanic Delusion—Redemption:
“-Systematic Benevolence—The Two Covenants—Origin:
and Progress of Seventh-day Adventists—Milton on the-
State of the Dead--The Rejected Ordinance.

Three-cent Tracts: Much in Little—The Losgt
Time Question—-Argument on Sabbaton—-Infidel Cavils
Considered—The End of the Wicked—Scripture Refer-

_ ences—Who Changed the Sabbath?--The Second Message-
of Rev. 14.

Two-cent Tracts: Christ in the 0ld Testament—
The Sabbath in the New Testament--The 01d Moral Code
of Ten Commandments not Revised—Definite Seventh
Day--Seven Rcasons for Sunday Keeping Examined—
Elhu on the Sabbath—The Rich Muan and Lazarns—The
Sanctuary of the Bible—The Millennium—Departing and
Being With Christ—-Fundamental Principles of §. D. Ad-
ventists--The Judgment; or the Waymarks of Daniel to
the Holy City—The Two Laws—Spirit of Prophecy--One
Hundred Bible Facts—-The Law and the Gospel—God’s
Memorial—The Sabbath, the Day—First Mcssage. of Rev.
4.

One-cent” Tracts: Appeal on Immortality—
Thoughts for the Candid--Nahum’s Cbariots—The Per--
fection of the Ten Commendments—Coming of the Lord—
Without Excuse--Which Day Do You Keep, and Why ?—
Geology and the Bible—The Sleep of the Dead—The Sin.
ner’s Fuate—Can We Know ?—Is the End Near?-A Dia-
logue—Brief Thoughts on Immortality—The Christian
Sabbath—Why Not Found Out Before ?—100 Bible Facts.-

upon the Sabbath. . .
Address— THE SIGNS OF THE TIMES,
OAKLAND (AL,

J. H. Waggoner. 20e.

15¢.

Forty-four Objections-
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